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friend the Senator from West to 
the Senator from Texas for asking the question, he said, 
«Later on I will answer it.” But he was so very grateful that he 
forgot to answer it before he and my friend the 


there given tothis subject the ability and the care 
which there should have been given to it, a bill could have been 
that would have i Iam notso sure that 


here, they 
well. Pelneat baking ont the then, tho tenn 
the that in some great, magnificent thing is to 
™ ; The community would not stand it. So much for the 
No reports have been made 
dollars is quite a ae 
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Mr. BACON. . President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Wurrs in the chair). Does 
the Senator from New York yield to the Senator from Georgia? 


Mr 


Mr. HILL. Not at present. I am making a connected argu- 
ment, as my friend will see, and therefore I do not wish to be di 
a any question that might not be exactly pertinent to 


Mr. BACON. I wish simply to make a suggestion which I re- 
gard as i 
The 
declines to yield. 
Mr. . Ihave no doubt that my friend would make a per- 
tinent observation. I was gratified when my friend said the other 


day that he role the new company had the right and ought to 
be i to —— its wires. That is enough for me. I 


G OFFICER. The Senator from New York 


confidence in j . He reached that conclusion. 
I am sorry he “I shall content with my vote.” I 
should like to hear him, with his well-known ability, discuss this 


uestion. I should like to have him give the reasons for the faith 
that is im him; why he sees fit to differ with his associates, and he 
will, of course, when the time comes, explain, although he said 
he should content himself with his vote upon my side of the 


: ‘Shr, T have no doubt that the Senator from Georgia dislikes to 


disagree with his associates, but it is his conscientious conviction 

that we were ri and therefore he dissented, the sameas does the 

Senator from Virginia, the same as does the Senator from Ver- 

mont, and both sides are claiming the Senator from Tennessee. 
Mr. BACON. i 


Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from ia? 

Mr. BACON. As the Senator from New York will not permit 
pt him, of course I can not transgress upon his time. 
I simply desire to call his attention to the fact that there are some 
eight or ten bills upon this subject which the subcommittee has 
now under consideration. Possibly I would have occupied but a 
minute of his time in calling his attention to the particular char- 
acter of those bills and in stating that among them there are no 
bills which look to the diture of several million dollars by 
the District. Most of the bills contemplate action by individual 
com and not as the result of appropriations on the part of 
the Government in behalf of the District. 

Mr. HILL. I hold in my hand the remarks made by the chair- 
man of the committee yesterday, in which he said it was going to 
cost from three to five million dollars. 

Mr. BACON. Thatistrue. If the Government should under- 
take the work it would cost a vast sum of money; and for that 
reason there is no bill pending to a priate any such amount. 
I desired to relieve the Senator of the very great apprehension 
which was on his mind as to what was going to be done with the 


the | three or five million dollars. There is no such bill pending, and 


none is being considered either by the general committee or the 
subcommittee. 

Mr. HILL. My apprehension as to what is to be done with the 
three or five million dollars is not so great as is the anxiety of the 
committee to determine the question as to what semper shall 
make the expenditure. This is the first time I have heard that 
a y was to make this vast expenditure. 

Mr. BACON. Not this company; not either of these companies. 

Mr. HILL. At whose expense is it to be done? 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will permit me, I will call his 
attention to the various bills that are pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenatorfrom New York 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. HILL. Not at present. Later on I will yield. 

Mr. BACON. The telephone companies and all such companies 
which are interested in the laying of wires are seeking to inaugu- 
rate some such system. 

Mr. HILL. If the object is to give free competition, there is 
not much difficulty about framing a bill. If the theory is that 
—- and competition are unnecessary and useless, that is a 

erent thing. Some company, a corporation of some kind, if 
the city or the District does not do it, of course must construct 
the subway. Whoever constructs it must get his money back in 
some form or shape. There is no question about that. If the 
companies are to do it, how easy it is to frame a bill requiring the 
companies which desire to compete for electric lighting, for sup- 
plying gas, for telephone service, and all such things, to pay their 
just proportion of the cost, and to give bond that they shall do it! 

Mr. President, it is a strange spectacle. All the while the sub- 


oe ject a under ee for the — “er years _ is said 
. chairman there been a monopoly in gas, a monopoly in electric lighting, 
committee said it take from three to five million dollars, he | a in almost i ining to electricity; but all 
did not know which. Millions are nothing in apes reg of these i are waiting until the subway bill shall be framed. 
like this. As our old friend Colonel Sellers tosay,| Branching out from this ise point, diverted by the remark 
millions in it!” of the Senator from Georgia, let us see what has been the effect 


XXIX—64 
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of this recent agitation. A year ago the price of electric lights 
per light per year was $138. The United States Electric Lighting 
Company issued a paper, which I will not now take the time 
to read, in which they said that $138 was the lowest sum for 
which it could be done. To-day, by reason of competition, the 
new company stands ready to give the service to the city for $100 
per lamp. My friend the Senator from West Virginia yesterday 
said thisis a twopenny matter anyway—I am not quoting his 

srecise words—that the saving did not amount to anything, a 

undred dollars or so, about that, that is all, and they are going 
to tear up the streets ‘‘7 miles”—7 miles to save $100—and it is 
very difficult to put those streets down again in the condition they 
were before, and you save only $100. I asked him how man 
lamps were to be put in. He spoke of some around the park. j 
had not limited my question to the park, but asked him for the 
whole. The contract with the new company provides for 124 arc 
lights, and the previous price fixed by statute would make it $109, 
a difference of $9 for each light, and that is a saving on 124 lights 
of $1,116 each and every year. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will permit me, I should like 
to correct him in his statement. 

Mr. HILL. Very well. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The question I was arguing when he asked 
the question was whether or not the Commissioners had exercised 
a Wise discretion in ——s this permit. I said that from Mount 
Vernon Square to Lincoln Park, referring then to the park light- 
ing alone, for seven lights, there being no street lights between 
those two points, the difterence in cost is only $3, and that 3 miles 
a anes pavement had to be torn up in order to light those seven 

ights. 

Mr. HILL. That is it precisely. But I did not ask about any 

articular park. I did not limit my question to any particular 
fights. Lasked the general question, What wasto besaved? Does 
the Senator begrudge a saving upon the part of the city? I trust 
not. Of course he does not. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will permit me, I will say 
that I was not considering whether it was one dollar or a thou- 
sand dollars. A saving of a thousand dollars would be very good, 
if it is not at the expense of many thousands of dollars on the 
other side, which I was arguing that it would be. 

Mr. HILL. Aside from the question what itis going to cost 
the city subsequently, as you say, because of the tearing up of 
the streets, which we will discuss afterwards, what is the precise 
saving in dollars and cents? I am entitled to a fair, candid 
answer to that question by the Senator. 

Mr. FAULKNER. On the arc lighting it is $3.05. Itis not 
quite as much, perhaps, as the other. Ihave never made any cal- 
culation. I think it is $102 for the other light, perhaps from $109, 
$7 difference. 

Mr. HILL. Nine dollars difference, I say. Now, can the Sena- 
tor dispute it? It is easy enough to figure it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Itis easy enough to ascertain by a calcula- 
tion. One hundred and twenty-four lights at 29 cents a night for 
three hundred and sixty-five days. Anyone can make the calcu- 
lation. 

Mr. HILL. One hundred and twenty-four arc lights are to be 
put in by the new company (I could not yesterday get the figures 
from my friend), and there is a saving of $9 a light per year. 
That is the difference between what they have to pay to the United 
States. Electric Lighting Company and what they pay to the new 
company. That of itself makes a saving of $1,116 upon those 
lights every year. 

In addition to that, when this subject was first broached, the 
other company was charging the city, under legislation enacted 
by Congress, $138 a light per year, and the reduction even on 
those lights means a saving of $4,712, ‘‘a mere trifle, not worth 
bothering about.” Talk about disturbing the streets of the 
city of Washington in the dead of winter! There are 2,000 poor 
people in Washington to-day, some skilled laborers, a majority 
not, working upon these trenches and performing an honest day’s 
work. From two to three thousand dollars a day is being ex- 
pended by this company to poor men, many of whom would 
otherwise have to for charity from your people, from your 
officials, and the city would have to relieve them. They are get- 
ting an honest day’s work. Yet Senators stand here and say what 
an outrage upon the city it is to disturb the streets! 

Isay, Mr. President, that the new company at this particular 
hour is substantially a public benefactor. I am not one of those 
who advocate the theory that the Government must provide work 
for the people; I antagonize it. But I do say that when the ques- 
tion simply is involved as to whether there shall be a little com- 
petition in electric lighting in a great city, the mere fact that the 
streets have to be dug up and wires in a few places duplicated on 
different sides of the streets, if in the interest of the public it is 
desirable that the work should be done—it is a welcome fact that 
the work is being done here now in the dead of winter, when these 
poor men have an opportunity for work. 


ee this work for the means to ay bk common necessities of 


forwarded by the secretary of the 
Committees 


Electric Power Company to lay subways was unanim 
= seaport referred to the legislative committee for prompt action thereon. 








Mr. President, let me read right in this connection a paper pre- 


sented to me yesterday; or will the Secretary oblige me, so as to 


save m i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tuurston in the chair), 
Without objection, the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


RESOLUTIONS IN RE POTOMAC ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY'S RIGHT TO LAY 
SUBWAYS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, ADOPTED BY CENTRAL LABOR 
UNION, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, JANUARY 18, 1897. 


Whereas the laying of conduits in the streets of this city by the Potomac 
Electric Power Company, ae legal permit from the District Commission- 


“a now being considered by ; an 
ereas the work now being done by the Potomac Electric Pc wer Company 
who 


uires the employment of several Lundved mechanics and labo 
under the present dep trade conditi and in the midst of winter, 
would be forced into idleness, and many to a ute want, if this work is 
nis and the permit of the District Com is revoked by Con- 
gress; an 

Whereas, knowing that at least a thousand residents are now dent 

t the laying of these subways an in competition with a 
company Ww claims exclusive pes and the maneeey of the streets 
of Washington is a public benefit and an enterprise w should be pro- 
spoted’ by every citizen who favors equal trade privileges and opportunities: 
Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That we regard as invidious any legislation which will 
prohibit the extension of the subways now being conetracted, and which 
will thus maintain the exclusive pri of aco tion, thus fostering 
monopoly to the arene of the best interests of the citizen; and 

R , That the Central Labor Union, representing the o. 
sf Ss at of Columbia, _ the reason — 

ro istrict, earnestly tests against the passage 
joint resolution, which will prohibit the further construction of the subways 
of the Potomac Electric Power Com: ,and most y tions Con- 
qrem to contem the asten af Ge oners and the judicial 
ecision in the matter involving the question of law and the of the 
Potomac c Power Company to continue to completion the of sub- 


ways now being ;an 
e it further resolved, That a of these resolutions, duly attested, be 
nmtral Labor Union to the chairman of 
on the District of Columbia. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 18, 1897. 
[Excerpt from proceedings of the Central Labor Union, District of Columbia.] 
Upon motion, the resolutions in reference to the right of the Potomac 
y concurred in, and 


the Senate and House 


J. J. CROWLEY, Secretary C. L. U. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, those resolutions, passed by a very 
reputable body of laboring men of this city, constituting one of our 
best organizations, show something of public sentiment upon this 
subject. I wish I could turn over my mail to my friend from West 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]—undoubtedly he has enough to read of 
his own—that he might see the expressions of cifizens upon this 
subject, not only upon this one monopoly, but upon the others 
that are claimed to be fostered here in this city. He would see 
what the public sentiment is upon this subject. 

Oh, no, it will not do, Mr. President, to endeavor to excuse 
these monopolies. This sort of thing has gone long enough. 
There must be competition in this city in all things that pertain 
to its welfare. It will not do to k this matter along session 
after session, under the claim that it is being investiga That 
claim will last for a year or two, but it loses its force and savor 
after a while. I have some aaeaee on this subject. 

The subway in the city of New York—a great, ificent sub- 
way—was constructed under my administration as chief executive 
of the State. I signed the bill of the legislature for it. I under- 
stand the question pretty well. I the experts in the case. 
I know there were some men who risked their tations about 
it and said the erection of a subway could not be done and would 
not be successful, but Mayor Hugh J. Grant determined that it 
should be done, and he ordered his men to cut down the poles of 
the Western Union bb ry oe Company and made them prt their 
wires underground. That is the way to deal with these corpora- 
tions who will not respect the — of the people, and having 
a monopoly insist upon retaining it. 

Mr. ident, the effect of this agitation during the last two 
or three years has brought down the contracts of electric lights 
per lamp from $138 to $100 fe year. Putthatdown. I could not 
get the facts yesterday. ose are the facts. Investigate them, 
and you will find that they are entirely and perfectly acurate. 

y should we hesitate? I know how reluctant tors are 
to override committees. Senators listen to only a portion of the 
debate. They can not hear it all. They naturally feel like sus- 
taining a committee if they can. If the committee is unanimous 
it has great weight, but when the committee itself is divided it 
destroys the weight to be given to the report, at least a consid- 
erable portion of it. 

When I was diverted by the questions of the Senator from West 
Virginia and the Senator from Georgia 1 was p to argue 
the legal question involved, because, stripped of all superfiuity of 


language, if I may use the e on, coming right down to the 
question involved, what i 


t is a proceed- 
ing to reverse the 


ict of 
Columbia. Thatis itis. I assert as a lawyer that the court 


this ———, 
oe decision of the courts of the 
what 











have decided any other way. If in the sundry civil ap- 
Fentouasl ra mn oan Pozo mat on 
ight compen den, ant What is 


I am glad that they did fail. 
their proposition? 
For ts for ae hundred and -five nights for not saree 


er 
parks men — 

d yet the argument was before this court—no, Mr. Presiden 
an argument. It was a pretense, that is all; they 
an injunction for the purpose of delaying action after : - 
journed until owl convened again, and they kept it in the 
courts all that It was not anargument. It was the baldest 
attempt to impose upon a court that ever counsel ind in. It 
was gravely con that under that gan clause t. wasa 
monopoly existing here, and that it could only be given to this one 
favored electric-light company. 

The letting was to be done by the War Department. The War 
Department made a contract. The pen joint resolution pro- 
poses to stop it, claiming that under this and other provisions this 
one United States Company was entitled to it; and the court say, 
“Why, there is a general appropriation. It mentions no com- 
pany. It prescribes n t amounts and a certain manner 
of putting in the conduits. That is all. And therefore the War 
Department has a right under existing law, because there is no 
limitation, to give the contract to any company it sees fit if that 
company can get a permit from the ioners.” 

I wish Senators would take the trouble to read the opinion of 
the justice who decided this cause. He brushes the contention of 
the United States Company aside with the characteristic abili 
that he possesses. He says that the Government may go on, an 
the Government is going on now and lighting these very parks 
with the electric light of the new company. 

In order to get to these parks, of course the company must pass 
through some streets which are already occupied by the present 
company; not streets upon which there are any lights, but upon 
which they have laid conduits, on the other side, of course. 
itdo any harm? Have Senators seen how these conduits are laid 
close up to the curbs moe each side of the street? It does not in- 
terfere with the traveling public in the least. They are — 
the work well. are great wide streets here in the city o 
Washington, and on one side in some of these streets, a few of them, 
the United States Company have their wires buried, not using a 
single light on that particular street. Does it do any harm in 
order to reach these parks that the other company should be per- 
mitted upon the other side of the curbstone to put their subways 
in order toreach the parks? We ought to encourage competition. 
We ought to hold out inducements to these people to compete with 
each other. It is a benefit now tothe citizens in more ways than 
the one I haveexplained to have this work p ; and, therefore, 
upon the first proposition involving the m of law, I say the 
War Department, under the sundry civil act—I am not i 
now about the oe rewene bill; we will come to that later; bu 
upon the sundry civil appropriation act—had a perfect right =e 
the lighting to the Potomac Company. The court so - at 
all of a sudden in comes this joint resolution to stop it. hy stop 
it? Because some time or other they are going to build a great 
subway. 

Mr. President, the case is too clear for argument. I have read 
the briefs of both sides upon this question. The judge unques- 
tionably decided rightly. You are proposing to establish the 
precedent that when a law does not suit you, you will go into 
court, and when you fail, = will attempt to override the court 
bya special enactment of Congress. 
teal Presiding Officer is looking at me pretty sharply; am I 

passing u 


time? 
The PR ING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
will please ene The hour of 2 0’clock having arrived, the 
See ae a the Senate the unfinished business, which is 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 3247) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
Fobraary $0 ere Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved 
pie SIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. 

URPIE] is entitled to the floor. 

= PIE. Mr. President, I closed my remarks yesterday by 
4 reference to the conclusions of the engineers in their report to 


the Government, December, 1895, and I wish now to read the close 
of their report: 


20. The official estimate by the com of $66,466,880 is insufficient for the 
work. In several important coses the nucle ne be greatly increased, 
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and in numerous cases the unit prices do not make proper allowance for the 
difference in cost of work between the United States and Nicaragua. 

21. The provisional estimate by the board is $133,472,893. It should be under- 
stood that the existing data are inadequate as a basis for estimating the cost 
of many of the structures; some portions of the work may cost more, others 
less, but in the judgment of the board the entire project can be executed for 
about the total amount of its estimate. 


22. For obtaining the necessary data for the formation of a final project 


hteen months’ time, covering two dry seasons, and an expenditur 
$ifo.000 will be required. . " 196 mh 


It will be noticed, sir, by this report that the estimate of the 
Government engineers is more than twice the amount of the esti- 
mate by the engianers of the company. But the pending bill pro- 
poses to grant a subsidy of $100,000,000. It is evident that the 
company has abandoned its own estimate, and yet it has not 
adopted the estimate of the Government engineers. The com- 

y seems to be of the opinion that it can execute this work for 
100,000,000. The engineers of the Government say that it can 
not be executed for less than $133,000,000, double the estimate of 
the company, which it has abandoned, and yet lacking $33,000,000 
of the amount stated by the engineers employed by the Govern- 
ment. Thirty million dollars, more than we paid for Louisiana 
and Alaska put together, an immense expenditure, is added to the 
subsidy since it was last before Congress, and yet according to 
the papers before us it is not sufficient; there is yet a deficit of 
$33,000,000 for the construction and completion of the work. : 

The company, however, have added, as I said, $30,000,000 to the 
former subsidy which they asked out of deference, I suppose, to 
the conceded error in their own report and the halfway conces- 
sion of the established truth and accuracy of the report of the 
Government board. But it is a deference extorted, wrung from 
the withersof this gigantic spoliator, a modest deferential demand 
of this incorporative myth by way of courtesy for $100,000,000, 
with no reference to completion, to earnings, or to profits, with 
indefinite powers of expenditure, and as a further lien for un- 
limited subsidy and donative in the near future when they shall 
come to Congress hereafter. 

Here, then, Mr. President, at this place one may well pause to 
take a calm, impartial, dispassionate, and unprejudiced view of the 
situation and of this t enterprise to which it is related, pene- 
trated with a profound sense of our responsibility. 

In the present action now proposed we may ask with the utmost 
gravity, What is the scheme of the bill? What practical proposi- 
tion have this company made for the completion and construction 
of the canal? None whatever. The $100,000,000 is asked as a 
donation upon a mere conjecture, supported by no report, sup- 

by no other estimate and by an abandonment of their own. 

The only thing that the Senate may assume (and we make that 
assumption with entire safety) is that they will make away with 
$100,000,000 and render no return for the same whatever. Any- 
one who reads even casually the history of the Maritime Canal 
Company of Nicaragua, and it is not avery long biography, must 
come necessarily to the conclusion that in its very inception it 
included the following programme: 

First they would obtain a treaty of concession; that they would 

y the usual price demanded and heretofore paid for it by others; 
Prat they would make an apparent beginning, an ostensible com- 
mencement of the work. They would then come to a dead stop; 
they would then go to Congress for what they call relief; and thus 
they would draw upon their one-hundred-thousand-dollar invest- 
ment—that is what they paid for the concession—$100,000,000 from 
the Treasury of the United States. 

That, sir, is the scheme of this bill. It is the largest per cent of 
profit ever realized upon a fancy investment. It is the behemoth 
of peculation, and will draw after it in its wake all the birds and 
beasts of prey that feed and fatten upon the plunder of the public. 

It will now be a proper time, sir, to examine what reasons, what 
excuses, what justification has been offered for this their third de- 
mand = Congress to grant this enormous subsidy. The hon- 
orable chairman of the select committee [Mr. MorGaAn] the other 
day commenced his remarks by instituting a parallel between the 
Nicaragua Canal Company and its work and the Suez Canal, and 
the Sault Ste. Marie, and the ee canal of Chicago. He 
thought there was some financial parallel even between this work 
and that of the Suez Canal, and pronounced a very high eulogy 
upon the British prime minister, Mr. Disraeli, who had purchased 
in behalf of his Government the controlling stock in the manage- 
ment of the Suez Canal. I donot wish to detract a word from 
that eulogy. It is well deserved; but, sir, it cost no money ex- 
penditure. The Government of England had the bonds of Egypt 
at the time. There was a mere transfer of the Egyptian bonds in 
the books to the credit of the account of the Egyptian treasury, 
and an issue of stock in the canal to the amount of the bonds, 
which gave Great Britain the control of that work and the man- 
agement of it. 

What financial parallel is there between that and the present 
instance? In that case Mr. Disraeli followed a maxim very cele- 
brated in the literature of his own race, for, Mr. President, you 
may recall, perhaps, in Hebrew literature the passage where the 
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inconceivable trouble is spoken of which accrues to a man who 
pursueth a bird which hoppeth from limb to limb and resteth 
nowhere. We have a Saxon proverb of the same character, and 
it was the one controlling idea of Mr. Disraeli in that negotiation, 
@ very commonplace one, a part of the folk lore of the two con- 
tinents: ‘‘A bird in the hand is worth two in the bush.” As far 
as the Suez Canal negotiation was concerned, the canal was a bird 
inthehand. It was finished at the time the prime minister bought 
it; it was finished and in actual operation; rents and profits were 
accruing; an arithmetical calculation was possible upon what the 
investment would be worth in cash, in annual returns each year, 
It was a bird in the hand. It was an actual, existing thing; and 
the transfer was undoubtedly not only very important politically 
and in a military sense to the Government of Great Britain, but it 
was, as a pecuniary investment, a source of profit, and it is becom- 
ing more and more so every day. If a similar state of things 





existed with respect to the Nicaragua Canal, our se been 


Secretary of State, Mr. Olney, might repeat the réle of 

and purcbase a canal completed and already bearing fruits—rents 
and profits. But, instead of there being any financial similarity 
between these projects, there is the utmost dissimilarity. The 
Nicaragua Canal is not a bird in the hand. It is a bird in the 
bush, a far-off, remote, intangible, invisible bird. Mr. Disraeli 
would never have undertaken to purchase that sort of poultry. 
[Laughter.} It is the honorable i of the select commit- 
tee whe instituted this parallel, and I think he was very unfortu- 
nate, to say the least of it, in calling the attention of the Senate 
to the same. 

With respect to the Sault Ste. Marie Canal, there is not the least 
rage or financial parallel in the two cases. The Sault Ste. 

ie Canal is one of com: ively easy accomplishment with 
respect to thescheme. All it does is to make a ship canal for 
a few miles around the rapids in the Sault Ste. Marie River, con- 
necting the two lakes. It is plain excavation, mostly rock, though 
extremely difficult, with no locks except at the terminals, and 
with no possible way of injury to it, except by commencing in 
the same way with dynamite and gunpowder, and digging a - 
lar canal in some other channel. How is that a physical el 
with the canal of Nicaragua? You p to lift water from the 
sea level to the level of the lake, 110 feet, by a system of dams 
and locks heretofore unparalleled in their size, in their dimensions, 
and in the object for which they are to be constructed. 

As to the financial parallel between the Nicaraguan Canal and 
the Sault Ste. Marie Canal, the Sault Ste. Marie Canal was con- 
ducted upon one side by the Canadian Government and upon the 
other by the Government of the United States—wholly a govern- 
mental project, the management being directly in the hands of 
the Governments; that is, originating with the respective Gov- 
ernments, though private citizens cooperated. 

Then the honorable Senator speaks of the draimage canal a 
Chicago. The very term “drainage” shows the want of parallel- 
ism in this case. t canal is not built for navigation. No one 
dreams it will ever be navigated. It is built as an open sewer, to 
speak plainly. I have been on the line of it. It would be very 
offensive to take a trip on that canal after it is completed, and the 
inhabitants in the immediate vicinity think that they will be seri- 
ously damaged by the scent and odor which will be perceptible 
from the amount of water and sewage which are delivered through 
it. That part of the problem may be successfully solved, and pos- 
sibly those difficulties will be removed. But it runs through the 
level prairie; there is not even enough fall, not so much as they 
would wish, from Chicago to the Des Plaines River. It is a very 
gradual descent. The only trouble is that most of the excavation 
is rock, pure rock, solid rock, blue limestone and grits—rock of 
the hardest character. 

The Senator says this has been accomplished, and has been ac- 
complished at one-half the former e. and one-half the former 

rices. I have been interested in that work, and I would not have 
lieved that it could be done under the terms and conditions and 
prices under which it is now being carried on. They have taken, 
under the skill and art of recent science, the — which, without 
its losing character, has become a gigantic shovel, capable of re- 
moving enormous amounts in cubic yards of the matter which is to 
be excavated. They have taken the pick and crowbar, used in old 
times in excavations, and they have subjected them to that same 
subtle and irresistible force of steam, so that they excavate the 
solid rock, the blue limestone, and the flint with the same facility 
as a man would take a spade and remove ordinary earth or clay. 
There are very great improvements in rock excavation, and vis- 
ible proofs of them, great saving of cost and nse, a great deal 
more facility and rapidity in doing the work; but the question I 
should like to ask the honorable chairman is, If the cost of exca- 
vation has been so much reduced by these later scientific 
ances, why has the company seen fit to come here asking an - 
tional $30,000,000 for work, largely excavation, which before 
said could be done for $70,000,000? That is the only lesson w 
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I would draw from the parallel between the drainage canal of 
Chicago and the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 
It is very singular in looking up Janaiiche 
chairman of the select committee goes to Africa—that is, the site 
of the Suez Canal—and goes into the northwestern part of the 
United States, to the Sault Ste. Marie Falls, and goes to Chicago, 
many of which sites are many miles more distant from the loca- 
tion of the Nicaragua Canal than another enterprise to which at- 
tention has been called. It is a very short trip, sir, from Nica- 
ragua to Panama. Panama makes a perfect and most complete 
physical and financial parallel. The parallel is exactly 
the same. The objects to be accom are thesame. The 
t problem in the Panama Canal is to control the waters of th 
River, so as to make it a feeder for the canal, running 
both ways, one way to the Pacific and one way to the Atlantic. 


both ways from 
it, and it is and feasibility cost of that con- 
struction for which the bill and its promotors must render reason- 
able account before we have rational causes for the of it. 
The financial parallel, too, is exactly the same. 
company did not spend its own . _It collected from the 
people of France these malilions of I have spoken. It has 


, the treaty 


Clayton-Bulwer treaty, with reference 
to what the honorable Senator said was their relation to this pres- 
ent ject. Sir, they bear no relation to it whatever. There is 
no diplomatic o in the way; there never has been. The 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty is entirely obsolete, but if. it was in full 
force its provisions do not affect this concession or this contract. 
The honorable Senator gave us the notion there had been 
and might still continue to be a race between Great in and 
the United States as to which was to build the Ni Canal, 
Sir, it has been a v race; it has been a indolent 
and idle emulation. quot in Ghishztbe backs Lave been 
open for one hundred and years, and there are no entries 
to-day. [Laughter.} What com i 
in, clear co the cession of the 


even question in it, and has not been from the beginning. i 
a part of the scheme of the promoters of this enterprise—pretended 


enterprise—to associate their proposed 
tion of the canal with great names eee + 
an ion. I 


ve it a mask, some mask of consideration. 
oo government in the 
e 


o not believe that Great 
world would interfere with attempt by our Government or 
any American power to build, and this canal. 
I believe such a consummation would be welcomed just as joy- 
fully in London and in Paris as it would be in New York or in 
Washin The world has shown a friendship to the project; 
the world has been always kindly to this enterprise. erefore 
toe : Shae feelings with which oh coe 

Ww e con- 
struction of the canal has always been regarded by ether countries 
and nationalities. 

Then the honorable Senator asked the question, On what terms 
could the Government of the United States assume control of the 
contract? Mr. President, there are no terms on which the United 
States can assume control of this concession without a violation 
of the treaty of cession itself. The terms of that exclude 
expressly the control by any government, and the United States 
is certainly a government. 

The honorable Senator, the chairman of the select committee, 
treats the other treaties which he named very delicately. He was 
afraid there would be some infringement of the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty or the other treaties. Why ought not this treaty cession 
to be treated in the same manner? “We ought to consider our- 
selves bound to treat with equal dignity and consideration the 
action of the two Republics in Central America with respect to the 
contract named here, their compact with the Nicaragua Canal 
Company, as we should treat any other treaty which had been 
entered into by nationalities upon any account whatever. We 









concessic’a tc 
go right away to the British Parlia- 


ment; the take a of this bill with them; they will pre- 
sent it to Parliament; will ask them to pass the bill, and 
ask them to take the control of the canal. Ido not thinkso. I 
think any mem the British Parliament would answer at 
once two or three Instead of considering for a moment 
whether a hundred ons t to be paid in the construction 


concession; that right is forbidden by the terms of your own con- 
tract;” and he would say again, ‘‘ You took this concession for ten 
years from April 21, 1887, and your life will expire April 21, 1897— 
only a few days. you think we are going to give a hundred 
millions for a corpse to have it buried at our expense and charge?” 

What a contemplation it is, Mr. President, that this 
Nicaraguan Company will die within ni days! That 
is one of the consolations we have in retraversing discussion. 


It will expire by limitations of its own terms, and that is the reason 
of its being reduced to 


straits, why these financial oper- 
ators have again presen’ I hope for the last time, this scheme 
of confiscation. . 


Then the honorable Senator 


if there is no other way, into the support 

ition that we are to lose valuable 

rig the arbitration treaty which we now 
ve. 


Sir, there is nothing in the treaty of arbitration—I speak of it 
now because it has been published; en anna 
cially as the honorable Senator has commented upon it, I will 
the same liberty—there is not a word in the arbitration treaty 
ie ee , at any time, affect the construction of the 
Nicaragua ietlin thie senenmian., That treaty only relates 
to two Governments—the United States and Great Britain—and 
it only relates to claims and to causes of action or rights which 
they may hold against each other. This concession does not be- 
long to either of those Governments, never can belong to ei 
of Governments; neither of those Governments can ever have 
any claim or any cause of action under this concession against 


The arbitration treaty is 1,000 miles, ph 


ysically speeking, away 
from the closest point or nearest point of contact which could be 
conceived or imagined 


with to the Ni Canal 

Company. There is no arbitral ‘board or cetudionion. conted 
under that treaty which would consider for a moment any claim 
of a private and they would not consider for a 
moment any claim, especially of the Nicaraguan Company. The 
such an instance would, at the very sight 

Unclean, unclean, unclean!” 


think, did them 


so far as 
and the of the Central Railroad Company. 
had every motive to have favored the United States; they 
ote eee nO Sate coat; had every 
coun 


control operators in such schemes. “tee t POT AE 
Senator says that under the provisions 
the bonds are payable as the work progresses. That is so, and 
that is one of objections to the bill, in my judgment. 
There is to be a constant progression and tion without any 
completion. Contrast the case of the railroad. They went 
tand built a section, over which an entire train ore 
bonds were delivered. This canal may be t in sections, 
and shall offer an amendment at the time compelling it 
ete 20 built. That amendment will as it has been 
ore, simply for the reason that the promoters of this scheme, 
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the moment that one section is built, will be discovered to have 
expended upon it vastly beyond their own estimate. That is the 
reason why — want to take from the Treasury of the country 
$100,000,000 spend it pelea, broadcast, on the whole line 
of the work they are to build as the work progresses. 

Here is a cut and fill 4,000 feet long—one, I think, is of that 
length—and with reference to the completion of the canal it is an 
absolute necessity. You may spend millions and millions in mak- 
ing that cut and in building the dam adjacent, and all that will be 

nt in the ss of the work under the terms of this bill, 
he engineers will go and measure it, so ear cubic feet, so many 
cubic yards, and it would not be paid for until they had measured 
and reported; but it would be no section finished, it would be 
nothing toward the completion; we would be no nearer the end 
of the work than before, yet the expenditure under the terms of 
the bill would be perfectly lawful; and it is the expenditure of 
$100,000,000, it is the legislative subsidy of $100,000,000 to this 
corporation, the handling of which will draw after it such a 
patronage, such a flow of patronage and power, such numbers of 
such an innumerable cloud of salaries, as to make it possi- 
le to procure subsidies and aids ad libitum in the future, to be 
broadcast as before. 

per cent of the net earnings of the road, the chairman of 
the select committee says, is reserved as a sinking fund for the 
payment of the princi and interest of the bonds which are 
guaranteed by the United States. Sir, these words and this phrase 
“ net earnings” contain so much of sorrow, of doleful memory, of 
humiliation, of profound melancholy, that with me the very sound 
of them is distasteful. I abhor the phrase ‘“‘net earnings ” used in 
a law where a subsidy is sought for a co: tion. That is the 
i ich i in the Pacific railroad grant, and 
the same amount, 7 per cent of the net profits or earnings. When 
will this 7 per cent accumulate? They had in the other instance 
. This statement will be borne out by the future 
history of the canal if the subsidy be granted. They can only hold 
the concession one hundred and ninety-eight 
each. Now, sir, that whole 
otal ao and a = of net 
earnings > ismy prophecy. Thatis the 
date I would give for the payment of the net earnings; it is the 
date I wentare to the credit which is to be entered to the ac- 
icaraguan Canal Company on their payment to the 

United States of the subsidy bonds. 

Then the chairman of the select committee says that as a fur- 
ther means of omer = iy wenn mma diet te inted. Tho 
President may appoint three engineers from civil life who shall 

plans and specifications, and continue to make them and to 
superintend the work as it . The term used here is 
‘“‘may appoint.” It is a subjunctive term, not mandatory. The 
President of the United States perhaps could not be mandated, 
anyway. The of War might. But they have not put 
that in. This sup security is entirely discretionary, then. 
There is no taxpayer of the Uni States who can come and say 
to any officer: “‘ Suspend the payment on these bonds and suspend 
the issue of them. We know that the money is being wasted. 
We know that the canal is incapable of construction,” or “‘ that it 
can never be constructed upon the line of the company. We 
know the funds are being sunk in a bottomless pit.” The com- 
plaint may be as strong as one could be drafted against the com- 
pany and inst the di rs. Yet there is no relief under the 
the bill. There is nosecurity; there is noindemnity; 
there is no right by anyone to demand an account with respect to 
the proper construction of the canal in reference to its completion 
or the Sa of the money granted to the company. And 
the security is evidently put in as evasive. The honorable chair- 
man of the select committee says the bill was very carefully pre- 
and that counsel were consulted in relation to it. Ihave no 
uabt—very learned counsel—and for that reason this power of 
inspection and of superintendence and suspending the issue of 
bonds is made discretionary, and that discretion is in such terms 
that no court can pass upon it either one way or the other. It is 
discretio: , thoroughly so; it is a wide discretion, an unlimited, 
unbounded di on, which not even the law can question. 

The honorable Senator the chairman of the select committee 
says we can not afford to wait any longer; we must engage as a 
Government in this contract. Sir, we have waited one hundred 
and fifty years. It is over one hundred years since the first con- 
cession was granted. It is eighty years since the first concession 
was ted to a citizen of the United States, Governor Clinton, 
of New York. We have waited, and we have done well. We 
have flourished both in war and in We have got along 
as well as others have without the canal across the Isthmus, not 
but that it would be a very desirable improvement; but waiting 
is not an argument which ought to be urged in support of the bill. 

It is said that these gentlemen of the company can not wait; 
they must do something. Mr. President, they have done nothing 
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for ten years. They propose to do the same thing for the next 
ten years, and to get the enormous subsidy mentioned in the bill 
besides. That is their proposition. 

The Senator relates, again, that the company has made it appar- 
ent that this work is entirely feasible. Of course the company 
has. It would not even have a prima facie case if it had not done 
so. But as I called to the attention of the Senate yesterday, the 
same fact was reported during General Grant’s Administration 
and at his instance. The commission appointed by him found 
that the Nicaragua route was practicable. They estimated the 
expense at $140,000,000, The President said nothing further. 

Tiawe no doubt that with unlimited time, unlimited money, 
this canal might be built even upon the line which the are 
prefers and has put into its map and profile, but it may be built 
for less upon a line indicated by the engineers of the Government; 
and as to its practicability, that was decided long before this 
company had anything to do with it. Proceeding upon the Gov- 
ernment line, we have a reasonably certified estimate of cost at 
$136 ,000,000. 

Then the honorable Senator remarks that the enterprise is 
founded upon the solid rock of mathematics. Sir, that rock is 

art of a glacier which is resting upon the unfathomable sands of 
E Flor and Ochoa, and is subject to the most violent fluctuations. 
There is no possible foundation for either of those constructions, 
and consequently none for the Senator’s rock founded upon math- 
ematical certainty. * 

Again, the Senator says the American people are a people of 
P= power, of unlimited resources in wealth and material. That 

true. I do not believe the ability of the United States can be 
measured by anything except by what they are willing to under- 
take. Whatever they undertake will be accomplished. But that 
is no argument for this subsidy, or any other subsidy, to a private 
corporation engaged in work of thischaracter. The Senator says, 
being so powerful and so rich, we ought to assist the company. 
Being so powerful and so rich, being one of the great nations of 
the earth, being a nationality of the age of more than a century, 
how does it become us to act as assistants? I think it is below the 
dignity of the United States to act as an assistant in any such 
enterprise. The field is free. Wecan negotiate upon our own 
account, construct and build upon our own account. Why should 
we assist—and assist such a feeble brother as the Nicaragua Canal 
Company—in a work of great national and international impor- 
tance? I donot think it is becoming, seemly, to the dignity of the 
United States, if it really wishes to accomplish this enterprise, to 
creep and crawl into it unde1 the wing and cover of this worthless 
corporation. 

here was a great political party, Mr. President, which met in 
Chicago in July last, and whatever may have been the fortune of 
its other acts and deliberations, it enunciated one principle which 
Ithink has met aresponsive approval in every part of the Republic: 

We condemn the increase of the national debt by the issuing and sale of 
the bonds of the United States in time of peace. 

This bill proposes to increase the national debt to the amount of 
$100,000,000—the subsidy to be granted—by the issue of the bonds 
of the United States to a pauper corporation, for those bonds are 
the bonds of the United States. 

Mr. HILL. What does the Senator read from now? 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam reading from my own notes, if the Sena- 
tor please. 

r. HILL. The Senator from Indiana was quoting something. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; I quoted the Chicago platform. 

Mr. HILL. Oh, the Chicago platform. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. These are virtually bonds of the 
United States. Of course the persons signing them are officers of 
this company, but the thing which makes the bonds worth any- 
thing is the guaranty of the United States. They are in all 
respects and a United States bonds, issued to increase the 
national debt and purposed to make such increase in time of pro- 
found peace, without any other exigency than to give credit to an 
incorporate body which has nene and never will have any except 
what it procures from this guaranty. 

The purpose of this bill is to tax the people of the United States, 
the people of the whole country, for this vast sum in behalf of an 
invisible, an intangible bankrupt who will not repay, at a time 
when our people are already loaded with burdens which they are 
hardly able to bear. The policy of the measure is to oppress the 
many, to tax the multitude for the benefit of the few highly 
favored in the provisions of the bill. The success of this measure 
will cast a cloud of reproach and dishonor upon the great enter- 
prise with which it pretends to be connected. Its be 
the triumph of incorporated greed and rapacity, the acme of rapine 
and spoliation. It will cost the people of our country much, but 
it may cost the victors more. Vengeance will not always sleep 
over the wasteful and corrupt conversion of the moneys of the 
public Treasury. It may linger by the way, it may be slow, ex- 
ceeding slow, in its coming, but it will arrive at last. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The a is on agreeing to the 
first amendment reported by the select committee. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Isu that there is not a quorum present, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum being sug- 
gested, the Secre will call the roll, 


The Secretary ed the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Aldrich, Chandler, Hoar, Platt, 
Allen, Chil Jones, Nev. Pugh, 
Allison, Oockre fs Sewell, 
Bacon, McBride, Sherman, 
packer. ps el, Son ay Group, 
Brice, Bases Mitchell, Wis. ila 
Caffery, . Morgan, Turpie, 
Call, Gibson, orrill, Vilas, 
Cameron, Gorman, effer, Wilson. 
Cannon, Hale. rkins, 
Carter, Hawley, Pettigrew, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-six Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am authorized, if not instructed, by the 
Committee on Mili Affairs to to the Senate that it 

roceed under Rule VIII to the consideration of unobjected House 
bills on the Calendar, including pension bills. 

Mr. CHANDLER. To-day? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was about to ask unanimous consent that 
the session of to-morrow, after the morning hour, might be devoted 
to the consideration of unobjected bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That satisfy me. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to have the Nicaragua bill pro- 
gress. There is no reason why it should not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Chair will state that the busi- 
ness before the Senate is the Nicaragua bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If there is likely to be progress toward a vote 
on the Nicaragua bill, I will say nothing further to-day about the 
request I have made, but will ask that the order indicated be made 
for to-morrow. Sup I ask it for to-morrow? 

Mr. ALDRICH. t 8 to the Senator that he wait until we 
have dis of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state that in ac- 
cordance with the rule the Chair will submit to the Senate the 
request of the Senator from Connecticut. That is the rule usu- 
ally observed. 

. ALDRICH. I suggest that the a withdrawn until 
the pending bill is disposed of, and then there will be no objection 
, pro ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Nicaragua Canal bill is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and the question is on 
agreeing tothe first amendment reported by the select committee. 

Mr. WLEY. Ishall be very glad if we can come to a vote 
on the Nicaragua bill. 

Mr. VILAS. I havelistened to the discussion on the Nicaragua 
bill _ desire ak —— = — or 7 os seg’ & 
am not pre 0 so at present. id not expect that the 
Senator om Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] would complete his remarks 
at quite so early an hour to-day. 

r. MORGAN. Ifthe Senator from Wisconsin will allow me, 
I will suggest that no amendment has been offered to the bill yet, 
and so far as I know none is suggested. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurptE] suggested 
that he has an amendment which he wishes to offer. I think it 
is his old amendment. 

aoe MORGAN. Did the Senator from Indiana offer an amend- 
men 

Mr. TURPIE. I have several amendments to offer, one as 3 
substitute, and the others as amendments to varioas sections of 
the bill; but I have not yet had time to make a draft. 


Mr. MORGAN. We can go on and dispose of the amendments 
and get the bill toa final stage, when Senators can discuss it upon 
the question whether the shall pass. 


Mr. TURPIE. The honorable Senator perhaps did not hear me. 
I have not the amendment drafted yet, and I can not do it—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I know; but the Senator has had the floor for 
three days, and certainly has been speaking to the bill, and the 
Senate is entitled to have those amendments for consideration. 
While I do not wish to act abruptly about the matter at all, I feel 
that this bill, whether it is to be lost or whether it is to be passed, 
is one upon which the Senate owes it to the country to take action. 
I do not think it is necessary for me to go on and state to the Sen- 
ator from Indiana my reasons. He knows them, as I have stated 
them at another place. I think it is very important that we should 
have action upon the bill in one way or another, whether we pass 
it or whether we do not pass it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is certainly on to the orderly conduct 
of the business of the Senate that bill, now being the regular 











order, shall be disposed of and out of the way. Other matters 


ill be very soon, and we can come to some adjust- 
will be presie time when the pending bill will be disposed . 
Mr. MORGAN. If Senators have prepared any amendments, 


and are ready to offer them, of course we are prepared to take a 
“a FRYE. Can not the Senator get an agreement as to when 
we shall take a vote on the 

Mr. MORGAN. What time would the Senator suggest? 

Mr. FRYE. Say Thursday. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In the meantime, seeing what the desire of 
Senators is, I withdraw my request, and renew it some day 


in the a na 

Mr. MORGAN. In order to give the Senator from Indiana 
ample time to prepare his amendments, I that by unani- 
mous consent to-morrow at 4 o’clock we proceed to vote 


upon the bill and all pending amendments and motions without 
further debate. . 
Mr. TURPIE. Ishall object to that. I can not give my con- 


sent to that so pe C 
Mr. ALLISON (to Mr. anew, Make it Monday. 
Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the tor from Alabama that in- 


stead of ae request now he ask consent to have a time 
fixed a short di ahead, when we can proceed under the five- 
minute rule or the ten-minute rule, so that the speeches shall be 


brief. 

Mr. MORGAN. After 4 o’clock? : 

Mr. HUAR. Any time. , 

Mr. MORGAN. I am willing to make any modification that 
will suit the convenience of any Senator. do not care about 

ressing the measure unn y, but at the same time it is a 
bil which deserves the attention of the Senate and the country. 
It has the attention of the country, and it deserves action by the 
Senate. Would it suit the Senator from Indiana to take a vote at 
2 o’clock on Monday? 

Mr. TURPIE. . No, sir; it would not; because, as I was about 
to observe, two or three, I think three, Senators have spoken to 
me in relation to making remarks upon the bill. One of them is 
present, but is not prepared to this afternoon. The other 
two are not even now present. No one anticipated that the de- 
bate would close this week or next week. 

Mr. MORGAN. Would the Senator be willing to fix the hour 
of 3 o'clock, say, on amen Fer a vote? 

Mr. TURPIE. I do not think I could fix a day at this time. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very Then I have no alternative but 
to ask the Senate to sit out the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on sqneing 
amendment by the committee, which will be stated. 

The SkoRETARY. On 6, line 5, after the word ‘‘by,” it is 
proposed to insert the word ‘‘its;” so as to read “‘ by its agents;” 
and on page 7, line 8, after the word “‘ bonds,” to insert ‘‘so;” so 
as to read “said bonds so to be issued.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on to the 
amendment of the committee, w has been stated. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, before the pending bill is acted 
upon finally I wish to express my tion to it, not because I 
do not want to see the construction of the Nicaraguan Canal, for 


I am very earnestly in favor of it, but our experience in the way 


of doing great public works through a private tion 
been very unsatisfactory. Our i with the Union Pacific 
Railway Company and others has ht the American people the 
cancel t un - to perform any great 
ic wor a ate corporation. 
have exam: the bill with some care. It has been drawn 


with remarkable precision, and doubtless a great deal of thought 


was expended u its preparation. I think it is well 

in all of its pro for the p for which the bill has been 

framed. I do not see, indeed, how it could have been better 

framed for the intended. But Iam wholly and utter) 

a to = t undertaking any work through 
ons. 


al. tion to that, I am either to the issuing of bonds 
y the company and their teed by the Government, 
or the Government itself issuing bonds at this time for any pur- 
pose whatever. More than two years ago—three years ago 
Hom met—westopped the of silver; westopped the prepara- 
kind of paper eg the on and issue of all 
f a of money. un present the business 
of © country has been growing worse and worse. The number 
of unemployed has been constantl . The Govern- 
aa has four sold the credit for the purpose of my 
plying the with gold. And now we are proposing 

be mee 00,000,000 of bonds. Those bonds will have 
doubtless it will be. The A into power on 


a, if the present régime is to be continued, and 
the 4th da dministration 
y of next March is pledged in that respect to the gold 
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= Where are we to procure the gold to pay these bonds 

Taking these two views of the subject, Mr. President, I ain op- 
posed to ye “er of the bill. I do not care to argue it elabo- 
rately. Is not propose any amendments, for the reason that 
I am satisfied such amendments as I should propose would not be 
acceptable to the Senate. But I do not feel like letting the bill go 
to a vote without expressing my reasons for voting against it. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. dent, I hope the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Mora@an] and other Senators will not insist upon taking an 
un course in respect to a bill of as much consequence as the 
one pending. There have been as yet but two speeches made upon 
the bill, one by the distinguished chairman of the select committee 
and the other by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turriz}. No 
one who listened to the speech of the Senator from Indiana can 
for a moment suggest that there was not constant attention in 
every particular of it, in the most earnest and in the fairest man- 
ner of debate, to the merits of the proposition. It ought to have 
been heard by every Senator in the Chamber. It is to be regretted 
that it was not heard by every Senator in the Chamber. 

This is a project of immense consequence. It involves beyond 
all question $200,000,000 of the public moneys of the United States. 
Is it to be di of by the Senate in a manner so unusual as 
that when it is said Senators desire to be heard upon the subject 
that courtesy shall not be accorded to them in the ordinary way? 

The bill was taken up in a manner which surprised the oppo- 
nents of the measure. It was not sup by any of them that 
it was a measure upon which it would be necessary that they 
should be prepared for debate at this time. It was a sudden move- 
ment, at least so far as anything I have heard, or others who agree 
with me in opinion upon the merits of this measure. It was a 
sudden thing to take the bill up. 

A measure of this kind ought not to be passed in the Senate of 
the United States by any form of crowding. There ought not to 
be anything like a snap judgment sought because those who 
desire to oppose the bill are not for the moment ready to debate 
it. AsI have already stated, I was not prepared this afternoon 
for the termination of the distinguished Senator’s remarks at quite 
so early an hour. I thought he would consume so much of the 
time of the Senate as the Senate would desire to allot to the dis- 
cussion of the measure to-day. 

Nothing, I am sure, can be expected to be gained by undertak- 

to force the discussion of the measure at this time. It was 
en ey on Monday of this week. No measure comparable 
to it in importance has been so in the Senate at the present 
session of Congress. I certainly hope that the chairman of the 
committee in charge of the bill will recognize that fair debate is 
a thing which ought not for a moment to be refused upon a meas- 
ure of this kind, or upon the pending bill. 

Mr. President, I sympathize with and I admire the earnestness, 
the devotion, the fidelity, the enthusiasm, of the distinguished 
chairman of the select committee; but this question is of too much 
consequence, it is of too great import to the people of the United 
States, it involves considerations that reach too far, to be dealt 
with as a personal matter. It would be a most unwise and unbe- 
coming thing for this body to demand that argument should be 
submitted by anyone upon such a question as this without that 
reasonable preparation which every Senator feels necessary to 
warrant his attempting to engage the attention of the body. I 
appeal again to the distinguished Senator from Alabama, the 

rman of the committee, to withdraw the attempt (which can 
result in no good to-day, which can not advance the consideration 
of the bill) to press for a discussion of the measure at a time when 
Senators are not yet ready to present their arguments upon it. 
Let us have the usual course of procedure. 
Mr. MORGAN. In answer to the appeal, if the Senator from 





ed | Wisconsin desires me to make any response to it, I will say to the 


Senator that he can name his day and hour of next week when he 
will aes to vote on the pending bill and amendments. He can 
take all of next week. Just name your day and hour now, and we 
will take the vote at that time. 

Mr. VILAS. I do not think we have reached a point in the dis- 
cussion of the measure when the oe of it ought to becalled 
upon to name the day and hour when a vote shall be taken, upon 
penalty of being denied the usual consideration and treatment 
which is shown to Senators on the floor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. MayImake arespectfulinquiry? How many 
years may a bill be before the Senate before it loses that character 
of suddenness to which the Senator refers when he says the bill 
has been suddenly brought before us? Since I was a young man, 
I am bound to say, I have heard this measure discussed week after 
week and carried through the Senate several times. I think we 
can afford to go on again to a vote upon it. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Connecticut is aware of the 
fact that this is a different bill from any one which he has ever 
heard discussed 


Mr. HAWLEY. It is not much different, 








1016 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 21, 





Mr. VILAS. Itis very much different. The progress of the 
discussion to which he has alluded has caused a constant trans- 
formation in the schemes which have been proposed to the Senate 
of the United States. The pending bill is substantially and radi- 
cally different from any other that has been proposed for discus- 
sion. It requires different treatment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Wisconsin pardon me 
again? If we are agreed on the determination that the canal shall 
be built by private parties assisted by the Government, or by the 
Government alone, if we are to declare that we will have the canal, 
as it is in the order, I think, of common sense to do, we ought to 
be able to agree with comparative unanimity as to the de \ 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecticut 
to tell us when it was first decided by the Senate of the United 
States that this project should be built by private parties, the 
United States furnishing the money to do it? When was that 
project first reached? 

Mr. MORGAN. It never has been suggested yet. 

Mr. VILAS. Precisely. That is just the answer I was trying 
to give the Senator from Connecticut. No such project as that, 
no such project as the bill to-day proposes to the Senate of the 
United States, was ever before this Cody. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator did not quite understand me, I 
presume. 

Mr. MORGAN. Allow me to say—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Inamoment. I said if the Senate wishes to 
have the canal built it can find the details of the construction a 
matter of no great difficulty. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Wisconsin assumes that this 
is a project to build the canal by private enterprise. There is 
nothing of the kind in it. It is a public measure to build it by 
the three Republics, and they use a corporation, as they have 
always done, merely as an instrumentality for getting together 
their money and their work. 

Mr. VILAS. The proposition which the pending bill contains 
was never before the Senate in any former bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes,it was. Iwill say to the Senator that 
the only difference between the pending bill and any former bill 
is that the House committee in framing it (for this is a copy of 
the House bill) conceded many of the amendments that have here- 
tofore been offered to the bill, and some of which have been re- 
jected, so that the bill is more in the direction of the suggestions 
of its opponents than it has ever been before. We have conceded 
a number of amendments to the bill, some of which the Senate 
heretofore voted down, in order to make the bill more acceptable 
to all of its critics. 

Mr. VILAS. Let me ask the distinguished chairman of the 
select committee if the bill which was presented in the Fifty-third 
Congress was not radically different from the pending bill? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; because that bill did not propose that the 
Government of the United States should take any stock in the 
canal, The next bill that was reported proposed that the Govern- 
ment should take stock. 

Mr. VILAS. When was that next bill reported? 

Mr. MORGAN. Did the Senator say in the Fifty-third Con- 
gress? It was in the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

— . VILAS. Yes; the next bill was reported in the Fifty-fourth 
ngress. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; in the Fifty-second and in the Fifty- 
and then in the Fifty-fourth was the bill we reported Son onl 
which we passed. 

Mr. VILAS. In the Fifty-third Congress the discussion con- 
cluded with the passage of a bill providing for a commission to be 
appointed by the President to examine the line of the route pro- 

for the Nicaragua Canal. 

Mr. MORGAN. I must say I am satisfied the Senator from 
Wisconsin has never read either of the bills. I am satisfied of it 
because he is entirely off upon the whole question. If he will take 
this bill and read it, he will see that it does not depart in any respect 
from former bills of the character passed here eacept that it makes 
a larger concession in the way of amendments that were then 
insisted upon, some of which were voted down. But the commit- 
tee of the House and the committee of the Senate have tried to 
approach as far as it was possible to go to get a safe bill in the 
ne of meeting the objections that have been made to it here- 

ore. 

Mr. VILAS. It may be that the Senator is satisfied that I have 
not read either of the bills. The Senator perhaps is apt to be satis- 
fied upon very slight evidence. 

_ MORGAN. Well, I base it upon what has occurred here 
to-day. 

Mr. VILAS. I was asking him to point out when the Senate 
had passed a bill or when a bill was before the Senate prior to the 
Sir sh ata which embodied the scheme proposed in 

e pendin . 


. MORGAN, The bill that we passed through the Senate 


embodied the scheme pro 





in the bill, with modifica- 


tions that were at that time and are now allowed. 


Mr. VILAS. The changes which have been made in the scheme 
are very material and important. The circumstances under 
which bill was passed in the Fifty-third Co: were such 


as rendered the consideration of it entirely different in every 
aspect from that which is presented now. In the Fifty-third Con- 
gress eo yen oat e peat of a measure for an exami- 
nation of the rou a board of engineers to be appointed by the 
President; and the result of their examination a such a to 
givea See ow to the project which was then ted. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, t was the 
very ground upon which I assumed to say that certainly I did not 

the Senator could have read the bill. We no bill in 

the Fifty-third Congress which provided for a commission at all. 
The bill did not provide for a commission, and it passed through 
this body by a ng vote, I think a majority of 11. What the 
Senator refers to was an amendment providing for a commission 
ees iation bill when the bill which passed the 

mate did not get t h the House. 

Mr. VILAS. I knew it took the form of an amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill did not take that form at all. It was 
not in the bill. There was no commission provided for in the bill. 

Mr. VILAS. Not in the bill which was introduced and dis- 


cussed. 
Mr. MORGAN. Nor in the bill which passed. 
Mr. VILAS. Nor in the bill which But the result of 
all the discussion in the Fifty-third Congress the first time this 
scheme was pr was the passage of a bill to provide for a 
seanding to aeeion oasis ee ype for the 
a © e w was or the 
Ni Canal or the Maritime ™ 


Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 
ask him a question? 
Mr. VILAS 


Mr. STEWART. Is the Senator in favor of any bill for the con- 
struction of the Nicaragua Canal? 

Mr. VILAS. Whenwe to the point of discussing the merits 
of this measure, I shall endeavor to satisfy the Senator, and I hope 
he will do me the honor to hear what I am in favor of in reference 
to this matter. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator, then, is not prepared to say 
whether he is in favor of any bill looking to the construction of 
the Nicaragua Canal? a that is all I have to say. 

Mr. VILAS. I congra the Senator upon his brevity of 
speech. He has astonished the Senate in that u 

Mr. President, I again ask that the usual 

ressure upon the course of debate in reference to the pending bill 

withdrawn. For one, when I shall have made such remarks as I 
desire to make, when other meet wth tne ey he lr 


any subject. 


unusual course. 
Mr. HOAR. What does the Senator consider to be the ordinary 
course? What isthe course he suggests? 


discuss 
@ measure, that aff ety 
necessary to discuss it, and that requests to fix the time for taking 
a vote upon a bill have not usually been made, and have not been 
acceded to, before the ordinary discussion of the bill by those Sen- 
ators who wished in faith to present their and views 
aa I think has been the almost in custom of the 


the Senator consider, when we are within six 
weeks of the end of the Congress and the present Administration, 
with thirteen or fourteen appropriation bills undisposed of, I do 
not know how many—— 
Mr. ALLISON. Ten. 
Mr. HOAR. With ten tion bills undisposed of, does 
Se oe eceemnes See eee te Sren Sey 
or every speech, so that if a single measure e one pending 
is before the Senate it kills pretty much every other measure that 


———— 

do not want, of course, to urge this in the least t the 
Senator’s desire to speak, but it does seem to me that with so many 
important measures upon our Calendar, if we say that whenever 


it gets to be 3.0’clock in the afternoon any Senator who wants to 
— shall have od een, Sacer over until another day, so that 

there are only a out of the ninety who compose 
it will take twelve days for one 
shall not accomplish much of any 


measure to be discussed, we 



















bate 
oer HOAR. I submit to the Senator, with all deference, not 
now with any special reference to the pending bill alone, but as a 
general course, we shall have to do one of four things. The Sen- 
ate will have to cease to be a legislative body except in 
such measures as are agreed cen te oe 
have @ previous question (and those of us who think that neces- 
sary look on it with great apprehension); we shall have to go back 
to the old fashion of sitti ht when any important 
measure such as this is before the Senate, sitting it straight 
through and making it a question of physical endurance; or we 
shall have to secure unanimous consent like that which is now 
asked. It has got to be a general rule as to legislation for the 
United States of America that any ten Senators out of the ninety 
can defeat it. 

Mr. VILAS. That has been the case for a t while, and we 
have all experienced the difficulty which its from that condi- 
tion of things in the Senate. I remember a session of the Senate 
which lasted, practically in the consideration of one bill only, 
from February till the end of August. 

Mr. HOAR. What bill was that? 

Mr. VILAS. The tariff bill of 1894, 

Mr. HOAR. That was a thousand bills in one. 

Mr. VILAS. Yes; but it did not involve more of consequence 
hoe the United States than this bill does. 

Mr. HOAR. I will that it was not only a thousand 
bills in one, but a ills in one. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. The consideration of the bill for the 
silver-purchasing clause of the Sherman law ran from the 7th day 
of August until the 1st day of November—one single bill—and the 
Senate considered ing else at that session. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, never mind 
the past, how are we now? er up by the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hit}, now the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Viias to take up the remainder of the 


day each day, and the March will come before we get an end 
to that of the debate. 

Mr. ; LL. Where does the Senator from New Hampshire 
come in 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. this bill, it seems to me, ought to 


President, this 
have been presented for consideration at the long session of Con- 
gress rather than at the short session, but inasmuch as it was not 


J aside , and other business can be done, 
without upon the or the privilege, which has 
always extended to who 
fairly to debate a bill, to make his Sete substantially at his 


own convenience and with reasonable a There is no 
difficulty about that to-day. No opponent of this bill is seeking 
for a moment to interfere with the disposition of any other busi- 
We hele ner? wangunet the Censte are extended to those 
who wish to debate it. No would have objected, as nobod 
has objected when an ion bill was proposed, to this 
ide and the appropriation bill or any 
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should be passed 


im 


it becomes the Senate to take action upon this bill. 


Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpre], who has argu 
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and courtesies of the Senate would 

ed. I am sure we are going to 

make no gain by undertaking to violate that rule. For that rea- 

ve appealed to the Senate for the privilege which some of 

us who wish to this bill feel that we are entitled to have, 
and I it will S accorded. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have no disposition at all to 
discuss the questions that are suggested by the remarks of the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Viuas]. I merely want to state 
that on last Thursday I moved the Senate to take up this bill for 
consideration. No quorum was developed on the vote, although 
a large majority of those present voted to take the bill up. That 
carried the matter over until Monday, when I Senbanedl the mo- 
tion. The Senate, upon a call of the yeas and nays, by a vote 
amounting approximately to two-thirds, have taken up this bill. 
That could not possibly have occurred unless the bill was con- 
sidered to be one of very great importance. 

There are matters connected with this bill, outside of what is in 

four corners of it, of very grave importance to the people of 
the United States, which have made me urgent now that the bill 
upon. Itis not an enthusiastic zeal for the bill 

itself, but my attitude on this question has reference to other very 
i t matters which are now pending in the Senate of the 
United States, which can not be overlooked or safely deferred; and 
If I knew that 
I was in a very large peneeity upon this bill, I should insist strenu- 
ously for action, and insist that this bill should be passed or that 


it should be defeated, in order that the subject might ‘be cleared 
out of the way of other matters which are now pressing upon the 


attention of the whole body of the American people. 


We have had a week’s notice about this bill coming up. The 


this case 
very thoroughly now for three days, did not find himself unpre- 
ed to goon withit. He went on with it readily and thoroughly. 
Senator from Wisconsin seems to be unprepared. I have 
offered that Senator, and other Senators who oppose the bill, the 
ity to discuss it down to any hour of next week that they 
see proper, fixing the day or the hour for a vote. They decline to 
fix any hour or any day, and suggest that the bill is of such vast 
importance that it ought not to be disposed of in the ordinary 
course of legislation. In the meantime they suggest that it might 
be temporarily laid aside and postponed for other business. That 
is a convenient way of —aeres bill, Mr. President, without a 
trial. The committee over which I have the honor to preside are 
entitled to a vote in the Senate on this bill after fair debate. It 
can hardly be considered fair treatment, either to the committee 
or to this measure, that it should be thrown aside and moved out 
of its place in the Senate from time to time to make way for every- 
so that comes to thefront. That is a method of filibuster- 
ing I do not think is proper and just; neither do I think it is 
wise in reference to the great leading public policies which are 
now pressing upon the attention of the American people. 

When I make these offers to Senators, I have no course left me 
but to insist that the Senate shall proceed with the consideration 
of the bill. Amendments have not been formulated, but have 
been alluded to in debate here, of which I have no knowledge. I 
do not know what they amount to. One, I believe, was stated by 
the Senator from Indiana to be a substitute for the entire bill. 
We have not had that substitute ted, and yet the discussion 
has gone on all this week. I think, in perfect fairness to all con- 
cerned, that Senators, who know thoroughly well what they desire 
to do in the way of amendments, should present their amend- 
ments, and let the Senate come down to the question of disposing 


of those and then of voting upon the bill upon its 
merits. 

If I can get this bill to the = that the question is, Shall the 
bill pass? I shall be almost indifferent as to the time of its passage, 


— with reference to one other question, and that is the treaty 
ich is now pending before the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
The Government of the United States can not afford, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to go into the consideration of that treaty without having 
taken action upon this bill, because the action which is taken by 
Congress upon this bill will determine whether the canal and all 
of the treaties which relate to it are matters of difference between 
the Government of the United States and the Government of 
Great Britain. 

Now, in all fairness and candor, is the objection to the consid- 
eration of this bill sufficient, in view of the importance surround- 
ing it, in view of the exigency which now exists in the public 
mind and in public affairs—is it fair to the country or to the Sen- 
ate that filibustering should be inte here to defer action 
upon a measure upon the fate of which hangs other very impor- 
tant matters? 

I think the Senator, when he comes to think it over, and all 
Senators, will come to the conclusion perhaps that they can name 
an hour next week or a day next week when they will be ready to 
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have a final vote taken on this question. The treaty towhich I refer 
is postponed until next Wednesday in the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. This subject is not novel to the members of that com- 
mittee; the influence of this bill upon the action of that committee 
is not a new question; and it is a matter of so much gravity that 
I should feel that I was failing in the discharge of my duty if I 
did not avail myself of the ordinary privileges of a Senator and 
chairman of a committee to insist that a bill shall be voted upon 
which the Senate by a yea-and-nay vote have taken up and delib- 
erately resolved shall be considered. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I have oa been in favor 
of the construction of the Nicaraguan Canal, believing that a 
canal could be constructed there, and not elsewhere, without such 
enormous cost as would render it practically impossible. I was 
not pleased in same respects with the former bills for that purpose. 
I much preferred that the Government of the United States should 
buy out the company interested, and should also procure from 
Nicaragua the full right of way, with such jurisdiction as would 
enable the United States to govern and control the canal. I pre- 
pared a substitute and offered it when the bill was last under con- 
sideration, which passed the Senate. Since that time there has 
been a great change in conditions. There can be no doubt that a 
great majority of the — of the United States look upon this 
canal as a commercial and military necessity. There can be no 
question that that is the view taken by the people of the United 
States. Many things have occurred in the last two or three years 
which warn us if we do not proceed we shall have foreign com- 
plications. Delay, it seems to me, would bedangerous. Iregard 
the projeét as paramount, and | believe in that my opinion is in 
accordance with the opinion of the great majority of the American 

eople. 

. T think this is no time to hesitate on details. Let us have the 
canal. I hope the chairman of the committee will insist that the 
subject be kept before the Senate until we reach a vote. I should 
be glad if th® day could be named. Other business could be trans- 
acted in the meantime, and those who oppose the bill would have 
ample opportunity to express themselves. But the necessity for 
action is such at this session of Congress that I hope the chair- 
man will not yield, but will press the bill toa vote. The subject 
is well understood; it has been discussed here from year to year; 
it has been discussed in the public press for the last thirty years. 
We all know very well whatitis. e shall not, by any discussion 
which may occur here, get any new information on the subject 
to enable us to act. Inasmuch as it seems to me that action is 
imperative, I hope the Senator from Alabama will press on the bill 
and let us have action. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. STEwartT] adopts a somewhat different tone at this 
time from that which a few years ago he maintained here in re- 
spect of the eagerness of the Senate to pass a bill which it had 
under consideration, and the distinguished Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGan] speaks of filibustering in respect to the request of 
a Senator to make the second speech upon one side of a bill as im- 
portant as this. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VILAS. In ashort time. I want to call attention to the 
fact that itis not very long since when those Senators—both of 
the distinguished gentlemen then occupying the same position on 
the same side of the question—were very indignant when some- 
body, after two or three months, began to suggest that the object 
of the discussion was to protract the determination of the ques- 
tion then poet 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me now? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. I think that different bills require different 
tones. The bill to which the Senator alludes, I presume, is the 
bill which was discussed in the extra session, to repeal the = 
chasing clause of the Sherman Act. When the friends of t 
bill promised us Pant we told them it would not come, and 
we told the truth about it. We knew as certainly as a mathe- 
matical proposition that the diminishing and cutting off the 5 
ply of new money would create stagnation and bankruptcy. e 
told you that, and it has occurred. We were right in our predic- 
tion, whether you deny it or not, and the country knows it. 

This is a very different proposition. That bill was a fresh bill, 
which was forced upon the Senate in the extra session called for 
that purpose. It was a change of policy, the adoption of the 

licy of contraction to produce times. The measure now 

fore us is of a different character; it is a bill which for thirty 
— has been discussed by the whole country, and everybody be- 
ieves it would tend to produce better times; everybody believes 
it would tend to make the United States ter and stronger, and 
enable her to better meet all military and commercial necessities. 
If the bill to which you allude had been discussed for thirty years 
you could not have passed it. The fact is that it was done under 
ure; it was done suddenly; it was done by bringing to bear 

e whole money power of the country on Congress; a great lobby 
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was about here, and the newspapers were caricaturing those who 

apres that bill. The circumstances were very different, and I 

should like to stand up against proceedings of that kind. Here 

is a bill which has been for thi a the subject of discussion, 

_—o is well understood, and we believe that the time for action 
come. 

Besides, here is a bill which is favored probably by two to one, 
or about two to one, in the Senate. It has been here for years. 
The other was a bill upon which you needed time to convert Sen- 
ators. You were not prepared to vote on it when we met in the 
extra session, and it took all the time we used for your side to 
convert Senators enough to change the policy of the country and 
turn it to contraction. 

Mr. VILAS. Is the Senator g now, if I may interrupt 
for a moment, of the debt of gratitude under which we ought to 
be for that filibustering through those long, hot summer months? 

Mr. STEWART. You ought to be convinced that there is 
something in our predictions and that we are worthy of trust, 
because we told you if that bill should be passed what would be 
the result to this country, and it has come. You ought to have 
that much gratitude toward us. That — toshow you that we 
Fees more than you do. [Laughter.] You oughtto be grateful 

or that. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, it did not need three months of an 
extra session of Congress to prove that. 

Mr. STEWART. That is so. 

Mr. VILAS. We all knew that we did not know as much as 
the distinguished Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. If you had availed yourselves of 
the rer would not have given the fool votes you did 
on that repeal bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. VILAS. I do not wish for an instant to have the Senator 
from Nevada suppose that I distrust in the least d the idea 
that the mantle of prophecy has descended wu s shoulders 
from the saints and prophets of olden times. I do not mean for 
a moment to question the clearness, the sagacity, and the assured 
certainty with which his mind’s eye wanders over the far distant 
future that is veiled to the rest of us. 

Mr. STEWART. I am gratified that you are not a skeptic. 
[Laughter.] That is -y gra x 

Mr. V . So, too, lam pl to learn—for that proceeds 
also from an ignorance, in which I am wonderfully inferior to the 
distinguished tor from Nevada—— 

Mr. STEWART. Very likely. [Laughter.] 

Mr. VILAS. I am glad to learn that the Nicaraguan Canal 
Company bill has been known all about by the le of this 
country for thirty years, and that silver has y heard of 
atall. [Laughter. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, silver has been heard of; but you all said 
that you would not kill silver. The killing of silver was a new 
thing to us; but the killing of silver has been the killing of pros- 
perity. You killed silver; you made that sacrifice, and said it 
would bring ty. e did not believe it. 

Mr. VILAS. I always understood—that is, I mean, from the 
— from on teen es was killed nearly four and 

wenty years ago. ughter. 
Mr. STEWART. It was nearly killed. 

Mr. VILAS. I understood that it was nearly four and twenty 
years since silver was killed. 

Mr. STEWART. No. 

Mr. VILAS. And it was that peculiar metallic homicide for 
which the United States has been paying this dire penalty all this 


time. 
riving i. th wonstrentiing Gash dtieg-« Ghosh ete eetony pe 
revi . was § an a eep peo- 
le from going into bankruptcy; but you struck the last blow that 
ed silver and killed prosperity in country when you said 
you were going to give us prosperity; and the New York Tribune 
recently came out with the information that this is a boom we are 
having now. 
Mr. STEWART itoon | cindebiet in th try 
; , of p e country. 
Mr. VILAS. I should probably be inclined to agree with the 
Senator from Nevada that, if it isa boom, it is an incipient boom. 
Mr. STEWART. Yes. : 
Mr. VILAS. Buthardlyinthefull developed stage of asplendid 


“itr STEWART. 

. 8ST T. Wewere promised here in the Senate by your 
side that we would have prosperity in ten da It has been sev- 
eral years since that promise was made. we were again 
promised that we should have a boom in the event of McKinley's 
election, and all these promises came from de. 

Mr. . Perhaps the Senator would point out when and 
by whom those promises were made. It seems to me that I can 
not remember that there were such promises made in the Senate 
by anybody who was in favor of rs that bill. My 
recollection is that we all said, ‘‘The house is on fire, and let us 


















begin tting the fire out, and trusting to the American people 
begin by putting vaild it in such time as they can,” and that we 
great deal said at that time about the iniquitous consum- 
mation of a great felony or crime at some previous period [laugh- 
ter], which was the cause of all the difficulties under which we 
la 


tie STEWART. Weill not refer back tothat. (Laughter. ] 


derstands it now. 
Ee VILAS. i Senator from Nevada 


The distinguished agrees, 
then, that there are occasions in which it ——— to insist upon 
debate, and that when questions involving the welfare of 
the le of the United States are before the Senate, it is fair 
that at feast those who have been honored with seats in this body, 
who entertain contrary views to those of the promoters of a bill, 
should be permitted to express their views. > 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, most certainly; and that is why I asked 
the chairman of the committee a while to go ahead with the 
bill, so as to give you the opportunity, and to keep the bill before 

, so that you may have time. 

Mr. VI . Did the Senator at the time to which I have re- 


ferred regard the ae as fairly offered during the nights | D@ 


when we sat here t long at different times? 

Mr. STEWART. DidI ya 

Mr. VILAS. I may be en in respect toit, but it seems 
to me I used to hear some remarks made by the Senator from 
Nevadathat werenot strictly cheerful in respect toit. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STEWART. Very ly. It depends upon the condition 
of my mind. 

Mr. VILAS. I avon I hope the Senate will accord the 
usual privilege of on in respect to this question. No ob- 
jection will be made on the part of any of the mF mn of the 

ill to taking up any other business that the Senate desires to take 
up if for the a ae needing bill = a — = 

ak in opposition e i ‘i ere 

= cnreneemaiiia delay. There is plenty of time for the consid- 
eration of this bill. e have not yet finished the month of Janu- 
ary. There will be abundant ity for the fair discussion 
of this important bill, and it is p certain that that discussion 
will be secured if the Senate observe me the as 
method, the ordinary courtesy of debate of the few years, an 
the vote may be taken at a reasonable time. But there is nothing 
aoe of SEAR aions tony ene cocking eal Bor the petvhage 
pose of fili when they are see or the privilege 
of a fair discussion, will not com the adoption of the course 
which certainly never could have imputed to me in spirit or 
in any other since I have been in the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I thought the Senator from Wisconsin had 
taken his seat. ; 

Mr. VILAS. If we are to have no 
the bill with tion, I shall be o to move that when 
the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. MORGAN. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. H11t in the chair). 
ator from Wisconsin moves that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. On that motion the Senator from 
Alabama asks for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will not do that. There are 
other matters which can be taken up. 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VILAS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 
In his absence, I refrain from voting. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from m [Mr. MiTcHELL}. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Pasctel) who is absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. GORMAN (after having voted in the negative). 

from tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to pair 

and I therefore withdraw my vote. 
te neal ore Canes tive). Idesire 
ae if the Senator from tucky [Mr. CKBURN] has 
vo su paired with that Senator, an if he has not voted I 

wish to withdraw my vote. 

ne ALDRICH. Senator from Maryland pe. GorMAN] 
announced a pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 


Px samme 5 
Mr. Mc Then I will allow my vote to stand. 
with the Senator from Rhode 


The Sen- 


Mr. 


Mr, BACON. Iam 
[Mr. Wermore}], and therefore do not vote. 
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ity for discussion of | lands 


LOLS 


The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 26; as follows: 





YEAS—13. 
Allen, Caffery, Faulkner, Walthall. 
Baker, Cannon, Gibson, 
Bate, Carter, Gray, 
Berry, Daniel, Pettigrew, 
NAYS—26. 
Aldrich, 2, Mills, Sewe 
Allison, Gallinger, Morgan, —. 
Cameron, Hawley, effer, Shoup, 
Chandler, oar, Perkins, tewart, 
Chilton, Lodge. Platt, 
Clark, McBride, Proctor, 
Cullom, McMillan, Pugh, 
NOT VOTING—50. 
Bacon, George, Martin. Teller, 
Blackburn, Gordon, Mitchell, Oreg. § Thurston, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Tillman, 
ae Sie h, Murph} Vest” 
wn, ug) urphy, est, 
Burro H Nelson. ilas 
Butler, Hill, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Call, Irby, Pasco, Warren, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, Wetmore, 
vis, Jones, Nev. quay. ilson, 
Dubois, Kyle, oach, Wolcott. 
Elkins, Lindsay, Smith, 
Mantle, Squire 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has voted. 
Mr. MORGAN. As noquorum has voted, I move that the Sen- 
ate adjourn. 
The motion was to; and (at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes 
. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, January 
, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, January 21, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, 
Henry N. CouDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 596) for the relief of Ellis H. Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 6883) to incorporate the Convention of American 
Instructors of the Deaf; 

A bill (H. R. 4199) to correct the military record of Edward H. 
Munson, late a private in Company H, Thirty-second New York 
Regiment Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 8413) to confirm certain cash entries of public 


A bill (S. 319) for the relief of telegraph operators who served 
in the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (8. 1690) granting a pension to Richard Brookins; and 
A bill (S. 3071) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Monongahela River from the borough of Braddock to the 
township of Mifflin, Pa. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill was 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 3355) to provide for organizing a naval battalion in 

the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

YOST VS. TUCKER. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I call up the 

unfinished business, the contested-election case of Yost against 

Tucker. As the time for taking the vote is fixed at half past 4 

o’clock to-day, I should like to know how much time remains on 

each side. 

The SPEAKER. The side represented by the gentleman from 

Massachusetts [Mr. McCaLL} has consumed two hours, and the 

other side has consumed two hours and twenty-six minutes. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I understood the 

So from Virginia [Mr. WALKER] to say that when the 
ion should be resumed this morning some gentleman on 

his side would take the floor. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Not now. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I so understood the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. We have already consumed more 
time than has been occupied on the other side. 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Yes; but we have the con- 
cluding hour. 
Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Certainly. 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I yield to my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
De ARMOND]. 
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Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, in speaking upon this ques- 
tion to-day, I shall endeavor to address myself to it as a member 
of the committee, a lawyer, and a Representative upon this floor. 
I shall proceed upon the assumption that this House, in the pleni- 
tude of its power, will endeavor to arrive at a correct conclusion 
as to how this case should be decided and then will decide it in 
accordance with such conclusion. As one of the committee report- 
ing in favor of the contestee, I have had no reason, since arriving 
at the conclusion which the committee reached, to doubt the cor- 
rectness of thatconclusion. I believe much that was urged against 
it yesterday is founded in a lack of knowledge of the facts, in a 
misunderstanding of the law, or in a failure properly to apply the 
law if correctly understood. 

Iam not here to contend that this House is short of power in 
determining who shall be the members upon this floor—in deter- 
mining the elections, qualifications, and returns of the members. 
1 am not here to question that power. Therefore there is no con- 
fiict, because I merely speak the sentiment of the committee, and, 
it seems to me, of all persons wlio assume to have any knowledge 
of the law, when I say that there is nocontroversy as to thepower 
of this House to dispose of this case and of all cases as under the 
law and the facts they ought to be Tn. of, 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Dantes], a learned and 
distinguished member of this body and of the bar, in his discussion 
of this case yesterday, referred to two provisions of the Constitu- 
tion in a way to indicate, it seemed to me, that they are all that 
have any bearing on this controversy—the provision declaring the 
power of the legislature of the State to determine the qualifica- 
tions of electors—that is, that the persons voting for Representa- 
tives in Congress should possess the qualifications required of 
those who elect members of the most numerous branc 
State legislature; and the provision that each House of Congress 
itself possesses power to pass _ the elections, returns, and 
qualifications of its members, There is, however, in the Consti- 
tution another provision, which seemed for the moment to have 
been overlooked by the gentleman from New York in his latest 
incursion within the pages of that great instrument. I refer to 
section 4 of Article I of the Constitution, which provides, among 
other things, that the times, places, and manner of holding elec- 
tions for Senators and Representatives shall be prescribed in each 
State by the legislature thereof. So it would seem that there are 
three provisions in the Constitution relating to this matter, each 
having full weight and importance as a part of the same great fun- 
damentallaw. ‘‘ The times, places, and manner” of choosing Rep- 
resentatives in Congress shail be as determined by the several 
State legislatures. But there is something additional, not for a 
determination by one House in the settlement of an election con- 
test as to the times, places, or manner of choosing Representatives, 
but a provision for a determination by the Congress of the United 
States, in its august la ing capacity, of these matters, when 
the Congress chooses to determine them. The provision is: 

Src. 4. The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senatorsand 
Representatives shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature : 


thereof 
but the Co: may at any time by law make or order such regulations 
except as to the places of choosing Senators. 


Then, instead of Congress being, as one might infer from the 
premises of the gentleman from New York, a sort of lawless body, 
a law only unto itself, in these matters of determining election 
contests, the laws of the several States with relation to the elec- 
tion of members of this body are the laws of the Union, the laws 
of the Congress, the laws of the House, the laws of the Senate, so 
long as the Congress in its lawmaking power does not by proper 
enactment alter or change them. 

Mr. DANIELS. Will the gentleman allow me one question? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. 

Mr.DANIELS. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the clause 
of the Constitution to which he has just referred excludes the 
power of the House to determine what was the intention of the 
—— when he placed the expression of his intention upon the 

ot? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The point I was making, Mr. 00" 
and I will answer the gentleman’s question—is this: to the 
power of this House, I concede, and everybody knows, that when- 
ever a majority of those voting, constituting a quorum, choose 
to determine any contested-election case in any way, there is no 
power on earth to set aside the decision. I am endeavoring, how- 
ever, to present this case to the House,in my feeble way, upon the 
theory that this House, in determining the question now before 
it and in determining all questions that arise in contests for seats 
within this body, ought to determine them, and I hope will deter- 
inine them, in accofdance with the law and the facts. In this 
effort I insist that the law of the State of Virginia (there being no 
law of Congress to contravene) is the law of the Union in this 
case; is now the imperative rule of this House, from which there 
is no escape, of which there should be no evasion, and can be no 
oo except by bodily, boldly, recklessly disregarding the Con- 

ution. 





of the | ad 


being with reference to case 


ascertained, how the result should be declared, is the law of Con- 
upon the subject. 

The gentleman from New York asks me whether I am trying to 
maintain that Congress has no power toget at the intention of the 
voter—contrary, I suppose, to the express provision of the Virginia 
law, which, for the a of this case, is also our law. en 
he asks me whether this House has no power to get at the inten- 
tion of the voter outside of the ae law, I say clearly the 
House has the power, but it is not the power of Constitution or 
law, it is the power of numbers. If the House acts within the 
law, it must ascertain results ne to the law. If the House 
sees proper to disregard the law, then the question is one of power, 
isa r determined by votes, and by nothing else. 

Then I say to the gentleman from New York that within the 
law, to the practice of which he and I were bred—within the 
law as it applies to this case, the Constitution of our common 
country and the statute law of the State of Virginia, untouched 
and unaffected by any legislation of the Federal within 
this supreme law of the land and this lesser but otherwise supreme 
law of the State of Virginia with respect to this case, there is no 
wees authority in this body to determine the case except b 
following the high law of the Constitution and the only less high 
law of the State of Virginia. 

But what, Mr. Speaker, would be the result if the contention of 
the gentleman from New York be the correct one? I am speak- 
ing now of power. I concede, if you please, that the matter of 
power may be determined in this body upon aroll call. ButIlam 

dressing the House in the belief that it will endeavor to deter- 
mine this question to the Constitution and according 
tolaw. If the contention of the gentleman from New York is 
sound, then it could be true that election officers and voters in 
Virginia, or New York, or Missouri, or any other State of the 
Union, might absolutely fulfill the whole election law of the State 
(there being no law of Congress u the subject), and yet, as an 
actual result, such action could be lawfully made unlawful by the 
House of Representatives in determining a contested-election case 
like the one now under consideration. In other words, acting 
under the same law, tested by the same law, the House could con- 
stitutionally say to election officer and voter, ‘‘ You tracted the 
election law to the letter, and we reverse the lawful result of your 
lawful election, by virtue of our constitutional power.” Down in 
Virginia they ht believe in the enforcement of the law on the 
statute books of the State and would be law abiding in doing so. 
Here the law could be set aside, could be di 5 be 
defied; and the logic of the ent of the eman from New 
York would make us law abiding and law en eo doing that. 

But, Mr. Speaker, no’such inconsistency need be forced upon the 
House of Representatives in ing with this case or in dealing 
with any other election contest. State officers of minor degree 
are not supposed to be versed in constitutional law, or to be able, 
as great constitutional lawyers, be upon the constitutionality 
of the statutes which are upon from time to time to 
sheet cuiicy ureeeh ts Svacl hese Sat 

a subjec and to 
passed upon both in the State and in the National House of Rep- 
resentatives, discharge their duties lawfully, those in higher sphere. 


acting in = — —— pte opera = —s 
no higher duty than ‘orm. according Ww. 
It can not be true thatit is right and wful in this case to do 
certain things in the State of V and at the same time that 
there is some vague constituti power here by which it is also 
right and la for this House to undo what been done it 
that State, and do a contrary thing here. 


Now, then, there has been much said during this discussion 
about the intention of the voter. There has been some talk on 
this subject which has tended to confuse it rather than really to 
elucidate the true idea and principle involved. There is no ques- 
tion about looking at the intention of the voter. There is no 
question about toascertain thatintention. Thereisnoques- 
tion that when lay ap is up the duty is devolved — 
the House to ascertain the intention of the voter if itcan. But 
it is not presented here. A 

There is another proposition obscured or set aside by some whic! 
is equally important and equally clear, that when a lawmaking 
body, in the exercise of its constitutional powers, bes that 
unless a certain thing be done in a specified way the act of which 
such thing should be a part falls nugatory to the ground, then 
there is no vitality whatever in an act the prescribed thing 


| done in the prescribed way. This legislative edict rises above all 


questions as to the inbiatien of anybody concerned. - 
In other words, if the inquiry is what was the intention of this 

man by this act, we do not stick in the bark of a technicality. We 

use common sense an reason to determine that inten- 


d common 
tion, and, guided by the best judgment that we can center upon 











tien 
judgment and 
wes Reais 0B Sen ones Se er 
. Ano r question 1s presen , however, W. a con- 
vonetienta mesed in the exercise of a constitutional 


ae neahy ten onion talesd @ throwing together and a 
rede pe yan phere Stee gern 


umbling 

the decktions of courts almest without num w easily this 

confusion may be put aside if we will just to note the dis- 

tinction, so plain he who runs 
Now let us come to these ‘* 


butin the discharge of a duty under thelaw. For the question pre- 
sented by the record is not as to the intention of voters, but as to 
ee eee oe eee i = Se a tie coer Ghar oo 
ouse i time being, in this case, can 
MRF eb eed wih att ire 

irginia law is to ith, is to i ’ 
where will you put the limit? You embark upon an unbounded 
sea. You are afloat a shoreless ocean of conjecture and 


speculation and . The Virginia law says a name on a 
tot not marked thr three- eee 
as not mar at. shall marking through its length 
beenough? Will that sufficiently indicate law, not 
a valid i Will one-fourth answer 


do if, upon a census taken the election, it is abundantly en 
(to satisfaction of those who choose to be thus ) that 


Now, I say that reap ved eer a ballots excluded they ought 
, as oug 
to have been Ses apes Megprand of intention, but upon 


me another situation 
iar squasing with the faa and the i of law advanced by 
ew . DANIELS|. Suppose Congress 
taped law wth reference tobe lotion of Representatives 
. tate laws 
ject. Sw Congress that, in striking out names, 
no name ue erased unless a line passed 
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according to law? What would you do about it? 
bound by it or would you not? If you observethe law, you would. 


having made any law to di 


it is not. unconstitutional, it is not unreasonable. 








three-fourths of its What would gentlemen do about it 


if ballots were presented marked otherwise than that, and if some- 


body claimed a seat on this floor by virtue of those ballots. cou- 
pled. with some sort of asupposed intention of voters not expressed 
Would you be 


If you disregard the law, why, then, of course, you would not be 


bound by anything except your own disposition to do what you 


Then, I say this law of Virginia as to the ballot, Congress not 
it, is the law of Congress. and 
stands precisely as if Congress had made it. The question before 
us, then, is what it would be if Congress had made this law, for 
No gentleman 
dare attack it upon that ground. No one says it is so unreason- 
able or that it works so much hardship and is so uncdnstitutional 
that it can not be upheld. How would the case appear if con- 
testant claimed that the intended to elect him, but under 
the law did not do it? , then, would contend for something 
im constitutional power, for ary power sheltered under constitu- 
tional law, to justify or u his claim? 
i t, or said in assertion which is not argu- 
ment, that these imperfectly marked ballots;on the summary of 
the committee itself, would give the contestant the seat by a plu- 
rality of 22. That is an inaccurate statement. The committee, 
after allowmg all deductionsfrom contestee and all the additions to 
the contestant that even generosity to contestant could make, find 
that the comtestee has 221 plurality. One hundred and eighty- 
three from the 221 would leave a margin still upon the side of the 
contestee. 

This case has proceeded upon the theory of counting more than 
a thousand ballots with the caption—that 1s, the title of the office— 
stricken out. lam not going to argue that those ballots ought 
not to be counted; but I am going to submit that it never would 
do as a precedent to say that ballots can be counted with the cap- 
tion or official designation of the office to be filled entirely want- 
ing. The committee concluded in this particular case, there being 
but one office to be filled, carefully guarding thestatement of their 
conclusion lest it be used for a precedent, that in this case they 
would recommend the ing of those votes. That is a stretch 
of legitimate power, that is a stretch of law, to the last verge. 

t kind of a ticket have you when there is nothing to be 
found umerased and unseratched except the name of some one 
person? No man is bold enough or reckless enough to lay it down 
as a proposition of law that striking out the caption, the title of 
the office, would not affect the ot. The committee has said 
in generosity—and the time may come when this generosity will 
be abused and effort made to build upon it as a precedent for 
something that ought not to be done—they have said, in generos- 
ity, not impelled oe under the law, that these votes may bo 
counted and that they will count them as if they were ballots for 
the office which the law authorized to be filled. If these caption- 
marked ballots were dropped out, the whole case would be ended. 
If everything else in it, every other question raised, were decided 
in favor of the contestant, and these ballots, which really were not 
ballots, not votes at all, were dropped out, the contestee must; 
retain the seat. 

la h another question. That is as to the ballots printed 
in erst County in what those who are pretty well informed 
im this matter called old English text, and some gentlemen choose 
tocall German text. The gentleman from Ohio | Mr. GrosveNor| 
found a magnificent field in the contemplation of a photograph of 
a sample of this ballot for the display of his peculiar genius. It 
was something refreshing, if awful, to observe how his tender 

irit was lashed and torn when he saw what they told him was a 
picture of one of those ballots. Straightway he would throw out 
the entire vote of the county! The gentleman from Ohio forgot, 
Mr. Speaker, that an argument to be sound must be consistent in 
its several parts. A little while before the only question with 
_ was the — of - voter; he — oved voter _ 

e€ man particularly to protected! And most protected, of 
course, by the gentleman from Ohio. 

However laws may be, whatever precedents may be, whatever 
may have been done time and time again in Congress and in the 
courts, let all go to the winds, so that the voter may have what 
somebody supposes to have been his intention made as good as a 
legal vote, according to the supposition of that somebody. But 
that is all dropped and forgotten when the sensitive Ohioan comes 
to these Amherst ballots. It is forgotten that im that county of 
Ambherst hundreds of voters, in no degree responsible for the pecul- 
iar type used upon the ballots, in no degree responsible for the 
alternation of names, in the exercise of their rights as American 
citizens and as electors of the Tenth Congressional district of Vir- 
ginia, went to the polls on election day in November, 1994, and 
used these ballots—the only ballots they could use, because they 
were the official ballots there—and cast their votes according 
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to their judgment and preferences, and their judgment and pref- 
erences, their intention and deed, are all fully evidenced by the 
returns in this record and now before the House, 

All this is to go to the winds. These hundreds of electors are 
to be disfranchised. The individual voter who lawfully cast a 
lawful ballot becomes nobody; the lawfully executed intention 
of the voter sinks into insignificance, in the view of the learned 
and artful gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR], while he is 
explaining at great length what horror seizes upon him, what 
convulsions rack his frame, when he contemplates such a picture 
and such a spectacle as the supposed intention of a voter being 
disregarded, although that intention was not expressed according 
to law and can not be made effective under the law. 

Now, what is there of logic, what is there of fairness, in that 
position? What is there of justice, what of fairness or of law, in 
disfranchising qualified voters of Amherst County, or of any 
county, who could not select type or make ballots, but who had 
Official ballots supplied to them and who expressed their choice 
by such ballots, and expressed it legally? Yet these considera- 
tions are readily swept aside and hundreds of these ballots are 
thrown out of the sublimated count of the purist from Ohio. 

But the gentleman from Ohio says they burned the imperfect 
ballots, and there was a great conspiracy, a deeply planned and 
desperately executed plot, to rob the people of that district of their 
choice, evidenced by the burning of those imperfect ballots. 
‘*Why,” says the gentleman from Ohio, ‘‘in my State, after the 
count is over, after the result has been ascertained by the counting 
officers, those officers burn the perfect ballots, but they carefully 
ss all the imperfect ballots.” And because that rule was not 

ollowed in this case, he infers a deeply laid conspiracy to rob the 
contestant and the people who voted for him in the Tenth dis- 
trict of Virginia. Because (there being no law upon the subject) 
a number of the election boards—about one in twelve—destroyed 
the imperfect ballots by burning, the gentleman infers the exist- 
ence of a conspiracy. 

I have no criticism to make on the Ohio law. I care nothin 
aboutit. If acomparison of State laws were in order here, I anal 
say that in the great State which I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent we have a much better law upon this subject. In Missouri 
it is made the duty of the election officers to preserve and to return 
to a county officer, who preserves them for a year, all the ballots, 
perfect and imperfect, so that the ballots themselves, in their own 
mute but powerful and unmistakable voices, may speak the truth 
if anybody interested chooses to learn it from them. I can imag- 
ine how, even under so excellent a system as that which prevails 
in Ohio, if perchance the officers at a particular polling place, or 
at several polling places, were corrupt or corrupted, there could 
be cuutaalen perfect and burned ballots in fact imperfect and 
void; how therecould be counted as perfect ballots for A and then 
burned ballots in fact cast for B, and which, if preserved, would 
have to be counted for B. There is no system, I apprehend, yet 
devised, even in Ohio, by which absolute certainty against miscar- 
riage or wrong can be effectually secured. 

Aman can read this record in vain to find a general conspiracy 
evidenced, or proved even in part, by the destruction of these x ot 
fect ballots. What was the situation in that respect? The law 
which wentinto operation for the first time at that Virginia elec- 
tion of 1894 was silent on the subject. As would naturally happen, 
as has happened in every State upon the first trial of the Austra- 
lian ballot system, ballots were found to be defective and imper- 
fect, and such as, under the law, could not be counted. Somehow— 
and this is not remarkable, for in many of the States the saime | 
sort of omission has occurred—somehow there was no direction 

iven in the law as to what should be done with these imperfect 
lots. In some places they were preserved; in other places they 
were destroyed. Gentlemen, however, in their sweeping denun- 
ciations upon this point are not very careful or discriminatin 
in going into specifications. In a number of instances, ind 
generally, these ballots were destroyed by the concurrent judg- 
ment of all the members of the election boards, made up of repre- 
sentatives of the different political parties, after they had all 
agreed that under the law these ballots could not be counted for 
anybody. If there was a conspiracy all the election officers were 
in it. How will you reach any other conclusion? But was there 
a conspiracy? An imagination lively and keen as that of our 
distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. GROsVENOR] alone is equal 
to the task of conjuring up a conspiracy from such a state of facts. 

It is unfortunate that the ballots were destroyed, but according 
to the philosophy of gentlemen who argue for the contestant 
here—if that sidivueghey is to be adopted by the House—it was a 
blessing to contestant, a blessing not even in disguise, that those 
ballots were destroyed, because it is proposed to give them to 
him, or enough of them to put him in this House, and to take the 
seat from the man who was really elected. The destruction of 
the ballots, therefore, was a kindly act of munificence instead of 
a dastardly act of outrage, if the gentleman from Ohio may be 


relied upon. All there is of it is that these election officers, being 
brought face to face with a condition of things which had never 
before arisen in the State, finding large numbers of imperfect 
ballots, and not knowing what to do with them, one board in a 
dozen concluded that it was as well to come | them, because they 
were of no account and could not be counted; and the weight of 
the testimony, the probablities of the case, on a fair reading of 
the whole record, must lead one to the conclusion that in most 
instances they were correct in concluding that those ballots could 
not be counted unless the law is to be set aside and some higher 
law—not merely u the level of the Constitution of the United 
- weg but so far above it as to be clear out of sight—is to justify 

e act. 

Of course, the alternation of names upon the ballots, the print- 
= the ballots in unusual type—these are things that are not 
to be commended. But the pe a presented to the committee 
was not whether they should be commended or should be con- 
demned, or what the criticism upon them should be, but what— 
under the law and the evidence, in justice to these contestants, 
— to the constituency back in Virginia—what ought to be the 

ecision. 

Take the worst case of this kind that has been cited, Amherst 
County, where strange type was used, where the names were 
alternated. Iask you upon what principle of justice or of law 
—_ can disregard all of the honest votes cast there because the 

ot furnished to electors, and the one which they were bound to 
use, was not prepared as it ought to have been prepared? That is 
the proposition. It does not seem to present much ground for 
argument when it is stated; and yet there it is, and there is no easy 
escape from it. The only way to escape from it is to make another 
proposition, as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] did, 
outside the record and outside the case. 

The gentleman from Ohio dwelt with some unction upon the 
fact that this Committee on Elections No. 3, of which by appoint- 
ment of the Speaker have the honor to be a member, ormed 
the extraordinary feat of deciding thirteen cases in favor of con- 
testees and two cases in favor of contestants. The gentleman be- 
came righteously indignant, as only he can—his moral indignation 
is of a character that can not be even simulated by anybody else— 
the gentleman became righteously indignant, as only he can, at 
the bare suggestion which arose in his mind (but in the mind of 
nobody else) that the decision of these cases by the committee in 
that way was a proclamation that thirteen contestants were actu- 
ated by fraud and wrong and that only two were honest and clean. 
The gentleman’s discovery or invention—and it partakes somewhat 
of the character of both discovery and invention—should it be 
deemed valuable for future use, could easily be patented. He 
draws all his indignation from within himself, because the facts 
not tenanting his personality do not warrant it. 

Now, what are the facts? The assault which the gentleman 
made, and about which I am totally indifferent, was upon the 
majority of the committee, upon four of his own political fellows 
on this floor—four gentleman who, I take it, in Republicanism as 
well as in knowledge of the law and in personal characteristics 
will compare quite favorably even with himself. His assault was 
made upon these four gentlemen peculiarly and especially by the 
recital that the committee had of the fifteen contested- 
election cases in the manner which he detailed. Let us see, now, 
how plain a tale, founded on facts, absolute facts of record—I was 
going to say will put him down, but I will say would put anybody 
else down. Of these fifteen cases the committee divided upon but 
four. The others had the unanimous support of all the members 
of the committee. The gentleman’s position is that his own party 
men—he appeals to partisanshi ught in this case to disregard 
the po. the honest, conscientious judgment, of four of their 
political fellows, because these gentlemen decided too many other 
cases in a certain way, and are to follow the judgment of two 
others of their fellows. Why? The “why” does not follow. 
These two joined with the others in all those unanimous decisions, 
and as to every one of those cases, I was about to say, even the 
gentleman from Ohio could not find a pretext for deciding them 
any other way; certainly he could not in the record in the 
law. Now, then, that is all there is of that. 

These cases are presented to the House of Representatives, of 
course, upon the theory that they are going to be determined 
according to their merits. I know, Mr. Speaker, how we all have 
our own personal and our litical bias. I do not profess to be 
superior to that myself. I knowI am not. It has always been 
my belief—and I have sometimes exemplified it in my vote—that 
the wisest thing to do in these cases, even upon the low ground of 
expediency (saying nothing about the higher, the firm ground o! 
law and right), is to decide them as they ought to be decided—to 
decide each case so that with parties coming and parties going, 
and majorities sens and changing, a man can always stand in 
the face of his own decision and say, “By this law laid down 


by my vote, by this decision which I helped to make, I am willing 














my case as contestee or contestant may be judged and deter- 
—s or, “I am willing that my friend may go out or stay 
in with this as a precedent and this as law. 

To summarize: The point made by the gentleman from New 
York, I submit in all candor and with due respect, can not be 
a, Oo ep ee 

tat right w of the oO 
nas this ballot. That it has the power, the physical 
power, to do it I do not question, but it can not be that, old and 
tried lawyer as he is, he is a , under the guise of discuss- 
ing the law, for an such power. I do not impute that 
to him. He merely overlooked, in his cursory glance through the 
Constitution, the provision to which I called attention. 

So, Mr. S er, as to the marked ballots, if the House pro- 
poses to decide concerning them according to what the best writ- 
ers say, ecoording, to every decision, I believe, that can be cited 
from anywhere—if the House pro: to do that, they can not be 
counted, and the Committee on Elections was justified in exclud- 
ing them, and would have been recreant to its duty had it not 
done so. 

An Illinois case has been adverted to, and I will refer to it 
briefly on this point. I refer to the Illinois case of Steward agai 
Childs, decided in the last House Mr. Steward, the 0- 
cratic contestant, and in favor of the contestee, Mr. Childs, a 
Republican. re the intention of enough voters whose votes 
were not counted to change the result was evidently to vote for 
Steward; but nevertheless the decision on the part of the House 
was in favor of Childs. Ithas been said also, and correctly, that 
the supreme court of the State of Illinois, having occasion to pass 
on the same question of law, reached a conclusion the opposite of 
that unanimously reported to the House in Steward vs. Childs. 

Mark, however, the difference in the cases. The direction of 
the statute of Illinois to the voter is to make a cross in front of 
the name of the for whom he desires to vote, or if he de- 
sires to vote a full straight ticket, to make a cross at the head of 
such ticket. This is statutory provision. Certain ballots 
were marked, but not accurately, with the cross, and the commit, 
tee concluded that they ought not to becounted. In that conclu- 
sion, which was ratified by the House, the report being that of a 
unanimous committee, Childs retained the seat. But the court 
held that ballots so marked oug t to be counted. 

Now, what isinvolved in that? The legislature says to the voter- 
‘Indicate your choice by making a cross mark opposite the name 
of the person for whom you wish to vote, if you select names on 
the ticket; or, if you desire to vote the full ticket—the straight 
pay ticket—put the cross at the head of the ticket.” The court 

reld, cont to the committee and contrary to the House, and 
rightfully held, that if the ballots were marked, though not with 
a perfect cross, marked im ectly, the intention of the voter was 
thereby indicated, and that force and effect should be given to that 
intent by counting the ballots. Now, mark the distinction between 
that case and this, which distinction is utterly lost sight of in the 
high and moral observations of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] and the learned commentary upon the Constitution 
by the distinguished gentleman from New York {Mr. DaniE:s]. 
There was no provision in that law of Illinois that unless a ballot 
be marked in a ci tee place or in a particular manner it should 
not be counted or as ‘‘marked.” I venture to say that 
if the law of Illinois gone a little further, and provided that 
a ballot not marked ina cular, ified way should be re- 

arded as not marked at all, no le court in the State of 

ae would declare that a ballot not so marked should be 
coun 

So much for these imperfectly marked ballots. As to the bal- 
lots that were alternated, and ballots —_ in strange type, I 
submit the proposition, plain and distinct, where will 
to, how far will the principle hold, how dangerous wi 
failure’ to eupent jee ee ants tm furaishing th Mle 

uty in ishing the offici 

ballot, shall have | the power to disfranchise the voter? Where will 
you stop, and how dangerous will the precedent be? Take this 
case: A partisan board, in a county where the opposition have 
the majority, make one of these strange tickets, in strange type, 
aaa with al names, the only tickets that can be voted. 
Nis? tickets are submitted to the voters, and they vote them. 
ow, if the oe be correct that such ballots should be thrown 
out and not counted, gentlemen certainly will perceive how this 
aap statesmanship, this superexcellent morality with reference 
ballots, could be made the effective engine of the most out- 
Tageous wrongs. There would be no better way to throw out the 
= of an adverse county, = you happened to have the elec- 
on board, than to make tickets in strange type, with the names 


alternati 
has lost 108, and out the whole business goes, and the adversary 


or 500, or 1,000 majority. 
alm see how narrow that ground will be. Will it do to say 
t you will not apply this philosophy unless you apply it against 


the man who belongs to the party which happens to contain within 
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its membership the persons who alternated the names upon the 
ticket and who caused strange type to be used in the pre tion 
of the ticket? What does that mean? It means that if this elec- 
tion board desire to destroy a man of their own party in a county 
that he ought to carry by a large majority, a majority sufficient 
to elect him, if through corruption or treachery or any other 
means they desire to destroy him or enrich themselves, it is only 
necessary for them to 7 up a ballot in unusual type, with the 
names of candidates alternated, and out go all the votes from 
that county, and away is dissipated into thin air the plurality or 
majority of the man who has not a single thing on earth to do 
with it. His crime inexcusable, his crime ineffaceable, his crime 
to punish to the direst extent, is no more and no less than that 
the same great national party numbers him and the members of 
the election board among those who constitute its membership 
of millions. 

Mr. FOOTE. Is there no remedy, then? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I do not understand exactly the purport 
of the — 

Mr. FOOTE. If the gentleman will allow me, if you admit 
these frauds, is there no remedy for them? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Why, yes; I think there is alwaysa remedy 
for fraud, but we can not always find and apply it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has 


ired. 
a McCALL of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman desire 
more time? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Just a few minutes. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I yield to the gentleman ten 
minutes more. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, of course I have nothing to 
say in justification of the alternating of names or of the using of 

ge type. I join in the committee’s condemnation of it. The 
question submitted to this House, however, is—unusual type havy- 
ing been used, and names having been alternated—what is to be 
done in this particular case? The committee examined into it, 
and comparing the result in the counties where this was done 
with the result in other counties, the committee concluded that 
far greater wrong would be done, far wider doors opened for the 
perpetration of fraud, by laying down the doctrine that these prac- 
tices should be sufficient to exclude the whole vote of a county 
than by laying down the contrary doctrine and going into a special 
inquiry in the special case. Now read the record, examine the 
evidence, and it will be found that in these particular cases there 
is no evidence, there is no ground for the inference that substan- 
tial harm was done by this course. 

It was suggested in the testimony of officers examined on this 
= why they acted as they did. They say that by having the 

llots arranged so that the names appeared in regular order an 
early voter could ascertain and instruct other voters of a particu- 
lar race as to that order, and that thus those other voters of that 
particular race could be practically coerced, no matter how they 
might individually want to vote, to go into the booths and vote, 
although illiterate, without calling in the aid of the special con- 
stable, and that therefore votes that would go for one candidate 
by the will of the voter, would, by the coercion of race prejudice, 
£0, in fact, to his opponent. If these men believed that—I do not 

ow whether they did or did not—itis an argument and a reason 
for the course they took. Such a condition could exist. There 
could be such a race terrorism as that the individual of a particu- 
lar race would not, with easy means of prevention at hand, be per- 
mitted to vote in any other way than as the mass of the race voted. 
It is said such condition does exist. I do not suppose gentlemen 
will argue for enforcing that kind of freedom of the ballot. 

In one county Mr. Yost’s name was printed ‘‘Jacob Yost,” 
instead of ‘‘J. Yost.” It does not appear that any harm resulted 
from that. The reason given by the officer was that it was done 
at the — of the printer, who stated that the full names 
ought to be put there. It is the usual course to put the full name 
on the ticket rather than the initials only. He says that Mr. 
Tucker’s name was put onin full; that it did not occur to him. 
The suggestion was not made by him, but was made by the 
printer. In another county the name “J. Yost” was printed with 
@ considerable space between the ‘‘J.” and the other letters. The 
reason given for this was that ‘‘J. Yost” being such a short name, 
of but five letters, would be easier scratched than the others, and 
that in fairness, and without having a view of doing him wrong, 
Yost’s name was printed so it would require a longer line to erase 
it. Whether that is a good reason or not I am not here to argue. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Do you think it a good reason? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. It would not have occurred to me as a 

reason; but I can state, in view of what has been said in the 
iscussion of this case, that it might seem to be a perfectly good 
reason to somebody else. It would seem to me that it could not 
ene or give rise to any injustice. There was something 
said of the letters of the name of Yost being counted to identify it. 
Doubtless many who did not know one letter from another could 








1024 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


EE EL 


JANUARY 21, 





count five; and “‘J. Yost” could not be printed so as to it 
to the counter. Thus we may confidently conclude, from 
reason and the record, that separating the “J.” from the ‘‘ Yost” 
was not harmful in effect. 

Mr.GROW. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask that my time should 
be taken from either side, as I am not ing to enter into any 
discussion of the details of the facts in this case. If I can have 
the consent, therefore, of the House, I will trespass but a short 
time upon its attention 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. How much time do you want? 

Mr. GROW. Not more than ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. McCALL. I am willing to yield the gentleman half the 
time he desires. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. How much time does the genile- 
man want? 

Mr. GROW. Ido not thinkI want to take more than ten or 
twelve minutes. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I will yield the gentleman five 
minutes. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. LIalso yieldthe gentleman five 
minutes. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, there has been brought into this 
discussion a vital and fundamental question affecting the Govern- 
mentitself. Upon thatI propose tospeak, and not upon any ques- 
tion of facts involved in this case. A hundred and twenty years 
ago a Virginian announced, in that will live as long as 
the spirit and genius of free institutions exist among men, 
governments derive their just powers from the consent of the 
governed. Legislation only fixes the mode and manner of ascer- 
taining that consent. Three hundred and fifty-seven Representa- 
tives sit upon this floor representing whatand whom? Represent- 
ing the people of the United States, and the consent of the people 
of the United States is embodied im the ballots of those voti 


ing 
and having the qualifications of voters as fixed by each State for 
the most numerous branch of their legislature. they have 


thus fixed the qualifications of the voters, that class of voters are 
our direct constituents; and they represent the people of the 
United States. This House are their Representatives in law- 
making. The Senate of the United States represents them in 
the same capacity. Different modes and forms for the election 
exist in the two cases; that is all the difference. The legislatures 
of the States, when they fix the qualifications of the voters, have 
no more to do, and the voters so qualified become our constitu- 
ents, and it becomes our duty to see that their will is 

in the forms provided for its expression. The legislature cf 
the State fixes the mode and manner by which the will of the 
voters is to be gathered, and we sit here as judges, in contested- 
election cases, to determine what part of the rules and regula- 
tions made by the States we will consider mandatory and what 
part directory. 

Howcan we discharge that duty wisely and well? Formyself, as 
a judge in an election case, I d hold all regulations of a State 
legislature made for the purpose of gathering the will of the quali- 
fied voters as merely directory so far as those regulations inter- 
fered in any way with the free and fair expression of the voter's 
will. The qualified voter has a right to e his will and to 
have that expression embodied as he makes it, and any regulation 
of a State legislature that is calculated to distract the voter or to 
enable anybody with fraudulent intent to defeat his will we are 
bound to hold as merely directory. A court that will construe 
the laws of a country so as to destroy the spirit and genius of the 
institutions of that country deserves impeachment, either for 
want of capacity or for want of a true appreciation of the spirit 
of those institutions. [Applause.] 

We sit as a court of judicature in dealing with these election 
eases. The judges of the State courts pass upon the laws of the 
legislatures of the States for all State purposes. They determine 
what is mandatory and what is di in the laws that govern 
the ordinary relations of life within the State, but we are the tri- 
bunal to determine whether the free electors of this country have 
had a fair owe to express their will at the ballot box, and 
where their ballots show clearly and unmistakably upon a common- 


sense view what their will wasand when we can ascertain it, itisour | under 


duty to give force to that will by seating the Representative they 
have selected The State rules and regulations should be made in 
aid of ascertaining the consent and will of, not to defeat the will 
of, the constituency of the lawmakers. I trust the day will some 
time come when every Senator will regard himself as a representa- 
tive of the United States of America, and not as an ambassador at 
the court of Congress from some petty community, living within 
some geographical limits with a local name, and hold that his 


highest duty and obligation is to the Government from which he 
draws his salary and whose honors he enjoys and which Govern- 
a the people in the State where he lives against domes- 
tie violence and foreign invasion. 
We sit as a court to determine what the will of the voter 
unmistakabl 


y upon ballot 


is, if he expresses it plainly and 


before he deposits that ballot in the box, and the forms rules 
that the State has established to govern him in so = i 
will by his ballot can not defeat that 

responsi or discharge of the 
aS ity — 

gress a Democratic majority in thi use decided, in the case 
O'Neill against Joy, that the voter was responsible for Seger 
discharge of the duties required of the election boards, a doctrine 
ee of the whole spirit and genius of free elective govern- 
men 


the ballots as required by 

ballots were invalid, 
y out all such votes that had been counted by the 
boards of election and-gave the seat to the Democrat and turned 
out the Republican who held the certificate of election based upon 


the returns of those Democratic boards. Mr. Speaker, such a 
Saito dn amide eas © Bree 
Here the hammer fell.} eer ssy ee 


unanimous Seed the Grow’s time was extended for three 


minutes. 

Mr. GROW. The decision of the House in that Missouri case 
was made on the claim of the statute being mandatory. It was a 
strict construction of legality which defeated equity, which I re- 

i an election board corruptly 
neutralize the effect of his vote, 

if such a regulation of law as that which existed in the Mis- 
souri case is to be held as mandatory, what would they have to 
do? No matter which has if they desire to cheat 
i is to agree among themselves and 

say, “‘ The law requirestwo of usto mark each ballot; now, when 


aman belonging to the te comes to-vote, one of us will 
mark his and will it out; then when a voter of 
our own up, two of us will mark his ballot, and that 


for whom he does not desire 
to vote the scratch which he makes in erasing the name must 


cover at least three-fourths of the name. Suppose a candidate 5 
name to occupy 2 inches; if the or pencil with which the eras- 
ure is made does not run an inch and a half of that name. 


then the ballot is worthless. the ing line is an inch and 
ighths lon the ballot ie bad, but if it is an inch and four- 

is good! The election boards would have 
to have a rule with an infinitesimal scale with which to measure 
out which were 
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w of the landin this country. It is the great funda- 
hecarete le of free government that its powers are derived 
from the consent of the governed, and to ascertain that consent 
is the highest duty and obligation of everybody who sits as a 
court, whether in a legislative hall or in the civil tribunals of the 








da use. 
a abER af Virgiia I viel fifteen minutes to the gen- 
man Michi . THOMAS]. 
a i OMAS. Str. , it is not my intention to occupy 


t length of time, because there are so many gentlemen 
lee to a upon this —, and because I have already 
been heard by my assent to the rt of the minority in this case. 
I will, however, say that I am well satisfied with the condition of 
the case up to the present moment. It was opened by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. CoppinG], who laid great stress 
upon one particular branch of the qu He, in turn, was 
followed on that side by the gentleman from Wisconsin Mtr 
Jenkins]. The Sao gentleman from New York [Mr. 
eee has spoken of the bearing of the constitutional provi- 
sion upon the question of what votes should be considered and 
counted by this House as expressing the intention of the voter. 

The gentleman from Ohio, General GROSVENOR, has given a 
general review of this case; and in view of what has been said to 
the House, I ask myself, How are we to justify a vote in favor of the 
contestee in this case? Shall we base it upon the principal argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that the ballot as pub- 
lished in the report of the minority is not a facsimile of the ballot 
as presented in the briefs before the committee? Thatis too tech- 
nical; such a principle can not be followed. Then should we base 
our vote upon the ar, ent made by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. JENKINS]? He says that he can justify his vote for 
the contestee because in the whole record of this case not a single 
constable was shown to have committed fraud. 

Now, the gentleman's assertion is true, and I desire to tell the 
House why it is true. The election law of Virginia is such that 
it places the constable in a booth 40 feet away from any person, 
and makes it a offense for any man to come within 40 feet 
of him when he is p ing the ot for an illiterate voter. It 
was the intention of the lawmakers of Virginia to so fix this mat- 
ter that it would be im ible to secure any evidence against this 
* gpecial constable. Who is this special constable? He is the cen- 
ter of the entire election. He is responsible for carrying this elec- 
tion for his party. He, in every instance in this record, is a par- 
tisan, a Democratic isan. believe that the caption-marked 
ballots were all mar. by the constable. There was no motive 
for any voter to make any marks upon his ticket in erasing the 

names of candidates for whom he did not desire to vote. No one 
_but a man interested in the result of the election would make 
extra marks on the ticket for the purpose of having it thrown out 
by the judges of the election. So, then, the gentleman from Wis- 
consin was right when he said that in all this record there was 
nota single iota of proof of fraud upon the part of the special con- 
stables in the election in Virginia. 

Now, gentlemen propose to justify their vote in this case because 

they say, repeating the words of the gentleman from Missouri 
i= De Armonp], that the law of Virginia is the law of this 
ouse. I find by referring to the record that the gentleman from 
Missouri is not in harmony with his client in this case. In the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 1893, page 1808, I find the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] says: 
_ As a citizen I bow to the laws of Congress; as a citizen I bow to the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court. Butasa Representative of the State of Virginia 
I bow only to my construction of the Constitution in determining my duty. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Was there a contested-election 
case before the House when those remarks were made? 

Mr. THOMAS. No, sir; they were made upon the repeal of 
the election laws. 

Possibly gentlemen will attempt to justify their votes upon the 
statement made by the gentleman from Virginia who said that 
Republicans were appointed upon the electoral boards in various 
districts in Virginia, but that it was not possible to find men of 
h in the Republican to act on those boards; 
and that it was t that unfit men d have been excluded. 
Now let me take a short review of the facts in this case. 


po ! . that it was entirely wi their control to 
termine whom they should put u these various electoral 
a bythe gual ron Vinge i, hocks) se 
eman from , er] upon the 
eet ph Federal election law, which he mised this 
coun we ons 
South if that law should be 3 y upon 
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repeal of that law he goes back-to his constituents and asks for a 
reelection to this House upon this most infamous election law— 
a law intended for the purpose exclusively of disfranchising a 
class. I refer to the illiterate voters of Virginia. And the power 
to do this was placed in the hands of this special constable. 

I consider the question now pending of great importance, not 
only because it decides the right to membership of this body, but 
because it involves the right of American citizens to cast a free 
ballot and have that vote honestly counted. I congratulate the 
House because of the opportunity that has presented itself for it 
to speak in no uncertain words against the repeated frauds and 
trickery that have prevailed against honest elections in the State 
of Virginia. From what I have been able to learn as a member of 
the Elections Committee of the methods that have prevailed in that 
State, I venture the assertion that it is the exception if any Dem- 
ocrat holding a seat in this House from that State for years past 
has been honestly elected. A general perspective view is enough 
to convince an unprejudiced mind. To illustrate: It is not to be 
presumed that the people of Virginia are less intelligent or less 
susceptible to the great advantages to them of the principles of 
the Republican y than the citizens of other States; yet we 
observe that the States which surround Virginia and which have 
wholesome and fair election laws, and where elections are honestly 
conducted, have left the Democratic free-trade party in the rear, 
to soliloquize over the ruin it has wrought during its control of 
the Government. I refer, Mr. Speaker, to the States of Maryland, 
West Virginia, Kentucky, Tennessee, and North Carolina. 

Again, in this Tenth district the record reveals the fact that Mr. 
Yost, the contestant, carried every county in the district that has 
the largest percentage of white votes, and that Mr. Tucker claimed 
his election because of the majorities returned for him in the col- 
ored and more illiterate counties. 

The stories of the frauds and irregularities that were perpetrated 
in this district have been very ably presented to you, and I will not 
repeat them. 

For my own part, I believe that the law ae for a system 
of election that makes it possible for a single individual to change 
the vote of a whole precinct, and to know how a class of voters, 
the illiterate, cast their ballots, and permits juggling with a so- 
called official ballot, by having them printed in various kinds of 
type and the names in different order on different ballots at the 
same precinct, is unconstitutional in that it hinders and repels the 
voter and obstructs the right of citizens in the exercise of the elect- 
ive franchise. 

If my contention that this law is a trick, perpetrated by the leg- 
islature to disfranchise a class, can not prevail, then I insist that 
the frauds perpetrated by election officers under the law should 
vitiate the election over which they had control. 

Then my further contention is that the vote of Amherst and 
other counties should be thrown out because of the fraud commit- 
ted by the ae electoral board. And if this prevails, the con- 
testant is entitled to the seat. 

But the majority of the committee contend that frauds should 
only be recognized where they exist in precincts; and the votes 
of precincts are the only ones that can be thrown out, because if 
@ county is thrown out, it would be a ‘‘ wholesale exclusion of 
votes;” and that taking all together the official act of the county 
board in furnishing such tickets was not of itself sufficient fraud 
to warrant throwing out the vote of the county. 

The able gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCaL.] who 
prepared the majority report in this case says: 

The statute does not provide the precise order in which the names upon 
the ballot should be printed, nor the Bias of type that should be sod, but 
apparently assumed that the officers charged with this duty would be goy- 
erned by the —— of common honesty and fairness, and would not pro- 


yide a type which was unusual nor juggle with the names for the purpose of 
confusing the illiterate voter. 


Here is a plain admission that the alteration of the names on 
the ballots and the substitution of a peculiar style of type were 
dishonest and unfair. Possibly the gentleman will explain the 
difference between dishonesty and fraud from his standpoint. 

Webster says that to be dishonest is to cheat or defraud, and he 
defines fraud to be “injurious stratagem,” ‘‘ deceit,” ‘‘ trick.” 
The members of the county board perpetrated all the fraud pos- 
sible for them, by juggling with the names on the ticket and by 
type, and their act affected the entire county 
by hindering, embarrassing, retarding, and interfering with the 
rights of the voter to cast a secret and free ballot. And yet the 
able gentleman objects to throwing out the vote of Amherst 
County because the members of this board did not have personal 
charge of the election at the several precincts of the county. 

My conclusion would be that if fraudulent acts upon the part 
of the officers of a precinct would throw out the vote of such pre- 
cinct, then the fraudulent acts of a county electoral board might 
be cause enough to throw out the vote of a county. 


The le of thig county, in all walks of life, demand justice, 
There pnd other tribunal ih this country that is so free from the 
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shackles of technicalities as this, and none better able to deal justly 


all. 

To know the intent of the voter is all the law necessary for this 
House to count the vote of the citizen. To know that a seat is 
held in this House by fraud is reason enough to declare it vacant. 

Mr. JENKINS, of Wisconsin, says the State law should control. 
If one locality can enact laws that disfranchise a class of citizens 
and urge the law in palliation, other localities can do the same, 
and other and all classes may be disfranchised, and our system of 
government overthrown. 

The right of this House to act independent of all influences, yet 
always justly, should not be surrendered. And if they do that I 

t the contestant will be seated. 
ask to have read by the Clerk the following, which is a part of 
the record of this case. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Heber Ker, a prominent citizen of Staunton, stated, in answer toquestion 5, 
Ree 75, that at the discussion between Yost and Tucker held at the Augusta 


unty court-house— 

‘Mr. Tucker denounced the pensions in round terms and stated that Yost 
ad voted for every pension that was up while he was in Congress. He said 

at he had voted for a pension to the widow of General Sheridan, who had 

vastated our section and robbed our people. And, to the bestof my recol- 

tion, he used this expression: ‘If you want to vote for a man who will rob 


Se our own people to pay pensions, vote for Yost; Iam not that 
of a man.’" 


John A. Noor, of Staunton, said (page 82) he was cones at the joint discus- 
sion between Yost and Tucker at Augusta Court-House: > 
“Tucker charged Yost with having voted forevery pension bill that passed 
he House while he (Yost) was a member, and referred to Mrs. Gen. John 
an as being a rich widow and not needing a on. To Mrs. Gen. Philip 
Sheridan he — that he had voted for her pension, Sheridan being the 
general who had devastated the valley with sword and torch and made war 
upon the women and children.” 
[During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, the time having 
expired, an extension of five minutes was granted to Mr. WALKER 


of Virginia. } 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I should like to inquire of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. THomas], in my own time, who 
put forth this statement? not that put forth by Mr. Yost him- 
self? Does the gentleman pretend that the opponents of Mr. Yost, 
those who have reported against him, have put forth that state- 
ment? 

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman fails to understand me. Isaid 
that certain charges h eee against Mr. Yost, and that 

ibly members might 4 to justify their votes upon those 
econ. So I had this read from the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, does the gentile- 
man from Virginia [Mr. WALKER] desire to occupy any time 
now? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. We want to occupy some more 
time; yes. There are one or two gentlemen to on this side, 
and then I will close. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I would ask how much time 
remains to each side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hour and eight minutes on 
the side of the committee and one hour and qwoulgreiiane minutes 
on the side of the minority. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I yield five minutes tomy col- 
ae Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts]. 

. WALKER of Massachusetts. a) , | submit to 
you and to this House that an ap for justice at the end of the 
nineteenth century and in these United States, outside of the let- 
ter of the law, however much we — to the law, is some- 
what startling. If there is any one thing necessary to preserve 
our liberties in this i to —— order! ee 
it is to obey the law, and obey it to letter; and law does 
not justify itself to the confidence and the ju ent of the com- 
munity, to seek its change or repeal in its obedi and not in 
its violation. When I was a boy the words that affected my mind 
most, in reading the constitution of Massachusetts, were these: 


ey Sane laws, and not a government 
men. 


I submit that the a) of the gentleman who has just spoken 
. THomas] is toa te law and put in its place a govern- 
nt of men, which is foreign to wise practice and contrary to 
the genius of our institutions. 
I understand that it was said by a member, an eminent judge, on 
this floor yesterday that were he sitting in court, and were this case 
bmitted to him, the letter of the law would be considered by 
as mandatory in deciding that the si member should re- 
m his seat; and if that is so, what do we here in further dis- 
cussing this question? A from the letter of the law is 
tow mob law and lynch law. I remember that when J 
Field, of Massachusetts, was the contestee and the Hon. 
Dean wa; the contestant before this House, the contestant — 
— ballots with his name upon them in type so small 
undreds of voters who cast ballots in tion to him did not 
his name upon them, and the ballots were cast 
two candidates and thrown out, the contest was whether the 








intent of the voter should govern or 
be obeyed; and I want to say to this House that, hard as might 
have been the conditions then, Hon. Benjamin Dean seated 


do not want to hastily flee from the ills we 

we know not of. Yea,we do know the evil of departing 

letter of the law; and here in this day, when contests are being 
those who 
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honest 

tion of unjust laws by deciding this contest upon the ground that 

weiner oar a Se a ater 

vise an and defeat the purposes, even t 

be bad, of the lawmakers of a State. ——s 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


ired. 
“Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I should like about threo 
minutes more. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I yield two minutes more to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I want to say that as a mat- 
ter of theory no greater benefit could come to the South than a 
just and a national Pe en nt that is desirable upon 
every ground o uity. is ice we pay for our 
institutions that “the State shall 1 Sout oe 
under the forms of law until their judgment is corrected a 
suasion, not by Federal interference. We have had just Federal 
interference, to the sad defeat of actual justice, to defeat of 
reforms, at the South. If we admit the justice of Federal enact- 
ment, its effect was bad. Do not let us in this House follow be- 


experien direction. 
by the letter of the law of a sovereign State, whether we ve 
or not, depending the State to correct it. in 
Shin Governnmnat te asdeation, . Ithas been the salvation of this 
ee far that we a forty-five ewe doing 
more or less of right or wrong, judgment other forty- 
four. iocbanpGhanll Upasalatdien ot aantletemmment ie thn: 


Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 


just announced by 
. WALKER] fairly charac- 
which rests the claim of the contestec, 
which is ‘‘ to stand by the letter of the law.” It is only by stand- 
ing by the letter of the law that the contestee can hope to hold his 
seat in this House. But I deny that this House or any court, even 
though that court be bound by statutes or form of procedure, is 
ee 
Mr. J SON of Indiana. Shylock pleaded for the letter of 


Mr. TAYLER, _— true. I thank you “for teaching mo 
irit of the law that everywhere prevails; 


made by the gen- 


tleman from Missouri [Mr. De Armond] upon the only proposi- 
tion u which I propose to that for a moment only; 
I that he i the proposition which 

e presented. He illuminated the hy of technicalities. 
He disclosed the of a . He furnished us 
witha very glorification of form and ; but I undertake 
tosay that this House, nomatterhowcontrolied itmay beasa Hou» 


in ch there are many trained lawyers, will never stand upon 
a position that is technical unless that technical is intended 
Ne en ee ent that 
is not founded upon reason. I know that House is not and 

genial and cultured gentleman, t!’ 


added to the reputation of his i ancestry, and 
their weight, and perhaps 
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Ww. 
‘eht as it sees the right. To do less, when it knows how todo 
ail is to belittle its own dignity and shear itself of its inherent 
ower. Courts of justice, whose power and p1 ure are 
y statute, are often com in the administration of the law, 
to-do inj eee is ioose canadien te Ee diaahen 

is, its hi e, . : 4 
Saar to determine who is entitled to a seat in this House all 
that we want to know is this: Whois it that the qualified electors 
of a given district wish to it them? In answering this 
question we may sometimes do an injustice because we do not 
know whom they want. But we can never do them or the country 
injustice by a a seat to one who we know has been chosen 
by the qualified electors. The trouble is not that technical rules 
pind us, but that technical rules have so smothered the evidence 
that we can not find the truth, and then we must leave matters as 

ve find them. 
= But I do desire to say a word upon the statute itself, and the 
construction and the effect to be given to that statute. But it is 
to the other question that I desire especially to address myself. 
Is the statutory provision referred to mandatory or directory? 
Whether a statute is mandatory or directory de not on the 
language alone but upon all those conditions which we are in the 
habit of considering in the construction of statutes. The spirit of 
the law, the reason for its existence, is as vital as the aan 
It was not. 6 eee See thing that the legislature 
intended to do. I think not be contradicted when I assert 
that a statute abridging the right of a qualified elector to freely 
and intelligently express his will is to be liberally construed as 
regards the elector and most strictly construed those who 
would limit the right. This is a representative form of govern- 
ment. which is an expression by the wish and the will of peo- 

le. Every official act, no — how ae - unim <a 

owever trivial or great, is but an expression of the people’s will; 
and all these forms and ceremonies through which we pass are 
but to extract from the an expression of their desire. The 
chief aim of a — always, therefore, to find out what the 
‘people want. else = to that. The sovereign comes first, 
and the sovereign idés in the ballot box. It may elsewhere 
exist, but it is nowhere else to be found. 

Now, these are well understood but apt to = forgotten — 
ties. We have escaped them, perhaps, in this discussion. We have 
been getting down to an penne aa senate ean 
the purpose for which the people assemble, and that all ma- 
chinery of elections is to bring about an expression of the people's 


desire. 
We create ted election machinery for what? In order 
know what the sovereign says. We pass cor- 
Tupt-practices acts. Why? In order that we may be sure that it 
is the sovereign, and not something else, that . We have 
our proclamations,of election, our judges, our ots and ballot 
Why? order that we may hear 





boxes, our booths and returns. 
and obey the voice of the people. 
It seems to me that this machinery of elections, in so far as it 
relates to the construction of a es elections, divides 
itself into two . First, that w i 
to the body of the electors, and all of them alike, the mere imple- 
ment provided by means of which the elector himself may exercise 
his right, which is all that the machinery is provided for. Second, 
that part which gives to the voter himself means by which he 
by himself and for himself may give ion to his wish; that 
is to say, the very act of voting itself. Now, I undertake to say 
that one kind of construction can be on the act creating the 
oe and pooner kind Laan ae act py means < 
ch he expresses will. to first of these, itis apparen 
that, if we would not have chaos and confusion, certain restrictive 
Provisions must exist. It is essential that there should be a com- 
mon place for holding the election for a given community; there 
must be judges or sw to see that the ballots are collected 
and that they are counted and returned; there must be ballot boxes 
booths and tickets. i 


y respect for elections; that is, they are essential if we 
are to believe that the sovereign has really and if weare to 
know what he has said. But these are merely preliminary; 


they are merely introductory—we would do away with them if 
We could; they are done only that the elector may have an r- 
tunity to say what is in his mind, to his will. And this 


brings me to the second of this election machinery—the sn- 
preme act of the voter, exercise of the sovereign power—the 
Th ualified elector the day fixed 

, he q on y law, in his p pre- 
¢inct, at the appointed, before the adios. ves the 
lawful balloy woe , all the candi- 
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retires to the booth where, in secret, with no human eye to over- 
awe, he is to execute a freeman’s will. Now is the supreme 
moment; this is the instant of fate. He expresses on that bit of 

his wish and will. It is in order that he may so express his 

ill that all this cumbrous machinery is provided. What does he 
say? Does the ballot clearly tell? Let it speak for itself. If it 
does, it is well. No statute intends to suppress the voice thus 
expressed. It intends to give expression to it. If the desire of 
the voter can be learned the law is satisfied. 

What he does is the result of all the machinery that is only in- 

to make that easy; and I venture to assert that all the 
statutory provisions in the State of Virginia pertaining to the 
conduct of that voter, as respects the ballot whieh is to get into 
his hands, is directory merely. Why, any law that undertook to 
limit the power of the voter to express his will after he had gone 
through all the channels that the law provided up to this secret 
box in which he is placed to record his intentions would do vio- 
lence to the spirit that lies back of it. Isay that all the statutes 
that undertake to deny him the right to there intelligently ex- 
press himself run counter to the whole principle of our Govern- 
ment and the purposes of our law. So that when he at the ap- 
pointed time, at the appointed place, from the appointed judges, 
receives the lawful bailot, and retires to the booth to make his 
ticket, the law puts upon him no unreasonable restriction, but 
asks him only, ‘*‘ Record your will, and we will doit,” and when 
he retires and makes a mark which we look upon as an unmistak- 
able evidence of his will, no court, I venture to say, will declare 

that is not lawfully marked. 

The statute says that he must mark for three-fourths of the 
length of the name. Suppose he marks four-fourths of the length 
of the name; suppose he marks one ten-thousandth less than three- 
fourths of the length of the name; suppose he makes 50 perpen- 
dicular marks, each letter being cr by 5 perpendicular marks, 
almost obliterating it, yet those marks not covering three-fourths 
of the length of the name; do you suppose that any court would 
say that that was not marking sufficiently to indicate the will and 
desire of the voter? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


ired. 
= TAYLER Just one moment more. 

So I say that as to that part of the election machinery which 

oe solely to that act of the voter whereby, with all the law- 

and official implements, he undertakes to express his choice, 
all that is left to do is to determine whether the paper that he pre- 
sents expresses fully and intelligently his choice; and if it does, 
this House can never justify itself to itself or to the people that it 
—— if it fails to do that which it knows to right and 
which it knows the people wanted done. ae.) 

Mr. WALKER of aa I now yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry]. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire only to present for the con- 
sideration of the House one single proposition, which, it seems to 
me, is conclusive of the present case.” It will be conceded, I think, 
by all political parties that if the legislature of a State should 
enact a law that no judge of an election and no constable having 
authority to mark ballots for a voter should be selected unless he 
belo to a certain specified political party, 1 think there is no 
question that, without regard to party, it would be agreed that 
such a law was unconstitutional. 

The law under which this election was held did not in terms 

rovide for any such condition of things as that; but in effect it 
that result. The county chairman of the executive commit- 
tee of one political party was made chairman of the electoral 
board of the county of Amherst. He and his two associates all 
belonged to the same political party; and they selected the other 
election officers. And the constables authorized to mark the 
tickets all belonged to one political party. In six of the precincts 
in that county there was no election officer that did not belong to 
one ified political party. Would any member of this House 
feel t his chances were not seriously impaired if the chair- 
man of his opponent had the control and management of the 
election? 
Now, it will be conceded that if a law directly authorized or 
uired such a state of things, the law would be invalid as inter- 
fering with a free and fair election. But the law does not so re- 
uire, and this use of the law was an abuse of it. That abuse of 

e law placed upon the voters of that county the duty of trying 
to protect themselves against the abuse, and they educated them- 
selves so as to learn the name of the man of their choice without 
having to subject themselves to the direction of a political adver- 
sary in the voting booth. Having prepared themselves, with the 
name of the candidate of their choice in their vest pockets, having 
familiarized themselves with that name so that they could read it 
wherever they saw it, what next was done? Those partisan elect- 
oral boards made an arrangement by which, when the elector 
came into the voting booth, he was confronted with a new lan- 
guage; he was presented with a ticket printed in the German 
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language. 


He was thus prevented from making use of the knowl- 
edge and the education that he had acquired in the progress of the 
campaign. 

Now, under the circumstances of this case, what is the fair thing 


to do with that county? If you throw out the six precincts where 
no election officer represented the people excepting members of 
one particular political party, that carries out 351 of the votes for 
the sitting member; and according to the report of the committee 
he has but 161 majority. Thus the contestant would be entitled 
to the seat. 

Now, I do not care to follow this report through all of its di- 
verse statements. The Elections Committee have a duty to dis- 
charge within their jurisdiction, and 1 feel reasonably bound by 
their findings upon questions of fact. They have better opportu- 
nities than we have to go into the facts. But when the facts are 
stated, it appears to this body something like the finding of a 
referee in a court of justice, where the facts are established, and 
it becomes a question of law upon a given state of facts estab- 
lished before the referee. Thé committee have found the facts. 
This House may put its own construction upon the law. 

If I were to take the brief of the contestee—and I read it with 
interest and care; my respect for the high character and standin 
and ability of the contestee would lead me todo that; my perso 
regard for him would lead me to do that—taking the brief of the 
contestee, [think it wasdemurrable. You could admit every fact 
stated in that brief, and the result would be to’give the contestant 
the right to the seat. 

When you find such a state of facts as I have described—that 
after the preparations had been made by the illiterate voters to 
enable themselves to read the name themselves, and not to be 
placed at the mercy of a political adversary in the marking of their 
tickets, the partisan boards, necessarily with the knowledge and 
consent of the gentleman running upon the ticket on that side, 
took the course I have stated—it would require us to exclude that 
county from the count, or at least to exclude from the count the 
six precincts in that county where the boards were com en- 
tirel y of men of one political faith. Thus theresult would be that 
the contestee would be entitled to the seat. 

Now, it is not necessary to discuss these other points. We are 
in the situation that the Emperor Claudius once was. The state- 
ment was made to him that there were sixteen reasons why a par- 
ticular witness was not present. The first reason was that he was 
dead! Claudius told the advocate that it was not necessary to give 
the other fifteen. [Laughter.] So when we have found that this 
one proposition settles the question, it is needless to go into the 
question of the marking of the ballots; it is needless to discuss 
these other questions, although they are exceedingly interesting; 
because upon the very face of the record as laid before this House 
by the committee itself, it seems to me that Amherst County 
ought to be excluded either in whole or in part from the count. 
The committee condemns the act in strong language. 

The statute does not provide the precise order in which the names u 
the ballot should be printed nor fhe kind of type that should be used, but 
apparently assumed that the officers charged with this duty would be gov- 
erned by the principles of common honesty and fairness, and would not pro- 
vide a type which was unusual nor juggle with the names for the purpose of 
confusing the illiterate voter. 

And contestee does himself honor in not defending this action of 
his partisans. 

And the legislature of Virginia has since then condemned this 
act by making such a proceeding a crime punishable by fine and 
imprisonment. 

his, Mr. Speaker, is the only point to which I desired to call 
the attention of the House. It is simple, and in my judgment 
conclusive. It changes the result. We can not give to the con- 
testant the full measure of justice to which he is entitled. The 
term of this Congress is about to expire; he can only come in dur- 
ing the closing hours of the session and exercise his right as a sit- 
ting member. Practically his district has been deprived of repre- 
sentation upon that side of —_ questions on which the 
majority has evidently — . Butit is the duty of the House 
to settle the question fearlessly, without favor and partiality, and 
hence, Mr. Speaker, I shall vote against the report of the majority 
of the committee upon the question of law, in the belief that the 
contestant is entitled to his seat. 

I yield back the remainder of the time. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3075) for the relief of John A. Lynch; 

A bill (H. R. 8038) for the protection of yacht owners and ship- 
builders of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 9901) to detach the county of Audrain from the 
western district of Missouri and to attach the same to the eastern 
district of said State of Missouri; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 152) to authorize the Secre of the 
Interior to use Fort Bidwell for an Indian training sch 


The m also announced that the Senate had bills and 
joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was uested: 


req 
A _ (S. 8491) granting an increase of pension to Capt. John W. 


A bill (8. 3520) to provide for the erection of a custom-house in 
the city of New York; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 184) authorizing the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution to participate in the Exposition of Gas Ap tus and 
Appliances, to be held at Madison Square Garden, New York City, 
January 27 to February 6, 1897. 

The message also announced that the Senate had with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 9643) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1898, and for other purposes, 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 757) 

nting an increase of pension to Adelaide Morris, asked a con- 

erence with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 

Houses thereon, and had ee Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. Roacu, 
and Mr. Baker as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed 
the amendment of the House of ——— to the bill (S. 90: 
granting a pension to Mary W. Keefe, asked a conference with 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Cannon, Mr. Perry, and Mr. PrRircHarD 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

A further m from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 3555) to 
amend an act entitled “An act extending to the Eastern Nebraska 
and Gulf Railway Company right of way —_——_ the Omaha and 
Winnebago Indian reservations, in the State of Nebraska,” by ex- 
tending the time for the construction of said railway; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. . 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following Senate bills and reso- 
—_— we — from em er Soett matte te ~ a 
ill (8. ) ing an increase o on to t. John 

W. Dodd—to the Comentiine on Invalid Pensions. r 

A bill (S. 3520) to provide for the erection of a custom-house in 
» ~ of New York—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

Joint resolution (S. K. 184) authorizing the Smithsonian In- 
stitution to participate in the ition of Gas Apparatus and 
Appliances, to be held in Madison Square Garden, New York City, 
or 27 to February 6, 1897—to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 3555) to amend an act entitled “An act extending to 
the Eastern Nebraska and Gulf Railway Company right of way 
through the Omaha and Winne Indian reservations, in the 
State of Nebraska,” by extending the time for the construction of 
said railway—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the legislative appropriation bill, just returned from the Senate 
with amendments, be taken up, for the purpose of asking that the 
Senate amendments be printed and numbered, and the bill re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DauzELL). Is there objec- 
tion to the request of the gentleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—YOST VS. TUCKER. 


Mr. WALKER of V I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brumm]. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, of course five mirutes is entirely 
too short a time to go into anything like a general discussion of 
the pending case, and therefore I shall simply undertake to touch 
upon one pointin the time allotted to me. 

While I agree with the learned gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
DANIELS] and my colleague from Pennsylvania Grow] as to 
the general propositions submitted by them, yet oer Represent- 
ative on this floor, in the exercise of his rights and duties, sits 
here not only as a legislator, but, in the case now before us, as 4 
somal officer, to try and consider the law of the case as presented 


us, 
I, for the sake of argument, will acknowl , at least, that this 
law of the State of Virginia is mandatory with reference to strik- 
ing the ballots, or the names on the ballots. For the sake of ar- 
gument, I will assume that that is the law, and that we have 0° 
right to question it; and xet, notwithstanding that fact, Mr. 
Speaker, I claim that the we should inquire into i 
such a case as this is, Whatare the rig ts of the voters themselves? 
The voter is presumed to have voted legally; and that presump- 
tion must remain until controverted by direct testimony. Eve 


to 
3D) 


voter who cast what is known as a “‘ scratched ballot” is presum 
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until 
other words, the burden is shifted to the contestee when the bal- 


to have cast a proper ballot you prove the contrary. In 
shown to aoe been a ae proof 
that these ots were properly mar now re- 
have We burned ballots, We have not a scintilla of evidence to 
show that they were not properly marked, except the testimon 
of the memory of men, and upon that c r of - 
mony we have the right to exercise our own judgment as to 
whether they were properly or improperly marked. 
Upon what ju t, Mr. Speaker, were these votes thrown 
out? Why, upon the judgment of a > epationm election board, and 
that alone; and they having destroyed the evidence that will en- 


able us to use our own judgment, as compared with theirs, I claim 


upon the general ition and the presumption of law that 
every voter has voted legally until is submitted to the con- 
trary, and that every one of these ots should be counted for 
contestant. 


Why, Mr. S er, if you please, the contention made here re- 
minds me of the old story brought up time and again of a man 
who was tried and found guilty for murdering his father and 
mother, and upon conviction, being asked by the judge if he had 
anything to say why the sentence of the court should not be pro- 
nounced against him, replied, ‘‘ No, your honor, I have nothing to 
say except ’ ask the court to be merciful to a poor orphan.” 

Laughter. 

These men have destroyed the only or the best evidence in the 
matter. It was done by the officers of the law, and the contestee 
claims, notwithstanding that it has been destroyed, that he shall 
receive the full benefit of the act. We claim that because the 
election officers have exceeded their duty that the burden of proof 
shifts to the other side, and that the p. claiming the advan 

of the condition that they have brought about must exhibit his 
right to that condition by suitable evidence to convince this House. 
Why, take, for instance, thename of James Selden Cowden, printed 
on one of these tickets on page 18. On that name some mark has 


been made near the letter “J,” and running down 
through the name to just below the letter ‘‘d,” in the w * Cow- 
den,” part of the mark being h the name, but not all of it. 


Now, the election officers threw that ballot out; and yet I contend, 
sir, that under the strictest construction of the law that ballot 
was pea: marked. And who will contend that we have not a 

ight to use our own judgment as to whether it is or is not prop- 
erly marked? Upon that proposition alone I claim that the con- 
testant should be seated. 


But again, as to the Committee on Filections. The committee 
have conceded that you have a right to violate the law; that when 
youstate that a voter comes into 
it up, and by doubling it happens to blot out all of the names be- 
cause of the ing of the ink before it is dry you can take 
cognizance of the t in that case, although it is against the 
letter of the law; but you can not take cognizance of what may 
be an accident as to the length or exact course of the mark required 
by the strict letter of the law. In other words, they claim that we 
have no right to inquire whether the mark was not made by acci- 
dent whereby the intent of the voter was defeated. 

[io the er fell. 

. WALKER of V: ia. I yield five minutes to my col- 
ages Mr. ee 

. THORP. . Speaker, entertaining, as I do, a very high 
regard for the gentleman from Massachusetts - McCaLL] who 
prepared this , and a high for the members who 
signed it, it is with t reluctance that I feel constrained to take 
issue with the conclusions which they have reached, a reluctance, 
sir, that is only overcome by the firm conviction on my part that 
this conclusion does rank injustice, not only to the Republicans of 
the Tenth onal district of Virginia, not only to the 
Republicans of the State of Virginia, but injustice to that large 
class of voters in that State who are straggling to free themselves 
from the thraldom of an election law the most infamous that 
exists anywhere in the Union. 

I am thankful to my friends for one thing, if I have cause to be 


thankful to them for nothing else, and that is that they have at | c 


least stated the case so clearly to this House that it is unnecessary 
for the members to go into the record, but they may simply take 
the report of a majority of the committee and — upon it, anddo 
oe to this contestant; and if they do it, then the contestant 


be seated, 
Thad supposed that the object of contested-election cases was to 
arrive at the will 


of the voter. Ihad supposed that it was one of 
the cardinal es governing these cases that where that will 
could be regardless of mere forms of law, that will 
would be enforced. 


alow I wish to call attention to the fact that from the report of 
© committee, and going no further, if you count the votes of the 
ualified voters who went to the polis and endeavored to vote for 


e booths, marks his ticket, folds |- 


lots from the county of Amherst, which bear the badge of fraud 
upon their faces, and he will be elected regardless of everything 

in this case. I think, sir, that it would not be very difficult 
for men who are inclined to do justice to at least say that the 
fraudulent ballot on the one side should be rejected, or all the 
ballots f, gage by honest voters, upon the other, should be 
counted. y, some gentlemen seem to claim that there is one 
law in Virginia and another law here. As far as Iam concerned, 
I am frank to say that I believe, in the highest court in the State 
of Virginia as well as here, the intention of the voter, when it can 
be ascertained from the face of the ballot itself, would prevail 
there, as it ought to prevail here. 

Why, itseems that my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. McCaLL 
is to apply a measuring tape to a line drawn across the ballot. 
can see him now, sitting with that measuring tape and ascertain- 
ing whether a voter had marked exactly up to the very identical 
spot, three-fourths of the length of the same. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has 


jired. 

~ ioe THORP. Mr. Speaker, I regret very much that my time 
has expired, as I feel that I have hardly reached the threshold of 
the case; but recognizing the fact that I am to be followed by my 
distinguished friend from Virginia [Mr. WALKER], I yield the 
floor with less regret than I otherwise would. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen 
minutes to the contestee, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
TUCKER]. 


[Mr. TUCKER addressed the House. See Appendix. } 


Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, it has been agreed’ 
between the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCat] and 
myself, inasmuch as so many gentlemen have desired to speak in 
this case and have occupied so much of the time, that the time for 
debate shall be extended on either side, say fifteen or twenty min- 
utes, and I trust that will be agreeable to the House. 

Mr. TUCKER. I should have heen glad to have known of that 
arrangement before I yielded the floor. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, will you inform 
us how much time remains to each side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HepBuRN). The friends of 
the majority report have forty-one minutes remaining, and on the 
other side there are fifty-nine minutes left. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Let me suggest to the gentlemen in charge 
of the case that they get unanimous consent tocontinne the debate 
until 5 o’clock, and that the vote be taken immediately after the 
morning hour to-morrow. 

Several MemMBerRs. No! No! 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I suggest that the time for 
debate be extended until 5 o’clock, each side to have half of the 
extension, and that the vote be taken at that time. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. How much will that give our side? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. You will have fifteen minutes 
and we will have the same. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. All right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent that the time for debate be extended 
until 5 o’clock, at which time the vote shall be taken, and that the 
extended time be divided equally between the two sides. Is there 
objection? 

. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker, unless the vote is to be post- 
poned until to-morrow, I must object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I hope the gentleman from Ohio 
will withdraw his objection. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
and myself, who control the time, had agreed to this beforehand, 
and I trust the ao will not insist on his objection. 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Well, I withdraw the objection. 
Mr. COFFIN. I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 


Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, it is with regret that 
I dissent from the views of the majority of the committee in this 


ase. 

Nothing but an imperative sense of duty could induce me to ask 
this House to adopt the minority report; but feeling satisfied in 
my own mind “beyond a rational doubt” that under the law and 
the evidence the contestant is clearly entitled to a seat in the 
Fifty-fourth Congress, and that the contestee is not entitled to a 
seat in this House, I ask a patient hearing at the hands of the 
members of this body while I present, as briefly as possible, the 
views of the minority of the committee, and give the ‘ reasons 
for the faith that is in me.” 

At the outset of this discussion I disclaim all personal feeling 
for or against either party to this contest. 

For the contestee I entertain the kindest sentiments, personally 
and politically. I make no war upon him; but I shall here as 


contestant, the contestant is seated. More than that. Take | everywhere make bitter, unrelenting, and unceasing war upon the 
the other horn of the dilemma, if you choose, and reject the bal- | fraudulent, corrupt, and partisan methods by which the contestee 
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. and the manner of its enforcement by editorials from leading 


“was returned as elected to a seat in this House, and by which the 
contestant was deprived of that seat. 

I am glad of this opportunity of entering upon the records of 
the nation my earnest and indignant protest, as well as the protest 
of every honest citizen of Virginia, irrespective of party affiliations, 
against the most unjust and partisan system of election laws and 
methods that ever disgraced fair name of ~ State or country. 

These laws, conceived in sin and brought f in iniquity, were 
deliberately planned, devised, and enacted with the central idea 
and design of making frand and corruption easy and safe, and of 
hoodwinking and deceiving illiterate voters. 

This design of its framers was an opensecret. When the Ander- 
son-McCormick bill was pending before the general assembly of 
Virginia, a prominent Republican asked a leading Democratic State 
senator, the patron of the bill whose name im part it bears, ‘‘ Wh 
do you Democrats want to pass such an unjust law?” and receiv: 
this sneering and truthful answer: ‘In order to beat you Repub- 
licans; and what are you going to do about it?” 

As bad as the law itself is, the manner of its execution is worse. 
It is intrusted for the most part to violent partisans, who hesitate 
at no wrong and turn aside at no frauds necessary to accomplish 
their purposes. 

The constitutional rights of honest electors are willfully disre- 
garded and ruthlessly trampled upon, and for these wrongs no 
adequate remedy is given by the statute and no redress can be had 
from the courts. : 

These statements are fully justified by the record in this con- 
tested-election case, as we will see later on. 

But I will first sustam these sweeping denunciations of the law 


Democratic aenaneeete published in Virginia. 

The Richmond Times, the ablest and one of the best patronized 
Democratic papers in Virginia, whose editor is a gallant ex-Con- 
federate soldier. has for several years been making war upon the 
election law of Virginia and upon the criminal frauds i 
under cover of its provisions by the election officers. 

That paper, in 1894, just before the onal election, in 
commenting upon the corrupt methods which had been determined 
upon by Democratic election officers all over the State, used this 
vigorous language: 

We frankly admit that we believe that we are beaten; and in what con- 
test, pray? a contest for honest and fair election. If tell this 
toa ee wee he would say that the contest itself was 
than he. t there is that con nevertheless; but the Times is on the side 
poi pony fair elections. The it is “ knocked 

that cheating, and cheating of the potty 
in the coming election. It is impossible to account otherwise for the 
nacity with which it isinsisted that Judge Simmons's 
ton law is the construction which the n officers must accept. * 


Nevertheless, as we have before said, we admit that we are beaten. We 


see perfectly well that constables are to be given to understand that they are 
only required to tell voters what names to erase, and the contest 
to be fou Sty a epee sane Ss Satiaatieaescapas he lines of 
heod and deceiving all ignorant negroes possible. 

The record in this contested-election case of Yost vs. Tucker 
proves that the battle was fought out on these lines; and that on 
these lines of cheating, hoodwinking, and deceiving the illiterate 
voters the battle was won by the contestee and lost by the con- 


testant. 
The same , im an editorial published only a short time 
before the election, says: 
We most earnestly pape that the State of Virginia send a solid dele- 
of Democrats to next Congress, but we want them to be Demo- 
idog thar’ sittannentiensentorteemronabenatinmemnttp pen teabmanune te 
eir w ‘or them, an 
eee of any Bad as it would be for V: Tad oe th wool ke for 
the whole country, for to send m to Wash- 
ington. we had rather see the a blican airly elected than 
e Democrats into — by frauds in the 
election. It is gradually out there is an unde - 
ing in some quarters that the Walton law itself is to be made an instrument 
for working a fraud in 


The a Se months after the election, on the 5th of 
February, 1895, says: 











of the State was one of fairest 
Ww the Dispatch. f woe ‘s onke, if it insiste defending the 
e urge the ‘or ven upon 
election of last fall, to defend it upon its true that the Walton 
law worked as its framers it work, so as to fool 
many voters and disqualify others. But do not the 
fairness by saying that the It was an election 


in, on A 3, 1896, in writing of the contested-election case 
of rp vs. McKenney, recently decided by this House, it uses 
this language: 
Ww not that at the of 
e can sa Smee report of the subcommittee 


which inv the case —- vs. McKenney, recommending that 
Mr. Me y be unseated, and that Mr. Thorp be seated in the House of 
Representatives. We have not critically examined the record of thiscontest, 
though we know something of it, but we have made a critical ex- 
amination of the previous contest in that district between and and 
we can candidly say that a more than that 

ee a aa a for review. to deny his seat to 

and to give it have been uently commented upon 
ae i ved the most and emphatic 
These were not the measures used 


E 
: 
& 
F 
é 
i 
: 
: 
I 


contemplate the 

clection is carried by the stable fods: which the Walton Taw "was 

foal if i ane . 

dem bee * ogra rule would be a fearful vith whi 

confront us, though, indeed, nen Be FY shall 

inconvenience of to e 

a - a negro - ee 
leading . “i 


wane eadtiote teen schol cheurcalecdie we cehenne 
The said boards are also required to appoint a special constable 
for each voting precinct “ shall be an honest and discreet 


person and able to read and write.” 
The duty of this special constable is defined by the statute to be: 


At the uest of any elector in the booth who may be 
ge A rea rep ee 
the names, 


















and manipulation. 
invariably Democrats. 
the Republican party has a - 
election machinery, and is denied all voice in the exe- 
skilfully framed as to permit of the gross- 
est frauds. 


Coming now to the law and the facts disclosed by the record in 

this case, we find that the contestee is returned by a plurality of 
votes. 

oorhe majority of the committee, by reason of irregularities and 
frauds which are plain and undisputed, reduce this plurality to 
161 votes. 

The sole question in 1 
gree and not of principle. The 





admit fraud and gross 


irregularities in the election, but say enough is proved to re- 
ject 731 votes. 
+The minority contend that there is fraud enough to over- 


come the 161 majority allowed by the committee and to seat the 
testant. 

"The first point of divergence between the majority and minority 

rer ga te eg rejected ballots. There were re- 

jected in the entire district 3,797 votes, of which 1,021 were 

illegally and unnecessarily by the election officers at 

the 


various precincts. 

The majority of the committee count about 850 of thesr rejected 
ballots, leaving 2,947 uncounted. Of this last number « is con- 
ceded that 2,100 can not now be counted, because the intention of 
the voters can not be ascertained; 1,021 of them had been burned, 
and on the others'the voter had im some cases erased all the names; 
in some none were erased, and in many more than one remained 
unscratched. But there are still remaining 741 in which the inten- 
tion of the voter is clearly expressed, and no doubt can be enter- 
tained as to the candidate for whom the ballot was cast. 

The minority ot your committee msist that these ballots should 
be counted. were 464 of them for the contestant and 277 
for the contestee; a clear gain for the contestant of 187 votes, 


which elects him by a ph of 26, admitting everything else 
to be just.as it is:claimed to be by the majority. 

The majority, while general rule of law to be to 
count all ballots which clearly the intention of the voter, 


base their refusal to count these on the letter of the Vir- 
ginia statute which says that the elector shall prepare his ballot 
by drawing— 


A line with a or pencil through the names of the tes he does 
not wish og wate Sor, lee vier tite waa or names of the dates he does 


wish to vote for 
No name unless the pen or pencil mark 


be considered scratched 
through three-fourths of the length of said name. 
When as to any office more than one name remains unscratched the ballot 
for that particular office shall be void. 
It is contended that these isi 
the intention of the voter, however 


as the law requires. 


We deny that these provisions are ; they give direc- 
tions an GOtpartieedhother GalkgegpensRbatellatan ee to teyeens 
his intention; but if that intention is clearly in another 
manner which substantially complies with the law it is sufficient. 

The contention of the majority will be made plain by en exami- 
nation of the ballots rejected, found on 12, 18, 14, and 15 of 
the minority report, to which the attention of members i i 
larly called. It is held by the majority that if the pen or pencil 

ark lengthways through a name 1 millimeter less than 
three-fourths of the way that name is not scratched, and the ballot 
must berejected because more than one name remains unscratched. 

It is contended that if the pen or pencil mark extends along the 
whole length of the name, but curves up or down. so as to pass 
Just above or below more than —— of the letters in the 


B 


in their report clearly nce these ballots tobe counted. I shall 


not dwell upon these au but will leave them to be com- 
mented upon by others who are to follow. 

The construction of the statute contended for by the majority 
might perhaps be successfully maintained before the courts of the 


State whose legislature the law; but this National Legis- 
lature will never permit such a narrow and illiberal construction 
of a State law to deprive citizens of the United States of their con- 


which the 
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County give the contestee a plurality of 499 votes, which the ma- 
jority of the committee reduce to 411, which they count for the 
contestee in making up his plurality of 161. 

If the vote of Amherst is rejected, as the minority contend it 
should be, the contestant is elected by a plurality of 250, leaving 
out the rejected ballots and conceding every other disputed ques- 
tion to the majority. 

Let us look, then, to Amherst County. 

The record shows a most remarkable state of facts in that 
county, and convicts the Democratic election officers of tho 
grossest frauds, willfully and deliberately committed upon Re- 


| publican voters. 
in this discussion is thus reduced to one of de- | 


These frauds are shown to have been committed as the direct 
result of a conspiracy on the part of the electoral board and tho 
special constables to deprive Republican voters of their ballots. 

The electoral board of Amherst County, in flagrant violation of 
the mandatory provision of the statute requiring them to appoint 
judges of different political parties at each precinct, willfully and 
deliberately failed and refused to appoint any but Democratic 
judges at 8 out of 16 precincts in the county, although there were 
Republican voters qualified to act as judges at each precinct. 
These precincts give the contestee 369 majority. 

It is true the statute says, ‘‘ No election shall be deemed invalid 
when the judges do not belong to different political parties,” but 
the provision was never intended as a cover for fraud or for will- 
ful violation of the law committed by election officers. It was 
only intended to cover isolated cases, where by accident or mis- 
take all the judges happened to belong to one political party, and 
where the will of the voters was honestly returned and fairly 
expressed. The failure to have any but Democratic election offi- 
cers at half the voting precincts in the county could not have 
happened by accident. It must have been willfully done, and is 
evidence tending to establish a conspiracy on the part of the mem- 
bers of the electoral board to ignore and disregard the just rights 
of the Republican voters at those precincts. 

In McDuffie vs. Turpin, Fifty-first Congress, the committee says: 

Where the law provides that each of the two political parties shall have 
representation on the election board of inspectors it is a provision to prevent 
dishonest partisans from making false returns; and in such case the uppoint- 
ment of men incompetent to determine whether ths return is honest or not 
to represent the party opposed to the appointing power tends to prove an 
intent to prevent that watchfulness intended to be secured by the statute, 

raises a strong of (if it does not fully prove) a conspiracy to 
falsify the returns. 


In Threet vs. Clark, also decided by the Fifty-first Congress, it 
is held: 
The committee is of the opinion that when the course is systematically 
pursued of ee the election boards to represent the minority or 
pa 


opposite is not indorsed by that party, and as to whose loyalty 
to the party a eee tatevent they are expected to guard there is a question 
or of appoint rsons whoare unable to read and write, when there would 


be no difficulty in finding men well qualified in these respects, this ought 
of itself to be considered evidence of a conspiracy to defraud on the part of 
theelection officers. This wasclearly a violation of the law on the part of the 


The majority report in Murray vs. Elliot, decided by this House, 
says: 

The authorities are clear and complete that where fraud taints a return it 
can not be parged, but must be rejected; but a return can be purged only 
by rej g lots illegally cast. or wrongfully counted. While in this case 

were unquestionabl —_ from the box by the illegal and wrong- 

acts of persons connected hh the machinery of the election, it is impos- 

sible to determine the number of these ballots, and the only logical and 
equitable result is to reject such returns. 


In English vs. Peel, Forty-eighth Congress, the report of the 
committee uses this language: 

The evidence tends to show a studied and preconcerted plan on the part of 
the managers in that city (Indianapolis) to defeat the will of the electors in 
this case. The credit which is due the returns of the several precinct officers 
is great when it is shown that 54 of the 56 voting places in the 
city were controlled by partisan officers who were more or less parties to the 
general frandulent intent which pervaded the managers. 

When once the taint of fraud or unreliability is attached to the official 
count its value is gone. 

McCrary on Elections, section 441, thus states the law: 

If an officer of the election is detected in a willful and deliberate fraud 
upon'the ballot box,a better opinion is that this will destroy the integrity 
of his official acts, even though the fraud discovered is not of itself sufficient 
to affect the result. 

It is not contended by the minority that the neglect and failure 
of the electoral board to appoint Republican judges at half the 
—— cts in Amherst County is sufficient to reject the votes at 

hose precincts, but they contend it is sufficient to create a sus- 
= of the fairness of the officers.and of the value of the returns 
those precincts, which becomes ‘‘confirmation strong as 

proof of holy writ” when coupled with other acts of willful frand 
shown by the record to have been committed by these officials, 


& 


and = under the immedi- 
ate direction and supervision of the electoral board of Amherst 
County, bears evidence of fraud on its face, and is conclusive 


proof of a es Reema part of these election officers to ob- 
struct and impede. in casting their ballots. The statute 
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rescribes that the ballots shail be printed on white paper, in 
lack ink, and of uniform size and style. 

The names of the candidates on the official ballot Bag ee by 
the electoral board were, in Amherst County, printed in German 
text, as will be seen from a photograph thereof, printed with the 
minority report on page 27, while the caption is printed in roman 





type. 

Tok members to examine this political banner, unfurled by 
the Democratic party of Amherst County in November, 1894, and 
under which they marched to an inglorious and disgraceful 
victory. 


FOR MEMBER OF THE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
UNITED STATES from the Tenth 


Congressional District of Virginia. 


ilmund R. Cocke, 
3. St. Heo. Tucker, 
Hames Seldon Cowsdon, 
J. Poxt, 

Mw. Hj. Grove, 


To quote again the language of the Richmond Times, this was 
** cheating of the petty larceny order.” 

Not only were the ballots for Amherst County printed in Ger- 
man text, but the names of the candidates were alternated and 
transposed in seventy-five different ways. 

It is not denied that all this was done by the consent and with 
the connivance of every member of the electoral board, which is 
conclusive evidence of a os to deceive and mislead voters. 

Prior to the election the Republicans, realizing that the illit- 
erate voter would be or at the mercy of — Democratic 
officials, sought to instruct those who could not read and write 
how to pre their own ballots. Schools were opened and voters 
were tought to read the names of the different candidates when 
printed in plain roman type, such as is taught in the common 
schools of the State. 

It was further arranged that an intelligent Republican would 
vote first and then explain to those who had not voted the location 
of contestant’s name on the ballot. 

There was nothing secret about this. 

Printed slips containing the names of the candidates were scat- 
tered broadcast. 


These efforts on the o of Republicans to educate the electors 
and keep them out of the clutches of partisan Democratic consta- 
bles were spitefully resented by this partisan electoral board, and 
in order to circumvent this legal educational work of the Repub- 
lican party and to defraud the voters these tricks upon the ballots 
were resorted to by sworn officers. 

The German text was used to aay Republican voters who 
could read the names of the candidates in plain roman text and 
could not read them when printed in German from casting their 
ballots without the aid of a partisan Democratic constable. 

The avowed object in transposing the names was to vent 
illiterate voters from recognizing the names of the candidates by 
their relative positions on the ballot and casting their ballots 
without the interference of a politica) adversary and entrap them 
into voting for the candidate they did not intend to vote for. 

These fraudulent pur are distinctly and unblushingly ad- 
mitted by the Hon. B. R. Harrison, a member and secre of 
theelectoral board. Here is his statement, taken from the record: 

The secretary of the Commonwealth sent to me, as secretary of the elect- 
orel board, a list of all the candidates for Congress in the Tenth Co 


sional district. They were in one order; that is, for example, Ja’ 
Cowden, J. Yost, H. 5t. George Tucker, ©. H. Grove, and and 
As I construed the Walton election law and upon the advice of a 

we, the electoral board, t these names in er, as we 


it, to require the strict enforcement of this new 


on law. 
We had been informed Stee nite 
to instruct the te voters to vote 


of instruction had been organized 
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name only on the ticket. We were also informed that the illiterate 


voters 
had been taught to consult some shrewd of his , who 
as to the position of pomne 2. Fos on Se oh ives 


t be brought to 
nif he be illiterate, to cast vote only as his 
ce dictated with the aid of a sworn 


. You have stated above that the names of the candidates were alternated 


on the ticket; state how many alternations there were, as nearly as you can 
remember. 


A. Isu there were about—it is all guesswork—but Ishould say about 


seven 


-five. 
Q. Slate whether the tickets printed with the names alternated in about 


seventy-five different ways were shuffled or well mixed together at each 


A. Sraee f sents the gaetesiem, E for the shuffling. They were 
mixed and sent to the different 


Q. wae —_ ye alternate the names on the tickets? And state whether 
this was done by the authority of the electoral board. 

A. I was informed that schools of instruction were being established all 
over the district, where electors were instructed to secure som? shrewd, 


smart Republican to vote early, examine the ticket carefully, and come out 


port to the other voters the position on the ticket of names J. Yost, 


to ; have heard eee Feetee See 0 goed many 
ogres voters in this county would vote other than the ee 


re 
ally meted out to those colored voters who do not vote the Republican ficket, 
by members of their own 


race. 

Q. I naceve Chas the Gate). ie Walled, entt oh On cea marian 

election, so far as the names of the didates are concerned, is tedina 

type, called, I believe, by German . I also observe 

t the caption of the ticket is printed in roman letters. Please sta’ 

wh oS ene Cant yen een ae and the names 
erent t and 

candidates ta the ¢ indicated by the photograph above e: 
A. I was info: that in these of 


exce rhaps, that if the had bee ted in eae it 
weal hnye mda argo and buglanome tak an cniting th 
geshen tt eenddiotenta: Seaman Wan to have them printed tn such text 
that the illiterate voters who been instructed how to read the name 
* J. Yost” printed in plain reman type could not be able to make out the name 
“J. Yost” printed in German type, and thus be required to consult the con- 
stable, who, as you say, was sworn to ‘orm his duty? 

A. My object was to enforce the law y, and to a man unable to read, 
the German type was as intelligible as any other. 

In view of these admissions of a fraudulent intent on the part 
of election officers, it is difficult to see how the vote of Amherst 
County can be made the pretext for awarding the contestee a seat 
in this House. 

But this is not the whole of this chapter of fraud. 

The secretary of the electoral board, and one of its members, the 
Hon. B. R. Harrison, acted in the most partisan manner in the 
discharge of his official duties in many ways. 

He was the active and zealous chairman of the executive com- 
mittee of the Democratic party for Amherst County, and the 
pe py | of his filling both positions at the same time is mani- 
fest to all right-thi men. ‘‘No man-can serve two masters;” 
and yet the Hon. Mr. ison essays this double réle, for on the 
1st of November, 1894, ony five days before the election, he 
pu an official list of the constables a ted by the 
electoral board for the county and signed it ly as “ B. R. 
Harrison, secretary of the electoral board of Amherst County,” 
and immediately under it he inserted this notice: 

The constables above named are to meet me at Amherst Court- 
House on the 8d day of November next. if possible, in order that I may give 
them any me ion they may desire as to their duties under the new 


’ BEVERLY R. HARRISON, 
Chairman Democratic Executive Committee for Amherst County. 
It is about as difficult to tell from this when the Hon. Mr. 
Harrison ceased to be a sworn election officer and became the par- 
tisan chairman of the Democratic committee as it is to tell when 
a tadpole turns toa frog. Why was this chairman of the Demo- 
cratic party, as such, teaching on officers? His teachings are 
about what we would expect. 
It is proved by his own oe as well as by that of other 
witnesses, to have been con to law, misleading, and partisan. 
a. is his own account of the lessons taught by false 


Q. Were any instructions given the constables of election as to whether 
they should mark the tickets for illiterate voters? 

2. Trend to comne of the constatinn Op section of he law to their 
duties, and also showed them and to them parts of Judge ons's 


in the Botetourt election case. I well as I can remember 
h an editorial from the fichmond Dispatch as to their duties. { 
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names on the ticket and let the voter do his own scratching, 

thé ua he was blind, in which case he should read and scratch the as 
directed by the elector; but if a man read, he was not to . | 
Girocted vz vast all the constables, but whom I did see I told that if a 
man was bites op etheewie phyetcally Geabled from casting bis vote, they 
were to scratch the ticket aft Ccee Say Nanaee Cietese oe 3 
directed; but if a man could read write, and was p’ able 
read over the names for which he 


He instructed them to follow an opinion of Judge Simmons as 
to duties of special constables which the court of appeals of Vir- 
inia has repudiated. He read to them, as a guide in performing 
Fieir duties, an editorial from the Richmond Despatch, an extreme 
— Democratic paper published in Richmond, the organ of 
he Democratic State chairman, the champion of the Virginia 
election law and apologist for the frauds practiced under color of 
j i and which as a lawyer Mr. Harrison ought to have 
known was false and misleading. 
He further misled them by instructing them that they were not 
tted under the law to mark the ots for voters who re- 
quested their assistance unless they were blind or physically unable 
to mark their own ballots. 

He taught them that all the constable was permitted by the law 
to do was to read over the names of the candidates ‘‘and let the 
voter do his own marking.” 

Look at the duplicity and unfairness of these election officers of 
Amherst County. 

First, they _— an official ballot that the uneducated voter 
who had sought to prepare himself to mark his ballot without as- 

- sistance collld not p unless he could read German text, and 
thus forced him to seek aid at the hands of the constable. 

In the second place, the constable was instructed how not to give 
the voter thus driven to resort to him efficient and proper aid in 


marking his ballot. If he ded on himself, he was confronted 
with a ot wholly unintelligible to him. If he a ed to the 
special constable whose sworn duty it was to aid , that con- 


stable, acting under the instructions referred to, refused him the 
desired and necessary aid. He was ‘‘ between the devil and the 
deep sea.” ; 

The instructions given the constable were directly in the teeth 
of the law as it has since been expounded by the supreme court 
of of Virginia; but they were accepted as the law and 
blindly followed by the honorable Mr. Harrison’s = scholars (all 
of whom were Democrats), as will be seen from the evidence as 
printed in the record. 

On cross-examination, S. C. Allen (Q. 32, page 


128) testified 
that— 


Richard Adams, constable at McGruders precinct, told me that he 
did not consider it duty to do anything further than to show the voter 
the name on the ticket. 


The constable at Wright’s shop, one Pettyjohn, was called by 
the contestee, and in answer to question 3, page 424, admits he did 
not scratch tickets, except for two disabled men, who voted for 
Tucker; that he pointed out the names asked for, and told the 
voter to scratch out all names ‘‘except the one they wanted to 
vote for,” and left them to fix it themselves. 

MclIvers precinct: The returns (page 188) show a total of 60 
votes for both Yostand Tucker; pl ity for Tucker, 18; and that 
52 votes were rejected. Comment is unnecessary. If the con- 
stable had assisted the illiterate voter, this could not have hap- 
pened. James M. Watts, Republican judge of election, testifies 
(page 140): 

That he isa blican. 


- Swiltines sah 
Q. 4. Do eee Weather be anateted Settente Republican voters to pre- 
pare their 
A. yet he assisted them. 
4 the assistance he rendered? 
He this Anger on the name they wished to vote for. 
@ 4 Did t the ticket for them? 


. >. You that he would put his finger on the candidate the voter wished 
to ote far "Would he hold his finger there until the voter could mark his 


A. No, sir; he left before there were any tickets marked at all. 

Witness gave constable a copy of Judge Aiken’s opinion (see 
page 103), in which the judge that the duty of the special 
constable was mandatory. Constable did not go by it. 


2% Boxee remember how many votes were cast, and how many were 
A. There were some fifty-odd thrown out, lacking about six of being half 
tlt State whether there were any Yost tickets that were improperly 
ou 
A. ia of them were Yost tickets that were thrown out, I 
think. were illegally scratched tickets. 
At Milners, Eli Sneed testified, page 130: 
8. Did the constable assist in ur ballot? 
begins neta nated ny Saket “BE Sad that was against the 
<= to mark them. 
6 he say this to you inside or outside of the booth? 


A. He said it to me inside of the booth. 
: . How did you mark your ticket if you can't read, or did you mark it 
A. Tasked Mr. Coleman how much I must markit. He is the constable. 


He told me to mark it any way. I said, ‘Mr. Coleman, must I mark it right 
straight down?” and he said, ““ Yes; mark it any way.” 


Witness testified that he marked the ticket “straight down” 


at 


(vertically), and that he intended to vote for Yost. 
James klin, a farmer, 40 years old, testified (page 150): 
Voted at election for Yost. 


Q. 4. Could 
you voted at 

A. No, sir. 

>. 5. Did the constable give you any help in marking your ticket? 

- gave it, just going over it so that I did not understand, and went 

on off. 

2 6. State whether or not you asked him to help yon to fix up your ticket. 

Yes, sir, I did; but he said that the law did not allow him to scratch. 
2 % You say that he just pointed out and then went away? 


t. 
ou read as well to know how to mark your ticket when 
recent election 


sir. 
Q. 8. Did the pins out that he did enable you to make out your ticket 
properly, or did you understand him? 


A. No, sir; I did not understand him. 
Martin Rucker, aged about 60 years, testified (page 151): 


Voted at last election for Yost. 
2 2. Can you read? 
No, sir; I can not read. 
. 3. State whether the constable helped you to mark your Raiiet. 
. Well, I asked him which was Yost's name, and he said that it was at the 
bottom; and I asked him whether he was going to rub them out, and he said 


that he had nothing to do with that; that it was against the law, and told me 
to mark it out. 


2 4. State whether or not he showed you how to mark the ticket. 
He said yes, to mark it right across; right crossways; I mean vertically. 
Anderson Carter, aged 50 years, farmer, testified (page 151): 


Voted at last election for Yost. 
. 2. Can you read? 


0, sir. 
2 . Did the constable help you to mark your ticket? 
. No 


, Sir. 
b 4 you ask him to help you? 


r. 
2. 5. ‘What did he my wie you asked him to help you to mark your ticket? 
. He said that the law did not allow him to mark the ticket. 
2 6. State whether or not he showed you how to mark the ticket. 
. No,sir; he would not show me. He said that the law said that he could 
ot and as I could not read or write I had to mark myself, and do the 
best that I coul 


d. 
a A — whether or not you asked him to show you? 
. Yes, sir; I asked him. 


There is abundance of other testimony to the same effect. 

Here is ample proof that Republican voters who intended to 
vote for contestant were deprived of their votes because the con- 
stables accepted and adopted the erroneous and illegal construc- 
tion = the law given to them by the secretary of the slectoral 


Why were all these artifices used by Democratic officials to com- 
pel the voter to seek the aid of the Democratic constables if it 
was believed they would act honestly? Why were all the con- 
stables Democrats? The answer is plain. Because they were 
expected to work for the interest of the Democratic party and 
elect the Democratic candidates by fair means or by foul, while 
proving a snare and a delusion to the confiding Republican elector. 

The majority of the committee admit that these were ‘ tricks 
which can not be defended.” 

In discussing the Amherst ballot the majority of the committee 
say: 

The statute does not provide the precise order in which the names on the 
ballot should be prin nor the kind of type that should be used, but appear. 
~~ assumed t the officers charged with this duty should be govefned 

y the principles = ponenty and fairness, and would not provide a 
type which was un nor Es, le with the names for the pores of con- 

—s the illiterate voter. ether this alternation of names indicatad a 
fraudulent d on the part of the electoral board or an excess of partisan 
zeal which would hesitate at nothing not tively forbidden by law, it was 
a trick which can not be defended, and it is incredible that the public officers 
of one of the great and historic Commonwealths of this Union should be guilty 
of such an unequal and partial administration of the law. 


Election officers guilty of “ tricks” with the ballot which ‘‘ can 
not be defended ” are guilty of fraud. A trick upon the ballot or 
with the ballot by an election officer whose sworn duty it was to 
prepare the official ballot is a fraud upon the electors, and calling 
it a trick can not alter its true character. ‘‘A rose by any other 
name would smell as sweet,” and frauds upon the ballot will smell 
- — though christened by the majority with the name of “a 

Cc _ 

“J uggling with the names for the pu e of confusing the illit- 
erate voter” is a crime against liberty which smells to high heaven. 
For ways that are dark and tricks that are vain the honorable gen- 
tlemen who compose the electoral board of Amherst County are 


pec ; 
These things are enough to bring the blush of shame to the cheek 
of every honest citizen of Virginia. 


"Tis true ‘tis pity; and pity ‘tis 'tis true. 
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But, Mr. Speaker, let no gentleman within the sound of my 
voice charge these ‘‘tricks which can not be defended” tc the 
honest, law-abiding citizens who constitute the vast majority of 


the people of the State. The citizens of that “ historic old Com- 
monwealth ” are the peers of any _—- for the manly virtues of 
courage, honesty, and justice. They abhor fraud, corruption, 
and dishonesty, whatever form or shape it may assume. 

This is true of the vast majority of the members of all political 
parties in the State; but, honest themselves, they are slow to think 
evil of others, and it requires the most convincing and overwhelm- 
ing proof to make them believe that their neighbors, sworn election 
officers, who in their everyday transactions are honest, can be so 


degraded as to commit willful frauds in elections. : 


hey have trusted false leaders and have been deceived and 
misled. They have been lulled into security by false denials and 
by protestations of honesty and innocence. They have been kept 
in complete ignorance of the wrongs and outrages perpetrated 
upon the ballot box and upon the illiterate voters. But a vigor- 
ous campaign of education and exposure is doing its legitimate 
work and the eyes of the good men of all parties are being opened 
and their consciences aroused. 

Honest men of all political creeds are demanding fair elections 
in tones which can not be much longer disregarded. 
woe days of *‘cheating of the petty larceny order” are num- 

red. 

The political graves of the false leaders who concocted, con- 
nived at, or approved of the frauds which disgrace the name of 
Virginia ar yawning to receive them. 

The majority of the committee, while admitting the frauds 
committed by the election officers in Amherst, give as a reason 
for counting the vote of that county that it is not proved that 
these frauds were consummated by depriving the contestant of 
enough votes to change the result. 

We submit that it is not necessary to prove this; butif it is, we 
will show hereafter that it was consummated, and that great in- 
jury was done to contestant by these methods. 

To rest the vote of Amherst County on proof of the number of 
votes actually lost to contestant by the uds of these election 
officers is begging the whole question. The proof shows, and the 
majority admit, that the election officers in this county were 

ilty of ‘* tricks which can not be defended,” frauds which were 

isgraceful. 

The record plainly discloses a conspiracy on the part of the elect- 
oral board and constable, all of whom were Democrats and polit- 
ical friends of contestee, to appoint none but Democratic election 
officers at one-half the precincts in the county; to prepare and 
print the official ballots in German text; to alternate the names 
of the candidates in seventy-five different ways; to refuse assist- 
ance, as required by law, to illiterate voters. 

Besides this, it is shown that one of these officers was a bitter 
partisan and chairman of the Democratic executive committee of 
the a 

Is not all this more than enough to attach the taint of fraud to 
all the acts of these officials and render the returns from Amherst 
County wholly unreliable? 

The law quoted before clearly establishes that when the officers 
of election are proved guilty of fraud and —ae it discredits 
all their acts and renders their official returns wholly worthless. 
The legal presumption of their correctness is gone, and the party 
seeking the benefit of such returns has the burden of proving the 
true state of the ballot by extrinsic evidence. But the record 
bears indisputable evidence that the contestant lost many votes 
in Amherst County by reason of the fraudulent acts of these elec- 
tion officers. We Lom already shown from the record that many 
voters who wished to vote for contestant were denied their right 
to do so because the constables, acting under illegal Se 
instructions from the secretary of the electoral board, to 
oo assist them in marking their ballots. 

e record also discloses that many votes were also lost to con- 
testant because the ballots were printed in German and the 
names of the candidates alternated. 

So unintelligible was the German-text ballot to the voter of 
limited education that when placed on the witness stand men 
who had acted as constables were unable to read it. 

W. 8S. Carter, Democrat, testifies, page 182, he was constable at 
the court-house. His own testimony shows that he was unable to 
read the ballot: 


. 20. I hereby exhibit to what has been alleged to be a of 
tne tnlic: cat 1 wich a look at this ph ae heed ete 


otogra:’ 
tograph of the bailot-that was cast in t and at your at 
een has oun wuhueer with 


Q. 21. [now exhibit to 
fesraphed ticket covered u 
candidates. Please 


A. Itisan H. whoie name uncovered witness states 
that he was Shtlcednen the oeauee Se written 
out “Yost.’’] I took the Y for an H without seeing the full name. 

It will be observed that this witness, an intelligent Democrat, 
who could readily read plain roman, was utterly unable to deci- 
pher the type in which ballot was names on this 

hotographed ballot were in the following order: Edmund R. 

ocke, H. St. Geo. Tucker, C. H. Grove, 7 Yost, James Seiden 
Cowdon. The first letter (Q. 20) in Cocke’s Christian name he 
declares to be F. He man to strike the first letter of Tucker’s 
Christian name. The initial C of Grove’s Christian name he pro- 
nounces G, and then he gives up im despair. He is unable to con- 
jecture what the initial of the other two names is. Special Con- 
stable James M. Marks, of Madison precinct, a witness for the 
contestee, testifies on cross-examination (page 416): 

Q. 5. Inow present to you a ballot that was cast at the recent election, all 
covered up except the initialof the first Christian name of each 


You will please examine this ballot, which I now hand you, and tell me the 
ini at the tep of the ticket. 


Aerinet etter In first name is T. First letter in second nameis E. First 
First letter 


letter in third name is T. in fourth nameis H. First letter in 
fifth name is C 


. 6. Inow present you the same ticket with all the face of the ticket cov- 
ered up except the initial of one of the surnames of the candidates. 
state what this initial is. 
T; it looks so to me. 


states here that ticket was uncovered in presence of witness and 
ex , and that the letter is Y, and the letters given above by the witness 
as T, E, T, H, Care shown to be on the face of the ticket J, E, J, H, C.) 


Samuel ©. Allen testifies as follows; 


inion that Yost lost from 10 per cent to 15 per cent of the 
on t account. . 
J. F. Williams, judge of election (page 134, Q. 46), says: 
I think he (Yost) lost a good many votes on that account. 
See also testimony of same witness, page 135, Q. 49, and answers 
on cross-examination, page 135, Q. 3, 4, and 5. 
A. Stewart, a minister of the gospel (page 137, Q. 12), says: 
Itmade me nervous when I saw I started to go out and say toallof 
anything there so faras 


them. 
them, “Let us go home.” 1 thought we wouldn't do 
voting for Yost 


See also answer to Q. 13, same page. 
J. M. Watts, judge of election (page 140, Q. 14), says; 
think I acknowledged in the constable 
morning, as soon as I saw the tickets, teat the Slee ne aaah 
out. 
And much more to the same effect. Not only is the fraudulent 
intent shown, but the consummation of the fraud is ‘ 


Sec- 
tion 2, Article I, of the Constitution of the United ites says 


‘*the electors in each State shall have the qualifications requisite 
for electors of the most numerous branch of the State legislature.” 
Article XIV of the Federal Constitution says: 
Ft a citizen of te Uni vd States. et = 
The constitution of Virginia provides that— 


Every malecitisen $1 years old who hell have beep -e-vestSeubof the Btate 
twelve months, and of county, city, or town in which he shall offer to 
vote three months next preceding any election, shall be entitled to vote. 
This constitutional right can not be taken away or abridged by 
legislative enactment. 

t is well settled that the legislature may enact all needful rules 


for the exercise of the constitutional to vote, but can not 

a it, or unnecessarily hinder the in the exercise of the 

ri 5 

Win dio wane 42 tn eterna Genes, Ge of Detroit, 

Sotee he Se eee SE OM, in 4N. W. 

Reporter, it is said, on page 392: 

tne tattet toe sal and eatin dean afin cece eae se 
any qualified voter from or to hinder or impair 














and asce proper proof the right to vote of an r- 
pte Tey bh he a pee abridge the righ or 
son offeringiy to impede its free exercise. 

In Capen vs. Foster, 12 Pickering, it was said: 

But while it is held to be within the eee toon power te 
provi suita’ regulations 8 a prompt, 
tee Seon manner, the court, Chis? Junthes 

was careful 


« Such a construction would afford no warrant for such an exercise of the 
legislative power as under the pretense and color of regulating should sub- 
uriously restrain the right itself. The constitution fixes the quali- 
fication of voters with precision and left all the rest to be by law. 
es revwting We qualifications of voters neces- 
an examination of of persons to vote 


secure the 
Cooley on Constitutional Limitations thus lays down the rule: 
THE TEST. 

All lations of the elective franchise must be reasonable, uniform, and 
impartial. They must not have for ae, indirectly, to 
deny or abridge the constitutional right of ci to vote or unnecessaril 
to impede its exercise. If they do, they must be declared void.—Cooley’s 
Constitutional Limitations, page 753. 

In People vs. Von Bokeman (73 N. C.), the court says: 

But the act under consideration is framed upon the idea of making the bal 


lot as difficult as e. 

Without the intent of the we see that the effect of 
the act is to violate the fundamental es of the constitution and their 
own cherished and declared purpose nea aee eee 
to eschew educational or rely aaa, And, as is said in Jacobs 
vs. Smallwood (63 N. ©. Report), it is the effect of the act, and not the inten- 
tion of the] . which renders it void. 


The supreme court of Virginia concedes that the whole question 
= the legality of the election law turns upon its sunsnalinenss 
-It says: 


The sole funetion of the with respect to the rights of suffrage 
is to provide the mode in w those entitled to vote may do so and have 
their vote counted, and to guard against improper, illegal, or fraudulent 


voting; that to this end the —— may ad and enforce reasonable 
rules and regulations to secure one and prevent the other But if, under 
a 


cover of law to provision is introduced into the law which 
virtually a test of tho qualification of the voter additional to 
those p such of the law transcends 


the . 
the power of the legislature and is null and void. 


Printing the ballots in German text and the alternation of the 
names upon the tickets were not done to ‘‘ preserve the purity of 
the ballot box or to guard against abuses of elective franchise.” 
It is nota “needful regula of the constitutional ri . 
It does not “regulate the right by po ers ome. la exercise, 
by preven abuse.” It is a regulation which “unnecessarily 
impedes the exercise of the right,” and is therefore contrary 
to the constitution of the State of Virginia. . It is a State regula- 
tion, or rather an interpretation put on a State law by partisan 
election officials, which abridges the of citizens of the 
United States, and is a violation of the Federal Constitution. 
must admit a Vi ia statute ae that the official 
a should be printed in foreign . the names of the 
can idates 
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The argument that “toa man who can not read and write a 
ballot printed in German text is as intelligible as any other” is 
spurious and unsound, since many persons who can read plain 
roman text can not read German. 

If the vote of Amherst County is rejected, and all else is con- 
ceded iy be as the majority claim, it elects the contestant by 250 
majority. 

minority make the same objection to the vote of Appomat- 
tox County as is made to Amherst County, and insist that the 
majority of 55 votes returned for the contestee in that county 
should be excluded. 

In Appomattox County the electoral board caused the official 
ballot to be printed in script type, and the names of the candidates 
to be alternated. To the uninitiated it may be necessary to ex- 
plain that script type is a type in imitation of ordinary handwrit- 
ing with pen andink. [t is common experience that many per- 
sons who can read ordinary print can not read written manuscript, 
and the evidence proves that many votes were lost to the contest- 
ant by this *‘ trick which can not be defended.” 

The constables in Appomattox refused assistance to illiterate 
voters, and there were other frauds committed which we have not 
time to notice. 

jecting the majorities for contestee in Amherst and Appo- 
mattox, and allowing all else as claimed by the majority report, 
elects the contestant by 355 votes. 

Counting the ballots claimed to be imperfectly marked, as before 
shown, which gave a net gain of 187 to contestant, makes his ma- 


There are other frauds at various precincts which can not now 
be referred to. Among the most flagrant of these is Arrington 
precinct, in Nelson County, which the minority claim should be 
excluded, which gives contestee a plurality of 119, and increases 
his majority in the district to 661. 

Upon these plain statements of fact and law, the minority ask 
that the resolutions declaring that the contestant is elected and 
that the contestee is not elected to a seat in the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress be adopted. 

Mr. Speaker, I would despise myself if I were capable of asking 
any member to vote in this contest on political grounds. If any 
member, Republican or Democrat, is convinced that the contestee 
was fairly and honestly elected, then it is his duty and should be 
his pleasure to vote for the resolution presented by the majority. 
But if any member is satisfied that the contestant was duly and 
honestly elected, then if he is a Democrat I claim his vote; if he 
is a Republican I demand it for the resolutions presented by the 
minority. 

Let justice be done, though the heavens should fall. 

We hear of courtesy to the majority, and I yield to no man in 
courtesy to the able and honorable gentlemen who compose that 
majority, and especially to the accomplished and learned chair- 
man, who so ably and courteously presided over the deliberations 
of the committee. Itis through no want of respect for the gen- 
tlemen of the majority that I dissent from their views as to the 
law and the facts of this case. Majorities are often wrong. 
Courtesy should never be extended so far toward one man as to 
work injustice to another. Courtesy to the majority and defer- 
ence to their opiniors should not lead us to do wrong to the con- 
testant or to the loyal constituency which elected him to repre- 
sent them on the floor of this House. We hear of the personal 

which members entertain for the contestee; their kindly 
relations with him, and their reluctance to vote against him. [ 
fully appreciate all tnis, and I join with them in respect and in 
kindly sentiments for him. He is worthy of the high regard in 
which he is held by members and by the people of his district. 

But the question for the House to decide is not one of personal 
friendship or personal regard. Sentiment has no place in a con- 
tested-election case. It resolves itself into the simple legal in- 

uiry, Is he entitled to hold the seat he now occupies in this 
ouse? 

If he is not, then it is rank injustice to the people of the district 
he now represents to retain him in the place another is justly 
entitled to. If the contestant was fairly and honestly elected, 
then the gallant Republicans of the Tenth Virginia district, who 
senbenten and won against such fearful odds, against unfair and 
iniquitous election laws, against partisan and unscrupulous elec- 
tion methods, against corrupt election officers, look to the Repub- 
licans of this Sven for that justice which is denied them else- 
where. 

The Republican party in the South points proudly to its thirty- 
six representatives on the floor of this House, hailing from ten 
Southern States, who have “come up through great tribulation.” 
As a body, they are the peers of their colleagues from the North. 
They are living pledges that the solid South is no more, that the 
fires of sectionalism have died out, and that the fires of patriotism 
have been rekindled on the mountain tops and in the valleys that 
lie beneath the Southern Cross, and that our Government is 
indissoluble Union of indestructible States. : 
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ublicans of the North, to you the Republicans of the South 
look for justice. They ask no more; they demand no less. 

Each mail from Virginia brings messages from all parts of the 
State urging and begging me to appeal to this House for justice. 
The Republicans of Virginia feel that the cause of the contestant 
is their cause, and that their most sacred rights and their dearest 
privileges are imperiled by the majority report. They say, and 
they feel, that if this battle is lost it will be the death knell of all 
their hopes for honest elections, the triumph of fraud and cor- 
ruption over manhood suffrage. 

f the laws and methods which have so long prevailed in Vir- 
ginia are approved by this body, they will justly complain that 
they have been abandoned by their party and slain.in the house 
of their friends. 

When did the great Republican party of the North ever turn a 
deaf ear to the cry of the injured, the downtrodden and oppressed? 
Will it reverse its history now, when the old Mother of States asks 
that the iron shackles of tyrannical election laws and election 
methods be stricken from her limbs? 

The Republican party is a and strong and powerful, 
and on the 4th of March next will again have control of every 
branch of this Government—“ a consummation most devoutly to 
be wished.” In its power and its prosperity it should not give 
countenance to or encourage wrong. Initsstrength it should not 
forget the weak and helpless. No man knows what the future 
has in store. The lion taken in the toils of the hunter was deliv- 
ered by his weakest and humblest friend. 

Virginia is a Republican State, and all we ask is an open field 
and a fair fight; an honest ballot and a fair count. 

The national Republican party has no more devoted followers 
than the Republicans of the South, who have burned their bridges 
and will never turn back. 

They ask justice for one man, but they ask it in the name of 
200,000 Virginia Republican voters who have been disfranchised 
and deprived of their constitutional rights by the party to which 
the contestee er 

Talk of the hardship of unseating the amiable and worthy gen- 
tleman who is the contestee in this case! 

Who is it that talks of hardship? 

Is it the honorable gentlemen who enact partisan and iniquitous 
laws ‘“‘to beat the ublicans,” and then sneeringly ask, ‘‘ What 
are you going to do about it?” 

Is it the honorable gentlemen who print official ballots in un- 
— tongues for the purpose of ‘‘ confusing illiterate Republican 
voters?” 

Is it the contestee, who has never raised his voice against the 
frauds perpetrated by his political friends and allies, the fruits of 
which he is enjoying to-day? 

The hardships are all on the other side. 

Itisa nentibde and an outrage = the Republican voters of 
the Tenth district to deprive them of the services of the able 
resentative they honestly elected and compel them to submit to 
represented by a Democrat who was not elected by the people. It 
is not.only a hardship, but a crime against liberty to condone 
frauds upon the ballot box such as the record in this case shows to 
have been intentionally committed in the past, and which will be 
a in the future unless rebuked and frowned upon by this 

ouse. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit this question to the House confident that 
Iam right, hopeful that the majority of its members will see it 
in the true light, and by their votes award the contested seat to 
Give the Republi f Virgini f th 

ive the Republicans of Virginia assurance of your sym y 
and of your support in their unequal struggle against feud ¢ and 
corruption, and as certain as nig! t follows the day the old State 
will cast her lot with the Republican party, as her sister Southern 
States of Maryland, West Virginia, and Kentucky have done. 

During the delivery of the con remarks the hammer fell. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HePsurN). The time of the 
gentleman from Mg wa has expired. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I would very much like, if possible, 
to have my time extended for fifteen minutes longer, and also a 
similar extension for the gentleman from Massachusetts who will 
follow me. I will state that I was misled by the understanding 
that I thorght would be ratified by the House. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I would gladly yield to py 
friend from Virginia, but I have less time remaining than he 
already occupied, and objection has been made to any extension 
of the time. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I have no doubt that the time on 
both sides will be extended if a request is made. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I have no objection, of course, 
to the extension of the time; but lam unable to yield to the gentle- 
man any of my time. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I will ask unanimous consent that 
the House extend the time fifteen minutes on both sides, 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I object. 
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Mr. McOALL of Massachusetts. Mr. , if during the 
short time that I have to devote to the Ye nage athe on this 
case the members of the House will give me their kind attenti 
I will endeavor to set forth what I deem the vital points, afte? 
having given to it careful consideration. I do not want the case 
to be decided from any mere clamor or by any hue and cry, 
There have been a great many things interjected Into this discus- 
sion that should never be brought before a board of judges, as we 
are now, in the decision of a contested election. 
; The — - ed —— from Dg 0 [Mr. i a , who 
regret to see is absent to-day, saw fit, in arguri uestion, 
to take a mathematical view of it, and he stated to the ome how 
many reports this committee had made in favor of contestants 
and how many in favor of contestees in these election cases. I 
hardly think we shall be able to mete out strict justice in that 
way, but at the same time I entirely willing to follow the gen- 
tleman on that line and defend the conclusions we have reac 
In the fifteen cases before this committee the House has unseated 
three Democrats. I want to say, however, and the House should 
remember, that this committee has had some assistance in the 
matter of unseating our une. There are also two other 
Election Committees of the House, and if you will look at the 
record made by them and the full action of this body you will 
find that, coming together one year ago last December, with the 
largest majority any ever had on this floor, and with loud 
protestations of how fairly and judicially we were going to decide 
election cases, we have already taken from that small and strag- 
gling minority twelve members, and I think we have broken the 
record and unseated more men than any other House since the 
adoption of the Constitution. I do not know what the gentleman 
from Ohio might desire. Perhaps he would prefer to have a gen- 
eral order introduced at the ote the session of Congress 
unseating all of on party. It would be a more speedy 
way of reaching the results that the ee seems to 
wish. And I remember last summer during the last week of th 
session, when our ery of justice was fairly working an 


we were unseating member after member in this Hall, it re- 
minded me of not so much as of the banquet hall of the wil 
Ulysses when after that much-suffi hero returned home an 


( 

Mr. Speaker, I feared that we should not have enough spared 
monuments to serve as specimens of an extinct, even if undesirable, 
species. [Laughter.] And it was with some gratification that I 
saw we had finall ed and left some Democrats here. 

Mow, Sir. SGpeuker, ther tell us that these cases are from the 
South, that the Democrats come from the South, and that the 
South is very wicked and very bad. Very well. There were 
18 Democrats returned to this House from the North, and how 
have they fared? Of those 13 men, 8 have been unseated. It is 
only fair to say that one of these gentlemen, in imitation of the 
animal that wascovered by Davy ’s gun, saw fit gracefully 
to come down before the shot, and for that performance my dis- 
tinguished friend from New York [Mr. DANIELS} embalmed the 

tleman’s fairness for future generations js Some | in a reso- 
on Rens Ee ee ee ps or his dis- 
cretion. 

Now, Mr. S er, we have unseated 8 of the 18 Democrats who 
came to this House on the first Monday in December, 1895, from 
the North. We have taken from those 18 as many seats as the 
last Democratic House took from the entire blican mem- 
bership of this body, penebeing Seay 180; and I say that I can 
not understand the argument which my arithmetical friend from 
Ohio [Mr. GrosVENoR] is attem to draw in going into the 
statistics of this qu . I say, sir, that each case should be 
decided upon its merits. The Constitution makes us the Andges 
of the election of members. It not make us voters, it does 
not say we may hold elections , but we are to sit oe 
And that assumes that we will look upon the questions j ially, 
that we will look upon the law and the facts of the case as judges, 
and entirely divest ourselves of Ps If Mr. Y: a 
case here to-day, I desire him to have justice, and have his 
case decided upon its merits. If he has a case here to-day, then I 
say we should seat him, even if it takes the last Democrat from 
this Hall. On the other hand, you are not to unseat Mr. Tucker 
because in the multitude of cases that have been brought here— 
some of them without the completed, some of them 
ee any evidence ee in oo hes quan = _— 
we have reported against contestan ou must not for tha 
reason unseat Mr. Tucker to-day. 

Now, there have been many considerations brought into this 
case. I regret that they have been. The gentleman from Ohio 
i. GROSVENOR] yesterday injected an innuendo about relation- 

ip, saying that somebody was related to somebody. Well, I was 
at a loss to understand the reference. I donot know of any mem- 
ber of the committee—I think it would not be any —— if it 
were imputed to him, but I do not know of any member of the 


Sepeeeeene its walls with the brains blood of the suitors of his 
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committee who bears the remotest relationship, except through 
our an ancestor, to Mr. Tucker; but I have discovered, 


since this was made, that Mr. Tucker’s wife’s grandfather 
was an uncle of the wife of some member of the Massachusetts 
delegation. [Laughter.] If anyone here is able to figure out how 


distant a forty-second cousin that is, I wish he would doit. But 
it seems to me that to bring considerations of this kind into this 
House by a gentleman of ability of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR — that he has a poor case and does not care 
upon the fac 
_ ~~ . Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the House 
to the facts in this case. A great deal has been said here about 
the intention of the voter, as if this committee were trying to 


enforce a hard and harsh rule of law and disfranchise the 
Republicans of the Tenth Virginia district. I believe if you will 
examine our report, you will find we have solved more doubtful 


points in favor of the contestant than we havein favor of the 
contestee. Let us look first at the vote. There were returned 
for Mr. Yost 11,530 votes, for Mr. Tucker 12,422, giving Mr. 
Tucker a plurality over Mr. Yost of. about 900 votes. At the 
instance of the contestant, a recount was had of all the ballots in 
the district. This recount practically amounted to an agreed 
statement of facts between the counsel on the different sides. 
That recount actually shows the condition of the ballots that were 
cast, and it shows that Mr. Yost had, of ballots in perfect form, 
that could not be questioned, and that were marked strictly in 
accordance with the law, 10,512 votes, and that the contestee 
12,126 votes, leaving a plurality for the sitting member of 1,614 
votes. 

I may say that our committee, by pruning the returns most 
generously, from the standpoint of the contestant, have reduced 
that plurality to about 200 votes. 

The first question that arises in the case is whether certain 
so-called caption-marked ballots should be counted for either 
party. By caption-marked ballots I mean ballots which have 
erased from the top of them the official ——— or name of 
the office that the voter is voting to have filled. Of those ballots 
there were 1,169 cast for Mr. Yost, and 114 for Mr. Tucker. 
let me read to you the law of Virginia. 
ae 1 of the Walton act provides that the voting shall be by 
: lot. 

Section 2 provides that each _— offering to vote shall deliver 
a single ot to one of the judges, in the presence of at least one 
of the other judges of election. 

Section 3 provides that the ballot shall be a white peer ticket, 
containing the names of the persons who have comp with the 
provisions of this act, and the title of the office printed or written 
as hereinafter provided, and that none other s be a legal ballot. 

Now, that is mandatory in form if any statute ever was. Here 
are 1,169 ballots, cast for Mr. Yost, that did not have remaining 
upon them the title of the office, because when a man votes by 
ballot he votes in writing. 

The point here is certainly close in view of decisions; but the 
committee, in view of the phraseology of a subsequent statute 
came to the conclusion that the three sections, which are general 
in their character, refer to the Australian ballot provided by the 
laws of Virginia, and that it was not mandatory upon us to reject 
these votes; therefore we gave to contestant 1,169 votes, and we 
gave to the contestee 114 votes, making a gain to the contestant 
on this decision of 1,055 votes. 

The next question arises as to the blotted or blurred ballots. It 
appears that in folding the ballot, as required by law, the ink 
not being dry, in some cases an impression was made by the 
undried ink No names which the voter did not intend to mark. 
I heard it said by some one upon this floor to-day that the com- 
pres in this instance has set aside a mandatory provision of the 
statute. 

Evidently the gentleman who indulged in that observation was 
as innocent of having read the law as a many members who 
have addressed this House are innocent of all knowledge of the 
record. [Laughter.] The statute provides that the ballot shall 
be marked through with a pen or pencil; and it can not be con- 
tended, when the blot comes upon a name by folding, that the 
voter makes that mark through the names; and on that point we 
decided in favor of Mr. Yost, and he thereby gained 54 votes and 
Mr. Tucker 14 votes, making a net gain of 40 votes. 

The next question that arose was as to certain so-called “ im- 
perfectly marked ballots;” and I only regret that some gentlemen 
who have substituted for the record and the evidence a picture of 
what the record and evidence were all to show had not gone 
to the testimony. I do not wish to - t the exhibits presented 
here in the proof of the distinguished gentleman [Mr. Yost] and 
waa : the —— of the Lg por bay made for the pur- 

of misleading the House; say if you compare these 
exhibits with the testimony you will see that ens have 
liberally subsidized their imaginations, and they have produced 


Now, 





things that bear hardly any relation to the evidence. Now, let 
me call your attention to the manner of voting as prescribed by 
= — In section 11 of the so-called Walton act it is pro- 


The said elector shall then take the said official ballot and retire to said 
voting booth. He shall then draw a line with a pen or pencil through the 
names of the candidates he does not wish to vote for, leaving the name or 
names of the candidate or candidates he does wish to vote for unscratched. 
No name shall be considered scratched unless the pen or pencil mark extend 
through three-fourths of the length of said name, and no ballot save an offi- 
cial ot above provided for shall be counted for any person. When as to 
any office more than one name remains unscratched, the ballot for that par- 
ticular office shall be void, but the ballot, as to any other office for which 
only one name remains unscratched, shall be valid. 


If there ever was a statute enacted by any legislature in this 
Union that is mandatory, that statute is mandatory. The distin- 
guished gentleman from New York [Mr. Danrets] admitted yes- 
terday that if he were a judge sitting in Virginia he would prob- 
ably hold that the statute was mandatory. This theory set up 
by is one entirely unknown to the cases, one almost entirely 
unknown in the precedents. 

Mr. DANTE If the gentleman will permit me, by way of 
correction, I said if sitting under the laws of Virginia, where the 
laws of Virginia were in force, but not here. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Very well; I do not thin. I 
misrepresented my friend a particle. If he were sitting asa judge 
in Virginia, I suppose under the laws of Virginia, he would prob- 
ably hold that this statute was mandatory. Now, I say that he 
has given away the whole case. For that would reverse every 
precedent that has ever been set yo this subject. Let us look 
at the authoritiesupon this point. The great authorities, the great 
text writers, are McCrary on Elections and Paine on Elections. I 
read from the latest edition of those two writers. 

McCrary on Elections, section 190, says: 

The lan of the statute to be construed must be consulted and fol- 
lowed. If the statute expressly declares any particular act to be essential to 
the validity of the election, or that its omission shall render the election void, 
all courts whose duty it is to enforce sugh statute must so hold, whether the 

jicular act in question goes to the merits or affects the result of the elec- 


on or not. Such astatute is imperative, and all considerations touching its 
policy or impolicy must be addressed to the legislature. 


Now I am going to read to you from the last edition of Paine on 
Elections, section 497: 
Statutes prescribing, in affirmative language, specific duties for elector 


or officers ot registration or election, are directory unless the acts geencribed 
are in their nature— 


I trust you will note this— 


unless the acts prescribed are, in their nature, essential to the validity of 
the election. Statutes expressly declaring specified acts or omissions fatal 
to the validity of an election, or expressly prohibiting the performance or 
omission of specified acts, are mandatory. hile statutory provisions pre- 
scribing acts which are in their nature meme Gam me to the validity 
of the election may be mandatory, in whatever phraseology expressed, the 
most ae requirements may be made mandatory by a clear expres- 
sion of the legislative will. 

There can be no question that the legislature of Virginia has 
clearly and positively expressed its will upon this point, and has 
declared that unless the ballot is marked as provided by a certain 
section that ballot shall not be counted. 

Now, then, I will refer again to my friend from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR]. He referred yesterday in a triumphant manner to 
the Illinois case of Parker against Orr, as positively upsetting the 
position for which I am now contending. I propose to quote that 
case as a strong authority on the very point I am now making. 
The court in that case held, on the particular provision of the 
statute it was considering, that it was not intended by the legis- 
lature to be mandatory, and it says: 

Wherever our statutes do not aypecnts declare that particular informali- 


ties do not avoid the ballot, it would seem best to consider their requirements 
as directory only. 


Clearly implying that when the law declares that a particular 
thing is necessary, and that the failure to comply with it would 
be fatal to it, the ballots can not be counted. 

In the last Congress we decided the case of O'Neill against Joy, 
from the State of Missouri. In that case certain electors took the 
official ballot given them by the judges of election, and, properly 
and in full accordance with the statute, marked their intention 
upon those ballots and presented them to the receiving judges, 
we took them and deposited them in the ballot box. It was dis- 
covered afterwards that one of the judges of election had not put 
his initials upon the back of the ballot, as the law of Missouri re- 
quired, and the question that the committee considered was 
whether the failure of the election judge to put his initials upon 
the ot, whether the failure of a sworn officer to perform his 
duty, should deprive of their votes those electors who had com- 
plied with all the requirements of the law. I had the honor to 
serve won that committee with the distinguished gentleman from 
New York, Judge Danizits. We had not then discovered any 
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short cat out of the difficulty, such as the one he proposed here 


yesterday. He drew the report of the minority, and we ‘were at 
our wits’ end, and the report shows it, to make it appear that the 
legislature did not intend that statute to be mandatory, and never 
once, from the beginning to the end of the report, did we advance 
the consideration which the gentleman now says should be decisive 
in this case. Therefore, I say that the proposition the gentleman 
from New York advocates in this case is startling and revolu- 
tionary; that if — by the House it would reverse all of the 
precedents and all of the authorities upon this subject, including 
even himself. Inthe absence of a Federal statute, this election is 
held under the laws of Virginia, and we must judge of it by those 
laws. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I have shown that we are bound in 
this particular case by the laws of Virginia, and that when the 
parties come before our committee, not with the ballots, but ad- 
mitting that those ballots were not marked as required by @ cer- 
tain section of the law, which is mandatory in its character, we, 
as judges, have no right to count them. The voterscasting those 
ballots did not express their will in the manner in which they 
were required to express it by the laws of Virginia, and in view 
of all the precedents, we are compelled to exclude those ballots 
from our consideration. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I have only fifteen minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman refuses to yield? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. No; I will hear the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I want to hear the gentleman from 
Massachusetts upon this proposition: Suppose that a State legis- 





Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts (interposing). Please make it 
brief. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I am endeavoring to do so; the 
gentleman himself is consuming the time. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. But the time is mine. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Then the gentleman can keep his 
time. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Very well; I will endeavor to 
keep my time, or perhaps to consume it, as I think, for the ben- 
efit of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I have argued the law applicable to this question, 
and now I desire for a moment to call the attention of members 
of the House to facts which exist in the case. Those facts have 
been totally misrepresented here; I do not mean to say intention- 
ally, but there is scarcely a member of the House who has not 
received a wr impression of the facts as to these so-called de- 
fective ballots. e proceeded in this case upon the agreement of 
the counsel as to the fact that the ballots did not comply with the 
law. Whether they were marked or scratched one-fourth of the 
way through or one-eighth of the way through, we did not know 
Ser we did not see them, but it was halite aquest that they aid 
not conform to the requirements of the caw. I sel refer to the 
evidence on this point, because there are some witnesses who tes- 
tified as to the condition of those ballots, and I will refer to that 
testimony in order to throw some light upon the subject. 

Let me first call attention to one circumstance. is was the 
first introduction in Virginia of the so-called Australian ballot 

; the first time it was put in 7a there. Now, most 
of the members who hear me have or a similar statute, in 
force in their own States, and I ask them, did you find—I put the 
question to each of eee you find that the first time that 
statute was put in operation ae even every in - 
voter, succeeded in expressing will according to the 
Why, a distinguished ge gentleman from Maine, where the peo ie 
are as intelligent as in any State of this Union, after the first 
of the Australian system there, wrote a letter to the papers assert- 
ing that 10 per cent of the voters of Maine had been disfranchised 
by that system of voting. In Massachusetts we have an educa- 
tional qualification; our voters must be able to read and write, 
and yet the first time the Australian system was applied in our 
State there were tens of thousands of voters who did not 
— will at the ballot box according to.the requirements of the 

Ww. 

Recently I saw it stated that 10 per cent of the vote of New 
beens sone at the late election had to be thrown out, and it is a 


within the comimon knowledge of everybody, even in intel- | gin 


ligent. communities where there may be, or where there is, an 
tional qualification for the that there are large 
numbers of men who the first time they try to vote the Aus- 
tralian ballot are unable to do so successfully. Now, what condi- 
tion of things was there existing in the district under consideration 
at this time? There the Australian ballot system was introduced 


27,000 or 28,000 votes. After we have allo 

the votes that we have allowed upon the various issues in this 
case, there remain w in that district only about 2,700 
votes. Isay that is an extraordi result, considering the large 
number of illiterate voters in the rict, especially when you 
remember how those voters were cautioned 
assigtance of the sworn officers of the law. I repeat it is 
extraordinary to see so few ballots thrown out as defective. 

I was going to call the attention of the House to the exact 
description of some of those ballots which you are asked to count 
as clearly expressing the intention of the voter. It is said that 
there were certain ballots which were burned. I turn now to the 
very first case of that kind, which I take as a very fair sample. 
may, perha BO a little further than some other instances; but I 


do not thi 
claims that i in unt Sidney precinct—and I trust members will 
es attention onary j of the character of contestant’s evidence 


this instance—in Mount Sidney precinct he claims that there 


il 
s 
ki 


g 


= 


Let me turn to the record and read from the testimony of this wit- 
ness. I will remark before so doing that at this precinct there 
were at least two Republican election officers—one a judge and one 
a clerk. This witness was presented by the contestant himself, 
His counsel asks the witness this question: 


Of the 17 ballots destroyed, how many should have been counted for Yost? 
Now mark the answer: 
I took a memorandum at the time of the 21 ballots thrown out; I did not 


know that4of the ballots had been returned except from information received 

afterwards. My statement now will be as to the 21 ballots re In my 

jud ent there wore Sof thove ballets intended for Tucker. y reasons for 
was Yost’s name was scratched. 


Understand there would still be three other names unscratched 
upon that ticket. 
Fifteen of them were intended for Yost. I thought that these should be 


counted for Yost because Tucker's name was scratched and Yost’s name left 
clear and some of them had some of the other names scratched. 


It will be seen that his testimony does not show that there was 
a single one of these ballots which did not have at least two 
names that there had been no attempt whatever to erase. 

_On cross-examination he is asked: 


nad if See ae you please state were there any which 
them only the cingls Seaaeet any entef tan Sve es for 


Pecans 


In other words, it appears by the testimony of this witness of 
the contestant that there was not a single one of all those ballots 
oe in controversy which had left on it unscratched the name of 

y one man. 

Now, I do not think there is a lawyer in this House, or any man 
not a la , who has considered the case for an instant who can 
say that e voters who cast those ballots intended to vote for Mr. 
Saud when. ab teach Cena eaeeeie-annneeaeael 

Iam sorry | can not call the attention of members fully to the 
evidence on this part of the case; but — conclusion upon that 

evidence, after a careful investigation itis not clear, meas- 
ee y tho Virgin rao or by any rue that 

be laid down in the House of Representatives, that these 

I iil voter sn anane Gliedemcunialiiets hich ts 

w now w agreemen 
have been made in the record. I admit that there were 34 of 
those ballots i — the — of Alleghany that by the »dmission of 
counsel must be count But as to the other counties of the 
district there was no such made, and there is no evi- 
dence to warrant us in finding that the voters. there intended to 
vote for Mr. Yost. 

Another feature of the case upon which a good deal of stress 
has been laid has relation to the so-called burned ballots. There 
were in this district at, 1 think, poh mem ff nt Am 1,000 bal- 
lots that were burned. There were some 75 polling precincts in 
the whole district. 

Mr. TUCKER. One hundred and seventy-five. 

polite McCALL of Massachusetts. One hundred and seventy-five 

Se ee 
Now, it seems to me rather absurd to contend, 
Se uavguctinar tie anieane y, that there was a con- 


spiracy here to destroy evidence and remove these ballots from 
further scrutiny; because if there had been such a 
is most remarkable that it should have manifested in ealy 
eee 
- COX, question, if the gentleman pleases. Were those 

















the election? 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. They were burned on the 


j f the election. 

Orr. COX. “Before there was any knowledge of the result? 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. 1 

was any knowledge of the result of the election. 


cers were req 
that that meant the ballots that they could 1 
i itutional lawyers, they agreed 


being constituti to destroy these others. 


There was not a rar proportion of defective ballots at these 


re large 
looked carefully into the case, and 


dence as to what those ballots contained was very weak, we thought 
the destruction of so many ballots raised some presumption of 


fraud, and we gave Mr. Yost in those precincts pre- 
cisely the number of votes that he claimed. 

One further point, Mr. Speaker. 
seven hundred and over of ballots called ‘imperfect ballots” 
which were preserved and not burned, out of a total of 2,700. Mr. 
Yost claims of these ballots a gain over Tucker out of the 2,700 of 
upward of 200 votes. Now, of these defective ballots which were 
burned at the several precincts, hardly one-third of the total num- 
ber of ballots that were rejeoted at other , we allow Mr. 
Yost a gain over Tucker of 190 votes. That is to say, we allow 
him nearly as many improperly marked or defective ballots at the 
14 precincts in question as we had allowed at all of the others, at 
the 165 precincts; and I venture to say, what I do not believe can 
be controverted, that in the opinion of the committee, acting on 
strict and harsh rules of law as to the destruction of evidence— 
and I think the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENOR] must 
have been reading from the majority report on yesterday when 
he made reference to this matter—we have given Mr. Yost more 
of the burned ballots than he was really entitled to. 

We throw out Curdsville precinct, and give at that one pre- 
cinct to Yost, the contestant, 90 votes. 

Now, there are a number of other similar cases, many others, 
that I can not stop to consider in tke brief time ining to me. 
They relate to the isolated polling precincts; and im all of them 
we are asked by the contestant to throw out certain votes. There 
is, for instance, the First Ward of the city of Staunton, where it 
is alleged that the ial constable appointed under the law was a 
very wicked individual. He is not a “‘ milk-and-water ” villain as 
he is presented in the brief of the contestant; but we are asked to 
disfranchise all of the voters in that ward because of the miscon- 
duct of this officer. A paper edited by Mr. Yost, a very able 
Republican paper, took occasion when this Mr. West was ap- 
pointed to speak of the high character of the man; and Mr. Yost 
seems only to have discovered that he was a very bad fellow 
indeed when he found he did not view the election law of Vir- 
ginia as Mr. Yost himself did. Wehaveallowed Mr. Yost there— 
or practically I should oo allowed by agreement between 
the parties—a certain number of votes; and the number rejected 
is not materially greater, with reference to the defective ballots 
than was cast in other precincts in the same district. But-we did 
not feel justified in ae 600 voters and ignoring the 
— poll. The evidence did not in our judgment warrant that 
action. 

There is a grave question as to the manner in which the ballots 
were ——_ The gentleman from to [Mr. WALKER] has 
read from the report of the majority that I prepared on that sub- 
ject last summer. There has been no attempt nor have I under- 
taken to condone that action on the part of the me election; 
but the question faces us, and we must decide it: t shall we 
do in that particular case? We found by careful scrutiny of the 
whole record that the probability is, or at least it so eS comer to 
me when I wrote the that in the two counties where that 
ballot was used that the contestee probably lost just as many 
Votes as the contestant by reason of that mode of preparing the 
ballots. If you will notice the name of the contestant printed on 
the ballot “J. Yost,” and re it with other names on the 
same ticket, you will see that it is a very short name, and could 
be easily identified in that manner. A voter would have to be 
able to count if he was told by someone who had voted before 
him in what order the name appeared on the ballot. But he could 
easily see that it was the shortest name on the ticket, and in that 
manner could readily find the name of his candidate on the ballot. 
As a matter of fact, the voters were so instructed. The record 
contains evidence to show the fact that they took this way of des- 
igna that name on the ticket to the ignorant voters, so as to 
enable to vote for the candidate whose name was shortest, 
and thus enable them to cast their ballots for the contestant. The 
contestant himself in his speeches peg te oa the district held 
his right hand and told his audience that there were as many 
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ballots burned before there was.any knowledge as to the result of 


They were burned before there 
officers a brs’ Th offi. 

garded by the election as mere débris. e offi- 

— a - by law to return the ballots. They assumed 
y count; and not 


There are returned here some 


1039 


ters in his name as there were fingers and thumb on that hand, 
thus giving a clear method by which the voter could pick out his 
name from all of the others. 

Now, if this ballot was misleading to anyone, it would be mis- 
leading to the men who could read and write. In other words, 
it would be misleading to most of the Democrats there. The 
name of Mr. Tucker did not have any such distinction in its 
length from the other names upon the ticket. 

The commi could not throw out 5,000 or 3,000 votes reck- 
lessly. These voters had clearly expressed their will according to 
the law. The precinct officers had correctly returned the count. 
There was no principle of law upon which we could disfranchise 
those voters; but we found, as a matter of fact,that it was one of 
those ove devices which had reacted upon its inventors, 
and that the supporters of the contestee probably lost more than 
the supporters af the contestant. That conclusion is verified by 
this consideration: At the recent election, although Mr. Yost 
gained in the rest of the district, as compared with two years ago, 
nearly 1,500 majority, in these two counties, where he had the 
ballot printed this time in plain roman type, he lost at least 300 
majority. This is strongly and powerfully corroborative of the 
finding of the committee on that point. I do not defend those 
election officers, but I think that they would far better be sent to 
the penitentiary than that 3,000 voters of Virginia should be dis- 
franchised. 

Now, Mr. Speaker. I think we ought at this late day to do jus- 
tice by the people of Virginia. We have for years here attempted 
to build up the Republican party in the South by seating this man 
and that man and by patronage; and the result is that they dis- 
play their chief vitality and strength in our national Republican 
conventions, where they generally appear with as many different 
delegations as there are candidates for the Presidency. I say, 
what the Republicans of the South now need is to be treated 
upon robust principles. They have been coddled to the point of 
destruction. But, first and foremost. we should do justice to the 
people of Virgimia. That record clearly shows to my mind that 
the people of the Tenth district are an honest people. And when 
to-day it ap; that they have chosen a Representative in con- 
formity with their laws, we should not be guilty of the partisan 
action of turning him from our doors. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

he SPEAKER. Debateis closed, and the question is first upon 
the resolutions offered by the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 
WALKER] as a substitute for the original resolutions offered by 
the chairman of the committee. The Clerk will first read the 
substitute. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That H. St. George Tucker was not elected a Representative to 
the Fifty-fourth Congress from the Tenth district of Virginia, and is not en- 
titled to the seat. 

Resolved, That. J. Yost was duly elected as a Representative from the Tenth 
Congressional district of Virginia to the Fifty-fourth Congress, and is en- 
titled to the seat. 


The SPEAKER. The resolutions just read have been offered 
as a substitute for the resolutions which the Clerk will now read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Jacob Yost was not elected a Representative in the Fifty- 
fourth Congress from the Tenth Congressional district of the State of Vir- 
ginia, and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That H. St. George Tucker was duly elected a Representative in 
the Fifty-fourth Congress from the Tenth Congressional district of the State 
of Virginia, and is entitled to a seat therein. 


The SPEAKER. The question is first u 
The question being taken, Mr. THomas 


m the substitute. 
emanded the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 119, nays 127, 
not voting 109; as follows: 


YEAS—119. 
Aitken, Clark, Mo. Hager, Lacey, 
Anderson, Connolly. Hainer, Nebr. Lefever, 
Andrews, . Cook, Wis Halterman, Leighty, 
sans Crowther Hardy, Lewis, 
A wood, Curtis, lowa Harris, Linney, 
Avery, Curtis, Kans. Henry, Ind. Linton, 
Babcoc Danford, Hepburn, Long, 
Baker, N. H. Daniels, Hermann, Marsh, 
Barney, De Witt, Howard, Martin, 
Bartholdt, Dovener, Howe, McCleary, Minn. 
Belknap, Ellis, Hubbard, McClure, 
Bishop, Fairchild, Huling, McLachlan, 
Boutelle, Faris, Hull, Miller, Kans. 
Bowers, Fenton, Hunter, Mitler, W. Va. 
Brumm, Fischer, Hurley, Milnes, 
Bull, Foote, Hyde, Minor, Wis. 
Burrell, Foss, Johnson, Cal Mitchell, 
Burton, Mo. Gamble, Johnson, Ind Morse. 
Burton, Ohio Gibson, Johnson, N. Dak. Moazley, 
Calderhead, grat ee . _ army, 
Cannon. rou ir ick, Vorthway, 
Chickering, Grow, Knox, jon, 
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Perkins, Spalding, Tayler, Werner, Mr. Eppy with Mr. Wooparp. 

Prince Sperry, orp, ilber, Mr. SETTLE with Mr. Bartlett of New York. 
Reeves, Stahle, Tracey, Wilson, N. ¥. . 

Rinaker, Stephenson, Treloar, Wood, Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Sora. 

Royse, Stewart, Wis. Updegraff, Woodman, Mr. WiLu1aM F, ALDRICH with Mr. CrowLEy. 
ces. . Sas Ven Verthis, woe Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. STaLLinas. 

: ng, rode, Nebr. an Voor ri * ‘ : 
ioe, —Cti(‘éremaz Walker, Va. . we RANEY. Mr. Gpecker, I am  palved. with my colleague 

r. JOY. e were present, he would vo yea,” and I woul 
NAYS—127. » , 
vote ‘‘nay. 

Abbott, Draper, Maddox Sayers, s MAS. ki Speake ask reca i 
Acheson, Ellett, McCall, Mass. rae a THO Mr r, I for a pitulation of the 
Adams. " Erdman McClellan, Shafroth, . ; 3 
Allen, Miss. Fitzgerald, McC jreary, Ky Shannon, The SPEAKER. The Clerk will recapitulate the vote. 
Arnold, Pa. race, ¥ ae ’ een, The vote was recapitulated. 
Rartintt a aoe mith Tit Mr. ATWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to have my vote recorded, 

’ Ga. ’ , 8 , . 
Bell, Tex Griswold, McLaurin, Southard. The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall of the House 
or. ae — Southwick, at the time when his name should have been called, listening, and 
Black, chen. Meyer, aa failed to hear it? The Chair so understands. 
Blue, Hendrick, Miles, Strait, mi mney pe sir. 

ner, enry, Conn. b ulzer, : “ ” 
a ea Beata Se Ee ree at be rete Ten 
Buck, Hooker, Newlands, Taft, a . to « ~ . ’ y vo om 
Clardy, Hulick, Odell, Talbert, ea by, 2 
Clarke, Ala. —, Ogden, ree. he SP’ R. The gentleman's name will be called. 

, ’ ’ The name of Mr. THOMAS was called, and he voted “‘nay.” 
Cockrell, Kendal Overstree Thomas, :  . 
Godding. Kerr, I, Parker, Sewns, Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote just 
— —_— a fe ee 
Cooper, Fla. Latimer, Phillips, —— Mr. RICHARDSON. It has not been announced yet. 

Goo er, Tex. Lawson, Pitney, Wadsworth, The — of the — was then announced as above recorded. 
riiss, n, oole, anger, ; } s i j 
Cowen, Leisenring, Powers, Wastin, oa OMAS r. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote just 

Gris} —- Quige Williams Mr. HEPBURN. I move that the House adj 
Pp, ster, , Ss, . . 6 riouse ourn. 
Cummings, Little, urn, Wilson, Idaho 
= Y | Bick nn Wilson SO. _ Mr. THOMAS. And I also move that the House do now ad- 
nny, Loud, Robertson, La. journ. 
kery, Loudenslager, Rusk, The SPEAKER. The Chair will put the question as presented 
NOT VOTING—100. by the —o from Michigan, who moves that the vote be 
Aarich, Ts Dayton, ee a ga Mr. MCCALL of Massachusetts. I to lay that moti 
Aldrich, W.F. —_ Dingley, Kem, Settle, . o jase move y motion on 
Aldrich, Til Dinamore, Kul g Shaw, as ge : a 
en, olliver, er, ord, . THOMAS. tha use journ. 
—. a TO ire, Seth The SPEAKER. To guiuaen ion on [Mr. Hersurn) 
Baker, Ma. Evans, Meohany, Borg, nee that the House adjourn. 
Bankhead, owler, Mahon, neer, e question was taken. © 
a ae - ao i oe The SPEAKER. The Chair is in‘doubt. 
Bartlett, N.¥. Griffin, McMillin, ° Stewart. N.J. The House divided; and there were—ayes 109, noes 119. 
ach, Grosvenor, McRae, tone, W. Mr. GIBSON. The yeas and nays. 
Singhow, Hall” Milliken. Cn Raa The yeas and nays were ordered 
’ en ulloway, . . 
powuen, Hanly, Miner, N. ¥. Tawney” The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 121, 
rom well, Harmer, Mondell, Tracewell, not voting 122; as follows: 
us, Hatch, Money, Tucker, 
Sitti: feet  ferphy Watson, ied” wanes 
Clark, lowa Hemenway, Noonan, Watson, Ohio ——. pee. x de, oun Pitney, 
Colson, Henderson, Qwens, . Andrews, ; Sohnecn, Ind. ae 
Cooper, Wis. cks, Payne, te, Apsley, Pairchila Johnson, N-Dak. Rinakei 
Cousins, ilborn, Pearson, illis, ‘Avery. vere, Kirkpatrick, er, 
Crowley, = a Wilson, Ohio boock, enton, Lacey R Conn. 

P, Oop. Z * , 

i, Raney, er, N. HL Lefever, Sauerhering, 

Caleeceen. ne a oe Foote, ; Leighty, Smith, OL 

ii, Hutcheson, Robinson, Pa. op, 


So the substitute was not agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: 





Until further notice: 
Mr. DInGLEY with Mr. McMILLIn. 
Mr. Hirt with Mr. McRAg. 
Mr. TRACEWELL with Mr. Russe. of Georgia. 
Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. Miner of New York. 
Mr. Hany with Mr. Moszs. 
Mr. Pues with Mr. Money. 
For this day: 
Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. CULBERSON. 
Mr. WIson of Ohio with Mr, DINSMORE, 
On this question: 
Mr. Payne with Mr. CaTCHINGs. 
Mr. Dayton with Mr. BREWSTER. 
Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. MEREDITH. 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
Mr. Manon with Mr. Hicks. 
Mr. Low with Mr. OwEns. 
Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. 
Mr. MoNDELL with Mr. Doo.LirrTLe. 
Mr. Hurr with Mr. SPENCER. 
Mr. Raney with Mr. Joy. 
Mr. DaLzELL with Mr. Wruuiam A. STONE, 
Mr. SuLLOWayY with Mr. HutcHEson. 
. HiLBoRN with Mr. Maauire. 
. COOPER of Wisconsin with Mr. Kup. 
Mr. Crump with Mr. SHaw. 
Mr. Truman H. Aupricu with Mr. Hat, 
Mr. Brirauam with Mr. Surrx of Michigan, 










rson, 
Colson, Hicks, 

usins, illis 

: Wilson, Ohio 

— or fs Bee 
Caren ae ¥.  -- Hobingon, Pa = ” 
Dayton, or Joy, Russell, 

So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 

The following additional was announced: 


Mr. VAN Vooruis with Mr. Smurpciys, on this question. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. McCaLt] to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 118, noes 98. 

Mr. THOMAS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 120, nays 104, 
not voting 181; as follows: 
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YEAS—120. 
Abbott, Denny, Little, Reyburn, 
Aan Draper, F Loud, Seay La. 
x % Rusk, 
Arnold, Pa. Erdman, a Sayers, 
Fisch » Mass. 
Balley gcher,,, McCall, Mam, Geranton, 
Bell, Tex. foher, M , Ky. Shannon, 
Be Griswold, McDearmon, Smith 
; Ewan, Southwi 
Blue, Hart, pe § > 
Boatner, Meiklejohn, Stokes, 
erick, Hendrick, ercer, Strait, 
Gla ly ie . Mane” | 
Cae, , Halick’ Newlands, bert, 
y w 
Cockrell, qjonking, aa Tate, 
Codding, ones, en, rry, 
Coffin, K ‘ T 
Soom ue — Parker, Serner, Ga. 
. Sal Kleberg, Pa rner, Va. 
Cohen’ Kyle, Pendleton, ler, 
Latimer, ps, adsworth, 
ores, jaweon, Pitney, Wanger, 
; ot Powers, Williams, 
Leonard, : Oo 
De Lester, Quigg, Wilson, 8. ©. 
NAYS—1. 
Aitken, Danf Grou 
Anderson, Burtell, Dall ae 
aan — Ukio ee Hainer, Nebr. 
Abwosd, Calderhead, F tern 
Avery, Cannon, Fairchild, y; 
Bek Clark, Mo. Faris, Hepburn, 
Baker, N. H. Connolly, Fenton, Hermann, 
Belay, ney, Cook, is. — Ho w ard, 
owe, 
Bou Gertie Kens Gibacns Hulings” 
- Brumm, Daisell, Graff, Hull, 





NOT VOTING—18L 


Fy. Dolliver, Knox, Settle, 
. BF. itl, Kulp, haw, 
Aerie, Di. dy, Linton, Shuford 
Allen, a . Ev Lorimer, Simpkins, 
Arnol Fowler, Ww, Skinner, 
Baker, G: er, ire, Smith, Mich. 
Baker, Md. Gillett, Mass. M y; Sorg 
Bankh wyn, Mahon, Southard, 
Bar Marsh, Spencer, 
Barrett, Grosvenor, McCall, Tenn. Sperry. 
Barthold Hadley, McCormick, Stahle, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Hall eMillin, Stallings, 
Beach Hanly, cRae, teele, 
, Colo. Harmer, Meredith, Stewart, N. J. 
Bi Hi Milliken, Stone, W. A. 
Bowers, Hatch, iner, N. Y¥. Strowd, N. 0. 
Brewster. Heatwole, ondell, Sulloway, 
Bromwell, Heiner, oney, Tawney, 
Brosius, Hemenway, Moody, Tracewell, 
Brown, Henderson, Morse, Tucker, 
Cate’ Henry, Ind. Moses, Van Voorhis, 
Chicke’ Eb Hicks, werpay: Walker, Mass. 
Olark, Iowa Hilborn, Noonan, Watson, Ind. 
Colson, Wis. Hits, Qvesatrest, ean Otto 
Cooper, opkins, wens, ellington, 
Cousins, Howell, Payne, Wheeler, 
Crowley, uff earso White, 
Crump, Hutcheson, Pickler, Willis, 
bey a Byde, Pugh, Wilson, Ohio 
= » A =o nson, Ind. Raney, wore. 
n, oy, y; man, 
Pingiey, e Robinson, Pa. Yoakum. 
efer, Russell, Ga. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table, 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

On this question: 

Mr. Hype with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. Knox with Mr. Yoakum. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. Henry of Indiana. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. GruLett of Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 120 and the 
nays are 104. The ayes have it, and the motion to reconsider is 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, is it now, in this stage of the 
proceedings, competent to move that the whole subject of the 
contested-election case now pending be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Elections No. 3? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the proper form would be 
that the pending resolutions be recommitted to the committee 
with instructions, if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I now move that the resolutions be recom- 
mitted to the committee of which the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. McCaLu] is chairman. 

Mr. BAILEY. . Speaker, I submit that the motion to re- 
consider having been laid upon the table, it is not now competent 
by any motion to bring the question of Mr. Yost’s right to the 
seat again before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider having been laid 
upon the table, the question before the House is on the resolutions 
originally presen by the committee. Those resolutions the 
gentleman from Iowa {[Mr. HepsBuRN]} moves to recommit. 

Mr. BAILEY. Those resolutions can be recommitted, but the 
gentleman said he moved to recommit the whole case. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair suggested to the gentleman 
from Iowa that that was not the proper form, but that he could 
move to recommit the resolutions either with or without instruc- 
tions; not the resolutions which have been rejected as a substi- 
tute, but the resolutions reported by the committee, and which 
are now before the House. The question before the House is 
whether the resolutions reported by the committee shall be adopted 
or rejected; and now the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
moves that they be recommitted to the committee. 

The question being taken on the motion to recommit, the Speaker 
declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 13, noes 115. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I make the point that no quorum has voted, 

The SPEAKER. That point is overruled. The motion to roe 
commit is rejected. The question is on the resolutions. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the committee res- 
olutions, the Speaker declared the ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. HEPBURN. 1 ask for a division. 
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The House divided; and there were—ayes 115, noes 7. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point that no quorum 
has voted. If the gentleman makes the point that no quorum is 
present, the fact will have to be ascertained. 






































Mr. HEPBURN. I make the point that no quorum is present. ne 
After a count, the Speaker announced 150 members present— | Dolliver, 
not a quorum. haa 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the | Evans, 
yeas and nays. pucenea, _ ot 
Mr. HEPBURN. I move that the House adjourn, Deaben, Schacen, ND. Northway, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from | Foote. Joy, Odell, Tracey, 
Iowa to move to adjourn, which is in order. Naw —_. Sees Treloar, 
The question being taken on the motion to adjgurn, it was | Gardner Kirkpatrick, atee. Bate we 
rected. A ele Ss 
The SPEAKER. A call of the House will be considered as oo a gg wP, bo aang an 
ordered; the Sergeant-at-Armé will close the doors and the Clerk | G¢imw> oa Poa ve 
will call the roil, and members will answer in two ways, yea or | Griswold, Lo ' Raney, Watson, Ind. 
nay upon the question and “present” on the roll call, and the | Grosvenor, Low. Be ae Watson, 
Sergeant-at-Arms will bring in absentees. ven Melony. oe 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Is the | Hadley, Mahon, Royse, White, 
uestion now upon the resolution of the committee that Mr. | Hall. Sane. Saeschictnn, Wilber, 
hacker is entitled to his seat? Is that to be voted upon? i - McCormih Settle, Wilson, N. ¥ 
The SPEAKER. The question to be voted on is the adoption | Hardy, McLachlan, Shaw, ilson, 
of the resolutions reported by the committee—the resolutions | Harmer, Seaonse, ome we womens. 
which, if adopted, seat Mr. Tucker. mon Mofee sae yomumen, 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. | Heatwole, Meredith, Smith, Mich. 
There are two resolutions? y 7 Heiner, Pa. Miller, Kans. Snover, 


The SPEAKER. There are two resolutions. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is the question divisible? 

The SPEAKER. It would be divisible—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I demand a division of the question. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). But the Chair thinks it is too 
late now, after the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I make the point of order that it is too 


late. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late after the yeas and nays have 
been ordered, as they have been, under the rule. The question 
was put on the two resolutions together, and no division of them 
was asked for. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 118, nays 47, not 
voting 190; as follows: 


So the resolutions reported by the Committee on Elections No. 8 
were ado : 


The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. RENAKER with Mr. McLAvuRIN, on this vote. 

The SPEAKER. On this _— the yeas are 119; the nays 47; 
14 gentlemen are present and not voting. A quorum being pres- 
ent, the resolutions are adopted. In to avoid the possibility 
of mistake, the Clerk will announce the names of gentlemen pres- 
ent, so that if there be any error it may be corrected. 

Tie names of members present and not voting were read, as 
ows: 

Messrs. DALZELL, DanreLs, Grow, Manon, Merepira, Raney, 
STEELE, TUCKER, WILSON of Ohio, BowERs, Foote, AT- 
woop, and MILLER of West Virginia. 





YEAS—118. Mr. BANKHEAD. I was present and desire to be so recorded. 
Abbott, Crisp, | Little, Robertson, La. The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. . He will be 
Seca, Coeeeings, Aeggten, co. marked as present. The report of members and not votin 
‘Allen, Miss. Demy, — Loudenslager, § Scranton, has been read as made up by the Clerk; whether the name o 
Arnold, Pa. Dockery, Maddox Shafroth, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Tucker] should be counted or 
pailey. Desget, McCail. Mass. —— not is not material, as it is not necessary to make up a quorum. 
Bartlett, Ga. oo McCreary,Ky. Smith, fii. Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts, I move to reconsider the vote 
Bell, Tex. Fitzgerald, McCulloch, Southwick, just taken, and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
nnett, Fletcher, ore, Speetanin, the table. 
a, — Meiklejohn, Strait, The latter motion was agreed to. 
lack. Hartinan, Mercer, Sulzer, And then, on motion of Mr. McCa.u of Massachusetts (at 6.30 
9 e mo + Chae. Mins” Taft, p. m.), the House adjourned. 
_ New Tate. 
Bull.” Hutiok, — =a EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
erey: — es eo Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
% Kendall, Patterson, Turner, Va. munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
Soden Bieborg Pati Waar, cr = h A the 
, , A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
Cooper. Fia. tative. Bente vein cnoe ko compennntinn tee Weak, Paneher Cakes Mieetiabene 
per, wson, owers, ence to compensation due W. oucher, 
a po ton _ Wilson, idaho for the northern district of New York—to the Committee on 
Cowen, ge yburn, ; me ge and ordered to be printed. 
Cox, Lester, Richardson, A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
NAYS—47 from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination end survey of 
Andrews, Graff, Leighty, S Horn Island Pass, Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and 
D, Hager, Lewis, Stephenso Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
oe — = a pineey, nome | = A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
Calderhead, Hermann, ; e, Nebr from the Chief of Engineers, rt of examination of the harbor 
Gone ~ poweed, var¥e. at Oyster Bay. New York—to Committee on Rivers and Har- 
Dovenst, Hubbard, Mi bell," Walker, Va. bors, and to be printed. 
1s. uli, ’ > ee 
unter, . 
Gamble, oder Sosean Wright. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
Gibson y; ioe on eam RESOLUTIONS. 
Ors Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. FISCHER, from the Com- 
a. a . Se. mittee on Indian Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the 
Aldrich, W.F. Baker, N. Brewster. Connolly, House (H. R. 866) to for a final settlement with the 
= gy well, Cook, a Naalem band of the tribe of Indians, of , in 
a ee oo So: accordance with a certain ent between the United States 
: Bartholat, Crowley, and the said Indians, dated 6th day of August, 1851, reported 
Arnold, B. I Bartlett, N. Y Burton, Mo. Crowther, the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2588) ; 
are Bell, Golo C =. which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
ck, Bingham, Clark, lowa Curtis, lowa Whole House on the state of the Union. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


clause 2 of en eens 
— from delivered to the Clerk, and 
the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. BLAOK, from the Committee on Pensions: 
ey < bill (H.R. 9681) to increase the pension to Harriet J. Hutter. 
No. 2589. 
(Eke bill (H. z 1378) to pension Lucinda Stone, daughter of 
Revolutionary soldier. (Report No. 2590.) : 
The bill (S. 790) entitled *‘ Am act granting a pension to Mrs. 
Hypolite Huard, of el _— La., widow of Hypolite Huard, 
eceased. (' No. 2592. 
“oy Mr. 'IN, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
S. 1091) entitled ‘‘An act granting an imcrease of pension to 
istiana C. , widow of Walter W. Queen, rear-admiral, 
United States (Report No. 2591.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were imtroduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


avy. 





By Mr. KLEBERG: A bill (H.R. 10092) to. authorize the Corpus. 


Christi and Padre Island Company to import free of duty 
certain materials for the construction of an outer harbor on the 

coast of Texas—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H. R. 10093) ing the serv- 
ct of Cohumbia— 


ice of summons in the justicecourts of the 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 10004) for the purpose ee 
sioning persons in the civil service—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H.R. we create a public 
land commission—to the’ on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOWE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 236) directing the 
Secretary of War to submit estimates for work upon Wallabout 
Channel, New York—to the Committeeon Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 237) to 
furnish the daily ConerEessionaAL ReEcoRD to members of the 

_press, etc.—to the Committee on Printing. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, ee bills of the following titles 
were pe = a - oe Lae - 

By . APSLEY: A bi . R. 10095) to pension! Nancy E. 
Hardy—to the Committee om Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 10096) for the relief of W. M. 
Rhea—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DENNY: A’bill (H. R. 10097) for the relief of M. Low- 
enburg, of Natchez, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 10098) to pension John 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 10099) for the relief of Abraham 
Egbert, jr.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10100) for the relief of George Frey—to the 
Committee on Affairs. 

By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 10101) for the relief of H. D. 
Bonnet—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OWENS: A bill (H. R. 10102) to remove ‘the political 
——- of Col. William E. Simms—to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 10103) for the relief of William 
Plimley, late 1 superintendent of the money-order division 
of the postoflice at New York—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr, STRAIT: A bill (H. R. eee Sone relief of Marcus 
Bain—to the Committee on Military i 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk qui sitevedlanidianen: 
By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of Quaker City , No. 848, 
International Association of ists, favoring Government 
lines—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petitions Friends’ Institute and William H. Je 
and others, all of Philadelphia, Pa., ing for favorable action 
on House bill No.-4566, also Senate No. 1675, to prohibit the 
eon of obscene matter—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Comm 


By Mr. OLD of Rhode Island: Petition of James 0. Nichols 


Post, No. 19, of Rhode Island, Grand Army of the 
Republic, in eat of Gabe liberty and independence—to the 
Committee on Affairs. 

By Mr. : Memorial pra: for the relief of John L. 
Smithmeyer—to the Committee on : 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of James M. _of Somerset, 


Ky., praying for payment forservices during the rebellion—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Richard Wells and 29 others, of 
Phil@lelphia, Pa., asking for favorable action on House bill No. 
4566 and Senate bill No. 1675, to prohibit the interstate transporta- 
tion of obscene matter—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. . 

Mr. HILBORN: Memorial from 68 patentees and owners of 
land within the limits of the Yosemite Park Reservation, Cal., 
praying for relief from the onerous conditions imposed upon 
them—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: Petition of John Berger, of Boonville, 
Mo., to accompany House bill, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINNEY (by request): Petition of the estate of Adam 
Staley, deceased, late of Wilkes County, N. C., praying that his 
war claim be referred to the Conrt of Claims under the Bowman 
Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Thomas Triplett, of Caldwell 
County, N.C., praying that his war claim be referred to the Court 
= Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Resolutions of Washington Camp, 
No. 29, Patriotic Sons of America, of New Jersey, protesting 
— Spanish rule in Cuba and urging speedy action on the part 
of the United Statesin behalfof Cuban independence—to the Com- 
mitteé on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Central Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Camden, N. J., in favor of the of House bill No. 
6119, known as the Phillips bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LOW: Paper of Abraham Egbert, of Company K, Sev- 
enty-fourth New York Infantry, to accompany House bill for his 
relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to remove the charge of 
desertion inst George Frey, of Company D, Fifty-fifth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOZLEY: Petition of citizens of Stoddard County. Mo., 
late members of Missouri volunteers in the war of the rebellion, 
asking for certain pension legislation—to the Committeeon Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. QUIGG: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of William Plimley—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Marcus Bain—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of L. M. Koehler, of Utah, 
favoring a tariff on gilsonite or asphaltum—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. R. Coffyn, of Fayette, Iowa, protesting 
against the — of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class 
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 


SENATE. 


FRIDAY, January 22, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MinBury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. CuLLOM, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a draft of a 
proposed joint resolution to enable the Secretary of the Treasury 
to transfer from the permanent appropriation for expenses of 
Treasury notes, act: of July 12, 1890,to the appropriation for labor 
and expenses of engraving and printing in the Bureauof Engrav- 
ing and Printing the sum of $46,046, for the purpose of meeting 
the demand upon the Treasury of the United States for silver cer- 
tificates and of maintaining the necessary stock of such certifi- 
cates in the reserved vault of his office during the remainder of 
thecurrent fiscal year; which, with the accompanyimg papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
ouse of Representatives upon the bill (H. R. 9638) making appro- 
a for the support of the Army for tbe fiscal year ending 
une 30, 1898, agreeing to the report of the committee of confer- 
ence, es the amendments still in disagreement, and 
— ing % r conference thereon. 
r. E. The Senate has already insisted u 
ments. I move thatit agree to the conference ask 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
ao the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Quay, 
. Haz, and Mr, BLACKBURN were appointed. 


n its amend- 
by the House. 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 9734) to provide an American register for the 
bark E. C. Mowatt, of Philadelphia, Pa., was r twicg, by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 9948) to amend subdivision 10 of section 2238 
and to repeal subdivision 12 of section 2288 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. CAMERON presented the credentials of Boies Penrose, 
chosen by the legislature of Pennsylvania a Senator from that 
State for the term commencing March 4, 1897; which were read, 
and ordered to be filed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CULLOM presented letters in the nature of memorials from 
R. E. Orr, of Evanston; H. P. Beach, of Piper City; J. P. McGrath, 
of Chicago, and the Noncommissioned Officers’ Association, 
Seventh Infantry Illinois National Guard, all in the State of Illi- 
nois, remonstrating against the ratification of the arbitration 
treaty; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented letters,in the nature of petitions, from John V. 
Farwell, of Chicago; James L. Houghtleling, of Chicago; E. G. 
Keith, of Chicago; John H. Wigmore, of Chicago; H. N. Higin- 
botham, of Chicago; Byron L. Smith, of Chicago, and Fran 
McVeagh, of Chicago, all in the State of Illinois; and the petition 
of Josiah Strong, secretary of the National Arbitration Confer- 
ence, of New York City, praying for the ratification of the arbi- 
tration treaty; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 


Relations. 
He also presented the petitions of H. N. Higinbotham, of Chi- 
cago; of Frederick L. Chapman, of Chicago; of H. D. Penfield, 


. of Chicago, and of the United States Heater Company, of Chi q 
all in the State of Illinois, praying for the age of the so- 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which werereferred 
- to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of S. V. Park, publisher of the 
Times, of Joliet, Ill., and the memorial of John & Walter H. 
Cunningham, publishers of the Grump Press, of Grump, IIL, 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relat- 
ing to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of William Clancy, president and 
treasurer of the Lumbermen’s Credit Association, of Chicago, IIL, 
praying for the p e of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GEAR presented a memorial of the Bureau of Credits, com- 
posed of bankers, manufacturers, and jobbers, of Sioux City, Iowa, 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Bailey-George 
bill, to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Norwood Business 
Association, of Norwood, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation placing the consular service under the civil-service 
rules; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Boston, Mass., praying for the ratification of the arbitration 
treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Norwood Business Associa- 
tion, of Norwood, Mass., praying for the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second- mail matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Norwood Business Associa- 
tion, of Norwood, Mass., praying for the appointment of a non- 
partisan tariff commission; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented the petitions of Frank H. Stevens & Co., of 
Marblehead; of H. Grifford, of Abington; of F. A. Smith & Go., 
and of Albert M. Nash, of ge Boh all in the State of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the memorial of Arthur Capper, pub- 
lisher of the To: Mail, of Topeka, Kans. , remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 


Post-Roads. 

Mr. HALE. I present the tions of Isaac A. Loose, professor 
of political science, State University of Iowa; of Benjamin F. 
Shambaugh, assistant professor, State University of Iowa, and 
sundry other petitions from colleges and representatives of various 
newspa in the United States, praying for the publication of a 
new edition of the charters, constitutions, and organic laws of the 
United States. 

I ask that the petitions and the accompanying letters be printed 
as a document and referred to the Committee on Printin: 


g. 
Mr. HOAR. I may be permitted to express to that commi 


through its chairman, who has just presented the tions, 
hope that the committee will ts A angen = an 
for republishing that valuable w including all the more secens 
constitutions, correcting any omissions which may be in it, and 
possibly adding to it the decisions, certainly of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, in regard to the constitutionality of any 
existing State statutes or constitutions. It is a book which all of 
us have occasion to refer to very frequently. It is regarded, I 
know, by historical scholars as among the most im t and 
valuable of our Government publications; but it is nearly twenty 
years old now. 

. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petitions and letters will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, and printed as a document, 
in the absence of objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of the St. Louis Credit 
Men’s Association, praying for the passage of the so-called bank- 
ruptcy bill. I move that the petition lie on the table, and that it 
be printed as a miscellaneous document. 

e motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE presented the memorial of F. A. Dunning, publisher 
of the Dispatch, of Sunshine, Tenn., and a memorial of publishers 
of sundry newspapers, magazines, and periodicals in the United 
States, remonstrating inst the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, relating to second-c mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a letter, in the nature of a me- 
morial, from Warren F. ll, of Franklin, N. H., remonstrat- 
ing — the passage of the so-called Loud bill relating to 
second-class mail matter. I move that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present the letter of George F. Seymour 
bishop of the diocese of Springfield, Ii; of Martin L. De Voge, of 
the University of Michigan; of as W. Gates, president of 
Iowa College, of Grinnell, lowa; of W. P. Johnston, president of 
Geneva College, of Beaver Falls, Pa.; of S. Burnham, dean of the 
Hamilton Theological Seminary, of Hamilton, N. Y., and of 
Louise Imogen Guiney, of Auburndale, Mass., praying for the 

e of the bill now on the Calendar relating to vivisection in 
the District of Columbia. 

I ask that these letters lie on the table and be ordered printed 
in connection with the petition and certain other letters that have 
heretofore been orde a as a document. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Methodist Episcopal 
church of Searsmont, Me., praying for the of Senate bill 
No. 2485, to further — the first day of the week as a day of 
rest in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the labor unions of Lewiston and 
Auburn, in the State of Maine, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation providing better treatment of seamen, and regulating 
their w ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Florence, Ala., praying for the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1498, to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of the Ohio State board of 
commerce, praying for the establishment of a department of 
commerce and manufactures, and that liberal iations be 
made for the improvement of the Ohio River; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of Charles M. Pfeifer & Co., of 


Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the of House bill 
No. 8582, — for the bottling of w at the distillery, 
etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented the memorials of the publishers of the Guern- 
sey Times and the Cambridge Jeffersonian, of Cambridge, Ohio, 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relat- 
ing to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. Edward B. Wilson 


pastor 
of the Methodist Episcopal church of Marlboro, Ohio, and the 


petition of J. W. ver, president of the Young le’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor, praying for the enactment of legislation 
prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquorsin the tol building; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public dings and 


Grounds. 


He also presented petitions of the Chamber of Commerce of 


Cleveland; of Rev. Washington Gladden, pastor of the First Con- 


Fre tional Church, of Columbus; of Sylvester F. Scovel, of the 
versity of Wooster, Wooster, Ohio; and of W. A. Mahony, of 
Columbus, all in the State of Ohio, pra 
the arbitration treaty with England; w 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 


for the ratification of 
were referred to the 
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ted the petitions of the First National Bank of 
Plin .oo on, the Walding, Kinnan & 
, the 


He also 
Toledo, of the 
Marvin Company, lds, Lee & Co. Simmons Boot and Shoe 
Company, and B. A. Stevens, of Toledo; of Ford, Eaton & Co., 
of Cincinnati; the Hasseret Com , of Cleveland; of McGowan 
Bros., of Steubenville; the McKeehan-Hiestand Grocery Com- 

y, of Hillsboro; of Herbert K. Caskey, of Youngstown, and of 
Boceme B. Kerper, of Dayton, all in the State of Ohio, praying 
for the passage of the so-called Lond bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALLEN ted three memorials from Warner Starr, pub- 
lisher of the Alien News, of Allen, Nebr., remonstrating inst 
the of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 


Offices and Post-Roads. - : 
Mr. TURPIE. I present the petition of LeGrand Byington, of 
ld and silver bullion now 


Iowa City, Iowa, praying that all the 

in the Treasury be coi into stan money, to make the silver 
dollar coined by the United States the exact equal of the gold dol- 
lar, to open the mints for the unlimited coi of both metals, 
and to take from the national banks the right and privilege of 
issuing circulating notes. 

The petition contains a elaborate scheme for the renova- 
tion of the financial system of the United States. I ask its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Finance, and earnestly hope that it will 
receive careful consideration at their hands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


INDEPENDENCE OF CUBA. 


Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I wish to give notice that on 
Monday next, immediately after the completion of the ordinary 
routine business of the morning hour, I shall move to take up the 
joint resolution reported by the senior Senator from Pennsylvania 
|Mr. CaMERON] from the Committee on ome Relations, pro- 
viding for the recognition of the Republic of Cuba by the Congress 
of the United States, and I shall at that time, by the courtesy of 
the Senate, submit some remarks upon that subject. 

1 trust that at this time I may be allowed to state that three 
weeks ago in the newspapers appeared a very formal utterance of 
the honorable Secretary of State in regard to the right and author- 
ity of to deal with the question of recognition. There 
was not at that time, and is not now, any communication from 
Congress pending before the President, and there could have been 
none in the Department of State, upon that question. This utter- 
ance, therefore, we treated as obiter dictum of the Secretary. 
There was nothing before him; there could have been nothing 
before him, calling for a deliverance upon that subject. It is 
obiter dictum of the most crude, the most swift, and the most 
voluntary character. It is an instance, too, of moliter manus 
imposuit in the manner of that celebrated schoolmaster of dntiq- 
uity, Orbilius, who caused a whole audience of pupils to tseenbie 
— word in terrorem, with a threatened menace of future disci- 
pline. 


This, however, we were di to over as a mere inad- 
vertence, inco: uential. is morning, however, I see in the 
ne , who have in some way become messengers between 
the executive d ent and Congress, and I do not disparage 
the messengers—I see in the newspapers this morning that there 
has been a compact entered into between the present incumbent 
in the office of Secretary of State and the future premier of the 
new Administration in relation to this same subject, and the bar- 
gain includes the provision that there shall be no action of Con- 
gress on the question during the present session. 

_ Allow me to state that this manner of managing foreign rela- 
tions is in my judgment unconstitutional, and a violation of the 
comity existin ways heretofore existing—between the legisla- 
tiveand execu en a ane of the Government. Not but what 
such compacts have made heretofore. One was made by Mr. 
Canning and his predecessor to the same effect. But, Mr. i- 
dent, it was not published in the newspapers until after Mr. Can- 

ae out eee oe tees cones question, which was two 
years ie compact n upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. TURPIE. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. _ I have not been able to hear what was said 
by the Senator from Indiana, but I am told that he refers to aslip 
printed in the papers in which it is alleged that there has been a 
conference between Secretary Olney and myself in respect to 
Cuba, and an expression of opinion. I wish to say to him that 
there is not the slightest foundation for that statement. I have 
had no conversation with Mr. Olney Lo the subject, and I cer- 
tainly would not have conversation with him in respect to a sub- 

pending here unless it was done to obtain information from 


that ent. There has been no conversation between us at 
all about the subject-matter. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There has been no expression of opinion. 

Mr. TURPIE. I do not say that I am bound to take the state- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio. I say more, I am very glad to 
take the statement of the Senator from Ohio. I am very glad to 
hear tlfat there has been no such compact. But, sir, the Senator 
from Ohio will not state but that some action here is necessary to 
dissipate unfounded rumors of the character I have named. I do 
not think the honorable Senator will say that next Monday is an 
inopportune time to discuss these questions. Whatever may be 
the difference of opinion among Senators as to the recognition of 
the independence of Cuba, I hope there is no Senator here who is 
not in favor of our own independence as a coordinate branch of 
the Government. 

THE ARBITRATION TREATY. 


Mr. HOAR. I present a petition of the Boston Chamber of 
Commerce, praying for the ratification of the arbitration treaty 
with England. I do not know whether the petition should be 
presented in executive session or in open session. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not see any reason why such petition 
should not be presented in open session. I presented letters on 
the subject a few minutes ago. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. I should like to be al- 
lowed to observe, if I may have consent, on the question of refer- 
ence, that a great many of the very wisest and best men of all 

rties in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, clergymen, mem- 

rs of business organizations, and highly esteemed private citi- 
zens, are writing letters to their Senators and also making public 
utterances, urging the very prompt and speedy ratification of the 
yocpeees ag os | with Great Britain. I suppose there is no mem- 

rof this y—if there be any member, certainly there is no 
Senator from Massachusetts—who does not hail with great satis- 
faction, as one of the great public events of the century, the nego- 
tiation of such a treaty and the prospect of its ratification, as 
tending to peace, as tending to do away with the necessity for 
large standing armies, and as tending to strengthen the bonds of 
friendship and good will not only between this country and Eng- 
land, but among all civilized nations. 

But with all respect, it seems to me that these gentlemen forget 
that this is a treaty still in progress of negotiation; that the Sen- 
ate of the United States is a part of the treaty-making power of 
this country; that its action is a part of the diplomatic action of 
the United States, and that it is very poor diplomacy when we are 
still engaged in such a negotiation with England, and the action 
of this country is still inchoate, to have earnest, eloquent, heated, 
impatient utterances coming from the pulpit, the press, and the 
colleges, and all urging immediate action upon the diplomatic 
representatives of the United States. 

f it should turn out that there is some undisclosed, some unin- 
tended advantage to Great Britain or disadvantage to us in a pro- 
posed treaty, which both sides would be disposed to correct before 
the matter becomes final and out of our power, how is it possibie 
to obtain due consideration of our rights or desire from Great 
Britain if there is a great storm and tempest of public sentiment 
excited in favor of the instant ratifying of the treaty asit is? If 
Mr. Olney should himself, after getting that constitutional advice, 
or if the President of the United States, to whom it is the sworn 
duty of the Senate to give it, should say, “I would like to have 
the treaty modified in this particular,” is the Marquis of Salisbury” 
to be armed with the reply, ‘‘ Why, all over the United States your 
people are clamoring for it as it is; you do not represent your 
country or your country’s interest.” 

I hold that this meddling with important diplomacy by angry 
and impassioned utterances of this kind is infinitely mischievous 
and foolish. While, so far as Iam at present advised, there will 
not be likely to be found a man on the continent more in sympa- 
thy with the great public object of promoting peace upon earth 
and good will to men, I wish to enter my protest against this 
method of constantly meddling with our diplomatic procedure by 
sermon or professor’s lecture. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to say a word about 
this matter. No one will more heartily support the general ideas 
contained in the treaty referred to and in congratulations not only 
to the ple of the two great nations immediately concerned, but 
to all the world. The time has come when nations may quietly, 
seriously, and earnestly provide against the contingency of war 
so far as it can be provided against. 

In respect to this treaty the committee to whom it was referred, 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, took it up. It was read; 
but it was thought on the whole that it was a treaty of great im- 
gone, and that it might possibly, if carefully studied, be found 

affect objects that are not desirable by either country and create 
controversies which do not now exist. It was, therefore, put over 
for a time and read again; it was considered; and on Monday 
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next, by an arrangement in the committee, it is to be acted upon 
definitely. As to what the result will be I have no doubt. It is 
not proper for me to communicate what the committee will do, 
but it will give to the treaty immediate consideration, as immedi- 
ate as the time within which it should be considered, but full 
consideration and deliberation, with a careful review of eg 
treaties which it might affect. We will no doubt act upon it an 
report it, as I said, on Monday next. . 

I have received by the score from all parts of the country tele- 
grams and letters, seeming to imply that we are ene oe the 
treaty, and defeating a great object of public desire. ere is no 
such purpose on the part of any member of the committee, and no 
inclination to postpone it, further than to give it full and careful 
consideration to see that it accomplishes the object sought. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio 
about how long this treaty was under consideration between the 
Secretary of State and Lord Salisbury? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am not able to state positively, but it has 
been for a long time considered, and it is certainly very foolish to 
complain of the Senate for not acting immediately upon a treaty 
which has been under discussion at least a year or two, and per- 
haps longer. Indeed, the subject-matter of the treaty has been 
in discussion in previous Cabinets, and Mr. Gresham at least took 
a very active part in the origination of the treaty, or the principle 
involved. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senate will kindly — me, I wish to 
say one additional word. This matter has been under considera- 
tion between the Governments for more than twenty years, direct] 
or indirectly. There was a very interesting speech of Mr. Glad- 
stone on the subject, where he expressed himself in opposition to 
the principle of international arbitration altogether, nearly twenty- 
five years ago in the Houseof Commons. There wasa deputation 
of English members of the House of Commons over here, who re- 
ceived a public banquet in Boston, some ten or twelve years ago, 
bringing with them a request of the majority of the English House 
of Commons for the negotiation of such a treaty or such a princi- 
ple, which was responded to very generally in this country. I 
think that the diplomatic discussion between Great Britain and 
the present Administration has been going on more than a year. 
The Senator from Ohio will correct me if I am wrong. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It goes back to Mr. Gresham’s time. 

Mr. HOAR. The idea of saying to the Senate of the United 
States, If you do not dispose of such a thing in twenty-four hours 

ou are to have the spurs jammed into your side, I think, is one 
to be repelled. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, what are we going to do about it? 
I do not know whether we have as much right to complain of the 
interest manifested by the public in the pulpit or the press, as the 
Senator from Massachusetts says, as of their indifference, if such 
indifference existed, to a matter of —_ public importance, in- 
volving, as many think, the welfare of humanity and the progress 
of civilization. 

I agree with the Senator from Massachusetts that intemperate 
zeal and intemperate criticism of the Senate is out of place, and 
lacks the propriety, perhaps, which would belong to the public 
discussion of great questions. But we can not remedy that. I 
do not think that anyone here will be forced out of his own sense 
of propriety in dealing with a great question by such intemperate 
zeal or even intemperate criticism. But as I do not see how we 
are to remedy this matter, I do not see why we should complain. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me one moment, though 
perhaps [ have already spoken more than I ought on the matter, 
when the Senator asks what we are going to do about it, I think 
we are going to point ont to the very excellent, worthy, and well- 
meaning men who are doing this that the matter is still in the 
course of diplomatic discussion between the two countries, and 
that it is unwise for them to affect the diplomacy by such earnest 
expressions. And when we have pointed it out to them they will 
see it themselves, and will desist. 

Mr. GRAY. I think the Senate of the United States will per- 
form its duty and act with due deliberation, as it ought, upon a 
question so momentous as this, whether the intemperate criticism 
or unwise criticism of its action ceases or not. Ido not differ 
from a great deal that the Senator from Massachusetts has said, 
but I do not know how we are to correct what he considers 
worthy of correction in either the pulpit or the press. I rather 
rejoice in the interest which is being taken by the people of the 
United States as manifested both through the pulpit and the press 
upon this important matter. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I only want to say one word, 
and that is in accord with the statement by the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. I think there have been three 
meetings of the committee since the treaty came in. It was read 
at the first meeting of the committee and laid over until the sec- 
ond meeting. Some znembers of the committee were not present 
at the second meeting, and it went over to another meeting. 


There has certainly been no whatever on the part of 
the Committee on Foreign to delay the 
that it de th oo ine ao aoae, it favorabl vf 
i e proper 0 to report ; 
But I wanted 40 any eapecially thu in, this eoulstng ‘ewe dies 


not ap to be a unanimous i t the treaty should be 
ratified as it is. In the letters from prominent of my 
own State presented this morning, a part of them are in favor of 


immediate favorable action upon the treaty; others are opposed to 
the treaty. So it does not seem to me that it is an unreasonable 
thing for the Committee on Foreign Relations to take such time 
as they deem for the consideration in the committee of 
the treaty before it comes into the Senate. 

So far as I am concerned, I believe in the proposition, 
but I am unwilling to vote for a treaty that is so extcusive in its 
scope as that is until I feel certain myself that I am doing a thing 
that is in the interest of the American people as well as of the 
world. The United States is somewhat a new country compared 
with Great Britain. We occupy a relation to the world a little 
different from that of Great Britain. All that I desire is to be 
certain, before we act favorably upon it, that it is not tying us up 
in such a way that we may find it hereafter to be something that 
we did not expect we were doing when we did it. When I am 
satisfied on that point I am senty es vote for it, but not before. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, lam aware that this debate is pro- 
ceeding by unanimous consent, and I merely wish to say a single 
word in reference to what has been said about the treaty. lam 
extremely glad that my colleague [Mr. Hoar] has said what he 
has about it, because, in my judgment, there is a great deal of mis- 
understanding in reference to it. A great many persons are writ- 
ing and telegraphing to me and other Senators, under the impres- 
sion apparently that the treaty of arbitration is being improperly 
aon - nea tha: I entirely with everything tha 

t me say first that I agree most enti wi t 
my colleague has said so well, both as to Eoaeeneniome 
position of the Senate in regard to it. This matter of international 
arbitration between England and the United States has been under 
general discussion for many years. This i wet iy oe a 
in progress between Mr. Olney and the uis of y for 
nearly a year. For nearly a they have at work as ex- 
perts framing the clauses of that treaty. It has not been ten days 
in the Senate. We only got the last Tuesday. The Secre- 
tary of State only appeared before Foreign Relations Commit- 
tee on Wednesday. The committee has but just succeeded in 

i information. 


getting the necessary 
This is a treaty of the most far-reaching import. Whilst we all 
agree, I think, as to the principles involved, as to the 


value of the purposes sought, there is oubted tas 
to the meaning and intent of some of the provisions of the treaty. 
It is no service to the cause of arbitration or to the cause of peace 
between nations to make an arbitration treaty which shall develop, 
pecays oe 0 7 Se Se ee ee nee 
which would lead to its immediate denunciation and abrogation. 
Such an event would set back the whole plan of arbitration for 
years to come, 

The Senate under the Constitution is charged with the duty of 
ratifying treaties. If that means anything, it means that it should 
—— consideration. It does not mean that 
t should ratify anything which comes from the State Department 
without considering the detail If we were to do so, we should, 
in my opinion, be ee ee are grave differences 
of opinion as to whether, under this treaty, a great question of 
national policy, which has been our policy for years, like the Mon- 
roe doc ,is involved or not. There are also questions i 
to the Nicaraguan Canal, which we now have ina bill under 
debate in the Senate. These are not questions which the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations or the Senate can 
or three days, w. it has 

treaty many months to arrive at the conclusions which they have 


I am very glad, Mr. President, that wT has stated, 

not only what I know to be his attitude and mine os om a 

principle of the treaty, but what I believe to be the gen- 

eral attitude of the Senate, and 

the circumstances under which that trea 

; del me bem tae Goceatled. Sapien ieee: 
any delay, the comm 

information and in the consideration of that treaty, with unusual 


rapidity. 
HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have cuca 
to hear of the prevalence of an opinion that the United or 


the Senate at least, is not fri to arbitration and to . 
Lord Russell, in a very notable oration aes 


deli 
can Bar Association on the 30th of August last, called attention 
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' feel like voting for arbitration of national honor, or 
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United States has been a party, while Great Britain, with ten 
times as much of entanglements with foreign countries, has en- 
in but twenty. 

OF a dane + fact is that during a year and more we have 
been, with so much zeal as to frighten some of those very gentle- 
men, endeavoring to the magnificent monarchy Great 
Britain to arbitrate an old quarrel with the weak Republic of 
Vv 


enezuela. 
Mr. SEWELL. I am giad the Senatorfrom Massachusetts i 
Hoar] has bro t the matter before the Senate and s his 
view. My mail been loaded down for some time with letters 
favoring the passage of this measure and speedy action being taken 
upon it. I trust that the Committee on Foreign Relations will take 
enough time to find out the scope of this treaty. I do not 
that be concealed in this _— 

f territory, or the question ma con 

of arbitration of our rights in the Nicaraguan Canal under the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty, which we all supposed was violated by the 
settlement at Balize. All these questions may be contained in 
the treaty, and it may be more likely to give us trouble than if we 
did not have an arbitration treaty. Therefore [ trust the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations will take all the time which is neces- 


_ sary to examine this question, so that the members of the Senate 


eee 


may know fully what is contained in the treaty. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I see very little necessity for 
a republic adopting any policy of arbitration which would prevent 
it from obeying the first and most imperious demands of its people 
on any great question. I think the Senate has on too many occa- 
sions yielded to public clamor and passed measures which have not 
been beneficial to the country, and which many Senators un- 
doubtedly regret to-day. A matter of such vast importance as 
this must necessarily require time and consideration. 

I do not see how any treaty can be which will be equally 
beneficial to us and to Great Britain. I do not think we are on 
equal terms with her in making an international agreement of any 
kind. The first difficulty which meets us is the umpire cr the 
officer who is to appoint the ——— They have all the advantage 
of us in that regard. It must be remembered that Europe is a 
family of states, of monarchies. Their sovereigns are all related 
by blood, as well as by interest, and they necessarily have biases 
against a republic. In all questions ari under this treaty a 
Euro must necessarily be the arbiter. ere is no other way 
of fixing it; and, however conscientious he may be, he will neces- 
sarily be governed by his surroundings. I do not believe that 
America, isolated as she is, with all her vast interests, is in a con- 
dition to enter into a general treaty of arbitration with Great 
Britain, covering a vast number of questions, on any terms. I do 
not believe such a treaty can be framed; at all events it should 
receive the gravest consideration, because their interests are so 
distinct from ours. Their prejudices are against our institutions, 
and they would start out with a bias — us. I do not see any 
way of forming a tribunal which could do us justice in questions 
of a political nature—and territorial questions are always of a 
political nature—submitted to such a tribunal. It seems to me 
chimerical to talk about having arbitration with Great Britain cov- 
ering all our differences, when we have differences on the north 
and on the south, when Great Britain is continuing to prepare to 
enforce her demands with a line of fortifications, or other naval 
stations largely and strongly fortified, from Newfoundland to 
the Isthmus, and large fortifications and naval stations on the 
Pacific, with a navy which she has, since the treaty was sent in, 
made large preparations to increase in a most extravagant man- 
ner. While she is doing that, while she is making those prepara- 
tions, we ought not to get into any ——— alliances where she 
would have an excuse to coerce us, if she the power. 

_It will be observed that in case no arbitration can settle a ques- 
tion it is provided in the treaty that neither party shall take any 
hostile action until the question has been submitted to one or 
more foreign powers to obtain their friendly intercession, to secure 
their friendly offices. If it is a territorial question, it will take a 
year or two to get it before the arbitrators, and then six months 
or & year or more will be required before the friendly power can 


be-consulted. In the meantime Great Britain takes ion, 
as she always does, and her ion is ripening into title. See 
to 


how it was in regard There we bought the land 
according to ancient and well-known boundaries. Gold mines 
were discovered. Citizens of Great Britain went upon them; she 
jestatnaainn = carries the mails dog and a 
urisdiction. Pending a long negotiation, ich may sev- 
eral years, great changes might take place in the status of the 
parties, eam Isthmus we see the ual reaching out 
of Great Britain 


L to wcquire rights which embarrass us and in 
which delay may be very dangerou.. That machinery of delay, 
in case of a territorial dispute, I think is sufficient ground for the 


treaty ha serious consideration, and I hope it will have it. 
Mr. MORGAN I oth 
here desires 
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by the Senator from Nevada, he will be cut off from the oppor- 
tunity of doing so if he has any t for the rules of the Senate, 

Mr. STEWART. I thought there had been great freedom exer- 
cised ye other Senators in the debate. 

Mr. MORGAN. There may have been, and I have been very 
loath to make any oe eer to it, because I am not the chairman 
of the committee, and the chairman of the committee was himself 
content to let the debate go on. 

Mr. STEWART. I should not have said a word if members of 
the committee had not opened the subject. I regret that it can 
not be discussed in all its bearings in open session, where the views 
of Senators may be heard. I did not intend to trespass as to the 
rules of secrecy; but this treaty has been published. It has been 
discussed in the newspapers, and it seems to me the same freedom 
might be indulged in here aselsewhere. The very remonstrances, 
the very demands, that come to us are full of discussion. The 
treaty has been made public; it is no secret matter, and therefore 
it does not come under the ordinary rule. 

I was calling the attention of the committee to the very grave 
considerations which are opposed to the ratification of the treaty 
I hope the committee will take plenty of time, and that the subject 
will dis of only when two-thirds of the Senate are thor- 
oughly satisfied that the United States will have equal protection 
with Great Britain and will gain something by the treaty and not 
lose everything. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

__Mr. HALE. I call for the regular order of business, Mr. Pres- 


t. 

Mr. HILL. I trust the Senator will not cut off all Senators on 
this _ of the Chamber from the opportunity of saying a single 
word. 

Mr. HALE. At the present time I shall not ask for the regular 
order of business, but when the Senator from New York shall 
have spoken, after that I certainly shall call for the regular order, 
so that we may goon, and that this most important matter may take 
its proper place for full discussion under the rules of the Senate. 
We can not that discussion now. 

Mr. C DLER. Before the Senator from New York goes 
on, I desire to say to him that while I can not see that any of the 
remarks which have been made were out of order, referring to the 
fact that the treaty is before the Senate—— 

Mr. HILL. How did the Senator obtain the floor? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Hit}. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will not go on if the Senator objects, but 
I will proceed with the consent of the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. I will indulge the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was only going to make a suggestion to 
the Senator, which would perhaps lead me not to make the point 
of order on his remarks. I was only going to say that I do not 
think what was said up to the time the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. 
STEWART] took the floor was out of order, but I do think that 
the discussion of the merits of particular portions of the treaty 
is out of order. I think a discussion of the merits of the treaty is 
out of order in open session, unless by the permission of the Senate, 
and I shall, if no other Senator does, make that point of order if 
any additional remarks are made on the merits of the details of 
the treaty. 

Mr. L. ‘And they all with one consent began to make 
excuse.” That may not be a literal quotation from the Scriptures, 
but it will answer. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from New York allow me to 

uire of the Chair what is before the Senate? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the debate 
is proceeding by unanimous consent. : 
- MORGAN. I object to its continuance, Mr. President. 

Mr. HILL. I understand; the objection shows who is hit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition presented by the Senator 
from Massachusetts will be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. Reports of committees are in order. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 12th 
instant intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 19th 
instant intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appmaviction and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 700) for the relief of John E. Welch, 
— it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

6 also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 2741) for the relief of Peter Cook, of Arkansas, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8298) relating to mortgages in 
the Indian Territory, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 8500) to authorize the adjustment and settlement of 
accounts of John Y. Williams, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 121) to amend an act granting to the Du- 
luth and Winnipeg Railroad Company a right of way through 
the Chippewa and White Earth Indian reservations in the State 
of Minnesota, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3522) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Gov- 
ernment the use of the same for postal, military, and other pur- 

oses,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved 

uly 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amend- 
ment of said first-mentioned act and other acts amendatory 
thereof and supplemental thereto, and to provide for the seétle- 
ment of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the 
construction of certain railroads and to secure the payment of all 
indebtedness to the United States of certain companies therein 
mentioned, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iam directed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8499) in relation 
to taxes and tax sales in the District of Columbia, to report it 
without amendment, and to ask that this bill may take the place 
on the Calendar of Senate bill 3162, on the same subject, which I 
ask to have indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6483) granting increase of pension to 
Thomas D. Walker, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6546) granting a pension to Samuel Holliday, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6556) granting a pension to Jacob Brown, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3114) to 
provide for the adjustment and payment of certain claims against 
the District of Columbia by drawback certificates, to report it 
baek adversely and to move that the bill be postponed indefinitely, 
the House bill having passed the Senate. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1782) providing for the appoint- 
ment, by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, of the 
trustees of the Industrial Home School, and for other purposes, to 
submit an adverse report thereon, and to move that the bill be 

tponed indefinitely, the subject-matter having been embraced 
in the appropriation act of last year. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5580) granting a pension to Archibald 
Hunley, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


«« He alsosfrom: the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (H. R. 4410) to increase the pension of Elise Blenker from $30 
to $50, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 7 
Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 18th instant, 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 
Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4941) to pension Hester A. Bostwick, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
r. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3371) tu amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aid- 
ing in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes,” 
approved September 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory 
thereof, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


CANALS BETWEEN GREAT LAKES AND ATLANTIC OCEAN, 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: : 


Resolved, That there be printed, without illustrations, 500 additional copies 
of the report of James B. Angell, John E. Russell, and Lyman E. Cooley, com- 


missioners appointed to make inquiry and report concerning the feasibility 

of the construction of such ca’ as will enable vessels in ocean 

commerce to pass between the Great Lakes and the Atlantic n, and the 

most convenient location and —_— cost of such canals, together with cer- 
on, 


tain other facts and informa for the use of the Senate, and sent to the 
Senate document room. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 3579) to provide for a build- 
ing for the use of the post-office, office of the superintendent of 
the Hot Springs Reservation, and other civil offices in the city of 
Hot Springs, Ark.; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GEAR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3580) setting apart 
a plot of public ground in the city of Washington, in the District 
of Columbia, for memorial purposes, under the —- of the 
National Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public ne and Grounds. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (8. 3581) to prevent the importation 
of impure and unwholesome tea; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BURROWS (for Mr. Davis) introduced a bill (S. 3582) to 
incorporate the National Grand Lodge of the Order of the Sons of 
Hermann; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 3583) for the relief of the 
Globe Iron Works Company, of Cleveland, Ohio; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3584) granting a pension to 
Louise A. Rice, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Rice; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 194) to 
establish a commission to investigate the sources of contamination 
of the Potomac River and report what legislation is necessary to 
remove and prevent such pollution; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, an 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRICE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
eins to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the fortifications = bill; which was 
ae to the Committee on Coast Defenses, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be peepeoet 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MISS FRANKIE FAULKNER. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of fhe Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Miss Frankie Faulkner, daughter of Chester R. Faulk- 
ner, deceased, late a messenger of the Senate of the United States, an amount 
equal to one year's salary at the rate per annum allowed law to the mes- 
senger aforesaid, said sum to be considered as including the eral expenses 
and all other allowances. 


BULLETIN ON COTTON PLANT. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That 6,000 additional ies of the Bulletin on the Cotton Plant, 
issued from the Department of culture, be printed, of which 2,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate, 1,000 for the use of the Department of Agri- 
culture, and 3,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the H had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9643) 
making seprerenes for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


1898, and for other purposes, asks a conference with the Senate on 
thedisagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. BrineHam, Mr. McCa.u of Tennessee, and Mr. DocKERY 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
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of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 


of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill 
(S. 1291) ~~ increase of pension to Celeste A. Boughton, 
widow of Brig. n. Horace Boughton. 

The m further announced that the House has agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the 
bill (8. 1511) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart Whiting. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States having returned to the House of resentatives, in which 
it originated, the bill (H. R. 9469) to constitute a new division of 
the eastern judicial district of Texas, and to provide for the hold- 
ing of terms of court at Beaumont, Tex., and for the appointment 
of a clerk for said court, with his objections thereto, the House 
proceeded, in pursuance of the Constitution, to reconsider the 
same; an 3 

Resolved, That the bill do pass, two-thirds of the House of Representatives 
agreeing to pass the same. 


CELESTE A. BOUGHTON. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of ntatives to the bill (S. 1291) t- 
ing an increase of pension to Celeste A. Boughton, widow of Brig. Gen. Horace 
Boughton, having met, after a further full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its ment to the amendment of the 
House of tatives,and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: In lieu of -_— amount proposed to be inserted insert ‘$50; and the 


use agree to the same, 
= J. H. GALLINGER, 
LUCIEN BAKER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
GEO. C. CROWTHER, 
8S. S. KIRKPATRICK, 
WM. BAKER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


MRS. JANE STEWART WHITING. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 1511) grant- 
. inga pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart iting, having met, after a further full 


and free conference have to recommend and do recommend to their 


ve Houses as follows: 
t the Senate recede from its ment to the amendment of the 
House of Representatives, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: In lieu e_ amount proposed to be inserted insert ‘ $50;" and the 


House to same. 
eo JH GALLINGER, 
OHN L E 


. LL, 
FRANK J. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


GEO. C. CROWTHER, 
8. S. KIRKPATRICK, 
M. BA . 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PrupDeEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 2ist instant approved and signed the following acts and 
joint resolution: 

An act (8. 2176) granting a pension to Thomas Pollock; 

An act (S. 2334) construing the acts of Congress in relation to 
the award of life-saving medals; 

An act (5S. 3210) ot, pension to Anna P. Johnson; and 

The joint resolution (S. R. 189) providing for the erection of a 
Government building at the Tennessee Centennial Exposition. 


MARION M’KIBBEN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 684) granting an 
increase of pension to Marion McKibben, which was, in line 8, to 
strike out “fifty” and insert “forty.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives, and request a 
conference upon the bill and amendment. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 
a the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. GALLINGER, 

. Vitas, and Mr. SHoup were appointed. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Re tatives disagreeing to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 9643) making appropriations for the leg- 

ve, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, and 

a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
two Houses thereon. 


of 





Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and accede to the request for a conference. 
The motion was agreed to. 


COURTS IN TEXAS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the bill (H. R. 9469) to constitute a 
new division of the eastern judicial district of Texas, and to pro- 
vide for the holding of terms of court at Beaumont, Tex., and for 
the appointment of a clerk for said court, which had been sent by 
the House of Representatives to the Senate with the objections 
of the President thereto. 

Mr. CHILTON. Iask that the bill may lie on the table, to be 
called - hereafter. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the bill and message should be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CHILTON. Iam willing to accept that disposition of the 


matter. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill and message will be referred 
tothe Committee on the Judiciary. 


AFFAIRS IN CUBA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered 
to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 

In sengoaee to the resolution of the Senate of December 15, 1896, relating to 
Cuban affairs, I transmit a report from the Secretary of State, submitting a 
list of the claims filed in the Department of State by citizens of the United 
States against Spain arising out of the insurrection existing in the Island of 
Cuba, and the accompanying correspondence relating to the vessel called the 


Com 


a. titor and the persons claiming American citizenship captured thereon, 
whic 


I deem it not incompatible with the public interests to communicate, 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 


Washington, January 22, 1897. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 9707, being the Military Academy appro- 
priation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9707) making 
appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent that the first 
formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, and that the amend- 
ments reported by the Committee on Appropriations be acted 
upon as they are reached in the reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was, on page 3, line 24, before the word ‘‘ enlisted,” to strike 
out ‘‘six”’ and insert ‘‘ one sergeant and five,” and on page 4, line 
1, before the word ‘“ enlisted,” to strike out “‘ six” and insert “‘ two 
corporals and four;” so as to make the clause read: 


For pay of the Military Academy Band: One sergeant and 5 enlisted musi- 


cians, at $34 per month, $2,448; 2 corporals and 4enlisted musicians, at $20 per 
month, $1,440; 12 enlis musicians, at $17 per month, $2,448; additional pay 
for length of service $1,164; clothing on discharge, $240; retained pay on dis- 
charge, $60. — 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 10, before the word 
“privates,” to strike out ‘‘fourteen” and insert “one corporal 
and thirteen;” so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of field musicians: One sergeant, $216; 1 corporal and 13 privates, 
$2,184; additional pay for length of service, $84; clothing on discharge, $120; 
retained pay on discharge, $30. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 11, to insert: 

For the purchase of one Maxim semiautomatic three-pounder quick-firing 
gun, mounted on field carriage complete, and ammunition therefor, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 16, to increase the 
total appropriation for current and ordinary expenses from 
$68,502.50 to $73,502.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. — : 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 18, on 


ge 19. 
“i PETTIGREW. I move tostrike out lines 16, 17, and 18, on 
19. Itis erroneous, and is not necessary in the bill, anyway. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). The 
amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out lines 16, 17, and 15, 
on page 19, as follows: 


Total for Military Academy, $392,328.33. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. Let me ask why those lines should be stricken out? 

Mr. BATE. What is the reason for it? 

Mr. HILL. Is it not always deemed desirable to put in the 
totals, so that we can see each year whether or not the appropria- 
tions for the Academy are increasing, and, if they are increasing, 
how much they are increasing, without having to figure it up 
every time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment has been 
to. Does the Senator from New York wish to make any motion 
in respect to it? 

Mr. HILL. The amendment was carried so quickly that I 
move a reconsideration for the purpose of making a statement. 
I call the attention of the Senator in charge of the bill to the point. 
What is the necessity for the amendment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is a provision which has not been put 
in the bill heretofore, and is entirely unnecessary. The amount 
here stated is incorrect. These amounts are all figured up, any- 
way, at the end of the session, and the result is generally -% 
lished in a statement of the appropriations made. So I think 
there will be no difficulty about it. 

Mr. HILL. That does not explain, Mr. President, with all due 
respect to the Senator. Why did the committee put it in? It 
must have been done deliberately. 

Mr. BATE. And for a purpose. 

Mr. HILL. And for a purpose, as is suggested by the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. Is the Senator from South Dakota 
entirely correct in the statement—I merely ask for information— 
that it has not been usual at the close of appropriations of this 
character to insert the total? I think it has usual, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I say it has not been usual. 

Mr. HILL. Why was it put in? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In previous bills it has been left out, The 
House committee seem to have put it in the bill this year. They 
have stated the amount erroneously, so that I think it is unneces- 
sary to retain the clause. 

Mr. HILL. I think the total ought to be in the bill. What 
harm can it do to have itin? Why not haveitin,so that you can 
take the appropriation bill each year aud by looking at it, without 
figuring it up, can ascertain precisely what is the total of the ap- 
propriations for the Military Academy? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state, for the benefit of the Senator 
from New York, that it is not the total of the bill at all, 

Mr. HILL. What is it put in for? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There are many more items. The other 
House put it in, and I refer the Senator to the House committee. 

Mr. HILL. The Senate committee have not suggested any such 
amendment. No amendment was reported by the committee to 
strike out the clause. 

Mr. BATE. The bill has = through the other House in this 
form. It has likewise gone through the committee of the Senate 
in this form, and it comes here to us recommended in this form 
and I should like to hear some just reason for striking it out. i 
have heard no satisfactory reason yet. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state, in regard to this item, that 
the amount is incorrect. 

Mr. HILL. Why not make it correct? 

Mr. PETTIGRE We have made appropriations for a great 
many purposes. The total is added up incorrectly and is stated 
incorrectly. Therefore I have moved to strike it out. It is en- 
tirely unnecessary and unusual. The committee did not notice 
that the amount was imperfectly stated in the clause. 

Mr. HILL. I can not see any reason why the amount should 
not be correctly figured and accurately sta No other member 
of the committee than the Senator from South Dakota seems to 
be paying any attention to this subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is utterly immaterial whether the lines 
remain in or go out. It does not change the substance in any 


——% 
r. HILL. I understand that. 

Mr. BATE. It will cause a complication between the House 
and the Senate, and what is the use of doing it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not suppose there will be any compli- 
cation in the world. 

Mr. BATE. We are going back on one of their recommenda- 
tions. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not care anything about going back on the 
recommendation of the other House, especially. 

Mr. BATE. But it becomes necessarily a matter for conference 
when we disagree with the bill as it comes to us from the other 
House. That, merely; is what I mean by ‘*complication.” 

Mr. HILL. I am inclined to think it is good legislation in 
a ——— bills at the conclusion of the <q for the 
Military Academy proper to speak of the total. I think that isa 
good form of legislation, speaking of it ay a matterof form; 
and it ought to be so in every bill. Theother House has followed 
that custom in this instance, and of course, as there have been 


various amendments made prior to this point, the total 
ought to be correct. But that it is desirable to 
at the end of each subdivision it 
ment. It is not a vital of course. But what is the 
reason why the total be 
Mr. HALE. Let mesuggest to the Senator from New York—~ 
Mr. HILL. Perhaps the Senator from Maine can in it. 
Mr: HALE. Let me suggest to the Senator from New. York, 
as bearing upon this controversy which he has raised, and on 
which he is consuming time, that I understand it is not the inten- 
tion to move to take up the joint resolution at 2 o’clock, 
and that possibly may obviate the objection which the Senator has 


to this provision. 
Mr. ATLL. What is the suggestion of the Senator from Maine? 
I did not hear him. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I ask him to 


repeat it. 

Mr HALE. As ing upon the question which the Senator 
from New York is now debating, I suggest to him that it is not 
the intention to move at 2 o’clock to e up the Cockrell joint 
resolution. That may, perhaps, answer the Senator in his objec- 
tion to this course by the committee. 

Mr. HILL. I did not understand that the Senator from Maine 
has charge of the Cockrell joint resolution. 

Mr. HALE. I may have certain information as to what is pro- 
posed to be done with it. 

Mr. HILL. IfI wished any information on that matter, Ishould 
apply senate ished friend the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 

KRELL]}. 

Mr. . Ihave been endeavoring to convey some informa- 
tion to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. Yes; and Iam much obliged to the Senator for it, 
But it is not pertinent to this question. 

Mr. HALE. Itseems to me entirel rtinent, and it is perti- 
nent, to the attitude of the Senator. en he anderstands that 
the Cockrell joint resolution is not to be taken up at 2 o'clock, 
perhaps he may not think it worth while to take any more time 
on the appropriation bill. 

Mr. L. For that relief and information, much thanks. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from New York is entirely welcome. 

Mr. HILL. I know that. There is an interest manifested on 
the other side about the Cockrell joint resolution which is rather 
peculiar. But that does not answer the point I have raised. I 
care nothing about it especially, but it strikes me that at the end 
of —— for various subjects it is usual to put in the 
totals and to have themaccurate. Asa proper form of on 
I think it ought to be done, and the mere fact that the totals are 
not correct is not conclusive, when there sits by the side of the 
Senator in charge of the bill the most competent and capable 
clerk of the Committee on Appropriations, who can itu 
ina few moments and put in thecorrect amount. I think it woul 
be a good thing to have the appropriation bills in such form that 
by a mere glance you can ascertain the total appropriations and 
compare those of one year with those of another. 

at is the foundation for this change? Is it so that in another 
year, when under a new Administration the expenses have largely 
in , there can be no easy method of compari left? Isthat 
the point? 1 do not know, but I should er to have the totals 
stated. I think it is better in that way. I have sent for the Mili- 
7 Academy a actof a year ago, and I find that atthe 
end of each subdivision there is a statement of the aggregate 
amount appro riated. It is unnecessary, but it is a very proper 
portion of the bill. 

Pay of civilians at the Military Academy. 


Then follow other lines, and at the end there is this clause: 
In all, for civilians employed at the Military Academy, $25,800. 


Then follows a subhead, ‘‘for current and ordinary expenses,” 
and at the end of that provision it says, ‘‘In all, for current and 
ordinary expenses, $68,379.” ‘* Mi aneous and incidental ex- 
penses,” and at the end, ‘In all, for miscellaneous and incidental 
e 15,894.” ‘* Buildings and grounds.” Then it says, ‘‘In 
all, for public buildings and grounds, $61,770.” 

When the other House had completed e 


verything to 
the Military Academy proper, other than the having tho 
total at hand, it inserted the total for the Academy, 
$392,328.83. That is a proper form of legislation. course th 


amount should be accurate; that is all. 

I do not see any reason why the total should not be stated. I 
do not know that I care to call for the yeas and nays oe 
matter. Idonotsee why the Senator from South Dakota does not 
consent to let the total remain in the bill. lask himtodoso. Do 
not let us, on Friday afternoon, get into a row over the little 
— bill for the West Point Academy. 

. ALLISON. That is right. 

Mr. HILL. 1 will hear from the Senator from Iowa if he has 

anything to suggest. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Iamm 
made by the Senator from New 


accord with the suggestion 


ork, that we do not get intoa 

here about a wholly immaterial matter which can 
slightest difference as to the appropriation, whether 
it is put in or out. But inasmuch as the Senator from South 
Dakota has that the clause shall go out, and inasmuch 
as such a clause has never been in the bill before, so far as I know, 
I suggest to the Senator from New York, if he wishes to avoid a 
controversy, that he withdraw his motion, and then we can go on 


rapidly with the bill. ; 

Mr. HIL . Was the attention of the committee called to the 
matter while the bill was under consideration in the committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think very likely it was, although I have no 
recollection of it now. 

Mr. HILL. The attendance in the Senate is so light that I will 
withdraw the motion to reconsider. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to reconsider is with- 
drawn. The reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 21 on 

e 23. 
“— PETTIGREW. Inline 21, page 23, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,” I move to strike out ‘“‘twenty-five” and insert “‘forty;” so 
as to read: 

For constructing a set of filter beds, and connecting the same with the new 

‘ d otherwise the water, inclu all a - 
a 

I will state in this connection that the estimate was $40,000, and 
the bill was so reported to the House, but it was reduced in the 
House from $40,000 to $25,000. Since the bill has come to the 
Senate we have received information that this work can not be 
done for $25,000, and as it is for constructing a set of filter beds, 
of course, unless completed it would be of no use whatever. 
Therefore the committee have instructed me to offer the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to amend the bill at the end by 
striking out “ eighty-two” before *‘ thousand,” in line 12, on 24, 
and inserting “ ninety-seven;” so as to make the amount bor as” 
corresponding with t just agreed to. 

- The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. If the committee amendments are through, I 

propose an amendment which I send to the desk, to come in on 


page 2, after line 4. ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
Insert on page 2, after line 4, the following 


coutro 
not make 


The SECRETARY. 
proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter, whenever the of cadets of the United 
States Mi Academy is ordered upon duty away from West 

, N. Y., the ppeamers eapennse for transportation, quarters, and sub- 
sistence of the said corps be paid from the appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. HALE. Itoughtto besettled in this bill one way or the other 
whether authority shall be given for the payment of a certain part 
of the expenses of the cadet corps at West Point if they come to 
Washington to attend the inauguration ceremonies. re is no 
authority now to pay any money for certain purposes incident to 
such a —- by the cadets. Comptroller will not pass the 
accounts; for the guidance of the Secretary of War in mak- 
ing the order the Senate should settle on this amendment whether 
it will or will not provide for the money to carry out an 
order for the cadets to come here on the 4th of h. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If such a thingis to be done, ought it not to 
apply to the naval cadets, too? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know that there is the same condition as 
to the accounts. The app riations for the Naval Academy are 
made differently from those here for the Military Academy, and 
whether the Secretary of the Navy needs such a provision as is 
pny Lt in the amendment of the Senator from Vermont I do 

ot know, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me ask the Senator from Maine one 
question. 

Mr. HALE. It would not do on this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that. Has it been customary 
for the cadets at West Point and at a to be brought here 


at public to attend ina 
Mr. No, I do not think it has; and on the—— 
Mr. COCKRELL. Has it ever been done? 


Mr. HALE. I do not remember in my service here that the 
cadets have come to Washington on such an occasion, except in 
1873, at the second ina ion of President Grant. It was at a 
very inclement season; they suffered severely, many of them were 
taken sick, and some of them were broken down. I think there 
were no deaths, but it was an unfortunate experiment. I have 





argnee doubts myself whether it is a wise thing at that time 
of the’ year to take the corps of cadets bodily from their school of 
instruction, transport them to Washington, take the risks inci- 
dent to the day, with the breaking up of their studies, and their 
return, which must take some days out of their course. I have 
very grave doubts whether, all things considered, it is in the inter- 
ests of the cadets advisable todo it. . But, as I began by saying, we 
ought to settle it here and now. If we vote this amendment in, 
the Secretary will feel authorized to order them. If we vote it 
out and do not adopt it, he says, I think, in the letter the Senator 
from Vermont has, that there will be no method of paying for the 
trip, and that they can not come. So the Senate has the question 
before it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not 

ress his amendment. I think it is vicious, absolntely vicious. 
agree fully with what the Senator from Maine says, that to take 
those students out of their warm rooms and bring them down 
here and keep them exposed to the inclemency of the weather - 
would be an injustice to them; it would be an impropriety; it 
would break into their studies. If you bring them, you have got 
to bring the naval cadets, and then you had just as well bring 
the Marine Corps, and you had just as well bring others. In 
other words, we are to assemble here at every inauguration of a 
President all the Federal officials at public expense. It is a dan- 
ous precedent, and I hope the Senator from Vermont will not 
insist the amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. In 1873, as the Senator from Maine has stated, 
the West Point cadets were brought here. They have not come 
since then, in twenty-four years. At that time, by an unfortu- 
nate mistake, they came without their overcoats, a mistake that 
is not likely to be repeated, and they were exposed to inclement 
weather. But they are enlisted as soldiers; they are a part of the 
Army. Isee no greater objection to their coming here than to 
ordering any other part of the Army here; and if it is done only 
once in a quarter of a century, I do not believe the precedent will 
do any great harm. 

That school is a great one. It is admitted, I believe, by the hest 
military critics of all nations to be the best one in the world. 
Foreign countries have sent their military officers here, and it has 
been patterned after to quitean extent. I think thereis something 
in the idea that the people (it is the school of the people) should 
have occasionally an opportunity to see these cadets. It is an 
object lesson worth something to the people, worth something to 
the country. We are not a warlike people, but we must be more 
or less of a military people. I surely think this is not an expense 
or a precedent that ought to be objected to. I believe that it will 
not be harmful to the cadets. It is well that they should see the 


people gathered together, as well as that the people should see 
them. I certainly hope the amendment may be adopted. 
Mr. HAWLEY. r. President, I second what has been said 


by the ex-Secretary of War [Mr. Proctor] upon this question. 
The first point that occurs to me is the one on the question of 
health. We have been in the habit of having the National Guard 
here by ten and twenty thousand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They were not brought here at the public 


nse. 
aie HAWLEY. Thatis another question. Iam talking about 
the health matter now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They came here voluntarily. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator will please wait a moment. It 
did not seem to hurt the National Guard much. These West 
Point boys are brought up under the strictest system perhaps in 
the world; to me it aeaae be a penitentiary almost; and it does 
most certainly preserve their health. They are a body of young 
fellows as fine looking physically as are to be found in the world; 
and if they will be wise enough, and will not be so very foolish as 
to come without their overcoats, but will come with proper 
blankets and overcoats, I have no apprehension as to their health, 
no matter what the weather is. They are living out of doors a 
large part of the time at West Point anyhow. | sincerely think 
that the sight of that splendid little battalion will be a good thing 
for the country and a thing for the Academy. As they have 
the idea now, and as those who are managing for the new Presi- 
dent have the idea that they are already coming, I hope we shall 
not disappoint them. We shall all be glad to see them. I know 
that the 100,000 or 200,000 people who will be about here on that 
day will be glad to see them and will be proud of them. It will 
be a good thing for all of them. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The pending amendment was thorvughly 
discussed in the Committee on Appropriations, and the committee 
were unanimous in deciding that it uld not go in the bill and 
that the precedent should not beestablished. I therefore feel that 
it is my duty to resist the adoption of the amendment. I agree 
with what has been said in opposition to it. Ido not think it is 
good policy or a good p ent to establish; and that was the 
opinion of the Committee on Appropriations. 
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Mr. BATE. DoI understand the Senator from South Dakota 
to say that the amendment was before the committee ahd dis- 
cussed? We could not hear him over here. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The amendment was before the committee 
and discussed, and it was rejected unanimously. 

Mr. BATE. Was there any action by the committee in the 
other House? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That I do not know. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, it certainly is a very bad precedent 
which we are setting here. I think it was well said by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri | Mr. eee that if you let those cadets 
come from West Point the claim will be equal as to those at An- 
napolis and other places, and once having done so it will have to be 
continued year after year. We do not want to disappoint these 
young gentlemen—I do not for one—but I think it is a it 
too far. The expense is something, it is true, but laying that 
aside, here is a breaking up of the regular course of study which 


' they are now undergoing. There will be quite a break in it. 


: 


With several days here and going back it 
two weeks off. 

The question of health certainly has something to do with it. 
They are not out of doors at this season of the year. They are in 
the fall and spring and summer, but I do not understand that they 
are out in camp at all during the winter. Taking them out of the 
warm houses they are in and bringing them down here at this 
season of the year, with the inclement weather and exposure that 
they are unused to, I believe is a very dangerous experiment in 
regard to health. I think it ought not to be allowed. We ought 
not to set the precedent. We ought not to go to the expense of it, 
and we ought not to make an invidious distinction between those 
at West Point and those at Annapolis and elsewhere. I am 
opposed to the amendment. 

r. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have just come into the 
Chamber and I do not know what has been said upon the subject. 
I have very special reasons for desiring to see the inauguration 
parade a fitting one, a good and grand one, if it can be made such, 
and I certainly do not like to interfere with the arrangements 
which Gen. Horace Porter, the distinguished marshal of that 
parade, has made for that great and, without offense I may say, 
wholly beneficent occasion, when there is to be a change of Presi. 
dents. But I am compelled by a sense of public duty to object to 
the transfer of the cadets at West Point and the cadets at Anna 
olis to this city to a in that parade. I believe that the 
effect will be wholly injurious to the cadets, and that there will 
be no compensating advantage worthy for a moment to be stated. 

These two schools are uliar. They are schools, to be sure. 
The young men who attend them do not become officers until the 
receive their commissions as such; but they are schools established 
by the United States for military instruction and military disci- 

line. The young men who go to these schools do not pay tuition, 
Fike the young men who go to all the other schools in the ege 
They are paid $500 a year by the United States to go there; and, 
although they are charged for their subsistence, it is a very high 

rivilege that is conferred upon them. ar are especially se- 
ected young men, separated from the rest of the community, and 
employed by the United States to go there to _ their education 
and to become the officers of the Army and Navy of the United 
States. 

The whole value of those schools results from the assiduity and 
continuity connected with the studies at the schools. re 
that b s up the studies of a cadet is an injury to the et, an 
injury to the school, and an injury to the country,q@nd ig.so reg 
garded by the instructors at the schools. If there is any one 
thing they insist upon, it is that cadets shall not go away from the 
Academy; that the course of study of a — cadet or of any of 
the classes shall not be broken up. Sometimes the rule is ve 
harsh. A boy is not allowed to go home when there is a sic 
father, or a sick mother, or any other sickness in the family. He 
is allowed, I think, to go home when there is a funeral of a mem- 
ber of the family; but they are treated as under strict discipline 
for their good and for —— and the injury is almost incalcu- 
lable that is done to the cadets when they are allowed to go away. 

There was an injury in 1873 when the cadets came here at the 
second inauguration of General Grant that everyone remembers. 
Not only were a week’s studies broken up, but the cadets 
here, as the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BaTE] well suggests, a 
atime when they had not been engaged in outdoor exe , were 
subjected to inclement weather, and much sickness and some 
deaths resulted. That might not as at this time, but it is 
important that the Congress of the United States, so far as it has 
aright to express an opinion a it certainly has a right to ex- 

an opinion when it is called upon to —— money for 

cos coy should say that the cadets at those two Academies 

shall not be taken away from the Academies merely to eina 

—- in the streets of Washington for the gra of 

organizers of the parade, meritorious as the — may be, 
and entitied to credit as the originators of it may 


be equal to at least 


‘to inco 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Ham 
shire willsuspend. The hour of 2o0’clock having arrived, the Chatr 
la — e Senate the unfinished business, which is Senate 


a HALE. Let the unfinished business be informally laid 
e. ' 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


_The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3247) to amend an act entitled “An act 
rate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” ap- 
proved February 20, 1889. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I take it that the pending order will be laid 
aside for a while in order to give way to the appropriation bill 
which has been pentins. In the meantime, I ask for the reading 
of what I regard as a very important communication in respect to 
the Nicaragua Canal bill pending. Iask that it be read and printed 
as a document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be 


rinted as a document, and it will be read by the Secretary. The 
Chair hears no objection. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, January #2, 1897. 
Srr: In the matter of the various bills now pending in Co looking to 
the construction of an interoceanic canal through Nicaragua, ve the honor 
to inclose herewith for the information of your ttee a communication 
just received by me from the minister of the Greater Republic of Central 
America at eo 
Respec y, yours, 
RICHARD OLNEY. 
Hon. JoHN SHERMAN, 


Chairman Committee on Foreign Relations, United States Senate. 


LEGATION OF THE GREATER REPUBLIC OF CENTRAL AMERI 
: Washington, January 15, 1897. 
The undavsignsd, envoy extraordi and minister pleni tiary of the 
Greater Republic of Central Aseevinn. ban the honor to address his excel- 
lency the Secretary of State, informing him as several bills relative to 
the construction of an inte N have been for 
some time pen his Gov- 
ernment recently instructed him to examine them, and to under cer- 
tain conditions, suitable representations to his excellency the Secretary of 


State. 
The wadeoigret has consequently examined said bills, which are five in 


number, to wi 

Three introduced in the House of Representatives—one by Mr. MAHON, 
December ae another by Mr. DooLITrr gz, and the third by Mr. BArHAM, 
both the latter having, been introduced December 6, 

Two introduced in the Senate, one by Mr. Perkins, December 30, 1895, and 
the other by Mr. MorGan, June 1, 1896. ; 

All these bills take it for granted, with minor differences of detail, that 
the American Government is to take an important part in the enterprise, 
and that it is to furnish the money necessary for the construction of the 
canal by the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, whose constitution and 
——a they essentially modify. 

nfortunately, the undersigned that the visions of these bills 
are at variance, both ee in matters of detail, v with the stipulations 
of the contract of April 24, 1887, between Nicaragua and the company afore- 
said, from which cont the company derives its existence and which is 
tohae ones eigenen, te its eighth article, that the concession therei 
con e erein 
rovided Se 


the bills to which the un ref they 
pronty say so—effect that transfer most fully, making Government of 
he United States of America the absolute owner of the en and of the 
canal and its rights, the result to which they inevitably luce is the for- 
aval i XUVilot that instrument provides that the shall und 
rticie 0 com) under- 
take, at its own expense, the final surveys of the i location of 


the line of the canal by a commission two of whom 
are to as = = Government of N: and the aforesaid 
Article rovides that a failure to comply with stipulation shall en- 
tail the forfeiture of the The bills, however, provide that the 
canal shall be t of En 


aeeeen of Ure Arar Ut Gn aed eae ae and according to its 

rs 0! 

Slans; and that three engineers shall be designated by the President for that 
. who shall make the explorations and This provision 

inewine conduces to the forfeiture of the con 


‘tract. 
“The le of all nations shall be invited to contribute the necessary capi- 


tal to the en 
“Of the ca with which the com shall and which it pro- 
todistelbute among Uitecentcocairloctolerened inthe enterprise, 
re shall be reserved Central American 


five (5) per cent for e 
Government and citizens that may desire to su be.” These provisions of 
e of the con are antagonized by the which bute the 
capital of the ep eneny SS Yee States of America, A, 
Rica, and com: 
ee Pe company shall be composed of bonds, , 
or o| of any other kind, in such proportion as it conven- 
font.” “This is another provision of the ninth article The bills, however. tx 
amoun stock shares, which they dispose su aw 
that they are of no use for the work of the enterprise, as they ought to be 
to the intent of the contract. For the work of the en’ t 
which must thus be converted into exgtinl shock or be jor? 
out of the con The undersigned need not here point out the infractions 
which the bills involve. 
to of the contract, the board of directors is to be com 


The bills organize the board Il members, of whom are 
mem w 
= the President of the United States, in different capacities, 
coula 


a enararae oe eae eelinene: ae. ore 


between 
marked than 
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and rights which she is 6 per cent of 

of the valuable Pri crtihcates, or such othet Obligations as company y 
issue with a view to raising the capital. Now, the fact tha’ 
the com has made several issues, it has not fulfilled this o ; 
as the say on this particular point of shares, bonds, certificates, 
or other obligations w’ were to be issued and have not been issued in 
favor of Nicaragua, these securities would probably either be lost in the new 
form of the enterprise, or would be liable to trou and tedious liti- 
gation. 

bills in have already been reported by a commi 
90 that they may 9 Papende the others; nothing, however, 
on card £0 ie that Nicer iio! 

o } we get none a 
mig a or a hundred fifty million dol 


done. 
le 14 of the af d con has contracted the 


construct, at its own ee. within the term of three 
commencement of the work upon the interoceanic 
canal between Lake and 


, a ne 
e Tipita iver, near Pasquier, of sufficient dim 
poe cee reae of vessels drawing six feet and of 180 feet in le 
ex a long time ago, but the company, notwiths 
solicitation, has made no pretense of mee that obligation, or of definitivel 
justing the com: which it ought to pay in order to be discha 
The establish nothing on this other point, and Nicaragua’s 
rights in this matter ht thus be annulled in uence of their silence. 
the plan involved in the new form which the devise for the enter- 
prise, the present company is ex and nothing remains of it, in its 
relations with the enterprise, save the ow of a personality represented 
by a vote in a board of tors of eleven members; while in its relations 
with Nicaragua it may always claim full personality as the holder of the con- 
cession, —— toring none of the means necessary to enable it to meet 
its obl ons. 

i it is to be observed that, while the bills contravene and set at 
naught stipulations of the contract, they do not state whether the remaining 
ones still remain in force or not, although among these latter there are very 
many which are of no great importance to Nicaragua in particular, and to 


Central America in 

The unde f convinced of the good faith of the gentlemen who have 
introduced these bills in both Houses, and of those who advocate their pas- 
sage; he takes, moreover, pleasure in stating that he izes these efforts 
as the result of the legitimate interest which they feel in behalf of the con- 
struction of an interoceanic canal, in which the confederation that he rep- 
resents is quite as deeply interested. And, in attention to the serious 
objections enumerated, which would render these efforts nugatory, the — 
object that he has in view is to protect just rights which he thinks are menace 
by the bills aforesaid. 
* “Itseems evident that the com yis unable toraise money to fulfill its con- 
tract unless the United States of America furnish it therewith, and since that 
contract excludes the bility of attaining that result, the undersigned, hav- 
ing been duly authorized to doso, pro to his excellency the Secretary of 
State that the two Governments—rel wu the favorable disposition of the 
Government of the United States of come to a direct under- 
stan on the subject, on the basis of the Zavala-Frelinghuysen treaty, with 
such modifications as may be agreed by endeavoring to reach a just 
arrangement with the Maritime pany of Ni 


Canal a, so that it ma 
renounce a concession whose conditions it is unable to fulfill, sf 


The undersigned, in thus obe the instructions of his Government, 
avails himself of this occasion to reiterate to his excelleacy Secretary Olney 
the assurances of hie most distin ed eration. 


J. D. RODRIGUEZ. 
His Excellency RicHARD OLNEY 


Secretary of State of the United States, ete., 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, that communication is received 
by the Senate of the United States properly, because it comes from 
a Secretary of State. a who pro to introduce that 
communication for the information of the Government of the 
United States is a stranger to this Government, to our land, to 
our laws, and to our institutions. We know nothing officially 
from any source about the Government which that gentleman 
— “the Government of the Greater Republic of Central 

erica.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is, if the Senator will allow 
me, that this gentleman is now accredited to the United States, 
pry tn says so in his communication, and says so to the Secretary 
oO . 

Mr. MORGAN. The honorable Senator who has just addressed 
the Chair uses the expression that this tleman is “accredited 
to the United States.” Inonesensethatistrue. He is accredited, 
has his credentials, has presented them at the door of the Govern- 
ment, has been bowed in, and allowed to take a seat amongst the 


diplomats. 

- CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator if the President of 
the United States has not consolidated these two or three Republics 
of Central America into one, and has he not done that in the exer- 
cise of that executive power which belongs to him? 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will indulge me with a little of 

his patience, I think I shall get that matter before him without 
elaborate or extended remarks. 

sonal oe _ = bowed ~_ oe of = Coe 

’ taken op one, ¢ diplomats, and is recog- 
nized by the President of the United States ai authorized 
minister from the Government called the Greater Republic of 
Central Neither House of Congress has had communi- 
cated to it any information on the subject of the existence of any 


such government. This is the first knowledge, the first intima- 
tion, which has ever been received that such a government exists. 

I am informed, Mr. President, through public statements made 
inthe re that this Government consists of a combination, 


or coalition called a diet, of three of the Central American States— 
Honduras, Salvador, and Nicaragua. I am further informed that 
this diet has no control over the internal affairs of any of the 
respective States, and that its organization is based entirely upon 
the powers that it may exercise in diplomatic affairs, communica- 
tions with ne governments. 

I am informed by the newspapers that the President, on receiv- 
ing this minister, nformed him that none of the rights of the 
Government or the people of the United States, as they exist under 
treaties or otherwise with those several Republics, were in any 
wise affected by the raception of that minister. I am glad that 
qualification was stated in the reception of this gentleman, for it 
leaves the Executive waentnbienasl ie respect to his admission of 
this gentleman to the diplomatic corps in this country. At the 
same time it has no effect in the legislative sense, or in any other 
sense, upon the actual attitude of the Government of the United 
States toward these three Republics. 

I am further informed, as I stated to the Senate the other day, 
that each one of these Governments has abolished its foreign office, 
and that neither of those separate States now holds communica- 
tion with any foreign government through its own organism; but 
holds communication with foreign governments alone through 
this diet. We have accredited ministers to Nicaragua an d Salva- 
dor. I believe one gentleman, Mr. Baker, represents our Govern- 
ment at both of those courts, if my memory is right about it. We 
have not withdrawn those ministers; they are there exercising the 
empty function of representing the United States in the town 
where they hold their residences, without any opportunity at all 
of communicating with the Governments to which they were 
a because those Governments have abolished their foreign 
offices. 

So we are left pretty much high and dry in this business; and 
the matter stands now entirely, it appears, between the President 
of the United States and the newly contrived diet down there, 
consisting of three Republics, without our ever having given any 
sanction whatever or refused any sanction to the supposed gov- 
ernment. That is a very abnormal and very peculiar situation, 
for which I think there is no precedent in history, where one gov- 
ernment shall be sending a minister to a government which has 
no foreign office, which has no foreign relations, and the other 
government is sending ministers here through a different institu- 
tion called a diet, in combination with two other republics, asking 
us to permit him, I suppose, to represent those three republics in 
all diplomatic affairs. 

The reservation which the President of the United States is 
said to have made at the time that this gentleman was accredited 
or received here, and his credentials allowed, of the noninter- 
ference by that act with any right of the Government of the 
United States, becomes a very important matter, because what- 
ever rights we have in respect of a eae ag canal are rights 
acquired from the two republics, the Republic of Nicaragua and 
the Republic of Costa Rica. Costa Rica is not in this diet; she is 
not represented; her name is not called in that paper; but two 
other republics which have no connection with the canal at all 
have come in and interposed their objections to certain legislation 
which is going on here now—not going on now merely, Mr. Pres- 
ident, but which has gone on in authentic form for nearly ten 

years. I will come to that phase of the question ina moment; but 

fore doing so I wish to express a conviction—perhaps I am not 
able to sustain it in every word—but aconviction which has such 
moral force with me that I would be doing myself and the Senate 
injustice not to express it here in the liberty of that sort of dis- 
cussion in which we must indulge with each other,in order to 
thoroughly understand what is in the wind as well as what is 
expressed in any form. 

t has been but a short time since I had the honor of notifying 
the Secretary of State that I was informed by gentlemen from the 
Pacific Coast, whose knowledge of current public affairs was 
equal perhaps to that of any gentlemen in the Union, that Great 
Britain was engaged in the effort to supplant the United States in 
her authority in Nicaragua, particularly in connection with this 
enterprise. I have had the honor heretofore, in a report which I 
submitted as chairman of this committee, to go over all of the 
ground of the treaties between Nicaragua and the United States 
and between Nicaragua and Great Britain in respect of the lines 
of intercommunication of any and every sort between the Pacific 
and the Atlantic shores. These respective Governments, in the 
very same terms, by treaties which they have negotiated with 
Nicaragua—Great Britain’s treaty being ten years older than 


ours—have had conceded to them from Nicaragua the right to 
aid in the promotion of railroad and canal enterprises and of other 
enterprises of intercommunication between these shores. We have 
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no railway project there, no concessions for a railway project to 
any of our citizens, except.a railway which is intended for the pur- 
poses of construction along the banks of this canal. The British 
subjects, however, came over, and have been very busy in getting 
concessions from the Nicaraguan Government for.a railway from 
the coast at Corinto to the great Lake of Nicaragua, and from the 
great Lake of Nicaragua out to Bluefields, or in that vicinity. 

In calling the attention of the Secretary of State to this subject 
I expressed the belief in the truth of the information that was 
given to me by this gentleman with whom I was in correspond- 
ence, that it was the effort of the British Government to intro- 
duce the right of exclusive transportation by railway through the 
Nicaraguan State. Great Britain can not exercise a right of that 


exclusive sort in favor of her own subjects, or permit them to re- | tim 


ceive a right of that kind in contravention of or in hostility to or 
in disparagement of the rights which we are attempting to base 
our legislation upon, which have already been secured by our own 
citizens. 

In my judgment, Mr. President, the apprehensions that were 
then existing have become real, and Great Britain is using this 
diet as a cat’s-paw for the purpose of driving us out of the Isth- 
mus. I make that statement on the floor of the Senate deliber- 
ately, and it demands an answer. Before any treaty looking to 
arbitration or any other concert of action is made, Great Britain, 
in my judgment, in order to satisfy this body, the Senate of the 
United States, will have to answer that question. 

The subject as it is now rae ne comes at.a very late date. 
These concessions were notoriously obtained through the influence 
of the executive Government = United States after the with- 
drawal of the Zavala treaty... Mr. Whitney, when he was Secre- 
tary of the Navy, very pocpenty detailed Mr. Menocal to go to 
Nicaragua for the purpose of making the negotiation whi “the 
Senator from Indiana |[Mr. TURPIHE] calls a treaty. 

Mr. TURPIE. I called ita treaty of cession. 

Mr. MORGAN. That makes it only stronger. The Senator 
characterizes it as a treaty of cession. That makes it, of course, 
avery important document, entitled to bear that character. A 
treaty of cession is certainly ‘the highest form of treaty we know 
anything about, next to a treaty of peace. 

The Government of the United States before that time had sent 
its engineer corps through Nicaragua, and Captain (or Commo- 
dore) Lull made an elaborate survey from coast to coast.of this 
canal, making an axial location, and ing it upon grounds 
which were different in some considerable degree from those occu- 
pied by the present surveys. The.concession was made, doubtless, 
upon the basis of that survey, as it was at that time the only 
authentic Government survey which had been made. Nicaragua 
knew all about it and was preparing herself in every way that she 
could to receive the benefits of that survey, and she enjoys them 
now. The Gov-rnment of the United States paid for that survey 
through and through, and it:wasa costly survey; and it took quite 
a long time to make it. Nicaragua has the advan of that. 
She had obtained from the Government of the United States the 
authority to employ Mr. Menocal as a ineer, who was then 
in the service of the United States, to.go to Nicaragua and survey 
the harbor of Grey Town and the lower reaches of the River San 
Juan. He did that, and the Nicaraguan Government paid him 
for it, notwithstanding he retained his position here and doubtless 
got his pay while he was gone; but it was done as an act of cour- 
tesy and f friendship to the Government of Nicaragua. Mr. Men- 
ocal was well known to that Government. 

After these surveys had been made and Mr. Menocal returned 
under the auspices of the Navy Department to make this treaty 
or negotiation, if I may call it such, the Government of Nicaragua 
entered into very full and complete stipulations with the gentle- 
men who were represented on that occasion by Mr. Menocal, which 
stipulations appeared in the concession referred to and in the paper 
which has just been read at the Secretary's desk. The negotiation 
was somewhat protracted; it was elaborate and difficult, and was 
handled in a most masterly way by Mr. Menocal. I venture to 


say that amongst the lawyers of this body, none of them has seen |. 


a paper prepared with greater care or comprehensiveness than that 
paper was pre —a remarkable specimen of the ability of the 
raftsman. Nicaraguafullys ed of that concession; her Pres- 
ident signed it; it was carried before the Government of Nica- 
ragua, and her Legislature ratified it. Itwas paid for by $100,000in 
gold, to which was added $50,000 for the purpose of enabling Nic- 
aragua to buy up the right of way from her own citizens between 
the western coast of Lake Ni and the Pacific Ocean, which 
she has proceeded to-do, or sa that she has proceeded todo. She 
has bought the right of way for this canal from the western coast 
out to the Pacific Ocean, and paid for it with the money of Amer- 
ican citizens advanced to her. On the eastern coast of Lake Nic- 
aragua, and from that out to the Atlantic coast, Ni made 
a grant that you may say is unlimited in respect of all wood, 
material, stone, and clay of any kind that may be used in the con- 





of the re rte which I read here that in the i 
eleven and a half miles of railroad constructed by the employees, 
ee up to their waists in water during the whole 


Mr. MORGAN. That is.all so; but —_ Senator is sticking in 
the bark about the grant, for nobody that that part 
of the t was worth anything Staeielaeien 
ber. har a i that isto be developed is 
that. Candor would as Senate eeoaran on aaonent 
shows it. It was land, water, that was granted. 

Mr. President, that grant of 100,000 acres of loud was made jn 
fee simple by Nicaragua, and is a partof the concession. In addi- 
tion to that, $6,500,000 of stock in that canal was granted im that 
concession to Mr. Menocal and his associates. To describe it par- 
ticularly, the Menocal party was granted in that canal exactly the 
same rights Nicaragua got, namely, $6,500,000 of stock or bonds 
or debentures, or whatever else might come out of it. The 
limit was upon the amount—$6,500,000. eieetil anda 
ates—these American citisens, for whom I fed! sorry, because for 
a moment I am compelled to contemplate them humiliat- 
7? ee 


there is a concession paid for by $150, 000 in 
1,000,000 acres of land to ‘these , flee ennai aoe and 
$6,500,000 of this stock or bonds, w is based on that canal line 
under that. concession. Here is a canal 12, 14, or 20 miles long—it 
sua Sp 20aiueed aun dean aes this company 
was to construct between Lake | Lake Managua, 
through a channel that is:called River, an outlet channel 
between the smaller lake on icedeaed the larger one on the 
south. Notwithstanding assertions to the contrary,this company 
aang ee instrumental 
survey and estimate on that a rr , and submitted 
it to the Nicaraguan Government. I do not know whether in 
ee pence they have dem acon sees money to 
the cana! than it is the Nicaraguan or not. 
But this paper read to assays thie tng was to hae done 
and the been built within three years after the 
date of that concession, and it has not been built. Who has ever 
objected to it? When has the Government of Nicaragua made an 
objection to the failure in ge that canal as a ground of for- 
feiture of this concession? Never, sir. Who _—?s the right to 
determine whether or not that charter has been forfeited = 
aoa of Oo ee The Government of 
, unless in doing so she 
aaetions citizen guaranteed in those 
gentleman who oe ov — 
co e Congress States, as mouthpiece 
<P Gent ductaane. that we have not builtthat canal? Does he mean 
to say that they howe. guts sige $s toa forfeiture or release of the 
concession on that: have, let them do it; let them 
exercise that right. Then ‘Gana das Comanens of the United States 
finds that in exercise of that 1 
contract that they have thus pu 
United States ‘qoctapaa halt Ot Socom, 
They make other complaints of oe ee 
Senate of the United States, and undertake to aeicenee ees goer 


then, 
scomatichng: as oeaaa a further egreement.er a further 
Mr. HALE. Will the allow me to ask him a question? 
— much interested in what he says. 
GAN. I to the Senator for a : 
7 BALE And has come now to what wests in 
the mind of every one of us here who is for the It seems 


is aserions obstacle— 
not I do not know—but 


tome that this objection, sent here 

























I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama a 


Mr. W ) : 
question for information. Is there di tic representative 
of, the Government of Nicaragua in , save the gentle- 


man who signs this communication? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; there was one here, but he has gone home. 

Mr. WHITE. Then the only accredited diplomatic representa- 
tive here from Nicaragua is this person? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. . 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator means the minister 
and envoy extraordinary of the Greater Repub! 
ica—the new Government. : 

Mr. That includes Nicaragua. 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes. 3 ; 

Mr. MORGAN. That includes Nicaragua. : 

If I may be allowed to make my statement about this thing, I 
can get my views before the Senate, and then I am going to leave 
it. | was discussing the ; ition that whatever rights the 
American people have—I of citizens of the United States 
involved in this enterprise and of the American people in a 
much broader sense—whatever rights those , 
ernment of the United States, under these , “under 
treaty, as the Senator calls it, are matters that we have to deter- 

time, the jurisdiction 


mine for ourselves. 
I do not deny, and have not denied at any 
of the courts of Nicaragua or of Costa Rica to hold that this con- 
cession was aban , or lapsed, or forfeited. I never have 
denied it. Those Governments have got the right now--Costa 
Rica and Nicaragua—to declare a forfeiture if cause exists; but 
when they meee pe we that right—they will not do it, and 
have not done it, do not to do it—then it will be shown 
that no cause exists for the f iture, most clearly shown by the 
action of the Nicaragnan Government, taken in most solemn 
oossible form on ous occasions, and these gentlemen to-day 
ave the same ri under that concession that they had within 
two years or one year after it was made, and they had spent four 
and a half million dollars im the promotion of that work. 
In the spending of that money within the time prescribed by the 
concession not only have they earned the concession as a settled 
and immovable fact, but the Government of Nicaragua has said 


so. They en blindly. They have not proceeded 
without due ideration of their rights. Len ser not pro- 


had the right to the contrary, Nicaragua has not only 
go. ’ 

reaffirmed their to the concession now as having been earned 
by = = for, but Nica a i 
avowals, avery recent date, of her purpose to carry the con- 
cessions into effect. Until the paurGlaneumeent-of the Greater 
Republic of Central America was contrived not one breath of 
opposition to those concessions or the of our people under 
them was ever uttered—not a breath. 

raneously, and they 


‘potenti 
Central Amer- 


company were 
the construction of the 


Feprneatieg tne dist dest nt represent or’ Tene dots eat 
all her rights. When eal ~ 


H 








line and establish it at Grey Town—for it took up the coast from 
‘the mouth of the San Juan River—it was found that there was in- 
cluded within the boundaries of Costa Rica that part of the coast 

e to a Town which the commissioners who went out 
discov: ‘was the only place on the coast where a really 
convenient harbor could be aa. One had never been there, and 
yet there had been a harbor above that at the place where the 
engineers of the Government of the United States located the 
canal which had had 20 feet of water, but had been filled up 
by the —— thesand. But the new commission went down, 
and they f , if Senators will allow me, that the only practica- 
ble harbor or the most practicable harbor to be dug out is one 
that lies on the‘Costa Rican side of the line, and for which no 
grant in the concession had been made. 

Mr. DAVIS. I see that Mr. Rodriguez makes the point in the 
communication which has been read that Nicaragua, to use a com- 
mon expression, is to be frozen out by the bills which he mentions 
in the millions of stocks as security. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS. What provision Coes the bill we are now consider- 
ing make to meet that contention? 

. MORGAN. I will come to that point after a while. 

Mr. DAVIS. I wish merely to suggest it to the Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. But I desire to know, before I get down to 
that point, exactly what the ri of Costa Rica are, and whether 
or not she is complaiming, and I want to know whether the Gov- 
ernment of the United States is going to take a protest from Sal- 
vador and Honduras—— 

Mr. DAVIS. Guatemala. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not Guatemala. Guatemala has nothing to 
do with this. She never had anything todo with it. She is an 
independent Government to-day and has her minister here, Sefior 
Arriaga. a splendid gentleman. I desire to know whether Costa 
Rica — up her rights through a diet that represents Nica- 
ragua, Salvador, and Honduras, and does not represent her, and 
which she has never joined? 

What is becoming to the honor of a great Republic like this in 
sconce Me a question thus thrust into our faces upon an occa- 
sion when we are trying to settle for ourselves and our people 
what are the rights of this Republic and also the rights of our 
It is an impertinent intrusion by two of the States of 


i 


? 
Peviea America’ represented in this diet, as we are told, which 


never had any connection with this matter. 
that drops Costa Rica out of consideration. It may be strong 

to prevent the passage of this bill. It may be strong 
enough to carry the point to which I will refer now for a moment, 
inasmuch as I do not care ‘to amplify the discussion as to the 
rights of Costa Rica or what she may be intending to do, for I do 
not know what she intends to do. I only know what her rights 
I only know that it would be wanting im respectability in 

if we should pass this subject by in such a way as 
te permit Honduras and San Salvador to come in here and strike 
down the rights of Costa Rica under these concessions and under 
our legislation. 

What does this minister contend for? He has gone on to state, 
as the Senator from Minnesota suggested, that the dealing with 
this scheme on the part of the United States excludes Nicaragua 
from some of her rights, and that it is a monopoly of the stock by 
the Government of the United States, and that in this respect it 
does what the Senator from Indiana {Mr. Turpre] denied that it 
did—it puts the Government of the United States in control of that 
canal. I huve always understood that we wished to get as close 
to it as we could without treading on anybody's toes or violating 
anybody's rights, and in what we are doing here or proposing to 
do, if we do anything, and in what we have done in the bill which, 
im the last Co , we passed through the Senate by 10 majority 
after a long debate, and after these very questions were raised, we, 
they assert, have monopolized the stock in the Nicaraguan Canal 
(in the bill before the Senate to-day), and that we violate the spirit 
of the concession, because the concession provides that it shall not 
be sold to any foreign government. This minister says it is a 
virtual sale of the concession; that it takes the whole thing. 

Mr. DAVIS. I understand the question is a little more limited 
in extent than that. Nicaragua, under the concession, is entitled 
to 6 per centof thestock. I understand Mr. Rodriguez to say that 
that right is wi out by the bill under consideration at present. 

Mr. MORG . No. Hecould not say that, if he has any com- 
mon sense, because the bill preserves it. 

Mr.DAYVIS. I merely wished to know what the bill does in that 


It is an intrusion 


But that is 


. MORGAN. The bill preserves that pootety. 
$100,000, 000.0f 


all it does e. The , $70,000,000 out o 
stock, it takes to the United States. 

How does Nicaragua happen to have any stock in the Maritime 
‘Canal Company? What right has she had to have her represent- 
ative, her te, im that company all this time, managing its 
affairs? How did she get it? She got it by the concession which 
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made her a party to our legislation, thoroughly accepted and con- 
firmed, as much so as if it been put withyn the four corners 
of a treaty. Not that only, but there are many acts done by the 
Government of Nicaragua which bind her just as firmly to what 
we have done heretofore legislatively as if she had put our laws 
into a treaty and signed it and ratified it. Here she has been 
acting under acts of Congress of the United States, giving to her 
all her rights under that concession, whatever they may be, in- 
corporating that company and claiming the absolute power of 
repeal or modification of the act. Here she has been represented 
in her governmental capacity through that board of directors, not 
only without objection, but with the most cordial assent. All 
these long years, through all these debates, after the bill we —— 
through the Senate giving her $6,500,000 of stock, never did she 
raise her voice in protest or even in querulous statement to show 
that she had the slightest 2 

Now, the Government of the United States may be wrapped 
around the finger of Great Britain like a piece of floss as often as 
anybody wants to do it, but if the wrapping process is to go on I 
object to its being wrapped around the finger of Nicaragua. 
am for making Nicaragua stand to her contracts, and not her con- 
tracts only, but her other treaty obligations, for this contract and 
what has been done under it have in virtue of the ress 
= eae of a treaty. Now, let any American Senator deny that. 

hat we are doing in legislation here in Congress and what we 
have done from the time we first a the company until 
this moment has been done in virtue of solemn treaty stipu — 
between the United States and Nicaragua, entered into in 1868. 
There is no doubt about that. So we are executing our part of a 
treaty, whatever she is doing. She comes here in comeeey with 
two strangers, not parties to this contract, two other Republics, 
and proposes objections which, if she is permitted to insist upon 
them, are fatal to the canal in Nicaragua, not now only, but always. 
The demand for an American canal under American control, if 
that be the demand of the United States, passes out of view in the 
presence of this protest and no longer will be heard, even as an 
echo in the future. You are gone, gentlemen. 

It becomes us now to say whether we are to be drifted out and 
thrown aside in that way or not. I do not know what we are 
going to do, but I know one thing, that if we do not e action 
upon this matter in an authentic way within our rights, clearly 
ascertained and firmly expressed, the American people going 
to find occasion for having some ‘serious complaint inst some- 
body in connection with this great enterprise, for the people do 
not intend to give up, let me observe, their mght to go ugh 
Nicaragua and their right to control the canal to the extent that 
we are undertaking to control it in this or otherwise, if you 
please. That right will not be surrendered by the American 
people whatever clamors may be made for peace with Great Britain, 
or on account of any other thing that may come up. 

Mr. Rodriguez utterly denies that we have the right to put in 
this bill what we have here. If his construction of the ts of 
Nicaragua under this concession are correct, we have no right to 
make this legislation, and we ought to abandon it and say so as 
honorable people. But here comes now, at the end of this com- 
munication, what he conceives to be a t temptation to us— 
the rehabilitation of the Frelinghuysen-Zavala ty. Now, sir 
if I could get the Frelinghuysen-Zavala treaty, I should prefer it 
to the pending bill or anything else. I preferred it when it 
here. It was taken out of the Senate President Cleveland 
within ten days after he was inaugurated ident of the Uni 
States the first time. It was taken ~ of this body because the 

tleman who became his Secre ° aia 


State insisted—he did not 
ave a majority of the Senate, but he had more a third of 
the Senate with him—that the treaty created en 
between the United States and es as the t, and 
as the next point that it was in contfavention of the 


yton- 
Bulwer treaty. Most of the debate which occurred upon that 
occasion—it been made public—was eg the questio 
whether or not that Frelinghuysen-Zavala d interere with 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. That was the great baraee of 
debate, as Senators around me who were then in body will 
remember. Now he proposes it again. 

The Secretary of State in sending his communication to us 
not informed us whether or not he approves of these views of Mr. 
Rodrigaes. He pen = informed us oe he a AN 

r. Rodriguez's in on for acorrespondence upon the 
lishment of the Zavala treaty. We are left entirely in the x 
in regard to this transaction, except so far as it may 
pressure against the pears of bill, and in tha Ww it 
must regard it as a distinct threat upon the part of the on 
of the United States that the pending bill is not mes - 
lowed to become a law. In later years we have aoe 
tomed to such threats, and I cease to get scared at = ’ 
no longer alarm me, for the reason that I suppose 
among the American people, if there is not 


a = _ ——— or in its 
cies W 0 people—by a change 

Here, then, would be the case of the President of the United States 
taking this treaty away from the Senate because he eres 
it after his predecessor sent it here a ern which i 

the same case precisely, considered in a ak or 

as if the same man on a certain day in the month of January had 
sent in a treaty recommending its ratification by the Senate, and 
I | in the month of March had recalled it, on the ground that he had 
made a mistake in it; that it was an entangling alliance and put 
in jeopardy the United 
trea 


Senate had not previously declined 
ratification of the treaty by a constitutional vote? 
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ent, a recognition of the fact that the ey the United 


Btates and each of the are independen ats of 
the Government, and ‘ore are responsible and must take 
their own course in matters of 

question whether or not we are to understand the t Exec- 
utive Aminiotuation as eoomnenas the plein eof me 
Frelinghuysen-Zavala treaty, w: e Presiden Ad- 
ministration took away from this 
upon a majority vote several times, and would have ratified it by 
a two-th 


body after we had voted for it 


vote any time it was called up. 

The Presidency of the United States is one continuous office, 

really—I mean its poli- 
of the incumbent. 


is just 
plomatic sense, 


States in respect to the Clayton-Bulwer 


Mir GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Alabama whether the 
to advise and consent to the 


Mr. MORGAN, Anda motion to reconsider was entered by Mr, 


Edmunds, and a majority, a ty, was developed in favor 
of the treaty, but not ae e 


was pending when the President withdrew the treat 


motion for reconsideration 


Iam not finding fault with the President of the United States 


for withdrawing the treaty, but Iam looking at the attitude in 
which we must a 
January the same —for the President is always the same king 
over us, giving him that title—negotiates a treaty, sends it to the 
Senate, earnestly 

March withdraws it a 


ance, and is 
Mr. President, t act will never cease to have its damaging 
effect upon the people of the United States. It will never cease to 


ore the nations of the earth when in 


ds that it shall be adopted, and in 
ground that it is an entangling alli- 
to embroil us in trouble. 


cast a upon the character of the Government of the United 
States as , imbecile, and uncertain in its policies, 
count ing, to suit the circumstances of the politics in the 
country. 

Will the Senator from Alabama permit me to 


make asuggestion? I understand that the communication from 
the Secretary of State was transmitted to the committee for its 
information—to use the language of the communicating docu- 
ment—and the committee or its chairman is responsible for the 
presence of the communication in the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatistrue. Iamnot complaining about the 
commynication coming here. On the contrary, I am gratified 
that it has come, because if there is anything w: in my course 

I desire to know, it is the facts of a situation. I do 
not want to be misled or to mislead anybody else about a matter 
which concerns the P rgem welfare of this country. 1 would bea 
af remem an 5 eee, elie. 

mean to sa notwithstanding the at the 
sors iain withdcew the Zavala oy the Senate of the 
United States for the reasons I have stated, Mr. Rodriguez has 
what I may call the assurance to present it to him again at this 
late hour of the Administration — 0 invite him to reconsider it. 
Sep fovea beeen agreod ood £5 pay Niceragas $4,000,000 for this 

e we pa ,000, or this 
fy . Doubtless Mr. Rodriguez ‘would like to handle the 

,000,000 for the ane the treasury of the Greater Republic 
of Central erica. — is an intimation to us, ‘‘ We will not 
i to Great and revoke these eharters if you 
will pay us $4,000,000.” 

Let him take that observation and send it to his Government. 
I make it here. It is an effort to get us to stop in the crucial or 

itical stage of legislation in which we are ind with mature 
deliberation and pay to him as the representative of these two 
Republics not concerned, or to Nicaragua, if you please, I do not 
care een the $4,000,000 we promised to pay in the ghuysen- 


I was to $4,000,000, because the 12 miles breadth 
of land from ee Pectde thet we-wecld have cot 
under that treaty, together with the other immense privileges that 
we o under that : ee to abso- 
lute sov , were worth the $00 000. was less than 

e syn ’s fees in of $262,000,000 of bonds— 
not more than ba. We better have spent the money that 
way and have something secured for the t of the peop|e. 
We had better have t it and confronted Great Britain with 

that the Bulwer treaty was not worth the 
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on which it was written. I believe 
parevery one of you believe it. The Clayton- 
in amen. o& Se ates Se oe wort Ee paper 
upon which it is written. It is true it has not been f y re- 
voked. aes ae eee onanees ane to the olen Seat 


and you all believe 
wer treaty is not, 


i formally abandoned it, and it there now like a skel- 
aoe the United States merely to alarm the children 
when they happen ——— open the door. 

The Clayton-Bulwer treaty been violated by the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain openly, notoriously, over and over , 
I call the attention of the Senator from Ohio to what I am about 
to say. Thegentleman who is known or is understood to be about 
to become Secrétary of State made the first report upon this sub- 
ject. That part of the report was drawn by Mr. Edmunds and 
approved by himself, the honorable Senator from or. SHER- 
MAN], and in that we denounced the Clayton-Bulwer treaty 
as no longer obliga upon us unless we chose to waive the 
infractions of Great Britain in their dealings in Central America. 

Now, there we stand. Now we are coming to a conclusion; 
now we intend to know whether it is so or not, and I for one, as 
an American Senator, do not intend to pass one single hair's 
breadth beyond this question until it is settled. 

Mr. WHITE. Can the Senator from recollection state how long 
ago it was that the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHEr- 
MAN] reached that conclusion? What is the date of the report? 
Does the Senator remember? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not recollect. It was the first report on 
this subject. 

Mr. WHITE. I suppose it can be found. I thought probably 
the Senator might remember the date. 

Mr. VILAS. It was made in 1891. : 

Mr. MORGAN. It was made further back than that; in 1887 or 
1888, I think. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hesitate to reply to my honorable friend or 
even to answer his question, it seems to me he is rather 
going beyond the subject-matter, and is trenching upon matters 
that had better be argued when the Senate is in executive session. 
As a matter of course, I am in favor of the Nicaraguan Canal. I 
joined in the soueet in its favor, and hope to see it accomplished. 

Mr. MORGAN, What I am trying to do is to call attention to 
the history of the attitude of the Senate of the United States, 
through its committees, upon this question. This gentleman 
comes back here opi ee a proposition for the rehabilita- 
tion, the renewal, of the inghuysen-Zavala treaty, which was 
withdrawn by the President of the United States because it was 
in conflict with the Clayton-Bulwer treaty—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. All to be 


r. ‘ 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes; to be; it was withdrawn on that 
ground. Afterwards it was affirmed by that committee unani- 
—s the Senator from Ohio = SHERMAN] writing part of 
the report, that that was not obligatory u us. 

Mr. GRAY. Did the President of the United States give any 
reasons in his of withdrawal? 

Mr. MORGAN. I believe he did. ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN, I can not hear what the Senators are saying. 

Mr. MORGAN, The Senator from Delaware asked me whether 
the President in the withdrawal of the Frelinghuysen-Zavala 
treaty gave reasons. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not think he did. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think he did. 

_ Mr. SHERMAN. I think the President withdrew the treaty 
immediately after coming into office. 

Mr. GRAY. Iwas in the Senate at the time and my recollec- 
tion is there was no—— 

Mr. HOAR. We treated the whole communication in executive 
session, and the Senate has never authorized the removal of the 
injunction of secrecy. 

r. MORGAN. . President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALpricuinthechair), Does 
the Senator from Massachusetts rise to a point of order? 

Mr. HOAR. I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 


‘the tes — ee ee ee een ot 
. e injunction of secrecy been remov uw mes- 
sa of the President was blished. 

¢ PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair has no means of as- 
certaining the question of fact raised by the point of order. _ 
Mr. HOAR. If this discussion is to = without ascertain- 


that I 
== fact, I will be compelled to 


Senator from Alabama. I have no doubt he has said all he de- 
sires to say, or that he will say what he desires to say without 
trenching upon that order. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam entirely satisfied that the injunction of 
secrecy has been removed. We have discussed the question here. 
We discussed it on the passage of a similar bill heretofore. 1% 
was fully discussed. But if I am in error about it, the only thing 
I ae do is to beg pardon of the Senate and take back all these 
words. 

Mr. HOAR. My recollection is that the communication from 
President Cleveland, immediately after his entrance upon his first 
Administration, or whatever communication was made upon the 
subject, was made to us in confidence, and that the obligation of 
confidence never has been removed, That is my recollection of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. 1 have been a very negligent sinner, not a 
willful one, if that is true, for I discussed that question very fully 
on the passage of the bill when it passed this body before, and it 
is in the report of the committee now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And has doubtless been published by the 
Executive, of course, as all executive matters are. 

Mr, MORGAN. It has been reported and discussed and hacked 
about here time out of mind. 

But I will suppose a case. I will suppose that the President of 
the United States withdrew the Zavala treaty upon the ground 
that it interfered with the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. But I need 
not suppose the other branch of the case—that is, that the Senator 
from Ohio declared that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was no longer 
in effect. I need not, because he stated that in an open report 
here. But I will —— one proposition and state the other; and 
then I should like to w what sort of a kink we are getting our- 
selves into here about this matter. That is what I dislike about 
this business. There is not enough of manhood, not enough of 
direct, old-fashioned, sincere honesty in our dealings with other 
— and other countries. 

ere comes, then, a proposition from this Greater Republic of 
South America that we are to pay them $4,000,000 for this privi- 
lege that we have already got. Senator from Maine asked me 
what I thought we ought to do with this bill under the circum- 
stances. I will say to the Senator, as he has put the question to 
me, that I consider that self-respect requires us, in view of this 
communication, simply to pass our bill and inform the Republic 
of Nicaragua, and Costa Rica, which is the other partner in the 
business, that we are not at all alarmed or subdued by Mr. Rod- 
riguez and his proposition, or by the British Government, if the 
itish Government is at the back of him, and I honestly believe 

it is; that we are not alarmed or subdued as to our position upon 


this treaty in the slightest by this matter, but we will pro- 
ceed todo what we have consi: it to beour duty to do, to frame a 
proposition upon these concessions as we understand them, for the 


tance or the rejection of the Maritime Canal Company, for that 
is all that we are doing here. Our bill can have no effect until 
these propositions are ted by that company and all the con- 
ditions precedent are complied with. They must put themselves 
in clean shape to be able to comply, and then they comply if they 
choose to do so. Who has the — to comply? The Maritime 
Canal Company. Who are the Maritime Canal Company? Nica- 
ragua, represented there amongst the foremost of the stockholders; 
Costa Rica is another. 

Now, this bill proposes to submit to the Nicaraguan Govern- 
ment, through its delegate to that board of directors, and to Costa 
Rica, the ion whether they will — our legislation. Nic- 

has no right to come here now and undertake to interpret 
the rights of our citizens under their contracts or to influence our 
interpretation. That is for us to determine. We say that our 
citizens and those Republics have the right to sell us $70,000,000 
of this stock, and they have the right to take out of the stock so 
much to pay them for the concession, including the 1,000,000 acres 
of land, and so much of the bonds to pay them for the money 
actually ded in the construction so far. Thatis what we say 
we think their rights are under the concession. We formulate 
them clearlyin a bill, and wesay to the Maritime Canal Company, 
“You have the perfect right to accept or refuse it. We are deal- 
ing with you as the owners of a great property, and we propose 
to buy it from you under the conditions that we have stated in 


Now Nicaragua comes to inform us in advance, through a new 
provisional arrangement with her associates, Honduras and Sal- 
vador, who have got no connection with it, that that would be 
considered as a violation of the treaty, as the Senator from Indiana 

Mr. Turpte) calls it. If she thinks so, let her refuse to accept it. 

ihe has got a yote in the board. She is represented there. She 
can file a bill to enjoin her fellow-stockholders from selling it if 
she wants to do so. She can stop it in our courts or her own 
courts, or wherever she undertakes to have a jurisdiction estab- 
lished, if they have no right under her concessions to permit us 0 
own $70,000,000 of the stock in the Maritime Canal Company. 
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Now, viewing it in that light, are we to be moved from our 
interpretation of this treaty upon facts that are known to exist 
and are established before a committee of this body after the most 
thorough examination? Are we to be moved from our interpre- 
tation of this contract because Mr. Rodriguez, representing two 
other Republics along with Nicaragua in a diplomatic sense, con- 
cludes that he will make objections here sufficient, as he sup- 

ses, to break down the bill and induce the Government to rein- 
state the Frelinghuysen-Zavala —. 

I have said that I prefer that treaty. Ido prefer it; but, Mr. 
President, there is nothing that I prefer above justice to our own 
people. There ought to be something in the character of our Gov- 
ernment to entitle our people to have something more than a mere 
sentimental respect for this Government and its flag. They ought 
to understand that they are to be taken care of, that they are to 
receive justice on all occasions when the Government deals with 
them or with their rights, or they are thrown upon its considera- 
tion. 

I would not, sir, take from these men that million acres of land 
in order to make a new treaty with Nicaragua. I would not take 
from them the six and a half million dollars of stock in that 
canal which they are forced by this bill to surrender to us. I 
would not take it with violence and concede the same right de- 
manded by Nicaragua, and thus throw our people overboard and 
spurn their just demands. I would not take from them the oppor- 
tunity which they have under this charter, this concession, of 
going to any other government and getting the identical legi 
tion that we are proposing to enact in this bill. ' I should very 
much dislike to see them do it, because it would be symptomatic 
at least of a want of that kind of enthusiasm in their patriotism 
which might cast some odium upon them. But, sir, 
hea: has got the rights that she contends for here to-day, is free 

make the same concession to Great Britain. She, contending 
as she does in this letter of Rodriguez that the contract has been 
forfeited, if her contention is just, not only is free to make such 
a proposition to Great Britain, but she has got a treaty to justify 
it, which is exactly in the eee our treaty. 

I have been furnished with the annual message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States—which shows that it was a public doc- 
ument—for the withdrawal of the Frelinghuysen-Zavala treaty. 
I think there was also a special message, but it makes no differ- 
ence. The President says in his annual message December 8, 
1885: 


The interest of the United States in a practicable transit for ships 
the strip of land separating the Atlantic from the Pacific has been repea’ y 
manifested during the last half ve 

Hy Senate redecessor caused to be negotiated with Nicaragua a trea 
for the construction, by and at the sole cost of the United Sta ofa 
through Ni an territory, and laid it before the Senate. Pen the ac- 
tion of that body thereon, I withdrew the —— for ne, Atten- 
- ae of its provisions leads me to withhold it from resubmission 

e Senate. 

Maintaining as I do the a line ents from W: ‘s 
day which pr be een 4 tL % foreign —. Ido not favor 
a policy of acquisition of new and distant territory or incorporation of 
“2S tonal progress sare vital 

6 laws o' are 
that irresistible tide of comenagpeal 


d organic, on we m 
Ww + 
our active civilization, day by => 


ust be conscious 
as the concomitant 
ose 


have given ; but our duty fh the present instructs us to 
address ourselves mainly e ent of the vast resources of the 
great areacommitted toour , an the cultivation of the arts of peace 
within our own borders, though jealously in ven the American 


hemisphere from being involved in the ay feat and complications 
Ss distant govermonts Leet ipe Iam unable to recommend : 
nv paramoun vileges eau or outside of our own 
ritory, von coupled ok absolute an tnlunited sugagements to defend 
rritorial integrity of the state where such interests While the 


e 
roject of eqns the two oceans b of a canal is to be encouraged, 
Pi of , sn that any scheme to that ond, to be ered with favor, 
uu 


free from the features allud \ 
The Tehuante route is declared by enqipeere of the highest repute 
by competent scientists to afford an en y practicable t t for 
and cprgees Sy means of a ship oolong yom Atlantic to the 
The obvious advantages of such a route, if feasible, over others more remote 
from the axial lines of traffic between Europe and the Pacific, and tion: 
larly between the valley of the and the western coast 
and South America, are dese: ration. 
Whatever highway may be across ae divi 
test maritime areas of the world mugt be for the world’s t,a 
or mankind, to be removed from the ce of domination by any 
power, nor become a point of invitation for hi ties or a prize for war 
ambition. An engagement combining the constru ownership. 
operation of such a work by this Government, with an offensive and - 
ee alliance for its pepe on with the foreign state whose 
and rights we would share, is, in my ae with such 
cation to universal and neutral use, and would, moreover, en’ measures 
for its realization beyond the scope of our national polity or present moana, 


The lapse of years has abundan qoemrengt Ge nue andl Sovemienss of 
ore conditions 


— earlier A: tions ~ ore -—s 
and ¢e e 

recourse were a P 1 pee 

mankind by 


claimed the vital need of interoceanic 
SBS conaoceased 1 Sq exivende Se She euannen sees — og 
obliga’ — 
such realization the efforts of m hn Re be applied, ever bear- 
the principles on which = =a. an are oteet in 
© uncertain tones , who, w poqretery. 1838, 
nounced that * went the Ui ted States want Sok Leet next tothe 





happiness of its people, is the security and 
routes which lead through it.” y and neutrality of the interoceanio 
The construction of tinental lines of railwa’ 


three transcon yall in successful 
operation, wholly within our territory and uniting the Atlantic and the Pacifico 
oceans, has been accom most in and 


which may be opened ond employes for neni at an and traffi =~ 
other con saenee. for uses inimical to both. ee we 
Se. : aieest has proven the great importance of having 
r ex ence roven th 
competition between land and water carriage fully de ped, cach 
as a protection to the pu against the tendencies to monopoly which 
the consolidation of wealth and power in the hands of vast 


are rent in 
maar wave tes what I have already said on the 
a 


co’ tions. 
ese suggestions mn) 
score of the necessi neutralization of any interoceanic transit; and this 
the uses of the route open toall nations 


only be accom: making 
and subject to the ambitions and warlike necessities of none. 
e 


and report of a recent survey of the Nicaragua Canal route, 
wo Haginsie Mensesl, will be coment: unicated for your informa- 
on. 


Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Alabama permit me to 
make aninguiry? Is there anything stated in the message of the 
President of the United States, to which the Senator has referred, 
with respect to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty or any supposed con- 
flict with that treaty? 

Mr.MORGAN. No,sir; not this particular . The Zavala 
treaty is printed in the report of the committee. It was printed 
four or five times by the Senate, and circulated all over the coun- 
try. Any Senator can have access to it. It was published by 
order of the Senate, too. So we are in no doubt about it and in 
no darkness about it all. That was a very important treaty for 
us, and it was a grievous day to me when it was lost. I then 
apprehended the troubles that are co now when we gave up 
what Mr. Frelinghuysen so splendidly for his country on that 


occasion. 

Then the further objection in the President’s message here was 
that the whole cost of it was on the Government of the United 
States. Now we arecomplaining because it is not all on the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, t the Government has not got 
all the stock. 

Mr. President, I have oe oe far as I think I need go in this 
matter. This recommen of Mr. Rodriguez is that the Sen- 
ate of the United States or the Congress of the United States will 
not pass the bill for the reasons that he has stated, which indicate 
as far as he has got the power to indicate, that the Government of 
Nicaragua will not consent to become a to its acceptance. 
That means that we are not to build a canal through a 
upon a that our citizens have uired already; that 
nothing been done so far to give usarightto doit. We inter- 

t the contract, a the as both parties to a treaty 
ve an equal right to interpret it. e determine tha 
the right to do it. We submit itina 
Canal Company. 
that we are wrong, 


t we have 
bed ition to wnt Maritins 
and can sa @ cour 

she can persuade her stock- 
It is an open matter, where 
d whole on in- 
N if you break this bill down as it stan Sodatwritn 5 
ow, sir, if you as a 
between bose some- 


5 

: 

3 
B78 


whom we know nothing about and never —if we can 
be stopped by that, we had better stop ail effete to dig a canal. 
The people can not have faith in us if we have not any more 

wer than that in ourselves to protect their rights. e had 
better stop and throw it up. But, sir, I intend to move this bill. 


I intend to give the Senate of the United States the opportunity 
to whe it is deterred by this threat from Mr. iguez. 
. HALE. I do not know that the Senator has concluded. 


say 
Mr 
_ MORGAN. I was about to take my seat. 

r. I will put what I have to say in the form of 
& proposition, which I should like the Senator to answer. There 
haw come here a very serious protest against further action by the 
United States in the direction of a. out this canal project, 
pany bavetorfelted al thelr rights; that they have lapsed by timo 
pany have : ve y time 
or otherwise, and that the ing bill is a new matter and an 
infringement upon the of That comes 
from a gentleman whom the Senator from Alabama says we know 
no about, and who has not been recognized; but it is an 
undou fact that he has been recognized by the President, who 
has authority by the Constitution to receive ministers and ambas- 
sadors, as the mi , duly accredited, of the Greater Republic 
of Central America. : 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine if 
the communication is not sent to the chairman of the Committee 
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Foreign Relations b our Secretary of State as having been 
sevaived from the minister? 


HALE. I was going to read it. 
Mr, MORGAN. Now, let me ask the Senator from Maine, as 


i i estion, or rather making a h— 

nee HALE. raaid I would make a proposition, as the Senator 
Yielded ORGAN. Now, is this in your proposition? Has it been 
in any wise doubted or disputed that that is an authentic propo- 
sition? Ido notdisputeit. 

Mr. HALE. What proposition? ; 

Mr. MORGAN. ez’s proposition here, I do not dis- 
pute that it represents the Nicaraguan sentiment. 


Mr. HALE. But the Senator referred to him as a gentleman 
whom we know no about and who has not been recognized. 
The communication, duly sent to the Senate in session, says: 

various bills now in Congress loo 
contraction of ann the information rough commi' a nave the honor 
ie ca 
fast received by me from the minister of the Greater Republic of Central 
ce 
a ghts N nadie Otpeiners ak ehaben 

Whatever ts Nicaragua matter, and w ver 
rights she io assert them in any channel of communication in 
which she must act diplomatically, she has merged in what is 
known as the Greater ublic of Central America. I do not 
suppose there is any historic doubt that there has been entered 
into a compact that forms a new Government, and that Nicaragua’s 
rights are merged in that new Government. She had the same 
right that Massachusetts, New York, and Virginia had in 1776 to 
go into the Confederation. 

Mr. MORGAN, Ishould like to know what part of this ques- 
tion I have got to answer. 

Mr. . Well, Mr. President, simply in my own way—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I know. 

Mr. HALE. I am referring to, and traveling over no ground 
that the Senator himself has not gone over—— 

Mr. MORGAN. No; but I have the floor. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator yielded the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have the floor and yielded fora question. I 
did not yield for a speech. 

, E. I beg the Senator’s pardon; the Senator said he 
had finished. 


Mr. MORGAN. I said I was about to take my seat. 

Mr. HALE. And I said I would make my proposition and 
Taha EELS ond teakwelpek alec 
8 ing in my own an no at length. 

Mr. MORG. I do notcare how long you speak. 

Mr. HALE. Iam going over no ground the Senator himself 
has not traversed. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator took the floor for the purpose of 
utting a question to me, and he has been keeping me on my feet 
or ten or Afteen minutes. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave more trouble over this communication than 
has the Senator. Iam as earnest a friend of the interoceanic 
—_ and have a from - ee the an but when 

nd a grave and dignifi rotest sent to us by the recognized 
minister of a country that of cesecnal in this matter, and has 
been from the , a3 we are and have been, I am troubled 
qrout has Ge eeaete that is to be, and I was going to ask the 

natgr-—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator first allow me to ask him a 
question, or rather to make a statement to him? 

Mr. HALE. Y 


. Yes. 

_ Mr. MORGAN. I have not sought in an I have said, or 
in any attitude I have taken, to decide any Cuban question or the 
question of the power of the President to recognize a foreign gov- 
ernment. If the Senator thinks there is anything in that view, 
let him think so, because I do not think our action here has the 


slightest cS w that point. 
Mr. HALE. ala not suppose that question was involved in 


this debate at all. The Senator did clearly say this is a gentle- 
man we know nothing about. I should like to have the tor 
or any Senator who ves in the policy that, notwithstand- 
ing this grave test from a country that was interested with 
us from the beginning in a friendly way, we should go right on 
and legislate and the bill without further examination, 
without further ng a halt, tell me what is likely to happen 
actually—and the thing that we want to bring about is not to get 
the advantage of each other in debate, but to have the Nicaraguan 
Canal built—if, with the Greater Republic of Central America 
protesting through its minister, 
oan av action a oe ae - t oe United States, ae repre- 
icaragua e other States protesting, an owi 
obstructions in the way of this great work, we would go on onl 
pass the canal bill? I should like to have the doubts in my mind 
cleared as to what we can do. Ido not know. I do not feel so 
clear as the Senator does that we, in the presence of this grave 


resenting its Government, 





oes may go on and ae a bill, and let Nicaragua stand out, 
she chooses to do so. I would prefer an opportunity of examin- 
ing into this matter and seeing how far this protest really repre- 
sents the attitude of Nicaragua. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. As to the bill which is before the Senate at the 
instance of a corporation which receives its charter from the 
United States, I ask whether the offer that is made by that cor- 
poration to the Government of the United States does not in- 
clude certain valuable and important concessions from the Gov- 
ernment of Ni ; and whether the situation is not, whilst 
we are debating whether we shall accept the proposition of that 
corporation, we have here a communication from an authorized 
representative of Ni protesting that the concessions 
offered by that company do not exist and are not under the con- 
trol of the company which offers them to the United States? 

Mr. HALE. That is precisely what gives my mind pause. It 
ae to me as if _ is very — as if one of the fundamental 

n carry out the arrangement with this corpora- 
tion 1s nyu decieaed by the representative of this new Republic as 
nonexisting, and therefore it presented to us—certainly it does 
present to me—an entirely different situation, Mr. President, from 
what it did this morning. I understood the Senator to say it does 
not with him. Iam not prepared and I do not want to give up 
this bill. I do not know but what this has got to go into the field 
of diplomacy to be negotiated, and new terms and conditions 
made. I can not tell that now; Iam in doubt about that, but I do 
not feel that we have the same guaranty for going on now and 
legislating and passing this bill that we had before this respectful 
protest was sent in to us. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the situation as it is now pre- 
sented is just this: A concession has been granted by Nicaragua 
and Costa Rica; it has been acted upon by Congress for several 
years—as many as eight or ten. We have now come to the point 
when we propose to make an offer to the Maritime Canal Company 
for advancing it money with which to build a canal upon certain 
terms and conditions. That offer includes the proposition that 
the Government of the United States shall have for itself seventy 
millions out of a hundred millions of the stock. Nicaragua con- 
siders—so Mr. Rodriguez says, though nobody m-ntions Costa 
Rica at all—but Nicaragua considers that that purchase of sev- 
enty millions of stock is the ownership of the canal, and that this 
— in the bill violates the part of the concession which for- 

ids that company to sell the concession to any foreign govern- 
ment. That is the situation. I do not readit as Mr. Rodriguez 
does, I donot so interpret it at all, and I have the right, so has 
every Senator, so has the House of Representatives—the Govern- 
ment of the United States has the right to = its own interpre- 
tation — this contract in making this offer, to guarantee the 
bonds of thiscompany. To say the least of it—I could go very 
much further than that—but to put the question in the simplest 
possible form, we must put our own construction upon this contract 
in making our offer. en it is for the Maritime Canal Company 
to say whether it accepts or whether it rejects. Under the bill 
until, it accepts, there is no agreement, there is no legislation. 
Their acceptance is made a condition precedent to its operation. 

Now, to say the least of it, Nicaragua has, in conjunction with 
Costa Rica as an associate in the transaction, if I may call it such, 
full right to say, ‘‘ No, we will not accept this; we consider that it 
violates the contract,” and that ends it, of course. If she can get 
her colleagues to go with her, or if she thinks she is not bound to 

with them, under the contract she can enjoin them and say, 

* You must not do that; you are disposing of property you have 

no right to di of;” or she can say to the Government of the 

United States or the President of the United States, ‘‘ Do not issue 

any bonds under this bill;” and the President has full authority 

under the bill not to issue any and not to proceed until all ques- 
tions are settled. 

The question now is as to whether or not we are going to change 
our a as to what the rights of the United States are and 
would be under the acceptance of such a contract as that, in view 
of what has been said by Mr. Rodriguez as to the objections of 
the three Governments which he represents, called the Greater 
Republic of Central America. 

Mr. HALE. Which is now one Government. 

Mr. MORGAN. Three States, but one Government for diplo- 
matic pu . I call attention again, however, to the fact— 
and I do it emphatically, because I want an answer upon that 
part of it from somebody authorized to give it—that the President 
expressly said to Mr. Rodriguez when he admitted him, ‘‘ Your 
reception here as the minister of this new Republic, this new 
combination, this diet, does not in the slightest degree affect the 
individual obligations of any of these States.” That reservation 
was distinctly put in, as the newspapers inform us. But I do 
complain, and I have a right to complain, and we have all a right 
to complain, that so important a transaction should take place in 
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the United States and that the President has disdained to inform 
Congress. Iam sorry to be in that attitude, I am sorry to be so 
much in the contempt of the President of the United States as a 
member of this body that Iam supposed to have no right to ask 
him that he communicate to us, as his oath requires that he 
should, information as to the state of the Union—no right to ask 
him to send to us what has taken place in regard to these matters; 
and here is the Senate of the United States in the dark about it, 
Who knows here whether my statement is correct or incorrect 
that these very rights were reserved by the United States at the 
time that that minister was recognized and let into the Blue 
Room of the White House to receive the courtesy of a reception? 
Who knows anything about it? Why will the Senate sit by and 
undertake to legislate upon matters which are communicated 
through the Secretary of State to the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, instead of the chairman of the Committee 
on the Canal, when the information is withheld from us as to 
whether that protest affects the rights of the people of the United 
States, and whether or not our rights were reserved when he 
came as the representative of a new Government? 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, the question now 
confronting us is not so much, perhaps, as to the rightfulness of 
Nicaragua’s contention, but that until this afternoon none of us 
knew that Nicaragua made this contention. 

Mr. MORGAN. I never did. 

Mr. HALE. Ineverdid. One of the great arguments in favor 
of this project and the feasibility of this scheme is this—— 

Mr. BRICE. May I ask a question on that point? 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I was about to 
state—— 

Mr. BRICE. And as well of the chairman of the committee, 
the Senator from Alabama in charge of the bill. I ask, Is it true 
that in the original concession the State of Nicaragua reserved for 
herself—in other words, that she was to be paid for the concession 
6 per cent of the capital stock of the company? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. BRICE. Is it not true that in the bill now under consider- 
ation that 6 per cent of the capital stock, which presumably would 
be worth its par in money, is reduced in value by putting ahead 
of the ca ital stock $100,000,000 of bonds? 

Mr. MORGAN. No. 

Mr. BRICE. And the stock is left to be merely an instrumen- 
tality for og e. and electing the directors of the company? 

Mr. MORGAN. No. 

Mr. BRICE. If the Senator will allow me, is it not right that 
the State of Nicaragua, either directly or through the Greater 
Republic of Central America—and is it not proper under the cir- 
cumstances that she should represent to this Government that 
she ought to have inany event the sum of six and a half million 
dollars, which she originally expected to get? If we pass the 
and undertake to construct the canal, ought we not to provi 
that the State of Nicaragua should be paid what she originall 
expected to be paid when she gave the concession? Is it not fair 
and right that she should be so paid? 

Mr. MORGAN, If the questions of the Senator have given out, 
if he has got to a period, I will ‘ 

Mr. HALE. ill the Senator allow me to finish my statement? 
The Senator knows I was interrupted right in the middle of a sén- 
tence by the Senator from Ohio (Ms. Brice}. 

The question is not whether Nicaragua is right, but she makes 
the contention. Neither the Senator from nor I knew 
anything of it until this afternoon, and he knows that in the orga 
ments made in urging the adoption of the Nicaraguan Canal bill, 
one great and convincing ar ent was that we were proceeding 
in entire concert of action with Nicaragua; that she was as desirous 
of this legislation as we; that she accepted all these allowances 
which been made in the bill for herself; that she yielded to 
everything that we gave to the company, and was jointly with us 
pushing this thing forward. Now, suddenly, we are confronted 
with a situation just the reverse. She is objecting to that. Oan 
we really move an inch in this matter substantially toward the 
building of the canal without the friendship of Nicaragua? 

Mr. MORGAN. Has the Senator come to a period in his ques- 
tion? 

Mr.HALE. Yes; I have; and I should like to have the Senator 
answer that question if it is in the line of his argument. 


Mr. MORGAN. Ihave had at least twenty questions put to- 


= seriatim by the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from 
aine. 

Mr. HALE. I will waive all but the last one. 

Mr. MORGAN. It would take a very ee to answer all 
these questions of Senators about a matter t they understand 
just as wellas Ido. Every man who has read this bill—I do not 
think that everybody in the Senate has read it—knows what 
rights of Nica are. Six million five hundred thousand dol- 
lars of stock in the canal are expressly reserved to that State, and 


she is allowed to have, in consequence of that, one director in the 
board of directors. About that there can be no possible query or 
difference. Nicaragua is not put behind the United States e: 

in the sense that the minority stockholder is always behind the 
wegnely Ken men yeigess~ : vey 2 a — to go into this at all 
withou @ majority o' —a great rity. So 
that answers all the questions the Senator from Ohio has oat to 
me. I submit that 1 a full and fair answer. The reading of the 
bill discloses distinctly that all rights of Ni are reserved. 

Now, the Senator from Maine wants to know if it is not a very 
serious business. Well, Mr. President, whatever is of sufficient 
importance to gain the attention and the vote of this Senate is 
always a serious business, some parts of the business a little more 
serious than the balance, but I confess that we have got now into 
a diplomatic em if I may be allowed the expression, in 
various directions which makes ev that we touch a little 
serious, and my judgment about the action of Congress is, that 
whenever the business is serious, men must take it up seriously 
and meet their es. 

There is one thing I can assert, I think, with reasonable cer- 
tainty, and that is, if we are driven away from our action on this 
occasion by the opinions which are urged here by Mr. ao 
against our right to act, we had just as well abandon thé whole 
business of building this canal. 

I will suppose it is abandoned; I will suppose that Mr. Rod- 
riguez has not got sufficient influence diplomatically to get us to 
pay Nicaragua $4,000,000 for the privilege of building that canal, 
as he wants to do by getting the Zavala treaty rehabilitated. I 
will suppose that the whole thing la as it will lapse for all 
time, so far as 1 can see. Then I will leave the Senate to answer 
this question to the American people: When and how are we go- 
ing to get that canal? I leave the Senate also to determine upon 
the ov of making in advance a treaty of arbitration with 
Great Britain which will shelter her while she swallows this 
sweet morsel. There is no question about that in my mind. 
That may suit the fancy of some gentlemen who think, after all, 
more of the British aris and their titles, orders, and deco- 
rations than they do of the American people; but it does not suit 
me atall. Iam averse to it. But whenever you recommit this 
oe whenever you a it, roa passes; that is an end of it 
so far as we are concerned, either a t or in t. 

We peg yr fog pod but the present Administration 
started out—by strangli Frelinghuysen-Zavala treaty to 
death; that treaty which would have done more for the people of 
the United States than any treaty which has been signed since the 
treaty of Ghent. The —— treaty we have ever had was 
strangled to death by Administration. As I said before, it 
has left a cloud upon the ty and upon the reputation of 
— oy ee es om = government, _ like 3 aoeee 

not been shadowed upon us by anything in the way of a pu 
lic act in which we have ever e ; That was broken 
down because it was likely to be an entangling alliance, said the 
President. The other reasons for breaking it down every Senator 
here knows. The honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], who is looking at me now, knows as well as I do that it 
was in alleged conflict with the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. By run- 
ning away from the d we occupy to-day we — these old 
sores, all of them. We must deny that we have got ht now 
to pass this bill, because in doing so it is an invasion of t the 
Senator from Indiana calls a treaty between the Maritime Canal 
Company and the Governments of and Costa Rica. In 
our refusal to act since the Greater Republic of Central America 
ra we — her contention and ~ ae = oe 
Vy & power we en egte eeees a are forced to yie 
our — unless we pay $4,000, or 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the objection, if there is any objection in 
the Senator’s mind, to inserting in the Nicaraguan Canal bill an 
amendment that there shall be paid to Nicaragua in money or in 
bonds, or in having her portion of the stock excepted from the 
preference equal to the value of the stocks for w: she origi- 


nally —— 

If the tor will pardon me a moment . I will state that 
I have always supported this bill, but I think is great force 
in what the Senator from Maine [Mr. pe! says, that it is not 
strictly a question of what Nicaragua is en to, but, within 
reasonable limits, is a question of what she thinks she is entitled 
to. It is not wise for us to = with this project with Nicaragua 
hostile or sullen or , or thinking she has been treated unjustly. 
Here is a great iture of certai aes than $100,000,000. 
The matter of six anda half million dollars to Nicaragua is 4 
mere bagatelle. Itseems to me this whole matter could be removed 
from anybody’s cavil by simply saying that pom shall be 
entitled to receive in stock or otherwise what she accept as 
an equivalent for the original stock which was stipulated for. 
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. MORGAN. TheSenator from Massachusetts has heard the 
ee by Mr. Rodriguez that this proposed legislation violates 


of cession. : 
Oe, HOAR. I did not say that. I merely said that somebody 


claimed it. If he does not claim it, Nicaragua does not claim it; 


and then she will be contented with the bill as it stands; but if she 


does have any d of that kind, we ought to provide for her 
being — : 

. MORGAN. Mr. makes the point that our tak- 
ing $70,000,000 out of the $100, ,000 of this stock amounts to our 


owning 


f it—and that thatis con’ to theconcession, that this 
Oe the property under this bill to the United States in 
violation of the 


concession. 
Mr. ALLISON. May I call the attention of the Senator to one 


fact in connection with that statement? 

Mr. MOR: . Yes S ; : 

Mr. ALLISON. Although that is a violation of the original 
treaty, yet Mr. Rodriguez suggests immediately that the United 
States San have the whole of canal. So it is not objection- 
able to Nicaragua, as he suggests, that the Government shall 

ve it. 

— MORGAN. That is true. I was about to make a remark 
as to the proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. Hoar] 
that Mr. Rodriguez must be satisfied that Ni would be 
willing to receive the equivalent of $4,000,000 in is of this com- 
pany, and that she is here for the purpose of playing that game 
upon us to-day. He says she is to reinstate the Zavala 
treaty that puts up $4,000,000 to purchase this concession, but the 
Massachusetts 


Senator from says, inasmuch as Nicaragua is trying 
tocenpel se Seaay Pereune blackmail ee eee eee 
bonds—$4,000, of bonds. Whenever that is done, . Presi- 


dent, it must be done with a treaty that gives us better rights 
than we have under this concession, for the Zavala treaty was far 
ahead of this concession in the right of the Government of the 
United States and in its power of control of that canal; and I 
would not consent to insert it into this bill, because, if Ni 
had any sense of self- , she would not accept it off in 
this way. It would be like saying, ‘‘ Mr. i , you come in 
here as the representative of this Greater Republic of Central 
America, and you say that if we give you $4,000,000 it will be all 
right; you will be content. We do not want to make any treaty 
with you, Mr. Rodriguez, that might bring up the ghost of the old 
‘layton-Bulwer treaty”—the ow of which we are much more 
afraid of than of any real fact that we have ever had to encounter 
in connection with it—‘‘ we can not do that; but we will just slip 
in $4,000,000 of these bonds. Thatis whatyou want. That ought 
to satisfy you.” What sort of respectability would that/minister 
and his Government have in the eyes of the world, to come here 
and to attempt to force the Congress of the United States in its 
legislation to aoe him $4,000,000 in order that we might get his 
consent to build this canal? 

True, sir, I have always said, and always felt it until the very 
moment when the Senator from een SHERMAN] showed me 
that paper, that Nicaragua and Costa Rica were heartily in accord 
with us in building this canal, along with every one of the Central 
American States. This proposition has been delayed until it is 
scarcely decent tomake it; this roposition has been delayed until 
this bill is about to one of these bodies after years of discus- 
sion, during which it has been always presented for the consider- 
ation of that Government of Nicaragua in the most friendly and 
respectful way. Now she comes, at the last hour, and offers her 
objections. hy has she not offered them heretofore? It is be- 
cause she has got somebody standing at the back of her that she 
thinks stronger than we are—that is all. 

Now, let it go, if we are afraid to undertake it. Ihave done my 
duty in reference to this canal; I have worked for it faithfully in 
season and ont of season. If we had passed the bill through the 
other House that we passed through the Senate two years ago, 
this matter would have all been settled; there would have been 
no complaint from Nicaragua, and the canal would have been well 
on the way to construction. it is our weakness of a that 
has invited this effort to destroy our rights and those of our peo- 
ple. It is the halting and the hesitating of Congress which invites 
attack. That has been the American position about everythi 
of late. For the last twenty years the United States have 
their mind made up, it appears, to yield in every direction, and 
now they are presenting to us a halter of compromise by which 
we shall be tied up for five years to come, without permission to 
assert our rights in any respect. 

Gentlemen, these are serious moments in the Senate. Take this 
bill and recommit if yo 


u choose. I shall be found here, so long 
as I have a seat on this floor, contending for the doctrine that that 
1s to be an American canal under American con and they can 
hot drive me away from it. eee 
tude when we give up this bill. It may be betterin the judgment 
of the Senate to stop, but if it is better in their judgment to stop 
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some Senator move to recommit it. 
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now they are only following that lead which has come very near 
os us many atime. When a British ship ran into the 
harbor of Corinto and took ion of the custom-house to col. 
lect a debt the Government of the United States stood by and saw 
it all go on, but the le were aroused until they were almost in 
afrenzy. The Government of Great Britain never ceases to press 
an advantage whenever there is an opportunity—never. The one 
glorious thing about her Government is that she stands by the 
rights of her citizens. While we are parleying here this afternoon 
about the proposition of paying this blackmail of $4,000,000, we 
abandon the rights of as honorable a set of men as this coun 
ever Sr mae some of them our former colleagues—McDonal 

i i whose rights we cavil and with whom we 
dicker, and I ins with them; and now we propose, 
at the instanceof Mr. guez, to turn our backs upon them und 
say, ‘‘They have no rights in these concessions; let them go; they 
are nothing but Americans.” 

I have no respect for the action of any government that will 
turn upon its own people to devour them, while they court the 
favor of other governments by visiting injustice upon American 
citizens. 

Sir, graves in Cuba have been filled with Americans who died 
because this Government had neglected them, and now we pro- 
pose to throw other rights away, to destroy the rights of honor- 
able men, as honorable as any who look at me to-day. If we do 
that, we do not deserve the t of our own people, and we are 
not going tohave it. They will not respect men who do not regard 
their rights, and the Senate of the United States before it stops 
now er this threat should consider what their attitude will be 
when a committee brings this bill back before this body. Let 
I want to hear him. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator desire to debate the question 
further this evening? 

Mr. MORGAN. Idonot. Iam ready for a vote upon the bill, 

Mr. HALE. Iwas going to suggest that I will not for one move, 
though I had that in view, to recommit the bill to the committee. 
I think it will do no harm for it to go over and let us examine 
more fully into the real conditions, and on Monday, if no amend- 
ment can be prepared that is agreed upon which will satisfy 
eee then perhaps recommit the bill. I do not feel about 
this, which may give rise to a possible controversy, that there is 
any question about our yielding to a European power. If we are 
goimg to have a controversy here, and the canal project is to be 

and run awry, it is going to be not with any European 
power but with a sister American Republic. I desire to avoid 
that, and I rose for the purpose of moving, so that we may have 
until Monday for consideration, that when the Senate adjourn 
to-night it be to meet on Monday next. Then the Senate can go 
on, if it chooses, and finish the appropriation bill. I make that 


motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine, that when the Senate adjourn 
to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before the vote is taken, I wish to say a word. 

Mr. HALE. I yield for the moment. 

Mr. MORGAN. [have no objection at all to the Senate deliber- 
ating upon this proposition. I think it should be deliberated upon. 
It has come in here suddenly and very unexpectedly. I do not 
know that between to-day and next Monday we shall have an 
cham | of finding out authoritatively or from the executive 
department anything about the opinion they have in regard to 
these various subjects. I should like very much if the Senator 
from Maine, before he takes his seat, would institute an inquiry. 
If I should institute an inquiry it would not be responded to. I 
have tried that often enough to understand that I can not get any 
information from the State Department about any public matter. 

Mr. HALE. I think the State Department will always be com- 
pliant and a. 

Mr. MORGAN. They have not been, I will say to the Senator 
from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. To give any Senator or the Senate, in response to 
a resolution, any information desired. I believe that the gentle- 
man who presides with such distinguished ability at the head of 
that Department is in no degree actuated by any feeling except 
confidence in Congress and a desire to act with it, to comply with 
its requests, and to furnish information at all times. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am only speaking upon personal observa- 
tion, Mr. President. What I have said [ think is true, and I shall 
adhere to it until lam convinced to the contrary. At the same 
time we want this information if the executive department has 
any. If the President has any advice to give us about it, now is 
the time to doit. I stated here to-day, and I am ready to repeat 








it, that ‘am thoroughly satisfied that this movement of Rodriguez 
has been inspired by the British Government, and that he was 
sent here for that purpose. 

Mr. HALE. I do not suppose there is the slightest ground for 
anybody believing that to be true. I do not myself believe it, and 
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I do not look upon this as blackmail on the part of Nicaragua, I 
am bound to say. I do not think the phrase was well selected by 
the Senator from Alabama. I look upon it as a protest on her 
part that she is not being treated now as in the original negotia- 
tion, and she protests that her — that were recognized then 
should be recognized by us now. It isasister American ro 
which makes this protest, and I do not want to hurry or to be driven 
by whip and spur into any action that will complicate the situation 
and render a quarrel with her more likely than it is to be avoided. 

I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on 
Monday next. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator from Maine would withdraw 
his motion for one moment. Yesterday request was made by the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLEy]. which was withdrawn 
in order not to interfere with this bill, to go on with House bills 
coming from the Military Affairs Committee. . 

Mr. HAWLEY. Pleaseexcuseme. My requestincluded House 
bills in general. The proposition was to proceed, under Rule 


His argument and reasons, presented with such clearness and 
force as to send the thrill of conviction through every one who 
heard them, were addressed to empty benches in the Senate of the 
United States, which was bent upon this act. Later in the even- 
ing of en when another ator, who has not been in the 
habit, I respectfully submit, of unreasonably encroaching upon 
the time of the Senate, asked to make some farther argument in 
opposition to the bill, it was followed by the intimation that the 
opponents of the bill were seeking to filibuster, and it was only 
by insisting upon rules of the Senate which have been very often, 
as they were res inveighed against, that the bill was car- 
ried over until to-day, here to receive the logical consequence, the 
almost inevitable result, which the Senator from Indiana had 
depicted as its proper fate, but coming sooner than expected, in 
the form of a communication from t friendly Government, 
which has dealt it a death blow. 

Notwithstanding that the distinguished Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Moraan], who has labored for so many years with zeal and 


VII, to the consideration of unobjected House bills on the Calen- rsistency, with industry and intelligence which all recognize as 
dar, including pension bills. ; oing him credit and honor, has in these last moments indulged 
Mr. HOAR. House bills in general, including pension bills. | in some very severe , yet the Senate recognizes that the 


Greater Republic of Central America is entitled to its respectful 
consideration, and that it will receive it. It may be true that 
that Government or the constituents of that Government, the 
three States as formerly existing, have chosen to form their new 
confederacy and set up their new establishment without first com- 
municating with us, but it is also true that it is their t to 
establish that Government and that it is to be i y us, 
not animadverted upon as a thing to be discredited an ed. 
Surely every man in the Senate, as throughout the United States, 
rejoices to see those movements in the Central and South American 
countries which indicate the advance of the ideas of liberty—lib- 
erty regulated by law, insuring stability, the progress and enlight- 
enment of our race. 

This step of theirs is one such, and I regretted to hear even in 
moments of pain, perhaps, and of keen disappointment, the expres- 
sion fall that that Government, when insis only upon the just 
recognition by the Congress of the United States of its dignity, of 
its rights under the concession which it has made for the pore 
of this canal, is to blackmail the United States into the pay- 
ment of $4,000,000, which was reserved in the former treaty as its 
price for the great concessions then made, and which the tor 
said to-day were worth the money in the mere land given in that 
a or pro to be given. Iam sure we shall all join, even 

isti ed Senator from Ala in recalling any idea 

that the Senate of this great Republic of North America can in- 

—= harsh words toward that sister Government of Central 
erica. 

Sir, if you look to this concession you will find that every point 
made by that acute and enlightened minister, Mr. 162, 
amply and perfectly sustain It is true, as he says in com- 
munication, that it was carefully and particularly stipulated by 
Nicaragua with the Maritime Canal Company that under no cir- 
cumstances should the control of the canal be transferred to an- 
other government; and F this bill, by direct legislation, as he 
points out—if the Maritime Canal Company assent to it, and we 

roffer them a bribe of $4,500,000 in money and $7,000,000 in stock 
to secure their assent—establishes the United States as the owner 
of 700,000 shares out of 1,000,000 shares of the capital stock of that 
company, all paid-up shares, upon which not a mill is paid. We 
profler to a as her of a capital stock which she 
stipulated should be paid-up capital — $6,000,000 of nominal 


There is the bankruptcy bill, which some of us desire to get up. 
There is the matter which was discussed this morning. It will 
considered during the session, aereey in executive session; and 
there are ten oeieanae bills. We have — a few weeks of 
the session left, and Monday is to be taken up, after 3 o’clock, by 
the eulogies on a very eminent gentleman, late a member of the 
other Hlouse and formerly its Speaker. I hope the Senator from 
Maine will allow this business—which ought to be disposed of—to 
to be done to-morrow, and let the pending bill go over, which will 
do just as well. 

Mr.HALE. The pending bill ao. I will withdraw the 
motion, provided the Senator from Massachusetts will make his 
proposition here now, and I will help him to get it accepted. 

r. HOAR. The formal reading of the bankruptcy bill will 
take an hour anda half, It will have to be done once, of course, 
under the rule. Now, some time in the future, when Senators are 
not very much engaged, I should like to have the matter of read- 
ing that bill, in compliance with the rule, accomplished. That is 
another thing which will take some time. I do not suggest this 
in interference with the request of the Senator from Connecticut. 
I only state it as one thing that requires time. 

Mr.HALE. LetanySenatormaketheproposition. [A — 
I will make it myself. I ask that the session to-morrow, after the 
routine morning business, shall be devoted to the consideration of 
House bills on the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Subject to objection? 

Mr. HALE. Subject to objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Also Senate pension bills? 

Mr. HALE. If that proposition carries, then of course I will 
withdraw the motion to adjourn over. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to make an inquiry in reference to the 
pret a ment, Will the Nicaraguan Canal bill remain the 
unfinished business on Monday? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. It is the unfinished business now, 
and it will be so on a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. VILAS. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 

Mr. HALE. Then I must renew my motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope we can meet here to-morrow under 


better conditions. shares of that kind, but after we have burdened the whole enter- 
Mr. HALE. TheSenator from Wisconsin [Mr. V1LAs] desires -_ with every dollar of capital which is a to be put into 
to address the Senate upon the Nicar Canal bill, and under | it ~ a mortgage which destroys at once, of course, the capital 


the circumstances I withdraw the motion for the present. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I desire to occupy the time of the 
Senate for only a few moments, but I am not ing to allow this 
occasion to pass altogether without drawing attention to one or 
two facts in respect to the discussion of this bill in the Senate. 

It is perfectly obvious to Senators upon this floor at the present 
moment that the pending measure as now presented is in articulo 
mortis. But I wish to call ial attention to the fact that the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE] during three days of labor 
here in the public interest has pointed out with eloquence and 
clearness every a and argument of material co: uence 
suggested by the minister of the Greater Republic of tral 
America. He has — out here that we were by this bill pro- 
posing to —- the dignity of a government with which we are 
purposing friendly cooperation; that having permitted a company 
which stands now incorporated by a law of Congress to negotiate 
with that Government and enter into contract upon c 8 
cific terms, we were by this bill putting the United States in 
position of creeping and crawling into the skin of that bankrupt 
and worthless corporation, and violating the terms of its conces- 
sion, and thus putting upon that Government by this legislation 
an outrage which it could not but resist. 


stoc. 

Thus that Government, outraged by being put into relations 
with another Government against its own consent and “eg 
limitations, outraged by this pe to treat it in such a ess 
and heedless manner, has sent in a dignified and respectful protest 
through the ordinary channels of di . 

Mr. President, I do not intend to the time of the Senate of 
the United States in discussing this measure or to discuss any 
further what should be done with it. I have done all that I desire 
to do, in pointing out that not one word of implied or indirect ani- 
maivaieione m the Greater Republic of Central America or upon 
its disti ed minister residing at this capital. can be justified 
by any act in the history of it; that e circumstance which is 
urged now by him, and much more besides, which ought to have 
been in itself like an impassable barrier of rock to the progress of 
ne Sun 2 re this bill, was ae 

presen e m uent and powerful manner by the 
distinguished Senator from iedinnn. , , 

There I leave this measure, so far as any discussion of mine is 

concerned, unless the Senate shall indeed so disregard all ordinary 
which obtain between governments as to continue to cael 
, without a reference to a committee, to consider the 











, now dealing with this scheme, which has received a 

era every one of us here knows to be well founded in fact, 

law, in reason, and in the true maintenance of the dignity of 
the Government making it. - 

Mr. HALE. Inow renew my proposition, that to-morrow, after 
the routine morning business, the session for the day shall be de- 
voted to the consideration, under Rule VIII, of House bills upon 
the Calendar unchjecwee to and all pension bills. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The only objection I could possibly urge 
to the request would be that the entire day ht be spent upon 
the Calendar before the on bills were reached. The pension 
Calendar is a separate calendar, I to the Senator from 
Maine that we might take two hours, for instance, for the consid- 
eration of bills on the Calendar and then let us go to the pension 
bills. 

Mr. HALE. There will be no difficulty in arranging that to- 
morrow. There is never any trouble about reaching pension bills. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am satisfied to have the agreement made 
in that way. 

Mr. HILL. Should you not include in the agreement unobjected 
Senate bills? 


who are interested in House bills. 

Mr. HILL. I understand that. 

Mr. HALE. Generally, some time within a month or so of the 
end of the session, we give a day or two to House bills. I have 
no objection to this arrangement: That when the House bills and 
pension bills on the Calendar shall have been acted upon, we shall 
continue until adjournment to-morrow with the consideration of 
unobjected Senate bills on the Calendar. I will make that a part 
of the pe tion. 

Mr. HILL. That is better. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I take it for ted it is understood that 
so far as pension bills are concerned, the agreement is not restricted 
to House bills. 1 should ~— to such a restriction. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. dent—— 

_. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will first submit to the 
Senate the request of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hauer}. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator from Virginia will withhold 
his motion, in order that we oy get this proposition through for 
using the day to-morrow. I do not object to his making the 

motion, but I hope he will not make it until—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand the suggestion 
from Maine is that we shall sit to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. Is the Senator’s motion that we adjourn over? 

Mr. DANIEL. I have moved that when the Senate adjourn 
to-day it may be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HALE. I thought the Senator was going to move that the 
Senate now adjourn. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the motion of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. It is in order, o7- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia moves 
— when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday 
ne 

Mr. CHANDLER. On that I ask for a division. 

Mr. HALE. We had better have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN] who is not 
ae. I do not know how he would vote. If he were present, 

should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Michigan would vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I will withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana . CAFFERY]}. 

Mr. . Isuggest tothe Senatorfrom Kentucky [Mr. BLack- 
BURN] that he transfer his pair to my colleague . MurpPHy]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am very glad to do that. I vote ‘“‘yea.” 

Mr. WILSON (after having voted in the negative). I have a 
gue pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], and 

erefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 


of the Senator 


=e fe wh 
Ehckourn, Gace mle, 
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NAYS—25. 

Aldrich, Gallinger, Peffer, Stewart, 
n, Hale. Per ‘Thurston, 
> Hawley, Platt, Tillman, 

Brown, Lodge, Proctor, Wetmore. 

Cullom, McBride, Pugh, 

Davis, Morgan, Roach, 

Frye, Nelson, Shoup, 

NOT VOTING—47. 
Faulkner, MeMillan, Sewell, 

Brice, r, Mantle, Sherman, 

Burro rge, Martin, Smith, 

Butler, Gordon, Mitchell, Oreg. Squire, 

Caffery, Hans) Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 

Call, Harris, Morrill, Vest, 

Cannon, Hoar, Murphy, Voorhees, 

Carter, Irby, er, Warren, 

Clark, Jones, Ark. White, 

Cockrell, Jones, Nev. Peery: ilson, 

Dubois, Kyle, Pritchard, Wolcott. 

dsay, Quay, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum has voted. 
Mr. HALE. As no quorum is present, I move that the Senate 


ourn. 
“ine motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 48 minutes 
. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, January 
, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 22, 1897. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N. CoupEN. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 
REFERENCE OF A BILL. 


Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to make a privileged motion. On 
the 28th of January last, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Manon], chairman of the Committee on War Claims, reported 
House bill No. 5092, the report being No. 153, the title of the bill 
being ‘‘A bill for the allowance of certain claims for stores and 
supplies, reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of 
the act ag March 3, 1883, commonly known as the Bowman 
Act.” e report and bill in that case were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. But that is a pri- 
vate bill, and under the rules should have been referred with the 
report to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 
There having been an improper reference, I ask that the bill be 
now properly referred. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman on that 


point. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think there can be 
no controversy as to this being a private bill; and the rules pro- 
vide that all bills of a private character when reported shall go to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. Bills of the 
character of this one—providing for this class of claims—have 
usually been referred to the Calendar of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. It is a general bill, is it not? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; it is not a general bill. It isa bill 
referring to a number of claims; but it is a bill providing only for 
private claims. It can not be called a general bill. If the Chair 
will indulge me, I wish to call attention to a law which defines 

rivate bi I refer to section 55 of the act passed January 12, 
T305, providing for the public printing and binding and the dis- 
tribution of public documents. Section 55 of that act provides: 

There shall be printed of each Senate and House public bill, etc. 

And after further provision the act continues— 


The term “private bill” shall be construed to mean all bills for the relief 
< paves parties, bills granting pensions, and bills removing political dis- 
abilities. 


So that the term ‘‘private bill” is defined in the law; and it 
occurs to me that there can be no controversy as to this being a 
private bill. 

It is true, as has been suggested by the Speaker, that it embraces 
more than one party; that is, that there are several claims embod- 
ied in the one Mill. But that does not prevent it from being a 
private bill. 

The SPEAKER. But it applies to a class of bills—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not toa class of bills, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). Or rather toa class of claims, 
—— those which have been passed upon by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir; a class of claims which have 
been presented and passed upon by the Court of Claims; and they 
are introduced into the House and reported here as one bill. 

As far asI can ascertain, it has been usual to refer these bills 
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and reports to the Private Calendar, and not to the Union Calen- 
dar, though in some instances they may have been referred inad- 
vertently to the Union Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. It is only recently that such combinations of 
claims have been embodied in a single bill, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is true, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. But it is a question whether it would not be 
as much a public bill as the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir. The river and harbor bill is 
made a public bill by a rule of the House, which rule provides 
‘that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors may make this kind of 
report, and may include all the reports in one bill. But here isa 
private bill, intended to benefit only private persons, and it seems 
to me that it must be apparent it can not be and ought not to be 
on the Union Calendar. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has had no notice of this proposi- 
tion with a view to an examination of it, The Chair does not 
think, however, that the Private Calendar was intended for such 
bills as this. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. As I understand it, Mr. Speaker, the Pri- 
vate Calendar is intended to take care of all private claims. Now, 
there is no controversy that this is a bill for the payment of pri- 
vate claims. It is not obnoxious to the rule of the House which 
provides that two bills for the payment of private claims shall not 
be coupled together. It simply places a number of bills in one 
claim, the bills all being of a class, of a similar character. They 
are not separate bills combined or united, but they are only differ- 
ent persons named as the beneficiaries under the same bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the provision 
of the actapproved March 8, 1883, commonly known as the Bowman 
Act. That fact, in the opinion of the Chair, would seem to make 
it a public matter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have not looked any further into the 
case than I have already stated, and the reason I did not, if I may 
be pardoned for referring to it, is that I mentioned the matter to 
the Speaker, when not in the chair, for the purpose of ascertaining 
his opinion, and I was misled, of course not intentionally, by the 
Speaker; but I was under the impression that an opinion was 
expressed in accordance with the suggestion I made. 

he SPEAKER, If the gentleman will bring up the matter 
again, the Chair will examine as to what was done in regard 
to what are known as the ‘*4th of July claims,” and possibly 
that may throw some light on the question. The determination 
of that point may change the opinion of the Chair, which, of 
course, has been formed without any careful examination of the 
matter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would have made a more exhaustive 
examination but for the reason I have suggested. 

But my recollection is, Mr. Speaker, that the 4th of Jul 
claims, to which the Chair calls attention, have been so repo: 
since | was a member of the House, and certainly at one time 
when I was serving on the Committee on War Claims. My recol- 
lection is, I know indeed, that they have sometimes been placed 
on the Private Calendar, because I remember distinctly in former 
Congresses considering that class of claims when the House was 
in Committee of the Whole on Friday on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend the matter for 
the present, and the Chair will look into it. 

r. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Mr. BAILEY. I desire to correct a reference. The bill (H.R. 
8278) to amend section 1 of an act = December 21, 1893, 
entitled ‘“‘An act to provide for two additional associate justices 
of the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other 
purposes,” reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, was 
referred to the Union Calendar. It should have been referred to 
the House Calendar. The mistake occurred because the bill re- 
peats the title of a former act to increase the number of judges in 
Oklahoma Territory, whereas this bill only proposes to change a 
rule of court pr ure. 

The ee The Chair thinks that the correction should 
be made. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


‘ Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal privi- 
ege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] 
rises toa — of personal privilege. The gentleman will state 
it. The House will please be in order. 

Mr.COX. In the New York Sunof last Monday, in its financial 
article, appeared this language: 

It was assumed, too, that our citizens are universally discontented with 


ae pene currency, although one of the d tes to the convention, who 


rman of the Committee on Currency of the present House of 


sentatives, acknowledged that there is so little c demand for 
on = that he could not get his co tee together to and 


SN a ee ee 
commi ever since ve been in Congress, and wi excep 
tion of a few meeti at the last session of Congress — a: 

suspend until order is 


The SPEAKER. © tleman will 
obtained. Gentlemen will please cease conversation and take their 
personal p 


seats. This is a question ‘ 
= RICHARDSON . It was impossible for us to hear the 
reading. 
EAKER. The Chair is ing to facilitate hearing on 
the part of all members. wr 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to hear the communication 


read from the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
, too, that our citizens are universally discontented with 
t currency, although one of the delegates to the convention, 
is of ho Camenenee & Canneney of ee Se 
sentatives, acknowledged that there is so a ic demand for legisla 
= the aaaeent that he could not get his co: ttee together to discuss and 


Mr.COX. I desire to state, as I was stating, that I have served 
on that committee ever since I have been in Congress, and with 


‘the exception of a few meetings at the last session, after we con- 
business 


cluded to transact no further , | have attended every 

meeting; and I am ready to meet with the chairman of that com- 

— at the proper time and vote on any propositions he may lay 
ore us. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, as I seem to be 
involved in this, I will simply say that it is one of ten thousand 
communications to newspapers, or statements made in papers, 
that have not the slightest foundation in fact. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman, before he takes his seat, allow 
me to ask him if a worse one than that did not appear in a Rich< 
mond r before he went over there to make a speech? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Well, I am sure I do not 
know whether it did or did not. If Iamo oe track of 
all that is said by the newspapers in the country, I I might 
as well resign here and attend to that business. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate further insisted upon its amendments 


to the bill (H. R. 9638) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898 Measvest te by 


the House of Representatives, had agreed to the further confer- 
ence asked by the House on the di votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Quay, Mr. HaLz, and Mr. Brack- 
BURN as the conferees on the of the Senate. 


RAILWAY THROUGH THE INDIAN AND OKLAHOMA TERRITORIES, 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. er, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9571) authorizing 
the veston and Great Northern Railway Com 7 to = 
a operate a railway through the Indian T tory, an 

or other p 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. It provides that the Gal- 
veston and + Northern Railway Company, a ospnoeeiice 
created under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Kansas, 
be, a oe -° 2 is aa authorized and invested and = 
powered wi e right of locating, constructing, owning, equip- 
ping, and operating, using, and maintaining a railway and tele- 

raph and telephone line through the Indian and Oklahoma 

erritories, beginning at a point to be selected by said railway 
company along the south line of the county of Harper, State of 
sas, and running thence in a south and southeasterly direc- 
tion, over the most practicable route, through the Indian Terri- 
tory and the Territory of Oklahoma, toa oo near Denison, 
State of Texas, thence to the city of G n, said State, with 
the right to construct, use, and maintain such tracks, turn-outs, 
sidings, and extensions as said company may deem to their inter- 
ests to construct along and upon the t of way and depot 
grounds herein er for. T ook 

, I as 


Mr. BARTHOLDT (during the reading), Mr. Speaker 
‘ dispensed with. It is in the usual 


that the reading of the bill be 

form, and comes with a unanimous report from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, who say that it is in every way identical with 
previous bills of the same character. 

The SPEAKER gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BarTH- 
OLDT] asks unanimous consent for the t consideration of 
the bill, and that the further reading of it be dispensed with. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and —. 

On motion . BARTHOLDT, a motion to reconsider the 
—_ vote tee nogy on the table. 

ee 
The S EAKER said: The Chair desires to call the attention of 
‘the House to the fact that the bill presented by the gentlemai 
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. BARTHOLDT] contains certain amendments 
objection, the amend- 
will be considered 


from Missouri ‘ 
which were not voted = ithout 
ments, which are comm amendments, 
to. 
There was no objection. 
ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY, 


Mr. DALZELL. I move that when the House adjourn to-day 
it aaeeurs to meet on ee next. 

The motion was 

Mr. THOMAS. Regular order. 


INDEX OF GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I have a privileged report from 
the Committee on Printing. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. THomas] 
calls for the regular order. The gentleman from lowa [Mr. Prr- 
xine] has s peivinens report from the Committee on Printing, 
whi er, 


is the regular ord 


The Clerk read as follows: 
bstitute for joint resolution (H. Res. 211) providing for a comprehensive 
index to Gove That be vate ht. in a single vol 
’ oo) ume, 
under the ‘direction of John e the ‘com eee comers 
vernmen: blications, an index ns 
ae Govamaaae from 1881, the date at which the Deseriptive Ontulagus of 


nt Publications by Ben: Perley Poore termina to pe the date 
oo which the index by the wn tendent of documents weekend sai 
e 


f in its general Comprehensive Index; and 
the compiler fal be entitled to receive, as compensation for this work, at 
the rate of $1,000 per to be paid by the Secretary of the as 


follows: Five hundred di whenever he shall certify to said officer that 
the index to the documents of any entire ee is completed, and the 
balance when the copy for the entire work is y for delivery tothe Public 
Printer. 

Sec. 2. That the heads of the several De ments, Bureaus, and officers of 
the Government shall, upon the request of the compiler of the index, supply 
him with copies of all their publications issued d the period above - 
cated, < = information as will enable him to prepare the index herein 

rovid or. 
- Sec. 3. That in addition to the usual number, 1,500 copies of said index be 
rinted and bound, 500 for the use of the Senate, and 1,000 for the use of the 
Tease of Representatives. 


Mr. PERKINS. Let the report be read, Mr. Speaker. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Your Committee on Printing, having had under consideration House joint 
resolution No. 211, ** ons for a comprehensive index to Government 

* publications from 1881 to 1893," report a substitute for the same, and recom- 

mend that the substitute be agreed to. 

The purpose of this resolution is to fill the gap now existing in the index- 
ing of Government publications. q 

* is proposed that this work shall be done under direction of Dr. John G. 
Ames, the compiler of the Comprehensive Index of Government Publications, 
1889 to 1898, and produced in a single volume. j 

Dr. Ames’s long association with the publications of the Government gives 
him exceptional qualification for the work. The compensation allowed him 


is $1,000 Congress, e six Congresses. 

Tie on: Perley eis ie te ea oe this, will complete the 
work to the present time, as the printing act of Jan 12, 1895, provides 
for indexing by the superintendent of documents from 180. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I think that the report which 
has just been read fully explains the purpose of the joint resolu- 
tion; and I shall ask a vote unless some gentleman desires to ask 
a question in to it. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman, Mr. Speaker, 
why the committee desires to impose this additional infliction 
upon the members of this House? The gentleman is well aware, 
of course, that if a catalogue of these documents be distributed 
throughout the country that it will be the bane of the life of every 


member of this ee 
Mr. PERKINS. r. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman from 
California, I have to say that there is no purpose in this resolution 


to distribute broadcast throughout the country the catalogue of 
public documents. 

Mr. LOUD. Youwill give each member eight or ten copies? 

Mr. PERKINS. We have a catalogue of public documents 
down to 1881 nna by Ben: Perley Poore. e havea catalogue 
from 1893. is made continuous in the printing act of Janu- 
ary 12, 1895. It leaves a gap, as stated in this resolution. This 
work is done ata very slight expense, comparatively, and it seemed 
to the committee that it should be completed. 

Mr. LOUD. Let me say to the gentleman that I can see no 
objection to the publication of this index, but why not confine 
your number to h ies or to persons other than members, and 
not to be distributed to every member of this House? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state to the tleman that if he had 
paid attention to the reading he would have found that the com- 
mittee had made an amendment to the original resolution which 
does confine the index in the manner he su ; 

Mr. LOUD. 1 paid as close attention asI could, and I will ven- 
ture the assertion that my information from the reading is correct, 
that the number is to be the usual number. If this does confine 


the of the resolution as the gentleman suggests, I have 
no on to it. 
Mr. Thisis for the printing of the usual number. 


Mr. LOUD. The resolution provided for 3,000 copies for the 
use of the House. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the original resolution. , 

Mr. LOUD. I did not catch the reading of the amendment. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


DISTRIBUTION OF MAPS AND ATLASES OF 
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, there is another resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 234, geoviiee for the distribution of the maps and atlases 
of the United States Geological Survey. 

Resolved, etc., That the Director of the Geological Survey be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed, on the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, to 
dispose of the topographic and logic maps and atlases of the United 
States, made and published by the Geological Survey, at such prices and 
under such regulations as may from time to time be fixed by him and 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior; and that a number of copies of 
each map or atlas, not exceeding 500, shall be distributed gratuitously among 
foreign governments and departments of our own Government, to literary 
and scientific associations, and to such educational institutions as may be 
a by the Director of the Survey and approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Sac. 2. That one copy of each map and atlas shall be sent to each Senator 
and to each Representative and Delegate in Congress, if published within his 
term; and that a second copy shall be placed at the disposal of each such Sen- 
ator, Representative, and Delegate. 


The report (by Mr. PERKINS) was read, as follows: 


Your Committee on Printing, having had under consideration House joint 
resolution No. 234, “providing for the distribution of the maps and atlases of 
the United States Geological Survey,” recommend that the same be agreed to, 

The resolution only relates to the distribution. The sundry civil act ap- 
proved March 2, 1895, contained this provision: ‘‘ The Director of the Geolog- 
ical Survey, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, is authorized 


THE UNITED STATES 


to sell copies of the topographic maps, with the text, at cost and 10 per cent 
added.” This necessitates the sale of the sheets at 5 cents each, and appears 
to cut off the usual full distribution to universities, colleges, and libraries, 


foreign exchanges, etc. The resolution leaves the distribution subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior, and provides that copies of each 
map or atlas, not exceeding 500, shall be distributed gratuitously among for- 
eign governments and departments of your own Government, to literary and 
scientific associations, etc., as may be designated by the Director of the Sur- 
ae | and are by the Secretary of the Interior. 
he resolution is approved by the Director of the Survey and by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote, if nc one desires 
to ask a question concerning the resolution. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


VETO MESSAGE—EASTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TEXAS. 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas calls up a ques- 
tion of privilege. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I rise to call up for present considera- 
tion the bill H. R. 9469, and ask that it be passed over the vete 
of the President. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9469) to constitute a new division of the eastern judicial district 


of Texas, and to provide for the holding of terms of court at Beaumont, 

Tex., and for the appointment of a clerk for said court. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the counties of Jefferson, Orange, Newton, Jasper. 
Hardin, Liberty, Tyler, San Augustine, Sabine, Polk, and San Jacinto shall 
constitute a division of the eastern judicial district of Texas. 

Szc. 2. That terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States 


for the said eastern district of the State of Texas shall be held twice in each 
year at the city of Beaumont, on the first Mondays in June and December. 
Sec. 3. That all civil process issued against persons resident in the said 
counties of Jefferson, Orange, Newton, Jasper, Hardin, Liberty, Tyler, San 
Augustine, Sabine, Polk, and San Jacinto, and cognizable before the United 
States courts, shall be made returnable to the courts, respectively, to be held 
atthecity of Beaumont; and all prosecutions for offenses committed in either 


of said counties shall be tried in the appropriate United States court at the city 
of Beaumont: Provided, That no process issued or prosecution commenced 
or suit instituted before the passage of this act shall be in any way affected 
by the provisions hereof. 

Sec. 4. That the clerks of the circuit and district courts for said district 
shall maintain an office in charge of themselves or a deputy at said city of 
Beaumont, which shall be kept open at all times for the transaction of the 
business of said division. 

Sec. 5. That so much of all acts or parts of acts as are in conflict herewith 
are hereby repealed. 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of 
the report of the Committee on the Judiciary reviewing the veto 
of the President. 

The report (by Mr. BRODERICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the President's 
veto of House bill 9469, has had the same under consideration, and beg leave 
to report as follows: 

The objections of the President to the bill are substantially as follows: 

First. Phat there are now sufficient places in the district for holding court, 
and that the parties having business th the courts are not seriously incon- 
venienced under the present system: 
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Second. That the district judgeand district attorney in the district express 
themselves in opposition to the bill, as unnecessary, etc. ; 

Third. That there is not sufficient court business in the counties compris- 
ing the proposed division to warrant the establishment of another place for 
holding court, and F : - 

Fourth. That the terms of court provided for in this bill would interfere 
with business in the other courts, and particularly, that the criminal docket 
at Paris is so large that now cases can not be as promptly disposed of as the 
ends of justice require. 

In answer to the first objection, your committee states that the territory 
comprising the eastern judicial district of Texascovers an area of more than 
-——— miles and extends from the Gulf of Mexico to Red River, the northern 
boundary of the State, and that courts are now held at Paris, near the north- 
ern boundary of the district, and at Tyler and Jefferson, both of which are 
north of the center of the district, and at Galveston, near the southwestern 
border of the district, and that no place is now provided for the holding of 





























The wpeenerrces The gentleman can haveit read asa part of his 
remarks. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then, when the proper time comes, I will 
ask to take the floor for the purpose of having the message of the 
President read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the House of Representatives: 


I return herewith without my ype House bill No. 9469, entitled _ 
act to constitute a new division of eastern judicial district of Texas, an 
to provide for the holding of terms of court at Beaumont, Tex., and for the 
ap tment of a clerk for said court.” 


i t appease Cist teume of cones are now ball ot ar OMeuett pineve within 
court near the center or southeastern portion of the district, and that the | the rn judicial district of Texas, and that parties having business in the 
courts nearest the territory forming the proposed division are held at Tyler | courts are not seriously inconvenienced under t arrangements. 


and Galveston. Process issued against persons resident in nine of the coun- 
ties in the proposed division is now returnable to the Galveston court, and 
in the remaining two it is now returnable to the court at Tyler. 

Beaumont is situated in the southeastern part of the eastern judicial dis- 
trict of Texas. It is distant from Galveston, on an air line, apyroximete 
100 miles, but by the usual line of travel by railway, 135 miles, while Tyler & 
distant from Beaumont about 175 miles. 

From eight of the counties of the proposed division the citizens, in 
to Galveston by the usually traveled route, have to pass through Beaumon 
those from seven of the counties being compelled to change cars and at times 
subjected to inconvenient delays in making railway connections. Citizens of 


Both the Federal ju and district attorney in this district e them- 
selves in opposition to the bill as unnecessary and an interruption to the 
Ghateowe oo Weve — 
ore the 
have before me certificates of the clerks of the present divisions of the 
courts showing that during the last five years the counties which it is pro- 
peas shall constitute the new division have contributed but forty-two cases 
the calendars of the court. 
Conclusive fe alte, betete sno tnd Do 2ttiiienel Serten of comet po 
vided for in Bet woskl 90 Seneeiave Wa) tes Sacate ehreedy supe in 
the divisions that the proper administration of the civil as well as 


the other three counties are as near to Beaumont as to either Galveston or law would be aT 
Tyler, and in some cases nearer, and the traveling facilities for reaching Beau- docket of the held at Paris is so large that under 
mont are as good as for reaching either of the other points, Galveston or | ent arran ents and with the utmost ind trials can not now as 


Tyler. There are now running into Beaumont four railroads, and others are 
under construction. The Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railway will be 
completed from Kansas City to the Guif by March. These roads do now, or 
will when constructed, traverse, toa greater or less extent, thé several coun- 
ties proposed to be placed in the new division. 

en the eastern judicial district of Texas was created, the counties form- 
ing the proposed division were sparsely settled and had but few, if any, rail- 
roads; but within the past few years the population and wealth of these coun- 
ties have rapidly increased. 

Beaumont and Orange, the latter a city distant about 23 miles from Beau- 
mont, were a few years ago small villages, doing but little business; they are 
now cities witha ulation of several thousands each, and have manu- 
facturing inte ; and the counties contiguous thereto, which are included 
in the proposed new division, have correspondingly increased in ulation, 
and a considerable immigration is now eo into this section o the State. 
Sabine Pass, 28 miles distant and in Jefferson County, and which a few years 
ago had only about 5 feet of water on the bar and no commerce or shipping 

ra 
Gulf 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 14, 1897. 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to make a 
succinct statement touching this measure. I will refer briefly to 
the history of the bill, and not recapitulate the reasons assigned 
by the committee why the bill should pass over the objections 
of the President. This bill has been twice considered by res- 
ent Congress. During the first session of the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress it wes goes by both Houses and sent to the President 
seven days before the adjournment. He did not then veto it, but 
he did not approve it, and hence it did not become alaw. It was 
introduced — during this session, received the unanimous 
report of the Judiciary ittee, end this House, passed the 
other branch, and again went to the dent. No objection had 
ever been raised to the bill by ee in Texas or party in 
interest so far as was known to me, author and mover of the . 
bill, or, so far as I have been informed, was known by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary which had it under consideration. So 
careful was the other branch of Congress in ee 
ure that—and I hope I within the line of par. tary 
courtesy when I mak : this s oe ope ps who _ it = 
charge co n respect matter es thought 
to be tutensated im this bill, and ascertained from them that there 
was no objection to the bill, and that it was a meritorious meas- 
ure, before he gave his consent to advocate it in the Senate. It 
then, as I have stated, passed that body and went to the President. 

The first statement of any objections to the bill, so far as I 
know or so far as is known to any of the tribunals where it has 
been considered, has been made by the President of the United 
States in his veto. I have this er statement to make in rela- 
tion to the subject, and I make it with some humiliation. In the 
discharge of what I concei to be my duty, I called upon the 
President a number of times during the last session of Congress 
before the bill died in his hands, in order to present the reasons 
why it should become a law or to answer any oe that might 
have been made against it; but I was denied the privilege of see- 
ing the President and did not have an o ty to present the 
Gace de ing thi ae aa tative of the people ma tn 

uring this on, as a representative and in 

nara of a — rp as I ae it, I went to - 
partment of Justice and again sought an opportunity to see the 
Executive and ascertain if there were any objections te the bill or 
if he entertained any idea of exercising his Executive veto. Again 
, oo ee ty to speak with the President in 
regard to the bill, The last occasion on which I called was the 
day the veto message was sent totheHouse. On that occasion his 
vate secretary, the gentleman who has the key to the door which 
admits members to the President, stated to me that the bill had 
not been returned from the ent of Justice to the Presi- 
dent and that the President not acted upon the bill. | 
then told him that I had been to the ent of Justice and 
had been there informed that they had returned the bill to the 
Executive and that the Attorney-General had made no recom- 
mendation in reference to the same. - The private secretary went 
in, and when he returned he said it was true that the bill was then 
in the hands of the President, and that the President had concluded 
to vetoit and had his veto message prepared. [again asked for an 


of any consequence, now by reason of the improvement of the har 
that point and the bar outside, a continuous depth of water from the 
across the bar to the deep water inside the pass of 24 feet, and the commerce 
and the tonnage of vessels now passing through this port have immensely 
increased, and the port bids fair to become in the future one of the most im- 
rtant harbors on the Gulf coast. Asa natural sequence of this admiralty, 
tigation respecting maritime matters will necessarily arise in this vicinity, 
and the proposed court would furnish the litigants a convenient tribunal. 
The area of territory included in the proposed division covers approxi- 
mately 10,000 square miles and has a po: tion of about 90,000 people. Dur- 
ing the ron of 1896 the shipment of lumber alone through the port at Sabine 
Pass to a amounted to 28,044,701 feet, and the domestic trade is 
estimated to be five times as much as the foreign shipment, and all this lum- 
ber is manufactured in the proposed division. These facts are mentioned to 
indicate the wealth and business interests in the pro: 
believed that these facts meet and overcome the first objection of the Presi- 


ent. 
To the second objection of the President, that the district judge and dis- 
trict attorney express themselves in tion to the bill as unnecessary and 
an interruption to the large volume ess Now —— and constantly 
coming before the court, we can not attach great weight or importance. The 
convenience of officials is often an excuse for objecting to changes of the 
status quo and assume importance not supported by the convenience of the 
— or the dispatch of public business, and this objection of the President 

answered by reasons and facts heretofore set forth and which will here- 
after be specified in mentioning the objections of the President. 

In reply to the ae. your committee has not had access to the 
mt - + ‘. the ral = rts of tine disteiot. but ae f the . 
ness pen in the several cou u rom the 
ulation, won. resources, manufacturing and hie interests of the 
peneeor ss the proposed division, and its rapid de nt, ther with the 
large road and corporate interests situate and being in said division, it is 

mable to conclude that the court business will amply sufficient to 
Justify Congress in providing for a court for said division. 

In answer to the fourth and last objection, it does not ap that the 
term of court provided for in the will injuriously interfere with the 
terms of-court already now b oe for. If the pro tion 

mes law, the court at have nine weeks’ term during t ear. 
and it appears that this will be sufficient time to give proper attention % all 
business that may hereafter be pending in said court. But in the event that 
it is hereafter ascertained that sufficient time has not been allotted said court, 
or that the time for holding court at the several places has not been equitably 
fixed, subsequent legislation to this end, which is always easy of accomplish- 
ment, can correct this error. 

The cause of a large docket and large amount of business at the Paris court 
has been on account of the jurisdiction exercised by that court over a 
territory in the Indian es, fruitful in yy By recent } 
tion the jurisdiction of the court at Paris over the terri in the Indian 
suerteory has been taken pa me it is believed that in the future compar- 
atively little litigation will arise in that court, and the time allotted for the 
holding of court fixed by the present bill will be ample to dispose of all busi- 
ness that would find its way to that court. 
ante, — anges = = House without ~ aoe pomember from 

e oO! xas or elsewhere, or an rest, ever opposed 
the bill or assigned any reason wy the til should not become alaw. The 
bill has been discussed and explained in the House, and your committee have 
no advice that any objection existed against the bill, except as herein stated. 
and believing it is to the intérest of the public service and public and 
will result in economy, convenience to the and a y tch of 

rt business, recommend that the bill do pass, the ob; ions of the Presi- 
ent to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. S er— 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. S , is it in order to ask at this 
time for the reading of the veto message of the President? 
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before the bene ee = is might 

ascertain what opjections there were to ill and who made 

them. I a again denied the opportunity, and the statement was 
trusted secretary 


opportunity to a 


e to me by the of the President that his (the 
President's) ied was made up and that it was unnecessary and 
useless for me to interview him on the subject, and I was refused 
the privilege of seeing the President. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these, I know, are not reasons, but I state 
them as facts to show that no opportunity has been given me to 
present to President the reasons for the passage of this bill, 
and I am unwilling to believe that he would have sent in his veto 
if he had known the true facts of the case. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Who is the district attorney there? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. The district attorney is a gentleman 
named Tolliver. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Do state that you have never 
heard of any objections to this bill except from the President? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I so state, and I am informed that the 
Committee on the Judiciary had never heard of any objections. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. But the district attorney and the 
judge object for the reasons stated by the President. 

Me COOPER of Texas. I have never had an opportunity to 
ovo on hence = the reasons against this bill except as they 
stated in veto message. | 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. But they are stated in the message, 
I believe. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. They are stated, and I take the state- 
ment to be correct; but neither the ee of Justice nor the 
President ever gave me the benefit of this information. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to the merits of the bill, I callattention to 
the fact that it does not provide for an additional judge, for an 
additional marshal, or for any additional service. It merely pro- 
vides for the locating of a court in another portion of the district. 
Court is held now on the northern boundary at Paris, and also on 
the southwestern boundary at Galveston, points distant from each 
other at least 500 miles, and two other places in the district. The 
southeastern portion of the district has no where court is 
held. Every man who attends court at veston or at Tyler, 
every person from eight of the counties in the district going to 
Galveston or to Tyler, has to through Beaumont, the place 
where it is to locate session of the court. There are 
now five railroads entering the city of Beaumont. Recently we 
have developed a harbor there, and the commerce through this 
harbor is now large and increasing, During the past twelve 
months more than 28,000,000 feet of lumber have been shipped 
through the harbor at Sabine Pass. Admiralty litigation will 
necessarily arise in consequence of the commerce and shipping at 
’ that point. lee! ig ey of the region has greatly increased. 

There are more 90,000 people in the proposed new division, 
and there isan immense amount of commerce, wealth, and capi- 
tal there, including large corporate interests. For these reasons 
it will be economy to establish a court at this point. It will not 
merely be a convenience and a saving to litigants, but it will also 
be an actual saving to the Government, in the expenses of wit- 
nesses and officers who are compelled to attend court. So, the 
passage of this bill will conduce not only to the convenience of 
the people, but to economy in the istration of the Gov- 
ernment. For these reasons and for the additional and stronger 
reasons set forth in the report of the Judiciary Committee, I ask 
that this bill be over the veto of the President. 

Mr. § How far is this point from Galveston? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. By an airline, about 100 miles; by the 
usual mode of travel, about 137. Allow me to state further that 
in answer to the inquiry made at the ent of Justice 
whether there were any objections to this bill, the statement was 
made that the only reason then apparent or assigned against the 
bill was the proximity of Beaumont to Galveston. It was not 
stated that was a sufficient or reasonable objection, and in 
reply to that objection I attempted to show the necessity for the 
establishment of the court at this point and that Beaumont was 
not in sufficient proximity to Galveston to hinder or prevent the 
establishment of the court as proposed. At the times I asked to 
see the President, I ee that was the only objection that 
was against the bill. 

Fl d now to the tleman from Kansas [Mr. BRopERICK]. 

r. TURNER of Georgia Before the tleman yields the 
floor, I would like to ask the cause of the in business 

nd popentes of which he speaks. Is it because of the establish- 

ene new lines of railroad, or because of the deepening of the 
r 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. There are three or four new lines of 


road (one ne Se Kansas City and ending at the Gulf 
iow eee) which have been constructed during the last 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Does this bill provide simply for the holding 
of court, or does it contemplate the creation of a new district? 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. 
court. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. By the same judge? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. By the same judge. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, early in the first session of 
this Congress a number of bills were introduced relating to courts 
in Texas and were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the House. Those bills—I think there were five or six of them— 
were all referred to the subcommittee of which I am a member. 
There was some difference of opinion among members as to some 
of those bills, and hearings were given upon them. I think that 
all the members of the Texas delegation appeared before the com- 
mittee and discussed those several measures.. But there was never 
any objection made to the bill introduced by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Cooper]. Objections were made to some of the other 
bills. e committee, being anxious to accommodate the delega- 
tion from the State, and believing that the delegation knew best 
where courts should be held in that State to meet the wants of the 
people, endeavored to bring about asettlement of their differences, 
which was finally accomplished. A bill was reported which was 
satisfactory to the entire delegation. As I have said, noobjection 
was ever made to this bill. After it had been reported, it passed, 
as my friend from Texas has stated, and came back without ap- 
proval. It wasagain referred to the committee for consideration, 
and again no objection was made to the bill either by any member 
of the Texas delegation or by any citizen of that State. One of 
the judges wrote concerning one of the other bills, and I think the 
United States marshal wrote in regard to one of those other bills; 
but no letter was received by any member of the committee relat- 
ing to this bill or making any objection to it whatever. So, be- 
lieving that the ao from that State understood just where 
courts should be held and what was for the best interests in rela- 
tion to these matters, the committee madea favorable report. We 
believed that this court was necessary, as stated in the report. 
Hence we have recommended in our last report that the bill be 
passed, notwithstanding the President’s veto. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, as I understand from the 
statement of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Cooper], who ad- 
vocates the passage of this bill over the veto of the President, he 
has labored under the disadvantage of not being able to have 
access to the Executive of the United States. It has been unfor- 
tunate for the American people that during the last three years 
very few self-respecting Representatives of a respectable constitu- 
ency would make an application to the President of the United 
States to be seen or h It has been the misfortune of the pres- 
ent occupant of the Executive office that he has been represented 
as having issued an order that no Senator or Member of Congress 
should present himself in person until he had bowed at the feet of 
the private secretary and communicated to that august person- 
age the wishes of his constituency and received the sanction of 
that person to the effect that the matter in question was one of so 
much importance that the Senator or Representative ought to pre- 
sent it in — to the President. 

When that order was issued, the representative of my constitu- 
ents was in the midst of a matter pertinent to his official relation 
to the executive department of the Government. When he had 
concluded that duty and finished his connection with that matter, 
he filed on behalf of his constituents, in his own mind, a statement 
that he would never again seek to see the President of the United 
States during the incumbency of the present occupant. And he 
has kept his word. 

My constituents have never commissioned me to percolate my 
business with the Executives through the clay conduit of a private 
secretary. [Laughter.] And it appears now that the President 
has, according to the statement of the gentleman from Texas, made 
a mistake simply because the private secretary of the President 
did not comprehend the situation. 

It is unfortunate for a President of the United States that he 
excludes communications with members of Congress; that he 
fences himself in and surrounds himself by a picket guard, a skir- 
mish line of very moderate capacity, and keeps himself away from 
hearing an expression of the wishes of the people of the United 
States. It is too late to remedy it, and I am making the sugges- 
tion now when Iam sure itcandonogood. I have felt somewhat 
condemned in my own mind that I did not make these remarks 
two years ago. I believe if [had done so, and they had been care- 
fully considered by all parties in interest, there might possibly be 
some one in Congress, two or three men, perhaps, who might have 
been favorable to the President’s views of the politics of his own 


It provides only for the holding of 


Mr. DALZELL. These things will be remedied in the next 
Administration. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can not speak for that. I can only ex- 

ress a hope that never again shall there be an Administration of 

e executive department of this Government which will refuse 
ready access, on all proper occasions, to the representatives of the 
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le. The people of the United States are greater than the 
ecutive of this Government—— 

A Memper. They make him, 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). He is the creature of the 
people, and when he fences himself in he ought to be wonderfully 
careful that the portal of the Executive Mansion is guarded by 
one of the highest intellects in the country. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I understand my friend is speaking now 
by authority for the next Administration? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have not spoken for it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I thought perhaps the gentleman was the 
advance agent. en 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will tell you about that: I am about as 
much the advance agent of the next Administration as my very 
good friend from Tennessee was the representative of the Demo- 
cratic party during the recent unfortunate conditions of that affair. 
[Laughter and eens 

A MemBer. That is calling the Democratic party an ‘‘affair.” 
That is pretty hard. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, I find the President of the United 
States has reached a conclusion, and, in the exercise of the duties 
imposed upon him, he has notified Congress of his disapproval of 
this bill. We are about to decide now, under the Constitution, 
whether he is wrong or right in the exercise of that constitutional 

rerogative. I read here, and if it is not true I should like to 

ow it—if it is not a statement of facts, then it must be that 
because the Executive has excluded himself from the sources of 
information he has made an erroneous statement—if ‘he has made 
a truthful statement based upon the facts, derived from reliable 
sources, then the President is right and the author of this bill is 
mistaken. The President tells us that he has before him the cer- 
tificate from the clerks of the present divisions of the courts in 
Texas, and by those certificates he learns that during the last five 
years, in this entire territory that it is now proposed shall be 
erected into a separate division or judicial district of the divisions 
of Texas, there were but 45 cases before the United States courts; 
that is to say, but 9 cases before them in a year from all the 
counties. 

Now, I submit, and I think I may appeal to every lawyer, that 
the divisions of court, and the sending of them hither and thither 
in a sort of circle, is a great detriment to the best administration 
of public justice. 

Il can not understand why this bill should be here. My friend 
here, the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary (Mr. HEN- 
DERSON], may know more about it than Ido. If he does not, lam 
sorry for him. 

- We in the circuit in which I live have piled up mountain high 
the proof that the business of the United States court is absolutely 
paralyzed for the want of an additional judge; but the commit- 
tee, in the exercise of its wisdom—and I do not complain—has 
refused us the judge. Now, what is the necessity here? 

I want here to compliment the President of the United States 
for his greatlabor. He has done that in all instances since he has 
been President of the United States. Noman has ever gone down 
into the details of all of the matters that come before the execu- 
tive department as he has; and if he had only got the informa- 
tion from the members of Congress that he might have got he 
never would have taken the position he has taken on a good many 
of these questions. 

Why should we increase the cost of the administration of justice 
in the United States? I know what the answer-will be. The gen- 
tleman will say that there is no newoffice created. Heismi i 
Whoever says thatis mistaken. There will bean additional deputy 
clerk. I know it is not provided for in the bill, but I know that 
under the judiciary act it is possible to create it; and no man ever 
knew a possibility of that kind to be allowed to go by. 


. Mr. COOPER of Texas. All of the jurors and witnesses | Crisp, 
have to pass this point to reach the court, 137 miles distant. 


Would it not be a saving of the expenses of jurors and witnesses 
os permit them to remain at this point and have the courts held 
re: 


Mr. GROSVENOR. That argument would be a successful one 
to ee the United+States courts into every county. How con- 
siderable are five cases a year—possibly many of Saree 
matters in equity, that had no testimony taken except that w 
was taken by the d ition of the witnesses at home. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. May I inquire of the gentleman if he 
knows how many cases there were last year? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I know nothing about it except what the 
President has stated. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Has the President said that there were 
any cases last year? : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He has not said anything about it. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Does not the report show you that 


there has been a large increase in the population; that the wealth 
; that large 


and resources of that district have greatly increased 


manufacturing interests have been established, and that a deep- 
water harbor been established at one point in the district? 


And does not the gentleman know that things result in an 
increase of liti n? 


— —- — a the —— of the country is not 
only less than it was two years ago, is rapidly goi own in 
all the counties and districts of the United States. And t can not 
conceive of a condition of thi that justifies the creation of an 
additional clerk of court, an additi uty marshal, additional 
bailiffs of the court, and all the tants and surroundings 
of a process like this. 
It is not very often that I find the President is 
gress is wrong. The trouble has been that the 
cluded himself from the opportunity of knowing what he was 
ing; ond if the guntiensin totes Texas _ CoopPER] can show 
me that in this particular instance the ident was wrong in 
his statement of facts, that will be one thing; but if he states the 


facts, this is an unnecessary bill, and a bill of this charac- 
ter over the veto of the President would be an act showing a sort 
of spirit on the part of Congress that we will take advantage of 
every opportunity to override the veto of the President, and 
against this sort of spirit I 

Now, I have great respect for the office of the President, inde- 
pendent of my very high respect f 


or the present incumbent of the 
office. I wish that the Democratic party of this country had fol- 
rt ee eS They would have been in a 
better —— for the a ee now. I think that 
one of the best steps toward a reconcili i 
dismembered elements of that hitherto great party, now wrecked 
by the President, or wrecked by its own members, would be to 
eee ee en ee eee 


Ohio draw me into a political discussion. 
he question is, Will the House, on recon- 
sideration, pass the bill, the objections of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding? Under the Constitution, the yeas and 
—_— must be taken on this question. As many as are in favor 
ill, when their names are called, say ‘‘aye;” those opposed, “no.” 
The Clerk will call the roll. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 144, nays 68, not 
voting 143; as follows: 


YEAS—14. 
Abbot De Armon: La i 
Adams, ae. _ ie que 
Babcock, ver. Lester, * Rinaker, 
Bailey, Doolittle, Lewis, Robertson, La. 
Baker, N. H. Dovener, Linney, Sauerhering, 
—" Ellis.” Tittle.” Sh 
vy, Fischer, Livingston, Shuford, 
Bartlett, Ga. Foote, jane. Smith, Mich. 
, Tex. F \ Sorg. 
a he ie 
Bingh: Gillett, Mass. McCleary,Minn. Stewart, W 
Blue, Graff, ceCulloch, Stokes, 
Bowers, oo McLachlan,” Strowd, N.O. 
ws 
Broderick, Hafner, Nebr McLaurin, Sulloway, 
Brumm, Hall, Moe Swanson, 
Mo. Hal M Talbert, 
Burton, Ohio Hardy, Miles, Tate, 
Calderhead, Harmer, Miller, W. Va. Tawney, 
Awe =. ne ie: Terry, 
Hubbard, Money," u 2 
Cook, Wis. Huling, Neill, Wanger, 
Cooper, Tex. Hurley, Noonan, Washington, 
Hy Northway, Watson, Ohio 
Cox, $ x oo, Williams, 
Culberson, J oo : Wilson, Idaho 
oy, Otjen, ilson, 
Curtis, lowa K Owens, W: 3.c 
» N.Y. Kleberg, Pitney, Wi 
Curtis, N = ey: y 
NAYS—468. 
= : Evans, ; en Tal a 
very, . 
Bishop, Phegerald, K 
Black, Gillet, N. Y. aay, erect, Cons, 
Buck, Griswold, Lawson, Scranton, 
Bull, Grosvenor, Lefever, 
Burrell, Grow, Smith, 
one Mo. Harrison, Moot ‘Steele 
eae Hendrick, —, 
Cobb, Miller, Thorp, 
Connolly, Henry, Conn. ell 
Cooper, Henry, Ind. Turner, 
Deis Hilborn, > Wilson 
Danf We P 
~ ord, Hitt, Payne, woe : 
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NOT VOTING—14. 
Aitken, Dingley, Lorimer, 
Aldrich, T. H , Low, Shaw, 
Aldrich. W.F. Draper, Simp 
Aldrich, IL. Eddy, . Skinner, 
‘Allen, Fairchild, Marsh, Snover, 
Allen. Utah Faris, Martin, South 
‘Anderson, Fenton, McCall, Mass. Spalding, 
‘Andrews, Fletcher, M Spencer, 
Apsley, Fowler, McCo 5 , 
Afnold R. . Goodwyn, MeMilin’ ” ~— Stallin 
Baker : G McRae, Stewart, N J. 
Baker. Hadley, Mercer, Stone, C. W, 
Barrett, Hanly, Meyer, Stone, W.A 
Bartholdt, Hartman, M Strode, Nebr. 
Bartlett, N. ¥. Heatwole, Miner, N.Y. Strong, 
Beach, Heiner, Pa. Moody, Sulzer, 
Belkna: Hemenway, oses, Tayler, 
Bell, Hepburn, Mozley, Thomas, 
Boutelle, Hermann, Murphy, Towne, 
Brewster, Murray, y, 
Bromwell, Hooker, Newlan Treloar, 
Brosius, opkins, Overstree Tucker, 
Brown, Howard, Parker, Turner, Va. 
Cannon, Howell, Pearson, Van Horn 
Catchings, uff, Pickler, adsworth, 
Clardy, Poole, Walker, Masa. 
Coftin, Hunter, Price, Walker, Va. 
Colsoi Hw Prince, Warner, 
Cooke Johnson, Cal. Pugh, Watson, Ind. 
Cooper, Kem, Ray, We 
Corliss, Kerr, Reeves, Wheeler, 
Cowen, Kiefer, binson, Pa. White, 
Crowley, Knox, , Wilber, 
Crump, Kulp. Russell, Ga. WwW 
Dayton, Leighty, Settle, 


So oo voting in favor thereof) the House, on reconsid- 
eration, passed the bill, the objections of the President to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. 

The Clerk eumeumosl the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. DineLey with Mr. McMinn, 

Mr. Hanty with Mr. Moszs. 

Mr. HemeENWAY with Mr. Mrver of New York. 

Mr. Mozizy with Mr. Russe.y of Georgia. 

Mr. Low with Mr. MAGUIRE. 

For this day: 

Mr. Truman H. Auprica with Mr. MEYER, 

Mr. Harmer with Mr. TUCKER. : 

Mr. PickLeR with Mr.-STALLINGs. , 

Mr. WitLiaM F, ALDRICH with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia with Mr. Cooper of Florida. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. CaTCHINGS. 

Mr. Mercer with Mr. Cowen, 

Mr. Bryenam with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. Crump with Mr. CrowLeEy. 

Mr. Kup with Mr. Dinsmore. 

Mr. WELLINGTON with Mr. McRag, 

On this question: 

Mr. Moopy with Mr. SumpxKrs. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr.MAHON. Regular order peaker. 


, Mr. 


MRS. JAMES STEWART WHITING. 
Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a confer- 


ence re . 

The read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagree Gimarocing vase of the two on 
the amentment of the House of eee the bi a 3.1511) granting 
a pension to Mrs. James Stewart ting, ha He Fy 
and have to recommend do end to their 
“a ‘te Seas ae fr odiangsesrmnnt BS t to the dment of the 

recede from amen 
House of Representatives, and agree to t 
lows: In lien of the amount proposed to Mey ow ft a “ $50;” nt as fo 
House agree to same. 
GEORGE c. CROW 
‘a 
M. BAKER, 
a on the ne of the Howse. 
H. GALLINGE 
JouN L. MITCHELL, 
FRANK J. CANNON, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 
The bill (S. 1511) under 


discussion in conference originally the Sen- 
ate, granting $75 per month to the beneficia’ named therein. It wasamended 
in the House, bat month. 


per which amendment the Senate 
refused to concur. effect of -~ adoption of the conference committee 
report will be to grant $50 per month. 

emp. 


C. CROWTHER, 

S. KIRKPATRICK, 
Wat BAKER, 

Conferees on the part of the House. 


The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 


CELESTE A. BOUGHTON. 


Mr. CRO 
nian, Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit another 





The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of ponirgonce on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 

on the amendment of the House of Re penenbathees to the bill (S. 1291) grant- 
~~ an increase of pension to Celeste A. aghton, widow = Brig. Gen. Horaco 
Boughton, having met, after a further ful free conference have agreed 
torecommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House of Representatives, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: In lieu of the amount proposed to be inserted, insert ““$50;" and the 


agree to the same. 
GEORGE C. Se ae. 
Ss. S. a RICK, 
WM. AKER 


wis on the part of the House, 


J. H. Sats TEORA, 
LUCIEN BAK 
Managers on the ae of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The bill under discussion in conference was an original Senate - asure, 
and granted the beneficiary named therein a pension at the rate of $75 per 
month. The House amen the bill by reducing the amount to roy) per 
month, to which amendment the Senate refused toaccede. The effect of the 
adoption of the conference committee report will be to gr: 


r month. 
_— Cc. CROWTHER 


KIRKPATRICK 
WM. BAKER, 
Conferees on the part of the Howse. 


The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WOOD, Mr. uested by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions to ask for ‘ee regular order. 

The SP. . The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (8S. 90) for the relief of William P. Buckmaster. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Willianf P. Buckmaster, surviving partner 
of James Murphy & Co., late of New York City, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $22,386.61, the same being a 
balance due for labor and material furnished by James Murphy & Co. in the 
—— of the machinery for the double-ender vessel Otsego in 1862 and 
oo, a ~ hgh a a a ee Secretary of the 

Moe in a resolution ni tes Senate, adopted 

arch 9, v pyrouancs of ; 


The bill was reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
the recommendation that the bill do lie on the table. 

ae JOY. Mr. Speaker, I trust that that recommendation will 

ame eames to, and I would like to be heard on that question. 
EAKER. The gentleman from Missouri. 

ue JOY. Mr. er, this bill was introduced by myself, and 
is a bill 0 5 aes a ~ ee = a the surviving 
partner of Mu ‘o., of New Yor 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. DolI 
oiealna’ there has been a motion to lay on the table? 

The SPEAKER. The recommendation of the committee is that 
the bill do lie on the table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is that debatable, except by unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER. There has been no motion made to lay the 
bill on the table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 
do lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point of order 
that the motion to lay on the table is not debatable? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not want to take the gentleman off 
the floor if he wants to debate it. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Missouri asks unanimous 
consent to present his views. Is there objection? 

Mr. C ON, What is that bill? 

Mr. JOY. For the relief of William P, Buckmaster. 

Mr. CANNON. ous consent is for what? 

Mr. JOY. To be heard. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, if it is to be open for debate, my friend 
from Missouri knows that I would not be so ungracious as to 
object, so far as to his being heard is concerned; but if it is to be 
opened for debate, I must couple with that a request that after the 
gentleman is heard I shall have an equal length of time. The 
recommendation of the committee was that it do lie on the table. 

Mr. JOY. I would simply like to say that all I wish to say is 
I do not care to debate the bil, but I understand the parliamentary 
position of this bill is that it shall go back to the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. CANNON. I would rather that it should not be debated 
unless an arrangement be made in the House to vote on that rec- 
ommendation of the committee. Now, if the gentleman wants to 
make a speech about the bill, if I can have a similar length of 
time, if we can agree upon it, I have no objection. 


The report of the committee was that it 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know that a report of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union that the 
bill do lie on the table is itself a motion to lie upon the table. It 
a question of whether the Chairman of the committee should 


may be 
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not carry out the direction of the committee by making the motion 
to lay on the table. 

Mr.CANNON. Then what would beits parliamentary status at 
present? 

The SPEAKER, If that motion were made, it would not be 
debatable. 

Mr. CANNON. And if it was not, it would be? 

The SPEAKER. If it is not made, the Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. CANNON. Then, if I can be recognized after the gentle- 
man from Missouri is heard, and I am heard, if the Chairman of 
the committee does not make the motion I will. 

Mr. JOY. Youcan be heard, so far as my consent is concerned, 
provided that I can answer you for a few minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. If I am to be placed in charge of the bill, I 
will say that I was one of the parties that antagonized this bill in 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JOY. I would be perfectly willing that you make a state- 
ment and that I should occupy the same time as the gentleman 
from Illinois. 
oa CANNON. Unless the chairman of the Committee on 

ims—— 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the 
Chair to the condition of the REcorD, on page 824: 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Joy] asks unanimous 
consent that the consideration of this bill be postponed until the next private- 
billday. Is there objection? TheChair hears none. The Chair understands 
that under this permission the bill remains in the same situation, with the 
recommendation of the Committee of the Whole still standing. 


Benn 
I think the gentleman from Missouri ought to have the privi- | Black e: 


lege of speaking. 
r. JOY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask whether it is proper for me 
= a a motion to recommit this bill to the Committee of the 
ole? ° 

Mr. CANNON. That would cut off debate. 

Mr. JOY. The motion to recommit? 

Mr. CANNON. I think so. 

The SPEAKER. If the Chairman of the committee does not 
make any motion, the Chair will entertain the motion suggested 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CANNON. Isu the Chairman of the committee is a 
friend to this bill, and think that I really ought to ber 
as the opponent of the bill in the Committee of the Whole. 

TheS R. The Chair thinks that the bill ought to be in 
charge of those who received the approbation of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and if that point 
* — Chair will recognize the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

ANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman 
from Missouri how much time he desires. 

Mr. JOY. To answer you? 

Mr. CANNON. No; I am ready to vote now. 

Mr. JOY. I will take five minutes before the gentleman from 
Illinois speaks and five minutes after, giving him the intervening 
ten minutes. That is fair. an 

Mr. CANNON. How much time does the gentleman want, ten 
or fifteen minutes? 

Mr. JOY. I want to speak after you do. 

Mr. CANNON. I can not consent to that. 

Mr. JOY. This is my bill and I have the affirmative, 

Mr. CANNON. Butt am for killing this bill, and I am not will- 
ing to give away any parliamen advantage that I may have. 
At the same time, I am perfectly that the gentleman shall 
have twenty or thirty minutes if he d ¥ 

Mr. JOY. I - y want to have the bill recommitted to the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CANNON. It has been there already. Mr. Speaker, gen- 


tlemen around me say that there is so much unfinished business | Coffin, 


ee that they insist on my making the motion that this bill do 
ie upon the table, as by the recommendation of the committee. 

The question taken on the motion of Mr. Cannon, the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JOY. Iask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 38, 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that the motion 
= on upon is the recommendation of the Committee of the 

ole 


The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. THOMAS. The recommendation of the committee was 
that the bill be a ee F 
The SPEAKER. The is informed that the Journai of 
yew House shows that the motior was that the bill be laid on the 
e. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for tellers. 
Tellers were refused. 
. CANNON. Iask for the yeas and nays. 
e yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 84, nays 119, not 
voting 152; as follows: 


YEAS—84. 
Abbott Gillet, N.Y. Le \ Sayers, 
Allen, Miss. Gillett, Mass. ad on 
Andrews, Grout, M Tenn. Smith, 
Avery, Grow, M , Minn. Snover, 
ker, Kans. Hainer, Nebr. M Steele, 
ll, Colo. Halterman, McLaurin, — 
Op, . 8 
Blue, Hatch, Strait, 
Glardy,” Hendrick” Mc Strowd. NG 
Clark: lowa Henry, Conn. Northway. Talbert, 
Clarke, Ala. Henry, Ind. oY Tawney, 
. yne, 
Connolly, H b 
Ly Boling Pearson, Thorp, 
Jenkins, Pitney, Walker, 
ones, Ree Wilson, Ohio 
——, Kem, Richardson, Wonee 
Fowler, Layton, R Conn. Y¥ 
NAYS—119. 
Acheson, Curtis, N. Y. Latimer, . 
Adams, Danford, Lawson, Robertson, La 
io Pa. i Lefever, hering, 
Bator Bolte 


Baker, N. H. Doolittle, 
Barham. 


my 
Pa 


Pale : 

mn 
vy 
a 


app 
i 
5 


gure, Treloar, 
, Mo. vie 
Onickuving, cks, Siler. Va. Van i 
bb, born, Wis. Van Voorhis, 
11 Bub Mondell, adsworth, 
Cook. Wis. ulick, Murphy, wanes, 

, OL unter, Noonan, Wi 

r, Tex. Hurley, en, Willis, 

Or’ oy, y; W ilson, 
Crisp, Kendall, . Wilson, 
Cummings, Kerr Pendleton, Wood.” 
Curtis, Iowa Ene 

NOT VOTING—152, 
Aitken, Curtis, Kans. Kirkpatrick, Stone, W. A. 
Aldrich, T Dayton, Knox, Strong, 
Alarich: wk De Armond, Ets ulzer, 
Th. r. wanson, 
Allen, Utah De Witt, ton, ante. 
Anderson, Dingley, Lorliner yler, 
Apsley, Dinsmore, % Tucker, 
Arn R.L Dovener, x Turner, Ga. 
Atwood, Draper, Mahany, Turner, Va. 
Baker, Md. Eddy. Marsh, Walker, Va. 
Fairchild, Martin, Ww 
Barrett, Fletcher, McCall, Mass. Watson, Ind. 
Bartlett. Gorgam cianry Wellington.” 
Bartlett, N. ¥. , Ky. W 
Graft McDearmon, Wheeler, 
ll, Tox. riswold, W ber, 

: Hadley, Mckay ¥. 
Boutelle. y, oe Ray 
Brewster, é ’e r 
Broder. fa Minor, tater 
Bromwe Heatwo , 

Dreaiea, Hoiner, Pa. Moody, Bask, oa 
fetes, 0) Moztey, 

ome urray, 


i 
5 
ze 


— 

ewlands, 
Colson, ae Odell, 
cont fc, | eee 
3 uff. Phillips, 
wen, ‘utcheson, Pickler, 
= Ea & 
Oalbesoon, Kiefer, cae Guin. 


So the House refused to lay the bill on the table. 
announced 


The follo additional pairs were 
Until parties aaa ha 
Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 
Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. Miner of New York. 


For this day: 
Mr. WILBER with Mr. TuRNER of Sues. 
Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. McCreary 


Mr. Prince with Mr. SwWANson. 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. BANKHEAD. 


Mr. Tarr with Mr. SULZER. 
Mr. Witi1am A. Stone with Mr. Hurcueson. 


Kentucky. 
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this question: 
oe. Moopy with Mr. SIMPKINS. 
The SPEAKER. The House refuses to lay the bill on the table. 
The gentleman from Missouri . JOY] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. JOY. I should like to uire what becomes now of the 
back to the Committee of the Whole? 

The bill is now before the House for consid- 
our. JOY. I desire to move that the bill pass, if that is an appro- 
priate motion. 
sua Ort the bill. 

Mr. ANNON. I hope favorable action on this bill will not be 
taken. If Ican be recognized, I want to antagonize the passage 
bill. . 
“tthe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is in charge of 
the bill under the vote of the House and has the floor. 
Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I should like to make a short statement 
about this matter. [After a pause.] I call for the previous ques- 


tion. 
r. CANNON. Lh the previous question will not be or- 
nook This House Geen not understand what it is voting upon. 
Mr. JOY. I call for order. 
Mr. CANNON. Some men think they are voting for a soldier’s 
claim; others have oe out of Sarena compliment to 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is not in order. 
Mr. CANNON, I know I am not, but I want the previous 
question voted down. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves that the 
previous question be ed. 
Mr. C ON. This bill opens the door to the payment of a 
hundred millions of dollars upon stale c. ' 
The eman must be in order. 
‘ Well, Iam in order—now. [Laughter.] 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks for the 
previous question. etic 
Mr. CAN NON. Lhope‘it will be voted down. 
The question having been put on ordering the previous ques- 
tion, 
The SPEAKER. The noes seem to have it. 
Mr. JOY. I call for a division. 
‘The question being again taken, there were—ayes 48, noes 85. 
The SPEAKER. The House refuses to order the previous 
2an The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from Illinois. 
L 


aughter. 
Mr. CANNON. Does the —— from Missouri want some 
time? [Laughter.] I yield to my friend from Missouri such time 
as he desires. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman need? 

Mr. JOY. I shall only want ten or twelve minutes. 

Mr. CANNON, I will yield that time to the gentleman, and if 
he wishes more he shall have it. 

Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, this bill was introduced by myself in 
behalf of a citizen of St. Louis. Itisa bill which in my judg- 
ment recommends to this House a measure that is absolutely just 
and which no one can ae eee I will state briefly the mat- 
ter out of which the claim arisen. 

ate es Seana of the ee a re erably 
eng: oO are , and ap , amo 

called 


The question is on the engrossment and third 


others, to Musphy & Co., of New York, to build a war vessel 
the Otsego. e Government the form of a contract, 
with certain ons made, and asked for a bid. 
The matter was discussed essrs. Murph & Co. and the 
representative of the Government, Mr. an officer of 
e Navy, who drew the contract, and a price was 
a ry fixed at $82,000 = = ee dn ——_ erytha — 
,ora few ps, we ev — 
labor and material of all kindle had risen 0 or 15 per cent, and 


before the contract was completed, ee & Co., of whom this 

claimant is the sole survivor, wrote to tative of the 

Navy Department, B. F. Isherwood, engineer of the United States 

Navy, as follows: 

con’ for the Otsego’s machinery, which we have 

e are without any dra although the weusgnes 

t time labor and ma‘ have advan at 

enhance the cost of the work. The exigency 

the contract; but before we 

we will be protected actual loss. 
t servan 


JAMES MURPHY & Co. 
This letter was written on the 5th day of September, 1862, and 
on the 10th day of the same month the eer of the Navy 
replied as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., September 10, 1362. 
James Murpuy & Co. 
Fulton ron Works, New York: 


Your letter of the 5th 
few days. ‘Push ins fogetved. Pa fe rte 


The Department will allow actual loss on labor and material used in the 
Otsego’s machinery in excess of the contract price. 
B. F. ISHERWOOD. 


There was, therefore, a contract to pay an upset price of 
$82,000, and a specific agreement ente into that if the cost is 
more, by reason of the price of labor and material, it will also be 
paid. I know of no contract, Mr. Speaker, that could be more 

ific and definite, as far as the language is concerned, than 
t which has been made in this case. 

Upon this, and not until the guarantee was made by the Gov- 
ernment engineer in charge of the work, authorized to make the 
contract, and who signed the additional contract to which I have 
referred, these — went to work and built the machinery for 
this steamer. ces went up to nearly double before the vessel 
was completed. The vessel was completed and accepted by the 
Government, and put into service. 

In 1865, this matter of the extra cost having been brought to the 
attention of the officers of the United States, a Senate resolution 
was organizing what was known as the Selfridge board, a 

which was organized under the following resolution: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, March 9, 1365. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to organize a board of 
not less than three competent persons, whose duty it shall be to inquire into 
and determine how much the vessels of war and steam machinery contracted 
for by the Department in the years 1862 and 1863 cost the contractors over 
and above the contract price and the allowance for extra work, and report 
the same to the Senate at its next session, none but those who have given 
satisfaction to the Department to be considered. 

Under that resolution a board was organized composed of three 

hed men. Mr. Selfridge, who died, as you will remem- 
ber, some two weeks ago, a retired officer of the Navy, was at the 
head of it. In their report to the Senate under that resolution they 
find, am other things, that the Otsego, built by the Fulton 
Works—this Murphy & Co., as appears, being the Fulton Com- 
pany—cost, over and above the contract price, the sum of $22,386.61, 
as I quote from a copy of that report. 

That is the exact amount named in the bill and nowclaimed by 
the beneficiary, Mr. Buckmaster. That account has not been 
paid, although it has been favorably reported in various Con- 

for years. I have a number of favorable reports upon it— 
= fact, all reports from both ends of this body are favorable always 
to the claim. The bill has passed the Senate and has met with a 
unanimous report from the Committee on War Claims of the 
House at all times, at least Iso understand. If I am mistaken I 
should be very glad to be corrected here, but I understand that a 
unanimous report was made by the committee recommending that 
the Government pay the contract price for that vessel. 

Now, it will be on the other side that this Selfridge board 
had no authority to do what it did. They were a body named by 
the Senate alone. The House was not consulted; so that after- 
wards the House and Senate jointly demolished the whole consti- 
tution of the Selfridge board, but not, however, until after that 
board had completed their work and made their report, and I sub- 
mit that while this report is not binding in law upon anybody 
perhaps, yet, as the judgment of three distinguished men a ex- 
amined the facts, the facts are as were represented in their report. 
The findings of that board have never been contradicted, and 
- _— contradicted to-day by any person who knows anything 
about it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has 


r. CANNON. Would the gentleman like some further time? 

Mr. JOY, Ishould like some minutes more. 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentleman five or ten min- 
utes more, just as he wishes. 

Mr. JOY. I think five minutes more will be enough. 

Mr. CANNON. [ yield to the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. JOY. After the dissolution of the so-called Selfridge board, 
the House and Senate constituted another board, called the Mar- 
chand board. 

It will be charged here by the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CANNON] that this matter 
never was brought before the so-called Marchand board, a board 
constituted by both Houses of Congress. Now, I admit that it 
was not, and I will tell you why it was not. The Marchand 
board was constituted under authority of both Houses of Con- 
press, and I quote from the act to show to what its duties were 

ited. Murphy & Co. and their successor, Mr. Buckmaster, 
could not have any standing before that board. 
no jurisdiction to pass upon his case; and I read from the statute 
providing for the Marchand board: 

But no allowance for any advance in the price of labor or material shall be 
considered unless such advance occurred during the prolonged time for com- 
pleting the work rendered pocssmney by the dee resulting from the action 


of the Government aforesaid, and then only when such advance could not 
have been avoided by the exercise of ordinary prudence and diligence on the 


part of the contractor. 
Now, Murphy & Co., or Mr. Buckmaster, had no claim before 
Their claim 


that board by reason of the rise in materials alone. 


That board had 
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was solely upon the ground that the Government had contracted 
to pay the exact amount that whole vessel cost, provided it cost 
over $82,000. 

They had no standing before the Marchand board; but if they 
had appeared before the Marchand board it is fair to assume 
that the findings of fact would have been the same as those found 
by the other board, constituted of as eminent citizens, of men of 
as high character and standing, as the later board. 

Now, my friends, one other ee I disagree wholly with the 
leaders of this House, and I des te especially the distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] when he says that the 

vassage of this bill will a the door for a hundred million dol- 
onal of claims. I guarantee that there is not another war claim 
for building vessels or anything of that character that is backed 
up by a contract of the Government itself. These claims all arise 
from the rise in the prices of material and labor. 

Mr. TALBERT. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. JOY. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT. I see in the report of the committee it is stated 
that— 

This claim is for the difference between the actual cost and the sum allowed 
and paid by the Government toJames Murphy & Co., amounting to $22,386.61. 

Mr. JOY. Yes. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, do I understand that the Government 
paid the amount of the contract, or did the Government shave 
the amount of the contract and refuse to pay the whole contract 

rice? 

Mr. JOY. The Government paid $82,000. 

Mr. TALBERT. Was that the whole amount of the contract? 

Mr. JOY. They have paid the whole amount of the stipulated 
price, but the contract, as I read before, provides further-—— 

Mr. BRUMM. The additional contract. 

Mr. JOY. The contract made by Mr. Isherwood before they 
would begin work—— 

Mr.TALBERT. Then the Government paid the whole amount 
at the start? 

Mr. JOY. No. 
ment paid $82,000. 

Mr. TALBERT. Did the Government pay the whole amount 
of the original contract, or did they shave that amount? 


Mr. JOY. They did not pay the whole amount of the original 
contract. 


Mr. TALBERT. That is the point. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. JOY. I want to qualify that statement, so that gentlemen 
will understand me. 

Mr. CANNON. That is right, because my friend is in error. 

Mr. JOY. Istateagain — eek can not pay & the whole amount 
of the original contract, and tell you why, The o 
contract was for $82,000 and such other sums as were actually 

expended in the building of the vessel. The Government paid the 

$82,000, but did not pay the balance of $22,000. 

Mr. TALBERT. t was not included in the original con- 


tract. 

Mr. CANNON. I controvert the gentleman’s statement of fact 
by saying that he is mistaken, as I understand it. 

Mr. JOY. I will state the exact facts. The Government pai 
$82,000. The contract further provided that they should pay Ph 
addition the actual amount which the vessel cost if it exceeded 


When the vessel was completed, the Govern- 


2,000. 

Mr. BRUMM. There was an original contract and a subse- 
quent contract? 

Mr. JOY. There was an amendment to the original contract, 
entered into before the work was commenced. 

r. BRUMM. That is, by the General Government? 

Mr. JOY. That is, by the same man that signed the contract— 
B. F. Isherwood, engineer of the United States Navy. 

Mr. MILES. ‘As I understand the gentleman, the Government 
undertook to pay an additional sum over the original contract, 
and a contract to pay the additional cost was also entered into by 
the Government before the vessel was constructed? 

Mr. JOY. Before they would commence the work, and the 
Government made that contract before the work was commenced. 
So that when I say that $82,000 was the stipulated price that they 
had to get, if they had cut it down to $70,000 that would have 
= the Government $12,000, and they would not make a cent 

y it 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Had the contract for $82,000 been fully 
consummated before they made that claim? 

Mr. JOY. In the same letter that they transmitted the original 


contract, 
Mr. McCULLOCH. Was this contract first signed and con- 
cluded before they required an amendment of the contract? 


Mr. JOY. They caa they would not sign the o: 
Government 


—— the condition that the Poul forests 


contract. 


Mr. McCULLOCH. ‘They would not deliver the contract? 
Mr. BOATNER. They delivered the contract conditionally, 
Mr. JOY. They did not deliver it at all. 


The CHAIRMAN, The time of the 
Mr. JOY. Mr. Chairman, I should li 
I have been interru 


tleman has ired. 


e to have f er time. 
Mr. CANNON, I will yield five minutes more to the gentle- 
man. 
Mr. JOY. I should like ten minutes, and will use just so much 
ae I need of it. 

CANNON. I will give the gentleman ten minutes; but a 
uionlaee of the committee who agrees with him has also asked for 
some time. I as ten minutes to my friend. 

Mr. POWE I desire to ask the gentleman a question. As 
I understand the gentleman’s statement, this firm of Murphy & 
Co., when they transmitted their contract, also sent & prop- 
osition sa: that they would not take the contract unless they 
were to have increased pay for labor and material on the vessel. 
Now, as I read the document, it was for increased pay for labor 
and material on the machinery, 


Mr. JOY. It was not for building a vessel; it was for buildin 
the machine The contract was for building machinery, 


not for the whole vessel. I will read again, for the information of 
gentlemen, on page 5 of Senate Report 72. 


New Yor«, September 5, 1862, 

DEAR SiR: We inclose contract for the Otsego’s moiiners, which we have 
executed this day. Weare still without any drawings, although the contract 
is dated August Since that time labor and materials “axe advanced - 
least 15 per cent. will enhance the cost of the work. exigency of 
the situation is the only reason we accept the contract; but to we — 

a eae ee ee against actual loss. 


ully, 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant! 5 HY & CO. 
B. F. IsHeRwoop, Esq., Engineer, U. S. N. 
On September 10, five days later, Mr. Isherwood acknowledged 
their letter in the following letter: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., September 10, 1862. 
JAMES MuRPHY & Co. 
Fulton Iron Works, New York: 6 


Your letter of the 5th received. I will send a portion of the drawings ina 
a. Push the work forward as fast as ble. 

partment will allow actual loss on labor and material used in the 
Otsego’s machinery in excess of the contract 
B. F. ISHERWOOD. 


I say, in answer, that the letter the contract was a 
conditional deli ne of the contract, and thes contract was never 
delivered and not have been enforced unless the Govern- 
ment pene to further reimburse them or protect them against 
actual loss, So that I say that the contract price of this vessel 
has never been paid, because a body of gentlemen , if 

ou please, without authority, of engineers of the Uni States 
avy, passed upon the amount that been actually expended, 
and 4 amount never been paid. Therefore contract 


price ae aay Seen eaans Cabatak ae eases, has 
never been thin $22,000. 
a my I was about to say when interrupted that I 
ous to stand between the Governmen 


t and the 
from 


“i ann unjust claims. I honor the gentleman 
peo CANNON fin posing unjust i But if 
the ecteonien of t poor pee owes or $10 for work 
that shan conten iee and not paid, i ought to pa: Lo ped go 
This Government, or any government, because 

propriations, ought not to stand in the position of 

bac out or getting out of its written obligations. is not 
a case where men have contracted to do a piece of work and have 
done it and lost money, and then come ask to be made whole. 
This is where they got 8 contract and sek for the letter of the con- 
tract to be fulfill ccicdaaiaoretceunluneatne They 


ask that a body ee mpon the amount 
pee have actually expended 1 by the Govern- 
ee the amount of Sheir a tha Gavernment 


pay that amount under its written contract. 

an ae while I believe that we all should stand be- 
the Government and careless ——s in the seer: 

cet we ought not to stand and defend the Government 

ee t to refuse to the citizens of this country, 


this, is =e a as the after the 
bill for tha’ a I can not see any difference. 
The chligntion te emnify a man who sacrificed 


his y for 
the Government, when you have contracted to oF is, repeat, 
samen eter er idle whe ent 
T rised, poate to eae the the war, from Illi 
am omer er, gen , 
nois say that sed, Ms. Speal of this claim would open the door to 
claims jncnting to a hundred ans dollars. 1 will tee 


thet stanSstpon like footing that 


a with this ond. “Twill gus 
this one. 2. Twill guarantee that 



















tracted for, the Government ought to pay. 
a BRUMM. May I ask the gentleman a question? 


. JOY. y: 
Mr, BRUMM. Was there in the 


the Government did not present the 
or five weeks 

Mr. BRUMM. Dol understand the 
was specified that the Government was to furnish th 
tions and plans upon the execution of the contract? 

Mr. TOY. Upon the execution of the contract. 

Mr. BRUMM. And the Government failed to do that? 

Mr. JOY. The Government failed to do that, and when this 
letter to which I have referred was written by the firm, the speci- 
fications had not yet been received. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then you claim that, by reason of the Govern- 
ment failing in the first instance to out its contract with 
reference to furnishing the plans and : , the claimant 
was dela: ulin meas or in starting the work? 

Mr. JOY. It is true that he was delayed in starting, but he 
would not have started it anyway, because he refused to start it 
until the Government teed him against loss. 

Mr. BRUMM. But that was after the delay had occurred? 

Mr. JOY. Yes. 

aan a that this ws oa scheme on th ovat 1 - 
an icion is was a on the 0 y 
Co to force the Government to give them a second contract under 


duress ari out of the exigencies of the time? 

Mr. JOY. Notatall. In the very letter in which they asked 
to be teed against loss they called for the specifications, 
which not yet been received. 

Mr. . One more question. Was there a time fixed 


when the work was to be completed? 
- Mr. JOY. There was. : 

Mr. BRUMM,. Didthe contractor complete it within the time? 

Mr. JOY. I am not thoroughly advised upon that point. 
There has been no question made about that. 

Mr. BRUMM. t that may be Sepertens, henanep at that 
period wegen material were advancing rapidly. j 

Mr. JOY. There was, I think, about a year within which to 
complete this vessel, and there was no question between the Gov- 
ernment and the contractor as to the time when it was completed. 
If more time than that which was stipulated for originally was 
required, it was granted and the work was completed and ac- 


ted. 

“i BRUMM. That may be, but the Government had to accept 
almost anything during the rebellion. The question is whether it 
was not accepted under duress. In other words, do you mean to 
say that in the contract there was no maximum time within which 
the work was to be completed? 

Mr. JOY. Ihave not the contract before me, but my memory 
is that there was a time fixed. 

A Memper. Seven months. . 

Mr. JOY. Yes; the time was seven months, and the work was 
practically completed within the time. 

a Is the claimant asking for any interest on this 


Mr. JOY. Notatall. The bill simply provides for payment of 
the identical amount found to be due by the Selfridge board, with- 
a 

. MILES. Has there ever been any pretense on the part of 
the Government that the work was not done according to contract? 

Mr. JOY. Not that I have ever heard of. 

ere the hammer fell. ] 
tr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. BINGHAM]. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I - unanimous consent that 


the Committee on discharged from further 
consideration of the legualecive executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill, that the sahentimente of the Senate be disagreed to and 
a committee of conference ted. 

There was no objection, it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro Penes (Mr. Payne) aygeinted as con- 
Teen on the part of the ouse Mr. Bineuam, Mr. McCaun of 
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price of $80 
of $60,000 or $100,000, and when he made 
contract was completed and the work was done 


original contract any time 
stipulated within which the Government was to furnish the plans 
tions 


? 
an P 
- JOY. They were to be presented with the contract, but 
a tm specifications for some four 


gentleman to say that it 
© specifica- 
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WILLIAM P. BUCKMASTER, 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I crave the attention of the 
House for a very few minutes for some remarks touching the 
merits of this bill. If in very right this claimant is entitled to 
this money and he has been within gunshot of diligence, then let 
us give it tohim. I take the position here and now that in very 
right he is not entitled to one cent. Now, what are the facts? 
In 1862 the Government entered into a contract with Murphy & 
Co. to build this machinery in seven months for $82,000. The 
contract was entered into by the Secretary of the Navy under 
law, and a bond was given. Now, the gentleman from Missouri 
pt Joy] says that that contract was modified. So far as I 

ave information or belief, I deny it, and I will first prove it by the 
direct statement of the Secretary of the Navy, and second I 
will prove it by facts and circumstances as ‘‘strong as proofs of 
holy writ.” 
ow, what does the Secretary of the Navy say? I hold in my 
hand his letter, dated January 14, 1897, from which I read: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 1, 1897. 


Sir: Referring to the uest made in your tele of the 13th instant, 
for information concerning the claim of William P. Buckmaster, successor to 
James M iy & Co., on account of the construction of the engine and boiler 

I have the honor to inclose herewith copies of the 
Mr. Buckn rand the chairman of The Senate 
Commi ted respectively November 22, 1889, and July 22, 1802, 
in relation to said claim, a and | to state that t the Chief of the Bureau of Stearh 
Engineering reports ‘erence etter alleged the claimant to 
have been sent “7% F. Isherwood, the contraction agen of the Depart- 
ment, relative to ying of any excess of cost of labor or material over 
the contract price, tha 

“An examination of the records of this Burean has been carefully made, and 
said records show only the usual correspondence in transmitting the con- 
tract for execution, drawings of machinery, and for payments of bills on 
contract as they became due. 

“The records fail to show that Mr. Isherwood, or any other person con- 
nected with this Bureau, agreed in writing to pay any excess of cost of labor 


and material over the contract price, as set forth in the claim.” 


This letter is signed by H. A. Herbert, Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. TRACEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. TRACEY. What was the occasion for constituting the 
Selfridge board? 

Mr. CANNON. I will come to that in a moment; but I want 
to finish this branch of the case first. I will in due time talk 
about the Selfridge board. In the first place, I say these men en- 
tered into a written contract and gave bonds to finish this work 
in seven months for the price of $82,000. They were paid $82,000 
in money from the Treasury and executed to the United States 
their receipt in full for everything connected with the construc- 
tion of this machinery. That is fact No. 2. In a court of justice 
they would not be heard for one moment to contradict that receipt 
unless they came and said it was a forgery or was a settlement 
with an insane man or an imbecile. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 
Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Lam in pathy with the gentleman in 
regard to this claim; but I want to ask him whether he is not 
stating that principle a little too strongly? Is it not the fact that 
in reference to these receipts for all these vessels and machinery 
contracted for and built during the war there was a kind of com- 
pulsion upon the builders or manufacturers? Were they not 
compelled to 7 these formal receipts in order to get anything? 

Mr. CANNON, I was not there at the time. I was not run- 
ning the business. But let me say to my friend the Court of 
Claims has always been open. And there is no ed compulsion 
to be supposed in this case than there is in a settlement between 
two individuals where they make a settlement in fact and formal 
receipts pass. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is it not true that the Court of Claims 
and all other courts permit explanations as to the circumstances 
under which receipts were given or signed? 

Mr. CANNON. [have said that for fraud, for mistake—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Or nr gpm 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; or for compulsion a receipt of this 
kind can be set aside. 

Mr. MILES. Isit not true, as a legal proposition, that a receipt 
is always explainable? 

Mr. C ON. Every man who understands anything about 
the hornbooks of the law understands that, I suppose. 

Mr. MILES. But the gentleman has just made the point that 
because these men gave a receipt in full they would be precluded 
in any court of justice from questioning or undertaking to modify 
that receipt. 

Mr. CANNON. I made the point that they made a settlement 
with the United States upon full knowledge and understanding; 
and upon that settlement they received the money and gave an 
acquittance, 
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Mr. MILES. You have just stated—— 

Mr. CANNON. I have said that that settlement settles the 
matter, in the absence of fraud or mistake, which is not alleged 
here. 

Mr. MILES. Did not the gentleman say ‘“‘in the absence of 
forgery?” 

Mr. CANNON. Or forgery. They do not set up fraud; they 
do not set up compulsion; they do not set up forgery or mistake. 

Mr. BRUMM. If the gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. CANNON. Let me finish my statement, please. My time 
will all be gone in a few minutes. I will cover the ground which 
the gentleman has in mind; or, if not, I will yield at the close of 
my remarks. 

r. BRUMM. All right. 

Mr. CANNON. If I make a settlement with my good friend 
from Tennessee on a matter of difference between us, and upon 
that settlement he receives the money, his receipt is evidence of 
the settlement. That is the end of it. Now, the records of the 
Navy Department, where these matters are kept of record (as 
appears by the letter of the Secretary of the Navy), do not show 
what the gentleman from Missouri claims about the contract—do 
not show that any officer of the Government agreed that the Gov- 
ernment would make good all loss that these contractors might 
suffer. It is not probable that such a contract would be made. 
Any officer who would make such a contract in the absence of 
express provision of law would be subject to severe criticism, 
even if he had the authority of the Department to make it. 

Now comes fact No. 3. If this was a legal contract, as the gen- 
tleman from Missouri claims, made in 1862, and the work as 

was done in seven months, and the contractors failed to 
receive the stipulated compensation, the Court of Claims was 
open continuously from that time for five years for them to estab- 
lish their contract by suit and recover against the United States. 
No suit was ever brought. The five years passed by. 

Mr. JOY. Does the gentleman always advocate the payment 
of claims that have been approved by the Court of Claims? 

Mr. CANNON. I believe I have always recommended appro- 
priations to pay judgments of the Court of Claims, and have in- 
variably voted for them. 

Mr. BOATNER. One question for information. 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to finish my remarks, which I 
think will answer all my friend’s questions before I get through. 

Mr. BOATNER. I do not want to interrupt the gentleman’s 
argument, but only to ask whether he questions the authenticity 
of the letter of Isherwood as it appears in the papers in this case? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not know whether it is authentic or not. 
I bring here a letter from the Secretary of the Navy touching the 
legal contract between the parties and speaking of all things per- 
taining to them, and it contains nothing whatever of that kind. 
On the contrary, I find just the reverse of it. 

Mr. BOATNER. As I understand, that letter speaks only of 
the letters on file. 

Mr.CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, if that contract wasin force 
and effect, if that contract was made, which I do not admit, and 
the records of my country do not show it to have been made, this 
man has no claim, because when we completed the work the two 

rties came together and agreed upon a settlement, and when 
: oe settlement was made the money was paid and accepted in 

Mr. JOY. Let me ask the gentleman upon what authority he 
makes that statement. 

Mr. CANNON. From theadmitted fact, that was not disputed. 
Oh, the gentleman laughs; men can laugh at anything when they 
want to laugh. 

Mr. JOY. Iasked the gentleman a question in good faith. 

Mr. CANNON. And I answered the gentleman in good faith, 
It is not controverted. That is the whole tenor of your report, 
But if the gentleman wants to know, as I have hastily exam- 
ined the question, I get it from a minority report upon very 
bill, made a quarter of a century ago in the Forty-third Con- 
gress, and signed by Messrs. Lawrence, of Ohio, Holman, of Indi- 
ana, James Wilson, of lowa, and A. Herr Smith, of Pennsyl- 
vania. In that report they state that fact, which has never been 
controverted, that the amount was paid in full and the receipt 
given, and the gentleman admits himself that it was. 

Mr. JOY. This gentleman does not admit it. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, let me say one thing before I speak of 
the different boards which passed upon the question. A genera- 
tion ago this transaction took place; a settlement was made a 
generation ago; the courts were opened a generation ago and this 
shrewd man did not go into the courts, but allowed the statute 
of limitations to run against his claim. Now, after the lapse of 
a generation, the Secretary of the Navy gone, the personnel repre- 
senting the United States Government gone, they a 
over, the most of them—for men are mortal—and therefore 
private individuals, and as to the Government also, there is the 
statute of repose, a statute of limitation, a wise statute, because 


as men die and as time passes memory of these transactions fades 
away. Why, we have exemplification ofithere. Wevoted against 
“ons this very bill on the table this morning, and yet but a short 
month ago the Committee of the Whole, after debate, by a decided 
majority, on discussion of the matter, voted to report it back to 
the House with the recommendation that it be laid upon the table. 
That month by; the most of the membership did not know 
when the roll call began this morning what they were — on. 
You understand how it happened. I am not criticising. It is 
human. It can not be hel 

I say, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that these statutes of of 
limitation, are wise. I repeat, we are mortal, but a that 
had its standing in the court, that was settled in full, after the 
lapse of thirty-five years, when men have gone from the scenes of 
action—the c seems to be immortal. 

Now, a word as to these various boards. The gentleman re- 
ferred to the Selfridge board. I want to refer to it also. The 
whole matter was up and fought over between the House and Sen- 


ate nearly a genera ago, and it arose under the following cir- 
cumstances. The on the 9th day of March, 1865, passed 
the following resolution: 


- That the Secretary of the Na pecqets > a board 
of not less three competent persons, whose uty it be to inquire 
tracted for by the Department in the pears ISA « eons, 


Now, under the resolution, what were they to 
What the Government owed? No. What was due parties 
for extra? No. But the cost of the vessel to the contractor over 
and above the contract price, and report the same to the Senate 
at its next session. That is, they claim a foundation for making 
good the claims of every con r with the Government for the 
construction of vessels where the cost 
have exceeded the amount received from the Government, whether 
it be under laches from the contractor or not; not for extras or 
for extension of time, but what it cost over and above the contract 
price. Under that resolution the Selfridge board was organized, 
and under that resolution this claim BA seo map and that board 
found a great many claims, but among them this one for $22,000, 
and so reported to the Senate. ‘Under our Constitution—and I 
sometimes think it is a fortunate thing that neither body can legi 
late on its own motion or pay money on its own n—under 
our Constitution it was not the law, and when that report was 
made, if you will examine the files, you will see that the Senate 
wanted to appropriate to pay the fadiegs of the Selfridge board 
and the House said no. 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. To what amount, for the 
whole thing? 

Mr. C ON. Oh, I do not recollect; a million or two of 
dollars. 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. A million or two? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not recollect the amount. I will not pre- 
tend to say accurately, but a amount; $22,000 for this ol 
ticular one. Then what happened? Growing out of that contest, 
which was fast and furious, in which there were many eloquent 
speeches made, and the old flag and an appropriation were trotted 
out frequently, and all that kind of thing, properly or improperly, 
and possibly both, what happened as a result of that contest? I 
will read you. The sensible thing happened. Here it is, 14 Stat- 
utes at Large, 424, a substitute for the Senate bill. The con- 


ference co ttee finally —_ upon a bill, which became the 
law March 2, 1867, and here it is: : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the ers the Navy is hereby authorized 
and directed to epee le ne all contractors for vessels 
Sires idey, Wank, ond corioe bo tas tb dee oF teary MEE cena inves 

; an vesti- 
gaiion to be made upon the followin; benie: ~e 

Pay attention: 

He shall ascertain the additional cost which was necessarily incurred by 
each contractor in the completion of his work reason of any changes or 
alterations in the plans and specifications and delays in the prosecu- 
tion of the work occasioned by the Government which were not provided for 
in the original contract. 


That is, first, if the Government changed the plans and the con- 
tractor was delayed, the Secretary was to inquire and report. Now 


But no allowance for any advance in the price of labor or material shal! |\° 
considered unless such ee ee prolonged time for com- 


the 
pleting the work rendered resul from the action 
SP thn Gavermpam> adevemaacane tek sake ak doch vance could nit 


shall be deducted such sum as may have been paid each © 
tractor for any reason heretofore over and above the contract price. 

That was the settlement, and under that law the Marchand 
board was constituted, and the Selfridge ted under 
the Senate resolution, was turned down, and teously turned 








down; because, under the Senate resolution, all they had to do 
was to inquire whether anybody had been put to any expense 
above the contract price in —— g with a Government con- 
tract. This ly limits it. the Government—— 

Mr. TALBERT Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. CANNON. In a moment. Did the Government extend 
the time? If so, and these men were or anybody else 
was damaged a rise in prices, then it was to be ascertained. 

Mr. T RT. I agree with the gentleman—— 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). Provided always—and there is 
another limitation, for Congress tied this matter up—provided 
the con has been dili nt in making contracts; and there 
is no other rule that could adopted in justice to the Govern- 
ment. Anyting. else is a fraud, a dead giveaway. 

Mr. TALBERT. I want to say that with the gentle- 
man, and I want to make the suggestion that in the claim of Mr. 
Buckmaster he says that material and labor had advanced during 
thisinterim. I want to call his attention to the fact that he claims 
only 15 per cent, and 15 ~ cent on $82,000 would only amount to 
$12,000; yet this claim is $22,000. y pay him more than he 


claims? 

Mr. CANNON. This is not a claim for advance of price of ma- 
terial on the part of Mr. Buckmaster or those he represents. Hedid 
not go before the Marchand board at all. Why? He had already 
settled with the Government and —_ a receipt in full. Why 
did he not go before the Marchand board? I will tell you why. 
Because his claim did not come within the terms of the act of 1867, 
under which the Marchand board was organized. 

Mr. JOY. Will the gentleman allow me one question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, for a question. 

Mr. JOY. Iwant to ask the gentleman if the fact that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy reports that he can not find the copy of a let- 
ter will weigh a the original letter sent to Mr. Murphy. 
which I now hold in my hand? I hold in — the original 
contract and the correspondence between Government and 
Murphy & Co, and the original letter from Mr. Isherwood. I 
want to knowif the gentleman means that the statement made by 
the Secretary of the Navy, that he can not find the copy of the 
letter, or that Mr. Isherwood did not preserve any copy, weighs 
against the original papers themselves which I hold in my hand? 

Mr. CANNON. I would say, then, if I can have my own time 
to answer the gentleman, that the pw _— to find the con- 
— of the United States is in the files of Navy Department, 

rst. 

Mr. Joy¥ rose. 

Mr. CANNON. Hold on; let me answer the gentleman. I 
have treated the gentleman courteously during this debate. 

Second, I mean it was a contract between the United States, 
acting er the Secretary of the Navy under the law, and this 
party. Third, upon that contract and upon the files the letter the 
gentleman referred to does not appear. Fourth, if it did appear, 
the gentleman without authority, an agent of the Secretary of the 
Navy, could not bind the Government. Fifth, if he did bind the 
Government in fact in that contract, the gentleman is estopped 
from coming and presenting this claim, because after the full con- 
tract was made, and after the work was received by the Govern- 
ment, a generation ago, these claimants and the Government got 
together and there was a full settlement and payment. 

r. JOY. I want to ask you right there what authority have 
you for stating that there was a full settlement and payment? I 
challenge the gentleman’s statement that there is in evidence any 
receipt in full. 

Mr. CANNON, The gentleman is not ingenuous. 

Mr. JOY. Idonot want to beingenuous. I am fair and frank. 

Mr.CANNON. If he challenges that statement, the very report 
he holds in his hand admits that they received $82,000. 

Mr. JOY. I admit that myself. 

Mr. CANNON. And it proceeds on the very ground that the 
have received it; and they say —T are still entitled to relief. 
have here this minority report—not being upon this committee— 
that states the facts, and no man on the Committee on Claims—— 

Mr. JOY. Do they give a copy of a receipt in full? 

Mr. CANNON. No man on the Committee on Claims will rise 
in his place and deny a full settlement was had. 

Mr. JOY. In the minority report, do they present a copy of a 
receipt in full? 

Mr. CANNON. I say that this is no time for ny 

Mr. JOY. Do th 

Mr. CANNON. 


see that. 
Do they present a copy of a receipt? 
know. 


ractice. 
present a copy of a receipt in full? 
was a settlement. gentleman can 


Mr. CANNON. T do not 


na JOY. I challenge the correctness of the gentleman’s re- 


Mr. CANNON. 
al ON. I think the gentleman would challenge the 


in his zeal for his constituent. 
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Mr. JOY. I have the right to challenge that statement when I 
present the original contract. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, challengesamount to nothing! There are 
the facts; there is the minority report of the committee. 

Mr. JOY. Read it. 

Mr. CANNON. And if the gentleman believes, in his zeal, in 
representing his constituent, which is entirely proper, I suppose, 
they did not settle in full, in the name of common sense why did 
not - go into the Court of Claims within five years and bring his 
suit 

Mr. JOY. I will ask the gentleman another question, with his 


permission. 

Mr. CANNON. But the gentleman blows hot and cold at the 
same time. He did not go to the Court of Claims, but when he 
wants to get around this receipt it was claimed that this poor 
man was coerced, so as to get his money, to sign the receipt; and 
now the gentleman, when pressed to the wall, says he never signed 


a — 

Mr. JOY. I say there is no copy of a receipt, and I claim that 
no receipt was ever given. 
oe TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman one question 

ere. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly, I yield for a question. 

Mr. TERRY. Do 1 understand the gentleman from [linois to 
state that the records of the Department shows no copy of this 
Isherwood letter? 

Mr. CANNON. Sosays the letter of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. TERRY. Does it show any copies of the other letters 


written by Isherwood before that time or after that time? 
Mr. CANNON. I do not know all the conditions. I have only 
the Secretary’s letter. 


Mr. TERRY. That is very important. 

Mr. CANNON. But I plant myself here on this ground, which 
is entirely defensible. First, this man was settled with and paid. 
Second, the Selfridge board was turned down as being unjust and 
not authorized by Jaw. Third, he did not go before the Marchand 
board because his case did not come within the provisions of the 
law giving relief. Fourth, he had his day in court, and he not 
only let five years pass by, but he has let thirty years pass by with- 
out going into the courts of his country to recover under a legal 
contract, as he alleges. And now a word to members sitting 
about me. We occupy the seats of men who were conversant 
with all these facts when the legislation of 1867 was enacted, men 
who have since crossed over the dark river, and as they so legislated, 
as the courts were for years open to this claimant, and as our places 
here are to be occupied in thirty years or in twenty years more by 
those whom we do not know, I ask you whether it is not along 
the line of sound policy, of justice to seventy millions of taxpayers, 
of justice between man and man, and between the Government 
and the citizen, that somewhere there should be a stopping place 
established, a barrier erected, against these claims that troop, 
under the guidance of persistent attorneys, through the corridors 
of this Capitol session after session? [Applause. } 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion in reference to a statement he has just made. I understood 
him to state that this claimant had five years given him by law 
within which to bring suit in the Court of Claims. What is the 
authority for that statement? 

Mr. CANNON. I will give it to the gentleman in a minute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If he had five years given him by law 
within which to bring his suit, it would seem to me that that 
would be a very strong point in favor of the contention of the 
gentleman from Illinois. , 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. Section 1059 of the Revised Stat- 
utes gives the Court of Claims jurisdiction of suits upon all legal 
contracts. Section 1069 makes the statute of limitations six years 
after the claim accrues; so it was six years that he had instead of 
five. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. When was that section enacted? 

Mr. CANNON. . In 1875 it was embodied in the Revised Statutes, 
but it existed in the session laws away prior to that time. 

Mr. TRACEY. In 1875—twelve years after the claim accrued. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on the third reading of the bill, the 
Speaker pro tempore declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JOY. Iask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 77. 

Mr. JOY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Noone a and nays were refused, only 22 members voting in favor 
thereof. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote just 
taken, and to lay that motion on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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GRAY’S BATTALION ARKANSAS VOLUNTEERS. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next bill. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 77, nays 111, not 
voting 167; as follows: : . 


: . YEAS—77 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. cs 
1061) granting pensions to Gray’s Battalion of Arkansas Volun- — Daizel lake Sonerhering, 
teers. Aldrich, DL Danford, Leisenring, Snover, 

The bill was read, as follows: on ge Long, Spalding, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of . , | Baker, Kans. Fenton, Loudenslager, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the names of ail of thehox. | Bartholdt, Fischer, MoCall, Tenn, Stewart, Wis 
orably discharged surviving officers and enlisted men of Gray's battalion of | Blue, Fletcher, Miller, Stone, C. W. 
Arkansas Volunteers raised under the act of Congress of May 13, 1846, for serv- Ganbie, Minor, Wis. Taft, 
ice during the war with Mexico; and the names of surviving widows of such | Brumm, A Tawney, 
officers and enlisted men, subject to the limitations and regulations of the | Burton, Ohio Griffin, _. M . Tracewell, 

——4 laws of the United States for pensioning the survivors of the war with | Calderhead, Griswold, N way, Tracey, 

le Chicke f Hater, : Overstreet, Treloar, 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order on this | Clark, lows oa Pearecn, Vin Yoorhis, 
bill that it is not a private bill. Sedan Hatch, Perkins, 7 Chie. 

The SPEAKER. Whatever doubt the Chair might entertain as He?” Pe: —_— 
to whether it is a private bill or not, it seems to have reached a | Crowther, Hubbard, Raney, 
stage where the point of order would not be applicable, the bill Hull, Reeves, 
having been reported upon by the committee to which it was re- NAYS—111. 
ferred under the regular forms of the House. Abbott, Dockery, Leonard, Shuford. 

Mr. THOMAS. en, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques- Pee, Lester, Smith, 
tion on the passage of the bill. Ballon. Gibeon, — Sortera, 

The previous question was ordered. Baker, Md. ” Graff, Linton, 

Mr. BLUE. t Specie. I move that this bill be referred to | Baker, N Grosvenor, Little, Sperry, 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and | partiett,Ga owe — Strait, 
if I may be heard—— Be Hardy, McCleary,Minn. Strowd,N.O. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The previous question has been ordered. Bell, Sa Sulloway, 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the | Bett’. ito iio, . 
motion of the tleman from Kansas is not in order. Black, Howard, McEwan, Tate, 

The oor . The Chair will hear the gentleman on his | Boatner, ae. McLachlan, Terry, 
point o er. Buck. ’ McLaurin, Thomas, 

Mr. TERRY. If the gentleman desired to move to recommit, a, jal aoe a 
he should have made that motion before the House took the order | Catchings, Johnson, Ind. Miller, W. Va. ler. 
it dida while ago. Otherwise see what an attitude we are placed oy Revtiall, Mone? Walker, M: 
in. The friends of the bill are prevented from saying a word in Cockrell Kiefer, Otey, Williams, 
its behalf, and I hope the House will vote down the gentleman’s mo- | Cooke, Kleberg, Qtjen, Willis, 
tion if it is notoutof order. This bill has been recommended— | Cousins, Knox, wie: ok 

The SPEAKER. That is in the nature of debate. fe cinoma Wek 

Mr. TERRY. Is the Chair going to shut us off from all debate? Ourhs, Iowa Latimer, Sayers, Woodman, 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. The previous question has been | Daniels, — Scranton, Wright. 
ordered. The rules provide that, notwithstanding that, the bill | D°47™™4 —_ rT 
may be referred to a standing or select committee; but a motion NOT VOTING—167. ai 
s gg it back to the Committee of the Whole would not be in ‘Aldrich at t. H, —., : Kako i Revi 

Mr. TERRY. It has already been considered in Committee of | Alien: Mise. Baty, Livingston, Robinson, Pa 
the Whole and has been recommended oe. Allen, Utah Lorimer, Rusk, 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary in- | APSI¢y., , Ellis. tow a 
quiry, for information as to the status of this question at this | a Fairchild, 5 Settie, 

e. Foote, Mahon, 

The SPEAKER. The question now before the House is on the | Bankhead. ade, oun, Sher, 

of the bill. Barrett, N.Y. Simpkins, 

Mr. BLUE. There has been no discussion of this motion to | Bartlett, N.Y. Mass. Moora ick, ae 
refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole House? Bon tex. — Mohit ee 

The SPEAKER. No; there has been no discussion, because the | Bennett, Hadley, Matigjonn, Spence 
previous question was ordered on the of the bill. Finghem, Halterman, 

Mr. BLUE. The point I desire to reach is this: There having | Boutelle, tonly. ert, Btowart NJ 
been no discussion, is it not proper now that there should be some | Broderick, 5 Milliken, Stone, W. A. 
discussion on the subject, even after the previous question is or- | Bromwell, Hartman, Miner, N.Y. —e 
dered? ews Heiner, Pa Mondell; Sulzer 

The SPEAKER. The House has ordered that there shall be no _,. Hemenway, Money, Tayler, 
discussion, because it has ordered that the main question be now | Clarke Ala. ope pores. erp. 
put, which is the — on the passage of the bill. Hermann, Murray, ; 

Mr. TERRY. understand the Speaker has ruled that the | Connolly, Hicks, Ni Wadeworth, 
motion to recommit, made by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. | Gook, Wis. Hilborn, * we, Va. 
Bug], is not in order. : ae. . ae aoe wanget 

The SPEAKER. The rule expressly provides that a motion to | Gooper, Wis Hopkins, Ogden, Watson, 
commit to a standing or a select committee shall be in order. | Cowen, a oe : Wellington, 
The Committee of the Whole House does not answer that descrip- ee Patterson 

ion Cul Hulick, Pendleton, 

Mr. BLUE. Do I understand that my motion is ruled out of | Curtis, N.Y. Hurley, Phillips, Wilson, 
onder? a i 

The SPEAKER. A motion to refer to the Committee of the | De Wiit, Johnson, N.Dak. Powers, Woomer, 
Whole House is not in order. Dingley, Jones, oe Yoakum. 

Mr. BLUE. I move to recommit the bill to the Committee on | Dinsmore, Joy, 


invalid Pensions. 

The question being put on the motion of Mr. BLUE, there were 
on a division (called for by Mr. BLUE)—ayes 61, noes 57. 

Mr. TERRY. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BLuE and Mr. TERRY were 
——. 

oe House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 64, 

noes 65. 

Mr. BLUE. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The pees and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on recommitting the bill to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Petes following eiditionsl pales col 
were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. AITKEN with Mr. Harr. 
Mr. THorP with Mr. BarTLeTt of New York. 











1897. 






On this question: 

Mr. Wiber with Mr. Wooparp. 

Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. Yoakum, 
Mr. HopKins with Mr, WASHINGTON. 

Mr. Hemenway with Mr. Spencer. 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. OGDEN. . 

Mr. LEFEVER with Mr. . 

Mr. Coox of Wisconsin with Mr. McOLELLan 

The question recurring on the passage of the bill, the bill was 


On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
GEORGE L. BENNER. 

The sagt See ne on ae Se anaes eas te 

ill (H. R, 6841 a pension to George L. Benner. 

Vl (an ie Seen I made i 


bill be passed over without prejudice, retaining its place on the 
: endar Win Clee tentiee ue Ghddelion, anil Shs an cviened. 


LENA D, SMITH. 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (S. 8381) granting a pension to Lena D. Smith, 
Mr. THOMAS. I move the previous question on the bill to its 
ssage. 
PThe. srevious question was ordered. 
The bill wascrdered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


ELIHU JONES. 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 5931) granting a pension to Elihu Jones, of Potwin, 
Butler County, , reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with amendments. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill and amendments. 

Mr. ERD. 
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The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 26, noes 40, 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having counted the House). One 
hundred and fifty-one members are present; not a quorum. 

Mr. THOMAS, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will withdraw 
his motion, I will ask to have this bill passed over informally with- 
out pre 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The difficulty is that the Chair 
has counted the House and ascertained that no quorum is present. 
The Chair thinks that under the rule the doors will have to be 
closed. The it-at-Arms will summon the absent members, 
and the roll will be called. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
permitted to withdraw his point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The trouble is that the House 
has discovered itself without a quorum. 

The roll will be called, and members present will vote on the 
pending proposition, and those who decline to vote will answer 

80 as to be recorded on the call. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 98, nays 82, not 





Is it the intention of the gentleman to cut off | ? 


debate on all of these bills? 
Mr. THOMAS. All bills that have been discussed in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole so late as January 15 I think ought to go upon 


their 
The scoviedl question was ordered; under the operation of which 
the amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended was 
and read a third time. 
aaa . Idemand the —_ of the 
PEAKER pro tempore. 
the purpose of being engrossed. 
AMBROSE D. MANION. 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar 
bill (H. R. 6215) to increase the of Ambrose D. Manion, 
reported from Committee of the ole with an amendment. 

r. THOMAS. I ask the previous question on the bill and 


amendment to its passage. 
; under the operation of which 


engrossed bill. 
will be laid aside for 


The previous question was ordered 
the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered 
Mt ul demand the of the engrossed bill 
will be laid aside for the 


bill (8. O98) ee Seabente dened 9 Chamberlain, reported 
. a . ? 
from the Committee of the Whole with amendments. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to, and the bill as amended ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ISABELLA MORROW. 

The next unfit business on the Private Calendar was the bill 

(S. 1128) granting a pension to Isabella Morrow, widow of He 
Morrow, a colonel and brevet major-general in the Uni 


tates Arm 
Mr. TALBERT. I move, Mr. Speaker, to this bill by 


amend 
seventy-five’ and inserting ‘‘fifty;” so as to make | Gare Als. 


striking out 
it read ‘$50 a month.” 





voting 175; as follows: 


YEAS—9s, 
Allen, Miss. De Armond, Latimer, Reeves 
Anderson, Dockery, Leighty, Richardson, 
Bailey, Ellett, \ Royse, 
a — 
; . uu > rot 
Bell, Colo. Foss, Maddox, Shuford, 
Berry, Gibson, Martin, Stokes, 
Blue” — McCreary, K Stro ra, N. 0. 
ue, r, . Strowd, N. 
Boatner, Hall, h, . Swanson 
Bowers, Harrison, Talbert, 
Broderick, Hatch, McEwan, Tate, 
Bull.” Tiontereen’ Mil foun 
;. eS, owne, 
——. Hendrick, Miller, Kans. Tracewell 
rton, Mo. Henry, Conn. Minor, Wis. loar, 
Clardy Hill, Mozley, Turner, Ga. 
Clark, Mo. Howard, Otey, Turner, Va. 
Cockrell, Hulick, Otjen, ler, 
aes. Hull, Overstreet, odegraff, 
vy. Jones, Patterson, i 
Cox, Kem, Perkins, Wilson, Ohio 
Crisp Phillips, Wood. 
Crowther, Kyle, Pitney, 
Lacey, Raney, 
NAYS—22. 
Adams, Pairchild, Kleberg, Snover, 
Aldrich, i Fischer, Knox, Sorg, 
a ee —_—, a 
very. rosvenor, yton, § ing, 
Bartlett, Ga. Grout, Leisenring, ae 
Boutelle, Grow, Leonard, Stone, C. W. 
Brumm, ainer, Nebr. Lewis, Strode, Nebr. 
Burton, Ohio Setkertnamn. Linton, Sulloway, 
Hartman, iL ‘Tawney, 
Cannon, Hilborn, , Minn. 
, Tex. Hitt, M Thorp, 
Cor Hooker, Mercer Van Horn, 
. Howe, Miller, W. Va. Van Voorhis, 
= anes, = er, Va. 
Curtis, uling, orthway, anger, 
Dani 1S, Hyde” Posne, Ww atson, Ohi 
ie yde, atson, ° 
Dovener, Jo Reyburn, Willis, 
Draper, Joy, Rinaker, Wright. 
Ellis, Scran 
Evans, Kiefer, Sante Tit. 
NOT VOTING—1%. 
Abbott, Coffin, Hardy, McCormick, 
Acheson, } So Harmer, am, 
ee wb Cooke, Ii. Hart, Meiklejohn, 
Aldrich, W. Cooper, te Heatwole, Meredith, 
Allen, Utah Cooper, Wis. Heiner, Pa. Mever, 
8, Oowen, Henry, Ind. en. 
. Crowley, Hepburn, Miner, N. ¥. 
R.L . Hermann, Mitchell, 
Hic Mondell, 
Babcock, Curtis, Iowa Hopkins, Money, 
Baker, Md Curtis, N. Y. Howell, Moody, 
Bankhead, Dayton, Huff, Morse, 
Barham. paar Hurley, Moses, 
Barney, De Witt, Hutcheson, Murphy, 
vy; Jenkins, Murray, 
Barthol ore, Johnson, Cal. Neill, 
Bartlett, N. ¥. lliver, Johnson, N. Dak. Newlands, 
\ Doolittle, Kerr, Noonan, 
Eddy, Kulp, Ogden, 
Bell, Tex. Torte Lefever, Owens, 
Bennett, Fenton, Lester, Parker, 
Bingham, Fletcher, Linney, Pearson, 
Black. Foote, Livingston, Pendleton, 
Brewster Fowler, Lorimer, Pickler, 
Bromwell, —— Low, — 
us, ardner, Maguiee, ‘owers, 
Brown, Gillet, N. Y. Mahany, Price, 
Ca Gillett, Mass. Mahon, Prince, 
Goodwyn, Pugh, 
Clark, Iowa Griffin, ae , Mass. Quiss, 
. , ellan, , 
Hanly, McClure, Robertson, la 
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Smith, Mich. 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 

. Spencer, 
Sauerhering, Sperry, 
Settle, Stahle, 
Shannon, Stallings, 
Shaw, Stephenson, 
Sherman, Stewart, N. J. 
Simpkins, Stewart, Wis. 
Skinner, Stone, W. A. 

So the amendment was to. 

During the roll call the following occurred: 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point of no 
quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payne). Thegentleman can 
not withdraw the point. The House has ascertained that no quo- 
rum is present. The roll call has been entered upon and can not 
be interrupted. The Clerk will proceed. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, is it notin order, by unanimous 
consent, to vacate all proceedings? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Nothing is in order during this 
roll call oe the roll call. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There has been no record showing the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ioe is in order during this 
roll call except to complete it. The Clerk will proceed. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I should like to have my colleague, 
Mr. GARDNER, excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

. For the remainder of this day: 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. McCLELLAN, 

Mr. WatTsON of Indiana with Mr. Cowen, 

Mr. Samira of Michigan with Mr. Rospertson of Louisiana. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the names of mem- 
bers marked present. 

The Clerk announced as present and not voting: Mr. Cooper of 
Florida, Mr. Cowen, Mr. MITOHELL, Mr. SPARKMAN, Mr. Manon, 
Mr. BELKNAP, and Mr. BANKHEAD. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MERCER. I desire to change my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The vote has been announced. 

Mr. TALBERT. Irise to the point that that comes too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it can not be done after the 
vote has been announced. The question is on the third reading of 
the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. He could change his vote if it did not 


change the result. ; 
The Ohair thinks not, after the result has 


The SPEAKER. 
been announced, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. He _—_ change it the next day, or later, 
by unanimous consent, if it did not change the result. 
se SPEAKER. That would have to be by consent of the 

use. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 

read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH B. LEET. 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (S. 1682) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah B. Leet. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. ErRpMAN] withdraws his request for the 
reading of an engrossed bill; but the Chair understands that the 
bill has been sent to be engrossed, and consequently it is not here 
and can not now be presented. 

The Clerk will report the next unfinished business. 


ANNIE SCHIFIRLI, 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 7821) granting a pension to Annie Schifirli. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move the previous question on the bill to its 
passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES H. TWOMEY. 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 2257) to increase the pension of Charles H. Twomey. 

The bill and the amendment, recommended by the Committee 
of the Whole were read. 


Mr. THOMAS. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be e 
third time; and it was accordingly read the t 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendment to the 
bill (H. R. 9643) making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
cuting Jie 90, 100K aud far elias guspenes, Gandieh to be the 
endi une 80, , and for other purposes, y the 
House of Representatives, had to the conference asked by 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. CuLLom, Mr. ALLIson, and Mr. COCKRELL as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of ntatives to the bill (S. 684) 
ea an increase of pension to on McKibben, asked a con- 

erence with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. VILas, and Mr. 
SHoup as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had to the 
reports of committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S, 1291) gran an increase of pension to Celeste A. 
a widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Horace Boughton and 

A bill (S. 1511) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart Whit- 


HENRY SLAUGHTER. 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the bill 


H. R. 2725) gran an increase of pension to Henry Slaughter. 
f The bill oa = 


The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 


were oe to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and 
JANE CUNNINGHAM. 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
Nas R. 5068) to grant a pension to Jane Cunningham, widow of 
ames Cunning’ 
The bill was read. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, Imove the previous question on 


the bill to its . 
The — question was ordered, and under the 
recommended by the commi 


ossed and read a 
time, and passed, 


ing. 


ration 
npn toceh ae eenoeemal be f 
,an e as was to or 
a third ere and being engrossed, it was cesomnadiereadh the 
third time, and passed. 
LEWELLYN D. KING. 

The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 7849) to pension Lewellyn D. King. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move the previous question. 

The yoo question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the amendment recommended by the Committee of the 
are agreed to, and aa en eee 
e or a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ngry mead the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found enrolled bills of the fol- 
lo titles; when the Speaker signed the same: : 

A & R. 8726) to provide for the paymentof certain claims 
against the District of Columbia by drawback certificates; : 

A bill (H. R. 8038) for the of yacht owners and ship- 
builders of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 3075) for the relief of John A. Lynch; 

A bill (H. R. 8551) to establish railroad bridges across the Cum- 
berland and Tennessee rivers in Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 2941) granting increase of pension to Alfred P. 


a R. 9901) to detach the county of Audrain from the 
western district of Missouri and to attach the same to the eastern 
district of said State of Missouri; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 152) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to use Fort Bidwell for an Indian training school. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
= Mr. Van Horw, for to-night’s session, on account of sickness 


Buss; 
A bill 

















. OTEY, until Monday, on account of important b 
To Mr. Burton of Ohio, for ten days, on account of importan 
business. 

. NEILL, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. HvusearD, for five days, on account of important busi- 


TO Mr. STABLE, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. HeaTWOLe, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 
To Mr. ALLEN of Utah, indefinitely, on account of sickness in 
ily. 
x Nr. Murray, for ten days, on account of sickness in family. 
To Mr. Bru of Texas, for two days, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. Beacu, for twenty days, on account of important busi- 


ess. 
. To Mr. THORP, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. HarMER, indefinitely, on account of severe illness in 

family. 
To Nir. WHEELER, for one day, on account of sickness in family. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr.S , Lask indefinite leave of absence 
for the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER], on account 
of important business. z 5 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WI Mr. S$ er, I ask to be excused from the 
night session, on the ground that T have not been well, and I do 
not want to come out at night. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the request will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House, the hour of 5 
o'clock having arrived, the House is in recess until 8 o'clock this 
evening; and the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. Lacey, will then 
please take the chair. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House was called to order, at 8 
o'clock p. m., by Mr. Lacey as Speaker 2 ae a 
The SPEAK pro tempore. The Clerk will report the rule 
under which Friday night sessions are held. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


“The House shall, on each Friday, at 5 o’clock p. m., take a recess until 8 
o'clock, at which evening session 


och SS Tet hialan ned tain ccnovine charene of deatatios cole ail te 
oO 
considered, said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 80 
u 


AMBROSE D. MANION. | 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, the bill (H. R. 6215) entitled “A bill 
to increase the pension of Ambrose D. Manion” was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading this afternoon. i 


e 
— from Pennsylvania [Mr. ErpMaNn] demanded the 


be laid over for ent. He has very generously with- 
aa f ask now that this bill be read a third time 
an 

The SPEAKER tempore. If there be no objection, the bill 
will be read a time. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the t consideration of this resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That bills be considered in the following order: The Clerk to call 
the first bill on the Calendar, announce the number of it, the Calendar num- 
Pst Prowont,* the bit fo be passed without prejudice and the next bil 

called in the same way; this n to apply to Senate bills. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I would just say, Mr. Speaker, that 
the Senate bilis are to be taken up as they appear on the Calen- 
dar. This resolution was adopted at several sessions in the Fifty- 
third and worked odinteabiy. The Clerk commences at 
the top of the Calendar, announces the number of the bill, the 
name of the member who introduced it, and upon his failure to 
nat oa “Present,” the bill is passed without prejudice and the next 
bill taken up. Soo aoe are present at the night ses- 
sions a chance of having their bills dered in the order that 
they appear on the Calendar, and does not present that unfair 
vance fhe dhoeetes would be presented — a call of pee —_ 

vhere the t muc getting co ra- 
tion of a bill far aoun ne the Calendar. 

Mr. CRISP. That does not apply, I understand, to Senate bills? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. No; Senate bills are to be taken 
up as artes on the Calendar. 

The SP pro tempore (Mr. Lacey). The Chair under- 
stands the proposition of the gentleman from New Jersey to be 
that this shal be adopted as a rule for this evening’s session after 


the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole. The Chair | has 
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thinks it would not be a proper subject for action on motion, but 
must be adopted, if at all, by unanimous consent. If proposed as 
a resolution, it would have to go to the Committee on Rules, but 
by unanimous consent it can be agreed upon in the House, so as to 
nd the Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, could not this rule be adopted in 
the Committee of the Whole? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the House 


could, by unanimous consent, agree upon this rule as a method of 
procedure that would bind the committee for this evening's ses- 
sion, and the committee also could agree to it afterwards. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Well, it can be done just as well in Committee 
of the Whole, and I object for the present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 


ELIHU JONES. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. a this afternoon a gentleman on 
the other side demanded the reading of the engrossed copy of the 
bill ee R. 5981) granting a pension to Elihu Jones, etc. I under- 
stand that that demand is now withdrawn, and I ask that the bill 


be put upon its passage. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the demand for the engrossed 
copy withdrawn? 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. 8 er, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of busi- 


ness under the ial order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion 


of the gentleman from Michigan—— 

Mr. THOMAS (interposing). Mr. Speaker, I withdraw that 
motion for the present, and ask unanimous consent that we pro- 
ceed with the ished business. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, before that is agreed to, I want to 
say a word. There is a bill (H. R. 6579) pensioning Mary L. 
Tweddle, which was laid aside in my absence. Objection was 
made to its consideration, and it went over without prejudice. I 
should like to have that bill considered. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman that he 
can have an o eae to have it taken up later, when the 
House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EVANS: Well, the bill is first on the Calendar,‘and I do 
not want it to lose whatever rights it has in that respect. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first thing in order will be 
the unfinished business on the Calendar. The Clerk will report 
the first bill. 

The first unfinished business was the bill (S. 646) for the relief 
of Francis Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
directed to wees on the pension roll the name of Francis Brown, late of 
Company B, h Massachusetts Cavalry, subject to the limitations of the 
general pension laws. 

An amendment recommended by the committee striking out the 
words “‘subject to the limitations of the general pension laws” 
and inserting ‘‘at $12 per month” was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to beengrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


IRA H. SWEATT. 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 2023) granting an increase of pension to Ira H. Sweatt. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
that bill be laid aside without prejudice. 
ecu MILES. I object for the present. I desire to be heard on 
e bill. 


Mr. THOMAS. Did the gentleman from Maryland understand 


mtn MILES. I think i did. 


Mr. THOMAS. I will say that I made the request because the 
gentleman who introduced the bill came to me this afternoon and 
said that he would like to be present when it was under considera- 
tion, and I do not see him here. 

Mr. MILES. I will say to the gentleman that I shall not insist 
on a vote upon the bill this evening, but I do insist upon being 
heard. I had something to say about this bill last Friday night, 
and I desire to further explain my position. I do not, however, 
want to take any advantage of the gentleman who introduced the 
bill, and if he can defend it, I shall be glad to let him have an 


opportunity to do so. 
Mr. THOMAS. I withdraw my request. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Ira H. Sweatt, late of Company I, Thir- 
teenth New Hampshire bh a epee dependent pensioner, the amount for 
which he is borne upon the rolls, and in addition he receive the amount whieh 
already to him while his name was borne upon said rolls. 
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An amendment proposed by the committee wasread, as follows: 
an out allafter the word “ Volunteers,” in line 5, and ie 


of $12 per month from the passage of this under ce te N 
issued October 27, 1892, and no part of it shall retained by any au 
to reimburse the Government for any pension heretofore paid.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Speaker, on last Friday night I made some 
remarks touching this bill, and made certain statements with 
respect to it which were denied by the gentleman who offered the 
bill. At that time I was not so fully prepared as I am now to 
substantiate the statements I then mace. I stated on last Friday 
night that this claim for pension was vithout merit. I stated at 
that time that the soldier proposed to be pensioned in this bill had 
already drawn a large sum of money from the Tr of the 
United States upon representations made under oath which in 
my judgment were false and fraudulent. I think I am now pre- 
pared to show the Honse that the statements which I then made 
were true, and if, after I shall have shown that, the House sees 
fit to pass ‘the bill, I shall have nothing further to say about it. 
I am not here quibbling about amounts. Ihave never been given 
to that kind of thing with respect to pension legislation. A few 
days ago I addressed a letter to the Pension Bureau, asking for 
information about this bill and requesting to have made for me, 
for the information of the House, a transcript of the record in the 
case. I have received this reply: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washing: 


. D. C., Janyary 19, 1897. 
Hon. Josnua W. MiILzs, 


House of Tevenndiiton. 


DzEAR Sir: In response to your request of _ ir instant, I have the poney 
to state that Ira Sweatt, late private Com reo’ S Eee 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, pensi =e 
to have enlisted Janu , 1864, and served een weltae bes wes 
admitted to hospitalat ‘oint of Rocks, Md., for Der: te er,” and was 
furloughed October 31, 1864. He never ——— to his com at was mus- 
tered out on an individual ae ene hm 19, 
1865, having been absent, si = out. 


He ensioned in 1873 % r ——_ December 20, 1865; 
auentis fress May 10, 1871, and $24 per month from June 4, 7 wo 

Just here I would like to say that I have made a rough calcula- 
tion as to the amount of money that this soldier drew under these 
various allowances, and I find that it is something like $4,000. 
What next? 

His name was dropped from the roll December 3, 1882, on the bg ae — | 
the disability for which he was _ pensioned, paralysis of both map ane 
right arm, was not contracted in of duty, bu while absent without 


I stated last Friday evening that this man was practically in the 
attitude of a deserter at the time when the disease for which he 
drew this $4,000 from the Government was contracted. This com- 
munication from the Pension Office shows that that statement was 
correct. But there is more of this: 


He made an appeal to the Genccieer of the Interior in 1884, but the action 
of, this Bureau was affirmed by the Secretary in the follo 

“Although aoe pellant has a ns record of ‘fe ot 
dence is not suffic = to show that 


On the other hand, the weight of evidence ———— asto ey 
pr we incurred while in Canada, abse d withou' 
au y ” 


I desire the attention of the House to the statements here as to 


where this man went after he left his regiment without leave. He 
went to Canada. 


He entered a second appeal in September, 1890, and under date of October 
2, 1890, ne Secretary Bussey affirmed the action of the Bureau in this 


a own statements to the examiner, 


it 
that soon after se home on furlough he wen to Cuneta endl Eaver 
returned to his command nor to the Army, and was reported absent o wen 
his regiment was mustered out." 
to aby 


wah cguelnd., chus ke tee Glare Eek acodiee oan upon 

a ant, when came , wor 

aan ng the usual wagesand performed thie ‘cael amount of la aa farm, 
of men in that business. 

Whereas in the sworn statement which he made to the Pension 
Office it is alleged that he had, prior to this time, incurred the 
paralysis for which he subsequently drew $24 per month by way 
of pension: 

That while in Canada he 


took a contract a in water pi pe worked 
at the same until his health Satie. when he complete 
the contract; that some time in J Wily. 1865. het wee dies rave when he 
was overcome by the heat, and sat down u a 
was immediately taken sick and the next ina ao 


All this in Canada; all this athe. absent from his 
—— leave; all this while he was practically in the attitu 
a deserter— 


that when he recovered from such sickness he was 


paralyzed. 
Some of his neighbors say he had a sunstroke while ‘alesing the grave re- 
ferred to. “In my opinion *— 


Says Mr. Bussey— 
“the evidence clearly shows that the 


iy 
ie of 


t's t disability is not 


due to his army service, Lut was con while laying pipe and a 
—- while he was absent without leave, and your action in 
ng to restore him to the pension rolls is approved and adhered to, and the 


appeal is dismissed.” 


pee at hyenas made by the ciaimant to the special examiner in Septem, 
That is, this claimant— 
admitteed_that he went to Chaniip sbuahs week after he 
brook, N. H., on his fur and work SS 
fara intl cag ten dwn gk pita ever but be caine a 
‘‘Not been well a day.” I want jo vet: the full benefit of 
all that he claims— 
that the first he ever SE ete wey SER Bie Rete wae ety ts Sp 
summer of 1865, while still in 
Now, Mr. Chairman, these are the facts as I have caused them 
to be procured from the Pension Office. If this House thinks that 
this man, who, as I claimed last Friday and as I think I have 
now shown, has thus fraudulently drawn 000 from the 
upon false "representations of facts as to when he contracted 
Gissase andl ac tp ty untae a8 Eawenenene: and while he was occu- 
vying yanctheaity the eteato of & Geese frame Ge Sta of Wp 
country—if this House thinks that this is the kind of a man to be 
put upon the 


pension rolls, then I, having discharged my duty, 
wien enntntun, texther aaa acomiinn, E, eas weave tives at 


sa an 
Mr NOX. Mr Spe ee I came to the House this e 


vening 
under the that the evening was to be devoted to the 
yaar = pre of ol ion bills in the Committee of the Whole and 

e House Calendar would not be taken up. It 


ae senha entnetatpaue diner Gea heard this case called and 
con t+ some — oa my friend from land. 
r. MILES. eS y friend that I stated when 
this case was salhoa ae up that ES ener not insist upon a vote this 
if the friends of the to have it go over. 

OY Mr. OX. Ihave no eudllies te tier Oe matter at all. 
This q samme sentipe fy Zn one week ago a 
the Committee of the ole, upon allegations precisely the same 
as those which the gentleman Maryland has seen ‘at to make 
to-night, No new facts have been disclosed. 

Mr. MILES. I think my friend will bear me out in the state- 
ment a he undertook to controvert these facts when I stated 

Mr. KNOX. I did; and I shall continue . controvert them, 
because while many of the facts, bal 
man ea ae them, a the oe w 


lH 
iH 


: 
| 


i 


: 


ae 
+ 
4 
ERE 


3 
eet 
fi 
ge 
sls 
iu 
eu 


reason of w al ethsomnaliiive ook 
But it must oa canal that it was practicall 
line. When he entered the service he resided with 
the home of his brother in Colebrook, which, as the mem 
pont probably know, is only about 10 miles from the 


Mr. MILES. How long did he stay there? 
Mr. KNOX. ee 

















ever upon this case. He joined his wife 
were residi 


w 
family where they 
as be eer. iawn tem aia in the home 
i ther, where e and family lived, having a relapse 
of his brother. oe ‘ 

Now, this disease with which he was ate i me tes- 


I have spoken. I agree 
dotiene daxine the time 


tion of my friend is entirely correct. It must have been some- 
where near that sum, I judge. But the pension was taken from 
him on an investigation commenced behind his back, one of these 
investigations entirely ex parte, with no opportunity of being con- 
fronted with the witnesses against him, and when the result was 
reached, he had had no chance to be heard. The pension was 
taken from him on the on of some 


enemy, who knew that 
he was receiving the on, that the in from which he was 
suffering was recel 


in Canada, while & grave or a well, 
as | remember, and consequently did not t from the disease 
contracted while in the service. The evidence on that point was 
conflicting. The Pension Office finally decided that the disease 
was not contracted in the Army, and on this ex parte investiga- 
tion deprived him of the pension. : 
I think it was wrong. I think that the evidence was in his 
favor. He put in evidence of the most reputable and able phy- 
sicians of the city of Lowell, men of unquestioned integrity and 
ability, all testifying that there was no of doubt that the 
disease was the result of injury con before oe 

But he lost the pension, and we giveitup. He can not recover i 
He had not money enough to get it restored. He tried some- 
what by home.evidence, but di 
let go. Subsequently he applied for a 
the act of 1890, and upon | 
the pension allowance of $12 a month. 
the money he received has been expended for his own support. 
He is a man who requires the constant attention of some one else. 
He can not attend to the commonest necessities of man without 
help. has to be with him all thetime. He gota small 
nsion of $12 a month in 1890, or about that, or possibly in 1892. 
pension office in Boston to draw it, the officer 


or years 
from now, if you can get excused from the of the disem- 
bodied and may receive the $12 that the country has 
graciously ted to you 

Now, I that was wro: Even if a mistake was made and 
this man’s disease was not in the Army, I claim it was 
wrong to ve him of the dependent pension he had been 
granted of a@ month. 


@ pensioner pay back the amount that he has 
ed under asnaeen teak tne granted and then taken 
away. Ido believe there is any law or practice or justifica- 
tion for it, but it is done. 
Mr. G OR. Will the gentleman allow me? 
Mr. KNOX, i 
Mr. GROSVENOR. cits any allegution that there was any 
frand on the of the pensioner? 
Mr. KNOX. Nota 
Mr. @ OR. Then who was to blame 


C Secretary a fama rendered within a few 
months, it was decided that a oner could not be deprived of 
his pension in that way, that he could not be compelled to pay 
— preyious on aweer yo unless there was actual fraud on his part 


M Wilt the 

Mr. M ill the gentleman allow me toask him aquestion? 
Mr. KNOX. Certainly. 

Mr. MILES. If it is true, as Mr. Bussey has stated, that this 
cla t admitted to the examiner, under oath, that he did not con- 
tract this disease until after he had left the line of duty and while 
he was in Canada, does it not necessarily follow that when he made 
his to the Pension Office, under which he received this 
pension of a@ month for ten years, when he swore to the fact 
that he contracted the disease in line of duty, that he com- 
mitted a fraud and swore to that which was not true? 
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Mr. KNOX, I haveseen no such evidence in the Pension Office, 


_ I have examined the evidence very carefully as tothe pension- 
s 


Mr. MILES. I just read it in the presence of the House. 
Mr. KNOX. You have read what Mr. Bussey ad I have 
seen no such evidence in the Pension Office. 

Mr. M . Do you say it is not there? 

Mr. KNOX. I do. 

Mr. MILES. Then youarein conflict with Mr. Bussey, and you 
are in conflict with this letter which I have received officially from 
the Pension Office. 

Mr. KNOX. Do not misunderstand me. I do not mean to say 
but what you have the letter, as you say you have; I do not mean 
to say you do not think it is as you say it is; but I say there is no 
evidence on file in the Pension Office, that I have seen, that this 
man admitted that he did not contract this disease in the Army, 
Mr. Speaker, think of the nonsense of it. Here is a man who has 
just been sick at Petersburg, who comes back and within a few 
months has a relapse and is rendered helpless, and all the physi- 
cians that attend him, men who know more about disease than 
he does, all swear that it is the result of that disease at Petersburg. 
Is there any sense in supposing that he said any such thing as that? 
Why, all the physicians that examined him, the pension examiners, 
the medical examiners, all said it was the result of the disease at 
Petersburg. Is there any sense in such a position as that? 

Now, Mr. eee I was going to say that the Assistant Secre- 
tary decided that the taking away from a pensioner of a pen- 
sion to which he is entitled to repay one which he has received in 
the past, but which was erroneously granted, can not be sus- 
tained unless thei is active fraud on the part of the pensioner in 
his claim or in his evidence. 

Mr. MILES. ‘Yuat is just the ground on which it is put. 

Mr. KNOX. There is not a particle of evidence to support 
that. This matter has been investigated in the Pension Office, in 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and here, in Committee of 
the Whole; and there is not a particle of evidence in this case 
that this man op the opinion of every physician who exam- 
ined him, that this was the cause of his disability. He swore 
under oath that it was, instead of admitting that it was not. Is 
it to be supposed that a man after swearing under oath that he 
has contracted a disease in the line of duty, and is then suffering 
from it, that he admitted to a pension examiner that he did not? 

Mr. MILES. « Will you allow me a question right there? 

Mr. KNOX. Yes. 

Mr. MILES. If thisclaimant still insists that he contracted the 





disease in the line of duty, why does he come here asking for the 
pittance of $12 a month? Why does he not come up like a brave 
and honest man and ask for the $24 of which he was deprived? 


Mr. KNOX. He stood as long as he could, Mr. Speaker, against 
He is poor. 
He has but a few years more to live. That $12 a month was an 
object to him, and he asked that from the Government. The 
Government granted it to him, and all he asks now is that he be 
id the amount for which his name is borne on the rolls of the 
ension Office to-day. 
Mr. ANDREWS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 


question? 


Mr. KNOX. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Does this pensioner now hold a certificate 
under the law of 1890? 

Mr. KNOX. Yes; only for $12. 
Mr. ANDREWS. Is it in full force at the Pension Office, or is 
it simply holding back the pay? 

Mr. KNOX. That is so. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Thatis animportant item in connection with 
the charge that this claimant is substantially a deserter. 

Mr. OX. I wish to explain that, and was about to explain 
it. He was marked as being absent without leave on account of 
this very relapse that he had after he got home—which of course 
the officials of the Army did not know of—which prevented his 
return. But when the facts were discovered, this man was granted 
an honorable discharge. And when an honorable discharge is 
given, it is evidence that he had fulfilled his duty as a soldier and 
every obligation to the country that he intended toserve. That 
settled that question. And when the Government grants a man 
an honorable discharge, it does not lie in the month of my friend 
from Maryland to say that he isa deserter. When it is said he 
was a deserter, it is simply put in here as a makeweight to try to 
prejudice his case and deprive this man of the little pittance he is 
entitled to under this bill. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him one question? 

Mr. KNOX. Certainly. 

Mr. WALKERof Massachusetts. Why does not the recent rul- 
ing, if he is deprived of his pension or if he is illegally deprived 
of it, restore him his pay? 

Mr. KNOX. We are not asking for that now. 
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Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Why not ask for that? Do 


that. 

Mr. KNOX. We ask for nothing but that this man be paid at 
the rate he now is borne on the roll for—$12. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Why does not thelate ruling, 
the recent ruling, restore him his pay? 

Mr. KNOX. It certainly does. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Then, why does not thatend 
the case, so far as the House is concerned? 

Mr. KNOX. Oh, no. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. They will not pay him. 

Mr. KNOX. They will not pay him. The pension certificate 
which he has simply says that oe is to receive this money after 
repaying the Government $3,000. 

Me. MILES. Why is that condition put upon him? 

Mr. KNOX. For the reason that you have undertaken to sub- 
stantiate that this man fraudulently obtained a pension from the 
Government. 

Mr. MILES. Tobesure; that is what the Department has found. 

Mr. KNOX. Very well. I amasking the House to restore this 
man the $12 a month; and it has been passed by two committees, 
and they say that he shall have that sum. 

Mr. INER of Nebraska. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. KNOX. Certainly. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It is claimed here that after the 
man’s furlough had expired he continued to work on a farm, 
doing the usual work and receiving the usual wages, and in addi- 
tion to that, when he was not engaged at such work he was dig- 
ging wells and graves, which is unusually difficult manual labor; 
and from that it would seem that he was in proper physical con- 
dition to have returned to his command. 

Mr. KNOX. What do you refer to—something in the report? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That was contained in the letter 
which has just been read. 

Mr. KNOX. That was not a fact. He did not go to work. 
Shortly after he went back he was taken sick, very shortly before 
his furlough expired. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. He was not sick while digging a 
well or a grave. 

Mr. MILES. That he admits. 

Mr. KNOX. I disclaim that he was continuously at work; but 
while he was absent he did undertake to dig a well, as I under- 
stand, or, as the gentleman has stated, a grave; and the evidence 
in the Pension Office claims that he was sunstruck while digging 
a grave or well, but he was not continuously employed in farming 
as a well man. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It seems that he wasa ‘‘ well man,” 
or he would not have undertaken that work. Dowie) 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Was not all of that evidence developed in 
the Pension Office before this man received his original pension? 

Mr. KNOX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. And did they not grant the pension with 
the full knowledge of all that? 

Mr. KNOX. Surely; and the discharge. 

Mr. MILES. Thatisnotcorrect. [Criesof ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”] 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, there has been considerable said in 
the argument upon this pension claim about this soldier, whose 
home was in New Hampshire, on the borders of Canada, straying 
over into Canada during the existence of the war. Probably he 
did. Agreat a —— ——, from the Southern por- 
tion of the Uni tates, strayed over into Canada during the 
war and never returned until peace had been declared. [Laugh- 
ter.] On the other hand, 40,000 Canadians left their homes and 
were faithful soldiers in the war for the Union. 

But, Mr. Speaker, to get down to the meat of this question, I 
find, from a little mathematical calculation, that this soldier 
served faithfully twenty-two months. He was pensioned in De- 
cember, 1865, at $8 per month. 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. HARDY. On the question of this pension? 

Mr. MILES. On the question of this pension. 

Mr. HARDY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILES. How long does the gentleman claim that this sol- 


dier served? 
Mr. HARDY. According to the report, which I take to be cor- 
was discharged December 


rect, he enlisted January 1, 1864, an 
19, 1865. 

Mr. MILES. You said he had served twenty-two months. Do 
you make that twenty-two months? 

Mr. HARDY. From January, 1864, to December, 1864, would 
be twelve months, and from December, 1864, to December, 1865, 


would be, say, eleven months, making twenty-two or twenty-three 
months of service. From December, 1865, to May, 1871, this sol- 


dier was pensioned at the rate of $8 a month, and received $576. 
From May, 1871, to June, 1872, his pension was increased and was 
at the rate of $20 per month, giving him, in round numbers, $480. 
From June, 1872, to June, 1882, ten years, he received pension at 


the rate of $24 a month, giving 





him, in round numbers, $3,080. 


This makes an aggregate paid to him of $4,186. Now, if this sol- 


eh paralyzed as he is to-day and as the evidence shows he was 


been pensioned at the rate he was entitled to, then he would 


have been entitled to receive $12 a month and to have drawn from 
the Government $5,320. Deduct what he has drawn, $4,126, from 
the amount he was entitled to draw, and you find that the Govern- 
ment of the United States owes him to-day, at the rate of $12 a 
month from the date of his discharge, $1,094, and that is what he 
ought to receive, if this bill would carry it. 


Several MEMBERS. Vote! Vote! 
Mr. HARDY. Iam willing to vote now. I think we can have 


a vote which will pass this bill. 


Mr. THOMAS. Iask unanimous consent that this bill go over 
without prejudice. 

Mr. KNOX. I object. 

Mr. MILES. I give the gentleman from Massachusetts notice 
that if he insists upon a vote on this bill, I shall insist on a yea-and- 
nay vote. I do not want to debate it any further. I am content 
with the record as it stands. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that I should consent 
to this bill going over because of any threat of the gentleman as 
to what he is going todo. Iam not afraid of a d-nay vote. 
If this bill is not a just bill and this man is not entitled to $12 a 
month, then I have t eon the members of this 
to believe that they will vote it. On the other hand, if he 
is entitled to it, I feel confident that they will vote for the bill. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr.S er, I submit to the mem- 
bers of the House that —— have been raised this evening in 
regard to this bill which demand of us a little careful considera- 
tion. If the charges made = the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
MILEs] are sustained—and they certainly seem to be sustained by 
the report which he has received from the Pension Office—this 
bill ought not to be passed. If, on the contrary, they can not be 
sustained, the bill should be passed, and perhaps even a bill more 
favorable to the claimant than this. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. S$ , as I said at the begi 
disposition to push bill hastily to a vote. 
tleman to be satisfied, as Iam, with respect to the merits of the 
bill, and for that reason I s ted a while ago to the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. THomas| that this case might go over until 
every member could sa himself about it. 

Mr. HAINER of Ne To conclude, Mr. Speaker, in view 
of the questions raised, I submit that the proper course would be 
to recommit this bill to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, who 
will, of course, investigate these questions in the light of the 
charges that have been made and of the defense that has been 
made by the gentleman from Massachusetts. For my own part, I 
sincerely hope that the gentleman from Massachusetts is entirely 
right; but, in justice to ourselves and to the people we are repre- 
senting, it seems to me that the bill should be recommitted, and 
should have the careful consideration which it obviously merits. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, is there any idea that this bill was 
not properly investigated by the Committee on Invalid Pensions? 
atkins ot a eel sg Be 

ink it not been y inv 6 light of the c 
which have been made, 

Mr. KNOX. All the evidence was before the committee. 
Gentlemen of this bill going over. If it goes over, will it 
lose its place 
Several MemBERs. No. 

Mr. KNOX. Well, if it will not lose its place I am quite will- 


ing that it shall go over. I simply want the bill to its place. 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman soome Maambehre- 
setts withdraws his objection. Is there further objection to the 
gentleman from Michigan that this bill lie over 


request of the 
uestion is Pg Mr. Speaker, I 


ing, I have no 


want every gen- 


without prejudice? 

Mr. THOMAS. Before that 
will say to the gentleman from Massachusetts that tae case hav- 
ing been considered by the committee and discussed in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and discussed again this in the 
House, if it over until next Friday evening, mem who 
are interested in the case can have ample opportunity to satisfy 
themselves in regard to its merits. ; 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I make no objection to the bill 
going over. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the distin- 
guished mathematician from Maryland . MILEs} how many 
months there are between January, 1 and December, 1865? 
[Laughter. ] 

WILLIAM R. HARLESS. 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 

bill (H. R. 4629) granting eet to William R. Harless. | 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. er, [rise to a parliamen’ inquiry. 

Do I understand that we are to continue the unfinished business 

Sa or go into Committee of the Whole according to the 
e 
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PEAKER protempore. Weareproceeding with the unfin- 
ota cae There is ko motion to go into Committee of the | f 
Whole. 


Mr. TALBERT. Are we not out of order in this method of 


roceeding? 
e The SPEAKER pro tem 


asiness is now 
an Committee of the Whole. The bill just read has been 
from the Committee of the Whole with amendments, 


The amendments were read and 


The Chair thinks not. The un- 


agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time. 
e question then on the passage of the bill, 

~ eee eT. Mr. $8 er, | think we ought to have the 
report read in this case. ere was some discussion last Friday 
night in regard to this bill. It seems there is no evidence in the 
War Department that the command to which this soldier belonged 
was ever mustered into the service, and there was some doubt 
exp as to whether he had actually performed service. I 
should be glad to have the House put into possession of some of 
the facts in the case, by the of the 

Mr. THOMAS. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of business on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, under this special order for Friday night sessions. 

The question being put, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair the 
ayes have it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Icall for a division. 

The Bape was again put; but before the result was an- 
nounc 

Mr. THOMAS said: Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my 
motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to itting 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. THomas] to wiienw his 
motion? The Chair hears none. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. THOMAS. I now call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The — order is the bill 
which the House was just considering. e pending question is 


upon its 
—~ TAL T. Iask forthe reading of the report in my time. 
© pro- 


. The Clerk proceeded to read the report as published in 
ceedings of last naan evening. 
Mr. TALBERT (before the reading of the report was concluded). 


Mr. Speaker, without asking that any further time be tin the 
reading of the report, I will ask that this bill be allo by unani- 
mous consent to go 0 

Mr. THOMAS. 


ver. : 
I ask that the bill go over without i sea 
The SPEAKER tempore. The request is made by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] and the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. THomas] that this bill be passed over with- 
out prejudice, there objection? 
Mr. CROWTHER. Iobject. This question has been discussed 
so fully that I think members should be able to vote upon it now. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. er, I desire to occupy two or 
three minutes of the time of House with reference to a ques- 
tion of importance in these pensionclaims. I may not be present 
when the case of Sweatt shall come up again, and I want to put 
= pen very briefly my views upon one question involved in 
at case. 
I deny the right of the Pension Office or of anybody else to set 
off a pension that has been allowed by the proper Bureau or by 
Congress against a claim of money overpaid to a pensioner, unless 
there has been fraud in the procurement of the pension. A pen- 
sion is a gratuity of the Government, given to the soldier for his 
ee It is to provide him the means of livelihood. 
y the 
upon the finding of the Pension Office on the evidence 
presented, he is authorized to expend that amount of money every 
month. And when, after he has done so, the Pension Office dis- 
covers it has made a mistake, or when it chan its mind or 
changes the method of administration, as a friend here suggests, 
the office has no right thereupon to go back and make a set-off or 
woney atiiiale nse may — to call it, of the 
shoney been er for a special p . 
it has no right to set that off agalnst tho future gratuty 0 the 
Government under the law of Congress. I know it been done, 
and gross injustice has come of it. A man who draws a pension, 
ty of no , assumes that he hasa right to 
use the money for benefit and the benefit of his family. en 
when the emergency becomes still , when he becomes older 
and more than ever in want of monthly allowance for his 
bread and his shelter and his clothing, I deny that there is any 


usti 1 i terclaim, based 
the error of the Government itself, where no wrong has bocn oom- 


6 error of 
mitted by the soldier, and upon such a claim d <a a 
livelinony into the poor- 


upon which he has*relied, driving 





‘ore the House unless a motion is made 


very act of the Government in giving him a certain amount be 





house, driving him to desperation and degradation, because of the 
ormer error or wrong in which he in no wise participated. This 
is all I desire to say. 

Mr. THOMAS. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman 
from Missouri will withdraw his objection to allowing the bill to 
go over, and I therefore ask unanimous consent that it be laid 
aside without prejudice. 

Mr. CROWTH Mr. Speaker, I must object. 
aan sigan pro tempore. The question is on the passage of 

e bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. I call attention of the House to the fact that 
the War Department has no evidence that this man ever had been 
in the military service of the Government; they give him no rata- 
ble disability. The matter is in possession of the House. I have 
nothing further to say. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. TALBERT) there were—ayes 77, noes 5. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The Chair will count the House, 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw the point. 

So (no further count being demanded) the bill was passed. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I desire to ask unanimous consent of 
the House to take up House bill 9785. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 
a KIRKPATRICK. I ask unanimous consent to submit this 


Mr. AVERY and others. Regular order! 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the continu- 
— of the enfniol ed business, and the Clerk will report the next 


MARGARET O’DONNELL. 

The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 4823) for therelief of Margaret O’Donnell, nurse, United 
States Volunteers. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move that this bill lie on the table. 

ao I ask leave to withdraw the bill, as the benefi- 
is dead. 
eSPEAKER protempore. The Chair will submit the motion 
of the gentleman from Michigan to lay the bill on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 
J. R. PACK. 

The next unfinished business on the PrivateCalendar was the bill 
(H. R. 6234) to restore the name of J. R. Pack to the pension roll, 
reported with amendments from the Committee of the Whole. 

e amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended as recommended by the com- 
mittee. 

JAMES WARBROOK. 

The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to James Warbrook, reported 
from the committee with amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD C. ENRIGHT. 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 6589) nting a pension to Richard C. Enright. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. —_— Mr. Speaker, let the engrossed copy of the bill 

read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be laid aside for 
engrossment. 
me time subsequently, 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

has kindly consented to withdraw his call for the reading of the 
y of the bill No. 6539. 

“i ERD I withdraw the demand. 

The bill was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended to correspond with the action 
of the House. 

GEORGE E. REID. 

The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 5620) to pension George E. Reid. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE ©. ABBEY. 

The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (S. 350) granting an increase of pension to George C. —_- 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
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WILLIAM T, WALKER, 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 
oe (S. 1888) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
alker. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES L. M’KINNEY, 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 3688) to pension James L. McKinney for services in 
Oregon Indian wars, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with an amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL GILES. 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 3939) to pension Daniel Giles for services in Oregon 
Indian wars. 

The bill, with the amendment recommended by the Committee 
of the Whole, was read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

GEORGE B, MERCHANT. 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 3166) granting a pension and arrearage’of pension to 
George B. Merchant. 

The bill, with the amendment recommended by the Committee 
of the Whole, was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ments. Without hahdien the y will be submitted together. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, it appears from the title 
that this bill is intended to give arrearage of pension to this appli- 
cant. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The amendmenis strike that out. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I have not seen the report. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The pension only dates from the passage 
of the law. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were eed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move to amend the title by striking out the 
words ‘‘ and arrearage of pension.’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the title will 


be amended as proposed by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
THOMAS]. 


There was no objection. 
JOSEPHINE GLOVER. 


The next unfinished business on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 5532) to increase the pension of Josephine Glover. 

The bill was read. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


EMILY M, TYLER. 


The next unfinished business on the Private y= Se the 
bill (H. R. 6560) to increase the pension of Emily M 

The bill, with the amendments recommended by the Committee 
of the Whole, was read. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr.S r, I move to amend by striking out 
‘*sev eo and inserting in viken thereof ep P 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that this go over without 
prejudice. 

The SPEAKER pro tem 
(Mr. THomas] asks that 
objection? 

Mr. TALBERT. I object. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Objectionis made. The question 
is on the amendment to the enendanegh offered by the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] to strike out “‘ seventy-five” 
and insert ‘‘fifty.” 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, when this bill came up from the 
Committee of the Whole a few days ago, there was some question 
made about the circumstances of the beneficiary named in this 
bill, and there seemed to be some misunderstanding as to what 
the evidence was. I have taken occasion to-day to examine the 
evidence that was laid before the committee, oa it shows about 
this state of facts: The paar beneficiary was not the wife of 
the soldier during any period of his service. She was married to 
a — the — of the Ae and after pe bee been mustered out. 

© is 60 years of age. eis engaged in keeping a boarding house 
in Baltimore, according to the evidence. Her property consists of 
Yacresofland. The evidence is somewhat as to its 
situation, but perhaps the affidavit of her attorney would 
pearest to disclosing what it is. That shows that i it is si 


re. The gentleman from Michigan 
go over without prejudice. Is there 


about 5 gr © een Ben Sip baton oriin af the city of Balti- 
as 


more. land ‘or about $200 . Itis 
once to be unsui sted for suburban ot, and and is rento cere, iti 
at 


patch, the rental 
also stated that the tae taxes and other e 
come. value gah on this p y is about $8,000, 2 as stated 
by one witness; by another ,000, and another ag gr 

$6,000. This widow recei a@ pension in 1891, in March, of 


tially corroborates the information I gave to the 
Whole when the bill was before that committee. 

Mr. THOMAS. I understand that the tleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. TaLBERT] is willing that case shall go over 
without prejudice, and I renew my-request. 

TheS pro tempore. e gentleman from Michigan 
renews his request that this bill be laid aside without prejudice, 
Is there further objection? 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


, I desire to call the attention of 
the House to the bili ~~ Committee of the Whole, 
if two bills that Sent in ne taal can be considered 

mous consent. These bills are recommended by the 

sioner of Pensions, and apply to two cases. These bills 
are not championed by any gentleman on the floor. There is no 
one to look after them, but at the request of the Commissioner of 
Pensions they are reported favorably, with a report from the 


committee at large; and I ask unanimous consent at this time to 
the 


consider these two bills. 
ILNES. Have they passed committee 

Mr. WOOD. Can not deaes bills be considered i in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. THOMAS. They have been considered by the Committeo 
of the Whole, and they are on the Calendar. 
—s They have not passed the Committee of the 

Mr. THOMAS. Oh, n 

Mr. WOOD. Can eer not be considered in the House as in the 
Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER 
eee Committee of 


Mr, THOMAS. er 


tempore. They have been considered in 
the Whole, as the gentleman from Michigan 


7 THOMAS. No; they have not; Soa ae 
The SPEAKER The from Illinois asks 


The unfinished 
So 2000) granting a pension to Isaac Holbrook 


The question is u the amend- 
ees Sp 


“tatters then rm ishing 


udice. Is there objection? 


Mr. ERDMAN. I object. 

Mr. THOMAS. When this bill is 
that the House resolve itself into of the Whole, to 
Sete Se + vee such other bills as may 


ite Bi EIEDMAN. I did not hear the gentleman, and did not 
ie © mere Se 
the 


I desire to move 











Mr. THOMAS. I hope it will. 


. ERDMAN. I hope so, too, but Ido not think the tle- 
aon vas that eapmnanes. I would rather have them 
eis. THOMAS. I would like very much to have them consid- 
ered now. 


_ERDMAN. [If unanimous consent ig given for that pur- 
pose, we can very soon determine whether House is willing or 
note SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of 
bill. 
ba THOMAS. The gentleman from Tennessee : See, 
who objected to the consideration of these bills, says that he 
Mr. GIBSON. I withdraw the objection. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. I object, then. - 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 7 nen Te qante 
of the bill; but the Clerk will again the title of the 
The title of the bill was again a 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. question is on the passage of 
the bill, and a division has been 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 98, noes 0." 
Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman makes the point 
that there is no quorum. 
The SPEA aa paler gg aie eke ae 3 
Mr. MILES. is the count, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The count has not been com- 
pleted. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I renew my request that the bill 
be over without prejudice. 
e SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from 
og ener agama merits 
. m 
The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nin sane Guna, 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House adjourn, 
Po a rtreay 
@ ayes ve 
Several MENeane. Division! 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 35. 

Mr. DOVENER. Iask wom am and nays. 

The yeas and na)s were 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 50, nays 72, not 
voting 233; as follows: 


YEAS—50. 
a De Wi —S Shannen? 
ve ; 
Baker, Dockery, Evans, Shuford.” 
Bar ham, Dooli , ig, 
foe eee Griswold, Tracey, 
Black Kleborg, Grosvenor, Turner, Va. 
Blue, Lacey, Hainer, Nebr. ler. 
Boatner, Latimer, Hilborn, ‘an V. 
Burrell, B J alker, 
Calderhead, Satie, * % ilson, 
Curtis, Kane. Milnes, Russell, Conn. 
NAYS—72. 
Andrews, Fischer, Lewis, I. 
Baker, Md. 
~ “. Gonnbie, Linton, a 
peleys =. Hocietry Minn. Southard 
Broderick, ina. spas 
a oy 
Burton, Mo. Miller, W.Va. § Strowd, N.O 
Burton, Ohio Hil, Mitchell, Sulzer, 
Oonnoll: ° . M : 
Cook, Wis. opkins, ode Tate, 
Cooke; IIL Howe, Terry, 
= Fe fe ve 
‘ener, 

Faris Knox, < wait 
Fenton, Leighty, Oe Ta 
i NOT VOTING—233. 
Acheson, Bell, Tex. Cobb, *” Danford, 
Adams, Bennett, Cockrell, Dayton, 
Aitken, , Codding, De Armond, 
Aldrich Web Bingham, Selzer, Dingisy 
Aldri th Bowers CG ; Fla. , 
Allen Bromwell, Cooper, Wi Draper,” 

en, Utah » r, 

Pa. Brown, Cousins, 

At — Buck, Cox, fe 
Babcock, ° t le? ’ 
Bailey, Bull, >, ag Garnet, i 
Bartlett, N.Y. Clark, Iowa Curtis ciiet 
Beach, Clark, Mo. Curtis, N. Y. Golan: 
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Grow, Layton, Newlands, Stephenson, 
Hadley, ever, Noonan, Stewart, N. J. 
Beg Leisenring, n, Stewart, Wis. 
Leonard, y. Stokes, 
Halterman, Lester, Overstreet, Stone, W. A. 
Hanley, Linney, Owens, Strait, 
Harmer, Livingston, Parker, Strode, Nebr. 
Harris, Lorimer, Patterson, Strong, 
— — Payne, Galloway, 
iw. earson, wanson, 
=. Maddox, prndiatca, ans, 
, erkins, awnhey, 
Heatwole, — Pickler, Tayler. 
Heiner, Pa. Marsh, Poole, Thorp, 
—— + em an oe 
2) . eCall, Mass. ce, racewell, 
Hendrick, M Tenn. Prince, loar, 
enry, Pugh, Tucker, 
epburn, Quis, Turner, Ga. 
y; Van Horn 
McCreary, Ky. Ray, Wadsworth 
oward, cDearmon, yburn, er, Va. 
Howell, M Richardson Wanger, 
Hubbard, Lo pepertaan, La. Washington, 
Hultng aoe, Robinson, woe hes 
, Rusk, a n, oO 
7 Meiklejohn, Russell, Ga. Wellington, 
urley, ercer. Sayers, Wheeler, 
Johnson, itn, Wi fe: 
Johnson, Ind r, Kans. Shaw, Wilson, Idaho 
Johnson, N. Dak. Sherman, Wilson, N. Y. 
Jones, Miner, N. ¥. Simpkins, Wilson, 8. 0. 
Joy, ond 2, Woodard, 
Kendall, Money, Southwick, Woomer, 
Kerr, orse, Sparkman, Wright, 
Kiefer, Moses, Spencer, ™. 
ee Mozley, . 1 
. tallings, 
Lan Neill, Steele, 


wae THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a recapitulation of the 


The vote was recapitulated as above. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr.58 er, my colleague, Mr. Simpxrns, is des; 
tained at his house by illness and is under the care of a physicians 
I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Nebraska, 
[Mr. StRoDE] who sits next to me left the House to-day quite ill 
and asked mé to have him excused this evening on account of ill 
ness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York, 
Mr. Curtis, is absent on account of sickness. I ask that he be 
excused, ° 

There was no objection, and it was so order 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr, 
STOKEs, be excused on account of the illness of his wife. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

. KLEBERG. Mr. Speaker, [ ask that my colleague, Judge 
Noonan, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no en and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BARTL of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask indefinite 
leave of absence for my colleague, Mr. RUssELL, who has been for 
some days confined to his room by illness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, 
Mr. GARDNER, be excused on account of illness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my 
colleague, Mr. Eppy, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. . Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleagues, Mr, 
SrewartT and Mr. GRIFFIN, be excused on account of illness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HENRY of ood Mr. Speaker, I ask leave of absence 
for my colleague, Mr. Hatcu, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mississippi, 
Mr. KYL, is unwell this evening, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 
TheSPEAKER protempore. What is the gentleman’s inquiry? 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. What was the result of the vote just taken? 
Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, before that is answered, I desire 
to ask that the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Cannon, be excused, 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, I ask the Chair to answer my 
parliament inquiry. 
Mr. BAKER of og Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. NEY] who sits near me is necessarily 
detained from the House this evening, and I ask that he be ex- 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, Mr. CopDING, be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
Marsh, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. PooLz, 
be excused on account of illness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
BE.L of Colorado, be excused, on account of a pressing Sedum 
engagement. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, I rose to a parliamentary in- 
quiry a while ago and asked what the result of the vote was, 
is The SPEAKER pro tempore. The vote will be announced in 

ue time. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Meanwhile I ask that Mr. Wricut be ex- 
cused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ’ 

Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Speaker,a parliamentary inquiry. Pend- 
ing the announcement of this vote, is it in order to move to refer 
the question of this epidemic to the proper committee? [Laugh- 


ter. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that is not a 
liamentary inquiry. Upon the vote just taken the yeas are 
FO and the nays are 72. The noes have it, and the House refuses 


to adjourn. 

A MemsBer. No quorum. 

Mr. McEWAN. r. er my coll e, Mr. HOWELL, has 
been sick for about a week, and I ask that he be excused. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House, 
Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I move tolay that motion upon the 


tabie. 

Mr. BURRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that all members who 
have not answered to their names be excused. They are all sick, 
and there are a good many others here who are sick and ought to 
be absent. [Laughter.] 

The SPE R protempore. The gentleman is not in order. 
The point of no quorum having been made, and the roll call hay- 
ing disclosed the fact that no quorum is present—— 

Mr. THOMAS (interposing). Mr. Speaker, I move that all the 
absentees be excused. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
The House has just refused to adjourn, and there is business 
pending. I ask that the Maine delegation be excused on account 
of the weather. [Laughter.] After we excuse that delegation, 
the gentleman’s motion will be in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No business has intervened, and 
the Chair refuses to entertain the motion to adjourn. The a. 
tion is on the motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. - 
CHILD] for a call of the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I demand a vote on the 
Maine question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILNES. r. ne I move to lay the motion for a call 
of the House on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair declines to entertain 
that motion. 

Mr. McEWAN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that the motion 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hooker], that the House 
do now adjourn, is in order, because since the last vote on the 

uestion of adjournment business has intervened. The business 
that has intervened has been the granting of excuses by unani- 
mous a a vote. 

The SPE pro tempore. 
a call of the House. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore declared 
that the noes seemed to have it. 

Several MemBerRs. Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 10, noes 57. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that, the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 55, noes 20; so the 
motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 10 o’clock 
and 15 minutes p. m.), pursuant to the order previously made, 
adjourned until Monday. 


The question is on a motion for 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 


follows: 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the , transmit- 


ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Inte- 


rior, submitting an additional estimate of ——— to com- 
lete the survey of the Blackfeet Indian tion—to the 
Jommittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with 

a favorable recommendation, a draft of a proposed joint resolu- 
tion transferring a certain appropriation for expenses of Treasury 
notes to the appropriation for printing silver certificates—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
the Mississippi River, Drury’s Landing to New Boston—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of eers, report of examination and surve 
of Pascagoula River, issippi—to the Committee on Rivers an 
Harbors, and ordered to-be orinted. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of eers, report of examination and surve 
of La Crosse Harbor, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Rivers an: 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the’ Chief of i of examination and survey 
of Pearl River, Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
the Mississippi River along the west bank from the mouth of the 
Iowa River, in Louisa County, to the city of Muscatine, lowa—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of ineers, re of examination and survey of 
Lloyds Harbor, New York— Committee on Rivers and . 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of E eers, oS and survey of 
Buffalo Fork of White River, Ar tothe Committee on Rivers 


and Harbors, and ordered to be ted. 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 


Petaluma Creek ifornia—-to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, rt of examination and survey of 
harbor at Alexandria Bay, New York—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIO BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. FISCHER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10061) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act granting to the Eastern Nebraska and Gulf Rail- 
way Company right of way thro the Omaha and Winnebago 
In reservations, in the State of Nebraska,” by extending the 
time for the construction of said ome reported the same with 
amendment, accom ed by a re (No. 2598); which said bill 
and report were referred to the ttee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HILBORN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred tlie bill of the Senate [. 8355) entitled ‘An act to 
— for organizing a naval battalion in District of Colum- 

jia,” re the same without amendment, accom by a 
report (No. 2599); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to 
which were referred bills and resolutions, reported the 


same, accompanied by ; which said resolutions, and 
reports were referred to the Committee of the House on the 


state of the Union, as follows, to wit: 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 231) relative to the improvement 
of the waterway , Ala., and the k War- 
rior River. rt No. 2597.) 

The bill (S. ) ns act to — an act entitled ‘An 
act — appropriations for construction, repair, auc pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes,’ finally June 3, 1896.” (Report No, 2607.) 

The House resolution (No. 495) venpe ee the Secretary of War 
to make an examination for removal of rock at the narrowest part 
of East River, on the eastern side, at Ravenswood, Long Island. 
N. Y. (Report No. 2608.) 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 233) directing the of War 


Secretary 
to submit estimates for work _ the channels in Jamaica and 
(Report No. . 


Canarsie bays. ) 















shi 
oak appropriating money th 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severall sapere’ from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
Seaenved' to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By & CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


bill (H. R. 9793) granting an increase of ion to Joseph C. 
Berry, alias Jose te. (Report No. 2504.) 
The bill (H. R. 2214) granting a pension to Annie Beach. 
(Report No. 2612. 


By Mr. M , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 6057) granting a pension to Emily O. Merriman. 
(Report No. 2595.) : F 

By Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (S. 762) entitled “An act for the relief of Henry Lane.” (Re- 
port No. at : 

By Mr. WOOMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 8900) for the relief of Emanuel Peck, to amend his 
military record, and grant him an honorable discharge to date 


Jan 4, 1862. (Report No. 2600.) 

By Mr. AND from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1976) enti “An act granting a pension to Catherine 
E. O’Brien.” No. 2601.) ; 


By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7954) to pension James H. Rathburn, father of Charles 
B. Rathburn. Report No. ee 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 2187) to pay the heirs of the late John Roach, de- 
ceased, $330,151.42 for labor and material, dockage and detention, 
and occupation of yards and shops for the gunboats Chicago, 
Boston, and Atlanta, Cunt No. 2603.) 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (S. 2384) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of David O. Burleigh.” 
(Report No. 2605.) 

By Mr. WILSON of New York, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs: The bill (S. 3150) entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the President 
to appoint Lieut. Robert Platt, United States Navy, to the rank 
of commander.” (Report No. 2606.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 

the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
OMLOWS: 

The bill (H. R. 6887) for the relief of John Dunn—Committee 
= Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 

aims, 

The bill (Hi. R. 7604) for the relief of I. Winslow Ayers—Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 363) for the relief of Fannie Bostwick, widow of 
Martin B. Strader—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

oo following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

OLIOWS: 

. By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 10106) authorizing expenditure 
of certain of amount appropriated by river and harbor act 
of June 30, 1896—to the ittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

_By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 10107) to amend the copy- 
right law—to the Committee on Patents. 





By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H.-R. 10108) regulating fraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. McCORMICK: A bill (H. R. 10109) directing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to poet to a design for a statue of 
David D. Porter, latel Admiral of the United States Navy— 
to the Committee on the Li a 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A (H. R. 10110) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1587—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 10111) to equalize the 
ae = to the Union soldiers and sailors of the rebellion of 

561 to 1865, and to the widows of said Union soldiers and sail- 
ors—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 10112) to authorize the-Sec- 
retary of War to furnish certified copies of muster rolls—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A resolution (House Res. 
No. 501) authorizing the Committee on Banking and Currency to 
e d $120 as compensation for the employment of stenographers 
an writers—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): A resolution (House Res. No. 502) 
relative to post-office boxes—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A resolution (House Res. No. 503) con- 
cerning the Marquette statue—to the Committee on the Library. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 10113) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Harriet P. Dame—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

= Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 10114) granting a pension to 
E. F. Haskell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 10115) for the relief of William 
H. y—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10116) for the relief of John W. Parsons—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 10117) for the relief of William J. 
Freeman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 10118) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick W. Lamb—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

yo BARRETT: Resolutions of the Boston (Mass. ) Chamber 
of Commerce, in favor of the construction of a dry dock at the 
Charlestown Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERS: Petition of 250 residents of Redlands, Cal., 
favoring the passage of a bill forbidding the sale of intoxicating 
a in any Government building—to the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Camp No. 57, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, and other societies of Tamaqua, Pa., relative to 
the recognition of the independence of Cuba—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Resolution of the Forest City Post, 
No. 556, Grand Army of the Republic, of Cleveland, Ohio, in 
favor of the Cameron resolution and the recognition of the inde- 
pendence of Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Ohio State Board of Commerce, in favor 
of the passage of Senate bill No. 2447, for the creation of a depart- 
ment of commerce and manufactures; also in favor of appropria- 
tions for the improvement of the Ohio River—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of O. E. Gaunt and 13 other citi- 
zens, of Legrand, Iowa, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 9209, granting a service and per diem pension to all honor- 
ably discharged soldiers and sailors of the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of the Pennsylvania Republican 
Association, in favor of legislation relating to restorations in the 
civil service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the New England Furni- 
ture Exchange, of Boston, Mass., favoring a permanent nonparti- 
san tariff commission—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the American Trade Press Association of 
New York, N. Y., indorsing House bill No. 4566, known as the 
Loud bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston (Mass.) Chamber of Commerce, 
favoring the construction of a dry dock at the Charlestown Navy- 
Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of the Congregational church, the 
Christian church, and the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Carthage, S. Dak., urging the passage of House bill No. 7441 
and Senate bill No. 2846, for the prevention of gambling—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of the California Wool Association, 
of San Francisco, Cal., fora tariff on wool and woolen goods—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Master Car Builders’ Association, oppos- 
ing the metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Merchants and Manufacturers’ 
Association of San Diego, Cal., urging the early completion of the 
Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HULING: Petition of 126 citizens of West Virginia, 
asking for the e of Senate bill No. 2962, for the relief of the 
book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. KIEFER: Resolution of the National Guard of the State 
of Minnesota, protesting against the use of the national flag as a 
design for advertising—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KULP: Petition of George W. Seiler and 47 other citi- 
zens of the city of Milton, Pa., asking that an act be in 
relation to the American flag—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of John Watson, of Richmond 
County, N. C., praying reference of his war claim to the Court of 
Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Josiah Milliken, of Richmond County, N. C., 

praying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims under 
the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 
: Also, petition of the estate of Elizabeth Covington, of Rich- 
mond County, N. C., praying that her war claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Mial T, Long, deceased, late of 
Richmond County, N. C., praying reference of his war claim to 
the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the Old Colony Historical Society, 
Taunton, Mass., praying for the preservation of the United States 
frigate Constitution, now going to decay at Kittery, Me.— to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Mary Lawson and 77 other citizens 
of the District of Columbia, Virginia, and Maryland; also petition 
of Toner Holman and 209 other citizens of os for an @ 

ropriation to pay the depositors who lost by the failure of 
reedman’s Savings and Trust Company—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEELE: a to one House bill for the relief 
of Eliza Tate, sister of Private Tipton Tate, ere ged K, Seven- 
teenth Indiana Volunteers, who in hospital at Nashville, 
Tenn., in April, 1862—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: Petition of the heirs of James 
Ginn, deceased, late of Frederick County, Va., praying that his 
war claim be referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman 
Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, January 28, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mizzurny, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


NORTH AMERICAN COMMERCIAL COMPANY. 


The ee before the a communica- 
tion from t nie ey e , transmitting, in response 
toa resolution of the 5th instant, a detailed statement of the public 
revenue derived from the North American Commercial Company 
in its annual settlements with the ee Department, for the 
exclusive privileges which they enjoy by the terms of the lease 
of the seal islands of Alaska, dated 
accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table, and to be 

rin 
: ORDER OF PROCEDURE. 

Mr. HALE. I should like now, Mr. President, to renew the 

roposition with reference to the course of business to-day which 
Tome last night, for the reason that a good many Senators have 
left town and will not be here to-day, not expecting that any of 
the particular subjects-matter that were up yesterday would come 
up to-day. But there is a general di ition to go to the Calen- 
dar and clear up the business on that ‘ 

Mr. SHER Unobjected cases. 

Mr. HALE. Unobjected cases. It isa better time now to do 
it than hereafter, because after this week the tide of appropria- 
tion bills from the other House will set in here, We have not 
any a bills pending now. The one that was almost 
finish ws is the last one before the Senate; and we are 
waiting for the action of the House on those bills, When they 
come in, as Senators know, with only about five weeks of the Con- 
gress left, we shall have little time for other matters. So I renew 
my proposition that after the routine morning business to-day the 
time be devoted—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us commence now. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I want to finish the Military Academy 
appropriation bill to-day. 

. HALE. Had not that better go over until Monday? Itcan 
be got through at any time. I think the Senator from South 
Dakota can get it through on Monday; but that, of course, is a mat- 
ter he must decide. He has in charge an appropriation bill that 
isalmostthrough. Wecan take it up, of course, on Monday morn- 
ing and dispose of it, perhaps, in ten minutes. 


ay 1, 1890; which, with the |: 


ee Sa That would be a better course than to take 
u . 
Mr. HALE. I think so. 

ee eae The pension bills are by themselves on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HALE. Then I will modify the ition and 
that, commencing now, the day be devoted to the consideration, 
under Rule VIII, of unobjected bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. The ion bills to be taken first. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 6 pension bills had better be taken up first, 

Mr. GORMAN and others. Oh, no! 

Mr. HALE. Sup we go on until 8 o’clock and then take up 
Cope bills. ill that course be ? 
. WHITE. I inquire of the Senator from 


© wheth 
such an order will interfere with the Nicaragua Canal bill. x 
Mr. HALE. Notin the least. The N Canal bill is the 


icaragua 
unfinished business. Of course, at 2 o’clock it will be formally 
laid before the Senate, and then ee aside. 

Mr. WHITE. I merely wanted to have that understood, 

Mr. HALE. Nothing will uproot it. 

Mr. WHITE. Very well. 

Mr.HALE. Then I make the that to-day be devoted 
to the consideration, under Rule , of unobjected cases on the 
Calendar, and that at 8 o’clock the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of bills on the Calendar. 


. Dol understand the Senator to desire to proceed 


' ht now. 
Mr. HALE. At the suggestion of several Senators, I have made 
ac? ae cps ns to begin now. 
. ALLEN. I donot desire to any objection, but I 
think we ought to have fifteen or twenty minutes to get through 


with the morning business. 
ae Ot course tne on peo the Sen- 
ator o we ve course — 
Mr. ALLEN. gp neet tet tak hig 
‘ ible is, a Senator may get something 


te. 
Mr. ALLEN. I do not want too at all, but there is some 
business that I 


routine m ought to be transacted, and 
it will not take minutes to do it. 


Mr. HALE. Then I will make the proposition that at half past 
Mr. ALLEN. That is right. 


Mr. HALE. Thatat Pp 12 the Senate proceed to consider, 
under Rule VIII, unobjected cases the Calendar, and that at 
8 o’clock the Senate take up the Calendar for action. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. and others. All right. 

Tho GICH PRESED T Te there jection to th f 

> oO e uest 0 
the Senator from Mela? 


The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. Petitions and memorials are in order. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

a inne I Petes a seneaies a the senate aa —— 
nature of a tion, praying for a e inde- 
of Cuba. Tach tet Gis denclaion on the table and 

cs in the REcorD. 
resolution was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed 

in the Recorp, as follows: 


SENATE CHAMBER, Lincoln, Nebr., January 12, 1897. 
Resolved, That the senate of Nebraska send to the people of Cuba now 
to free ves from four hundred ‘a of S misrule, 
ea uns. SF active sympathy in struggle for liberty, 
our earnest hope that pom contre ie of -government 
med ot pe of tn Untied States hat ro : 
ts Lesrving the reproach of alleivileel fattonn eb xpress our he 
as our 
the day may soon dawn when Cuba shall be free and domination 
and intrigue shall be banished from American soil; that we respectfully urge 


the ident and our Senators and oe eaten of pesibis 
support measures designed to secure honorable, ar sible, 
peaceful independence for the Island of Cu ‘and that the secretary of the 
senate be instructed to forward to 


tand to each of our repre 


State or NEBRASKA, Lancaster County, ss: 

I, W. F. Schwind, secretary of the senate, hereby that the foregoing 
is tric and correct copy of certain Feoslution passed the senate of the 
State of Nebraska on Ih Gay of Aoeey 


. SCHWIND, Secretary 
Mr. PLATT presented the of Timothy Dwight and other 
members of the faculty of Yale Law School of New Haven, 
Conn., praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration 
treaty with Great Britain; which was referred to the Committee 
on hg se re pom 
Mr. C M presented a memorial of the Federation of La! 0t 
bills 2008 and 8889, providing for the punishment of American 
8 , e ment 0 erica 
ye 
Pp a p , No. 919, ron 
of Husbandry, , Ill., praying for the establishment of 
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Christian Endeavor Union, of cord, N. 

of House bill No. 7083, prohibiting the 

iquors in the ‘ itol buil 

mittee on Public 

He - presen 

nion ’ 

bill No. 1498, to raise the 






















Grounds. 


H.,, praying for the 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURROWS pre: t ( 
terian, of Detroit, Mich., and the memorial of G. O. Shields, 
editor of the Read Recreation, of New York City, remonstratin 
against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, ting to second- 
class mail matter; which were referred to the Commit 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the 
Philadelphia; of Schell, Taylor & Co., of Philadel 
C. Lowe, of Philadelphia; of R. J. Hillier, of 
Charles W. Clark & Son, of Philadel ; of John 8. Stilz & Son, 
of Philadelphia; of Fisher, Bruce & Co., of Philadelphia; of Crox- 


Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, and the 
the Esterbrook Steel Pen Manufacturing aa , of Camden 
N. J., praying for the passage of House bill No. , to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of the Cincinnati Bar Associa- 
tion, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the ratification of the arbi- 
tration treaty with Grea Britain; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Fach Bros. Grocery Com- 
pany, of Cincinnati, Ohio, and a petition of Stilwell-Bierce and 
Smith-Vaile ey: of Dayton, Ohio, praying for ae of 
the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class matter; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Lexington Historical 
Society, of Lexington, Mass., and a petition of the Franklin Typo- 
graphical Society of Boston, Mass., praying for the ratification of 
the arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Boston, Mass., praying that an ———— be made for the 
establishment of a dry dock at lestown, Mass.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of citizens of Bonne- 
terre, St. Francois seer Mo., condemning the cruel outrages 
perpetrated in Ouba by nish soldiers, ressing sympath 
with the patriotic le of that island strugg. for liberty, an 
praying that the United States Government grant them every 
right and extend to them ty aid possible not in — violation 
of existing treaties. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a concurrent resolution of the legis- 
lature of Pennsylvania; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs, as follows: 


CONCURRENT RESOLUTION. 


































In THE SENATE, January 19, 1897. 
Whereas there is now pending in Congress a bill (H. R. 4339) to blish 
Vicksburg; and 
ereas tha’ almost simul at Ge 
burg and Wicked in Je ip duly, ib gminniet k the poin 1. the war 
bu ccurtis grea in the ry 
our Country, and should be commemora 
Whereas tary park at Vicksburg will 
be a most and a riate ument to the great co der whose 
genius planned fee opsratons oa rected them Ge qusseneten e; and 
o reason that of he gatlant ol four reeunents of 
r t rs four ents o antry and one 
batte f . 
nn to: Thane? pated in the operations it is inte: to commem 
bly of Pe of, om ) be passed 
during t and requests the Senators and Members of the 
for | resentatives in from Pennsylyania to labor earnestly 
or its the secretary of 
to the 


& national military park to commemorate the campaign, seige, and defense of 
of the rebe te one of 
1 b in the-most impressive 
manner ie; an 
ie catabilchonent of a national mili 
the ne has an especial interest in t 
Resolved (if the house representatives concur), That the assem- 
lvania ask that the shoreuneek th (H. R. 
ae session of 
ouse of m 
; ee e commonwealth is hereby d to 
gene a copy te on Sena: 2 and Seater of the House of 
resentatives from lvania 


of the House of Representativ —> 2 pon. Fuomag DB. REED, Speaker 
of the House Comunittee on Military Olaims eS allies 
Chief Clerit of the Senate. 


The foregoing resolution concurred in January 19, 1397. 
JERE B. REX, 


Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
Approved the 20th day of January, A. D. 1897. 
DANIEL H. HASTINGS. 


l-savings banks; which was referred to the Committee on 


a tion of the New Hampshire 
ons H., praying for the 
sale of intoxicating 

ding; which was referred to the Com- 


uildings an 
ted a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
passage of Senate 


of consent to 18 years in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Com- 


presented a memorial of the Michigan Presby- 


on Post- 


titions of Edmund A. Souder & Co., of 
hia; of Albert 
iladelphia; of 


ton, Ward & Co., of Philadelphia; and of John L. Vandiver, of 
tition of 
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The f isa true and correct copy of concurrent resolution of the 
general assembly of Pennsylvania No. 1. 
FRANK REEDER, 


Secretary of the Commonwealth. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Merchants’ Association, 
of Boston, Mass.,and a petition of sundry citizens of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

_Mr. GEAR presented the petition of T. R. Wallace and 78 other 
citizens of Altantic, Iowa, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HILL presented a memorial of sundry citizens of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, remonstrating against the adoption of the so- 
called Cockrell resolution, in relation to electric lighting in the 
District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4620) granting a pension to Samuel Mc- 
Kinsey, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 







ereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4875) granting a pen- 
sion to John W. Pogue, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8850) to amend an act passed at the 
first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress, entitled ‘‘An act to grant 
to railroad companies in Indian Territory additional power to se- 
cure depot grounds, and to correct alignments,” reported it with 
an amendment. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3585) to relieve Jacob H. 
Eaton from the charge of desertion from the Navy; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (5. 3586) granting a pension to James 
P. Hurley; which -_ — oe by its title, and, with the accom- 
panyi rs, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GLBSON introduced a bill (S. 3587) to change the names of 
certain streets in the city of Washin 
twice by its title, and referred to the 
Columbia. : 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3588) to insure a full bench in 
the Court of Claims for the hearing of the cases entitled ‘‘ The 
United States against La Abra Silver Mining Company and others” 
and ‘‘ The United States against Alice Weil and others;” which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. McMILLAN) introduced a bill (S, 
8589) regulating fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 
tions in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 3590) to limit the effect of 
the regulation of commerce between the several States and with 
foreign countries in certain cases; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 

posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
Seoed to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 


on, D. C.; which was read 
mmittee on the District of 


printed. 
Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
by him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and 
ordered to be printed. 
ELECTRIC SUBWAYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. HILL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the memorial of Herbert M. Locke and 500 other citizens of 


the District of Columbia as to the laying of electric subways in the Dis- 
ee ee presented tothe Senate on January 19 instant and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, together with the memorial 


this day presented on the same subject, be printed as a document. 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD, 

Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, directed to in- 
form the Senate whether he has entered into an agreement or stipulation 
with what iscommonly known as the reor: tion committee of the Union 
Pacific Railroad respecting the foreclosure of the Government lien thereon, 
and the amount, if any such agreement or stipulation has been made, said 

i id in the event of the foreclosure of said lien; 


reo tion committee is to 
pnd Also send to the Senate full text of such agreement or stipulation, 
» Svgetues With the names of the parties thereto and the names of the persons 








Se oonmerss| 
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comprising the reorganization committee, as well as the written authority he 
may have for beginning such foreclosure proceedings or entering into any 
gach agreement or stipulation. 

ARTESIAN WATERS OF THE DAKOTAS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing’, and or- 
dered to be printed: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 2,000 additional copies of an extract from the Seventeenth Annual 
Report of the United States logical Survey, entitled ** ,Torenere ua 
on artesian waters of a portion of the Dakotas,” for distribution by the 
logical Survey. 

MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution which I send to the desk, to secure 
certain papers. : : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President is requested, if it is not, in his opinion, incon- 
sistent with the public interests, to send to the Senate copies of all corre- 
spondence and official communications relating to the Nicaragua Canal, or the 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, since 1887, with the Government of 


pcaregue, or any minister thereof, or between the Government of the United 
tates and its ministers accredited to the Government of Nicaragua. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HILL. I should like to examine the resolution, and there- 
fore I ask that it go over for to-day. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
objects. 

Mr. MORGAN. If I may be permitted to make a brief state- 
ment to the Senator from en York, I think he will not object. 

Mr. HILL. What is the reason for the resolution? 

Mr. MORGAN. The reasons for the resolution are these: The 
letter that was read here yesterday from Mr. Rodriguez, the minis- 
ter of the Greater Republic of Central America—— 

Mr. HILL. 1 withdraw my objection, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection being withdrawn, 
the resolution is before the Senate, and the question is on its pas- 
sage. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 12 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.). 
The morning business is closed. 

Mr. PLATT. I suggest that we might go on with the order, 
although the hour of half past 12 has not been reached. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? TheChair hears 
none, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. The first 
case will be announced. 


NONPARTISAN INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION. 


The bill (H. R. 9188) authorizing the appointment of a nonpar- 
tisan commission to collate information and to consider and recom- 
mend legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, agricul- 
ture, and capital was announced as first in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. I supposed that bill was objected to and passed 
over into the —— receding this. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that it was 
— in the position it now occupies by unanimous consent at 

e time. 

Mr. PLATT. Idid not so understand it, and I do not think the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] who made the objec- 
tion so understood it. At any rate, it is a bill which can not be 
discussed under the five-minute rule, and I make the objection now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that it was 

ed over upon the request and at the suggestion of the Senator 

om Maine [ Mr. Frys}. 

Mr. PLATT. That aw was that it should not lose its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the request of the Senator 
from Connecticut? 

Mr. PLATT. I object to its consideration now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over, then. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that, notwithstanding the objection to 
the bill, it be now considered by the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. This is not in accordance with the order which 
was made this morning. It is for the consideration to-day of un- 
objected bills merely. 

r. PERKINS. If that is the understanding, of course I with- 
draw the motion. The bill does not lose its place, I understand, 
upon the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. I will object to it, and see where it goes then. 

Mr. COCKRELL. -It does not make any difference whether it 
is placed on the other Calendar. The Senator can call it up at 
any time from there just as well as from anywhere else. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next bill on the Calendar will 


stated. 
Mr. PERKINS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Does the 
bill lose its place upon the Calendar? 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think there is no question about it. Tho 
bill retains its ee on the Calendar and is not displaced at all. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Senator from ornia that he 
ask that it go over without losing its place. That will settle it. 

Mr. PER 8S. I made that — and understood it was 
granted. Then the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] ob- 
jected. Therefore, I wish to know the status, from a parliamen- 
tary standpoint, of the position the bill now holds. I wish to say, 

nthetically speaking, that I have no interest in the bill except 
or the public good, but I do think that we should dispose of it, 
that we should either it or defeat it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will determine the ques- 
tion and answer the inquiry of the Senator from California after 
an examination of the rule. 

BLACKFEET AND FORT BELKNAP INDIAN RESERVATIONS, MONT. 

The bill (S. 2564) to ratify an agreement with the Indians of the 
Blackfeet rvation, Mont., and making an appropriation to 
carry the same into effect, and the bill (S. 2565) to ratify an agree- 
ment with the Indians of the Fort Be p Reservation, Mont., 
and making an appropriation to the same into effect, were 
—_ oo bills = sour a 

r. : supposed at those two bills were passed sub- 
stantially on last year’s —— act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let them be passed over without losing their 


place. 
Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE] is not 
here, and the bills had better be passed over until he comes in. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let them be passed over. 
mem’ VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bills will be 
over. 


Mr. PLATT. I think they were incorporated in an appropria- 


tion act. 

Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: Senate bill 2564 and Senate 
bill 2565 were included in an appropriation act, and I move that 
— indefinitely postponed, and stricken from the Calendar. 

. PLATT. I think that is th ew Mr. President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘Without objection, it will be so or- 


dered. 
ADMISSION OF ARIZONA. 

The bill (S. 2090) to enable the people of Arizona to form a con- 
stitution and State government, and to be admitted into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States, was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. WHITE. That bill ought to be disposed of, Mr. President, 
- — hn me, at some time. It has been on the Calendar for a 

ong while. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think a bill ing to form a new State 
ought not to be acted upon under the five-minute rule. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. It is for the Senate to decide upon 
the disposition of the bill. 
wae HERMAN. LIobject to the present consideration of the 

Mr. WHITE. Let it be passed over without losing its place. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understood that none of the bills which are 
merely over are to lose their place. 

Mr. WHITE. I make the request accordingly. There is no 
ss to = uest, I understand. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it is so 
ordered. The next bill on the Calendar will be announced. 
FRANCIS HALL AND JURIAH HALL. 


The bill (S. 2469) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to quitclaim and release unto Francis Hall and Juriah 


Hall and their heirs and assi all the right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to the east 20 feet front by the full depth 
of 100 feet of lot 2, in square 493, in the city of Washington, D. C., 


as laid down on the — lan or plat of said city. was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT WATERBURY, CONN. 
The bill (S. 493) for the erection of a public building at Water- 
w=, Conn., was announced as next on the Calendar. 
T. 


PLATT. That bill may be passed over for the present. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Bill will be 


passed over. 
SUPREME COURT BUILDING, 


The bill (S. 2492) authorizing the purchase of a site fora build- 
ing for the accommodation of the a Court of the United 
States was announced as next on the Calendar. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let that 


over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 
ESTHER A. KEYSER. 
The bill (S. 335) for the relief of Esther A. Keyser, was consid- 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Commissioners 











1897. 


District of Columbia to refund and y to Esther A. Ker- 
on of any moneys standing to the it of the District of 
Columbia in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise ap- 
propriated, such sum or sums of money as have heretofore been 
paid by her, or those under or through whom she claims, to the 
corporation of Washington or its successors, not 
$2,036.61, as the purchase ao lot 3 in square 873. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with an amendment, to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That the amount paid under this act shall not exceed $2,086.61. 

The amendment was —_< to. 
KRELL. I should like to have some explanation of 





ir ON 
mrs . Let the report be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. e report will be read. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over temporarily. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the bill 
will be passed over. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 

The bill (S. 1399) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate condemned cannon and condemned cannon 
balls to certain posts of the Grand Army of the Republic was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that that bill and two or three other 
bills of the same sort—I thought they were all here ther— 
be indefinitely postponed. I hold in my hand public act No. 146, 
approved May 22, 1896, which authorizes the Secretary of War 
and the Secretary of the Navy ‘‘in their discretion, to loan or 

ive to soldiers’ monument associations, posts of the Grand 

my of the Republic, and municipal corporations condemned 
ordnance, guns, and cannon balls which may not be needed in the 
service of either of said Departments.” It is a general law, and 


there is no use to any more special bills. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And we are getting them under that gen- 
eral law, I will say to the Senator. In my State we have already 
obtained them. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that all those bills, as we come to 
them, be Ro ae ned. 
Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 
pe ee Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 
: SHORT-PAID MAIL MATTER. 


The bill (S. 2199) to regulate the delivery of short-paid mail 
matter was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. MILLS. That bill ought to be indefinitely postponed. It 


is an adverse 
Mr. COCK L. Let it be indefinitely — 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ihave not looked at the bill, but my impres- 
sion is that it is not the bill which authorizes—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill has been reported adversely at any 
rate, and it over without an objection. 

Mr. M There is an adverse report by the committee 
upon it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. _I object to it, ous 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be postponed indefi- 
nitely, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. PLATT. I would rather the bill would not be postponed 
indefinitely until we can see what it is. 

Mr. MILLS. ee object to it, and it will be passed over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I objected to it, and it went over. 

Mr. PLATT. ButI understood the Chair to say that the bill 
would be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I first made that motion, which would be 
be order, as the bill was reported adversely. 

Mr. SHERMAN. According to the rule under which we are 

. acting, it would go over because reported adversely. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
AMES & DETRICK. 

The bill (S. 289) for the relief of Ames & Detrick, of San 
Francisco, in the State of California, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to refund to Ames & Detrick, 
manufacturers of grain bags at San Francisco, or to the person or 
persons legally entitled to receive the same, the amounts actuall 
collected from that firm and its goctesenem, Detrick & Co., EB 
Detrick & Co., and E. Detrick, for alleged extra expenses in- 
curred by customs officers in supervising the export of grain 
bags with benefit of drawback, over and above the 10 per cent 
retention provided by law. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the rt, submitted by Mr. 
STewart from Committee on Claims, h 31, 1896. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not care to hear the report read through, if it 
can a in the Recorp as if read. 
there be mo tition, he reeert oil Go cenad an ne Sey ae 

: noo i e RD as 
ha . report prin 
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due consideration it was favorably reported. 
tothe House of Representatives at this session, but no final action has yet 
been taken thereon. Your committee subjoin the report made by the House 
Committee on Claims at this session of Congress to this report, and recom- 
mend that the bill be sed. 


facturers of grain bags to recover the 
materials manufactured into articles within the United States and thence 


extra ex 
ately and indelib! 
cou 
owner or s 


$11,000, as seedy stated, the De 
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The report is as follows: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 289) for the 


relief of Ames & Detrick, of San Francisco, in the State of California, have 
examined the same, and report as follows: 


The bill was before your committee in the Fifty-third Congress, and after 
It has been favorably reported 


The report referred to is as follows: 
[House Report No. 198, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. ] 
Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1014) for 


The 
the relief of Ames & Detrick, of San Francisco, in the State of California, 
submit the following repo: 


rt: 
In 1882 the Secretary of the Treasury issued a regulation to enable manu- 


raw back allowed by law on imported 


The regulation provided that each grain bag should bear an in- 


exported. 

delible inscription expressly reserving the drawback right to the manufac- 
turer, and that the manufacturer should bear any extra expense of admin- 
istering the regulation. 


According to a report by the ial Treasury agent at San Francisco, the 
mse contemplated by the regulation was the expense of appropri- 
marking each bag sothat none but the manufacturer 

a legal claim to the drawback allowance, whoever might be the 
= of the grain contained in the bag. This expense has always 
y the manufacturers, and is not in controversy. But the then 


setu 
been borne 


collector of customs at San Francisco soconstrued the regulation as to require 


the manufacturer to refund to the custom-house the compensation paid to 
the Government inspectors by whom the exported — bags were counted 

d certified for a of drawback. The result was that $11,004.51 were 

egally exacted m this manufacturing house, under its successive firm 
names and styles of Detrick & Co., E. Detrick & Co., E. Detrick, and Ames & 
Detrick, before the exaction ceased, partly by the voluntary action of the 
Secre of the Treasury and partly by virtue of a decision of the United 
States c t court at San Francisco to the effect that the exactions were 

-— This decision was accepted by the Secretary of the Treasury, upon 

vice of the Attorney-General, as final and conclusive, without appeal to 
the Supreme Court. In addition to these exactions, aggregating more than 

: tment retained the statutory 10 per cent 
of the duties paid on the imported materials, as in other cases of drawback. 

The parties, as appears from the opinion rendered by the Attorney-Gen- 
eral to the Secretary of the Treasury, have lost their legal right to recover 
these unlawful exactions because they did not formally protest and appeal or 
enter suit upon each exaction as it was made. But from the very beginnin 
they objected to the exaction, and were deterred from more formal proceed- 
i for the time being by promises from the Secretaryof the Treasury, the 
collector of customs, and the special Treasury agent at San Francisco that 
the matter should receive proper consideration, all of which appears from 
papers and information furnished to the committee from the Treasury De- 
partment. Failing to obtain relief from these assurances, they made formal 
protest and appeal October 6, 1886, against the exactions for the month of 
August in that year. The am was overruled by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who advised the collector that charges of this nature were not sub- 
ject to protest and appeal, and this advice was communicated to the parties, 
who therefore discontinued that mode of obtaining relief from the exactions 
and ultimately brought an action against the collector on a test case, with 
the result already stated. 

In his letter of October 19, 1886, to the collector at San Francisco, overrul- 
ing the protest and ap made by the claimants against the exactions for 
the month of August, the Secretary of the Treasury explicitly said: 

“*Tt may be proper here to state that the decisions of the collector in cases of 
a are not subject to protest and appeal under section 2931, Revised 

tatutes. 
*“ Respectfully, yours, “©. S. FAIRCHILD, 
“Acting Secretary.” 

Naturally, after the communication of this decision to them, the claimants 
ceased to exercise the tedious formality of protest and ee month by 
month until they were induced to renew it a year afterwards for the pur- 

of making a test case for the courts. The result of that test is shown in 
he following extract from the record of the court: 


[In the circuit court of the United States, Ninth judicial circuit, northern 
district of California. Josiah P. Ames and Edington Detrick, dving busi- 
ness under the firm name and style of Ames & Detrick, vs. John 8S. Hager, 
colleee] customs, port and collection district of San Francisco, Cal. 
No. 6879. 


The court having overruled the demurrer of defendant to plaintiffs’ com- 
laint herein and ordered that judgment be entered herein in favor of plain- 
's, in pursuance of the prayer of the complaint: Now, therefore, by virtue 
of the law and by reason of the premises aforesaid, it is considered by the 
court that J P. Ames and ngton Detrick, doing business under the 
firm name and style of Ames & Detrick, do have and recover of and from 
John 8. Hager, collector of customs, port and collection district of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., the sum of $375.57, Sogetees with interest thereon at the rate of 7 
r cent per annufm from the 26th day of January, 1888, and their costs in 
Enis be expended, taxed at $15.40. 
Judgment entered October 29, 1888. 
L. 8S. B. SAWYER, Clerk. 


Full satisfaction of this judgment is hereby acknowledged this l4th day of 
December, A. D. 1888. 
AMES & DETRICK. 


This judgment, accepted as conclusive by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
upon advice of the Attorney-General, stopped the illegal collections; but the 
$11,004.51 illegally collec prior thereto was beyond recovery by suit or 
refund, because the claimants, relying upon the advice and direction of Treas- 
ury officials, had not protested and appealed the payments as exacted from 


em. 

The following letter from the Treasury Department to the then chairman 
of the House Committee on Ways and Means shows the opinion entertained 
by the Department of the equities and merits of the case: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 11, 1890. 
Sir: Referrin 


to the letter addressed to your committee by this Depart- 
ment July 31, 1890, respecting House bill 6538, for the relief of Messrs. Ame 
& Detrick, Ihave the honor to inclose herewith a copy of areport of the 
special agent of the Department at San Francisco, who was directed to make 
a thorough inquiry into the matter, in view of the strong presentation made 
under oath by one of the parties interested, a copy of which will be found 
herewith. that injustice had been done to them by the letter above referred 
both in the summary of facts and in the omission or any suggestions 
pd the equitable readjustment of their cases. 
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The Department believes that it should not withhold from the committee 
the new facts disclosed and the particular circumstances of the case as set 
forth in the report of the special agent, which exhibit equitable grounds for 
the interference of Congress not fully appearing heretofore in the reco: of 
the Department. 

lam, sir, very respectfully, A. B. NETTLETON, 
Acting Secretary. 
Hon. Wm. McKINLEY, 
Chairman Committee on Ways and Means, 
House of Representatives. 

The committee have also been furnished with a report from the United 
States district attorney at San Francisco and a statement by the circuit 
judge before whom the test case was tried, both of which confirm the con- 
clusion that there was no more warrant in law than there was upon the 
equities ef the case for the collector of customs to exact from these draw- 
back exporters the amounts he did exactin excess of the 10 per cent of duties 
paid as provided by the law then existing relating to drawback. 

The report of the special agent of the Treasury referred to in the above 
letter of the Acting Secretary of the Treasury is too long to be inserted here 
in full, but the following are extracts fromit that throw light upon the case: 

“In January, 1882, the Departmentissued circular instructions to the effect 


that whenever a manufacturer of grain bags from duty-paid material should 
reserve to himself the drawback right arising from such manufacture 
* * * the legal drawback of the duties paid on exportation should be 


paidtohim. * * * Soon after the order went into effect the larger part 
of the export grain traffic of the port of San Francisco was transferred to 
Port Costa, a village at the head of the bay of San Francisco, 30 miles dis- 
tant, near to and agua the port_of Benicia, where, by law, an officer of 
customs was required to be stationed. 

“ When it transpired that the presence of an officer was necessary at Port 
Costa, the collector assigned the Benicia inspector there, and instead of per- 
mitting him to attend to exports he instructed him not to do so, but sent an 
inspector there from San Francisco to supervise the lading of bags for ex- 
portation, and collected thereafter, monthly, from Messrs. Ames & Detrick, 
a sum equivalent to the compensation of the officer. * * * This arrange- 
mentcontinued until the autumn of 1885, when Gen. O. L. Spaulding, then 
special agent, visiting the Pacific Coast ports and finding the Benicia inspector 
comparatively unemployed, recommended his removal, which was gpproved 
by the Department, after which all the official duties at Port Costa devolved 
upon the inspector whose compensation was charged to Messrs. Ames & Det- 
rick. These duties consisted in protecting the revenue inst smuggling. 
opening of the sealed hatches of vessels for the delivery of ship stores, an 
the rformance of such other services as the collector should direct. * * * 

‘Tam unable tocomprehend any sufficient objection to the 2 by Con- 
gress of a measure of relief, * * * I have not believed that the official 
order was intended toor could warrant the exaction of other than the expense 
of marking the grain to distinguish them from those of other makers. 
* * * The contention thatthe failure of the payers to protest each pay- 
ment is fatal to the case does not, from my point of view, touch the equities 
of the case. * * * The Department hasdeducted from the face of all draw- 
backs the 10 per cent allowed by law on all drawbacks paid to the firm of 
Messrs. Ames & Detrick. This sum was evidently intended by the statute 
to cover the expenses incident to supervising the exportation. * * Tcan 
not perceive how the Department can in justice withhold the recommenda- 


tion to Congress. 
“J. F. EVANS, Special Agent.” 

Other features of hardship are that in illegally collecting thissum of upward 
of $11,000 for —— expenses the collector gave no credit to the es for 
the 10 per cent of duties retained under the drawback act, nor for the great 
nuniber of exported bags upon which no drawback could be obtained because 
the Government inspectors were not present to count and certify them as 
they went aboard ship laden with grain; also, that while the inspectors who 
counted such t as were certified were necessarily and beneficially em- 

loyed upon a wide range of public duties under the revenue and navigation 
Laws, at Port Costa, on the bay of San Francisco, this one house or firm was 
made to pay the entire compensation of these inspectors instead of a propor- 
tional part thereof, which was the most that the collector should have ex- 
acted, even under his erroneous construction of the grein ee regulation as 
made by the Department. The bill provides, in effect, that the Treasury 

rtment shall refund whatever amounts were illegally and improper] 

collected, and which can not be refunded now without authority of Gongreah 
because, upon advice and direction of the Department itself, these parties 
ceased to protest and appeal t each successive payment as it was de- 
manded and received by the collector of customs. 

There is before the committee a table showing the amounts exacted from 
the firm by months, the payments ropa sres April, 1882, to October, 1887, 
and showing the total amount collected to have been $11,004.51, not including 
the amount recovered by the judgment of the circuit court at San i 
which finally ended the collections. This table also has the interest cal 
tions, at the legal rate in California of 7 per cent per annum, and they show 
that the interest amounted to $5,253.49 on March 31, 1890, to which date the cal- 
culations were made. The present amount of interest exceeds $9,700, and this 
and all subsequent accretions of interest are lost to the true owners of the 
$11,004.51, because the Government is not legally liable for interest, the claim- 
ants have not peat it, and the committee would not feel at liberty to rec- 
ommend it if they had. 2 

Upon the foregoing facts the committee report back the billand recommend 
that it do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. SARAH H. WOOD. 

The bill (S. 1784) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah H. Wood was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar, and was read. 

Mr.CHANDLER. If theSenator who reported that bill is here, 
I should like to have an explanation of it. I have an impression 
that it was a military seizure of property, and I have uniformly 
voted against such bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator who reported the 
bill is not present. 

Mr. HILL. Let the bill be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [If the Senator who reported the bill comes 
in, I will have no objection to its being taken up again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the bill 
will be temporarily laid aside. 

HEIRS OF LORENZO ANDININO AND OTHERS. 

The bill S 2694) for the relief of the heirsof Lorenzo Andinino, 

Francesco chietto, and Stanislas Vittone was considered as in 


Committee of the Whole. It proposes to a 
expended under the direction of the 

cretion, for the benefit of the heirs of Lorenzo Andinino, Fran- 
cesco Ronchietto, and Stanislas Vittone, Italians, who were killed 
by mob violence at Walsen 
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- we had no intimation that it had been paid under any other 
ill. 


the measure we ought to pass. 
ment has been stated, I will ask that it be laid over until I can 
see some members of the other branch of Congress who are inter- 
ested and know all the facts. I may desire to call it up later. 
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iate $15,000, to be 
of State, at his dis- 


burg, Colo., in March, 1895. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I want toask a question of the Senator from 


Alabama about the bill. Has not the amount already been paid 
in some appropriation act? 


Mr. MORGAN. No; I sw not. The Committee on For- 
unanimously after investigation, 


Mr. CHANDLER. Is the Senator sure that the amount was not 


“se riated in one of the regular poprontatics acts last summer? 


ORGAN. That was for the New Orleans affair, I am told. 
Mr. CHANDLER. And this payment has not yet been made, 


the Senator thinks? 


Mr. MORGAN. That is the information the committee have, 


ao not know anything about it personally besides that informa- 
ion. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LINCOLN PARK, CHICAGO. 
The bill (S. 2120) to release and quitclaim to the commissioners 


of Lincoln Park, in the county of Cook and State of Illinois, cer- 
tain littoral or riparian rights belonging to the United States was 
announced as next in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 


an amendment to add: 


For purposes of the extension or enlargement of said park and for no other. 
Mr. CULLOM. Iam not very certain that that bill is exactl 
sit has been read and the amend- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from [linois 


desire to have the amendment acted upon before the bill is laid 
over? 


Mr. COCKRELL. No. 
Mr. CULLOM. I think it might as well rest just as it is until 


I learn a little more Se it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 
DANIEL E. LYNN. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 100) ting a life-saving medal to 


Daniel E. Lynn, of Port Huron, Mich., was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 


The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Com- 


merce with amendments, in line 5, before the word “ life-saving,” 
to insert ‘* gold,” and in line 7, before the name ‘‘ Shupe,” to insert 


** William;” so as to read: 
Resolved, etc., That the Secre of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 


authorized to bestow upon Daniel E. Lygn. of the city of Port Huron, Mich., 
a gold life-saving medal in heroic services 


to rescue the crew of the schooner William 


in the attempt 
on the 19th of May, 1894. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SWAN ISLAND LIGHT-HOUSE. 


The bill (S. 2549) for the establishment of a light-house on Swan 
Island, belonging to the United States, in the Caribbean Sea, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment to add the following proviso: 


Provided, That a suitable site for said light-house shall be secured to the 
United States free of cost or liability. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
Tie tall wpe cakavell Vake-cugindstl tiy'atihel Pebdiing, reed 

e bill was ordered to ora reading, rea 
the third time, and passed. 
FORT GRATIOT LIFE-SAVING STATION. 

The bill (S. 2782) to establish a life-saving station at or near Fort 
Gratiot, Mich., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DELEGATE FROM ALASKA. 


The bill (8. 2671) i for the election of a Delegate from 
the District of ‘Alaska t the House of Representatives of the 


United States was announced as next in order. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over for the present. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Let the bill go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 
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PROSECUTIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The bill (S. 2463) toregula 
of Columbia was announced as : 
Mr. . Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 
Mr. GALLINGER. This is a very simple bill, making changes 


i rtant in the laws of the District, which are recom- 
pecs by the Commissioners and by others in authority here. I 


db 
—— nator will not object to its consideration. 


nA ALLEN. The bill — to the practice before the courts 


in prosecutions in the District of Columbia. Sie 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will state to the Senator that it simpl 
confers jurisdiction over certain classes of cases purely munici 
sending such cases to the District courts and 
the United States courts. 


Mr. ALLEN. I do not think it will do the bill any harm if it 


at the present time. 
ecThe PRESID G OFFICER. There is objection, and the bill 
goes over. 


REDEMPTION OF OUTSTANDING CERTIFICATES. 


The bill (S. 1315) to redeem outstanding certificates issued by 
the board of audit and the board of public works of the District 


of Columbia was announced as next in order. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be passed over for the present. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 
DISTRICT WATER SUPPLY. 

The bill (S. 1823) to amend an act approved July 15, 1882, en- 
titled “‘An act to increase the water supply of the city of Wash- 
ington, and for other Pe ,” was anno as next in order. 

The PRESIDING O FICER. The bill having been previousl 
read, it is before the Senate as in Committee of the ole an 
open to amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read again. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Iowa will indulge me, 
I will state that the bill was read and the committee amendments 
were reached, when it was objected to by the Senator from Indi- 
ana [Mr. ''uRPIE], who said he preferred that the appraisement 
of the rights that were taken under the act should be made by 
the courts of the District, instead of by the Court of Claims. An 
amendment making that change was submitted to the Senator 
from Indiana, to which he agreed. I suggest to the Senator from 
Towa that the committee amendments be acted upon, and then the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana, and then if 
any Senator Ssives that the bill shall go over without further 
action I can, of course, make no objection. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But my colleague would like to have it 
passed, of course. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to have it passed to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is the bill re ting the water supply 
of the District of Columbia which we up year, is it not? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It provides that the Government shall take 
all the rights to the water power at Great Falls. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think it is a bill of too much importance to 
be considered under the five-minute rule. I object to its consid- 
eration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa objects, 
and the bill goes over. 


GEN. HENRY L. ABBOT. 


The bill (S. 2215) for the relief of Col. and Bvt. Brig. Gen. 
Henry L. Abbot, United States Army, and brevet major-general 
United States Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, It authorizes the President to place Col. and Bvt. Brig. 
Gen. Henry L. Abbot, United States Army, on the retired list of 
brigadier-generals, with the pay and emoluments of a brigadier- 
general of the United States Army on the retired list. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

, UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

The bill (8, 742) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy, 
Was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HOAR. There is a later bill on the Calendar on the same 
subject as this, a House bill, to which the majority of the Senate 
Committee on the Judiciary have reported the Senate bill as an 
amendment. I believe all the members of the committee prefer 
that whatever is done about this matter shall be done on that bill 
and not onthis, The Senatorfrom Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is ab- 


sent at present; so I ask that the bill may be poet over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
BRISCOE B. BOULDIN. 
_ The bill (S. 2060) for the relief of Briscoe B. Bouldin was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It recites that Briscoe B. 


Bouldin, an agent in the Internal-Revenue Service, was badly 


wounded while in the discharge of public duties and was sub- 
jected by his wound to the 2 


actual of .15, and proposes 
to pay him $205.15 in selenbuvecment. a 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

The preamble was agreed to. 

ADMINISTRATOR OF HENRY FITZHUGH. 

The bill (S. 1212) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
and for the relief of Samuel Fitzhugh, administrator of Henry 
Fitzhugh, was announced as next in order, and was read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If there is a report in that case, I should like 
to hear it read, as the bill involves a large amount of money. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 


rt. s 

e Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
Martin, from the Committee on Claims, April 14, 1896, but be- 
fore concluding was interrupted by 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can state tothe Senator from Ohio that 
this is a claim for $75,000, referred to the Court of Claims under 
the so-called Bowman Act for a finding of fact. The Court of 
Claims made a report finding that the amount specified in this 
bill was the value of the stores which were actually used for army 
ae and that was all the court did. 

Thereare many hundreds of cases of the same kind, and why the 
Committee on Claims should have reported this particular case, 
without reporting all of the same kind that are pending, I do not 
know. This, I think, is the only one I have seen on the Calendar 
of the many hundreds of likecases. There isa general bill reported 
by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows}, which contains 
several hundred of these claims. If we undertake to dispose of 
these cases individually, we shall be encumbered for years to come, 
because there are thousands of cases which have gone to the Court 
of Claims in which they have made reports on the findings of fact 
and have found that certain amounts were due. In this case they 
find that out of the $75,000 claimed there was $19,000 worth of 
articles used for army purposes. No doubtitisajustclaim. It 
is only a question of policy which is involved in the passage of such 
individual bills. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the bill had better go over. 
to its further consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 


ESTATE OF JOHN J. GUTHRIE, 


The bill (S. 1913) for the relief of Louisa S. Guthrie, widow and 
executrix of John J. Guthrie, deceased, was considered as in 
Committee of the ‘Whole. It proposes to relieve Louisa 8. Guth- 
rie, widow and executrix of John J. Guthrie, formerly a lieuten- 
ant in the United States Navy, from the payment of $500, charged 
upon the books of the Fourth Auditor's Office of the Treasury 
Department against him, as cash received by him from the pay- 
master of the U. 8. 8. Saratoga, upon his requisition as lieuten- 
ant in command of the prize ship Nightingale, captured on the 
2ist of April, 1861, as a slaver, off the west coast of Africa. 

The bill also proposes to relieve the executrix from the payment 
of $184, overpaid allotment, which remains charged upon the 
books of the Fourth Auditor’s Office of the Treasury Depart- 
ment against Lieut. John J. Guthrie, and directs the payment to 
the executrix of $96.84, in full of balance of pay due Lieutenant 
Guthrie up to and including July 15, 1861, and also the further 
sum of $122.07, the share of prize money awarded to him from the 
Nightingale. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM BUSHBY. 


The bill (S. 2059) for the relief of William Bushby was an- 
nounced as next on the Calendar, and was read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that is one of the same character of 
claims referred to by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockreEtt], 
and I ask that it goover. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


RESIDUARY LEGATEES OF MARK DAVIS. 


The bill (S. 1915) for the relief of the residuary legatees of Mark 
Davis, deceased, was announced as next in order, and was read, 
Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that that is one of thesame 
kind of claims on account of the war as those previously referred 
to, and it involves alarge sum of money. I ask that it be passed 


over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

STATE WAR CLAIMS. 

The bill (S. 2624) giving to any State having a claim for expenses 
incurred in defense of the United States the right to have the same 
adjudicated by the Court of Claims was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That any State having a claim or claims against the United States, includ- 


ing the claims of the States of California, Oregon, and Nevada, heretofore 
examined and reported by the Secretary of War to the Senate in Senate 





I object 
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Executive Documents Nos. 10,11, and 17, Fifty-first Congress, first session, 


under an act entitled ‘An act to indemnify the United States for expenses 
incurred by them in defense of the United States,” approved July 27, 1861, is 
hereby given the right within one year from the passage of this act to file a 


petition in the Court of Claims of the United States and have the same 
adjudicated and determined. Said Court of Claims shall, notwithstandin 
the statute of limitations, hear, determine, and give judgment upon all suc 
claims according to law. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like to suggest an amendment to that 
bill which relates to the claims of California, Oregon, and Nevada. 
I think there was a large amount of interest authorized to be 
paid by the report of the military commission. I do not think we 
ought to pay interest upon those claims, and I should like to offer 
an amendment providing that no interest shall be paid. 

Mr. STEWART. I think Nevada ought to be an exception to 
that, because these expenses were incurred when Nevada was a 
Territory, and Nevada assumed the responsibility, including the 
interest, for what had been done before it became a State. 

Mr. ALLISON. If we are to pay interest on claims such as 
this, it would involve the payment of enormous sums to all of the 
States having such claims. 

Mr. STEWART. There would not be a very largesum. This 
indebtedness was incurred while Nevada was a Territory, and the 
Territory was under no obligation to assume such a war debt. 
In that case there ought to be an exception made. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not catch the reading of the first part of 
the bill. I thought the committee included in their report all the 
States whose amounts had not been settled in full.’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be again read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I only wanted to see whether it included the 
States generally, or was confined to a portion of them. 

Mr. FRYE. What is the point about interest? 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have not been in the habit of payin 
interest to States. Many of these claims are of a very doubtfu 
character, and I do not think we ought to pay interest on them. 

Mr. HOAR. How long has it been the established custom not 
to pay interest in such cases, I should like to inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio? Certainly since I have been in the public service 
interest has been paid States on many claims, One notable case 
was that of Virginia. In all cases where a State has incurred an 
obligation in the national interest and raised the money for that 
purpose by interest-bearing securities it has been the policy to 
pay interest. I am quite sure that that is the settled policy. I 
: = not, however, had the opportunity of looking up the matter 

ately. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, I think the New 
York claim was settled on that basis. 

Mr. HOAR. Unless my memory is very much at fault, there 
was a very important claim of my own State on which, after the 
principal had been paid many years before, the State was allowed 
interest. I think the Senator from Ohio will recollect that the 
State of Massachusetts had assigned that claim for interest to a 
railroad in the State of Maine, which it was supposed, as it wasa 
railroad connected with the British Provinces, would be of com- 
mercial advantage to the State of Massachusetts. So the State 
contributed that claim for interest to that railroad company, and 
it was paid. So that it certainly can not be stated as a universal 
and general rule that we do not pay interest to the States. The 
Senator from Maine remembers the case to which I refer. 

Mr. FRYE. I remember the case perfectly well. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This bill involves a large sum, and I should 
like to have the report read. 

—— There is no written report accompanying 
the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I do not think we ought to act upon a 
bill of this kind without at least a report. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator from Ohio will not object. 
The gist of the bill is this matter of interest; and the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] stated, with entire correctness, that 
where a State raised money for the United States Government 
and issued its own bonds in order to raise the money it is the 
duty of the United States to pay interest on those bonds. The 
Supreme Court has so held, and New York recovered the interest 
which she had paid exactly under those circumstances—several 
hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. WHITE. That was quite a recent decision. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think the bill ought to be acted upon 
now, and I shall object to its consideration. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I inquire whether this bill does anything 
more than remove thé statute of limitations? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes; it gives a right of action. 

Mr. STEWART. In the Court of Claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I had the impression that a State could re- 
cover without any law under the New York decision where the 
statute of limitations had not begun to run. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. The bill has been objected to by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and I object to further debate on 
it. If we are going to do any business, let us do it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio objects 
to the further consideration of the bill, and it will go over. 

Mr. FRYE. One moment, Mr. President. Does the Senator 
desire the bill to go over under Rule IX, or will he allow it to re- 
main under Rule VIII? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thinkall these bills remain under Rule VIII 
= disposed of, according to the agreement under which we are 
acting. 

Mr. FRYE. They do not, when objection is made, unless the 
aay _ ing the objection asks that they shall remain under 

ule ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to say that I have no objection to 


paying the claim of any particular State, but we ought to have 
u 


er information of the amount in the Treasury before acting 
upon these cases. 
Mr. GORMAN. Debate is out of order. Regular order, Mr. 
President. 


san PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the bill will 


over, and remain under Rule VIII. 
. FRYE. That is right. 


RECLASSIFICATION OF RAILWAY POSTAL OLERKS. 
The bill (S. 2741) to reclassify railway postal clerks and pre- 


scribe their salaries, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


PREFERENCE IN MAIL LETTINGS. 
The bill (S. 1030) to require preference to be given to citizens of 


the States and localities where the mails are carried in all mail let- 
tings was announced as next in order. 


e he —e OFFICER. This bill has been reported 
versely. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it go over under Rule IX. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the bill be indefinitely post- 


poned, Mr. President. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That is better. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, that the bill be indefinitely 
postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REV. ROBERT MEACHAM. 


The bill (S. 2248) for the relief of Rev. Robert Meacham was 
announced as next in order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill has been reported ad- 


ersely. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL subsequently said: In reference to the bill (S. 2243) 
for the relief of Rev. Robert Meacham, which has been indefi- 
nitely postponed, I ask that that order may not be taken, but that 
the bill may stand on the Calendar. I am informed that there is 
some probability that there will be a recommendation from the 
Postmaster-General to reimburse this man for the money he lost 
as postmaster. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Florida to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was indefinitely postponed and that it stand upon the Calen- 
dar? The Chair hears none, and it will be so ordered. 


CONSOLIDATION OF THIRD AND FOURTH CLASS MAIL MATTER. 


The bill (S. 983) to consolidate mail matter of the third and 
fourth classes was announced as next in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As that bill has been reported adversely 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, I move that 
it be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

COIN SCALE AND COUNTERFEIT-COIN DETECTOR. 


The bill (S. 1162) making an appropriation for the purchase of 
Fairbanks & Co.’s infallible American gold and silver coin scale 
and counterfeit-coin detector, for use in the t-offices through- 
out the United States, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. As that bill has been reported adversely from 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, I move that it be 
indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BUILDING FOR NATIONAL MUSEUM. 

The bill (S. 698) to provide for the erection of an additional 
fireproof building for the National Museym was announced 4s 
next in order. ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN. As that is a bill providing for the erection of 
a new building, and the Senator having it in charge is not pres 
ent, I ask that it may go over. 











PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over, retaining 
Ph under Rule VIII, if there be no objection. 


SUFFERERS BY FOUNDERING OF LIGHT VESSEL NO. 37 


The bill (S. 2700) for the relief of the heirs of certain seamen lost 
in the foundering of light vessel No. 37 was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
settle and pay the accounts of the legal representatives of Howard 
Selover, mate, and George Richardson, seaman, for value of cloth- 
ing and effects lost when they were drowned by the paeaing of 
light vessel No. 37, off Cape May, New Jersey, while on duty 
thereon during the cyclone of August, 1893, and appropriates 

.25 for that purpose. 
othe bill was penta to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WASHINGTON CITY WATER SUPPLY. 


Mr. CHANDLER, Iagain ask the attention of the Senate to 
Senate bill 1823, which was objected to by the Senator from lowa 
[Mr. Auison]. Iask that the commi amendments may be 
acted upon and that the amendment which has been drawn in 

ursuance of the ms of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
FoRriE] may be and adopted. The bill will then be in the 
form in which its friends desire to have it I shall then 
ask that it may be 2 pa and go over, so that Senators desirous 
of examining can examine it in that shape. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1823) to amend an 
act approved July 15, 1882, entitled ‘“‘An act to increase the water 
supply of the city of Washington, and for other purposes,” which 
had been reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 10, after the word 
‘‘rights,” to insert ‘“‘not now owned by the United States;” so as 
to read: 

That the act entitled “An act to increase the water su 
Washington, and for other = quereree July 15, 1 
as to enable the Attorney eral and Secretary of War, in the exercise 
of the authority therein and hereby conferred on them, to oa, title for the 

vi 


ly of the city of 
so amended 


nited States, ht of eminent domain or othe the water 
the Uni ty of Grea’ 


hts not now own ted States at and in the 
to be used for any and 


ls, on the Potomac River, the water so 
public purposes, and also such land as may be necessary for these purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, 2, line 2, before the 
word ‘“‘months,” to strike out ‘‘nine” insert ‘‘three;” and in 
line 4, after the word “lands,” to insert ‘‘and water rights, if 
any;” so as to read: 

Within three months after the approval of this act the Secre of War 
and the Attorney-General shall make a written statement by 
metes and bounds the lands and water ts, if any, Got may deem neces- 
sary to take for the eye of this egos ne ds already pur- 
chased by the United States and paid for, and shall triplicate o: of 
og statement in the offices of the soquer deeds for the District of Colurn- 

ja, the county of county of ain a Ma., Teepe - 
grely; and shall be a or the United 

tates by right of of the lands and waters poet in said 
statement and of the water rights appertaining thereto, and shall vest the 
title to the same absolutely in the U: ted States. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 15, after the words 
“United States,” to insert: 

Provii That written state: ts 
other lands and Sean iaeel srcenaee to be taken ae oe 
eet included or iy described in the statement above provided for, may 

filed as af and with like effect at any time after said three months 
and within one year after the approval of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 8, line 18, after the word 
“shall,” to strike out ‘‘only;” in line 19, after the word ‘‘con- 
sider,” to insert “‘only;” at the end of the same line, after the 
word “rights,” to e out ‘‘ without reference to their values 
for the uses for which a are taken” and insert ‘‘and shall not 
consider their values to the city of Washington for the uses for 
Which they are taken or to which they may be applied; ” so as to 

vad: 


In making the valuations the appraisers shall consider only the present 
Yees of the land and water Mew and shall not consider theis valued to the 
ty of Washington 


for the uses for which they are taken or to which the 
may be applied under the provisions of this act. . 


The amendment was agreed to. 
x. The next amendment was, in section 6, line 10, after the word 
_ persons,” to strike out “of whom two shall be skilled in hydrau- 
lic saginecting, to determine” and insert ‘‘to hear and report;” in 
line 12, after the words “board of,” to strike out “referee” and 
insert ‘‘referees;” in line 15, after the word “‘apply,” to strike out 
and a decision of a majority of them, which” and insert “either 
party may appear before said board of réferees, by counsel, and 
submit evidence in i of their contention, the evidence so 
taken to be filed in y said referees with their report thereon. 
ih said decisions of the board of referees,” and, in line 22, after 
© word “time,” tostrike out ‘shall be conclusive on all matters 
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of fact submitted to the board by the court if their award shall be 
accepted by the court” and insert: 





Provided, That either party may file with the court written exceptions to 
said report or any part thereof,.and support the same by affidavits or testi- 
mony in accordance with the rules of the court, and the court shall, upon the 
h , determine the matter. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Those amendments and the amendment in 
section 8, line 15, to insert the word ‘‘experts,” may be omitted, 
because they are to be disposed of by the further amendments I 
wish to offer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the 
Senator from New Hampshire that the amendments should be dis- 
agreed to. If there be no objection, the amendments will be 
disagreed to. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

. ~ CHANDLER. NowlI move the amendment I send to the 
esk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. On 2, section 1, line 1, after the word 
*‘purposes,” it is ceemedl te: insert: 


Provided, That es. water rights, and franchises of the Chesa- 
a and Ohio Canal ompany shall be exempt from the operation of this 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now offer the amendment I send to the 
desk, and ask to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEORETARY. It is proposed to strike out all of sections 4, 
5, 6, 7, 8, and 9, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Sc. 4. In case the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General shall not 
agree with any of the owners of the land and water rights taken, or with any 
of the owners of any land damaged by said taking, the Attorney-General 
shall, within six months after the filing of the statement provided for in sec- 
tion 1, cause proceedings to be commenced by petition in the name of the 
United States in the supreme court of the District of Columbia, making all 
such owners of land and water rights with whom no agreement has been 

ie parties defendant, to determine the amount of compensation and dam- 
age to be paid such owners. Said court shall prescribe rules of procedure, 
conformable to the practice in like cases, necessary and proper to secure a 
speedy determination of the rights of the parties. Said court shall forthwith 
summon a jury to hear and determine, under its instruction, the amount of 
compensation and damage. The Attorney-General may appoint special coun- 
sel to represent the United States in such proceedings conspicuous for known 
familiarity with and experience in the laws regulating riparian rights and 
in hydraulics. 

Sxc. 5. Judgments shall be entered against the United States for the 
amount of compensation and damages ascertained, as provided in the pre- 

section; and as said lands, water rights, and waters are taken for the 
use of the District of Columbia said judgments and the certificates that may 
be issued by the Secretary of War and the Attorney General, provided for 
in section 2, together with the certificates of the Secretary of War and 
Attorney-General for the costs and expenses incurred by them in executing 
the provisions of this act, and for the fees of the Commissioners, srevided 
for in porte and for the fees of — counsel, experts, and witnesses on 
behalf of the United States and for the jury shall be paid by the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States as judgments against the District of 
Columbia are paid. 

Sec. 6. Appeals may be taken UY. either party from the judgments ren- 
dered in such proceedings as are allowed in other cases in said court. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to state that the only difference 
between this and the original bill is that the original bill provided 
that the da es should be assessed by the Court of Claims, and 
a rovides that they shall be assessed by the ordinary courts in 

e District. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest tothe Senator from New Hampshire 
that we have a reservation that when the bill comes to be con- 
sidered in the Senate we shall have a right to amend even these 
amendments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly; the whole bill will be open to 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand the suggestion of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, it is that the amendments shall be incorpo- 
rated in the bill and that then the bill shall be printed as an orig- 


inal bill reported by the committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. So I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then the whole bill will be open to amend- 
ment. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The whole bill will be open to amendment, 

Mr. ALLISON. I especially see no reason why the Chesapeake 
and Ohio Canal should be exempted from its provisions. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That will be explained when the bill comes 


up. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope it will, for if we are going to settle the 
water question as a whole—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I might as well answer that question now 
for the Senator’s information. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us act on the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will allow me. The Chesa- 

e and Ohio Canal Company's rights are exempted because it 

is not intended to prevent the use of water enough to maintain 
the canal—— ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. hile it is intended to wipe out the right 
to use the water at Great Falls for any other purposes than those 
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two purposes. That is the point. I hope the amendment will be 
adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now I ask that the bill may be passed over 
without prejudice, and be printed in its present form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks that the bill now under consideration shall be passed 
over without prejudice, and be printed as amended. The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. The next business on the 
Calendar will be stated. 


FOG-SIGNAL VESSEL AT SAN FRANCISCO BAR. 


The bill (S. 2337) for establishing a fog-signal vessel at San 
Francisco Bar, California, was announced as the next business in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PERKINS. The object sought to be attained by the bill 
has already been embodied in one of the appropriation bills. I 
therefore move that this bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LIEUT. JEROME E. MORSE, UNITED STATES NAVY. 


The bill (S. 1155) for the relief of Lieut. Jerome E. Morse, of 
the United States Navy, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 9, to strike out all after the word “‘ act,” 
as follows: 

And the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and or are 
hereby, cateanteadl to allow to Jerome E. Morse an amount which, with the 
payments heretofore made to him, will be equal to 75 per cent of the sea pay 
of the grade held by him at the date of his retirement, said amount to be 
paid —- of any money in the United States Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Nav 
authorized and empowered to transfer Lieut. Jerome E. Morse, of the retired 
list of the United Btates Navy, from the half-pay list to the 75 per —T 
list of retired officers, under section 1588 of the Revised Statutes of the U 
States; and the said transfer shall take effect as of the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The vill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALLOTMENTS OF LAND TO THE LOWER BRULE INDIANS, 


The bill (S. 1569) allowing certain Lower Brule Indians to take 
allotments of land on the Rosebud Reservation, south of White 
River, in the State of South Dakota, was announced as the next 


be, and he is hereby. 


it is true, but that does not in any manner rob it of the justice to 
which it is entitled at the hands of this Government. 

It is a case where the assets in a bank in New Orleans were seized 
by order of a Federal commander, and the assets, including depos- 
its, were sold and realized 60 per cent on the face value. Tho 
money was paid into the Treasury of the United States. About 
these facts there is no dispute. 

The claim is that of a lady who was a depositor in the bank and 
who, I will state in passing, was a loyal citizen of the United 
States. The bill merely provides that she shall be repaid the 
exact amount, without interest, which was realized by the Gov- 
ernment from the sale of her money or her deposit in that bank 
and which was paid to the United States. 

I will state, in reply to the inquiry of the distinguished Senator 
from New Hampshire, that this seizure has been pronounced by 
the Supreme Court of the United States to have been an illegal 
seizure. It is not the case of the sequestration of pooueet? under 
any law of the United States. If the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire desires it, I will send him a y of the a 
mt. COCKRELL. The Senator from New pshire doubt- 

as one. 

Mr.BACON. Has theSenator from New Hampshire the report? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have not. I am familiar with the sub- 
ject, however. 

Mr. BACON. The reme Court of the United States in the 
case of the Planters’ Bank vs. The Union Bank, 16 Wallace, decided 
that this seizure was an illegal seizure; that there was no law 
which warranted theseizure. The decision is quoted in the report, 
and I will read it: 

The acts of of A: ° 
ernment nqents Sof colings enemy" ae Se. Tiroctedtthe anode of 
procedure for its condemnation in the courts. The system devised was nec- 

ily exclusive. No auth was given to a mili commandant, as 


y 
such, to effect auy confiscation. And under of the acts was the prop- 
erty of a banking institution made confiscable. h of them had in view 


the pet of natural _——— who were public enemies, of persons who 

om comfort to rebellion, or who held office under the Confeder- 
ate government, or under one of the States it * * * It fol 
lows, then, that the order of General Banks— 


That was this particular order— 


was one which he had no authority to and that his direction to the 
Union Bank to pay to the quartermaster of the Army the debt due the 
Planters’ Bank was wholly invalid. 


That is the statement of the case, and I will state that the Gov- 
ernment in former instances, as set out in the report, has returned 
such money to the parties who had deposits in the 
tors will find, by reference to the report, the names of the parties 
to whom money has heretofore been returned, one under judg- 
ment of the Court of Claims, another under a ial act of Con- 


business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not see present the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PerrigREw] who reported the bill, and I am not 
certain bat that some provision in regard to this matter was put 
into the last appropriation bill. I therefore ask that the bill may 
retain its place on the Calendar and be passed over informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be the order, if there 
be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PETTIGREW subsequently said: I will state, in regard to 
Senate bill 1569, which I understand was passed over, that the 
srovisions of the bill were incorporated in an appropriation bill 
fast year, and I therefore move that the bill be indefinitely 
postponed. 


4 


airs 


ae 
Sia — 
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If I do not trespass upon the time of the Senate, it does seem to 
me that the commonest justice would require the return of this 


money. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Sen- 
ator from Georgia that his five minutes have expired. 
Mr. BACON. the Senate will indulge me just to finish the 
sentence, I do not wish to trespass upon its time—— 
Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator 
R 


from precees 
Tho PRESIDING aes If there be no objection, the Sen- 


eg HSE 


/ 


eer ees 


Mr. COCKRELL. I had it passed over with that expectation, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the bill will 
be indefinitely postponed. 


MRS. SARAH H. WOOD. 


Mr. BACON. During my temporary absence from the Chamber 
the bill (S. 1734) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah H. Wood was passed 
over on account of my absence. I shall be glad if the Senate will 
now consent to its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the bill 
referred to will be laid before the Senate. The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think this is a bill to which I objected, 
and it was postponed on account of the absence from the Chamber 
of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. I said that I had an 
impression that it is a claim to be reimbursed for captured prop- 
erty; that here was a military seizure of certain property some 
thirty or more years ago—— 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to state what it is, 
rather than for him to surmise what it is? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would rather the Senator would answer 
my query than to make one of his own and answer it. I had that 
impression, as I stated, and I inquired what the claim is. Now I 
am ready to hear the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BAOON. Mr. President, this is a claim of some antiquity, 


ator from Georgia proceed. 

Mr. BACON. Here is the case of a noncombatant, a widow, 
who had money on deposit in the bank. Not only that, but prior 
to the seizure she had taken the oath of allegiance and was in no 
manner connected with what is called by some the rebellion. 
Here is her money which the Su e Court of the United States 
has said was not , and there is no doubt about the fact 
that the Government received it into its Treasury and bas held it 
for thirty years. The bill simply provides that without interest 
there shall be restored to her that which was illegally taken from 
her and for the taking of which it seems no possible justification 


can be even 
Mr. CHANDLER. Can the Senator from Georgia tell me how 
many of these claims there are? I have had occasion to know that 
General Butler seized several hundred thousand dollars there. 
General Banks seized many thousand dollars. There has been 
litigation. There have been cases before the Senate. There have 
been reports forand against such claims, and there have been pay- 
ments. The last a cited by the Senator from Georgia in 
his bye ed one of January 14, 1885, which I am quite sure I 
voted against. . 
Now, if we could close up all these claims by paying this widow 
$2,240.74, without interest, I might be willing to let the bill be 
either with or without my vote. 
vided for in the bill. 


Mr. BACON. That is not the amount 
Mr. CHANDLER. But I am afraid are a great many 
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1897. 


I think one of the most methods of legisla- 
prea by aoe coe to a large number of claims, involving a great 
amount of money, to have one claim put forward by a person whose 
circumstances at once interest the sympathies of Congress, as the 
facts in the case of this woman may. ; 

Before I am willing to see the bill passed, I desire to have the 
Committee on Claims tell us how many claims of this class there 
are which are likely to follow this one, if we take up a claim which 
was left dormant for twenty or thirty years and is now presented 
to Congress to confront an empty Treasury. Can the Senator tell 
me how many claims there are? ] 

Mr. BACON. I will state, in response to the inquiry of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, that if there is any other claim before 
the Committee on Claims, I have not been advised of the fact, and 
I presume that if there had been another claim there of this class 
it would have been referred to me at the same time that this one 
was, as is the usual custom in committees. I know of no other. 
I have no doubt there are claims on the — of confiscated prop- 
erty, but the Senator will remark that the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States is based upon the ific ground that 
this particular act of seizure was not warranted by law, and while 
there may be a great many other claims for reimbursement or for 
remuneration for confiscated property, they would not fall within 
this particular class. This is a particular class of depositors in 
the bank in question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me ask the Senator whether the Plant- 
ers’ Bank has recovered its money? 

Mr. BACON. Lam not able to say. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Can the Senator tell me whether the Louisi- 
ana Bank has recovered its money? 

Mr. BACON. It seems that there was litigation among them- 
selves. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the two banks recovered all the money 
there was in them when the seizure took place—— 

Mr. BACON. I have no information on this subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Suppose the banks have recovered their 
money, all the money that was on deposit with them, would the 
Senator then have the Government pay this woman? Would not 
that be paying twice? 

Mr. BACON, Iam quite sure, although I am not able to state 
it definitely and authoritatively, that the fact is not as suggested 
by the Senator, that the banks have been reimbursed by the Gov- 
ernment for the money which was in their possession belonging to 
other people and which was seized at that time. 

an Cc DLER. Does the Senator think the banks have been 
paid? 

Mr. BACON. I say I am confident they have not been paid, 
because the fact would be so notorious that there would be no 
presentation of individual claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I remember a very able report _ Senator 
Dolph against a bill to pay several hundred thousand dollars to 
one of these banks. I do not know what has become of it. I 
ae the bill, if it passed. 

I think the Senator ought to tell us whether the amount of this 
claim has already been paid tothe bank. He has investigated the 
whole question of seizure. He has discovered that the seizure was 
illegal, and he is in favor of giving this woman her money, and 
es he does not know but that this woman’s money has y 

n paid back to the Louisiana Bank. 

Mr. BACON. I am quite confident that neither the distin- 
guished Senator nor anyone else suspects that the bank has been 
= by the Government the amount of money which was on 

posit belonging to other parties at that time, and I call the 
attention of tor to the fact that if the banks had been 
paid the three prior cases which are set out in the report would 
not have been paid. Certainly the Court of Claims would not 
have rendered judgment in favor of the individual depositors if 
it were true, as is suggested by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
that the bank had been paid in lump all that was lost by those 
individual itors. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It isa singular fact that the Senator from 
Georgia, who is very able and very acute and a thorough investi- 
gator of any subject which he es up, reports to us here that 
the Supreme Court has decided that the seizures of the Planters’ 
Bank money and the Louisiana Bank money, including Mrs. 

ood’s money, were illegal, and yet does not tell us in the report 
and can not tell us now whether the banks have ever recovered 
the money from the Government. 

Mr. BACON. I will say to the Senator that I can tell him with 
absolute certainty and knowledge that they have not 
been so paid. I have not the slightest doubt of it, and I do not 


su any other has. 
cae CHANDLER. 1 have a very feeble impression that they 





Mr, FR Is there not a rule under which we are acting now 
that does not a Senator to make more than one ? 
The P ING OFFICER. The Senator from e is cor- 
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rect. If the point is made, the Chair will hold that both Senators 
are out of order. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from New Hampshire has already 
made six speeches. 

Mr. PLATT. I have not paid much attention to this claim. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the shortest course about the matter 
is to object to the further consideration of the bill. If it is going 
to be discussed hypothetically for the remaining portion of the 
day, it will certainly destroy the purpose for which this session is 


e 
Mr. CHANDLER. I do not want the debate to be shut off 
until I return my thanks to the Senator from Maine for calling 
; pee to the rule which no Senator violates so habitually as he 
oes. 


Mr. FRYE. The Senator from New Hampshire is entirely wel- 


come. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
objects to the further consideration of the bill, and it will go over 
under the rule. 


ADMINISTRATOR OF HENRY FITZHUGH. 


Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to call attention to the bill (S. 1212) 
to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims and for the relief 
of Samuel Fitzhugh, administrator of Henry Fitzhugh. I think 
there was some objection to the bill when it was reached on the 
Calendar. Both my colleague and I were then absent momenta- 
rily from the Chamber. If there is no serious objection, I hope it 
may be taken up now. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Isuggest to the Senator from Virginia that 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] objected, and he is not in 
the Chamber at the present time. 


RESIDUARY LEGATEES OF MARK DAVIS, 


Mr. DANIEL. I will inquire, then, about the next case, the bill 
S. 1915) for the relief of the residuary legatees of Mark Davis, 
eceased, reported by my colleague from the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The same Senator objected. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then I will wait until we hear from him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next case on the Calendar 

will be announced. 


PUBLICATIONS OF BENEVOLENT SOCIETIES, 


The bill (S. 2005) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Oflice Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895,” approved July 16, 1894, 
amending the third proviso thereof, was announced as the next 
order of business on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator who reported the bill is not 
present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill had better go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nor is the Senator who introduced it pres- 
ent. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will goover under Rule 


JUDGMENTS IN CIVIL CAUSES IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill (S. 2748) providing that all judgments in civil causes in 
the District of Columbia shall bear interest was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Presiding Officer [Mr. vince we | 
whether under existing law judgments such as are contemplatec 
in the bill draw interest in the District of Columbia? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri will 
see by the amendment that the bill only applies to judgments in 
actions of tort. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In the Distri.. of Columbia do judgments 
in actions of tort, after they are rendered and before they are paid, 
draw interest? Ordinarily judgments draw interest. The ques- 
tion is whether judgments in the District of Columbia do. and 
whether the bill proposes to reduce the rate to 4 per cent. That 
is the only question, it seems to me, as to the bill. 

TheP IDING OFFICER. The bill will go over, under Rule 
VII, retaining its position. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The bill (S. 1369) directing the foreclosure of the Government 
lien on the Pacific railroads, and for other purposes, was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill had better go over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over, under ob- 
jection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The same remark applies to the next bill. 

The bill (S. 2894) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” approved 
July 1, 1862; and to amend an act approved July 2, 1864; and 
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mentioned act; and other acts amendatory thereof and supple- 
mental thereto, and to provide for the settlement of claims grow- 
ing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain 
railroads, and to secure the payment of all indebtedness to the 
United States of certain companies therein mentioned, was an- 
nounced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the bill go over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The bill had better go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be passed over. 


ILLINOIS RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 2725) to establish a railroad bridge across the Illi- 
nois River at a point within 5 miles from and above the upper 
limits of Grafton and a point in Calhoun County, in said State, 
opposite or nearly opposite thesaid point in Jersey County, all in 

e State of Illinois, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. 


The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in 
section 1, line 14, after the word ‘‘county,” to strike out— 


Which said bridge shall not interfere with the free navigation of said river; 
and in case of any litigation arising’from any obstruction or alleged obstruc- 
tion to free nore of said river; the proceeding shall be instituted in and 
determined by the district court of the United States for the southern dis- 
trict of the State of Illinois. 

And insert: 


Provided, That the location selected shall be suitable to the interests of 
navigation. 


So as to make the section read: 


That the St. Louis, Perry and Chic Railroad, a corporation o 
under the laws of the State of Lilinois, its successors and assigns, are hereb 
authorized and empowered toerect, construct, establish, and maintaina - 
way bridge and approaches thereto across the Illinois River, in the State of 
Illinois, between a point to be selected by said railroad, or its successors or 
assigns, within 5 miles from and above the upper limits of Grafton, in the 
county of Jersey in said State, and a point in Calhoun County in said State, 
to be selected by said railroad, or its successors or assigns, opposite or — 
opposite the point so selected as aforesaid in said Jersey County: Provided, 

at the location selected shall be suitable to the interests of navigation. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ ; 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 7, after the word 
‘** with,” to strike out ‘‘spans” and insert ‘‘two equal drawspans, 
one on each side of the central or pivot pier, each giving a clear 
width of waterway;” and,in line 9, after the word ‘‘and,” to strike 
out *‘75 feet in length on each side of the center of the pivot pier 
of the draw” and insert ‘‘ 60 feet;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That the bridge authorized by and constructed under this act shall 
be a pivot drawbridge, the draws on the Jersey side to commence at the 
abutment of the approach on that side of the river, which abutment on the 
Jersey side shall be within the low-water mark, and the bridge shall have a 
draw over the main channel of the river, at an_ accessible and navigable 
point, with two equal oe, one on each side of the central or pivot 
pier, each giving a clear width of waterway of not less than 160 feet; and the 
span next the drawspan on the Calhoun side of the river shall not be less 

an 200 feet in length, and the remaining — of such length as shall be nec- 
essary to reach the approach on that side of the river, which will be beyond 
low water on the Calhoun side; all spans to have a clear headroom of 10 feet 
above high water, and the piers of said bridge shall be parallel with the cur- 
rent of the river when said bridge shall be erected. 

The amendment was agreed to. __ ; 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 20, after the word 
* said,” to strike out ‘‘ construction ” and insert ‘‘ bridge;” in line 
22, after the word ‘‘ structure,” to insert: 


And such aids to the passage of the draw, in the form of pile or ¢rib 
uides, as the Secretary of War may deem necessary, shall be constructed 
fy the said company. 

In line 26, after the word “ be,” to strike out “‘displayed” and 
insert ‘‘ maintained;” and in line 27, after the word Whe yl to 
insert ‘“‘ at the expense of the owners thereof;” so as to : 

And the said bridge shall be at all times so managed and kept as to offer 


reasonable and proper means for the passage of vessels through or under 
said structure, and such aids to the of the draw, in the form of pile 


pil 

or crib guides, as the Secretary of War may deem necessary, shall be con- 
structed by the said company; and to secure the safe of vessels at 
night there shall be maintained on said bridge, at the expense of the owners 
thereof, from the hour of sunset to that of sunrise, such lights as may be 
prescribed by the Light-House Board; and the said structure be 
changed, at the cost and expense of the owners thereof, from time to time, as 
the ene of War may direct, so as to preserve the free and convenient 
navigation of said river. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 3, after the word 
‘‘within,” to strike out ‘‘two years” and insert ‘‘one year;” and 
in line 4, before the word “‘ years,” to strike out “five” and insert 
**three;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
within three years from the date hereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 1, after the word 
“That,”to strike out “‘Congressshall have the + ese atany time” 
and insert ‘‘the right;” and in line 2, after the word “act,” to 


So as to prevent or remove all hurtful obstructions to the na’ of 
eaid river by the construction of said bridge and its accessory w : Pro- 
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vided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to repeal or 


any of the provisions of law now existing in reference to the protection % 
the navigation of rivers, or toexempt the bridge from the operation of the 
same. 


And insert ‘‘is hereby expressly reserved;” so as to make the 
section read: 


Sxc. 7. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. : 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to permit the con- 
struction of a railroad bridge across the Illinois River at a point 
within 5 miles from and above the upper limits of Grafton and a 
point in Calhoun County in said State opposite or nearly opposite 
the said point in Jersey County, all in the State of Illinois. 


ESTATE OF CHARLES M. ROBERTS. 


The bill (S. 1652) for the relief of the estate of Charles M. Rob- 
erts, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the word “administrator,” to insert 
‘*de bonis non;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., , an ° 
authorized wad sicused bo pon te tye eodideusien te olsapaal teats 
of Charles M. Roberts, deceased, the sum < $39,034.21, in full settlement of 


de 
the findings of the Court of onal case No. 71, House 
Miscellaneous Document No. 108, Forty-ninth first session. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PORTLAND COMPANY OF PORTLAND, ME. 


The bill (S. 2538) for the relief of the Portland Company of 
tecbecms ~ ao ee 3 in joer 9es 7 A the Whole 
roposes to pay $80,867.46, payment and discharge of the 
chain of the Portland ere for work done and material fur- 
nished in the construction of the United States double-ender - 
boats Agawam and Pontoosue, as per report of Thomas O. Self. 
ridge, commodore and president of board, Senate Executive 
Document No. 18, first session of the Thirty-ninth Congress. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to beengrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
ATLANTIC WORKS OF BOSTON, MASS. 


The bill (S. 2817) for the relief of the Atlantic Works of Boston, 
Mass., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro 
to submit to the Court of Claims the claims of the Atlantic Works, 
of Boston, Mass., for further com tion for the construction of 
the ironclad monitor Casco and the turrets of the Monadnock and 
Agamenticus. 
he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HEIRS OF JOHN ROACH, DECEASED, 


The bill (S. 1181) to pay the heirs of the late John Roach, de- 
ceased, $330,151.42 for labor and material, dockage and detention, 
and occupation of yards and shops for the gunboats Chi Bos- 
ton, and Atlanta, was consid as in Committee of the Whole, 
and was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That to out the visions of the act a 

riations for the naval ourviee for the Miscal year — Soe 

22 Statutes, page 477), to pay to the legal tatives of John Roach, 
eceased, one ne money in the otherwise h 

151.42 for labor and ma’ 


d said legal representatives of John wing h 

construction of said a “ — 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some explanation of 

the bill. The Senator who reported it is present. 

Mr. BURROWS. The bill was introduced by the Senator from 

Pennsylvania tf Quay]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report is a very long one, and to read it 

would simply take the balance of the day. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is along . Itisa claim for rent of 
ands and use of machinery and services of staff used by the 
vernmentin the completion of certain vessels which were under 

construction by Mr. Roach, but for reasons which are well known 
he was unable to complete them, and the Government took pos- 
session of the yards and the plant belonging to Mr. Roach and 
used them for the completion of the vessels. The proof before 
the committee was full and conclusive that the amount fixed by 
te ee ner, inserted in the bill was correct and that it 
oO . 
r. ELL. How was that amount ascertained? 
Mr. BURROWS. It was ascertained by affidavits filed with 
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mittee and other proofs as to the occupation of the plant, 
= lon of time, and the value of such occupation. 
Mr. A WLEY. Was there not the report of a naval board? 
Mr. BURROWS. I thank the Senator. I am under the im- 
ression that there was such a report of a naval board as to the 
ae and occupation of the premises and the amount that ought to 
be allowed, but of this I am not certain. Tan 
Mr. HILL. I simply desire to ask the Senator from Michigan 
Mr. Burrows] what is the reason why this claim was not filed 
in the Court of Claims and adjudicated? What is the propriety 
of absolutely allowing it by statute and compelling its payment? 


I assume that the Department could pay it now if they desired to * 


. could they not? It does not contain an appropriation. 
ie her * words, +f there is an unadjusted dispu aie. why 
should we not refer it to the Court of Claims? I merely make the 


on. 
sO EC RAY. Would it not require that a claim of that kind, to 
be adjudicated in the Court of Claims, should grow out of a con- 
2 
= HILL. This claim does grow out of a contract. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know. I am not very well informed 
about it. 

Mr. HILL. Yes—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not. 

Mr. BURROWS. It does not grow out of a contract. 

Mr. HILL. What does it grow out of? 

Mr. BURROWS. The Government took possession of these 
works, the machinery and grounds, and used them for the com- 
pletion of the vessels, for which Mr. Roach never received any 
compensation. The bill proposes to pay his heirs for the use and 
occupation of the premises. : 

Mr. HILL. Does not that constitute just sucha claim as is 
passed upon by the Court of Claims? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not constitute a contract. They can 
only pass upon contracts. : 

Mr. BURROWS. I think not. It is for the use and occupation 
of the premises. 

Mr. HILL. That depends upon the terms of the submission to 
the Court of Claims. You can refer a matter ining to the 
occupation of property by statute to the Court of Claims, and the 
court has jurisdiction to upon it. Of course, under the gen- 
eral law it may be that the Court of Claims could not, without 
some affirmative legislation, proceed to determine it; but when 

ou take a case like this it is not sent, as one under the general 
four, to the court. You can, of course, prescribe how it shall be 
done. 

Mr. BURROWS. I suppose there is no doubt but that Congress 
might confer upon the court jurisdiction over this or any other 
claim. That could be done; but when the case is proven, as it has 
been proven in this case, if the Senator will examine the re- 


rt—— 
ae HILL. Only by affidavits, as I understand, the Govern- 
ment not bein resented. 

Mr. BURROWS. And by the report of naval officers, by offi- 
cial rou of naval officers. 

Mr. WLEY. A board of officers directed to inquire into that 
particular affair took testimony and examined the case at length. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What amount did they report in favor of? 


' Mr. BURROWS. Idonot know. The report sets out the fol- 
owing: 

In August, a settlement was effected between the assignees of John 
Roach on the one 


d and the Secretary of the Navy on the other, of all mat- 
ters of difference between the parties exce the claim of the 


the prolonged use of the and shops of Bie 
outlay forthe lattat each during the prolonged term, and the 

urance for the same period; and Secretary of the Navy deciding that 
was without ju to pass =e and ust said matters of dif- 
erence, it was ex y sti ted that “nothing in this release contained 
shall be to the right of said assignees or of the estate of 
the of the first to apply for and receive such sum or sums of money 
as Congress or the Court of or other eager, meal mag award ot 


may authorize to be paid on account of such 

This is outside of the settlement, and the Committee on Claims 
were unanimous and were satisfied, from the proof submitted to 
the eee that there was this balance due the heirs of Mr. 


on HILL. oe ae, a ne use to — . Court of Claims 
pass upon against the Governmenti mgress is going 
to step in upon special application each time and pass an act di- 
recting and allowing the adjustment of a certain sum. Congress 
has a right to assume the payment of claims and investigate them 
in its own way, by affidavits, ex parte—oral, if it desires it—and 
substantially us the functions of the Court of Claims. I sup- 
pose, however, that all we should do in such cases is to pass an 
enabling act to enable some court to _ the claim. I as- 
sume that to be the proper course. I do.not make any objection 
to the bill. If the tor thinks it is all right, let it be passed. 
I merely make that suggestion. 





pee ee. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. ELLEN SEXTON. 

The bill (S. 515) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen Sexton was an- 
nounced as next in order. 
mare — That bill I object to. Let it go over under 
e IX. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Chair has instructed the clerks that where a bill is objected to 


and not requested to go over under Rule IX, it shall be simply 
ssed over. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And retain its place under Rule 
a a bill to which the Senator refers will be placed under 

ule IX. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that 
—— from Wyoming {[Mr. WARREN] who reported the bill 
is absent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It belongs to a class of cases that Congress 
never has entertained in any shape, manner, or form. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I only ee that it might remain upon 
this Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not care where it remains. I want to 
call the attention of the Senate to the fact that it is the kind of a 
case where there has never been a recovery, or anything of the 
sort, and I hope there never will be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over and 
retain its place under Rule VIII. 

HAWAIIAN BARK ARCTIC, 

The bill (S. 1010) for the relief of the owners and crew of the 
Hawaiian bark Arctic was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That bill had better be passed over, in the 
absence of the Senator who reported it. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope that will not be done. I am entirel 
familiar with the circumstances in this case and I think the bi 
ought to . If any explanation is desired, I will give it. 

. ALDRICH. If any Senator desires it, I will withdraw the 
— 

ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to the 
owners, or their legal representatives, of the vessel or bark Arctic 
$23,500, in full compensation for the losses sustained and the serv- 
ices rendered by them in abandoning their business of whale catch- 
ing and rescuing 176 seamen in the Arctic Sea. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. ; 

The joint resolution (S. R. 124) to facilitate the reorganization 
of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, to secure to actual set- 
tlers the right to purchase at a price not exceeding $2.50 per acre 
the agricultural lands within its grant, and to prohibit said com- 
pany or any successor company from giving, by consolidation, sale, 
or other corporate action, control of its railroad to any corporation, 
company, person, or association of persons owning, operating, or 
controlling a parallel or competing railroad, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the joint resolution go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the joint 
resolution will go over. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE WAR CLAIMS. 

The bill (S. 2517) to refer to the Court of Claims the war claims 
of the State of New Hampshire was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill go over without lesing its place, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over without 
prejudice under Rule VIII. 

EXTENSION OF NORTH CAPITOL STREET. 

The bill (H. R. 6713) to extend North Capitol street to the Sol- 
diers’ Home was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is objection made to Order of Business 830? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Missouriasked 
that the bill might go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I asked that it might go over. The Senator 
who reported it [Mr. Proctor] is not present, and it will prob- 
ably lead to discussion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He will be here in a few moments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will probably lead to discussion anyway. 
I have not looked at it yet. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE, 

The joint resolution (S. R. 106) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the joint resolution go over. 
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‘ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
passed over. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NORFOLK, VA. 


The bill (S. 1914) supplemental to an act entitled “An act to 

ovide for the erection of a public building in the city of Norfolk, 
in the State of Virginia,” approved January 2, 1891, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes toappropriate $100,000 
for the purpose of more fully carrying out the provisions of the 
act to P ovide for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Norfolk, in the State of Virginia, approved January 2, 1891. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PARTY WALLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The bill (S. 2927) in regard to party walls in the District of 
Columbia was announced as next in order. 

Mr.GALLINGER. In behalf of my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER], 
I ask that the bill may go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over without 
prejudice, retaining its place, under Rule VIII. 


BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 906) to amend the charter of the Brightwood Rail- 
way Company of the District of Columbia was announced as 
next in order. , ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask, likewise, that that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over under the 
same order. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TAMPA, FLA. 

The bill (S. 497) to provide for a public building at Tampa, Fla., 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was gears from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds with amendments. _ ; 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 13, after the word 
“Florida,” to insert “‘and by the Attorney-General of the United 
States;” so as to make the section read: 

That a public building for the use of the United States courts, the post- 
office, the custom-house, and the internal-revenue offices shall be erected in 
Tampa, Fla., and a suitable lot purchased for that purpose: Provided, That 
the building shall be 100 feet distant on all sides from any other building: 
Provided also, That the building shall be erected under plans and specifica- 
tions prepared and approved by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, 
and that the title to the lot on which the building shall be erected shall be 
examined and approved by the district attorney of the United States for the 
ow agi district of Florida and by the Attorney-General of the United 

tates. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ ; 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ five” and insert ‘‘two;” in the same 
line, before ‘‘ thousand,” to insert “ and fifty;” in line 3, after the 
word ‘‘ Treasury,” to insert ‘‘not;”in the same line, after the 
word “otherwise,” to strike out ‘‘unappropriated” and insert 
‘‘appropriated;” so as to make the section read: 

Suc. 2. That $250,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 


ury not otherwise appropriated, for the purchase of a lot and the erection of 
a building under this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


MILITARY ROAD IN UINTA COUNTY, WYO. 


The bill (S. 1830) providing for the construction of a military 
road from Fort Washakie, Wyo., to the mouth of the Buffalo 
Fork of the Snake River near Jacksons Lake, in Uinta County, 
Wyo., was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let that bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


STATUE OF GEN. ULYSSES 8S. GRANT. 


The bill (S. 162) for the erection of a monument and statue of 
Gen. Ulysses 8. Grant on ground belonging to the United States 
Government in the city of Washington, D. C., was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr, ALDRICH. In the absence of the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. Squire], let that bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, 


BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


The bill (S. 1147) for the establishment of a bureau of animal 
industry for the inspection of meat products and live stock, sup- 
pression and extirpation of contagious and infectious diseases 
among cattle and live stock, to regulate the transportation of 
cattle and live stock and prevent the exportation or importation 
of diseased cattle, live stock, or other animals, and for other pur- 
poses, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let that bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


WILBER H. GRAEF & OO. 

The bill (S. 2116) for the relief of Wilber H. Graef & Co. was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
Wilber H. Graef & Co. $943.65, ae the value of goods imported 
by them and taken by the officer of the custom-house having them 
in charge, and converted to his own use. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
CAPE FEAR RIVER LIGHT-HOUSE. 

The bill (S. 2906) for the establishment of a light-house at the 
pitch of Cape Fear River, near Wilmington, N. C., was consid- 
ered as in mittee of the Whole. It proposes to establish a 
light-house at the pitch of Cape Fear River, near Wilmington, 

. C., at a cost not to exceed $70,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
WILLIAM B. ISAACS & CO. 

The bill (S. 2058) to execute the findings of the Court of Claims 
- matter of William B. Isaacs & Co. was announced as next 

order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That bill had better goover. Itisa war claim, 

Mr. DANIEL. I think that the bill—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Wecan not take up any of those war claims 
this morning. There are too many of them. 

Mr. DANIEL, I leave to state to the Senator that I think 
a similar bill has p: the House of Representatives. Itis from 
the Court of Claims. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from Virginia that a similar bill has been by the House 
and brought to the Senate, and it is now before the appropriate 
committee of this body. 

Mr. ALDRICH. en this bill had better not be passed. 

Mr. DANIEL. If there be no objection, I should like very 
much to offer the House bill as a substitute for the Senate bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That bill is before the Committee on Claims, 
and you can not do that. 

Mr. D I understand that it can not be done without 
unanimous consent. Then let this bill remain on the Calendar, 
I shall not insist. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over under Rule 
VIU, retaining its place. . 

AMERICAN SEAMEN. 

The bill (H. R. 6399) to amend the laws relating to American 
seamen was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That bill had better go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 

CLASSIFICATION OF LANDS IN OREGON, 

The bill (S. 3006) to provide for the examination and classifica- 
tion i certain lands in the State of Oregon was announced as nex’ 
in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBripe] is 
absent. I capes that the bill go over. 

Mr. PERKINS. I was going to state that I think the object he 
desires to attain is already embodied in a bill which has passed the 
Senate. I ask that the may go over under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thebill will go over as requested. 

FOREST RESERVATIONS. 

The bill (S. 2118) to protect forest reservations was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let that bill go over also. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over, 

Mr. ALLEN subsequently said: I was out of the Chamber for 
just a moment when the (S. 2118) to protect forest reserva- 
tions was passed over. It is quite an important bill, which has 
received the unanimous report of the Committee on Forest Reser- 
vations and the Protection of Game, and I should like consent of 
the Senate to have it taken up. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is too important a bill to be considered 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest to the Senator that it will not lead to 
ee It has the unanimous report of the committee. 

. ALDRICH. But it may be debated, notwithstanding there 
is a unanimous — : 

Mr. ALLEN. the bill is read, I do not think the Senator will 
object to it. However, let it go over for the time. 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
JAMES R. D. MORRISON. 
The a 694) for the relief of James R. D. Morrison and 
William H. Morrison, executor of William M. Morrison and 


administrator of Charles J. Morrison, deceased, was announced 
as next in order. 











. ALDRICH. [Mr. Burrows} 
is not in his seat, 1 eS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 


ALLEGED ASSESSMENTS IN THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The resolution to instruct the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post- to investigate as to the authority of the 
Postmaster to levy fines against the pay of employees of 
the Post-Office Department for mistakes and errors in work was 


the next business in order on the Calendar. 
announce LINGER. The resolution was reported adversely. 


i er. 
— PRYE. The resolution had better be indefinitely post- 


Mr. GALLINGER. Some one wanted to have it placed on the 
ndar. 
Core PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed 
over. 
TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION WITH THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


The bill (S. 3068) to facilitate the construction and maintenance 
of a telegraphic communication between the United States, the 
Hawaiian Isiands, Japan, and topromotecommerce was announced 
as next in order. : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let that bill go over. 

Mr. FRYE. Let the bill retain its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 

MATTIE S. WHITNEY. 


The bill (S. 2953) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the case of Mattie S. Whitney, administratrix of Franklin S. 
Whitney, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the absence of the Senator from Florida 
{Mr. Pasco], I that the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 


SIOUX CITY AND PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 3080) authorizing the Secretary of the to 
effect an adjustment between the United States and the Sioux 
City and Pacific Railway Company in relation to certain bonds 
issued by the United States in aid of the construction of said rail- 
way was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. PETTIGREW. 
Let. the bill go over. 

The P DING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 

CLASSIFICATION AND GRADING OF GRAINS. 

The bill (S. 353) to vide for fixing a uniform standard of 
classification and grading of wheat, corn, oats, barley, and rye, 
and for other was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 

CUMBERLAND FEMALE COLLEGE, TENNESSEE. 

The bill (S. 1623) for the relief of the Cumberland Female Col- 
lege, of M e, Tenn., was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to say tothe Senate that that bill has passed 
the Senate and House amended so as to meet the objections to it; 
that it went to the President and failed to be signed by the Presi- 
dent simply for want of time. It is one of the measures which 
failed at the last hour of the last term. I do not think there is 
any objection to it, it having passed regularly. 1 should like very 


much to have it of. It isacompromise to meet the objec- 
tions to the bill in committee, and the report is unanimous from 
the Committee on Claims. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, toconsider 
the bill, which had been reported from the ttee on Claims 
with amendments, in line 8, after the word “ occupation,” to strike 
out ** and destruction ” and insert ‘‘ and consumption;” 


in line 9, after the word Fong my insert ‘‘ for hospital and 
other army purposes; ” in line 12, after the word “ States,” 
to strike out ‘‘im the use of said property during that said period 
for hospital purposes;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, That the Secretary of the ° 
a —_ rested to pay fo’ tie Cunboriand Female Coltege, of MeMing 

’ Treasury otherwise pprop 

the Sum of $00, in fal of ail claims of said college for the ae occupation 


consumption of its for and other arm dur: 
ing the late war of 1861 to 1sb5. by the itary y amtoriey of the Gnited States. 


And the tance of said sum a ae Se OF © pamenete ond 
2 lute bar to any and all claims for damage and destruction of the propert 
cnt colagoer use and occupation thereof by the armies of the United 


The amendments were to, 


agreed 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed f third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ee ™ 
POTOMAC LIGHT AND POWER COMPANY. 
The bill (S. 3088) to authorize the extension of the lines of the 
Potomac Light and Power Company was announced as next in 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 


NATIONAL CAPITAL GASLIGHT, HEAT, AND POWER COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 1408) to incorporate the National Capital Gaslight, 
Heat,and Power pany of the District of Columbia was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is an adverse report. I move that 
the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. HILL. I prefer that it shall retain its place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
asks that the bill be over without prejudice. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ihave no objection. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


BEQUEST OF PETER VON ESSEN. 


The bill (S. 2986) authorizing the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to accept the uest of the late Peter Von Essen for 
the use of the public white schools of that portion of said District 
formerly known as town was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to ask that the bill be recommitted to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such will be the order, if there 
be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

THE ISSUE OF BONDS. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 145) regulating the issue of bonds 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The joint resolution had better go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will go over, 


FORD’S THEATER DISASTER. 


The bill (S. 3117) to provide compensation for injuries to person 
of employees of the Government in the disaster at Ford’s Theater, 
which occurred on the 9th day of June, 1893, and for other pur- 
poses, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That bill will have to go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over, under objec- 
tion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Dol understand that the bill providing com- 
pensation for injuries to employees of the Government in the dis- 
aster at Ford’s Theater has been passed over? 

Mr. PLATT. Do I understand that that bill was objected to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair), 
That bill has e over. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 1 would state that I desired that the bill 
should go over for the reason that all the cases embraced in the 
bill, except, I think, nine or ten, were provided for in an amend- 
ment to one of the appropriation bills of last year; but the House 
of Representatives objected to certain claims which were embraced 
in the amendment, which was the same as the bill of the House of 
Representatives, and those particular cases objected to in the 
House were stricken out of the appropriation bill. I thought, 
therefore, it was proper that, as the committee was continuing the 
investigation of these particular cases, this bill should remain on 
the Calendar until the report of the committee, which will be 
made in a day or two, when they will again offer, as they did at 
the last session, an amendment to the appropriation bill to carry 
out the views of the committee in reference to the indemnity that 
should be furnished to those persons who were not included in the 
indemnity under the appropriation of last year. 

Mr. PLATT. That is perfectly satisfactory. 

ASPEN TOWN SITE IN COLORADO. 


The bill -. 2739) to confirm the title to the Aspen town site, in 
the State of Colorado, was announced as next in order. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer] 


who reported the bill is absent, and I suggest that it had better go 


over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 
CLASSIFICATION OF LANDS IN OREGON. 

Mr. McBRIDE. Lask consent of the Senate to return to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 3006) to provide for the examination 
and classification of certain lands in the State of Oregon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FauLKNER in the chair). 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. DRICH. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An objection to the bill will be 
in order at any time according to the rule under which the Senate 
is now acting. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CANAL BOATS SWAN AND LEWIS AND BUTLER. 


The bill (S. 2721) for the relief of the owners or legal repre- 
sentatives of canal boats Swan and Lewis and Butler was an- 
nounced as next in order. 


Is 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


CHAMBLIN, DELANEY & SCOTT. 


The bill (S. 2777) to authorize the Light-House Board to pay to 
Chamblin, Delaney & Scott the sum of $2,125 was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let that go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
PAYMENT OF FINAL DECREES OF THE DISTRICT SUPREME COURT. 

The bill (S. 3123) to provide for the payment of final decrees of 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia under an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to provide a permanent system of highways in that 
oh of the District of Columbia lying outside of cities,” approved 

arch 2, 1893, for continuing the system of trunk sewers in the 
District of Columbia, for completing the system of sewage dis- 
posal, and protection against floods, and for other purposes, was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. PROCTOR. That bill can hardly be disposed of under this 


rule. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over, under ob- 
jection. 


SCIENTIFIC BUREAUS IN DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


The bill (S. 3131) to provide for a director in chief of scientific 
bureaus and investigations in the Department of Agriculture, and 
for other purposes, was announced as next in order. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


AMENDMENT OF INTERSTATE-COMMERCE ACT. 


The bill (S. 2967) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate 
commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let that bill go over under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 


STATUE OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN AT GETTYSBURG. 


The bill (S. 2509) to authorize the erection of a statue of the 
late President Abraham Lincoln at Gettysburg, Pa., was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate 
$50,000 for a statue of the late President Abraham Lincoln, and 
for a pedestal and the preparation of a site for and the erection of 
the statue at Gettysburg, Adams County, Pa., under the direction 
and supervision of the Secretary of War, who is authorized to con- 
tract for the statue and pedestal, after the designs and a suitable 
site shall have been selected by a commission consisting of the 
Secretary of War, the Commander of the Army, the governor of 
Pennsylvania, and the commander in chief of the Grand Army of 
the Republic. 

Mr. HILL. Iask whether there is not already a board or com- 
mission which has charge of the Gettysburg property? TheSena- 
tor from Connecticut [Mr. HawLrEy], I presume, can inform us. 

oa HAWLEY. Certainly, there is a commission in charge 
of it. 

Mr. HILL. Then why should there be a special commission 
appointed for this purpose, or does the bill provide that this work 

all be done under the commission already in existence? 

Mr. oo I was not paying attention to the reading of 
the bill. 

Mr. HILL. Why should we appoint a special commission 
every time we erect a monument at Gettysburg, when, as I un- 
derstand, there is a general board which has supervision of that 


Pp ? 
ee HAWLEY. There is a board which has charge of that site, 
but in reference to the erection of this statue, I suppose the author 
of the bill thought it was a matter of such special co uence 
that there ought to be a special commission oo ere is 
a board there consisting of men who have excellent business sense 
and capacity for taking care of the grounds, etc., but who, perhaps, 
may not have any special qualification to superintend the design- 
ing and erection of statues. I do not know of any other reason 
why a special commission should be appointed for this purpose. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PURCHASE OF CORCORAN ART GALLERY BUILDING. 


The bill (S. 1961) to authorize the purchase of the ere 
known as the Corcoran Art Gallery, in the city of Washington, 
D. C., was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HILL. In behalf of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN], I ask that that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 


NEWPORT NEWS, HAMPTON AND OLD POINT RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 130) to extend the rights and privi- 
leges granted by an act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the construc- 
tion of a railway upon the Government reservation at Fortress 
Monroe” to the Newport News, Hampton and Old Point Railway 
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Compety in the State of Virginia, was announced as next in 
oraer. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I that joint resolution and have not 
yet seen the report in print. I have just sent upstairs for it, but 
the Senator from Virginia - DANIEL] understands the subject 
very well, and I think I ask that it lie over for the present, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair), 
The joint resolution will be passed over, retaining its place on the 
Calendar. 

ESTATE OF DANIEL WOODSON AND ELY MOORE, 


The bill (S. 1438) for the relief of the estate of Daniel Woodson 
and Ely Moore was consi as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to pay to the estate of Daniel Woodson, who was formerly 
a receiver of public moneys in the Delaware land district of Kan- 
sas, for office expenses, etc., and $4,115 to the estate of Ely Moore, 
who was register of the land office in the Pawnee land district of 
Kansas, for clerk hire and office rent. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

INVESTIGATIONS IN ALASKA. 


The resolution reported by Mr. GALLINGER, from the Commit- 
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent of the Senate, 
on May 18, 1896, for the appointment of a committee of five Sena- 
tors to proceed to Alaska to inquire and report as to the condition 
of certain industries, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that go over. It is a resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed 
over. 

DISTRICT TAX SALES. 

The bill (H. R. 8499) in relation to taxes and tax sales in the 

District of Columbia was announced as next in order, and was 


read. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, this is a pretty important bill, and I 
am simply standing guard for the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN], who, I see, has just entered the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLEN. I notice what I regard as some very important 
defects in the bill, and as it has just been read for information, I 
desire to object to it. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFI The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 

THE NATIONAL PLANT, FLOWER, AND FRUIT GUILD. 

The bill (S. 2892) to incorporate The National Plant, Flower, 
and Fruit Guild was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. 

ALIENATION OF INDIAN TITLES. 


The bill (S. 3051) defining the rights and ~~ of mixed- 
blood Indians under the treaties and statutes of the United States, 
confirming the title of said Indians to their lands, allowing the 
same to be alienated under certain ces, and for other 
a re was announced as next in order. 
. ALDRICH. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. e bill will go over. 


ESTATES OF SAMUEL RHEA AND JOSEPH R. ANDERSON. 


The bill (S. 19) for the relief of John L. Rhea, executor of Sam- 
uel Rhea, deceased, and John Anderson, administrator of Joseph 
R. Anderson, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It pro to pay. out of the fund from the sale 
of captured and abandon property, now in the oeamed to John 
L. Rhea, executor of Samuel Rhea, deceased, $12,825.61, and to 
John Anderson, administrator of Joseph R. Anderson, deceased, 
$1,803.35, those being the proportions to which each party is en- 
titled in 63 bales of cotton taken and receipted for by E. Hade, 
captain and assistant quartermaster, on the 19th of September, 
1804, at Atlanta, Ga., and turned over to the United States Treas- 
ury agents, and by them sold and the proceeds turned over to the 
United States Treasury. 

The bill was repo to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


W. J. TAPP & CO. 


The bill (S. 2988) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co. was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to W. J. 
Tapp & Co. $240.10, as a refund of duties erroneously exacted on 
certain machinery. 

The bill was yt to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS ANTISELL. 

The bill (S. 315) for the relief of Thomas Antisell was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with 
amendments. The first amendment was, in line 3, before the word 
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’ d,” to strike out “ten” and insert ‘‘two;” and after 
ee ” to insert “five hundred;” so as to read * $2,500.” 


dment was soe to. 
a PLATT. I should like to have the report read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 
The report submitted by Mr. BuRRows May 19, 1896, was read, 
as follows: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 


Senate bill 7093, have had 

the same under — aoe find that it a —- the a 

of reported favorably by the Senate ttee on Claims, which report 

our committee adopt as presenting all the material facts in the case, as 
ollows: 

“ mmittee on Claims, to which was referred the bill (S. 1790) for the 

welict nt Thomas Antisell, have had the same under consideration, and beg 


» respectfully to report as follows: 
tee The ill proposes an appropriation of $10,000 to Dr. Thomas Antisell for 
injury to his property, situate at the west end of Bridge, near the 
banks of the Potomac River, in V where, at the out of the 
war, Dr. An resided. 


States in those trou 


e was in 
ice of the Government and he t, and efficien 


a 

officer, and in every avocation uitted in a manner wholly credit- 
able to himself to the great advantage of his country. At the 

out of the war rieten a fort was uw » home 
was breken up, and he was com to remove to the of 

where he has ever since resided. The orchard and forest and fencing was 
taken by the troops and used for firewood, or in the construction of a fort 
thereat, or for other military uses. 


“ Your committee has repeatedly held that damage in the form of depreda- 
tions or injuries to real property within the liniits of the States in rebellion. 
or where war was flagrant, are not such as the Government is 
upon under any circumstances to pay. The Government is in such places 


aged in such work upon its own lawful business, and can not be required 
to empeneate for injuries resulting therefrom, unavoidably or otherwise, 
on any principle of law orequity. 


“Nor does your committee —- that always quartermaster and com- 
missary stores used by the Arm time of war for compensation, but 
instances have occurred where it has seemed not nee te to pay for 
timber used in the construction of forts or for firewood, or for other tary 
uses, where there are circumstances indicating that it was the purpose of the 
officers of the Government so to pay for the same. 

“Tf any case jus’ such a ent, it seems to your committee the case 
at bar is one. e place occw was in sight of the Capitol, the officers of 
the Government seem to have entered upon a cudlioolen and negotiation 
as to the value of the taken them, but in the excitement and 
mutations of the time not give to Dr. Antisell the proper vouchers 
whereby he could be paid for the same; but your committee do not believe 
that the value of the orchard, the forest trees, and the fencing used for mili- 
tary or by the Army exceeds in value the sum of $2,500, and, oe 
that that sum, upon the principle hereinbefore stated, is due Dr. Antisell, 

our committee recommend tha rds ‘ten thousand dollars’ where 
ey occur in the bill be stricken out, and that the words ‘two thousand five 
hundred dollars’ be inserted in lieu thereof, and as so amended your com- 
mittee recommend that the bill do pass.” 

Your committee, upon a full examination of the case, conclude that $2,500 
will be a full compensation for the use and occupation t’s premises 
and for property used and taken by the United States troops, and refore 
recommend the bill be amended by striking out. in line 3, the words “ten 
neneene ” and insert “ two thousand five hundred,” and that the billas thus 
amended pass. 


Mr. PLATT. I am not going to make any serious opposition 
to the passage of the bill—that is, to call for a division of the Sen- 
ate upon it—but it seems to me to be one of those cases which can 
not be singled out from an innumerable number of cases where 
by the operations: of war a man’s farm was camped upon and 
there was more or less damage to it. All this land across the 
Potomac River, many miles into Virginia, was in practically the 
same condition as the land at the end of Long Bridge. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that the words about destruction and damage are proposed to 
be stricken out by the amendment reported by the committee. 
The amount is to be reduced from $10,000 to $2,500, and the words 
“consumed by the United States for military p ” inserted. 
All of the amendments have not yet been stated from the desk. 

Mr. PLATT. Iwas going to say, in regard to the matter, that 
on every farm where a fort was built all along the eastern shore 
of Virginia the same took . Trees were cut down, 
Virginia rail fences were demolished, and unless there is some 
particular reason why this case should be taken up—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. [I have been objecting to cases of this kind, 
and I will interpose an objection to the further consideration of 
the bill, in order to avoid lo discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The bill, being objected to, will 
be passed over without prejudice. 


CHICKASAW TRUST FUNDS. 


The bill (S. 1529) for the payment of arrears of interest on Chick- 
asaw trust funds, was announced as the next business in order on 


the Calendar. 
tr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. 


Ths wk DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

e H. R. 8495) granting to John Hill Post, No. 86, of 

Boonton, N. J., 4 condemned a and 20 cannon balls; 

oan bill (H. R. 8824) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
the Navy to donate 4 pieces of condemned cannon and 4 pyra- 





mids of condemned cannon balls to the Grant County Union Sol- 
diers’ Monument and Memorial Association of Wisconsin; and 

The bill (H. R. 7771) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Navy to donate condemned cannon and condemned cannon 
balls to certain posts of the Grand Army of the Republic, were 
the next in order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The three bills the titles of 
which have been stated will be indefinitely postponed unless there 
be objection. The Chair hears none. 


RUFUS BETZ. 


The bill (H. R. 2048) for the relief of Rufus Betz was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to remove the 
charge of desertion standing against the name of Rufus Betz, late 
a private of Company A, Nineteenth Regiment of Ohio Infantry 
Volunteers, and to grant him an honorable discharge, to date 
August 9, 1862. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION ON MARYLAND COAST. 


The bill (H. R. 7255) authorizing the establishment of a life- 
saving station on the coast of Maryland was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury 
to establish a life-saving station on the coast of Maryland, between 
the Fenwick Island and the Ocean City life-saving stations, at such 
point as the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service 
oa 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


UNIFORM FREIGHT CLASSIFICATION. 


The bill (S. 3205) see: Oe Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion to prepare a uniform freight classification was announced 
as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. Wecan not consider the bill now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. 


BAPTIST CHURCH AT CORINTH, MISS. 


The bill (S. 741) for the relief of the Baptist church at Corinth, 
Alcorn County, Miss., was announced as the next business in order 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL and Mr. PLATT. The bill is adversely 


rted. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over without 
prejudice. 
JOHN RUHM, SR. 


The bill (H. R. 1882) for the relief of John Ruhm, sr., Nashville, 
Tenn., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pay to John Ruhm, sr., of Nashville, Tenn., late United 
States district attorney for the middle district of Tennessee, $200 
for services rendered the United States in the case of the State of 
Tennessee for the use of the United States against W. J. Hill and 
others, and other cases. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill (S. 1552) for the further prevention of cruelty to animals 
in the District of Columbia was announced as the next businesg 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iask that the bill may be passed over for the 
present without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over without 
prejudice. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


The bill (H. R. 7381) directing the Secretary of the Navy to do- 
nate one condemned cannon and cannon balls to Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Monument Association of the city of Middletown, N. Y., 
was announced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned, if there be no objection. 

The bill (S. 3207) donating condemned cannon and cannon balls 
to Stow Post of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Calais, Vt., 
Was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the bill 
will be indefinitely postponed. 

The bill (S. 3175) donating condemned cannon and condemned 
cannon balls to S. A. Douglas Post, No. 69, Grand Army of the 


Republic, Department of Nebraska, at North Platte, Nebr., was 
announced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned, if there be no objection. 
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JANUARY 23, 





MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 350) granting an increase of pension to George O. 
Abbey; 
ae bill (S. 1505) granting an increase of pension to Rufus H. 

aine; 
x A bill (S. 1682) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah B. 
eet; 

A bill (8S. 1888) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Walker; and 

A bill (S. 3881) granting a pension to Lena D. Smith. 

The message also announced that the House had passed with 
amendments the following bills in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 646) for the relief of Francis Brown; 

A bill (S. 878) granting a pension to Jared 8. Chamberlain; and 

A bill (S. 1128) granting a pension to Isabella Morrow. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1061) granting pensions to Gray’s Battalion of 
Arkansas Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 2257) to increase the pension of Charles H. Two- 


mey; . 

A bill (H. R. 2725) granting increase of pension to Henry 
Slaughter; 

A bill (H. R. 3166) granting — to George B. Merchant; 

A bill (H. R. 3939) to pension Daniel Giles for services in Ore- 
gon Indian wars; 

A bill (H. R. 3688) to pension James L. McKinney for services 
in Oregon Indian wars; 

A bill (H. R. 4629) granting a pension to William R. Harless; 

A bill (H. R. 5068) to grant pension to Jane Cunningham, widow 
of James Cunningham; 

A bill (H. R. 5532) to increase the pension of Josephine Glover; 

A bill (H. R. 5620) to pension George E. Reid; 

A bill (H. R. 5981) granting a pension to Elihu Jones; 

“ bill (H. R. 6215) to increase the pension of Ambrose D. 
anion; 

A bill (H. R. 6234) to restore the name of James R. Pack to the 
pension roll; 

A bill (H. R. vist granting a pension to Richard C. Enright; 

A bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to James Wartsedks 

A bill (H. R. 7349) to pension Lewellyn D. King; 

A bill (H. R. 7821) granting a pension to Annie Schifirli; 

A bill (H. R. 9571) authorizing the Galveston and Great North- 
ern Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through 
the Indian Territory, and for other p 8} 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 211) providing for a comprehensive 
index to Government publications from 1881 to 1898; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 234) providing for the distribution 
of the maps and atlases of the United States Geological Survey. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the S er of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and jomt resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

_ bill (H. R. 2941) granting increase of pension to Alfred P, 
uss; 

A bill (H. R. 8075) for the relief of John A. Lynch; 

A bill (H. R. 6726) to eS for the payment of certain claims 
against the District of Columbia by drawback certificates; 

A bill (H. R. 8038) for the relief of yacht owners and shipbuild- 
ers of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 8551) to establish railroad bridges across the Cum- 
berland and Tennessee rivers in Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 9901) to detach the county of Audrain from the 
western district of Missouri and to attach the same to the eastern 
district of said State of Missouri; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 152) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to use Fort Bidwell for an Indian training school. 

JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

The bill (H. R. 7370) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to estab- 
lish circuit courts of appeals and define and regulate in certain 
cases the jurisdiction oF the courts of the United States, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891, was announced as the 
next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HILL. At the time the bill was reported I dissented, and 
its consideration will lead’to extensive debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). The 
bill will be passed over without prejudice. 

REORGANIZATION OF CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC SERVICE. 

The bill (S. 3230) to provide for the reorganization of the - 
lar and di Eonette service was announced as the next business in 
order on the Calendar. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill go over without prejudice, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over. 


JAMES AND WILLIAM CROOKS. 


The bill (S. 692) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
James and William Crooks, of Canada, was announced as next in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over. 


WYOMING HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, 


The bill (S. 3188) to ratify an agreement with the Indians of the 
Shoshone or Wind River Reservation, Wyo., and making an appro- 
— to carry the same into effect; establishing the Wyoming 

ot Springs Reservation, and making an appropriation for the 
survey thereof, was announced as the next business in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. GORMAN, Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over without 
prejudice, 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER (at 3 o’clock p. m.). I that the 
hour has arrived for the consideration of pension bi 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 8 o’clock having 
arrived, pension bills are in order. 


EMILY E. ATHERTON. 


The bill (S. 3370) granting a pension to Emily E. Atherton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word ‘‘roll,” to strike out ‘sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” and in 

ine 7, after the word “‘Artillery,” to insert “‘ and pay her a pension 
of $20 per month;” so as to the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on m roll the name of Emily i. 
Atherton, widow of Capt. Benjamin T. A . late ca) Company (©, 
First e Heavy ry, and pay her a pension of per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ' 

AMBROSE J. VANARSDEL. 


The bill (S. 3407) granting a pension to Ambrose J. Vanarsdel 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It s to 
place on the pension roll the name of Ambrose J. Vanarsdel, a 

rivate of Company F, Forty-ninth Regiment Enrolled Missouri 
Militia, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ELIZA J. HOLMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 6378) for the relief of Eliza J. Holman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the 
roll the name of Eliza J. Holman, widow of William T. 

olman, deceased, late a private in meg Charles *s Com- 
y, commanded by Colonels Laban C. Horrell and Albert Forobr, 


dian war, and to pay her a sion of $8 per month. 
The bill was reported to the te without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. BRUNER. 


The bill (H. R. 7240) granting a ion to John W. Bruner 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place upon the pension roll the name of John W. Bruner, late a 

rivate in Company F’, Second Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry; 

aptain oo company, First Pennsylvania Cavalry, and 
Company G, First Pennsylvania Cavalry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCES M. ROBERTS. 


The bill (H. R. 3494) granting a pension to Frances M. Roberts, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the name ‘‘ Roberts,” to insert ‘‘ daugh- 
ter of Levi M. Roberts, express rider in the war of 1812;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to the name of said Frances M. Roberts, 
daughter of Levi M. Roberts, express rider in the war of 1812, upon the pea 
sion roll, and pay to her the sum of $8 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. [ask that the bill be passed over, as mani- 
festiy there are errors in it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 











1897. 







ANNA M. NEWTON. 


. R. 1508 a to Anna M. Newton 
Tho i (1008) granting « pension fo ae Nery 


widow of Gen. 


Whole. It proposes to on the pension roll the name 
aan M. Newton, widow of John Newton, late of 
volunteers an of the United States Army, and 


of a month. 


to pay her a 


read the third time, and 
ALICE DE K. SHATTUCK. 
The bill (S. 3319) to increase the 


to a third reading, 


setts Infantry, three months, was considered 
the Whole. 

The bill was re 
amendments, in I 


-” and in line 6, before the 
athioty ” and insert ‘‘twenty;” so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, ete., = the Secretary of the Interior is hereby auth 


ted to name of De K. Shattuck, widow of L 
ee ccosk, ot wo ET eeane. United Army, on the pension roll at 
rate of $20 per mon 

The amendments were agreed 


to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. . 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to increase the pen- 
sion of Alice De K. Shattuck, widow of Lucius H. Shattuck. 

PRICILLA R. BURNS. 


The bill (H. R. 5938) for the relief of Pricilla R. Burns, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to a 
the name of Pricilla R. Burns, widow of the late . Gen. Wil- 
liam W. Burns, of the United States Army, on the m roll 
at $50 per month, in lieu of the amount she now receives. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the amount she now receives? 

Mr. COCKRELL, She is receiving $30 now. . 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Pensions why there should be a distinction of $25 a month 
made between the widow of General Burns and the widow of 
General Newton? The officers to have been of the same 
rank, and presumably ormed.the sameservice. I donot know 
why such a distinction,should be made. 

Mr.GALLINGER, Unfortunately, I did not report either one 
of these bills, and perhaps, therefore, I am not so familiar with 
them as are the members of the committee who made the reports. 
I do not know anything beyond the fact that very likely General 
Newton's service was one of greater distinction andl 
ee length than that of General Burns. At any rate, the 

ouse seemed to take that view of it, and passed a bill giving Mrs. 
Newton $75 and Mrs. Burns $50. 

I find, by reference to the report, that General Newton hada 
very long and very ished service, serving from early man- 
hood to the close of the war, and having been promoted several 
times for and meri us services on the battlefield. He 
was likewise chief engineer of the work in New York Harbor, as 
well as chief engineer of the t of the Shenandoah, and 
assistant engineer in the construction of the defenses of Washing- 
ton. He seems to have had a very uous and long service, 


covering the different departments of military work and military 
— That is a onl tion I can give about it. 
t 


_Mr. ALLEN, which I desire to direct the atten- 
tion of the honorable Senator from New Hampshire is whether 
the distinction is not made in consequence of civil career of 
General Newton rather than his military career. 

I do not think I desire to offer any amendment to the bill, but 


I do wish to put record my condemnation of the shoddyism, 
if I may charac it as such, that makes a distinction between 
two men of equal rank who have performed similar service. 


There may be something in the atmosphere around Washi n, 
around the Committee on Pensions, that makes the widow of one 
soldier preferable to another. I have thus far in my humble life 
and in my humble station supposed that there is no natural differ- 
ence between individuals, and that whatever distinction exists 
between them is in ee possibly of their own conduct or 
their own environment. I have supposed that the blood that rans 
in the veins of one man, unless tainted by hereditary causes, is 
about as pure as the blood which runs in another man’s veins, 
and about as thick, if thickness counts. Yet it is true we never 
turn to the Calendar of pension bills without developing the 
Stossest outrages of discrimination between those who are entitled 
= hee oe oe to the just ition of this erent. 

. one word to say against pension to ew- 
ton’s widow; I have not one word to say against the pension to 
Burns’s widow, but these women certainly ought to be 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


pension of Alice De K. Shat- 
tuck, widow of Lucius H. Shattuck, Cosspeny 5. io ors 


rted from the Committee on Pensions with 
4, after the name “Shattuck,” to insert 


wi f Lucius H. Shattuck, hospital steward, United States 
wile? ae aw “dollars,” to strike out 


the honorable chairman of the 
colleagues have not one word to say in their behalf. 


remind the Senator that his time has e 


Walton was consid 
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upon an one so far as the Government is concerned, if 
eir husbands held the same rank. It was said by my honorable 
friend the Senator from New Hampshire that General Newton was 
a man of distinguished career. We would all like to be distin- 
ed. There is not a man in this land who is carrying a hod 
whose circumstances place him in a position where he may 
be said to be one of the worms of the earth, who has not the gal- 
lantry and nobleness of his Creator in his make-up which would 
be developed if he had the opportunity. What shoddyism, and 
how it smells to heaven, to have honorable Senators come in here 
and make a distinction between these men or between their wid- 
ows! It seems to me the thing is so rotten that the man in the 
moon in over the Capitol ought to hold his nose to prevent 
the stench from entering his nostrils. 
Mr. GRAY. He does, possibly. 
Mr. ALLEN. My friend the Senator from Delaware says he 
does, possibly. At least, if he has any sensibility, he does. 
It is all put — the ground that the soldier was a distinguished 
. If he was a distinguished gentleman and reaped the 
rewards that his Government afforded him, was not that some- 
? If he had the honor that followed distinction won upon 
the field of battle, is not that something, not only to the indi- 
vidual, but to his widow and his children? Where the services 
were equal, when the nse presented itself to render them, 
where the gentlemen have commanded brigades and possibly 
divisions upon the same field of battle, both giving to their coun- 
try the of their services, both giving their lives (all a man can 
gre). is it not invidious to make a distinction in legislation in the 
nited States Senate between the unfortunate widows - those 
gentlemen, giving one 50 per cent more than you give to the other? 
Mr. Precifent ies occupied a seat in this Chamber by the 
sufferance of the people of Nebraska for four years. I did not 
come here because distinguished gentlemen wanted me to come. 
They do not want me here. The distinguished gentlemen upon 
whose shirt fronts shine diamonds do not want me in the Senate. 
I do not represent that class. I should modify that statement; I 
do represent them, but contrary to their wishes. When the wife 
of a private soldier, who fell in the discharge of his duty, came 
here in her rags and in her poverty, asking for some help at the 
hands of this t Government, I have never heard the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Pensions, or one of his colleagues 
upon that committee, say his services were distinguished. No; 
the great unknown millions of men who carried muskets and 
whose — upon fields of battle moved the world, the men 
who put stars upon the shoulders of these distinguished generals, 





may sleep in unknown graves, their wives and children may be 


thrown by misfortune upon the highways and byways of life, and 
mmittee on Pensions and his 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the ees of the Chair to 
ired. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. WALTON. 


The bill (S. 3196) granting an increase of pension to George W, 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place upon the pension roll the name of George W. Wal- 
ton, late a private of Company I, Second United States Light 
Arti ; Company G, Seventh Maryland Infantry, and a ser- 
geant of Company OC, Third Veteran Reserve Corps, at $30 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he now receives. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President,a single observation on this 
bill. It will benoticed that this is a bill increasing the pension of 
a private from $12 to $30 a month. The committee are trying to 
deal justly with private soldiers and their widows and with offi- 
cers and their widows. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the honorable Senator why 
it would not be wise now to raise this pension, say to $50 a month? 

Mr.GALLINGER. Thecommittee do not think it wise to doit. 

Mr. ALLEN. Of course, the committee did not think it wise. 
That ends the dispute. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M’GRATH. 


The bill (S. 3185) granting an increase of pension to John Mc- 
Grath was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘to,” to strike out “increase 
his pension from six to twelve dollars per month” and insert ‘‘ pay 
him a pension of $12 per month in leu of that which he is now 
receiving; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
—_ directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and tations of the pension ae, ee name of John McGrath, a pri- 
vate in Company O, Seventh Regiment United States Cavalry, and to pay 
him a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that which he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ARABELLA V. WASHBURN. 


The bill (S. 8311) to increase the pension of Arabella V. Wash- 
burn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the words ‘‘Marine Corps,” to 
insert ‘‘ United States;” and in the same line, after the words 
‘*Marine Corps,” to strike out ‘‘United States Navy;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he # hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rg subject he provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o bella V. Wash + et a 

dow of Israel Henry Washburn, late captain in the United States 

rps, at $25 per month, in lieu of the pension she now receives. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SARAH R. FRARY. 

The bill (S. 8361) granting a pension to Sarah R. Frary was 

msidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on 
the nsion roll the name of Sarah R. Frary, widow of Jedediah 

. W. Frary, late of Company H, Eighteenth New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have the attention of the chair- 
man to this pension. This seems to be the case of the widow of a 
private soldier. I should like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions if this widow has a Tr . 

Mr. GALLINGER. She has not, I would say to the Senator. 
I know her personally. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is her probable age? 

Mr. GALLINGER. She is an old lady. 

Mr. ALLEN. An old lady? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. Did her husband die in the service? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Her husband did not die in the service, 

Mr. ALLEN. Was he a good soldier? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I take it for granted that he was, 

Mr. ALLEN. He had an honorable discharge? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Beyond a question. 

Mr. ALLEN. How long did he serve? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not know. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the report show? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He served a little less than ninety days, and 
the widow is not entitled to a pension at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. TheSenatorisright. Ihave turned to the 
report. The report was made in my behalf while I was absent 
from the city; hence I was not familiar with that particular point. 
I know all about the case now. The soldier served a period not 
sufficiently long to entitle the widow to a pension, and this is a 
pure gratuity. We give her the same rate of pension allowed 
under the act of June 27, 1890, which is popularly known as the 
dependent pension act. We thought that was just. 

r. ALLEN. Ido not want the Senator to leave a wrong im- 
ression upon the Senate, or upon the country, for that matter; 
but many of the officers whom we pension, very many of them, 
served no longer than this private did. Now, I will ask the Sena- 
tor if this widow is pensioned in consequence of disabilities in- 
curred by her husband during his service? 

Mr. GALLINGER. She is not. There is no contention made 
that he ever incurred disabilities in the service. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then she ought not to be pensioned at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is not quite true. The act of June 
27,1890, pensions thousands of widows—— 

Mr. ALLEN. That is simply an abuse of the pension power, or 
the theory of pensions. I shall object to this bill. The pension 
proceeds upon the theory that the husband has rendered his coun- 
try ae service for which his widow or children ought to be rec- 
ognized. 

"Se. GALLINGER. I will simply say to the Senator that if 
the soldier had served one or two days more he would have reached 
the limit, and we have made a great many exceptions in the case 
of soldiers of the Mexican war. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I will withdraw the objection to the bill, 
in consequence of the fact that the beneficiary comes from the 
Senator’s own State and his immediate neighborhood. 

Mr. GALLINGDER. I have no personal interest in the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. In another case like it I shall object. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator does object? 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no objection to this case. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


ALLEN BUCKNER, 


The bill (S. 8324) granting a ion to Allen Buckner, of \. 
win, Kans., was oo ahered as in Committee of the Whole. ~ 
The bill was r 


rted from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,” to strike out 
“seventy-five” and insert “‘ fifty;” and in the same line, after the 
word ‘‘ month,” to insert “in lieu of the pension he is now draw- 
ing;” so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enac etc., t Secretary of Interior 
authorized = aia on the 7 roll, sub; eo tt 
colapel ot tho Seventy ninth’ Region igo Vapor al ey i 
pension at the rate or 0 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now drawing 
- amendments were to. 
e bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend. 
m The bill ¥ ane d re be engrossed f third readin, 
e was orde en, or a , Tread 
the third time, and . 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill Fo an in- 
crease of pension to Allen Buckner, of Baldwin, Yo 
MELANCTHON M’COY. 
The bill (H. R. 94) increasing a Melancthon McCoy, 


of Company K, One hundred and ighth Illinois Infantry, 
dered as in Committee of the Whole. It Bopones (3 


was consi 
lace on the pension roll the name of Melancthon McCoy, late of 
mpany K, One hundred and forty-eighth Illinois Volunteer In- 


fantry, and to pay him a pension o 
pension he is now ee 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CATHERINE L. NIXON. 

The bill (S. 1640) granting a rs to Catherine L. Nixon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
the name of Catherine L. Nixon, widow of Andrew Nixon, late 
— of Company A, Regiment of Oregon Mounted Volunteers, 
n the Indian war of 1855 and 1856, on the pension roll, at $12 per 
month, and to allow her $2 additional for each of her minor chil- 
= by the said ore Nixon. A the bill, be 

r. COCKRELL. move to amend the ginning at the 
end of line 8, by striking out the words: 

And that she be allowed $2 additional for each of her minor children by the 
said Andrew Nixon. 

This is a pension for service in the Indian war of 1855, and prior 
to the late war there never has been a precedent for giving pen- 
sions to minor children, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that is correct. The clause ought 


to go out, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


per month, in lieu of the 


JOHN J. SHOCKEY. 


The bill (S. 2672) granting a pension to John J. Shockey was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘*twelve” and insert ‘‘ eight;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, a to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jobu J. Shockey, late a musi- 
cian in the Fifty-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and grant him a pension at 
the rate of $8 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

AMOS L. HOOD. 

The bill (S. 3190) granting a pension to Amos L. Hood was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on 
the pension roll the name of Amos L. Hood, late of Company D, 
One hundred and seventy-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MILTON T. BEDFORD. 


The bill (S. 3191) granting a pension to Milton T, Bedford was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Milton T. Bedford, late of Com- 

y B, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment Ohio National 
uard Infantry. Ge 

Mr. ALLEN. Was this soldier in the lar volunteer mili- 
tary service? I call the attention of the chairman of the Commit 
tee on Pensions to the fact that the bill seems to indicate that the 








posed nsioner was not in the regular volunteer service or in 
the elie: service, but was a mere militiaman at home. _ 

Mr. GALLINGER. The report aouuens that he was, while the 
pill suggests otherwise. I think the ought to be passed over 
to be examined. It was reported during my absence, I will say 

nator. 
wo SRESIDIN G OFFICER. The bill will go over. 

The Chair lays before the Senate bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for reference. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: : 

A bill (H. R. 1061) granting pensions to Gray’s Battalion of 
Arkansas Volunteers; — 

A bill (H. R. 2257) to increase the pension of Charles H. Twomey; 

A bill (H. R. 2725) granting increase of pension to Henry 
Slaughter; - 

pill (H. R. 3166) granting a pension to George B. Merchant; 

A bill (H. R. 8939) to pension Daniel Giles for services in Oregon 

dian wars; 
= bill (H. 'R. 3688) to pension James L. McKinney for services 
In Oregon Indian wars; 

A bil (Hi. R. 4629) granting a on to William R. Harless; 

A bill (H. R. 5068) to grant pension to Jane Cunningham, widow 
of James Cunningham; 

A bill (H. R. 55382) to increase the pension of Josephine Glover; 

A bill (H. R. po to pension o> E. Reid; 

A bill (H. R. 5981) granting a pension to Elihu Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 6215) to increase the pension of Ambrose D. 
Manion; < 

A bill (H. R. 6234) to restore the name of James R. Pack to the 
pension roll; : . 

A bill (H. R. 6589) granting a pension to Richard C. Enright; 

A bill (H. R. 7115) granting a ion to James Warbrook; 

A bill (H. R. 7349) to pension Lewellyn D. King; and 

A bill (H. R. 7821) granting a pension to Annie Schifirli. 

The bill (H. R. 9571) authorizing the Galveston and Great 
Northern Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and refi to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The following joint resolutions were severally read twice by 
their titles, and referred to the Committee on Printing: . : 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 211) providing for a comprehensive 
index to Government publications from 1881 to 1893; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 234) providing for the distribution 
of the maps and atlases of the United States Geological Survey. 

JESSE 0. DAVY. 

The bill (S. 3108) granting a pension to Jesse O. Davy was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the name “ Davy,” to insert, ‘‘a private 
in Company B, Fifty-ninth Ohio Volunteer Infantry;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Jesse O. Davy, a private in 
Company B, Fifty-ninth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move a further amendment. After the 
word “Infantry,” in line 7, I move to insert the words “‘at the 
rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILSON 8S. HULSE. 


The bill (8. 2752) granting a pension to Wilson S. Hulse, was 
announced as the next pension bill in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that that bill be over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill be passed over 
without prejudice. 

m JAMES M. DENNISON. 

e bill (S. 2995) granting a pension to James M. Dennison was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of James M. Dennison, late of Com- 
pany F, Forty-ninth t Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

Mr. GALLIN GER. I move to amend the bill by inserting after 


ae “Infantry,” in line 7, the words “‘at the rate of $12 per 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was rted " 
ment was repo we to the Senate as amended, and the amend. 


The bill was ordered to 
the third time, and be engrossed en een 
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LOUISE VAN ATTER. 

The bill (S. 3516) granting a pension to Louise Van Atter was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Louise Van Atter, widow of Joshua 
Van Atter, a private of Company A, One hundred and fifty-third 
New York Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be en for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. A N. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator object to the 
passage of the bill which has just been declared passed? 

Mr. ALLEN. I want some information on the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be considered as 
being before the Senate, and the question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the attention of the chairman 
to this bill and to get some information as to the services rendered 
by this lady's deceased husband. I see he was a private soldier, 
and he rendered some service, of course. 

Mr. GALLINGER. He served for three years. 

Mr. ALLEN. He left a widow with some children? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not know about the children, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thereis nothing to indicate that? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think not. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, Mr. President, I should like to put a ques- 
tion directly to the chairman of the committee or any other mem- 
ber of the committee, to get to a point where we may know some- 
thing about this matter, or the policy pursued by the Committee 
on Pensions. I want to put this question to the chairman of the 
committee: Is it the policy of the committee of which you are 
chairman to discriminate—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Nebraska will 
address his remarks to the Chair. 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg the Chair’s pardon. Through the Chair, 
I desire to put a question to the chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions and his associates upon that committee, and that is, 
whether it is the purpose of the Committee on Pensions to lay 
down this inexcusable, invidious, and almost nauseating distinc- 
tion between the widows of soldiers based upon the respective 
ranks of their husbands; and to that I should like to have a plain 
and candid answer. 

Mr. GALLINGER.: I have answered the Senator I think more 
than a score of times during the present Congress that the law 
recognizes rank and the committee recognizes rank. The law 

ants the widow of a private soldier not more than $12 under any 

w. It gives a captain $20, a major $25, and a colonel and briga- 
dier-general $30, and their wives that amountif the husband died 
from causes due to army service. The committee simply follows 
the law in this particular. 

There is no law on thestatute books that would give this woman 
more than $12 if she could prove her claim. She has been unable 
to prove her claim under the law, and the committee felt that the 
service of the soldier—lasting three years and having been a com- 
mendable one—entitled the widow to a pension, while under a 
technicality, perhaps, she has not been able to prove her claim. 
The committee, of course, could not defend themselves in going 
above the amount that she would have received if she could have 
proved her claim, and they waived that in her behalf. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, the Senator does not answer the question, 
and to be entirely candid with the Presiding Officer and the Sen- 
ate and the country, I did not expect an answer to the question 
that I put to the Senator. I have never yet been able to geta 
straight answer from a member of the Committee on Pensions on 
this subject, because every one of them has private soldiers resid- 
ing in their States that they are afraid of; they are afraid of their 
votes. Therefore they beat about the bush when it comes to 
answering whether they propose to continue this distinction or 
not. Mr. President, do not enforce the five-minute rule on me for 
a moment. 

The Senator says that the law makes the distinction. Mr. Pres- 
ident, we are the lawmaking power. We have the power to 
change thatlaw. Wearechanging it every day; we are changing 
it almost every five minutes now. The Senator does not answer 
the question. Does he propose to make a distinction between the 
widows of dead soldiers simply because during the war the one 
was a private soldier and the other was a commissioned officer? 
If it is proposed to make that distinction, as he is making it here 
constantly, and as it has been made constantly since I have been 
a member of this Chamber, I do not want any specious plea that 
other governments recognize distinctions between men. I want 
a distinct answer from the chairman and his associates whether, 
upon the __ ground of the equality before the country and be- 
fore the higher law of every citizen of this country, he proposes 
to make and enforce this invidious distinction. 

Of course the Senator will say in a general way that we must 
recognize distinctions. Irecognizethem. Ihave recognized them 
all my life; Irecognizethem now. But Ishould like to know why 
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the widow of a private soldier whose husband died upon the field 
of battle or who died since the war in consequence of disabilities 
contracted during the service should be cast out by a great Gov- 
ernment as a mendicant and a beggar, while a woman with no 
brighter intellect and possessing no meee womanly qualities than 
she possesses should be encouraged by a pension of $50 or $100 a 
month because her husband occupied another position. I want to 
provoke the chairman 

Mr. GALLINGER. You can not do that. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to provoke you—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg the Chair’s pardon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The parliamentary rule requires 
that the Senator should observe the rule—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. [I insist on the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In order that unpleasant condi- 
tions in debate between Senators may be avoided. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will observe the rule. I want to provoke the 
Senator from New Hampshire to come out in the open daylight of 
discussion and vindicate the defenseless position Rohan taken upon 
this question. Mr. President, the attitude of the Committee on 
Pensions in this respect has been cowardly in the extreme, and 
absolutely indefensible. 

I challenge the chairman of that committee, or any of his asso- 
ciates, to walk into the arena of discussion and discuss this ques- 
tion upon its merits before the country. You go to the private 
soldier when you want his vote and want his influence; and you 
tell him what a great man he has been, and you make him prom- 
ises, but the moment you have received his vote you have forgotten 
him, and forgotten his wife and his children, and forgotten every- 
thing which belongs to him. The moment you get into the heated 
atmosphere of wealth in this Senate Chamber you begin to legis- 
late for the general and against the private. You do not dare to 
come out and discuss this question and tell the truth about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill was passed. 


LIZZIE M. SIBLEY. 


The bill (S. 1190) for the relief of Lizzie M. Sibley was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr.GALLINGER. That bill should be postponed indefinitely. 
There is an adverse report on it, though it is not so noted on the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned, if there be no objection. 


REBECCA P. QUINT. 


The bill (S. 3451) granting a sion to Rebecca P. Quint was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 4, before the word *‘ directed,” to insert “ au- 
thorized and;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed ‘a ~ on the pension roll the name of Re 

uint, widow of Alonzo H. Quint, late ae the Second Regiment 
XN or Infantry Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 
per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CAPT. JOHN H. MULLEN. 


The bill (S. 3445) to increase the pension of Capt. John H. Mul- 
len was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the word “to,” to strike out ‘‘ allow 
and pay to John H. Mullen, captain of Company C, Twelfth Con- 
necticut Volunteer Infantry, a pension of $25 a month in lieu of 
the pension that he is now receiving,” and insert ‘* place upon the 

sion roll the name of John H. Mullen, late captain of Company 

, Twelfth Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion of $20 a month in lieu of that which he is now receiving; ” so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is perelz., 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of John H. 


Mullen, late captain of Com y C, Twelfth Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension of $00 month in lieu of that which he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ANN KING. 

The bill (S. 8408) granting a pension to Ann King, widow of 
Samuel King, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the roll the name of Ann 
King, widow of Samuel King, a private in Capt. Adam Mase’s 
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Company of Missouri Militia in the Indian war of 1832, and to pay 
her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
GEORGE G. EAKINS, 

The bill (S. 2991) granting a pension to George G. Eakins wag 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of George G. Eakins, who was a private 
- Company B, Second Regiment Ohio Volvuteers, in the war with 

exico. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
WILLIAM HULSIZER. 

The bill (S. 8145) to increase the pension of William Hulsizer 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word “dollars,” to strike ont 
“twenty-six” and insert ‘“‘twenty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That eee of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Hulsizer, at 
the rate of $20 per month, in fieu of any pension he may now be receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move a further amendment; to insert 
after the name “ Hulsizer,” in line 6, the words “late of Company 
G, Sixty-sixth Ohio Volunteer Infantry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. . 

WILLIAM C. FORSYTHE. 

The bill (S. 2912) increasing the pension of William C. Forsythe 
was we ond as in Committee of the Whole. It ial to 
place on the pension roll the name of William C. Forsythe, at $12 
per month, in lieu of a he now may be receiving. 

Mr. GALLINGER. the name ‘‘ Forsythe,” in line 6, I 
move toinsert “ late of Company K, Seventy-eighth Ohio Volan- 
teer Infantry, and of Company C, One hundred and seventy-second 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH BROWN. 

The bill (S. 2813) granting an increase of sion to Joseph 
Brown was considered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
‘*twenty-five” and insert “‘ twenty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension 5 the name of Joseph Brown, late sergeant 


of y F, Thirty-seventh K ounted Infantry, at th 
vate of 00 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. " F 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
mie bill was ordered. to be grossed for a third 

ill was en, or a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. hg 
JOEL M. GIBSON, 

The bill (S. 2097) granting a pension to Joel M. Gibson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the —— roll the name of Joel M. Gibson, of Company F, One 
hun and twenty-third Ohio Volunteers, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $50 per month. 
unk tiatio ae I move he —— at the end of the bill the 

**in lieu o pension now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and bs 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, the title was amended so as to 
read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase of pension to Joel M. Gibson.” 

LOUISE E. PERKINS, 

The bill (8. 3339) granting a pension to Louise E. Perkins was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
‘* thirty ” and insert “‘ twenty;” so as to make the bill read: 

That of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
E. Per! widow of the late Capt 


kins, 
Regiment United States Infan- 
$20 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to, 








Mr. COCKRELL. In line 5, I move to strike out the word 
“ captain.” 

Mtr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask whether the word “‘colcred” does not 
appear in the bill before the word “Infantry,” so as to read 
‘* United States Colored Infantry?” 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does not. 

Mr. PEFFER. If it does not, it ought to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed bythe 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. igs He a 

The SecreTaRY. Before the word “Infantry,” in line 6, it is 
proposed to insert ‘‘ Colored.” a Sone ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no distinction in the regulations of 
the Army in that matter; there is es ae that, as I under- 
stand it. It is “ the Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry,” 
which is composed of colored troops; but there is no such distinc- 
tion in the law or regulations of the Army as ‘‘ colored infantry.” 
The distinction was only used in the volunteer service. 

Mr. PEFFER. We made that distinction during the war. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was made in the case of the volunteer 


‘oops. 
wi GALLINGER. I do not think we should put it in the bill. 
Mr. PEFFER. Very well; I withdraw the amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET STONE. 


The bill (S. 947) ee @ pension to Margaret Stone, widow of 
Benoni Stone, a soldier of Florida Seminole Indian war, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Margaret Stone, widow of Benoni 
Stone, a private of Captain Pittman’s Florida Volunteers in the 
Florida Seminole Indian war from 1539 to 1842. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend the bill by inserting at 
the end of it the words “‘ at the rate of $8 per month.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

OSCAR A. PALMER. 


The bill (S. 3177) granting a pension to Oscar A. Palmer, Tabor, 
Iowa, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Oscar A. Palmer, late of 
Company F, One hundred and eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, the title was amended so as 
to read: “A bill granting a pension to Oscar A. Palmer.” 

JOHN G. POWERS. 

The bill (S. 2375) granting an increase of ion to John G. 
Powers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poo to place on the pension roll the name of John G. Powers, 

ate a private of Company G, Twenty-third oe of Iowa 
Volunteer Infantry, at $24 per month, in lieu of pension he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

on REBECCA GILBERT. 

bill (S. 2993) granting a pension to Rebecca Gilbert was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on 
the pension roll the name of Rebecca Gilbert, widow of William 
Lester, formerly of Company B, Fifteenth United States Infantry, 
See C, Twenty-first Missouri Volunteers, at $12 per 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

a JANE B. JOHNSTON. 

© bill (S. 3541) granting a on to Jane B. Johnston was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in hne 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
twenty” and insert “‘ twelve;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary ’ hereby, 
= a grized and directed to place on the et tte are 
nurse at Willets copied Ni 
of the rebellion, amd to pay ra pension of 

The amendment was agreed to. 

mat en eas reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 7 
WILLIAM G. ALSPACH. 

The bill (S. 2994) granting a pension to William G. Alspach 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll, subject to the provision and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of William G. Alspach, late of 
Company F, Fifty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend by inserting the word 
**provisions ” for the word ‘‘ provision,” in line 5; and at the close 
of the bill by inserting the words “ at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH M. WADDELL. 

The bill (S. 1538) granting a pension to Joseph M. Waddell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Joseph M. Waddell, late a soldier 
in Company A, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, in the 
Mexican war, and Companies E, Twelfth Regiment Wisconsin In- 
fantry, and F, Third Regiment Wisconsin Cavalry, and to pay 
him a pension of $20 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ETHAN A. SELLMAN, 

The bill (H. R. 4490) to restore the name of Ethan A. Sellman 
to the pension roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Ethan A. Sell- 
man, late a private in Company E, Fiftieth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. HINES. 

The bill (H. R. 5712) granting increase of pension to John W. 
Hines was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place upon the pension roll the name of John W. Hines, late 
first lientenant and adjutant of Fourth Tennessee Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DOLLY 8S. BROWN. 


The bill (H. R. 1646) for the relief of Dolly S. Brown was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Dolly 8. Brown, dependent mother 
of Irving Stevenson, late of Company D, Third Regiment New 
oer Cavalry Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 


month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JESSE M’MILLAN. 


The bill (H. R. 9592) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act granting 
a pension to Jesse McMillan,” received by the President May 27, 
1896, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to amend the act entitled ‘“‘An act granting a pension to Jesse 
MeMillan,” received by the President May 27, 1896, by striking out 
the word ‘‘ Infantry” and imserting the word ‘‘ Cavalry,” and that 
the pension provided for in that act be paid from the 8th of June, 
1896. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CLARK W. HARRINGTON, 


The bill (S. 1647) to increase the pension of Clark W. Harring- 
ton, late sergeant of Company I, Ninety-third New York Infantry, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘‘receives,” to strike out 
‘‘ under certificate No. 176674;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized directed to pay to Clark W. Harrington, of Knobview, Craw- 
ford County, Mo., late of Company I, Ninety-third New York Infantry, a pen- 
sion of $50 per month from and after the passage of this act, in lieu of the 
pension which he now receives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrésséd for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH J. HUDSON. 


The bill (H. R. 4363) to increase the pension of Joseph J. Hud- 
son was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
‘* seventy-two ” and insert “‘fifty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Joseph J. Hudson, late a 


Spember of Company I, One hundred and tenth Regiment of Illinois Infantry, 
rom twenty-four to fifty dollars per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MISS JENNIE E. MOORE. 


The bill (H. R. 6247) to granta pension to Miss Jennie E. Moore 
‘was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, after the word ‘‘ Infantry,” to strike out 
‘‘and Lovina J. Moore, his wife, now both dead;” and in line 10, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert 
**twelve;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension lgws, the name of Miss Jennie E. Moore, orphan 

rmmneaey helpless invalid daughter of Charles E. Moore, late private of 


ompany Twenty-fifth Regiment Dlinois Volunteer Infantry, and grant 
her a pension of $12 per month. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


BENNETT 8. SHAUG. 


The bill (H. R. 1018) to increase the pension of Bennett S. 
Shaug was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place upon the pension roll the name of Bennett S. Shaug, late 
a private of Company K, Fifteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in 
Mexican war, at $30 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN O’HARA, 


The bill (S. 2992) granting a pension to Ellen O’Hara was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘“‘ Infantry,” to insert ‘‘and 
pay her a pension of $8 a month;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authoyized and directed to place on the pension roll, suhiect to the provi- 
sions und limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen O’Hara, widow 

f John O'Hara, late of Company A, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer 
antry, and pay her a pension of $8 a month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN AMREIN, 


The bill (S. 2975) granting a pension to John Amrein was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘‘ month,” to insert “in lieu 
of the pension he is now receiving;” so as to make the bill read: 

‘Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Pensions be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of John Amrein, late captain 
Company B, Twenty-eighth ent Ohio Infantry Voluriecers, and ca: 
tain, Fourth Regiment Veteran Reserve Co on the pension roll of the 
United States at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now 
receiving, for disabilities contracted while in the service of the United States. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend after the word “ disabili- 
ties,” in line 9, by striking out ‘‘ contracted while in the service of 
the United States.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

: GEORGE W. SMITH. 

The bill (S. 3329) to inces@) pee pension of George W. Smith, 
late a captain, Seventh Reg#*"én? New Jersey Infantry Volunteers, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
“seventy-two” and insert ‘‘fifty;” and in the same line, after the 


word “month,” to insert “in lieu of the pension he is now receiy- 
ing;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is h 
directed to place the name of George w. Smith, late a captain Seventh Rect 
ment New Jersey Infantry Volunteers, on the pension roll at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The amendments were -to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
MRS, SARAH TOWNSEND. 
The bill (S. 2950) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Townsend 
was cwnaieleed as in Commtites of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 5, after the name ‘‘ Townsend,” to insert ‘a 
rivate in Capt. C. C. Coffey’s Independent Company, Florida 
olunteers;” and in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to insert 
‘eight;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Sarah 
Townsend, widow of Noah Townsend, a private in = OC. C. Coffey's Inde- 
pendent Company, Florida Volunteers, who served in Mexican war, at tlre 
rate of $8 per month from the passage of this act. 


The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PATSEY E. BROADDUS. 

The bill (H. R.4481) granting an increase of pension to Patsey 
E. Broaddus, of Marion, Kans., was considered as in Committeo 
of the Whole. It proposes to pay a pension of $30 per month, in 
lieu of the pension now receiv ae to Patsey E. Broaddus, of 
Marion, Kans., widow of Green B. F. Broaddus, late first lieu- 
tenant of eee H, First Kentucky Cavalry, Mexican war, and 
major Eighth entucky Volunteer Infantry in the late war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN R. ROW. 


The bill (H. R. 3380) granting an increase of pension to John R, 
Row, of Toronto, Kans., was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to increase the sion of John R. Row, of 
Toronto, Kans., late of Company B, Third Illinois Infantry, Mexi- 
can war, and to pay him a a of $30 per month in lieu of the 
pension now received by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MISS MARY HAYNE. 

The bill (S. 2713) granting a pension to Miss Mary Hayne was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Miss Mary Hayne, late a hospital 
nurse in the United States Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md., and 
to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY B. CONWAY. 

The bill (S. 2177) granting increase of pension to Henry B. Con- 

Way was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

he bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
‘**thirty” and insert ‘‘ twenty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension non abies to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of He: B. Conway, late of 
Venere F, Second Illinois Volunteers, Mexican war, at the rate of $20 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
™ The bill was ordered to be ngrossed for a third readi d 

e bill was or e ora ng, rea 
the third time, and passed. 
EMILY ELLIOTT. 


The bill (H. R. 5855) granting a pension to Emily Elliott was 
considered as in Commi of the Whole. It to place on 
the pension roll the name of Emily Elliott, the permanently help- 
less daughter of Joseph Elliott, late quarter gunner, United States 
Navy, in the Florida war, private Company E, First ment 
Vol — in the Mexican war, and late private Company B, Sec- 
ond Regiment Maryland Volunteer Cavalry, in the war of the 
rebellion, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


Ww. er 
It proposes 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. BAGLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 1500) granting a pension to 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 











a on the pension roll, at $12 per month, the name of George 
ley. 
te eran reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ANNIE THOMPSON. 
bill (H. R. 4298) granting an increase of pension to Annie 
wucmanee a considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place _ the pension roll the name of Annie Thomp- 
son, widow of Jay Thompson, late captain of Company M, Third 
Wisconsin Cavalry, and oo a pension of $20 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GABRIEL WIDMER. 


The bill (H. R. 4267) ~—- increase of pension to Gabriel 
Widmer was conside as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
ses to increase the _— of Gabriel Widmer, late of Company 

, Twenty-third Michigan Infantry, to $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANKLIN ANDREWS. 

The bill (S. 2908) granting a pension to Franklin Andrews was 
conmtuneltal in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Franklin Andrews, late of Com- 
pany G, One hundred and first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend by inserting at the end 
of the bill the words *‘ at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HENRY SCHAFER. 

The bill (S. 2909) ees nsion to Henry Schafer was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word “‘ Infantry,” to insert ‘‘at the 
trate of $12 per month, in lieu of any pension he may now be re- 
ceiving;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place omthe pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Henry Schafer, late of Com- 


ny C, Forty-ninth ent Ohio Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $12 
Or Bedng 5 ~- of ae een he may now be receiving. 


The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, the title was amended so as to 
read: ‘A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry Schafer.” 

FREDERICK LIERMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 8688) granting a ion to Frederick Lierman 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
lace on the pension roll the name of Frederick Lierman, late 

privat Company B, Johnson County Home Guards, Enrolled 

issouri Militia, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BLUFORD REEDER. 
The bill (H. R. 2231) for the relief of Bluford Reeder was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place upon 
the pension roll the name of Bluford bedhar anal to pay Man 8 
pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS S. DAUGHERTY. 

The bill (H. R. 3333) ting a pension to Thomas S. Daugh- 
erty was considered as fa Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place upon the pension roll the name of Thomas S. Daugherty, 
late a private in pany A, in the First Regiment of Kentucky 
Cavalry, and to pay him a ion of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY ANN LAFFERTY. 


The bill (H. R. 717) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lafferty 
Was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mary Ann Lafferty, the 
surviving widow of Patrick B. Lafferty, deceased, private in Cap- 
a Crawford’s company, Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
- G. Men, Col. Thomas Williamson commanding, in Seminole 
Indian war, 1818, at $8 per month. 
sce bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
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MIRUM C, PECK, 

The bill (S. 3540) granting a pension to Mirum C. Peck was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that bill be passed over temporarily. 
I think a House bill has come over granting a pension to this same 
widow, and I have sent to the committee room for it. I shall 
desire to substitute the House bill for the Senate bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know that the other House has passed such 
a biil. Let A oe the House bill in place of the Senate bill. 

Mr. GAL GER. I will ask for the consideration and passage 
of the House bill as soon as I can obtain it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over for 
the present. 

ALEXANDER M’BRIDE. 


The bill (H. R. 6282) to increase the pension of Alexander 
McBride was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poees to place upon the pension roll the name of Alexander 

cBride, late a private in Company I, Third United States Infan- 
try, Mexican war, and also a private in Company F, Sixteenth 
Indiana Infantry Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, at $30 a 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY PELHAM. 

The bill (H. R. 4264) granting a — to Mary Pelham was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll, at $12 per month, the name of Mary Pelham, 
dependent mother of Joseph Farrer, late a private in Company I, 
Seventh Kansas Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GIDEON L. M’GINNIS. 

The bill (H. R. 6549) granting a pension to Gideon L. McGinnis 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place upon the pension roll the name of Gideon L. McGinnis, late 
a private of Company K, Thirteenth Illinois Cavalry, and to pay 
him a pension of $30: per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

. MRS. SARAH MARTIN. 


The bill (H. R. 4994) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Martin was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
Sarah Martin, widow of Jonas Martin, late private Company F, 
Twenty-ninth Michigan Infantry, the pension granted her under 
the act of June 27, 1890, by certificate No. 211127, without any 
deduction on account of pension previously granted her January 
16, 1878, by the same certificate number. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM GREER. 


The bill (H. R. 6590) granting a pension to William Greer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
upon the pension roll the name of William Greer, late of Company 
A, One hundredth Pennsylvania Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $50 per month. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALICE GARD, 


The bill (H. R. 8053) granting a pension to Alice Gard was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion roll the name of Alice Gard, of Greenfield, Hancock 
unty, Ind., at $20 per month, as the dependent and permanently 
blind sister of Mahlon B. Gard, late private of Company K, One 
hundred and twenty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY T. YOUNG. 


The bill (H. R. 6900) increasing the pension of Mary T. Young 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase to $20 per month the pension heretofore granted to Mary 
T. Young, widow of James Hamilton Young, late private in Capt. 
J. R. Swift’s company, Pennsylvania Militia, in the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MIRUM C. PECK. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I report favorably from the Committee on 
Pensions the bill (H. R. 9619) granting a pension to Mirum C. 
Peck, and ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll at $8 per month the name of Mirum C. Peck, widow 
of Hartwell B. Peck, late private Company D, Santa Fe Battalion 
Missouri Volunteers, in the war with Mexico, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that Senate bill 3540, granting a 
pension to Mirum C. Peck, be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SILAS S. WHITE. 

The bill (H. R. 4547) granting a pension to Silas S. White was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
the name of Silas 8. White, late a private in Company G, Seventy- 
seventh Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers, on the pe 
roll at $30 per month, in lieu of the pension now received by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HANNAH YAZELL,. 


The bill (H. R. 1171) to pension Hannah Yazell was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion ro!l the name of Hannah Yazell, of Hardin County, Ohio, as 
the widow of James Yazell, deceased, late of Company G, Eighty- 
second Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS J. THORP. 


The bill (H. R. 3945) granting a pension to Thomas J. Thorp 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Thomas J. Thorp, late a 
private Company K, Third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, at 
$50 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ETTA 8S. STILLSON, 


The bill (S. 3397) granting a pension to Etta 8. Stillson, widow 
of Philo B. Stillson, lientenant-colonel One hundred and ninth 
Regiment New York Volunteers, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 4, after the word “ authorized, ” I 
move to insert ‘‘ and directed.” 

The Secretary. In line 4, after the word “ authorized,” it is 
proposed to insert ‘‘ and directed;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
nuthorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Etta 8S. Still- 
son, widow of Philo B. Stillson, late lieutenant-colonel One hundred and 
ninth Regiment New York Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of the pension now paid her. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Etta S. Stillson, widow of Philo B. Stillson, lieuten- 
ant-colonel One hundred and ninth Regiment New York Volun- 
teers.” 

MELITA E. WHITE. 


The bill (H. R. 7212) to increase the ion of Melita E. White 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

lace upon the pension roll, at $42 per month, the name of Melita 
B. White, widow of Carr B. White, late colonel of the Twelfth 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and 

ALEXANDER C. MORRISON. 

The bill (H. R. 6552) granting increase of pension to Alexander 
C. Morrison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place upon the pension roll at $30 per month the name 
of Alexander C. Morrison, late a corporal in pany E, Fourth 
lowa Veteran Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OLIVE M. LEWIS. 

The bill (H. R. 6472) pas — ~ Olive M. Lewis was 
considered as in Committee of the e. It proposes to pension 
Olive M. Lewis, dependent stepmother of Edward L. Knight, late 
of the U. 8. S. Portsmouth, of United States Navy, at $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AMANDA WOODCOCK. 


The bill (H. R. 9306) granting a pension to Amanda Woodcock 
was considered as in Committe#@f the Whole. It proposes to pay 
a pension of $12 per month to Asi#inda Woodcock, of Richmond, 
Ky., widow of Robert Woodcock, deceased, late a private in the 
Fourth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry in the Mexican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MRS. SARAH A. ASPOLD. 


The bill (H. R. 1505 panes 2 gee to Mrs. Sarah 
Aspold, was as in ttee of the Whole. It ‘oa 
poses to pension Mrs. Sarah A. Aspold, of i 


Annapolis, Md., wi 
of Edward Aspold, late second assistant engineer, United 
States Navy, and late first ¢ engineer in the United States 


Revenue-Marine Service, deceased, at the rate of $15 per month, 
in lieu of the pension now received by her. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADAM DENNIS. 

The bill (H. R. 4744) to increase the pension of Adam Dennis 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

nsion Adam Dennis, late a private in Company G, Seventy-ninth 
Retenen Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $50 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he now receives, 

The bill was r to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LAURA BARNES. 
The bill (S. 3472) granting a pension to Laura Barnes was con- 
idered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was re from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“twelve” and insert ‘‘ eight;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pensio: of Mrs. widow 


nm roll the name Laura Barnes, 
of Thomas J. Barnes,late of Company K, Sixth United States Volunteer Infan- 
try, at the rate of $8 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS D. WALKER. 

The bill (H. R. 6483) granting increase gh pe to Thomas D, 
Walker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place upon the pension roll thenameof Thomas D. Walker, 
late a private in Company B, Fourth Kentucky Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was repo to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL HOLLIDAY. 


The bill (H. R. 6546) granting a pension to Samuel Holliday 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to 
place upon the pension roll the name of Samuel Hulliday. late 
sergeant of en I, Thirty-ninth Iowa Infantry, and to pay 
him a pension 0 $24, per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB BROWN. 


The bill (H. R. 6556) granting @ pension to Jacob Brown was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
upon the pension roll the name of Jacob Brown, late a private of 

y A, Fifteenth Iowa Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ARCHIBALD HUNLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 5580) granting a —— to Archibald Hunley 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Archibald Hunley, late a 
member of Company H, Thirtieth Regiment Ilinois Volunteers, 
at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELISE BLENKER. 


The bill (H. R. 4410) to increase the pension of Elise Blenker 
from $30 to $50 was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
—— to increase the pension of Elise Blenker, widow of Gen. 

is Blenker, late brigadier-general of the United States, from 
$30 — month to $50 per month. 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HESTER A. BOSTWICK, 


The bill (H. R. 4941) to pension Hester A. Bostwick was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension roll at $20 per month the name of Hester A. Bost- 
wick, widow of Burr H. Bostwick, late captain of Company K, 
Seventh Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills on the Calen- 
dar have been disposed of. What is pleasure of the Senate? 
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SAMUEL. M’ KINSEY. 


Mr. PEFFER. The bill (H. RB. granting a pension to 
Samuel McKinsey was to-day, amd of course 
does not yet oRivoced of Calendar. I ask that it may benow 
taken up and of. ‘ 

There being the Senate, as in Committee of the 


no objection, 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to 2 upon 
the pan a ee Samuel McKinsey, 
of Columbus, Kans., private in Company B, Seventeenth Reg- 
im nt of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, in lieu of pension now 
received by him. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are probably eight or ten bills on the 
Calendar which have been passed by the other House and 
by our Committee on Military Affairs. They are for the correc- 
tion of the records of soldiers, removing charges of desertion, and 
in nearly every one of the cases there have been some amendments 
re satel I trust that the Senate now, by unanimous consent, will 
take up those bills and act upon them, so that they can be sent 
back to the other House. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let us pass twoor three more ion bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senate to consider a pension 
bill reported this ee ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Missouri that the bills he has specified shall be 
considered at the present time? 


Mr. J N. After the bill I wish to have considered is dis- 
osed of. 
’ Mr. GALLINGER. After ion bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFI Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 


JOHN W. POGUE. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4875) granting a pension to John W. 
Pogue. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It to place on the 
pension roll fhe mame of John W. Pogue, late a private in Com- 
pany E, Tenth Regiment Dlinois Volunteer Infantry, at the rate 
of $24 re month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BARTON S. DAWSON. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I report favorably, from the Committee 
on Pensions, the bill (H. R. “ granting pension to Barton 8S, 
Dawson without ame ask that the bill may be con- 
sidered at the present time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Barton S. Dawson, late private in 
cae aes L, Second —— a ao Volunteer Ca , at the 
rate per month, ieu is present pension. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD S. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In behalf of my colleague on 
tee on Pensions, the Senator from Kansas gs report 
favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 5670) to increase 
= eae S. Phillips. I ask for the present consid- 

On 0) 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
. proceeded to consider the bill. se merueoss tegen on Se 

of Ri ~+ 


8. Philli 
— of “ < K, Sixty-second Regiment Hinois Vol. 
unteer Infantry, in the pension he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
vo a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HOMER C. M’CUSKEY. 
— COCKRELL. The first of the bills on the Calendar for 
hin Consideration of which we have unanimous consent is House 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
= bill (H. R. 4872) to correct the military record of Homer C. 
cCuskey, which had been from the Committee on Mili- 
peg Affairs with an amendment, in line 8, after the word “from,” 
v strike out “the muster out of said Seventh Regiment of 
Unites States Colored ” and i “October 1, 1865: 
_ oo tea the said et C. a shall a no 
> , or emolume ind subsequent to said last- 
named date;” so as to make the bill read: 
“ 1 enacted, ete.. That of desertion now stan Homer 
C. McCuskey, second lieutenant of the Regiment of United States 
Colored Troops, on the records of the War Deparracut, yt is, 


the Commit- 
Baker}, I 





Ef htoCas and the Secretary of War is hereby directed to issue tosaid Homer 


A the guid Homer ( WcCuskey shall Eepiemanteentecatee 
of any kind . to anid . receive no unty, pay, or 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ABRAHAM ©. WAUCOP. 


The bill (H. R. 5127) for the relief of Abraham O. Waucop was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to correet 
the military record of Abraham O. Waucop, late captain Company 
F, One hundred and eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, by removing the charge of absence without leave and dis- 
honorable dismissal from the service, and grant him an honorable 
discharge as of the date of May 15, 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REV. EDWIN WARRINER. 


The bill (H. R. 505) for the relief of Rev. Edwin Warriner was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
the name of Edwin Warriner on the rolls of the First Battalion 
Connecticut Cavalry Volunteers as chaplain, and to recognize him 
as of that grade and organization in the service of the United 
States from the Ist day of December, 1861, the date of his com- 
mission, to the 12th day of March, 1864, the date of the acceptance 
of his resignation by the governor of the State. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW V. SENDE. 


The bill (H. R. 2618) nting honorable discharge to Andrew 
V. Sende was considered as in Committee of the Whole. lt pro- 
to issue to Andrew V. Sende, late private Company B, 
inth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Corps, an honorable dis- 
charge, to date from the 24th day of July, 1863. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN DUNCAN, 


The bill (H. R. 4853) for the relief of John Duncan was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 4, after the word “discharge,” to 
insert “as of date April 30, 1863;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to issue an honorable discharge as of date April ‘W#), 1:68, to 
John Duncan, late of Company D, 'Twenty-fifth Missouri Infantry, and tocor- 
rect his military record accordingly as it appears in the archives of the War 
Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bil! to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PETER YOUNG. 


The bill (H. B. 6143) for the relief of Peter Young was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. . 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 7, after the word “date,” to insert 
* June 22, 1863;” and in line 8, after the word “ his,” to strike out 
the word “‘regiment” and insert ‘“‘company of,” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to correct the military record of Peter Young, late a private 
in Company K, Fifth Missouri State Muitia Cav , by removing therefrom 
the c of desertion, and grant him an honorable discharge as of the date 
June 22, 1863, when his company of the Fifth Missouri State Militia Cavalry 
was mustered out of service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 4 : 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

COMPANY I, SEVENTH IOWA INFANTRY VOLUNTEERS. 


The bill (H. R. 3772) to correct the muster roll of Company I 
of the Seventh Iowa Infantry Volunteers was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to correct the muster roll 
of Company I, Seventh Regiment of Iowa Infantry Volunteers, 
so as to show that the company was enrolled in the service on the 
15th day of July, 1861. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





/ 


EES AMIN LT 


i 
; 
i 
; 
' 
i 
: 
' 
I 


aie nena 
plague Dab hee be 


in Wher set? 


4 


ae 


Bee 


“a 


ear Netaetr sen 





1114 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 23, 





WILSON KALE. 

The bill (H. R. 1836) granting an honorable discharge to Wil- 
son Kale was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

ses to correct the military record of, and grant an honorable 
icthanes to, Wilson Kale, of Truro, Iowa, late a private in Com- 
pany G, Sixth Regiment of California Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WEAR CRAWFORD. 


The bill (H. R. 514) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Wear Crawford was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. . = : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 8, after the word “ service,” to strike 
out the words ‘‘ Provided, That no back pay or allowance shall 
become due or payable by reason of the passage of this act. Said 
discharge,”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the rary bine = a 
of Wear Crawford, late of Company G, Fifty-second Regiment of Indiana 
Infantry Veteran Volunteers, and to issue to the said Crawford an honorable 
discharge from said service, to be dated June 28, 1865: Provided, That no pay, 
bounty, or allowance shall become due or payable by virtue of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE T. STEVENS. 


The bill (H. R. 5610) for the relief of George T. Stevens, assist- 
ant surgeon Seventy-seventh New York Volunteers, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to revoke the 
order of November 11, 1862, dismissing George T. Stevens, assistant 
surgeon Seventy-seventh New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANTHONY O'GRADY. 


The bill (H. R. 3671) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Anthony oe alias John Davis, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to remove the 
charge of desertion appearing on the records against Anthon 
O'Grady, alias John Davis, late private of Company F, Nineteenth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, and to issue to him a certifi- 
cate of honorable discharge, as of Company F,, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteers, to date from April 30, 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills upon the Calendar 
within the consent given by the Senate have been disposed of. 
What is the pleasure of the Senate? 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE RIO GRANDE RIVER. 


Mr. CHILTON. Iask consent to call up the bill (H. R. 9935) 
to authorize the construction or acquisition of a bridge across the 
Rio Grande River at El Paso, in the State of Texas. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE EAST RIVER, NEW YORK. 


Mr. HILL. There isa House bill on the Calendar to extend the 
time for the construction of a bridge. The time will expire in a 
very short time, and I should like to have it passed. It is very 
short. It is the bill (H. R. 9865) extending the time for the com- 

letion of the bridge across the East River, between the city of 
ew York and Long Island, now in course of construction, as 
authorized by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1887. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WARREN HALL. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 514) for the 
relief of Warren Hall. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It confers jurisdiction 
upon the Court of Claims to hear and adjudicate the case of War- 
ren Hall as originally tried and reported in the Ninth Court of 
Claims Reports, page 170, and known as “ Hall and Roche’s Case.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING DRINKS TO INDIANS. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire 
will withdraw the motion until we can consider a little bill which 


for that 


in a The bill was reported 





ought to be passed. It is a House bill, and it relates to a question 


of public importance in the West. 


Mr. GALLINGER. What is the bill? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. It is House bill 280, to prohibit the sale of 


intoxicating liquors to Indians. 


Mr. G GER. I will temporarily withdraw the motion 


urpose. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 


asks unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill the title of 


which will be stated. 
The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 280) to prohibit the sale of 


intoxicating drinks to Indians, providing penalties therefor, and 
for other 


FESIDIN( 

The PR ING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read at length, 


subject to objection. 


The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 


ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded toits consideration, 


Mr. HILL. What is the act of 1892 which is proposed to be re- 


pealed in part? I should like to know in what respect the bill 
proposes to chan 


ge the existing law. 

rt. PETTIGREW. I will say to the Senator from New York 
that the bill ny + broadens the scope of the exi: law. Un- 
der the existing law it appears that we do not define intoxicating 
liquors sufficiently, so that persons sold to the Indians liquors un- 
der different names—bottles of brandied peaches, for instance, 
which had more brandy than peaches; Fa which had more 
alcohol than ae , and so on. e bill covers cases of 
that sort where such liquors are sold to Indians under the guise 
of food, etc. 

Mr. CHILTON. Does it extend to allottees? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, it applies to Indians who hold lands 
unanimously by the Com- 
mittee on ian Affairs, and was recommended by the Indian 
Rights Association at their last meeting in this city. 

Mr. HILL. It is pretty broad, pete ale, beer, extract, bit- 
ters, compounds, preparation, or any article—— 

Mr. BACON. ch intoxicates. 

Mr. HILL. Which produces intoxication. It does not say 
‘* which intoxicates,” but ‘‘ which produces intoxication.” How- 
ever, I ve the committee gave it due consideration, and | 
shall not object. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

QUARANTINE STATION AT ASTORIA, OREG. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I rose — to move an adjournment, but 
the Senator from Oregon (Mr. McBride] has a bill which he says 
will not be objected to, and I yield tohim. After that bill is dis- 
posed of, I shall move an adjournment, feeling that we have 


already gone rather far under the agreement made at the begin- 


oa of the session to-day. I will yield now to the Senator from 
gon. 

Mr. McBRIDE. I will state to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that if he regards the calling up of an unobjected bill on the 
Calendar as a violation of the agreement, I shall not ask that the 
bill be taken . 

Mr. GAL GER. No. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. McBRIDE. I ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 2487) 
providing for the establishment of a quarantine station at or near 
Astoria, Oreg. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, in section 1, line 6, after the word “station,” to 
insert ‘‘at or near Astoria, Oreg., and for the maintenance of said 
station,” and in line 8, after the word “‘ and,” to strike out ‘‘ ninevy- 
seven” and insert ‘‘ ninety-eight;” so as to make the section read: 


That the sum of $30,000 is hereby appropriated for the purchase of site, 
erection of buildings, pier, disindecling apnerehen, launch, and other appur- 
tenances, for the esta ment of a quarantine station at or near Astoria, 


; station, during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1898, said stati tained and operated under the provisions 
of the quarantine laws of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask if the bill has been rec- 
ommended by the United States Marine-Hospital Service? : 

Mr. McBRIDE. Thereisa haem the bill. Itis 
recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury ontty the Surgeon- 
General of the Marine-Hospital Service. The report of the com- 
mittee is before the Senate. 

The bill was repo: to the Senate as amended, and the amen4- 
ment was conc ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 52 minutes p. m.) 


the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 25, 1897, at 12 o'clock 
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SENATE. 
Monpbay, January 25, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miisury, D. D. : 
Francis E. WARREN, a Senator from the State of Wyoming, 


appeared in his seat a : 

The Secre proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 23d instant, certain information relative to an 
agreement with what is commonly known as the reorganization 
committee of the Union Pacific Railway nee respecting the 
foreclosure of the Government lien on poe of that company, 
together with a letter from the President of the United States 
under authority of which the agreement was made and foreclosure 
proceedings havecommenced, and aleo copies of the correspondence 
which embodies the agreement; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, an 
ordered to be printed. 


COST AND PRICE OF ARMOR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a supplementary 
report in the matter of the cost and price of armor, and calling 
especial attention to certain letters and reports contained therein; 
which, with the accompanying —— was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTIONS IN DELAWARE, 


Mr. BURROWS. I present a memorial signed by James G. 
Shaw, Daniel M. Wilson, Daniel J. Fooks, Presidential electors 
chosen by the people of Delaware at the general election held in 
November, 1896, declaring that in the county of Kent in said 
State 7,200 votes were polled, and that the Union Republican elect- 
oral ticket had at said election in said county a majority of at 
least 440 votes, but that the board of canvass for said county, com- 
posed of 10 Democrats and 7 Republicans, refused to count or to 
return the vote in 7 election districts, in all of which districts the 
Union Republican electoral ticket had a substantial majority; 
and that the canvass board rejected and refused to count at least 
1,992 Republican votes and 1,341 Democratic votes in said county; 
and that then the canvass board of that county removed the pre- 
siding officer, a ublican sheriff of the county, and put in his 
place the coroner of the county, a Democrat, and that the board 
as thus constituted rejected the votes of the 7 precincts that went 
Republican and counted only the returns from 8 election pre- 
cincts, all of which, with the exception of 1, went Democratic, 
and thereby converted a majority of 500 for the Republican elect- 
oral ticket into a Democratic majority of 200. Upon this certifi- 
cation the governor of the State refused to count any portion of 
the votes from Kent County; and the petitioners declare that the 
electors of said county were deprived of the elective franchise in 
the election of President and Vice-President. 

These electors therefore pray that the Congress of the United 
States may fully and fairly investigate all the matters and take 
appropriate action thereon. 

1 move that the petition be printed and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS. I present a eee P rting to be signed 
by the speaker of the house and the speaker of the senate and the 
clerk of the house and the clerk of the senate of the State of Dela- 
Ware, setting forth in substance that a republican form of govern- 
ment does not exist in the State of Delaware, that the will of the 
people has been overthrown, that a revolutionary government is 
inaugurated, that the members of the general assembly of both 
houses hold title fraudulently, and that parties are holding creden- 
tials of election to the Senate and House of Representatives which 
= illegal. The eof Delaware ap to Congress for the 
pulfillment to the State of Delaware of the United States consti- 
a guarantee of a republican form of government, averring 

7 said general election was fraudulently determined by the 
er board of canvass, and that men claiming seats in both Houses 
Th ongress bear credentials which are invalid by reason of fraud. 
Se ey therefore petition for a recount under the direction of the 
ii nate and House of Representatives, and such action as the two 

ouses ne proper to take. 

: I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Privi- 

= and Elections, and that it be printed. 
Fe t. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to say a word in 
a jn to the papers presented by the Senator from Michigan, 
bod 7 raise a grave question in regard to the vacant seat in this 
y Delaware, 


As I understand those papers, they set out the substantial facts 
as they come to me from other sources. In the county of Kent 
the returns on their face showed the Republican members elected. 
The canvassing board threw out sufficient votes to elect the 
Democratic members of the two houses from that county. Man- 
damus proceedings were commenced, but they were dismissed on 
the ground that first there should have been proceedings to cor- 
rect the returns from West Dover Hundred; but all the judges 
declared that it was the duty of the canvassing board to count 
the returns according to their face. This would have made a 
difference of 8 in the legislature of Delaware, which has but 30 
members. 

In Sussex County it is believed by the Republicans that a recount 
of the ballots actually in the boxes will show that the Republican 
members from that county were chosen. Proceedings in court 
have already been commenced to have a recount in Sussex County. 
If these contentions of the Republicans are correct, the legisla- 
ture of Delaware, which has mn organized and controls the 
State, is wholly the creation of erroneous proceedings and of 
fraud, taken together. 

I will say to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], 
whom I see rising, that it is my purpose at an early day to devise, 
if possible, a resolution of Congress, proposing some method by 
which this wholesale larceny of States and of seats of United 
States Senators in various States of the Union can be prevented. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I was just going to rise to a point of order 
and suggest that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] is not 
present, and that it is improper and unfair to present a statement 
of facts on one side when the Senator representing the State is not 
present to reply. I will simply make the point of order and call 
for the regular order of business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I regret that the Senator froni Delaware is 
not here, and I will say to the Senator from West Virginia that it 
will give me pleasure to repeat what I said when the Senator from 

laware comes into the Chamber. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iwill state that Iam certain the Senator 
from New Hampshire will have full opportunity to make those 
statements before long. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition presented by the Sena- 
tor from Michigan will be referred tothe Committee on Privileges 
and Elections and printed, in the absence of objection. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Evangelical 
Alliance for the United States of America, praying for the ratifi- 
cation of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented two petitions of Clinton Roger Woodruff, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, 
to amend the tal laws relating to second-class mail matter; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


oads. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a concurrent resolution of the legis- 
lature of Michigan, favoring the passage of House bill No. 4339, to 
establish a national military park to commemorate the campaign, 
siege, and defense of Vicksburg; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and read, as follows: 


STATE OF MICHIGAN, 
Office of the Secretary of State, ss: 


I, Joseph W. Selden, deputy secretary of state of the State of Michigan, do 
hereby certify that I have compared the annexed copy of a concurrent reso- 
lution of the legislature of the State of Michigan, approved January 20, 1897, 
and filed in this office January 20, 1897, with the original now in this office, 
—- it is a true and correct transcript therefrom and of the whole of 
such 0} L 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Michigan, at Lansing, this 22d day of January,in the year 


of our Lord 1897. 
[SEAL.] JOS. W. SELDEN, 
Deputy Secretary of State. 


A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION. 


Whereas there is now pending in Congress a bill (H. R. 4339) to establish a 
national military park to commemorate the campaign, siege, and defense of 
Vicksburg; and 

hereas the operations that culminated almost simultaneously at Gettys- 
burg and Vicksburg in July, 1863, not only mark the turning point in the 
war of the rebellion but also constitute one of the greatest epochs in the 
history of our country, and should both be commemorated in the most 
impressive and enduring manner possible; and 
ereas the establishment of a national military park at Vicksburg will 
be a most fitting and appropriate monument to the great commander whose 
genius planned these operations and directed them to a successful issue; and 

Whereas the State of ae has an especial interest in this bill for the 
reason that of her gallant soldiers seven regiments of infantry and two bat- 

ries of artillery participated in the operations it is intended to commemo- 

te: Therefore, 

Resolved by the house (the senate concurring), That the legislature of the 
State of Michigan by this concurrent resolution asks that the above-named 
bill (H. R. 4339) be during this session of Congress, and requests the 
Senators and Members of the House of Representatives in Congress from 
Michigan to labor earnestly for its e; and the secretary of state is 
hereby ted to send a certified copy of this resolution to the Senators and 
Members of the House of Representatives from Michigan, totbe Hon. THOMAS 
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B. REED, Spepker of tne House of Representatives, and to the Hon. Jomn A. 
'T. HULL, chairman of the House Committee on Military Affairs, and to the 


Senators and Representatives in Congress a; this State. 


ILLIAM D. GORDON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
THOMAS B. D TAN, 
President of the Senate. 


H. 8. PINGREE, Governor. 


Mr. BURROWS ynetentas a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the passage of the so-called 
Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petitions of Cyrus Curtis, publisher of the 
Ladies’ Home Journal, of Philadelphia; of William P. Thompson 
and 11 other citizens of Philadelphia; of the Link Belt Engineer- 
ing Company, of Philadelphia; of Hamilton & Diesinger, of Phila- 
delphia;: of J. W. Supplee, of Philadelphia; of Edwin F. Merritt & 
Co., of Philadelphia; of H. Andres, of Philadelphia; of the Charles 
E. Hins Company, of Philadelphia; of C. & J. Sasman, of Phila- 
delphia: of John T. Palmer, printer, of Philadelphia, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, and the petition of the Page Bros. Buggy 
Company, of Marshall, Mich., praying for the passage of House 
bill No 4566, to amend the Saath. laws relating to second-class 
mail ratter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

My. CULLOM presented a petition of the Minois Yearly Meet- 
ing of the Religious Society of Friends, of Chicago, Ill., praying 
for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxtcat- 
ing liquors in the Capitol building; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented the petition of A. 8. Pratt, in behalf of the 
Humane Society of Washington, D. C., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the further prevention of cruelty 
to animals in the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Furniture Commercial 
Agency, of Chicago, I1l., and a petition of the Radfors Sash and 
Door Company, of Chicago, Ill., praying for the passage of the so- 
called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty of the Chicago Theo- 
logical Seminary, of Chicago, Ill.; a petition of the Congregational 
Ministers’ Union of Chicago, Ill.; and a petition of the Evangel- 
ical Alliance for the United States of America, praying for the 
ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the memorial of J. A. Ryan, of Chicago, II1., 
remonstrating against the ratification of the arbitration treaty 
with Great Britain; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of the Commercial Exchange 
of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the establishment of a depart- 
ment of commerce and manufactures; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Evangelical Alliance for the 
United States of America, praying for the ratification of the pend- 
ing arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of W. F. Parker, of 
Franconia, N. H., and a petition of the Evangelical Alliance for 
the United States of America, praying for the ratification of the 
pending arbitration treaty wit t Britain; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Manchester, N. H., praying for the passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 2846, to protect State antigambling laws from nullifi- 
cation through interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or 
otherwise; etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Manchester, N. H., and a petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Portsmouth, N. H., praying for 
the passage of Senate bill No. 2485, to further protect first da 
of the week as a day of rest in the District of Columbia; whic 
were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem 
ance Union of Manchester, N. H., praying for the passage of - 
ate bill No. 1498, topunish the ca and unlawful knowing of a 
female under the age of 18 years in the District of Columbia; whic 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. THURSTON presented resolutions adopted by the senate 
of the State of Nebraska, expressing sympathy for the Cubans in 
their struggle for freedom; which were to lie on the table, 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the faculty of Bowdoin Col- 
lege. Brunswick, Me., praying for the ratification of the pending 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of Centra! Labor Union, No. 1, of 
Portland, Ke.., remonstrating against the provisions contained in 


Approved January 20, 1897. 


House bill No. 6399, which, it is claimed, provide for the " 

ment of American seamen; which was esliered to lie on ao 
Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of J. C. Rahe, publisher 

of the Sun, of Shelby, Nebr., remonstrating against the passage 

of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter. 

which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post. 
oads, 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the ture of the 
State of Michigan, praying for the enactment legislation to 
establish a national mili park to commemorate the campaign, 
siege, and defense of Vicks ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of the Evangelical Alliance for the 
United States of America, praying for the ratification of the pend- 
ing arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of E. H. Harner and 78 other 
members of mye Lodge, No. 14, Independent Order of 
Good Templars, of Washi n, D. C., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to amend the license law of the District of Colum- 
Sa was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. HILL presented a petition of sundry citizens of New York, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of the Boston Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation, of Boston; of F. A. Russegne, treasurer of the Boston 
Times, of Boston, and of H. Leonard & Co., all in the State of 
Massachusetts, and the petition of Thomas W. Newcomb, of 
Rochester, N. a praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lis on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present letters, in the nature of memori- 
als, from George M. Sternberg, Surgeon-General United States 
Army; Dr. 8. C. Busey, Dr. D. E. Salmon, Dr. Walter Reed, and 
others; from Seth Low, president of Columbia University of New 
York, J. W. Mallet, of the University of Virgi and other 
members of a joint committee of the medical and other scientific 
societies and educational institutions of the District of Columbia, 
remonstrating against the proposed legis!ation embodied in Senate 
bill No. 1552, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in 
the District of Columbia. I ask that the memorials be printed as 
a document as part 2 in connection with those that have hereto- 
ee presented by me on the same subject and ordered 
printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. The memorials will lie on the table, 
the bill having been reported. 

Mr. D L presented the petition of Walter Maben, A. R, 
Jacobs, and other citizens of Virginia, pra that authority be 
granted to the Washington, Arlington and Falls Church Railway 
Company to widen the Aqueduct Bri and to extend a single 
track for electric street car purposes only across the bridge to the 
new Union Station, Washington, D. C.; which was to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the dairymen and shi of 
milk of Herndon, Va., remonstrating against the of te 
bill No. 3388, re; ting the shipment of milk into the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented the memorial of W. C. Curtis & Son, publish- 
ers of the Weekly Mecklenburg News, of Boydton, Va., and the 
memorial of T. M. Broadus, druggist, of Gordonsville, Va., remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Loud dill, relating to 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the retail clerks of Richmond, 
Va., praying for the establishment of a Government postal tele- 

aph system; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 

ces and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I present the memorial of John L. Smith- 
——— Paul J. Pelz, architects of the building for the Library 
of gress, making certain statements ing the architec- 
ture of that building. I move that the memorial be printed, and 
referred to the Select Committee on Additional Accommodations 
for the Library of Congress. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. a letter from Edward Fiad, presi- 
dent of the Engineers’ Club, of St. Louis, Mo., accompanied by & 
petition from that club, praying for the maintenance of deep-water 
navigation at the mouth of the Mississippi River. I move that 
the letter and accompanying petition be printed, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petitions of Lucius S. Landreth, 
of Halpen, Green & Co., of James W. Cooke & Co., of Schell, Tay- 
lor & treth, of Parvin & Co., of C. Hulburt & 
Co., of Einwochter & Wyeth, of Thomas P, Conard, of John F. 











Soby, of Miller & Mooney, of John Blakely, publisher of the 
Evening Star, of David J. Blank, of H. Gawthrop & Co., of John 
W. Francis and J. E. Sterrett, of Biddle, Bernstein & Co., of 
Thomas Roberts & Co., of J. L. Shoemaker & Co., of the Sharp- 
less Dyewood Extract ee a the Union Trust Cungane, of 
Luis Bremer’s Sons, of David tley & Co., of John M. Watts’s 
Sons, of Bradler & Co., of Miller & Sons Company, of Luk- 
ens Bros., of The American and Review, Eben C. 
Jayne, of Brice, Monges & Co., of Ivin, Dietz & Metzger Company, 
of the Guarantee Trust and Safe Deposit Company, of Hance 
Bros. & White, of Tattrall Vandaling, of the Guarantee Com- 
any of North American, of the George W. Brabon Com ny of 
Elander & Bro., of Burgin & Son, of Ziegler Bros., of A. N. Wirg, 
ef Krause, Ingham & Heister, of Shaw & Ewing, of Edmund A. 
Souder, of David Henephin, of William H. Staake, of Ropham 
Gerstley & Co., of Robert A. Sinclair, of William H. Hoskins, 
of Croxton, Wood & Co., of William S. Emley, of Harold C. 
Peirce, of Leas & McVitty, of Charles Bond, J. Milton Colton, of 
Hughes & Miller, of the Philadelphia Grain Elevator Company, 
of Charles M. Taylor’s Sons, of Harvey, Moland & Co., of 
William H. Deisroth, of William Conway, of F. G. Percival & 
Co., of Henry A. Dreer Company, of Edwin F. Merritt & Co., 
of Vail Bros., of Jones Eavenson & Sons, of the Wolff Chemical 
Company, of John T. Palmer, of Charles Noble & Co., of the Key- 
stone Plaster Company, of J. M. Melling & Sons, of Halstead & 
Spencer, of James 8. Mason Company, of Duling, Buek & Co., of 
Wilson & Bradbury, of the Milbourne Mills pany, of the 
Partrick & Carter Company, of James Gopsill’s Sons, of 
Fallows, of the Ho . Middleton es, of Young 
Newman, of Thomas Watts & Bro., of Malco enry, of Loos 
& Dilworth, of the J. Lansing Mines Company, of the Horn & 
Brannen Manufacturing rey of Fritson Mitchell, of Walter 
O. McJutson & Co., of Gu . Emlen, of William H. Thompson, 
of the Standard Steel Works, of Hunter & Dickson, of Z. F. Ful- 
ler & Bro., of Atmore & Son, of Gray’s F Fidelity and Boiler 
Company (Limited), of McMurray & Co., of Samuel Sternberger 
& Co., of the Pioneer Suspender Company, of James Boyd, of 
W. T. Smith & Sons, of the North Brothers Manufacturing Com- 
pany, of J. Warren Hale, of Henry 8. Hale, president of the Hale 
& Lilburn Manufacturing Company, of the Hunting, Park Avenue 
and Pennsylvania and ing Railroad, of Wetherill & Bro., of 
the Thackara Manufacturing Company, of Wilson & Baker, of 
Thomas Rickers & Co., of J. B. Allen, of Hamill & Cartright, 
of William Boekel & Co., of E. A. Corbin, of the West Philadel- 
phia Title and Trust Company, of Charles H. Nickels & Co., of 
Sune & Scott, of Shields & Bro., of Estleman & Craig, of Paxson, 
Comfort & Co., of Francis T. Sibley, of the Pratt Food Company, 
of Fisher, Bruce & Co., of the G. S. Lovell Clock Company, of 
Hamilton & Deisinger, of Finery, Acker & Co., of H. Frysinger, 
of A. C. Varneso, L. Ross, Elizabeth Dagg, and Mrs. A. 
E. Lyle; of Mrs. M Van Houten, Mrs. Sadie Dodson, Mrs. 
Annie L. Groh, and Mrs, Mary ee of the Electric Pro- 
tection Company, of James Smith & Co., of Edward K. Tryon, jr., 
& Co., of William P. Thompson, of Max Levy, of Samuel Kind, 
of Jos. D. Conner, of the American Carpet Trade, published at 
Philadelphia, of Sylvan Dalsimer & Sons, of Henry C. Ellis, and 
sundry other citizens, all of the “<< Philadelphia, Pa., and a 
petition of the faculty of the York Collegiate Institute, of York, 
Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating 
to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of Tiffany Bros., publishers of 
the Examiner, of Nicholson, Pa., and a memorial of the publi- 
cation committee of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Polyclinic, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Joint Diocesan Sunday School Lesson Committee of the 
P rotestant Episcopal Church, represented by over 200 members 
from 56 dioceses, and from the herhood of St. Andrew, now 
= Session at Philadelphia, Pa., and a petition of the Chamber of 

ommerce of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the ratification of the 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were re- 

erred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
eum also presented A the tition f HL. A. Fry & Co, and 98 other 

usiness firms 0 iladelphia, Pa., praying for the passage o 

= cain Torrey bankruptcy bill; Which was ordered to lie on 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
jit: FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
an —— the bill (H. R. 9149) to regulate the establishment 
St Submarine a cable lines or systems in the United 
ig reported it without amendment. 
ant VILAS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
_the bill (H. R. 6834) to prevent the purchasing of or 
in claims against the Federal Government by United 
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States officers, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. STEW ART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. ALLEN on the 20th 
instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, with the accompany- 
ing report; which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 3591) to increase the pension 
of Daniel Phillips, of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Wiscon- 
sin Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 3592) for the relief of 
Marcus Bain; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW intreduced a bill (S. 3593) granting settlers 
the right to make second homestead entries; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 3594) granting a pension 
to Loughlin F. Maginn; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (8S. 3595) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Catherine R. Brown, widow of Joseph B. Brown, 
a — in the Army; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
fe to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3596) granting a pension to Moses 
M. Crants which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3597) providing that no 
person shall be tried in the courts of the United States for acts in 
aid of the Republic of Cuba; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (5. 3598) to correct the military 
record of James Irwin, alias James Williamson; which was read 
— by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a se 3599) granting a pen- 
sion to Annie Fowler; which was r twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3600) to make disposition 
of the increment and accretions upon the sums reserved by the 
Department of State from the fund received by the United States 
upon the account of the payment of the awards of the late Spanish 
and American Commission, and to pay and distribute the 
same; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


UNLAWFUL COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF TRADE. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 3545) amendatory to an act entitled “An act 
to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and the sey- 
eral acts amendatory thereof; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SECOND-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 4566) to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 





OPIUM HABIT IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that 500 copies of the bill (S. 3575) 
to regulate the sale of poisons in the District of Columbia, and of 
Document No. 74, relating to the opium habit in the District of 
Columbia, may be printed for the use of the Senate Committee on 
the District of Columbia, there being numerous calls for the bill 
and the accompanying document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In theabsence of objection, it will be 
so ordered. 


PROPOSED PACIFIC RAILROADS INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Isubmita resolution, and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the Vice- 
President, whose duty it shall be to investigate the issue of patents for lands 
of the United States to the Pacific railroads and tothe California and Oregon 

ilroad. Said committee shall alsoinvestigate and report to the Senate the 
amount due the sinking fund of the Union and Central Pacific roads on account 
of subsidies paid the Pacific Mail Steamship Company by said roads and 
deducted from the gross earnings of said sends and charged to the operating 
expenses. 

hat said committee shall have power to send for persons and papers, to 
administer oaths, and to examine witnesses under oath, touching the matters 
which they are hereby empowered to investigate, and may hold their sessions 
during the recess of the Senate, and may appoint a clerk for said committee, 
and the necessary and proper expensesincurred in the execution of this order 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers approved 
by the chairman of said committee. 

Mr. HALE. The resolution goes to the Committee on Contin- 
gent Expenses under the rule. 3 2 ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. _I ask that it may lie over until to-morrow, 
and then I will ask to have it referred, if that is the rule. 

Mr. HALE. The rule imperatively declares that all such reso- 
lutions must be referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 
There is no doubt about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is a correct statement of the 
rule. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. Then the resolution may go 
to the committee at once. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Military Academy appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9707) 
making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thepending questionis on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. 
The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the endof line 4, page 2, insert the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter, whenever the corps of cadets, United States 
Military Academy, is ordered upon military duty away from West Point, 

. Y., the necessary expenses for transportation, quarters, and subsistence 
-— said corps shall be paid from the appropriations for the support of the 

Mr.THURSTON. Mr. President, it seems to me that the oppo- 
sition to this amendment is proceeding upon an unfair basis. I 
do not understand that there is anything whatever in the amend- 
ment which has any connection with the inauguration exercises 
to be heid in this city on the 4th of March next. 

The cadets at the West Point Military Academy are a part of 
the Army of the United States. They are subject to the direction 
of the Executive and of the Secretary of War. Unquestionably 
there may arise occasions when it is proper and wise that the 
President or the Secretary of War should direct that the cadets or 
some of them be transferred from one part of the country to an- 
other. There might arise occasions when such an order would 
not only be wise, but would be almost a matter of necessity. It 
ought to be true that the appropriations for the subsistence of the 
Army of the United States should be equally at the disposal of the 
War Department to take care of the cadets of the West Point Mili- 
tary Academy if ordered to some other part of the country as the 
appropriation would be at the disposal of the Secretary of War if 
another part of the Army of the United States was ordered tosome 
other part of the country. 

It seems to me that in bringing in the question of the participa- 
tion of the cadets in the inaugural ceremonies in this city we are 
unjustly and unfairly approaching the consideration of the pend- 
ing amendment. On the ground that the cadets are a part of the 
Army of the United States, that their subsistence ought to be pro- 
vided for in the same way as the subsistence of any other part of 
the Army, and on the further ground that this question properly 
has nothing to do with the presence of the cadets at the inaugural 
ceremonies to be held in this city, it seems to me that the amend- 
ment should prevail. 

But beyond that, Mr. President, it has been suggested upon this 
floor that a great injury may be worked to the educational ad- 
vantages or opportunities of the West Point cadets by ordering 
them away from the Academy for one week and from the consid- 
eration of their daily lessons to participate in this the grandest 
pageant that can be seen in a government of the people. If ason 
of mine were a cadet at the Mili Academy of the United States 
there is no lesson in which I should so anxiously wish him to par- 
ticipate as the grand inaugural ceremonies incident to pre pee 
in the office of President of this country the man selected by the 

ple at the — where all have the right to express their choice. 
There is no other spectacle so sublime; there is no other lesson so 


instructive. There is no other memory which will so tend to in- 
spire in the hearts of these youths a love of country, a high and 
abiding patriotism, loyalty, and devotion to duty as the memory 
which will enable them to say in the years to come, ‘ This splen- 
did ceremony we saw, and of it we were a ay 

As an educational proposition alone, Mr. ent, I know noth- 
ing which would be so good for the West Point cadets as to have 
them participate in every inaugural ceremony of a President of 
the United States. This opportunity can only come once in the 
Academy course of any cadet. When it does come, Mr. President, 
it seems to me that if I were the officer of this Government hay- 
ing the power of direction I would say that that opportunity ought 
not to be missed by any of those young men who are entered there 
expecting to devote their whole lives to the services of this Goy- 
ernment. I see no harm that could possibly come from it. 

And, Mr. President, let me say, without intending to reflect 
upon anything that has been said here, or upon any Senator who 
has made opposition to this amendment, that it does seem to me 
it is a very small matter for anyone upon this floor to object to 
the amendment by bringing in the question of the success of the 
great inaugural demonstration that is to be held in this city on 
the 4th day of March next. There is no man in this country of any 
political party, high or low, black or white, whose heart should 
not beat high with the hope that the inaugural ceremonies of a Pres- 
ident of the United States should be as grand, as magnificent, as 
core, and as general in celebration as they can possibly be made. 

or the purpose of permitting the Executive of this nation to be 
left free in the exercise of his own views as to whether the cadets, 
that are a part of the Army and at his di , Shall be brought 
here, it seems to me the amendment should prevail. 

Mr. MILLS. The other day my friend from Indiana [Mr. Tvr- 
PIE] gave notice that he would address the Senate this morning 
after the routine business, and I ask that the pending business 
may be laid aside until we can hear him. 

Mr. HALE. We shall get through with the appropriation bill 
very soon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent that the pending bill be laid aside in order that the 
Senator from Indiana may address the Senate. Is there objection? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think the bill will take but a very few 
moments, for this is the only important matter in it yet to be 
brought before the Senate for consideration. 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Indiana gave his notice before 
the Senator from South Dakota called up his bill, and I think it is 
a courtesy to that Senator that the Senator from South Dakota 
should yield for the present. 

Mr. PETTIGRE I shall not object, but it seems tome we . 
could dispose of the bill in the next ten minutes. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not think we could. 

Mr. PETTIGREW.” I should like very much to do so. 

Mr. WHITE. Ido not think we could close this matter in ten 
minutes. I am confident we could not. 

Mr.STEWART. No. Several Senators want to make remarks 
on the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
request of the Senator from Texas that the pending bill be laid 
aside in order that the Senator from Indiana may address the Sen- 
ate. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the Senator 
from Indiana will proceed. 


INDEPENDENCE OF CUBA. 


Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I call up the joint resolution 
reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
joint resolution indicated, which will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (S. R. 163) acknowledging 
the independence of Cuba. 

Mr. TURPIE addressed the Senate. After having spoken for 
some time— 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLancHarp in the chair). 
The Senator from Indiana will please suspend. The hour of 2 
o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business, which is the bill (S. 3247) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to ee the Maritime Canal Company of Nicara- 
gua,” —— ebruary 20, 1889. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask unanimous consent that that bill may g° 
over as the unfinished business until to-morrow at 2 o’clock; and 
I further ask unanimous consent that the Senator from Indiana 
Mr. Turpie] be allowed toretain the floor until he has concluded 
‘Mr HOAR. ‘What becomes of the special order? 

r. . a mes of the order 
Mr. MORGAN. What is the aeananaeied 
Mr. HOAR. The bankruptcy bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The Senator from Alabama asks 


unanimous consent that the unfinished business, which is the 











Nicaraguan Canal bill, go over without prejudice until 2 o'clock 
to-morrow. Isthere objection? The Chairhearsnone. The Sen- 
ator from Alabama also asks the unanimous consent of the Senate 
that the Senator from Indiana be allowed to conclude his remarks. 
Is there any objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. VILAS. I was going to su to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts that he also ask unanimous consent that the special 
order stand over until to-morrow with the same rights which it 


has for to-day. s 

Mr. ALDRICH. Special orders always stand over without 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. VILAS. But the special order does not stand over with the 
same rights it has now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No unanimous consent is required for a special 
order. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the bankruptcy bill 
be taken up immediately after the conclusion of the Nicaragua 
measure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is 
not here. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall not press the bill in his absence, I merely 
want to have it read; that is all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. After the disposition of the Nicaragua Canal 
bill? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks the unanimous consent of the Senate that the bank- 
ruptcy bill be taken | immediately after the conclusion of the 
Nicaraguan Canal bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and itis so ordered. The Senator from Indiana will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. GEAR. I did not wish to object, but I want to call the 
attention of the Senator from Massachusetts to the fact that there 
is a very important bill pending here, which has been reported for 
a long time, the bill regulating the debts of the Union Pacific 
Railroad. I think that bill should have the precedence, and I 
would be glad if it should be given. It will take but a short time 
to dispose of the bill. It is the unanimous report of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WHITE. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
if that is the bill which is similar in form to the bill which was 
defeated in the House of Representatives? 

Mr. GEAR. No, sir; not at all. It is what is called the com- 
mission bill. I am informed by the Senator from Massachusetts 
that he will consent, if the bankruptcy bill is brought up, to lay 
. temporarily aside for that bill, and therefore I withdraw my 
objection. 

Mr. WHITE. There will be objection to taking up the com- 
mission bill—the railroad bill. 

Mr.GEAR. That is all right. 

The a G OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana will 
proceed, 

INDEPENDENCE OF CUBA. 

Mr. TURPIE resumed his speech. After having spoken for 
nearly an hour, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana will sus- 
pend, that the Chair may lay before the Senate a message from the 
President of the United States. 

a speech will be found in the Recorp of Jan- 
ry <0. 


IMPRISONMENT ABROAD OF NATURALIZED CITIZENS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
= Senate So the United States: 

2 transmit herewith, in response to the Senate lu ti f December 21, 
a. addressed to the wehare at State, a report of ‘that, officer ening a 

st of persons claiming to be citizens of the United States who have been 
arrested on the Island of Cuba since February 24, lees, te the present time. 

_ GROVER CLEVELAND. 

SCUTIVE MANSION. 
u ” Cay January 25, 1897. 
r.CALL. Lask essage Presi i 
for the use of the cae eee = exsbaroupeig 
© The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message will be referred to the 
committee on Foreign Relations and printed. 

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE CRISP, 

—s GORDON. Mr. President—— 

a te VICE-PRESIDEN T. The hour of 3 o’clock having arrived, 
© Chair lays before the Senate resolutions of the House of Rep- 
Tesentatives, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

IN THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 16, 1397. 
aie ee ‘vhat the business of the House be now suspended, that sonarus 


y be given for tri 
late a Representative trom: omy State of Gone of Hon. CHARLEs F. Crisp, 
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Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memo 
recognition of his eminent abilities as a distin ed public servant, the 
House, at the conclusion of these memorial p ngs, shall stand adjourned. 
Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 
Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to communicate a copy of these 
resolutions to the family of the deceased. 


Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, I submit the resolutions which 
I send to the desk. 
The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended, that oppor- 
tunity may be given for tributes to the memory of the Hon. CHARLEs F. 
Crisp, late a prpeenentetee from the State of Georgia. 

Resolved, That as a further tribute to his memory and in recognition of his 
distinguished ability as a public servant, the Senate, at the conclusion of 
these memorial ceremonies, shall stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives; and 

Resolved, That the Secretary be instructed tocommunicate a copy of these 
resolutions to the family of the deceased. 


a VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions are before the Sen- 
ate. 


of the deceased, and in 


Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, during the last session of Con- 
gress, and near its close, I met on this floor for the last time the 
great Georgian in whose honor we speak, and whose death an 
appreciative people so sincerely mourn. Were it permissible to 
refer to the purpose which brought him from the other end of 
the Capitol it would reveal, as his every act, public and private, 
revealed, the innate nobility of the man. 

CHARLES FREDERICK CRISP was born in England, but was 
transferred before his first anniversary to his future home in 
southwest Georgia. Richly endowed with native abilities and 
notably with those attributes of character so quickly and infalli- 
bly discerned by the open-hearted people of that section, in his 
early manhood he commanded their respect and enlisted their 
support. In a district where competition was an impassable bar- 
rier against mediocrity, he rose steadily and rapidly in their es- 
teem and confidence until he held, without a rival, the supreme 
place in their affections. 

Mr. President, if it be true that our temperament and sensibili- 
ties and character are permanently affected by the scenes amidst 
which we are reared, this fact would in some measure explain the 
strikingly attractive characteristics of our deceased friend. His 
youthful imagination, his gentle nature, receptive and impressi- 
ble, received their earliest touches and strongest tints from the 

uliar civilization, the sunlight, and soft air of that genial clime. 
is childhood was passed in a yaa where an unaffected cor- 
diality was the genius of social life, where daily associations were 
elevating and refining, and where all nature tended to soften the 
heart and lift the soul—where home was the synonym of hospital 
ity, and where every open field, made beautiful by the white, the 
yellow, and the crimson cotton blooms, was rimmed by majestic 
pines, whose weird music, like the distant murmur of the sea, 
tranquillized the spirit and turned the thoughts to God. 

He was soldier, lawyer, solicitor, judge, national legislator, and 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. In all these positions 
of responsibility and trust, in the holier relations of Christian, 
husband, and father, through all the stages of a great career, in 
all the activities of life, he was brave, unselfish, strong, and pure. 
English by birth and blood, he was American in thought, senti- 
oo, and purpose—in every throb of his brain and fiber of his 

ing. 

The achievements of his maturer years were but the fulfillment 
of his early promise. The courage and consecration of the youth- 
ful soldier were but the prophecies of the career and crown of the 
illustrious statesman. 

At the age of 16 he won a commission in the Confederate army 
under “Stonewall” Jackson. He was with that phenomenal sol- 
dier when he fell in the Wilderness. He marched with him, 
fought under him, felt the power of his majestic presence, and 
caught inspiration from his dazzling genius and from that inflex- 
ible Christian faith and fortitude which are better than genius, 
Beardless boy as he was, CHARLES F. Crisp met the hardships 
and dangers of the field with the nerve of a veteran, and endured 
the privations of prison with the patience of a philosopher. 

Mr. President, a character so symmetrical and complete as 
Speaker Crisp’s deserves to be studied and imitated. Called toan 
unusual number of positions, he was efficient in all, and in many 
excelled. Doubtless this very diversity in his active life, like ex- 
ercises in training schools for the development of complete phys- 
ical manhood, was a source of strength in his mental and moral 
equipment. 

As a soldier, he learned obedience to constituted authority, the 
necessity of promptness, the value and power of organized effort. 

As a lawyer, he was taught the efficacy of analysis and of that 
close, clear, and forceful style of reasoning from premise to con- 
clusion which constitute the strength and charm of his public 
utterances. 

As State’s attorney, it was his duty to analyze and denounce 
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crime and to bring the perpetrators to punishment, and he dis- 
charged that duty with absolute fidelity and marked ability. 

As judge, he was charged with the high function of declaring 
the law protecting the citizen’s rights, his property, his life, and 
his liberty, and no man ever met these grave obligations more con- 
scientiously and bravely. The judicial ermine never rested upon 
worthier shoulders, nor was it ever kept whiter or more immacu- 
late. 

As member of the National Congress, he was confronted by the 
gravest problems of government, and hesupported or antagonized 
measures With an eye single to the welfare of the people. 

As Speaker he had placed in his hands a power greater in many 
important particulars than that intrusted to the President, and he 
wielded it, in the judgment of political friend and opponent, with 
an ability rarely equaled and a courtesy and an impartiality never 
surpassed. 

As professing Christian he assumed obligations to the Chris- 
tian church and to its Divine Founder and Head which he never 
disowned and never dishonored. 

Mr. President, there remains but one other phase of our de- 
ceased friend's life of which I wish briefly to speak. In those sta- 
tions to which I have already alluded his record was far more 
conspicuous and related itself to a vastly wider constituency. 
The responsibilities of those public stations, so faithfully met, 
were to his country, to society, and church. The honors he won 
by a great career and a noble life are the heritage of the whole 
American people. But the realm into which I now enter, while 
far more circumscribed, is infinitely more sacred than any except 
the church itself. It is due to the occasion, due to my own sense 
of propriety, to say that the curtain is drawn from the sanctua 
of my friend's domestic life by a reverent hand, and that the deli- 
cate task is legitimately sanctioned; but it is also due to his mem- 
ory and to those whom he loved above honors and held dearer 
than life to say that no home ever lost a nobler head than the 
home of CHARLES F. Crisp. 

Great and lasting as are the honors he won in the public serv- 
ice, sincere and just as are the eulogiums pronounced by his asso- 
ciates in Congress, earnest and universal as are the benedictions 
of his people, and precious as will be this heritage to the unspeak- 
ably bereaved wife and children, yet his constant, daily acts of 
unselfish devotion as husband and father are to them the richest 
and most cherished legacy. His unfailing solicitude and tender- 
ness exhibited throughout his busy, absorbing career, and singu- 
larly manifested in the very hour of dissolution, when his tongue 
was no longer capable of utterance, will constitute to this stricken 
household the sweetest and most hallowed memory. 

The life of such a man, Mr. President, is a sermon, a psalm, an 
inspiration. The death of such a man isa bereavement to society, 
to the State, tothe Republic. Both his life and his death to those 
of us who served with him and who now survive him are full of 
encouragement and at the same time of warning—of encourage- 
ment te virtuous living in the discharge of duty, and of solemn 
warning to be ready for the inexorable summons of the mute 
messenger, who will come we know not how nor when, but will 
come surely and come to all. 

Standing in the gloom of this national loss, the radiance of the 
highway he trod becomes the more plainly visible. From its 
opening toits close his career was one of unbreken success. From 
year to year, from station to station, from one official height to 
another still higher, his shining course was a constant, continuing 
ascent, with no blemish to mar, no stain to dim its luster. Hold- 
ing the great office of Speaker, he declined a seat in this Chamber 
tendered him by the governor of his State. Though landably 
ambitious to represent Georgia in this august body, he turned his 
back on ambition at the call of duty, whose every command was 
to him an imperative fiat. He died with the echoes of his last 
political victory still ringing in hisears. He died near the con- 
vening of the legislature which, in obedience to the formal! 
expressed and emphatic popular will, would have sent him tri- 
umphantly to the Senate as a partial recompense for his previous 
self-abnegation. 

Providence denied him the coveted seat in this Chamber, but 
ealled him, as we confidently hope and believe, to an infinitely 
on exalted station in the invisible, everlasting convocation of 

e just. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in response to the request 
of the distinguished senior Senator from Georgia, whose eloquent 
and touching words of eulogy have charmed our ears to-day, I 
will very briefly pay tribute to the great Georgian whose virtues 
and accomplishments are mattersof history. It was my privilege 
to serve with Judge Crisp during the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth 
Congresses, and it is an exceedingly pleasant memory that we 
were friends as well as associates during those four eventful 
years. Judge Crisp had not then risen to the high eminence as 
an orator and parliamentarian that he achieved in later years, but 


even then, almost at the threshold of his Congressional career, he 
impressed himself upon the House as a man of marvelous gifts 
and commanding powers. I recall more than one instance when 
he surprised his associates by an exhibition of tact, ability, and 
skill in the management of legislation, while his occasiona! out- 
bursts of fervid oratory are not forgotten by his fellow-members, 
At times Judge Crisp was intensely — as all strong men 
are, but he was always courteous and usually fair. The rancor 
of debate left no scars on his mind, and the turbulent waters of 
party strife did not soil the purity of his soul. Looking back 
over the years that have come and gone to the time that I parted 
with Judge Crisp at the close of the Fiftieth Congress, my 
heart goes out to him even as it did when we daily met. His 
kindly words are remembered, and his strong and pervading per- 
sonality is vividly and tenderly recalled. But the good friend, 
the courtly gentleman, the intellectual giant is no more. Atthe 
very zenith of his fame—the chosen leader of his party associates 
and the idol of his State—he was summoned from earth to the 
great beyond. CHARLES FREDERICK CRIsP has gone to his reward, 
to receive the plaudit of ‘‘ Well done, good and faithful servant.” 

Mr. President, it is a single blossom that I bring to be laid on 
the casket of my dead friend; but the tribute, though brief, is sin- 
cere and heartfelt. A man of marvelous powers, d achieve- 
ment, and noble purpose has passed away. The piace he so well 
filled in the halls of legislation is vacant; but his place in the 
hearts of his family, his friends, and his countrymen will forever 
be bright and glorious. Farewell, thou man of strength and 
grandeur; of tenderness and heroism; of mighty achievement and 
exalted purpose. Earth’s work is done, life’s fitful fever is ended, 
and the joys of a better world are the reward for the faithful per- 
formance of earth’s duties and obligations. Farewell the true 


friend, the convincing orator, the great Speaker, a fond and tender 
farewell. 


Mr. GORMAN. My purpose, Mr. President, on the present sad 
occasion is briefly to express my great personal esteem and my 
high admiration for a great leader in the public councils of our 
country, whose life added luster to American character and illus- 
trated the possibilities in American political life. 

It can not be too often noted and emphasized that there is no 
insurmountable bar to preeminence in the politics of our country 
when to personal traits of exalted character there areadded incor- 
ruptible integrity, firm resolution, and — courage. When 
these high qualities are graced with kindliness ef disposition, ur- 
banity in intercourse, and a high sense of justice and fair dealing 
toward adversaries, we have that truly American character which 
was illustrated in the public life of the late CHARLES FREDERICK 
Crisp, of Georgia. 

His early schooling was obtained in the camp, upon the march, 
and in the very forefront of the battle. It was amidst the hard- 
ships, restraints, and sacrifices incident to four years of civil con- 
flict that he laid fast and sure the foundation of self-reliance, 
indomitable resolution, and high coe which in a few years 
brought him forward as one qualified to lead and to shape the 
course of political affairs. His promotion was rapid. Admitted 
to the bar in 1866, he was raised to the bench in 1877, and from 
that high position was elected to the House of Representatives in 
1882. ‘There in committees, on the floor in debate, and in earnest 
work, he so impressed his political associates that in the Fifty- 
second Congress his party elected him Speaker of the House—the 
most exalted position within the gift of the House and second 
only to the Presidency, in point of power, in our system of Gov- 
ernment. 

These accomplished results illustrate not only the high charac- 
ter and attainments of Judge Crisp, but they emphasize the pos- 
sibilities of popular government, whose highest honors are at all 
nme open to the free competition of those who are worthy to [ill 
them. 

The public life of Judge Crisp illustrates the truth of the rema"k 
that “‘ nothing is denied to well-directed labor, and ncthing is ob- 
tained without it.” Leadership in the House exacts the most con- 
stant and assiduous labor from those who aspire to its high emprize, 
and can not be purchased at a lesser price. His administration of 
the duties of the Speakership, during periods of intense excitement 
and amid the conflicts of contending interests, left nota sting 
among his party’s adversaries nor failed to bring imtensest satis- 
faction to his supporters. He was preeminently fair, considerate, 
just, and impartial, and left the well-earned reputation of a great 
Speaker. A like career on this floor was frustrated by the rude 
hand of Death immediately after the people of Georgia had ex- 
pressed their purpose to elect him to the Senate. ; 

There must have been in such a career a dominating princip!e 
to which thought and action were at all times subordinated. \\e 
shall not improve occasions like this if we fail to eliminate the 
motive and the principle which made the publie career of Jud: 
CRISP so worthy of study and so full of noble example. He was * 
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partisan in the purest sense of that word. He had satisfied his 
conscience that more substantial good, more positive progress was 
ible to the a from the principles, measures, and organ- 


ization of the political party to which he was attached than was 
possible from any other organization. Hence his advocacy, as well 
as his opposition, was directed at all times to the triumph before 
the people of the principles and measures of his party. But that 
partisanship was destitute of every unworthy motive, free from 
all asperity, and unattended with epithet, innuendo, or ion. 
Those who differed from him listened to his earnest advocacy 
confident that it was inspired by sincerity and prompted by a 
sense of high duty. If to “ party he gave up what was meant for 
makin ons a use a a — _ that was 
best an est for the gen are of the people, the progress 
of the country, and the advancement of her civilization. 

By disposition, as well as from conviction, he was a conservative 
of that form of government and that distribution of its functions 
which under the Federal Constitution can alone render permanent 
the blessings ce a At the same time, he was 
a pronounced in his conviction that all power emanates 
from the people, and that the administration of government can 
never be safe and successful unless it be conformable to the wishes 
and opinions of the people as ——— by their representatives, 
and that the 7 and authentic expression of public 
opinion was obligatory at times upon the legislative and the 
executive departments of the Government. 

Such exalted — qualify and modify partisanship into 
patriotism and teach the lesson that intensity of advocacy is at 
all times compatible with a just consideration for the convictions 
of an adversary. That was the preeminent characteristic of the 
political career of Judge Crisp. In the most excited and embit- 
tered contests over measures like those for the repeal of the elec- 
tion laws, or the different phases of the tariff discussion, he exhib- 
ited the highest qualities of leadership, but at the same time the 
fullest recognition of the same earnestness of conviction in his 
opponents. . 

ithout the brilliancy of oratory or the es of rhetoric, his 
very earnestness and the manifest sincerity of his character became 
rsuasive and convincing, and made him a natural leader and 
is party willing and enthusiastic followers. There was in his 
personality every element which made association pleasant and 
agreeable. With warm-hearted geniality he won the affections, 
while his dignity of bearing impressed all who came within its 
influence. But there was no compromise of principle within his 
nature; what conscience as , expediency could not compro- 
mise. It was that full and complete subordination of expediertcy 
to — that carried into the Speakership the integrity of the 
judge and clothed the politician with the ermine of justice. 

It was natural that such a character should impress the people 
far beyond the borders of Georgia; hence his popularity was as 
widespread as his party, and in every State he won the respect and 
confidence alike of ocrats and Republicans. Citizensof every 
pee recognized the purity and sincerity of that “‘ hope” for ‘“ our 

loved country” when uttered by him upon being elected Speaker. 

No review of his public and private c r would do justice 
to our departed friend which did not emphasize that unselfish 
devotion to duty which declined the appointment to the Senate 
by the governor of Georgia because he was more useful to his 
party at that time in the House. The seat in the Senate was the 
goal of all his hopes, the crown of his ambition. But the oppor- 
tunity of his life came at a moment when duty to his party 
demanded its declension. He was equal to the sacrifice and set 
aside his personal otion for the good of his . There is 
a deep sadness in the fact that after such unselfish devotion to 
duty death should have robbed him of his reward, when tendered 
by the suffrages of the le of that great State of which he was 
a noble citizen and an Eeeered Representative. 

My acquaintance with him was close and intimate; my confi- 
dence in his judgment, discretion, and ability was and com- 
plete. He measured up to occasion, and never was a flaw or 
crevice found in that armor of principle, integrity, and zeal for 


ee couptry,” which enveloped him like a “‘ garment of 


= BERRY. Mr. President, I met Judge Crisp for the first time 
when I came here in 1885. He was then serving his second term 


in Con and had alzendy attracted attention as a man of 
a and high character. seeseeentiy I knew him intimately 
- know him well. We lived together in the same hotel in this 
dait or eight the sessions of Congress I saw him 
bere, ‘ I saw in his associations with his family, with mem- 
the cot Congress, and with numerous friends from all sections of 


abily ay. That he was a man of character and splendid 

a aly alk data Ba ate ak 
s du and w 

to his constituents and his country is known to all. 
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Judge Crisp was one of the few men in public life of whom it 
could be truly said that he was always equal and never superior 
to any place or station where duty called him to go. He rose 
steadily and continuously in the public estimation and grew 
greater year by year as his duties and responsibilities increased, 
and he was more honored and loved at the time of his death than 
at any time before. The most prominent and striking traits in his 
character as they appeared to me were his self-poise and remarkable 
self-control, his uniform cheerfulness, his great patience and kindli- 
ness toward all with whom hecame in contact, his quick perception, 
and great power to condense and convince in argument. I saw 
him every day and many times each day during the exciting and 
heated contest for Speaker in December, 1891. I saw him at the 
time when many of his friends thought he was beaten. I saw him 
in the hour of his victory, and no one could detect in his manner 
or bearing the least sign of despondency in the one instance or 
elation in the other. I saw him after the contest was over, when 
the pressure came upon him for committee assignments. From 
early in the morning for many days until late at night his rooms 
overflowed with members of the House of Representatives, Sena- 
tors, and many others. He saw and heard all whocame, and never 
for onemoment did helose his patience, his cheerfulness, or his kind- 
liness of manner. If he felt the criticisms and abuse which came 
from the disappointed—and he did feel it, for he told me so long 
afterwards—he made no sign and uttered no complaint, and I think 
now that it was these high and admirable qualities in his charac- 
ter that enabled him afterwards to lead and control his party so 
absolutely in the House of Representatives. Many strong men, 
a t+ men, have presided over the House of Representatives; 
but ink none of them ever surpassed Judge Crisp in his ability 
to lead and none ever had more devoted and willing followers. 
That he was a great Speaker and sed qualities that peculiarly 
fitted him for the position all will admit, but that which made 
him really great was his devotion to his duty and his love for 
country. 

These were the same qualities in his character that caused him 
when a lad of 16 years of age to march forth to battle for his home, 
his people, and the faith of his fathers, and this same devotion to 
duty and love of country remained with him in the exalted posi- 
tion he afterwards obtained. And he was as true and loyal to 
our common country and to the flag of the Republic, when pre- 
siding over the House of Representatives, as he had been true and 
loyal to the flag of the South when he upheld it and faced death 
upon the battlefield of Manassas and Spottsylvania. 

The greatest lesson taught by the life of Judge Crisp is that 
it shows the ibilities of success for the American youth. It 
is the glory of our Republic that the poorest boy in the land, if 
he has the courage to be honest and upright and the energy to 
— may aspire to any place within the gift of the American 
people. 

Judge Crisp returned from the war in 1865, a youth of 20, ab- 
solutely without means or influential friends; without the advan- 
tage of college training; ere alone upon his own resources; 
and yet at the age of 45 he served as district attorney, judge 
of the court, member of Congress, and Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, and had discharged the duties of all these gosi- 
tions in such way as to command the respect of friend and foe. 
During all of his career he never forgot the people of Georgia; those 
with whom he had marched and suffered in time of war; those 
who had been loyal and true to him in every ambition of his life. 
He never believed that he was wiser than they; he never sought 
to secure what is called a national reputation by antagonizing or 
sacrificing the people of his State. He was true to them, and they 
supported him with a devotion and unanimity seldom, if ever, 
su , 
he last contest he ever made, the last speeches he ever delivered, 
were in a contest within his own party upon a great question of 
party policy, and in this, as in the oe he was in full sympathy 
with and true to the great body of his constituents who had so 
often honored him, and they showed their appreciation by giving 
him an overwhelming majority for a seat upon the floor of the 
Senate of the United States. 

The last conversation I ever had with him was upon his return 
from that canvass, where he had met the then Secretary of the 
Interior in joint debate. He told me that his physician had insisted 
that he should quit the canvass and his regret for the necessity. 
He spoke of his failing health, the intense pain that he suffered, 
and that he feared that it was the beginning of the end. He did 
not speak of it lightly, nor did he speak of it in any gloomy or 
despondent way, but calmly and courageously, as a brave man 
would speak of something that could not be avoided and *hat he 
was y to meet without fear, but that he hoped might ve post- 
poned for the sake of those dependent upon him. 

I never saw — more devoted to his family than Judge 
Crisp. Durin the years that we lived in the same house no 
one ever heard him an unkind or impatient word to wife or 
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child. He was the intimate friend of and loved by all children; 
he was deferential to all womanhood and courteous to all man- 
hood. He was always a gentleman in his manner and deportment; 
a Southern man in his instincts and feelings; a Southern soldier 
true to that cause until its flag was furled forever. He never 
raded his services, nor did he ever express regret or offer excuse 
or the course he had pursued. When cs laid down his arms and 
ledged his word for future allegiance to this Government, he 
ept his promise in letter and spirit, and when he arose to the 
high position that he afterwards reached, he was as true and loyal 
to the Government of the United States as the men whom he had 
faced in battle. The people of the South have much cause to love 
and honor his memory, and the people of the entire nation have 
much cause to be proud of such a citizen. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, there are some reasons which have 
impressed me that I should join the people of Georgia and the 
friends of her distinguished son in paying to his memory all the 
honors which the living can pay to the dead. The remains of his 
father and mother have for many years been sleeping in the warm 
and generous bosom of Texas. Side by side with her own chil- 
dren, Texas has seen that their graves are kept green. There are 
still living in Texas those who knew intimately the father and 
mother and who cherish their memories, and who knew the son in 
his young manhood, whose name in after years became a household 
word around all their firesides. If there were no other considera- 
tions which moved me, this would constrain me to go with the 
people of Georgia and drop a flower for Texas in the grave of 
Georgia’s distinguished sun. But there are other considerations 
which to my mind make it appropriate for me to speak of him. 
During the great civil war—the greatest in the annals of man- 
kind—he and I were soldiers on the same side. We fought with 
those who lost. He served with the army which defended Vir- 
ginia, I with the army which defended Georgia. We both passed 
throngh all the vicissitudes incident to the life of a soldier. One 
by one the old gray-jackets are passing away. Even those who, 
like him, entered the service at 16 come fewer and fewer to the 
annual reunions. During the last summer I went to a reunion 
of Confederate soldiers in a county in Texas from which I had a 
company in my regiment numbering more than a hundred. Not 
many returned from the bloody fields of Tennessee and Georgia, 
and of those who did return there was not one present to call the 
roll. Asa comrade in arms, I would come to his bier and help 
his loved ones lower him to that last sleep from which only the 
reveille of Heaven shall awake him. 

In that fearful contest it was my fortune to be three times 
severely wounded, two of them onthe same day. I was sent from 
the field to the hospital at Lagrange, Ga., where I received from 
the mothers, wives, and daughters of Georgia soldiers the kindest 
care and the tenderest nursing, without which I should be sleep- 
ing to-day in the Confederate cemetery at Lagrange. I remem- 
ber how like angels they hovered about our rude cots, and while 
pouring balm into our wounds they poured consolation into our 
ears and hope into our hearts. I remember how noiselessly they 
passed from cot to cot, watching the life struggle of the torn 
and lacerated soldiers, ever ready with hand and heart to help 
thesinking pulse to strike back toward life and the Iusterless 
eye to relume and burn again with life’s brilliancy. Lingering 
long after the sun had gone, folding tenderly the winding sheet 
around those appointed to die, and administering the opiate pre- 
scribed by the sur to soothe the suffering to sleep, they bade 
all good night with lips and —_ burdened with prayers, and hied 
them to their homes. At early dawn their footsteps were heard 
again at our bedsides, to go over and over in the labors which 
their brave and patriotic hearts had made a labor of love. These 
are memories which are indelibly stamped upon my brain. How 
could I ever forget the le of Georgia? I come now in this 
hour of grief, when the d of the Reaper has cut down a son 
whom she honored and loved. and one who loved and honored her, 
and take my place with her in rendering to his memory every 
tribute which pride and affection can pay to the memory of her 
loved and lost son. In life he served her faithfully and well; he 
achieved honors for himself and heaped honors upon a noble peo- 
ple whose servant he was. I remember when he came a Repre- 
sentative to the Forty-eighth Congress. He had been a lawyer of 

rominence at the bar of his State. From that he rose to the 
mch. He was equipped with the knowledge and accomplish- 
ments that such positions give to a man of labor. He soon stood 
among the leading members of the House, and easily maintained 
8 place which thorough study and preparation had enabled him 
win. 

The House of Representatives is as much unlike the Senate as 
the stormy waters of the Atlantic are unlike the waveless waters 
of the Dead Sea. The House is the focus of the concentrated 
power and passion of the people. There the ular heart beats 
with its strongest pulsation. There the popular voicespeaks with 


a clearest ae It is : field ere the people assemble in 
the galleries ook on and are quick bation or 
batants. They are merciless critics. The leader who 
poe en Ge ee Se can not wear it like Saul will soon 
iscover his mistake. In the House the party leader must be ready 
for battle at any moment, for he knows not at what moment his 
forces may be assailed. He stands in the arena of combat, and to 
command the confidence of his followers he must be able to give 
and take the blows of battle in such a way as to retain the ap- 
proval and affection of his comrades. This is the ordeal through 
which all leaders of the House have and must continue to 
pass. In this ordeal Judge Crisp bore himself well, and continu- 
ally won his way toward the top. In the Fiftieth Con Hon. 
John G. Carlisle, of Kentucky, was elected Speaker. His seat as 
a member of the House was contested. He very y declined 
to appoint the Committee on Elections, because he could not with 
ropriety appoint the judges who were to pass upon bis own title. 
e Democratic caucus designated several emen who were 
authorized to select that committee and appoint its chairman. [ 
had the honor of being the chairman of the committee appointed 
by the caucus. When we met, I proposed the name of Cuar.es 
F. Crisp as chairman of the Committee on Elections, and he was 
unanimously chosen. He discharged the duties of that exacting 
and laborious position with conspicuous ability. 

He was a good lawyer, a good student informed in the 
rules of parliamentary law, and an able debater. He was concil- 
iatory and kind in his di ition and ied his friends to him 
with hooks of steel. In the -second he was elected 
Speaker of the House, and so di the duties of that high sta- 
tion that he was reelected as long as his was in power. So 
strong was his hold upon the affections of “he boty, Georgia 
that they had designated him as a member of thi yand had 
he lived till the 4th of March next he would have taken his seat 
here; but on the 23d day of October, 1896, ““God’s touched 
him, and he slept.” There is nothing now left us but to bow with 
resignation to the decree which sooner or later will come to us all. 
Peace to his ashes! 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, on my appearance in the Cham- 
ber this morning the eminent senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Gorpon] kindly accorded me the privilege of addressing the - 
Senate briefly on the character and services of CHARLES F. Crisp. 
When I first became acquainted with Mr. Crisp, he was in the 
prime of life. We stood together before the "s desk and 
es Cengrem May service emvthon tagiening. Wohed * i 

t gress. y service was i . He to his 
credit six years of honorable and distinguished service in that 
body. He was an accomplished parliamentarian and a veritable 
legislative gladiator. He was a modest, unassuming man. 

n the stormy scenes of that memorable Congress he was a 
constant and forcible, but nota noisy, Withont bois- 
— ee as a a pd a views, he 
resi the parliamentary reforms proposed opposition 
with a skill which commanded the respect of ae and 
the affectionate admiration of wt ye ee ergo 
dis anidot of the excited Teptaniatelive: eae toepeort 

e mi the exci ves suppo 
his convictlins conserding Sie teasing <imae of tie exitin 
commotion. His self-control became contagious, and agitat 
SS Se ee eee His career in that 
Congress gave notice to that liamentary 
e oe iable to arise in the of Faidverem-st 
CuaARLEs F. Crisp wonld prove one of the most competent and 
thoroughly reliable of American statesmen. 

The ip of the next House of Representatives was 

him by myoll ter Ue ta tee in tion of the emi- 


nent a by in the course of his service in the 
House. ilst his partisanship goes unquestioned, we observed 
with intensified the moral courage which impelled him to 
cceicinad sail eqpiered' ta te otveay taba gulipigmitaty exe 
co. and approved in the severe test of parliamentary expe- 
rience, . 


It was as a new memiber of the House of Representatives that 
my first impressions of this gréat man were formed. He was 4 
generous man; he was a just man; he was all that is embodied in 
the phrase so often applied to him—a fair-minded man. To the 
Soloway nek gone. “ae ‘experience cng rae ae 

ello ip an ‘ great e min 
—— stood at the ready disposal of new member. It is the 
recollection of his many acts of considerate kindness to whic! I 
ascribe the affectionate regard in which his memory is held. 
While others in studied phrase analyze his character and the les- 
sons of his life, I gratefully avail myself of the sad privilege of 
ing his early and courtesy to me by placing the 


recognizing an 
tribute of my humble praise upon his honored grave. 














Mr.DANIEL. Mr. President,a noble character has 
the conspicuous 

im the good willand the confidence of all who knew him and the 

affection of all who knew him well. 


ber of those who knew him and ‘ 
of Representatives and in the conferences and consultations of our 

ublic affairs have analyzed the features of his mind and 
— painted those virtues 


the public had tho y 
realized that he possessed. I shall not attempt, Mr. President 


’ 


to do more for my part than to allude to a few of the conspic- 
uous characteristics of Judge Crisp and to express my own pro- 
found sympathy with those upon whom his death has so heavily 
fallen. 

I think it may be said of him that no man has taken so conspic- 
nous a position im public life, has exercised such great responsi- 
bility, has been thrown in conflict with such great antagonisms 
and such i ial interests, who at the same time has so con- 
ducted himself as to achieve more thoroughly the good will of all 
who came in contact with him. : 

Judge Crisp was a man of solid and substantial character and 
of useful gifts. That character was thrown as a great 
weight upon the side which he deemed to be right, and those gifts 
were always employed in —— interests. : 

It may be truly said of Judge Crisp that he was a patriot. 
There was nothing small, nothing mean, nothing narrow, nothing 
sectional, in any offensive sense, in the characteristics or in the 
history of the man. He was a manly man, a man of broad, hu- 
mane, and catholic sympathies, of high and noble p and 
he never thought of, much less did he ever con to ques- 
tionable methods or offensive methods in achieving his purposes. 

I think that the great weight which Judge Crisp acquired in 
the House of resentatives was due to equilibrium of his 
temperament and to the well-ordered adjustment of his fine facul- 
ties. His mental and moral virtues were well fused; they made a 
compact and wholesome unit. E always knew where he 
stood; everyone felt the good influence of his presence, of his 
association, and of his counsel. 

I had much in common with Judge Crisp in the courses of our 
varied lives. We entered the army of the Confederate States in 
the same command, in that immortal band known as “ the Stone- 
wall Brigade,” which made its début in history on the first field 
of Manassas, and bore its shredded battle in the last conflict 


at Appomattox. He entered that brigade a boy of 16, as a 
member of the Tenth inia Infantry. He ired the repu- 
tation amongst his es of being a good soldier. He never 


a . 

seemed to desire the honors or shows of military distinction, but 
he became an officer before he was yet aman. He was content, 
as were the great body of patriots all over this land who gave 
themselves to a cause and to a flag, to do his duty as he thought 
it should be done, and was content that it had been done. 

Judge CrIsP was a man who had in him the elements of inevi- 
table success. He was steady a ea When he set his head 
in any direction he persevered continued to persevere in that 
direction, . Concentration is the secret of success. Judge Crisp 


It has been well said, Mr. President, by a fine writer, that self- 
control is the highest form of self-assertion. Judge Crisp pos- 
sessed self-control. He was well-poised; he was always self- 
possessed. ye of talent he were 
always ready and available. judgment was almost always a 
Wise Judgment. He was a man well fitted to elevate and honor 
_ rn * was jatieie! in : oe in ae 
s16 Was a man. i i 
instincts as Bony a heart was the right place. 
of exigency which give little time for reflection. His studious 


disposition made him find the right when it was involved in per- 
plexities and complications. * 
The House of 


are exercised, it is the most exacting. In the Houseof Represent- 
atives,-am the many brilliant men who represent the differ- 
ent sections of this great and diversified , there is soon an 
tama the front of the strong men. We often see there's men 

olastic ability i ttle impression upon the affairs 
of the country. Wesee men of t oratorical qualifications 


Sary to success in that peculiar bination of talen 
& mixture of tact, judgment, courage, skill, ability to speak, 
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silent—a certain practical common sense withal, 

le and predominant —_ which we can never 
exactly estimate, which we can never a analyze, which 
we can never paint and fully describe, but which is ere long dis- 
covered to be in one man or another when large assemblies are 
brought together. We all know that Judge Crisp was well versed 
in parliamentary law, able in debate, oftentimes powerful and 
effective in oratory. Weall know that he was fair-minded, dis- 
creet, and capable in counsel. But, however we attempt to an- 
alyze his qualities and qualifications, we all realize that he had 
such as made men honor and follow him. 

I had the pleasure of first making the acquaintance of Judge 
Crise in the Forty-ninth Congress. He was then a young 
member, gathering his earlier experiences of Congressional life. 
He never seemed to seek position of conspicuous distinction. He 
never made a speech for the mere sake of making it. He never 
showed any desire for display or effect or applanse in the speeches 
which he did make; but when he did speak, he spoke at the proper 
time, he said the right thing, and in effect his services had alread 
at that early stage in his career marked him as a man who woul 
lead and infiuenceand guide men, and would make his mark in the 
affairs with which he was associatedin conducting. Year by year 
he became more prominent. He came in collision with the ablest 
minds in American politics. It is enough to say that he always 
held his own. Hewas thrown in most fierce antagonism with the 
great interests which influence legislation and in hot conflict upon 
the most partisan questions which have ever engaged the minds 
of the American people. He came to the front rank of the dis- 
— In his addresses he always commanded attention. In 

i itions he always attracted support. In his decisions as 
Speaker and on the policies he pursued he made but few mistakes. 
In his conduct of party affairs he always showed that tact and 
wisdom which achieve results, or come as near achieving results 
as itis possible. Though, sir, he was in the heat of battle for 
many years, although he was thrown in antagonism with the 
ablest minds, although he was often suddenly precipitated into 
debate with the keenest and subtlest intellects, although day 
after day he had to show preference between one man and another, 
or make sharp and far-reaching decisions, the fact speaks that at 
the end of that career all who were associated with him, whether 
in sympathy or conflict, whether in concurrence or disagreement— 
all say, *‘ This was an honorable champion; this was a just man; 
this was a true patriot; this wasa noble and useful character; 
this was a good citizen.” ATi bowed their heads as the cortege 
which bore his remains pussed by, and all would fain throw a 
flower upon his tomb. 

1 knew Judge Crisp in other capacities than that of legislator. 
I had the privilege of enjoying his personal friendship, of meet- 
ing him often in genial and social scenes. This but attracted me 
the more to him. 

Judge Crisp was a man of fine manners and address, natural 
and unaffected. He had the instinctive courtesy which is not 
that of mannerism, but which is born in the heart and which 
expresses itself in the man and nameless kindnesses which 
make life worth living. He wasa genial and kind companion; 
he was a true friend; and though, sir, there are many who have 
decorated his name with more fitting praise than my poor words 
convey, there are none here who mourn him more deeply or who 
will more sincerely cherish his memory. 

Georgia has sent to both Houses of Congress many able and 
brilliantmen. Amongst them the name and fame of CHARLEs F. 
Crisp will always shine with a calm and steady luster. 









Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the many touching, beautiful, and 
appropriate eulogies which have been paid to the memory of our 
friend, both in the House and Senate, leave little need that I should 
attempt toaddanything, however brief. I may be pardoned, how- 
ever, for a few words before asking for the adoption of the resolu- 
tions submitted by my colleague. 

It is a great thing for one to be an acknowledged leader among 
men. It is still greater for one to be recognized by voluntary ac- 
claim as the leader among aconcourse of those who are themselves 
leaders. But greater than this high distinction is the honor, 
when such an one falls on that high arena in the thick of the com- 
‘bat, that the strife ceases, and that there are offered by Rep- 
resentatives and Senators of all parties and sections, as well those 
who have contended with him as opponents as those who have 
striven with him as allies, such tributes to his character and 
achievements as in the anticipation would fill the measure of any 
man’s ambition. 

Most tenderly will these words of affection and praise be cher- 
ished by those of his own blood, by the host of men knit to him by 
the ties of friendship, and by the State which has most lovingly 


and | and proudly enrolled his name upon the list of her most distin- 


guished sons. 
Mr. President, I need not ee of thiése qualities and achieve- 
ments which have won for him the praise and admiration not 
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only of his associates but also of the nation; and yet I can not for- 
bear to say that as I have listened in the House and Senate to the 
words which have been uttered during the consideration of these 
resolutions the thought has come to me that if it were mine to 
write his epitaph, in the portrayal of his personal character I 
would inscribe but the single line: 

All men loved him. 


Twice, Mr. President, within less than three years has the State of 
Georgia stood a mourner within this Chamber lamenting the loss 
of a cherished son who held her commission in the National Con- 
gress. The first of these had been for nearly twelve years an 
honored member of this body. He to whom we to-day do honor, 
while never a Senator, occupied a peculiar relation to the Senate. 
As has been told, he was once appointed a Senator, but duty, whose 
voice to him was a command, denied him entrance here. Again, 
two years later, at the time when he was stricken down as witha 
lightning shaft, his foot was on the very threshold of this Chamber. 
Already chosen by the well-nigh unanimous voice of the people 
expressed through a primary election, with no opposition to his 
election by the legislature which was to assemble within a week, 
the arm of the State was already outstretched to place within his 
hand her commission to him as one of her ambassadors to this 
high council of the representatives of States. 

rom one point of view there was never sadder picture of a dis- 
appointed hope. The dream, the ambition of his life was to be a 
Senator of the United States. Neither in public nor in private had 
he disguised its avowal. From boyhood he had set his gaze upon 
it, and through all his manhood it was the goal of his desire. 
undaunted by obstacles, he strove to reach it. Step by step for 
thirty years, unwearied, never failing in resolve, always steadfast 
in endeavor, he had climbed the steep ascent, he had scaled the 
rugged cliffs, he had gained the dizzy height where shone the prize, 
when in a moment the sun of his life went out at noonday! 

The vainness of regret stifles not the tender emotion which this 
contemplation must inspire in every sympathetic heart. When 
the full span of life has been accomplished, when the life work to 
which one has set his hand has in his labor found full fruition, 
still the death of even such an one, the end of a career where 
no more remains for achievement, nevertheless brings inevitable 
sorrow to all who love the instinct of life and who shrink back 
from the mystery of death. But deeper must be the emotion, 
more tragic in its nature the catastrophe, when in mid career 
one falls in life, as fell in estate the great Cardinal, while he— 


Bears his blushing honors thick upon him. 


Mr. President, it is sad to see even the shrunk and withered 
iant trunk sway in the blast and fall before the fury of the storm; 
ut when, in the peaceful! sunshine, when no winds blow, when no 

cloud is in the sky, all suddenly falls the green and sturdy oak, 
we start back shocked and dismayed. 

ae can not suppress its moan in the presence of death. 
Around it there is such impenetrable mystery; between the living 
and the dead there is such an unspeakable, fathomless, unmeas- 
ured gulf. Beside the bier there is only remembrance of the great 
change, the life that has gone from among us and can never return. 
In the presence of the physical ruin the heart echoes the wail of 
Antony by the dead body of Cesar: 

Are all thy conquests, glori 8 
Shrunk to this a akcers! a. 

And yet, sir, sad as is this contemplation, wrung and torn as 
are the hearts of those who mourn his loss, who can view the life 
of our departed friend, so rounded and so symmetrical, so steady 
in its upward progress, so full and overflowing in its fruition, and 
not say—it may be through blinding tears, but still in loving 
pride—'tis well! 

And, sir, while I would not dry one tear that is shed for him, 
while I would not suppress one moan that breathes out the sor- 
row of those who mourn for him, yet I take heart in the glad 
thought that in those things which made our friend belo of 
all, in those things which made him a leader among men, in those 
—— which marked him in the nation’s view as a great man, in 
all these things he is not dead and can not die. 

More lasting than the marble which will mark his last resting 
lace, in the unfading memory of all who knew him in life, in the 
mperishable archives of his State and of this great nation, will 

ever live the enduring record of this good and great man. 

And not as a memory only will he live, The teaching of Reve- 
lation finds its strongest confirmation in the conviction of the 
inner consciousness that the sun of this life does not go down into 
an eternal night. Whois there of the most skeptical who believes 
that the soul and the intellect which looked out from the eyes of 
CHARLEs F. Crisp, and beamed in his countenance and inspired his 
lips, have perished with the body that we have tenderly hid away 
from our sight? There is that within that tells us it can not be. 
When or how we knage- not, but the = yearnings for the 
loved ones gone before tell us that we meet again. 









In the drama of Ion, the young heathen Greek, forewarned by the 
Oracles of impending death by violence, comes to part with the 
maiden he loves. She asks him, “‘ Shall we meet in?” He re- 
plies that he has asked that dread question of the hills that look 
eternal; of the streams that flow on forever; of the stars amid 
whose azure fields his spirit had walked in glory.. To that ques- 
tion they all had been dumb. ‘ But now,” he adds, ‘ while thus 
I gaze upon thy living face, I feel the love that kindles through 
its beauty can never Se een We shall meet again.” 

Mr. President, I ask for the adoption of the pending resolutions, 

The resolutions were unanimously a to; and (at 4 o'clock 
and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, January 26, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpbay, January 25, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 
Henry N. CoupDEN. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 


proved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8. 350) granting an increase of pension to George C, 


Abbey; 
A bill (S. 1888) granting an increase of pension to William T, 
Walker; 
on bill (S. 1505) granting an increase of pension to Rufus H, 
‘aine; ~ 
A bill (S. 3381) granting pension to Lena D. Smith; 
a bill (S. 1682) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah 
. Leet; 
A bill (S. 1291) granting an increase of pension to Celeste A. 
Boughton, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Horace Boughton; and 
A bill (S. 1511) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart Whiting. 


WATER ROUTE FROM GALVESTON TO HOUSTON, TEX. 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3525) to provide for an examination and 
survey of a water route from the mouth of the jetties at the city 
of Galveston, Tex., through the ship channel and up Buffalo 
ees to the city of Houston, Tex., and appropriating money 
therefor. 

This bill is an exact copy of a House bill which has been favor- 
ably reported by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. If unani- 
mous consent given for the consideration of the bill, I will 
move to strike out the section making an appropriation. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the mS War be, and he hereby is, author. 
to make an examination and survey, with an estimate of 
cost, for a water channel not less than 25 feet deepand 100 feet 
wide, exten ae the mouth of the jetties at thecity of Galveston, Tex., 
ship channel and up Buffalo ~~ to the city of Hous- 
ton, Tex., and fora ‘bor at or near Houston, of a depth of not less than 2% 
feet and of a width of 500 feet, and to make a report of 
survey, and estimate, with its commercial importance, to ‘ 
f=. 2. That a — of $5,000 pope he same eee is, yo ay = 
of any mone e Treasury otherwise a ted, to pay the cos 
of said examination, survey, and estimate. 


such examination, 


Mr. SAYERS. 1 offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
an amendment reported by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
to the House bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out section 2, and insert the following: 
“Sec. 2. That the cost of said examination, survey, and 


funds alread ropriated f ‘k on the im: Pie oi 
out of fun a ‘or work on vement of the slip 
canal and Buffalo Bayou” _ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 


third time, and ; 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent to amend the title of 
= = by striking out the words “and appropriating mon¢y 

refor.” 

The amendment was agreed to. —_ 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that House bill No. 
10057, similar in its provisions to the Senate bill just passed, be 
laid on the table. : 

There being no objection, House bill No. 10057 was accordingly 
laid on the ta 
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A. L. WILLIAMS, 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. ek) ners and direct- 
certain lands to A. L. 


ing the Secretary of the Interior to 
Williams and for other purposes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted by the Senate end Howse of B 


of America in Congress Tha’ 
he is hereby, authorized to sell at $1.25 per acre, and cause a patent 
teed to A. L. Williams, all of 


the southeast quarter of section 
south, range 68 west, sixth principal meridian, in the county of 


of Col 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
In line 6, after the word “of,” add the following words: “the southeast 


quarter and lot 5 of.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 


of this bill? 


tatives of the United States 
of Interior 


Mr. DOCKERY, I should like to hear a brief explanation. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Williams 


relief this bill has been reported, bought 


northeast quarter of the northeast — 


land), El Paso County, Colo. After 


tion of the bill is that Mr. Williams be allowed to purc 


the General Land Office. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 


ation of the bill. 


The amendment oe poe by the committee was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


, the party for whose 
lots 1, 2, and 3 and the 
r of section 16 (school 
ving the land surveyed, he 
built a house upon it. After the completion of his house, it was 
discovered that there had been a mistake in the y 
because of a shortage in the township; so that, as it turns out, his 
house was built 580 feet over on Government land. The one. 
the 
land on which this house is located, 69.73 acres. The bill is 
unanimously recommended by the Committee on Public Lands, 
and also by the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of 


original surve 


third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
AMENDMENT OF IMMIGRATION LAWS. 


Mr. DANFORD., I present a report of the committee of con- 
ference on. the bill (H. R. 7864) to amend the immi 


of the United States. I ask that this re 
Recorp, and I give notice that I will 
next, after the ing of the Journal. 


report in the RECORD will be ordered. 


r. BARTHOLDT. What is the agen 


tion laws 
be printed in the 
it up on Wednesday 


The SPEAKER. there be no objection, the printing of the 


P ? 


t 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Danrorp 
asks that this conference rt be printed in the RecorpD, an 
gives notice that he will up the report on Wednesday next, 
immediately after the reading of the Journal. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. How much time is to be allowed for dis- 


cussion? 
The SPEAKER. No time is fixed. 


There being no objection, the report was ordered to be printed, 


as follows: 
CONFERENCE REPORT. 
The committee of conference on 


the 
the amendment to the bill (H. R. 7864) to amend 
United States, having 


votes of the two Houses on 
e immigration laws of th 
after and free conference have agreed 


met, 
recommend and do recommend to their —oessre ee as follows: 


‘That the Senate recede from its amendment, 
with amendments as follows: 


ki 
es 
: 
u 
ef 
i 
E 
i 


agree to the House bill 
Strike out, in . 

States the felincie eet een all after the words admission to the United 

onda te that y capable and over 16 yeans of age who can not read 


F 
fi 
Fe! 
i 


e 
to 









write, wang the most appropriate and available means at their command 
and fate fully in writ the reasons why the slips are lacking, and 
——- the substitute method adopted for ng the ability of the immi- 
ni 


Strike ont prosent section 3 and insert a new section, as follows: 
“Szc. 3. it the provisions of the act of March 3, 1893, to facilitate the 


enforcement of the tion and contract-labor laws, shall apply to the 
persons mentioned aie 1 of this act.” 


Strike out present sections 4, 5, and 6 and insert as follows: 

“Sec. 4. That it shall hereafter be unlawful for any male alien, who has not 
in good faith made his declaration before the proper court of his intention to 
become a citizen of the United States, to be employed on any public works of 
the United States, or to come regularly or habitually into the United States 
by land or water for the pw of engaging in any mechanical trade or 
pn oa labor, for wages or , returning from time to time to a foreign 
country. 

“Sxc.5. That it shall be unlawful for any person, yostnerstip, com 
ration soomey to employ —_ alien coming in 
violation of the nex ae section of this act: Provided, That the pro- 
visions of this act not apply to the employment of sailors, deck hands, 
or other employees of vi or railroad train hands, such as conductors, 
engineers, brakemen, firemen, or men, whose duties require them to 
pass over the frontier to reach the termini of their runs, or to boatmen or 
guides on the lakes and rivers on the northern border of the United States. 

“Spo. 6. That any violation of the provisions of sections 4 and 5 of this act 
by any alien or citizen shall be deemed a misdemeanor, pastes by a fine 
not exceeding or by imprisonment for the term of not exceeding one 

ear, or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court: 
i all persons convicted of a violation of section 4 of this act 
be to the country whence they came. 

“Sc. 7. t notwithstanding the provisions of this or any other existing 
law, the Secre of the Treasury may permit aliens to enter this country 


for the purpose of teaching new arts or industries, under such rules and regu- 
lations z he may idee _ 


Add a new section, as follows: 

“So. 8 That this act shall not apply to persons arriving in the United 
States from any port or place in the Island of Cuba, during the continuance 
of ae present isorders there, who have heretofore been inhabitants of that 

Insert a new section, as follows: 

“Seo. 9. That any alien who shall, in violation of this act, or any other ex- 
isting law, secure entry into the United States without inspection or exami- 
nation, or through representation, collusion, deception, or fraud, 


2, 
a taken into custody by the properly authorized immigration officers 
wit thirty days after the facts become known to them; and such alien, 


upon a oo inquiry at the most convenient place, conducted according to 
section 5 of the immigration act of March 3, 1893, shall be dealt with as pro 
vided by law for alien immigrants upon their first arrival.” 
Strike out the present section 7 and insert as follows: 
“Suc. 10. That this act shall take effect July 1, 1897.” 
L. DANFORD, 
STANYARNE WILSON, 
Managers on part of the House. 


HENRY CABOT LODGE, 

WM. E. CHANDLER, 

CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on part of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatTrt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and a joint resolution 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (S. 2469) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to quitclaim and release unto Francis Hall and Juriah 
Hall and their heirs and assigns all the right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to the east 20 feet front by the full 
depth of 100 feet of lot 2, in square 493, in the city of Washing- 
ton, D. C., as laid down on the original -o or plat of said city; 

A bill (S. 289) for the relief of Ames & Detrick, of San Fran- 
cisco, in the State of California; 

A bill (S. 2694) for the relief of the heirs of Lorenzo Andinino, 
Francesco Ronshietto, and Stanislas Vittone; 

Joint resolution (8S. R. 100) granting a life-saving medal to 
Daniel E. Lynn, of Port Huron, Mich. ; 

A bill (S. 2549) for the establishment of a light-house on Swan 
Island, belonging to the United States, in the Caribbean Sea; 

A bill ¢ 2782) to establish a life-saving station at or near Fort 
Gratiot, Mich. ; 

A bill (S. 2225) for the relief of Col. and Bvt. Brig. Gen. Henry 
L. Abbot, United States Army, and brevet major-general United 
States Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 2060) for the relief of Briscoe B. Bouldin; 

A bill (S. 1913) for the relief of Louisa 8S. Guthrie, widow and 
executrix of John J. Guthrie, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2741) to reclassify railway postal clerks and prescribe 
their salaries; 

A bill (S. 2700) for the relief of the heirs of certain seamen lost 
in the foundering of light vessel No. 37; 

A bill (S. 1155) for the relief of Lieut. Jerome E. Morse, of the 
United States Navy; 

A bill (S, 2725) to establish a railroad bridge across the Illinois 
River at a point within 5 miles from and above the upper limits 
of Grafton and a point in Calhoun County, in said State, opposite 
“ ef opposite the said point in Jersey County, all in the State 
o 


inois; 
A bill (S. 1652) for the relief of the estate of Charles M. Roberts, 
deceased; 


A bill (S. 2538) for the relief of the land Company, of Port- 
land, Mes ) lage pany, 


. pany, or 
to the United States in 
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A bill (S. 2817) for the relief of the Atlantic Works, of Boston, 
Mass. ; 

A bill (S. 1181) to pay to the heirs of the late John Roach, de- 


’ ceased, $330,151.42 for labor and material, dockage and detention, 


and occupation of yards and shops for the gunboats Chicago, Bos- 
ton, and Atlanta; 

A bill (S. 1010) for the relief of the owners and crew of the 
Hawaiian bark Arctic; 

A bill (S. 1914) supplemental to an act entitled ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building in the city of Norfolk, in 
the State of Virginia,” approved January 2, 1891; 

A bill (8. 497) to provide for a public nilding at Tampa, Fla.; 

A bill (S. 2116) for the relief of Wilber H. Graef & Co.; 

A bill (S. 2906) for the establishment of a li ht- house at the 
pitch of Cape Fear River, near Wilmington, N. 

A bill (8. 1623) for the relief of the Cumberland Female College, 
of McMinnville, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 3006) to provide for the examination and classification 
of certain lands in the State of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 2509) to authorize the erection of a statue of the late 
President Abraham Lincoln at Gettysburg, Pa.; 

A bill (S. 1438) for the relief of the estate of Daniel Woodson 
and Ely Moore; 

A bill (S. 19) for the relief of John L. Rhea, executor of Samuel 
Rhea, deceased, and John Anderson, administrator of Joseph R. 
Anderson, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2988) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co.; 

A bill (S. 3370) granting a pension to Emily E. Atherton; 

A bill (8. 3407) granting a pension to Ambrose J. Vanarsdel; 

A bill (S. 3319) to increase the pension of Alice De K. Shattuck, 
widow of Lucius H. Shattuck, Company I, Fifth Massachusetts 
Infantry, three months; 

-. bill (S. 3196) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
alton; 

a a (S. 3185) granting an increase of pension to John Mc- 
rath; 

A bill (S. 3311) to increase the pension of Arabella V. Washburn; 

A bill (8. 3361) granting a pension to Sarah R. Frary; 

A bill (S. 3324) granting a pension to Allen Buckner, of Bald- 
win, Kans.; 

A bill (S. 1640) granting a pension to Catherine L. Nixon; 

A bill (S. 2672) granting a pension to John J. Shockey; 

A bill (8. 3190) granting a pension to Amos L. Hood; 

A bill (S. 3103) granting a pension to Jesse O. Davy; 

A bill (S. 2995) granting a pension to James M. Dennison; 

A bill (S. 8451) granting a pension to Rebecca P. Quint; 

A bill (S, 8445) to increase the pension of Capt. John H. Mullen; 

A bill (8. 3408) granting a pension to Ann King, widow of Sam- 
uel King * esabaalls 

A bill (S. 2991) granting a pension to Geor; orge G. Eakins; 

A bill (S. 3145) to increase the pension of William Hulsizer; 

A bill (S. 2912) increasing the —— of William C. Forsythe; 

A bill (8. 2813) granting an increase —— to Joseph Brown; 

A bill (S. 2097) granting a pension to Joel M. Gibson; 

A bill (S. 3339) granting a pension to Louise E. Perkins; 

A bill (S. 947) granting a on to Margaret Stone, widow of 
Benoni Stone, a soldier of Florida Seminole Indian war; 

A bill (8S. 3177) granting a pension to Oscar A. Palmer, Tabor, 


owa; 
. A bill (S. 2375) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
owers; 
A bill (S. 2993) granting a pension to Rebecca Gilbert; 
A bill (S. 3541) granting a pension to Jane B. Johnston; 
A bill (S. 2994) granting a pension to William G. h; 
A bill (S. 1588) granting a pension to Joseph M. W. ell; 
‘A bill (S. 1647) to increase the pension of Clark W. Harrington, 
late ser; por of Company I, Ninety-third New York Infantry; 
A bill (S. 2975) granting a pension to John Amrein; 

A bill (8. 3329) to increase the pension of George W. Smith, 
late a capil Seventh Regiment New Jersey Infantry Volunteers; 
A bill (S. 2959) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Townsend; 

A bill (S. 2718) granting a pension to Miss Mary Hayne; 
= bill (S. 2177) granting increase of pension to Henry B. Con- 


bill (8. 2908) granting a pension to Franklin Andrews; 
bill (S. 2909) aes a pension to Henry Schafer: 
bill (S. 3397) granting a a pension to Etta 8. Stillson, widow of 
ilo B. Stillson, Reaiemenb-cclendl One hundred and ninth Regi- 
t New York Volunteers; 
bill (S. 2992) granting a pension to Ellen O’Hara; 

( 


ak 

A 

A 
Phil 
men 


8. 
bill (S. 3472) granting a on to Laura Barnes; 
bill (S. 514) for ¢ the relief of Warren Hall; 
bill (S. 2487) providing for the establishment of a quarantine 
on at or near Astoria, Oreg.; and 

bill (S. 3516) granting a pension to Louise Van Atter. 
The message also an ced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of following titles: 


A 
A 
A 
A 
stati 
Ab 
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A bill (H. R. 2048) for the relief of Rufus Betz; 
A bill (H. R. 7255) en the establishment of a life-saving 
station on the coast of M 
< A bill (H. R. 1882) for the relief of John Ruhm, sr., of Nashville, 
enn.; 
A bill (H. R. 6378) for the relief of Eliza J. Holman; 
* ae te = eh ae a pension to John W. Bruner; 
i gran @ pension to Anna M. N 
widow of Gen. John meen” fe ewton, 
A bill (H. R. 5938) for the relief of Pricilla R. Burns; 
A bill (H. R. 94) increasing the pane of Melancthon McCoy 
of erg 4 K, One Raoul: and forty-eighth Illinois Infantry: : 
A bill (H. R. 4490) to restore the name of Ethan A. Sellman to 
the pension roll; 
an bill (H. R. 5712) granting increase of pension to John W, 
ines; 
A bill (H. R. 1646) for the relief of Dolly S. Brown; 
A bill (H. R. 9592) to amend an act entitled “‘An act grantinga 
pension to Jesse McMillan,” received by the President May 27, 1806; 
. = i > ust, to ee the —— of Bennett . Shaug: 
i nting an increase 0: pension to Patse E. 
dus, of Marion ‘ea: Re 
A bill (H. R. 3380) granting an increase of pension to John R, 
Row, of Toronto, Kans.; 
A bill (H. R. 5855) granting a pension to Emily Elliott; 
A bill (H. = 1500) granting a pension to George W. Bagley; 
Thompes bill = . 4298) granting an increase of pension to Annie 
A Dil ( CH. R. 4267) granting an increase of pension to Gabriel 
Widmer; 
A bill (H. R. 8683) nting a pension to Frederick ‘ Lierman; 
A bill (H. R. 3281) or the relief of Bluford Reeder 
A bill (H. R. 3333) granting a pension to Thomas 8. Miaaherty, 


A bill (H. R. 717) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lafferty; 

ae (H. R. 6282) to increase the pension of Alexander ite 
e; 

A bill (H. R. eas} eeatins a pamien to Gliese 

A bill (H. R. 654 ——e pension to Gideon L. McGinnis; 

A bill (A. R. 10043 or the relict of : of Mrs. Sarah Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 6590) granting a pension to William Greer; 

A bill (H. R. 8053) granting a ion to Alice Gard; 

A bill (H. R. 6900) increasing pension of crn ae T. = 

A bill (H. R. 9619) granting a pension to Mi 

A bill (H. R. 4547) granting oes ae White’ 

A bill (H. R. 1171) to pension Yazell; 

A bill (H. R. 3945) ) granting a pension to Thomas J. Tho 

A bill (H. R. 7212) to increase the pension of Melita E. W bte: 

A bill (H. R. 6552) granting increase of pension to Alexander 
C. Morrison; 

A bill (H. R. 6472) granting a pension to Olive M. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 9306) granting a pension to Amanda Woodcock: 

A bill (H. R. 1505) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. Aspold; 

A bill (H. R. 4744) to increase the pension of Adam Dennis; 
= aed (H. R. 6483) granting increase of pension to Thomas D. 

er; 

A bill (H. R. 6546) granting a pension to Samuel Holliday; 

A bill (H. R. 6556) eer a pension to Jacob Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 5580) granting to Archibald Hunley; 
aie R. 4410) to increase the pension of Elise Blenker from 

A bill (H. R. 4941) to pension Hester A. Bostwick; 

A bill (H. R. 4620) granting a pension to Samuel McKinsey; 

A bill (H. R. toons granting a pension to John W ee 

A bill (H. R. 4494) granting pension to Barton 8. Dawso 
‘ A bill (H. R. 5670) to increase the pension of Richard s. Phil- 

Ps; 

A bill (H. R. 5127) for the relief of Abraham O. Waucop; 

A bill (H. R. 505) for the relief of Rev. Edwin Warriner; 
ae (H. R. 2618) granting honorable discharge to Andrew V. 

nde; 


A bill (H. R. 3772) to correct the muster roll of Company | of 
the Seventh Iowa Infantry Volunteers; 
on bill a R. 1836) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson 


nal Sin R. 5610) for the relief of T. Stevens, assistant 
ty-seventh New York Volun 
of Teeitton from the 


wh bill (H. Ra 3671) to remove the charge 
eer ene a ooeey yO , alias John Davis; 


(H. R. 9985) to authorize construction or acquisition 
ee e Rio Grande River at El Paso, in the State 


T 

A bill (H. R. 9865 ee ee ae ion of the 

bridge ee the he Rast B Sine See the city of New York and 

Leong Tsland, now in cours o contienction, 28 suthorized by the 
pros ae 1887; and 

wey ) to prohibit the sale of intoxicating drinks to 

nadiork sacclling pee thias taeaion, and for other purposes. 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
ainendments, bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 4363) to increase the pension of Joseph J. Hudson; 

A bill (H. R. 6247) to grant a pension to Miss Jennie E. Moore; 

A bill (HL. R. 4872) te correct the military record of Homer C. 
McCuskey; 

A bill Ch. R. 4853) for the relief of John Duncan; 


military record of 


A bill (H. R. 6143) for the relief of Peter Young; and 
A bill (H. R. 514) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
ear Crawford. 
JOHN K. DIXON. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 3295) for the relief of John 

. Dixon, of Portsmouth, Ohio. 

The bill wasread atlength, — ; 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present consideration 
of this bill? : 

Mr. STEELE. I object. 

CALVIN T. HAZELWOOD. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9475) for the relief of 
Calvin T. Hazelwood. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the reading of the report, which 
fully explains the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read, pending objection. 

The report (by Mr. HuTcHESON) was read at length. 

The SPEA Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to know the nature of the evidence 
that is referred to in the report as having been lost. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know the nature of the evidence. 
T understand, though, that a number of the parties were old men, 
many of them are now dead, and that it has been difficult to secure 
theevidence. You will remember that these claims have been pend- 
ing foraverylong time. Theseare old frontiersmen and arerapidly 
passing away. It is nearly impossible to get the evidence. The 

epartment, however, passed upon the case and i that it 
was sufficient as far as the evidence was concerned, but that evi- 
dence has been lost. All that character of claims have since been 
adjudicated by the court, and the only reason this has not been is 
because eee were lost, through no fault of the parties. 

Mr. PA When did this come before the Court of Claims? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not sure, but I think in 1891. 7 

Mr. PAYNE. This loss seems to have occurred in 1867. When 
did it occur to the es that they had a remedy? 

Mr. COCKR The shows when it occurred; and 
from 1866, I think, to 1871,.at different times, efforts were made 
to secure settlement of the claim. There is no question but that 
it is a just claim and ought to be paid. He is an old man totter- 
ing on the verge of the grave, and he has lost his all. I think it 
ought to be paid. 

Mr. PAYNE. Do you know of any other claims of this charac- 
ter still remaining unpaid? 

TThere are none that I know of. 
As I understand it, Mr. Speaker, this is an 
1 epredation claim that has been sent to the Court of 
Claims for adjudication, and I think I shall have to object. 

The SPEARER, Objection is made, and the bill is not before 
the House. 

REGULATION OF CEMETERIES OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker y, i 
to call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 9099) for the 
regulation of cemeteries and the disposal of dead bodies in the 

District of Columbia. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Bei ~ 
restau ny Soman tasted any Scary wie ey 
of Washington, D. C., nor witLin one mile and a half from the boundaries of 





lot and grave space shall be filed in the office of the surveyor of said District; 
the grave me for the burial of persons above 12 years of age to be at least 
8 feet by 3 and those for the burial of children under 12 years of . at 
least 6 feet by 2 feet, or, if preferred by said owner or owners, one- the 
measurement of the adult ve space, namely, 4 feet by 3 feet. 

Sec. 4. That it shall be the duty of the owner or owners of any cemetery 
or in said ict to cause to be kept in the office of the superin- 
tendent or person in charge of such cemetery or cemeteries a register showin 
the number of each lot and grave space, the name, age, cause of death, an 
date of burial of each person or persons buried in any such lot or grave space, 
and the number of the burial permit authorizing such burial; in cases of dis- 
interment said shall show the date of such disinterment and the 
number of the o permit therefor, spueite the name of the person whose 
cor ; Se disin: : ae * oe aes all times open } 0 inspection 
y duly au resen ves 0 2 epartment and of the police 

ent of said District. = 
c. 5. That it shall be the duty of the superintendent or person in charge 


of any uel: or other for the disposal of dead bodies of human 
beings, in the District of Columbia to register his or her name at the office of 
the health d mt of said District, giving full name, residence, and place 


of business, and in case of removal from one place to another in said District 
to make —. in such accordingly 
Sec. 6. That no dead 


: 1 y of any human being, or any part of such body, 
shall, in said District, be removed from place to place, interred, disinterred. 
or in any manner of without a permit for such removal, interment, 
disinterment, or d granted by the health officer of said District, nor 


isposal 

otherwise than in accordance with the terms of said permit; permits for the 
Scecepstuhecta:qhoged Ut a ghepistan, cagiteeed of the tents Oascinetns 
cate, a phy regis a © health department 
said steencied the deceased during his or her last illness, 
or by the coroner of said District or his deputy, or by the proper municipal, 
county, or State authorities at the place where the death occurred; permits 
for disinterment (including — to reinter or transport the body dis- 
interred) to be issued upon the written application of the nearest relative or 
the legal representative of the deceased; and nosuperintendent or other per- 
son in of any cemetery in said t, or other place for the disposal 
of dead shall assist in, or assent to, or allow any such interment, dis- 
interment, or disposition to be made in such cemetery or place until permit 
shall be given asaforesaid. It shall be the duty of every such superintendent 
or other person who shall receive any such permit aforesaid to tudlesss thereon 
the date of interment, disinterment, or osal, and to preserve, sign, and 
return the same to the health officer of said District before 6 o'clock p. m. 
of the Saturday following the day of burial. 

Seo. 7. That no dead body, or part of the dead body, of any human bein 
shall be in any manner carried or conveyed from, in, to, or through saic 
District by any person or by means of any boat, vessel, car, stage, or other 
vehicle, or by any public or private convegpaee. without a permit therefor 
granted health officer of said : Provided, That bodies or 
ts of dead bodies of persons who have not died of Asiatic cholera, yellow 
ever, typus fever. pox varioloid), leprosy, the plague, diph- 
theria, or scarlet fever ma brought into said District upon a permit of 
municipal, county, or State authorities of the place at which such 
; whenever of any deceased person have been con- 
veyed, transferred, or removed beyond the limits of said District, it shall be 
the duty of the person or agent or officer of the corporation having charge of 
such conveyance, transfer, or removal to detach, date, sign, and return to the 
health officer the coupon attached to the permit by said th officer author- 
izing such conve transfer, or removal before 6 o'clock p. m. of the Sat- 
upday following the day of such conveyance, transfer, or removal of said 


Sec. 8 That it shall be the duty of any 
or control of the dead body of any human 
rt in wri 

d District 


rson or persons having custody 
ing, or any part of such body, to 
, or cause to be reported in writing, to the health officer of 
-eight hours after the death of the deceased, the 
name of said deceased and the location of the body or part thereof; no such 
bedy er part thereof shall be kept in said District in such manner as to give 
rise to any offensive odors to the annoyance of any person or persons in the 
neig hborhood or to the public, nor soas to be exposed tothe public view; nor 
lany such body or part thereof be t by the person or persons 
having custody or control of it to remain unburied for a longer period than 
one week after death unless it has been cremated or deposited in the vault of 
some cem' : shall an — exhibit to the publicin said District, 
for pay or otherwise, an dead y of any human being, or any part of such 
body, without a the health officer of said District so toe do, ex- 
such exhibition be in connection with some Government museum or 

th some institution of learning permanently located in said District. 

Sec. 9. That no person shall bury or cause to be buried within said District 
the or part of the body of —e deceased person, except in such grounds 
as are now known and used as public burial grounds, or such as shall here- 
after be designated by the Commissioners of said District and authorized by 
them to be used as such: Provided, That no cemetery shall hereafter be es- 
tablished within one mile and a half of the city of Washington. 

Sgc. 10. That no body shall be buried in said District in any vault unless 
the coffin be separately entombed in properly cemented stone or brick work, 
so as to render such vault airtight; such vault, after having been sealed, shall 
not be Ly within ten years; no body shall be temporarily deposited in 
any vault for a longer period than one week, unless such y is ina her- 
metically sealed metallic case, nor in any instance for a longer period than six 


Sec. Il. That one body only shall be buried in a grave at one time, unless 
the bodies of those of members of the same family. 

Sec.12. That no grave in said District shall be reopened within ten years 
after the burial of a person above 12 years of age, or within eight years after 
the burial ofa child under 12 years of age, unless to another member of the 

family, in which case a layer of earth of not less than 1 foot thick shall be 
left undisturbed over the previously buried coffin; but if on reopening any 
grave the soil be found to be offensive, such soil shall not be disturbed; in no 
be in which has been buried the body of any person 
tic a veto ee typhus Syvee. smallpox (includ- 
leprosy. e, diphtheria, or scariet fever. 

coffin apa ts buried in said District so that any part 
is within less than 4 feet of the ordinary level of the ground, unless it 
under 12 years of age, when it shall not be less 





ne 
* emma sare 


z, 


ETE TRAN IO aE 


1128 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JANUARY 25, 





Src. 15. That it shall be unlawful for any person or persons to cremate or 
otherwise destroy the dead body, or part of the d body, of any human 

ing in said District before the issue of the burial permit by the health offi- 
cer of said District, and then only when said permit is countersigned by the 
coroner of said District authorizing such cremation or destruction. 

Src. 16. That any paese who shall violate or aid and abet in violating any 
of the provisions of this act shall, upon conviction thereof by competent 
judicial authority, be punished for each offense by a fine of not less than $25 
nor more than $200, or by imprisonment for not less than seven nor more 
than ninety days in the jail of the District of Columbia. 

See. 17. That prosecutions under this act shall be in the police court of the 
District of Columbia, in the name of said District, on information signed by 
the attorney of said District or one of his assistants: Provided, That any 
person or cons tried under this act shall have the privilege, when de- 
manded, of a trial by jury as in other jury cases in said police court. 

Sec. 18. That nothing in this act shall be construed to interfere with or 
prevent the disinterment of any body when such disinterment is ordered by 
one of the justices of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, or by 
the coroner of said District, tor judicial purposes; the provisions of this act 
shall not be held to interfere with the disposal of the ashes of bodies which 
have been cremated. 


Sec. 19. That ali acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia recommend the 
adoption of the following amendment: 

On page 8, section 15, line 7, after the word “ destruction,” insert: 

“It shall be unlawful for any ——- or persons to embalm, inject, or by 
any similar method preserve the dead body or part of the dead body of any 
human being in said District before the issue of the death certificate by the 
attending physician or the health officer, and in case the death so certified is 
due to other than natural causes, unless said death certificate is signed or 
approved by the coroner of said District.” 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the report upon this bill is 
quite a lengthy one, and inasmuch as the bill was prepared care- 
fully by the health officers of the District and indorsed by the Dis- 
trict attorney, as well as by the Commissioners, and unanimously 
reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia, I feel that 
there should be no objection to its passage. I ask that the report 
of the committee be printed in the Recorp. It is quite volumi- 
nous, and I presume that the reading will not be insisted upon by 
any gentleman present. : 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I ask for the reading of the 


report. 

Nr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I listened care- 
fully to the bill, but was unable to hear at all. This is a very im- 
portant matter, I think, and I would like the gentleman who 
nee it to make some sort of explanation as to the meaning of 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
New Hampshire that the reading of the a pe is not a matter of 
right, to be called for by any member, and can only be presented 
S a part of the remarks of some gentleman when he is occupying 
the floor. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Iowa a question, if he will permit me. Does this bill 
relate to private cemeteries already laid out in the city, or does it 
only apply to those to be laid out hereafter? 

r. CURTIS of Iowa. There are certain amendments which I 
shall offer to the bill that have been suggested by the superin- 
tendents of the different cemeteries in a conference with the Com- 
missioners and the health officers; and when the bill is so amended 
I do not think there can be any objection to its passage. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I understood one section of the 
bill to prevent the laying out of private cemeteries in the District 
hereafter. Now, does it interfere with those which have been 
already laid out? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. No; only new cemeteries. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I think if the 
gentleman from Kentucky—— 

ny SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Curtis] 
yield? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I understood the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. CurTIS] to say, in response to a question by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary], that this bill did not 
apply to private cemeteries or to cemeteries that are already 
establish If the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary 
will read the first two sections of the bill, and section 9, he wi 
see that it does a py to both. 

Mr. MoCREAR of Kentucky. I was unable to hear the bill 
as it was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Ifthe gentleman will send for 
acopy of the bill, I think he will find that my statement is correct. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I understood the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCreary] to inquire if the laying out of cemeteries 
referred to both old and new ones. I have to —— reply to that 

uestion, that if this House shall adopt the amendments suggested, 
the bill will then apply to new cemeteries so far as the laying out 
is concerned. I want to say by way of further explanation that 
this bill was submitted by the health department to Dr. 8. B. 
Busey, chairman of the committee on public health of the Medical 
Society of the District of Columbia, and chairman of the commit- 
tee of public health of the Washington Board of Trade; also to 


Dr. J. B, G. Custis, chairman of the committee on public health 

of the Washington Homeopathic Medical Society, and also to Dr. 

= eo chairman of the committee on public health of the 
ivic Center. 


Dr. Busey responds in these words: 
wont bill No. 9091 is also approved, with the amendments marked on the 
Which, I may say to the gentleman, I shall introduce. 


It is intended to late by law the establishment and government of 
CoRR, for which the exist rules and regulations are entirely inade. 
quate. 


I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker, upon the committee amendments, 
Mr. BLUE. Will the gentleman from Iowa permit a question? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. BLUE. In section 12 of this bill there seems to be a prohi- 
bition against opening graves for a period of ten years, except to 
bury another person. I should like a little explanation in regard 
to that. That might become troublesome, 

Mr. CURTISof Iowa. If thegentleman from Kansas [ Mr. BLUE] 
will kindly withhold his question until after he has heard the 
amendments read, I think he will obtain sufficient information 
from them. 

Mr. BLUE. ThenI will withdraw that questionandask another 
one, if the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. CurTIs] will permit me. I 
see there is a section governing crematories. it the intention of 
that section to permit anyone who sees fit soto do to erect a crema- 
tory without any further restriction than that provided by that 
particular section? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. What section do you refer to? 

Mr. BLUE. Section 14. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. The gentleman will see that certain re- 
strictions are provided for. 

Mr. BLUE. It provides for a distance of 200 feet. This does 
not say so in terms, but I infer from it that any person might 
erect and maintain a crematory, provided he did not maintain it 
within 200 feet of other buildings or residences. I suggest that it 
seems to me it would leave it very broad, and without sufficient 
restrictions. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I call the attention of the gentleman to 
the language: 

Unless such person or persons has in writing the consent of the owners of 
more than one-half of the property within a radius of 200 feet from the place 
where such crematory is to be erected and maintained. 

Mr. BLUE. If the gentleman will permit me, that is just what 
I am objecting to; that when they get the consent of thoze within 
200 feet, no difference what objection the public may have to the 
maintaining of a crematory, they could proceed with the erec- 
tion of crematories all over the city. Furthermore, it provides for 
the consent of only half the property owners. It seems to me it 
is of doubtful propriety. Is not offer any amendment, but I 
call the attention of the House to it. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. At the proper time the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. BLUE] may offeran amendment if he desires to do so. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, this bill is one 
of several bills which have — by the health depart- 
ment of the District of Columbia, and each one of them seems to 
have for its specific object the ppg nese of the health officer, 
the extension of his powers, and the limitation of all the rights of 
the citizens of the District of Columbia. And in view of the 
general tenor of these bills, I wish to temporarily yield, reserving 
the remaining portion of my time to the gentleman from Iowa, 
and ask him to explain the necessity for the enactment of this bill 
and the causes of the present necessity. 

This city has been maintained, so far as its cemeteries are con- 
cerned, in good health, and there has been no inconvenience, and 
there has been no claim whatever that there has been any disease 
contracted on account of the condition of the cemeteries of tlis 
city. It seems to me to be a piece of legislation unnecessary, 
uncalled for; and, as I say, I reserve the remainder of my time, 
4 would ask to have a full explanation of the necessity for the 

ill. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I am in no way connected with the 
health department of the District of Colum I am not a phy- 
sician; I am not familiar with the present sani conditions of 
the District of Columbia. The committee is aware of the 
condition only through information os by the proper officers 
of the District. Now I desire to read, for the information of the 
gentleman and other members of the House, from the report: 

Cemeteries in this District are now governed only by certain laws enacted 


for the lating the incorporation of cemetery associations, 
with which of the case the law now pro does -— { deal, relating 
solely to sanita 


conditions. Its _— is to prevent the improper loca 
tion of cemete: or crematories for human remains; to prevent the ove 
crowding of cemeteries, and to require the keeping of certain records. 


I understand, Mr. Speaker, there is absolutely no law in effect 


uiring the superintendent of a cemetery to keep records of the 
borials therein— . 


So far as relates specifically to any of these matters, existing law is silent 
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It provides for the disposal of’ dead bodies, and it is wholly, I 
may say, @ sanitary measure. The Dill, I am informed, is abso- 
lutely necessary in the interest of the — health of the city of 
Washington and the District of Columbi 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, that seems to 
me to be an explanation which does not explain. ha: ) 
This bill is simply for the purpose of the glorification, as I sai 
before, of one department of the District government. It is faulty 
in almost every section as a bill. For instance, take the first sec- 
tion, where it says: 

No person or persons shall lay out any cemetery, or part of any cemetery. 

ithi Washington, trict of Columbia, nor within one mile an 
witht wan tae boutiasied of taid city. ™ 


I say that that of that section is faulty, and it is very ingen- 
iously devised. it is printed, the city of Washington seems to 


be entirely distinct from the District of Columbia. The organiza- 
tion of the District of Columbia would be included in that desig- 
nation as distinct from the city of Washington, although the 
implication is otherwise. : 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from New pshire a question. I would 
like to call his attention to section 9 of the bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will come to that later. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if section 9 would not prevent a person having a private 
burying ground from having a friend buried in that cemetery? 

Mr. BAKER of Netv Hampshire. I will come to that a little 
later; but I will say nowhere in the District of Columbia can a 
person be buried in a private burial place if this bill becomes law. 

Now, if the bill is honest, the words ‘‘in the” should be inserted 
between the words ‘‘ Washington” and ‘‘ District of Columbia,” 
so that it will read, ‘‘ within the city of Washington, in the District 
of Columbia.” 

Now it reads “ within one and a half miles of the boundaries of 
said city.” The gentlemen in the health department seem to be 
disposed to | te for the State of Maryland and for the State 
of Virginia. are plenty of places across the river within 
the entire jurisdiction of the State of Virginia that are within a 
mile and a half of the city of Washington; and this bill proposes 
to dominate these sections, which are entirely out of the jurisdic- 
tion of Congress for such purposes. So the bill should be amended 
there by inserting before the word ‘‘ within,” in line 6, the words 
“in said District,” if it intends to accomplish the purpose which 
it ostensibly has. 

Then, passing on to section 2, we read: 

That it shall be the duty of the owner or owners of any cemetery or ceme- 
teries in said District to inclose such cemetery or cemeteries in said District 


with good and sufficient walls or fences to prevent entrance thereto or exit 
therefrom except by gates provided for that purpose. 


Has it come to this, in these closing days of this century, that 
our cemeteries are to be fenced in like penitentiaries? Must we 
presume that when Gabriel shall blow his horn no spirit shall be 
able to enter Heaven from one of these cemeteries unless it shall 
go through a legally constituted gate, or shall it stay in altogether 
if the gate k shall not be present to open the gate? In these 
modern days, the p seems to be to make cemeteries as pleas- 
ant as possible for those who are compelled to visit them in the 
memory of their dead. But here is adistinct provision that these 
cemeteries shall be so fenced and walled in as to make it impos- 
sible to get in or out of them except by the established — 

_Mr. BABCOCK, Would the gentleman desire to have the pub- 
se J over the fences when they visited the cemeteries? 

r. 


[Laugh- 
Mr. BAKER of New Ham . There is not anywhere in 
this District a cemetery for public purposes which has not already 


around it a sufficient fence for all practical purposes. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Does the gentleman understand what the 
object of the fence is? 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I am entirely — of 


of justification for such a clause as that which I find in this 


Mr. BABCOCK. The sole object of the fences is tok 
Ot He out of the cemeteries, not to keep the spirits in. 
mn BAKER of New Ham But the gentleman, if he 
we anything about the conditions existing in this District, 
<nows that there is not, and that there has not Seen for years, any 
Just cause of com t upon that score. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. 1 understood the 


the cemeteries exi i 
or walled in pen within this city or 


grave 
~gh- 


tleman to say that 
District are fenced 


Yes, sir; nearly every one of 
(uem—Oalk Hill ees Creek Cemetery, Glenwood, the 
Se cononal. Cemetery, Mount Olivet—all, or nearly all of them. 
t. CURTIS of Iowa. Then there would be no hardship in this 
Section even if it should become a law. 





Mr. BAKER of NewHampshire. Yes, there would be hardship, 
because this provides what kind of fences shall be constructed; it 
requires that there shall be a fence which will prevent anybody 
from getting in, and that means a fence which shall be 8 or 10 feet 
high, or more. 

r. CURTIS of Iowa. Is not that precisely the character of the 
fences or walls by which those cemeteries are inclosed now? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. There is not one of them in 
this District so fenced, although each is fenced sufficiently for all 
ordinary purposes of protection. The cemeteries here are fenced 
as well as the cemeteries in the cities of the several States are 
fenced. If the gentleman would strike out all after the word 
‘* fences,” in line 4, down to the end of section 2, then he would 
have a tolerably good bill in this respect. The provision would 
then be that the cemeteries in this District should be inclosed 
“with good and sufficient walls or fences.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the language the gentleman 
desires to have stricken out? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. ‘To prevent entrance thereto 
or exit therefrom except by gates provided for that purpose.” 
The — of that provision is simply to give the health officer 
of the District power to dictate to these private corporations and 
compel them to conform to his will. It can have no other object. 
Again, it would be a serious blemish to these cemeteries if they 
were compelled to have a penitentiary wall around them. 

Mr. genes. I have not sufficient time to go into detail in regard 
to all the necessary amendments to this bill, but I wish to call 
attention to section 6, especially the clause beginning on page 3 
and continuing at the top of page 4, as follows: 

Permits for the removal, interment, or disposal to be issued upon the pres- 


entation of a proper death certificate signed by a physician, registered at 
the health a of said District, who has attended the deceased during 
i 


his or her last illness, or by the coroner of said District or his deputy, or by 
the poe municipal, county, or State authorities at the place where the 
death occurred. 


I wish to ask the gentleman from Iowa this question: Sup- 
pose that a person should die without the assistance of a physician 
and in the absence of a coroner, would it be necessary under 
this provision to call in the coroner in order to have the body 
interred? 

Mr. HULICK. Does not the gentleman know that there are no 
deaths in this city or elsewhere without the assistance of a doctor? 
{Laughter. } 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Unfortunately there are a 
great many people in this city and in this District who are too 
poor to call in a doctor under any circumstances. 

Mr. HULICK. That is their goodluck. [Laughter.] 

Mr. peg et There are charity doctors. 

Mr. B of New Hampshire. But the charity doctors can 
not get around to all these poor people, at least they donot. Now, 
I desire an answer to my question. If a death occurs without the 
presence of a = pages how is the person to be buried unless the 
coroner be ca in, and if there is no suspicion of foul play, why 
should the coroner be called in? The gentleman from lowa does 
not seem to know of any reason, and I can not help him in that 
particular. 

Again, in section 7, there is an enumeration of certain diseases 
which I suppose are classed here as contagious, and in the list is 
typhus fever. Will the gentleman from Iowa explain the distinc- 
_ which he draws, if he draws any, between typhus and typhoid 

ever? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I shall not be able to dis- 
cuss the difference between typhus fever and typhoid fever with 
the tleman from New Hampshire, but I do know, as every 
intelligent person knows, that there is a difference, and that typhus 
fever is certainly contagious. If there is a physician upon the 
floor, I will ask him to say if I am not right. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt 
that there is the distinction which the gentleman claims to exist 
between those two diseases, but in one of the series of bills to 
which the present one belongs—a bill which I —— the gen- 
tleman intends shall follow this one—there is the same classifica- 
tion, and there is an added clause which says that ‘ kindred dis- 
eases” shall be included in the category of contagious diseases. 
Now, has the gentleman any doubt that typhoid is of the same 
class as hus, though milder in form, and is a kindred disease? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I have grave doubts. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This isa grave question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If the gentleman will exam- 
ine the question medically, his doubts will be entirely removed. 
In section 8, beginning at line 15 on page 6, we read: 


Nor shall any person exhibit to the public in the said District, for pay or 
otherwise, any dead body of any human being. 


I wish to ask—— 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Will the gentleman please read all of 
that section? 
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Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire (continuing the reading)— 


or any part of such body. without a permit from the health officer of said 
District so to do, except such exhibition be in connection with some Govern- 
ment museum or with some institution of learning permanently located in 
said District. 


Would that prevent, for instance, the bringing of the body of a 
deceased Congressman into this House for the funeral ceremonies, 
and the exposure of his remains, so that his brother members 
might look at them? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It would if they were brought in here 
** for pay.” 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The language of this section 
is *‘ for pay or otherwise.” Under this bill can the remainsof any 
Guam person be exposed at the time of the funeral without the 
sanction of the health officer? Certainly not. Yetitis usual now 
for that to be done, without the sanction of any officer and with- 
out the permit of anyone. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Suppose the person died of smallpox? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. In that case the present laws 
give the health officer power to act. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then there should be no objection to the 
provision of this bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But under this bill, if a per- 
son should die of pneumonia, the remains could not be exhibited 
at the time of the funeral. 

I now come to section 9, which has been referred to by the yen- 
tleman from Kentucky. It reads: 

That no person shall bury or cause to be buried within said District the 
body or part of the body of any deceased person, except in such unds as 


are now known and used as public burial grounds, or such as hereafter 


be designated by the Commissioners of said District and authorized by them 


to be used as such: Provided, That no cemetery shall hereafter be established 
within one mile and a half of the city of Washington. 


Now, let me remark that exactly this same clause is found in 
section 1; and in this way the bill undertakes to legislate for the 
States of Maryland and Virginia. But apart from that, inside of 
this District, but outside of the city of Washington, there are pri- 
vate burial grounds which have been in use almost from time 
immemorial—family burying grounds where the remains of mem- 
bers of a particular family have been interred for a period of 

ears. There are now in some cases elderly pee who wish to 
be buried in those private cemeteries with their kindred. This 
bill, if it should become a law, would prevent that. I agree with 
the gentleman from Kentucky that such a provision is an outrage, 
and is not justified by any proper health regulations. 

Then comes section 12, which has been referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas, and which provides: 

That no grave in said District shall be reopened within ten years after the 


burial of a person above 12 years of age, or within eight yearsafter the burial 
of a child under 12 years of age. 


Now, if it should so happen that a member of this House, in the 
absence of his family in Europe, where they could not be commu- 
nicated with, should be interred, for instance, at Oak Hill or the 
Congressional Cemetery, there would be uired under this bill, 
if it should become a law, a special act of Congress to allow the 
disinterment of the remains in order that they might be buried at 
the home of the family. Do gentlemen wish that? Does the gen- 
tleman from Lowa [Mr. Curtis] himself wish that? I presume he 
does not. 

Then, again, while a cemetery may be established in a given way 
and without permission of the coroner, a crematory can not be 
established on equal terms. That is the effect of section 14. 

Then, in section 16, we have the penalties for violation of any 
of these petty requirements; and we read that the offender must 
am Fae mai mo ess than $25 nor more than $200 or be punished 

y imprisonment for not less than seven or more than ninety 
Gays in the jail of the District of Columbia. I submit that this 
provision is altogether too harsh for any purpose which the bill 
proposes to accomplish. 

Reserving the remainder of my time, I will await further 

anation of the bill. 

r. JOHNSON of Indiana. I wish to suggest an amendment 
which I think will obviate the principal objection urged by the 
gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Baker]. I propose that 
we add to the bill this clause: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall interfere with the process 
of resurrection as foreshadowed and provided for in holy writ. 


Ponte 

rr. of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, there are certain amend- 
ments which I desire to offer to this bill on behalf of the commit- 
tee. These amendments have been in conferences with 
the cemetery superintendents of the District and with the health 
officer and the Commissioners. The first amendment is to insert, 
after the word ‘‘any,” in line 4 of section 1, the word ‘‘new.” 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I suggest that the amend- 
ments be read by the Clerk. 


Mr. BABCOCK. There are several of these committee amend. 
ments. I think they can all be adopted at one time. 

Mr. CURTIS of lowa. Very w Let the Clerk read all the 
amendments. 

The Clerk read the various amendments proposed by the com- 
mittee. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I call for a 
se te report of the amendments, and a separate vote upon each, 
he SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Jounson of Indiana in the 
chair). The Clerk will report the first amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

_ In section 1, line 4, after the word “any ” where it occurs the first time 
insert, before the word “cemetery,” the word “ new;” soas to read “any new 
cemetery.” 

The amendment was agreed io, 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Section 3, line 3, strike out the words “and grave space,” and insert “of 
reasonable size.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The third amendment was read, as follows: 
strike out the words “and ve ;” line 7, section 3, strik 
settee ee Mea AS 
wo “an ves * e 9, insert, r the word ‘ 
end of the tne. the words “hereafter laid out;” line 10, strike out “twelve” 
and insert “‘ten;” in line 12, strike out the word “twelve” and insert “ten.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 


Section 4, line 5, strike out the words “and grave space.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Section 10, line 6, strike out the word ‘“* week” and insert “month;" and 
in line 8, strike out the words “six months” and insert “one year.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out section 11 of the bill. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Lines 4 and 5 of section 12, strike out the words “ to 
of the same family ’ and insert ‘“‘the 
sufficient depth —- subsequent interments.” Inline 7, insert, after the 
word “coffin” and before “but,” “unless such coffin has been separately’ 
entombed in properly cemented stone or brick work.” In line 12, insert, after 
the word “p e” and before “ diphtheria,” the word “tetanus.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert, after section 18 and before section 19, the following: 

“Seo. —. That the provisions of this act shall not be applied to prevent 
the immediate removal of from Graceland Cemetery, as required by 
‘An act to —— the interment of bodies in Graceland Cemetery, in the 
District of Columbia,’ approved August 3, 1894.” 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. 
offer an amendment to the pending amen 


That n in this act shall ly to private cemeteries in the city of 
w, othing apply to p y 


the wo: 


bury another member 
ve has been, in the first instance, of 


ker, I would like to 


I understand that the purpose of the bill is to control cemeteries 
hereafter laid ont. There are, however, private cemeteries in the 
city where the dead of one family, or perhaps two or three families, 
are buried, and I do not think that this supervision should apply 
to cemeteries of that character. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I do not think the bill, if enacted into 
law, would prevent the use of such cemeteries—that is, necessarily 
so. The object, however, is in the interest of the c health of 
the city of Washington, to prevent the establis t of these 
cemeteries in improper places or by improper or irresponsible per- 
sons. The gentleman from Kentucky can readily see that with- 
out a law restricting the estab of such cemeteries, either 
public or private, the public health of the city might be seriously 
endangered by reason of the improper location of such establ:sh- 


ments. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I will call the attention of the 
gentleman to section 9 of this , Which reads as follows: 


Sec. 9. That no person shall bury or cause to be buried within enid District 
the body or part of the body of any deceased except in such grounds 
as ere now NnOWn and Weed 08 De c burial or such as shall here- 
after be Remkgnates be the Caeenigionsas of cnet Dae one eer nn’ ° 
them to be used assuch: Provided, That no hereafter be estab- 
lished within one mile and a half of the city of W: 


Under that provision, in the cemeteries in the city of 
Washi where members of one family are buried and it 1s 
desired to inter another member of the family, your bill as at 
present drawn would prohibit it. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. See eee a ees 
that an neneene might be prepared in form to prohibit 
interments: 


Except in such grounds as are now known or used as public or private 

















1897. 


Would not that meet the purpose of the 
Me. McCREARY of Kentucky. I shoul 


apa 
think so. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I would suggest that such an amend- 
ment will not meet any objection from the committee. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I will prepare the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. , ldo not wish to consume 
any of the time of the House, but I wish to call the attention of 
the House for a moment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. Itseems tome that private cemeteries should be regu- 
lated by the District Commisioners, or the health officer, just as 
well as any other cemeteries. We are just as liable to have con- 
tagious and infectious diseases spread from a private cemetery as 
from a public cemetery. I can not see why it is not safe to lodge 
in the District Commissioners the discretion which that section 
gives to them. It is a matter of some importance, if there be 
private cemeteries, and they are to be considered as independent 
and outside of all health ns, if the graves in them are to 
be opened at will and interments in them to be made at will and 
not subject to any health regulations. I do not object to any 
reasonable protection of private cemeteries. I do not believe in 
desecrating them in any way, or in allowing officers to desecrate 
them: but there is a great necessity for this bill, or some bill like it, 
as the Commissioners and the health officer and all connected with 
the District testified to the District Committee. That being so, 
it seems to me there ought not to be any factious objection to it. 
The committee certainly will not object to any reasonable and 
fair amendments that will make the bill better in any way. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire 
to interfere improperly in any way with this bill, but I do not 
think that a law which will interfere as seriously 4s this does with 

rivate cemeteries should be passed. I can reach the object that 
desire to reach by non See ener: to section 9, and there- 
fore | withdraw the ame t that I offered, on condition that 
I be allowed to go back to section 9. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The bill has not been read for 
ee 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is being considered for amendment 
now. The gentleman seems to be laboring under the idea that 
the bill will have to be read by paragraphs, but there is no such 
rule in reference to the consideration of bills in the House. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. There has been no chance for 
amendment, except committee amendments. I have quiteanum- 
ber of amendments that I wish to propose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That may be so; but the rule that the 
gentleman invokes applies to the Committee of the Whole, and 
not to the consideration of bills in the House. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I give notice that I wish to 
amend this bill, commencing with section 1. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I withdraw the amendment 
ne | offered with the understanding that I be allowed to offer it 

ater. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Offer it now. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. In section 9I offer the amend- 
ment to insert between the words ‘‘public” and ‘ burial” the 
words “ or private.” 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will notice that 
there is an amendment already pending, offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa {[Mr. Curtis]. The Chair understands the gentleman 

from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] to withdraw his amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes;I withdraw my amend- 
ment to the amendment; but as we have passed section 9, I wish 
to return to that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That amendment will still be in order to 


section 9. 

The SPEAKER pro'tempore. The Chair will say to the gen- 
tleman that an opportunity will be afforded to offer the amend- 
ment later. The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa — Curtis], which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as fi 2 

Insert after eoction 18, and before section 


“SEc. -— 


the following: 
not be applied to 


immediate removal of codlen tease = , as req by can 
trick oP ronieat the interment of bodies in Graceland Cemetery, in the Dis- 
rict of Columbia,’ approved August 3, 1894.” 
a amendment was agreed to. 
1e 


SP _ 
weitere EAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the com 


The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 7 of section after the word “destruction,” insert the following: 
“Tt shall be unila Sor ong pezete ot j 

imil persons to em or by 
human be — he d body of any 
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Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to that amendment. I have sent it to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment has not been 
reported. The Clerk will report the amendment offered by the 


gentleman. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In section 15 strike out, in lines 10 and 11, page 8, after the word “ certifi- 
cate,”’ the words “ by the attending physician or the health officer.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer an amend- 
ment to section 8, toinsert, after the word *‘death,” at the end of 
line 13, the words ‘‘ without permission of the health officer.” 

The amendment was reported by the Clerk, as follows: 

On page 6, line 13, after the word “death,” insert the words “ without per- 
mission of the health officer.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Now, Mr. Speaker, in the first 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would inquire of the 
—— from Iowa if there are any more committee amend- 
men 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
to say there were none. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. There are no other committee amend- 
ments. I will say, however, while I have the floor, that the 
amendment suggested by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCrREARY] has been accepted by the committee. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I suggest that the gentleman 
offer that amendment now. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. TheChairsuggests that the House 
had better go back to the first of the bill and complete it as it goes. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, Imove toamend, 
in line 5, page 1, after the word “‘ Washington,” by inserting the 
words “in the.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. You had better agree to that. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I agree to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair suggests that gentle- 
men had better reduce their amendments to writing, because it 
— the clerks considerable trouble to have them submitted 
verbally. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I think the Clerk will be able 
to catch these amendments as they are offered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In section 1, after the word “ Washington,” insert the words “in the.” 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I also move to amend in the 
same section, in line 6, by inserting, before the word ‘‘ within,” 
the words ‘‘in said District.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ within,” insert the words “in said District.” 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. BAKER of New pshire. In section 2, page 2, lines 4 
and 5, strike out the words “‘to prevent entrance thereto or exit 
therefrom, except by gates provided for that purpose.” 

The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 

In lines 4 and 5, page 2, strike out the words “to prevent entrance thereto 
or exit therefrom, except by gates provided for that purpose.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I only want to say a word 
about that amendment. I do not think the House ought to agree 
to that. Itsimply provides that these cemeteries shall be properly 
fenced, so that persons may not enter them by climbing over the 
fence, but must go to the gates. A few years ago, since my ex- 
perience as a member of this House, there were very serious com- 
plaints made about the robbing of graves in this city, and the difti- 
culty seemed to be that these night prowlers,. grave robbers, could 

t into the cemeteries at different places without going to the gate. 

t seems to me that the cemetery keepers can not guard all around 
them. They may be able to do so, and can do so at a few gates, 
but they can not police theentire line. Now, the gentleman from 
New Hampshire seems to think that the health officer and the 
District Commissioners would be unreasonable in regard to the 
fences around these cemeteries. 

Mr. , I think the language is proper, in providing for 
reasonable fences, to properly inclose the cemetery. If the gentle- 
man wants to put that language in, all right, although it is covered 
as it is, in my judgment. These officerscan not goand teardown 
the. fences it they are there. They would have to make their 
complaints in a specific way that they were not reasonable and 
oe x and that would be in the discretion of the court, and they 

d not be torn down. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, no harm could 
aa cemeteries by allowing the language as it is written 

Mr. HULICK. Are the cemeteries provided with guards? 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Not at all, except as the cemetery asso- 
ciations themselves provide guards and pay for them. 

Mr. HULICK. Are the cemeteries not provided with fences, 
so that people can not get over? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Every one of them, I understand, has a 
fence, but possibly not as high as it ought to be. I know that 
there was a great deal of talk in the lastfew years as to grave rob- 
bing in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. In order to prevent this you 
have to put up a 20-foot fence. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not say that. 

Mr. BAKER of NewHampshire. Butthatis what itamountsto. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It does not amount to that if it is put up 
properly. Thelanguage of the bill is quite sufficient, and prevents 
entrance except by the gates provided for that purpose. I do not 
see how any reasonable man can object to that provision in the 
bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then I am unreasonable. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the gentleman is a little unrea- 
sonable when he objects to this. If the District Commissioners 
or if the health officer were to attempt to interfere with the fences 
of the cemeteries already there, if they made unreasonable de- 
mands upon the owners of those cemeteries, as the gentleman 
seems to think they may, the courts would give them redress. 
There would be no difficulty about that. I would be perfectly 
willing to trust the District Commissioners with a matter of that 
kind when they come to decide upon what kind of fences should 
be around the cemeteries. The gentleman near me, if I under- 
stood him correctly, made a good suggestion, that those of us who 
are out do not want to get in, and those who are in do not want 
to get out, and it seems to me that the language of the bill is en- 
tirely proper. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, it is not, I pre- 
sume, the object of this legislation to drive the citizens of the 
District of Columbia into the courts. It is rather to prescribe 
such requirements as are essential and then to prevent the offi- 
cials who are placed temporarily over the citizens of this District 
from driving them into the courts in defense of their rights. 
After my amendment shall have been adopted, the requirement 
of this part of the bill will be that these cemeteries shall be 
inclosed with ‘“‘good and sufficient walls or fences,” and I do not 
see why that is not a good and sufficient requirement. I propose, 
by my amendment, to strike out the words ‘‘to prevent entrance 
thereto or exit therefrom except by gates provided for that pur- 
pose,” leaving the requirement that there shall be ‘‘good and 
sufficient ” fences, and I do not see what more than that the gentle- 
man from Tennessee or any other gentleman can reasonably 
desire. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New 
Hampshire proposes to strike out these words: 

To prevent entrance thereto or exit therefrom, except by gates provided 
for that purpose. 

Now, what else do we have fences for but to prevent persons 
going in or coming out at other places than the pee e gen- 
tleman from New Hes nn does not object to that idea, but he 
2 to strike out the words which express the idea, for that 
18 = that is expressed by the language which he proposes to 
strike out. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The object of a fence ordi- 
narily is not to prevent people from climbing in or climbing out, 
but it is to prevent animals from straying into the inclosure, and 
a good and sufficient fence is ample for that purpose; but in order 
to prevent persons from getting in or out otherwise than through 
the gates you must erect such a fence as you would erect around 
a jail or penitentiary, and that, I submit, is not a proper kind 
of fence for a cemetery. My amendment will still leave in the 
bill the words ‘‘ good and sufficient walls or fences,” and if good 
and sufficient walls or fences are not enough to require in this 
case, then I mistake the proper purpose of such legislation. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. BAKER of New 
= ire, and the Speaker declared that the noes seemed to 

ve it. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I ask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 1, noes 19. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I make the point that the gentleman has 
not made the point of no quorum present. a.) 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New pshire said 
**no quorum,” which the Chair understands to mean no quorum 
resent. [After acount.] One hundred and twenty-four mem- 
rs are present, not a quorum, and, under the rules of the House, 
the yeas and nays will be considered as ordered, and also a call of 
the House. As the roll is called, members desiring to vote will 
vote yea or nay, and members desiring to record themselves as 
t will announce their presence. e Clerk will report the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New Hampshire. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 2, line 4, after the word “fences,” strike out the 


entrance thereto or exit therefrom, except by gates 


pose. 


words “to prevent 


provided for that pur. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of 
members to the fact that, under the rules, not only is a vote to be 
now taken, but also a call of the House. The doors will be closed 
and members are expected to remain within the en of the 

ve 


Hall, gees the 
permi — 


the call. 


t-at-Arms and doorkeepers 


no right to 


r to leave the House during the continuance of 


em 
e Chair hopes members will understand this, and wil] 
stay in the Hall until a conclusion of the vote. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, after a member responds to hig 
name, can he retire temporarily? 
EAKER. He can not. The doors are closed and the 
House remains in session while the call of the House is operating, 
Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, is the lobby within the pre- 
“The SPEAKER. It is, for th f th 
e . Itis, for the purposes o e inquiry. 
Clerk will call the roll. a 
The roll was called; and there were—yeas 9, nays 185, answered 
present” 21, not voting 140; as follows: 


The SP 


Aldrich, T. H. 
Baker, N. H. 
Burre 


il, 


Curtis, Iowa 

Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Danfo 


YEAS—9. 
Henry, Ind. Otjen, 
McCreary, Ky. Sperry, 
NAYS—185. 
Dockery, Lacey, 
Dolliver, Latimer, 
Ellis, La 
Evans, Lefever, 
Leighty, 
Faris, Leise: 7 
Fenton, Lewis, 
her, Linney, 
Fletcher, i 
fambl re 
Gilet, 3 Y. roe 
Gillet 
Graff, Martin, 
Griffin, McCleary, Minn. 
—" Mecullock, 
rout, 
Grow, McLaurin, 
sl Meiklejohn, 
Ha Mercer. 
Hardy, Miller, Kans. 
ome Miller, W. Va. 
Hatch, Milnes, 
Heatwole, Minor, Wis. 
somenwey, Mean 
ende on 
Sendvier, Moody, 
Henry, Morse, 
ep Murphy, 
Hicks, oonan. 
Hilborn, oars 
Hitt en, 
He Ovesutrest, 
on e 
ulick, Owens, 
Huling, Parker, 
ull,. Patterson, 
Hunter, Pearson, 
Hyde, Pendleton, 
Jenkins, Perkins, 
Johnson, Ind. Phillips, 
Joy. Pitney, 
rE 
Kle q , 
Eleberg — 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”"—2L 
Daniels, Loud, 
ao Mecall 
Howard, N lands, 
ow: ew 
em, Settle, 
NOT VOTING—140. 
Burton, Ohio F 
owls, 
Clark, lowa . 
Clark, Mo. Goodwyn, 
ke, Grosvenor, 
Hadley, 
S Hainer, Nebr. 
wen, Halterman, 
Cox, Hanly, 
Crowley, Harmer, 
Crump, Harrison, 
Cu 
mmings, maze, Pa. 
Denny, 
ley Hooker, 
De on i bbard, 
. u 
Eddy, Hurley, 
Hutcheson, 
Fitzgerald, Johnson, Cal. 


Talbert, 
Van Horn. 


Robertson, La. 


yse 
Russell, Conn. 
Sauerhering, 


Stewart, Wis. 
Stokes, 
Stone, W. A. 
Strode, Nebr. 
Strowd, N.C. 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 


Tayler, 



















h, Pp 

Quiee Stone, C. W. Warner, 
Miles, y; trong, 
Milliken. Reeves, t, Watson, Ind. 
Miner, N. ¥. Reyburn, Tawney, Wellington, 
Money, Robinson, Pa. Wheeler, 
Moses, Rusk, Thorp, ite, 
Murray, Russell, Ga. Towne, Wilber, 
Neill, Shaw, Treloar, Willis, 
Payne, Simpki Tucker, Wilson, Idaho 
Pickler, Southwick, Turner, Va. Woomer, 
Poole, Sparkman, Tyler, Yoakum. 


J 


from New Jersey, Mr. LouDENSLAGER, be excused, He 
called away on important business. 
There being no objection, Mr. LOUDENSLAGER was excused. 
Mr. MOODY, . I 
cused. Heisillin bed. I saw him this morning. 
There being no objection, Mr. SIMPKINS was ex 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Jonnson of California with Mr. SPENCER, 
Mr. PicKLER with Mr. Miner of New York. 
Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. McMILLIN. 
. HANLY with Mr. Moses. 
. AITKEN with Mr. Harr. 
. DOVENER with Mr: CLARKE of Alabama. 
. SmmPKINS with Mr. FITZGERALD. 
. REYBURN with Mr. McRae. 
Mr. HERMANN with Mr. LESTER. 
Mr. DraPER with Mr. CowEn. 
For this day: 
Mr. Ray with Mr. TuRNER of Virginia. 
Mr. WELLINGTON with Mr. WASHINGTON, 
Mr. Tart with Mr. Rusk. 
Mr. WooMER with Mr. Russe. of Georgia. 
Mr. Prince with Mr. TUCKER. 
Mr. Hater of Nebraska with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
Mr. Bowrrs with Mr. MILEs. 
Mr. Harmer with Mr. ELLeErTT. 
Mr. WILBER with Mr. JONEs. 
Mr. Linton with Mr. ERpMAN. 
Mr. McEwan with Mr. Lawson. 
Mr. KuLp with Mr. McDEARMON. 
“Mr. THorP with Mr. KENDALL. 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
Mr. GARDNER with Mr. CATCHINGS. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. HuTCHESON, 
Mr. Brostus with Mr. Cox. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I desire to offer a further 
amendment. 
Mr. CURTIS of Towa aves been eee by the Chair). 
I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]. 
Mr. McCR Y of Kentucky. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, to which I am informed the committee has no objection. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


sen the word “ public,” in line 4 of section 9, insert the words “or 
ate.” 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. There is no objection to that amend- 
ment on the of the committee. 
The amendment was 


"Biampahi 
Mr. BAKER of New pshire. I desire to offer a further 
amendment. 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Upon this bill I demand the previous 
question. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I addressed the Chair and 
stated that I desired to offer afurther amendment. I wish to offer 


it and to be heard upon it. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman in charge of the bill has asked 


for the previous question. 
_, Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But the bill is not perfected; 
it requires amendment in various particulars. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter which depends upon the 
opinion of the House, not upon that of the gentleman from New 
~ smpehire or the Chair. the House considers that the bill is 

Tee eteds it will vote down the previous question. 
jo question being taken on ordering the previous question, 


hire) ne? 08 @ division (called for by Mr. Baker of New Hamp- 
Shire)—ayes 104, noes 1. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No rar, 


The SP ; 
the point that try The gentleman from New Hampshire makes 


is no quorum present. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Did not the roll call just taken show the 
Presence of a quorum? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


So the amendment of Mr. Baker of New Hampshire was re- 


ted. 
ss HICKS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask that the gentleman 
has been 


I ask that my colleague, Mr. SIMPKINS, be ex- 
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The SPEAKER. It did; but the Chair does not feel quite cer- 
tain that there is a quorum now. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I submit that this motion on the part of 
the gentleman from New Hampshire is dilatory. 


The SPEAKER. The fact that it is dilatory does not make any 
difference if there is not a quorum present. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. The roll call a few moments ago showed 
a quorum present. 


r. BAKER of New Hampshire. But the vote just taken shows 
that there is not. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is not quite sure of the presence of 
@ quorum, and will count the House. 
r. RICHARDSON. All right. 
The SPEAKER (having counted the House). Onehundred and 
eighty members are present—a quorum. The ayes have it; and 
aa ovine question is ordered. 


e question being taken upon ordering the bill as amended to 
be engrossed and read a third time, there were, on a division (called 
for by Mr. Baker of New Hampshire)—ayes 119, noes 3. 

_ Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I make the point that there 


is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. That point is overruled. [Laughter.] 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question being taken on the passage of the bill, there were, 


on a division (called for by Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire)—ayes 
105, noes 5. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No quorum present. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order, it hav- 


ing been ascertained that a quorum is present. The ayes have it, 
and the bill is passed. 


REGULATION OF PRIVIES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R.9102) to 
seg privies in District of Columbia. 
e SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any person or persons to 
maintain, uponany © lot or subdivisional lot, situated on any street in 
the District of Columbia, where there is a public sewer and water main availa- 
ble for the use of such lot, any system of eas of human excreta except by 
means of water-closets connected with such sewer and water main. 

Sec. 2. That no privy shall be constructed or maintained in said District 
every part of which is not at least 5 feet from tne line of any adjoining lot, 
feet from any street or =e or private passageway, and 10 feet from any 
building or intended to be used for dwelling purposes or wherein per- 
sons are employed or intended to be employed in any trade or business, nor 
within 50 feet of any well or spring used or likely to be used by manasa 
source of water for drinking or domestic pu Ss. 

Sec. 3. That every privy in said District shall be constructed and main- 
tained in sucha manner and — as toafford ready means of access thereto 
for the purpose of clean: he same, and to admit of the removal of the con- 
tents from the premises whereon such privy is situated to the public street 
without being carried through any dwelling house or building where persons 
are employed in any trade or business; and said privy shall beso constructed 
as to prevent undue exposure of the occupants thereof, and provided with a 
sufficient ope for ventilation, as near to the topas practicable, communi- 
cating directly with the externalair. The floor thereof shall be paved with 
some nonabsorbent material, and constructed so that it shall be in every part 
at a height of not less than 4 inches above the level of the surface of the 
surrounding ground, and have a fall or inclination toward the door of the 
privy of halt an inch to the foot. Said privy shall be provided with a suitable 
receptacle or suitable receptacles for filth which may be movable or fixed. 

Sec. 4. That whenever any privy in said District is provided with a movable 
receptacle, there shall be constructed over the whole area of the space imme- 
diately beneath the seat of the privy a floor at a height of not less than 4 
inches above the level of the surface of the adjoining ground, said floor and 
the whole extent of each side of such s' between the floor and the seat to 
be constru of some nonabsorbent material. The seat, the aperture 
therein, and the space beneath must be of such dimensions as to admit of the 
removable receptacle for filth being placed or fitted beneath the seat in such 
manner and position as = effectually prevent the deposit of any filth else- 
where than inthe receptacle. The seatshall beso constructed that the whole 
or sufficient part of it may be readily removed or adjusted in such a manner 
as to afford adequate access to the s beneath for the purpose of cleaning 
the same and removing the receptacle therefrom or placing or fitting it 
therein. Such receptacle for filth shall not exceed in capacity 2 cubic feet, 
and 8) be made of metal, water-tight, and provided with handles, and so 
constructed that it may be closed with a cover and made air-tight at the time 
of its removal. Such receptacle shall at all times be kept in oot mee, 

Sec. 5. That whenever any privy in said District is — ed with a fixed 
receptacle, the bottom and floor of said pes shall be in every part at least 
4inc above the level of the surface of the adjoining ground, and adequate 
means of access must be provided for the purpose of cleansing the receptacle 
and removing the filththerefrom. Said receptacle shall not exceed in capac- 
ity 8 cubic feet, and shall be constructed of such material or materials and in 
such a manner as to prevent any absorption by any part of it of any filth 
deposited therein or any escape of its contents by leakage or otherwise, ex- 
cept in process of cleaning. Said receptacle shall be maintained at all times 
fe good re 





EC. 6. t no person shall, in said District, deposit in any receptacle for 
filth in any privy any substance except human fecal matter, urine, and liquid 
house refuse. 
Sec. 7. That no owner or compen’ of any premises in said District whereon 
is situated any privy shall permit the approaches to such privy, the walls, 
floors, seats, or fittings thereof, to be in such a state or condition as to be a 
nuisance or annoyance to any person or persons, for want of proper cleansing 
thereof, nor allow any receptacle for filth used in connection with any privy 
to be filled within less than 4 inches of the top thereof. - 
Sec. 8. That no part of the contents of any privy shall, in said District, be 
removed therefrom, nor shall the same be transported through or over any 
streets or highways, except as the same shall be removed and transported by 
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means of some air-tight apparatus, ppceette or other process, so as to — 
‘vent the contents from being exposed to the open air Sudieg the 
process of sucb removal or transportation. 

Sxc. 9. That —-s buildin ae insaid District used for dwelling parpeen. or 
where persons are @ or intended to be employed in any © or 
business, shall be pro vided with sufficient and suitable privy accommodations, 
having regard to the number of persons employed in orin attendance at such 
building; and also where persons of both sexes are ewe or intended to 
bee mployed, or in atten aoe, with sufficient suitable and separate ee 
accommodations for persons of each sex. It unlawful for any owner 
or agent to put any person oF me in possession of any building, or any 
part thereof, not provided wi accommodations as aforesaid, except a 
watchman for the purpose of cuertion such building or part thereof. 

Sxc. 10. That no person shall, in said District, deposit any human fecal 
matter in any place except in some properly constructed privy or water- 
closet; nor shall any person, ha removed the contents, orany part t 
of any privy in the istrict of Columbia, deposit it in any place other than 
such as may be were by the health officer of said District. 

Sxc. 11. ati unlawful for any person, other than such as shall 
be authorized by the health officer of said d District, to clean any privy therein. 
Said authority shall be granted by said — officer, ee wi. to 
any person who is properly equipped as to apparatus an disposal 
for performing the work to be done. 

Src. 12. That no person shall, in said District, erect or maintain a privy 
without having secured from the health officer of said District a permit so to 
do. Such permits snall be issued upon written applications, without cost, 
shall be numbered = — mate a shall describe the location where each 
privy is to be maintained 

Sec. 13. That - rson shall, in said District, construct or maintain any 
system of sewage a by means of broad irrigation, subsoil irrigation, or 
otherwise, except upon a permit issued by the Commissioners of sai District. 
Ap — for sai rmit nit shall be in writing to said Commissioners, and 
shall be accompanied detailed plans of the system which it is —- 
construct and maintain; and no permit shall issued under section 
until said Commissioners are satisfied that said system can be maintained 
without nuisance or danger to public health. 

Sec. 14. That an rson who shall violate or aid or abet in violating any 
of the provisions of this act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon con- 
viction a a anished by a fine of not more than $50, or by imprison- 
ment in the j e District of Columbia for not ex fifteen =. 

Sec. 15. T oa Seaiaguiians under this act shall be in the ice court of the 
District of Columbia, in the name of said District, on information eee? eee. by 
the attorney for said District or one of his assistants t any 
person 0} . tried under _ act shall have the privilege when de- 
manded, trial by jury, as in o' ry a said ee ice court. 

Sec. 16. ae ee ne shall be held to mean any 
building or part of a buildi used 0 or Tutecaiel te te be used for the reception 
of human fecal matter or u and w is not connected with the public 
sewer or with some duly authorized system disposal, so as to im- 
mediately remove such material from such building; that the owner of the 
premises on which ae rivy is situated shall be liable for erection 
and maintenance in ormity to law, and for the removal of the contents 
thereof as may, from time to time, be necessary. 

Sec. 17. That this act, eer Saas hereafter to be erected 
or existing in said District at the time of its ———— im con- 
formity to the laws in force at that time. effect wpon its 7 in 
so far as it affects privies existing anid Gasteist ot the time of 
ee to the laws in force at that time, shall take effect one yaaredien 

te of said 

Szc. 18. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


The Committee on the District of Columbia recommend the 
adoption of the following amendments: 

Insert in section 3, line 16, after the word me ” the following: 

“ Which shall have suitable covers, and be kept closed therewith when- 
ever practicable.” 

Insert in section 6, Mee, tee ore SE 

“Except Pe Se eee disinfecting or deod ee 
the duty of the occupan Oe Se eee 
which a privy is located to keep the nose, tall Ghee ouakeute 
fected and deodorized at all times. 
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There are many hundreds of people in who 
who can not want or write or un rate homme nn eee 


such a little petty requirementas this. Foriamtance. ifa : 
chief, a lead pencil or piece of wood, or anything of that = 
been enadtiel tn Guo of these tacles, contrary to the terms of 
the bill, an is rape tn of e law to fine and fifteen days’ 8 
imprisonmen my opinion it is a requirement entirely un 
and absolutely unnecessary; it has Bebe mw mony upon the public anus 
“oe of oa in any | eg way. 
offer amendment solely for the purpose of calling the ; 

tention of the committee and the House to A netiwy and rx 4 to = 
that in the interest of this class of people, there being NO possible 
damage that will ensue to anybody, unless it may be the occupant 
or the owner of the prope whenit can be of no possi})le 
service to ne health in any form, when it can endanger no 
life, or subject the health of the city to jeopardy, or in any other 
way work harm, except to the people who must of necessity pay 
for its removal by the expenditure of their own money, this /ea- 
ture be stricken out. 

I trust the amendment will prevail. * 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Baker of 
New Hampshire, it was eo 

The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CONTAGIOUS DISEASES. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9023) 
to prevent the spread of contagious diseases in the District of 
Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


di = shall be he 1d = mn -— a. yellow f 
isease * he mean A: ow fever, typhus fever. 
smallpox (including varioloid) Leprens lhe iitherns and 
scarlet fever, or any of these by whi atsoever name it may be desig- 
nated; the term “case of con be held to mean any per- 
son suffering from any such disease. Any a shall be held to be suffer- 
ing from a contagious disease who is so infected by such disease as to be 
eapable of transmitting it to others. Th the ordinary clinical 
symptoms of any contagious disease a Ge the case of including the 
symptoms of membranous crow ) shall be prima evidence that such 
the presence in such case of the specitic 
shall be conclusive evidence that ene OF was 
The provisions of this act shall to every ship, vessel, 
steamer, boat, or craft | lying or int the rivers, ‘bors, or other waters 
within the jurisdiction of said and to every tent, van, hovel, barn, 
outhouse, cabin, or other place in _—S The‘term “person in charge 
of 0 cate 0 ones ous disease’ shall be oy baw 
family in which Soule 4 case belongs; second, in his absence or disability or in 
case he be the person sick, the nearest relative or relatives of such casé pres- 
ent on the premises where such case is,and beingin attendance.on him; third, 
in the absence of such relatives,everyone in attendance on such person; 
fourth, in the absence of ag so in cbtendience, varpené ia: in charge of the 


premises where such person 
Sec. 2. That every eae on or called in to visit or examin- 


of this act the term “ contagious 


ing any case of con disease in the of bia shall immedi- 
ately cause such case to a cortifente signed isolated, and at send to the health 
officer of said a a ce! signed by him, which said certificate shall 
state the name of the and the name, sex, and color of the person 


| aire set forth bpaireas and number or otherwise 
sufficiently designate the house, room, or other place in which said person 
may be loca together with such other reasonable information relating 


The amendments were be prima facie any physician so doing was aware that such per 
Mr. BAKER of New agreed to. Mr. Speaker, I offer the —————— = : And woutde , That any case of 
amendment I send to the desk. ous disease that such cass ean este immediately ne from such 
The Clerk read as follows: _— shall be ly isolated by the person vor ana thereof until the 
qutuseet such ddhases 10 quattivaly Getiemiant, ar ‘the case has com- 


Strike out lines 1, RS codean paged, nl at section 6, down to and in- 
‘cluding the word “and” in line 4 


Mr. BAKER of New The purpose of the amend- 
ment is simply to m abil Sncoler eat ho acajun iguana 
people to the penalties of the law in a matter of no special im- 
portance to anyone. It will do no harm if the words are stricken 
out, and it would save much trouble to oan er 

I trust, therefore, that the committee will accept the amen ¥ 

Mr. BABOOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say in reference to 
the amendment of the gentleman frem New Hampshire, that it 


_ actically is not tothe bill. It cuts no whatever. 
is bill has been wy ieee by the th 

ment of the city tee em aeat through all of the 
ordinary channels— the Commissioners, the 


subcommittee, and on full com comadees sah ie my ce gong olen 
very dangerous to strike out provisions in a bill which has 
so prepared. Econ auneaniiierthameae tice antl aemeaees 
on the of the copnnittee, object to the amendment, and trust 
et Ba ‘KER of Ne Hampshire. 

r. BAKER of New Mr. Speaker, by turning to 
section 14 we find a provision for the punishment of violations of 


the bill. The provision is to the effect that any violation of any- 


of its provisions may subject the offender to a fine of $50 or to an 
ae es of fifteen days. 

‘ow, the purpose of my amendment is to remove from the bill 

one of the petty requirements which is very we to be violated 


ws 8 an ese who are ignorant of or not acquainted the purpose 
provisions of the law. 


pletely recovered or died; and if such case recovers or dies without the true 


nature of the disease having been been ascertained, it shall be the duty of the per- 
son in of such case toadopt su Sconmensnemaltedaiaooa hasta! nfection 
a by this actin cane of diseases. . 
Ec. 3. any physician or visiting any case of contagious 
dissase in said District shall wand to enti hrealii ofthese-« coneitionts cigied DY 
‘to the recovery or death of such case case within twenty tour 
hours after he See geen wonerens ar Saee No person suffer- 
ing from any contagious disease shall be recovered tere 
— until he is free from danger of such disease to 
°o 


rs. 
Sno. 4. That whenever any of being euilaring trem eney diosa an 
contagious disease, or se, al 
oO on etn teen 


cases. 
Suc. 5. That whenever ‘it comes to the knowledge of said health officer, 
either by the ——- hereinbefore for or otherwise, , oh 
person in said Ae aS Sree ane eaneas Sean, oe © nea 
comaploncus peattions upen, ow Se — 
e 
entrance or entrances to guomsinss én Which sunk ak nee rie, eo that the 
eS See by; waid placards or signs shal) © 
tain, printed thereon m large the nameof the disease from whic! =2'4 
Se oak Se ene a statement of the law in reference 
to entrance to exit —- aa in — Sotabertoring © a 
sign; such premises be a jum, ho 
on Seercanemsh ipoeuns nel plieasaile or ieaaaaiae ater nae on ¢ 
said health officer, be placed in a conspicuous position or positions w't)!2 
een 3 ae Ss officer or ood 
lacards signs shall be displayed as 
premises and the contents thereof are disinfected to the satisfaction of st 
officer, as certified by him, and such time thereafter 
necessary to demonstrate the freedom of occupants of said premises from 
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in the case of cholera and yellow fever, five days; 


sixteen yop 
days: glanders, rar ; ten ; and fever, 
fourteen days: That to or in of the placards or 
warning Le Sa a a watchman 
Slianee with the proviclene of thibant. . 


deface, obliterate, remov 
ceal placard or sign displayed as aforesaid; the person in 
— of the building or where such placard or is or has been 
displayed.see SR are ee eee has been to his knowledge 
sed, O terated, removed, concealed forthwith report that fact 
ian to said health officer, unless he tha 
such placard “sae been removed by of said health officer. 
Spe. 7. 
tnstens disease in said district to cause such case, 
covery thereof, to be removed to a room or rooms on the premises where it 


contagions disease, 
typhus fever, twenty-one 


E 
| 
| 


suche in which 
such sick person is of any person or persons except those Swelling therein at 
the time the discovery of such disease therein, the physician 
in attendance, the nurse or nu and such persons as y 
authorized in writing by said heal officer to enter such building; prop- 
erly disinfect or cause to be disinfected all articles in use in the room or rooms 
in which such sick person is andall excreta from such sick beforesuch 
articles or exeretaare removed from said room, and three days after 
the complete recovery, the death, or removal of such ae 
ses in which such siek has been and the persons articles thereon to 
be prope 
ate That the disinfection required by this act shall be performed as 

ows: 

(A) All dejestn, SOR aee of persons suffering from contagious 
diseases shal dl cnpuil dares inate aantioasin ves- 
sels containing a sufficient of an acid solution of bichloride of mer- 
cury (bichloride of me on ; hydrochloric acid, 2 parts; water, 1,000 
yen), of other quemiaiaal agent which has been approved by said health 

cer. 

(B) All articles which have been exposed to infection but not included 
among those en in the shall be (a) for 
not less than thirty minutes to , ata of not less 
C., or (b) boiled for not less than thirty minutes, articles to be disinfected to 
be completely submerged, or (c) soaked in the acid solution of bichloride 
mercury aforesaid for not less 
ous solution of carbolic acid for or in Ss 
cidal solution corgeeet by said health officer, or with 
such solution, or (d) exposed to the vapor of fermaldeh or other - 
Se cae time and in such strength as may be specified by said 

officer. 

(C) Persons who have comvalesced from any contagious disease or who 
have been ex Se ee a Oe ee 


pe ne eee co, 
ws: Bic! e of mereury, 1 part; hydrochloric acid, 2 parts; > 2,000 
ts; or other germicidal solution approved by said health officer. The 


odies of persons who have died from any contagious disease shall be imme- 
diately enveloped in a sheet saturated a5 per cent aqueous solution of 
earbolic acid or other germicidal solution approved by said b 
Sec. %. That if ea. has in 
tagious disease in District shall fail 


Unalociod” win tre tapuatter te removal recwery. or Sal of coal 


| 
| 


case, said health officer is eeartees Sosente Bocas te Seger 
disinfected and to Ray. the cost out of any a for 
purpose, and court before whom such person is tried may require 


him to bay such costs in addition to euch penalty as te hereinafter 
Specified: Provided, That when such person in of said 
health officer, to properly disinfect such premises, or any part oran 
person or persons, epertiaiee Chavesn, such prenapet qe pares E 
person or persons, article or articles may be disinfected by said officer 
and the cost of such disinfection paid out of any appropriation available 
Seater, netating payment for articles belonging to the poor necessarily 
Sec. 2. That no in said District suffering from 
disease, or residing ree Serre ony i 
re is such disease (or, if such ooo Sears, soptem, Sage, or 
apartment house, in the apartments where there is such ), shall leave 
such buildin, or apartments, except with a written from said health 
officer, and t en only in accordance with the terms of said permit; or with a 
building crn said health officer certifying that such person can leave said 


y, 
rson who has died of contagious disease, except in accordance with 
shall vowing provisions: body shall not be placed in an ice Cen, | but 
= » immediately after eine emer raioel aaknae thereafter 
of carbolte oy ees in a sheet ran a 5 per cent aqueces ectusion 
. ther ution, as provided in section 8; su 
body shall them be fammedimvely placed in a coffin or casket, which shall at 


shall be ve Co os a yh such body 
wien thire six hours 
BC. 13. 
low fever, reat BO body of any person who has died of Asiatic cholera, yel- 
frail, ar jeu be carried OF out of the District ; except in 
tecarvied into or out of eaid Di eee ees ae ee 
germicidal solution, as in 
casket |i section 8, and (b) in a coffin or 
metically sealed taenal ores, or lead, so as wo be her- 
bode, vided, That this section not ap tae Gebamartotton of 
Sto. 11 garses or undertakers’ tor barlal ta 
contagions da wa District the body of a who has died of any 


hare or umdacreneoeoF shipment, nor in any conveyance other than a 





owes. OER 
BC. 15. That no person shall, in said District, without a written it 
from said health officer, and then only in accordance with the towmne of enid 
permit, carry or remove, or cause to be carried or removed, from place to 
plane ang yomnes qutering from any contagions or who has been 
recently exposed to by such disease, and is | soon to develop 
the same, or to carry the infection of such disease. No person , in said 
= hanpene Sineat oe ane — — or permit his minor —— or 
ward pose himself, while rom any contagious disease 
ha nee to such disease linkie — to develop the ome te 


Sec. 16. That no shall, in said District, without a written permit 
from said health officer, and then only in accordance with the terms of said 
permit, ca or remove, or cause to be carried or removed, from place to 

any or things which have been exposed to any case of contagious 
and w have not been properly disinfected since such exposure as 
certified — health officer. 

Spe. 17. the principal, teacher, or other person or nese in charge 
of any school, , college, or Sunday school in said District shall not 
permit “7 om to attend such school, seminary, college, or Sunday school 

been su from or e to any contagious disease and 

whose exclusion from such school, se: , college, or Sunday school has 

been certified to by said health officer as in his opinion n to prevent 

of such contagious disease; so excluded may be permitted 

to re to such —_ coat, , or Sunday school u the pres- 

entation of a certificate from said health officer that they may do so without 
of such contagious disease. 

Sec. 18. That no parent, master, or custodian of any child or minor, having 
power or authority to prevent. shall, in said District, permit such child or 
—— to y exposed pod to needlessly expose any other person 

sease 


y Sno i 

‘Ssc. 19. That no person euffering from any contagious disease shall, in said 
enter any public conveyance, nor any person in cha: of any- 

one so suffering it such an one to enter such conveyance without pre- 
viously making it known to the owner or driver thereof that he, or the 
person in charge, as the case may be, is suffering from such contagious dis- 
ease; any person suffering from such disease and any person in charge of one 
so cntiontens ha eutered any public conveyance shall forthwith report in 
writing tosaid th officer the time of such use, the number and kind of con- 
veyance used, and, if known, the name of the driver. The owner or driver 
of any public conveyance, either or both of them, in which has been conveyed 
any person suffering from a contagious disease shall immediately have such 
re peak disinfected, and said conveyance shall not — be used 
until it has disinfected to the satisfaction of said health officer, as cer- 


tified 2. 
Sec. 20. That no person shall, in said District, knowing let or cause to be 
let to any person, or put an other person in possession of, any house, room, 
or part of a house or room, in which any person has been confined by reason 
of any contagious disease, until such house or room or part of a house or room 
has been disinfected to the satisfaction of said health officer, as certified by 


Sec. 21. That whenever any person in said District is an inmate of any 
remises occupied by three or more families, or of any tenement house, 
Trarding house, letae house, hotel, or apartment house, and is suffering 
from any con disease, and can not, in the opinion of said health officer, 
be properly in such premises, tenement house, lodging house, hotel, 
nse, said shall be removed as expeditiously as possi- 

under direction of said health officer, to the public hospital or to such 
other place, satisfactory to said health officer, provided by and at the expense 
of said person, his parents or guardians; if such person can not, in the opin- 
ion of said health officer, be removed as aforesaid without endangering his 
life, said health officer may cause such persons in the neighborhood to be 
removed as are in Saoe contracting the disease. Any person suffering 
from any contagious , and requiring to be treated at public expense, 
= , at the discretion of said health officer, be removed to public hospi- 


or treatment. 

Sec. 22. That in e hospital and dispensary in said District there shall 
be provided and maintained a suitable room or rooms for the isolation of per- 
sons infected with contagious diseases; such persons shall, immediately upon 
the discovery of the nature of their sickness, be separated from the other 

and other patients at such — or hospital. It shall be the 

uty of the or of the officers, managers, and of every- 
one in charge of a hospital or di , and of everyone who has any duty 
or office in respect to patients in course of treatment, or persons who apply 
for treatment or care ata dispensary or hospital, to see that a report is imme- 
diately made to said health officer of every person so applying, infected with 
a contagious disease, who comes to their knowledge, and that such person or 
persons so infected are properly isolated and kept separated from other per- 


sons and 

Sec. 23. That the or persons in charge of any institution supported 
or aided by said t shall, at the expense of that institution, cause each 
inmate thereof to be successfully vaccinated immediately upon his ad mission 
thereto, or vaccinated a sufficient number of times to demonstrate that suc- 
cessful vaccination is impossible, unless he produces sufficient evidence of 
having been successfully vaccinated within five years, or of having had small- 


Sec. 2. That e person in said District having been exposed to the in- 
fection of smallpox Gucinding varioloid) shall be at once successfully vacci- 
nated, or vaccinated a sufficient number of times to make it evident that 
successful vaccination ble. 


is \ 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the uty of every person in said District to be suc- 
cessfully vaccinated, or to be vaccinated a sufficient number of times to make 
it evident that successful vaccination is impossible, whenever the Commis- 
sioners of said District shall, by proclamation, declare such action on the 

rt of every person, within a reasonable time, to be stated in said proclama- 

. necessary for public health: Provided, That this section shall not apply 


to persons who to the satisfaction of said health officer that they have 
been vaccinated, or repeatedly vaccinated as aforesaid, within 
five ovenee = from the date of andi puocinmation, or that they have had smallpox 
or 


Sec. 26. That the Commissioners of said District be, and they are hereby, 
and empowered, whenever said District is, in their judgment, 
threatened or afflicted with Asiatic cholera. yellow fever, typhus fever, small- 
x (including varioloid), glanders, the issue. or leprosy. and whenever 
or searlet fever exists in said trict in mic form, to cause 
house-to-honse i ions to be made, to require, especially, the cleansing 
and disinfection of premises or partsof premises, to vide accommodations 
for such persons as may be threatened + hed affii with any of the diseases 
af to provide uitous vaccination and distribution of disinfectants, 
ar ee % — ee to law amor 39 
necessary, in their judgmen’ preven e in uction or spread in 
District of any disease aforesaid. 
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Src. 27. That no person shall, in said District, knowingly make, sign, or 
deliver any report or certificate, herein provided for, not in accordance with 
fact. 

Sec. 28. That said health officer, and any employee or employees of the 
health department of said District duly detailed for such purpose, shall have 
the right to enter and inspect premises or pao in said District where there 


is, or is believed to be, one or more cases of contagious disease; such inspec- 
tion to be made between the hours of 7 o’clock a. m. and 7 o'clock p. m., or at 
such other times as may, in the —— of said health officer, be found neces- 
sary to secure the enforcement of the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 29. That no person in said District shall molest, hinder, or in any man- 
ner prevent said health officer, or any person in the service of said health 
department, from performing any duty imposed upon him or them by the 


provisions of this act. : 

Sxc. 30. That on. poe who shall violate, or aid or abet in violating, any 
of the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon 
conviction thereof be punished by a fine of not less than $5 nor more than : 
or by imprisonment in the jail of the District of Columbia, or in such other 
place as may be designated by the court, for not less than five days nor more 
— six months, or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of 

e court. 

Sec. 31. That prosecutions under this act shall be in the police court of said 
District, in the name of said District, on information signed by the attorney of 
said District or one of his assistants, at the instance of said health officer: Pro- 
vided, That any person or porecne tried under this act shall have the privi- 
some, me demanded, of a trial by jury, as in other jury cases in said police 
court. 

Sec. 32. That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the foregoing be 
and the same are hereby, repealed; and any appropriation or balance thereo! 
available at the time of the passage of this act, or which may thereafter be- 
come available, for the enforcement of the provisions of “An act to prevent 
the spread of scarlet fever and diphtheria in the District of Columbia,” ap- 

roved December 20, 1890, is hereby made available for the enforcement of 
the provisions of this act so far as they relate to scarlet fever and diphtheria. 


The Committee on the District of Columbia recommended the 
following amendments: 


Insert after section 31 the aowier, . 
“Suc. 32. That — person arres in the District of Columbia for alle 
ose detention in a police station, workhouse, or jail 
would, in the opinion of the health officer of said district, expose the occu- 
nts of any such police station, workhouse, or jail to infection by any con- 
gious disease aforesaid, may be confined in any —- in which are treated 
tients suffering from such — disease as that by which said person 
Is believed to be infected, or in such other place as may be designated by the 
court.” 
Number section 82 as 33. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report of the com- 
mittee on this bill be printed in the REcorRD. 

The SPEAKER. ithout objection, the report will be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. Curtis of Iowa) is as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
& R. 9023) to prevent the spread of contagious diseases in the District of 
lum bia, heving had the same under consideration, recommend that the 
same do pass with the following amendments: 
insert after section 31 the fo en 
“Suc. 82. That any person arrested in the District of Columbia for alleged 
violation of law, whose detention in a police station, workhouse, or jail would 
in the opinion of the bealtb officer of said District, expose the occupants of 
any such police station, workhouse, or jail to infection by any a 
disease aforesaid, may be confined in any hospital in which are trea pa- 
tients suffering from such contagious disease as that by which said person is 
ee to be infected, or in such other place as may be designated by the 
court.” 
Number section 82 as 33. 
The annexed report of the health officer of the District sufficiently explains 
the object of the proposed legislation. 
The amendments — rer committee are the amendments sub- 
oe by the health officer of the District and sanctioned by the Commis- 
oners. 


HEALTH DEPARTMENT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, December 15, 1896. 
GENTLEMEN: Referring toa bill to prevent the spread of contagious dis- 
om 2 = the vee of Columbia (H. R. 9023), I have the honor to submit the 
ollowing re 5 
The restriction of contagious diseases in the District of Columbiais gov- 
erned by the following laws and regulations, copies of which are attached 


hereto: 
@ An act of the le tive assembly entitled “An act for the prevention 
of disease in the District of Columbia,” approved June 19, 1872. 

(2) Rules and re: ons of the of health in eeques to smallpox. 
legalized by joint resolution of Congress April 24, 1880, and again by act of 
es approved August 7, 1894. 

3. Regulations to patees Sccgoeee of small in the District of Colum- 
bia, promulgated by the oners of the District of Columbia October 
24 and November 9, 1894. 

4. An act to prevent the spread of scarlet fever and diphtheria in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, approved mber 20, 1890, and regulations of the health 
officer made by virtue thereof. 

An act for the prevention of diseases in the District of Columbia.—This act 
was passed by the late legislative assembly at a time when smallpox was epi- 
demic, and refers only to “‘formidable epidemic infectious or con ous dis- 
eases.”” There has been no judicial interpretation of the diseases included 
by this law, but it has, by common consent, been held to mean such 
as are now termed major contagious , viz, Asiatic cholera, smallpox, 
typhus fever, etc. This interpretation receives weight by the subsequent 
enactment of the law relaias.- fically to certain minor contagious dis- 
eases, viz, scarlet fever and diphtheria. 

This act affixes cer*ain ——— for certain acts. It is itself, however, in- 
complete, depending for its operation a es and instruc- 
tions which it authorizes (section 1) to be made whenever, in the ju ent 
of the “ board of health,” the District of Columbia is “threatened with or 
affected b wae See ble epidemic infectious or contagious disease.” 
The subjects to treated of in these orders, regulations, and instructions 
are fied in section 2. The act does not authorize the affixing of any pen- 
alties to such orders, regulations, or instructions, nor does it direct that the 
board of health enforce them, so that they may possibly be considered as 
advisory rather than mandatory, as will appear later in an opinion of the 


Hon. A. A. Birney, United States district attorney erence 
othe lew itself ‘m therefore, incomplete. WD owt tata oR 
Ww ore, ‘ 
structions upon which it depends for its completion cm ¥ be promul, . ted 
in the presence of, or threatened invasion by. a formidable epidemic 
infectious or contagious and must then be advertised for thirty days: 
one Ca when prosealgntes.| ore of aa Moya os er 
es and regulations o. 'e board of health in regard to smal - 
late board of health, av itself of the authority conferred by {he acne? 
ferred to above, and of the existence of an epidemic of smallpox, promu|yateq 
rtain tions June 19, 1872, which were amended r 26, 1872, and 
cepted sani recat day Gooesaieeates sprees inthe eo 
: al + 
known to be of no value, and others positively harmful. Ep nowever, 


These ——— have been twice as bef 
and now “have the same force and effect withio” che Binates of Columbin 
if enacted by in the firstinstance ” (act of A 7, 1894). But there 


is not and never been any penalty for their violation. 
‘ eee to prevent the Saye Vase See District of Columbia, 
issue oy the Commissioners of the Distriet o —During the outbreak 
of smallpox in this District in a in view of the impossibility 
of anouas aan > reference to that disease because of the 
absence of any y clause, Commissioners prom ditic 
regulations alee the joint resolution a of Fe iy oe 
autho: the promulgation of “such usual police regula- 
tions” as the Commissioners deem necessary “for the ion of liv 
limbs, peat, Come, and quiet of all and protection of 
pro oe e validity of these a however, to serious 
question, in view of the decision of police any act or condition 
restricted by act of Co can not be further restricted by regulations of 
the Commissioners, and for other reasons. 

An act to qecvent the spread of wore and Se Girte in the District of 
Columbia.—The following oo of Hon. A. A. Birney, United States 
attorney for the District of Columbia, indicates the value, if any, of tivis act, 
and = regulations made by virtue thereof, and the need for its amend- 
ment: 

OrFice UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, DISTRICT OF CoLUMBIA. 
February 19, 1396. 

Der Srp: I have before me your letter of February 15, in which you say 
that under your direction an application had that day been made for a war- 
rant of arrest, which warrant my assistant at the po! court had declined 
to allow to issue; and ask if his decision meets with my val. 


filed a death certificate stating the of death of his t to have been 
“mem ous p.” He not y reported the existence of this 
disorder in the patient. Application is made for his arrest for violation of 
the secon on 0 act of 20, 1890, enti An 
act to preven’ the spread of scarlet fever and hhtheria in the District of 
Columbia.” This section provides, in eff: it shall be the duty of every 
practicing physician to make report to the ith officer “immediately after 
such phgetiten Secemne peeves the mce of any case of scar- 
let fever or diphtheria under his 


a pone is provided for his 

negiect to esuch report. It will observed that the galy cases pro 
ed for are cases of scarlet fever and diphtheria. Section 3 of the act re- 
quires physicians in attendance w cases of scarlet fever or diphtheria to 
exercise such reasonable precau to prevent the spread of said diseases 
as may be bed by the health officer of the of Columbia in regu- 
lations. section and section 6 of the same act saaneny give authority 
to prescribe —————— are to respected by 

hysicians generally, but no part of act provides any penalty whatever 
bo te —_—— upon _—_ practi te regulations or 
ttt dcheretc repatetenmn-al anenen ae Gipthorin (8) the giving of 8 
ure cases ‘ever or e giving of a 

false certificate, and (3) the visiting of ee. or colleges by 
convalescents from diphtheria or scarlet fever who have not provided them 
*efJoction 3 has attempted to provide penalties (not affecting physicians, how 
on attemp’ ysicians, how- 

ever), bat isso confused that, my Judgment, fistncepablect Leng enforced 
ustice 


aco j s 
Under the re of this act, as stated above, the health officer has 
issued certain regulations, and has assumed by the second to declare, as4 
matter of law, that the term “ theria,” as used in the act, ‘shall be held 
to include membranous croup, “etc. I find no authority whatever for 
this action of the health officer, and I am therefore of the opinion that such 
declaration, going as it does far beyond the terms of the statute, is void. A’ 
I have above indicated, however, in my opinion no liability whatever attaches 
in any case for violation only of the 
If it can be made to appear by evidence that the patient in the case com 
plained of died of diph and that the ph in charge knew it to be 
a case of ye and with such know failed to report it to the 
health officer, may t has instructions to cause a warrant to be issued 
forthwith for arrest. But in the absence of such evidence (and | am 
informed that no such evidence was t to the attention of my assistant 
it is my opinion that no warrant issue, since the ings co 
ae PeFuh Gress reapeot Tats, Stan afr; pou, vans tel 
grea am, ’ , = 
A. A. BIRN“Y, 


United States Attorney, District of Colwmdia 
Dr. WILLIAM C. WooDWARD, 
Health Officer, District of Columbia. 


No penalty, it speeemn, is fixed for the removal or mutilation of the wart 
ing which act requires to be displayed; no penalty for failure 
py late the patient; none for failure or refusal to fect; and it 
even doubtful whether a from scarlet fever 
diphtheria could be punished for exposing on the public streets. “. 
‘ Srequaney Se yaar have sc gy to prevent me 2 a 

of contagious enacting laws and regulati 
reference thereto indicates that the for such so has been 
abundantly proven. The law at present has been PL 

a study of similar laws in force in other cities, and 

what enactments . 


i 


all of this. 
e requirements of the proposed law are the report of cases of 
ountoniows diseases, (2) the placarding of se a warniD h 
the public, (9) the isolation of those affected by each diseases and © oti 
e to them, (4) the disinfection of premises, (5) the vaccinat! 
of citizens under certain specified conditions. 
The health department 


recommends that this law be passed. The effft 
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made to secure more euthority for this department in the management of 
diseases named is solely in the interest of the public welfare, the personal 
oe camagahedl Chapeutth anstating the 


interests of those 
as much as 
pro’ 


reduction of authority 
since their work and responsibility are diminished in 


WM: C. WOODWARD, M. D. 
Health Officer. 

The COMMISSIONERS OF THE DisTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that there are two 
committee amendments. The question is on agreeing to them. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I have another amendment, Mr. S er. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out section 23, on pages 14 and 15. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to address himself 
to the amendment? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Yes. The —— amend- 

obj 


ment, Mr. Speaker, removes one of the greatest objections to this 
bill; but there are a few others to which, it seems to me, the atten- 
tion of the committee should be called. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I raise the point of order that the gentleman 
is not addressing himself to the amendment under consideration. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I am willing that a vote 
should be taken on the amendment. 

The amendment offered by Mr. Curtis of Iowa was azreed to. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment 
to section 11. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out section 11 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Sec. 1L. That no person in said District shall knowingly enter any build- 
ing or (if such building be a hospital, hotel, asylum, or apartment house) in the 
apartment in which exists any case or cases of contagious disease, or any 
—— infected by such disease, except persons dwelling in such building 
si ced Seer cre aCe ode pinetnas ny te ager 
Pathorised in writing by said health officer to do so.” 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I am authorized to say, Mr. Speaker, 
that the committee will not object to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS]. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to inquire whether the word 
“knowingly” is in the amendment? 

Mr. J EN INS. It is. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, in section 8 
there is a formula for disinfectants. A few years ago it was sup- 
posed that sulphur was the only successful disinfectant. Since 
then one or two other articles have been used for that purpose. 
In this bill there is a provision for still other articles. If this bill 
should become law, then these particular things must be used as 
disinfectants, although the progress of science may demonstrate 
that they are no longer useful or effective. I have a letter from 
one of the most inent physicians in this city which says that 
when this disinfectant was tried upon flies, it did not hurt them, 
and when it was tried upon turtles, the turtles-were said to have 
danced. Such being the case, this is not a very good disinfectant, 
and it seems to me that the committee themselves ought to provide 
that disinfection shall take place, and leave the particular disin- 
fectant to be determined according to the progress of science. I 
make that merely as a suggestion at bert ogee 

Again, I wish to say, as to the whole bill, that while it may have 
been prepared by the health officer of the District of Columbia, it 

not received action, favorable or otherwise, on the part of any 
medical society in the District of Columbia; butin its present form 
is before each of the medical societies of the District and under 
consideration now. My authority for this statement is a promi- 
nent physician who came to me only a few hours ago and so stated 
to me, so far as the allopathic society is concerned. I have also a 
letter which I received in my mail yesterday from one of the most 
prominent homeopaths of the city. 

So it seems to me that this bill ought not to be rushed through 
the House until the medical societies of this city can consider it 
and say whether they approve it or not. I do know that it is not 
approved by very many of the most prominent physicians of this 
city. There are ns all through it that are not satisfactory 
to them, or to anyone who has considered the bill. On page 11, 
in section 14, providing for the funerals of certain deceased per- 
sons, there is a provision that there may be only the nearest friends 
of the deceased nt, not exceeding two, besides the members 
of the family. If it is dangerous to have five people there, it is 
“in cone to have two. 

Mr. CURTIS of I 


died of comtaglons owa. This applies only to persons who have 


aon of New Ham Very well. But why should 
re be two e present outside of the immediate family? 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, How would the gentleman bury them 
“—_—e anyone present? 
. New Ham . This applies only to the con- 
fidential friends, and not to aisbestaber or his ceilstette, 
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Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I call the attention of the gentleman to 
the language of the section: 


And other persons whose attendance is actually necessary. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. “And other persons whose 
attendance is actually necessary.” That covers the undertakers. 
His two nearest friends are not those of the persons, you will 
observe by referring to the language in his own bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. It provides that friends not exceeding 
two may attend the funeral. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Yes. Now, I sayif itis dan- 
gerous to have five present, it is dangerous to have two present; 
and yet in pe cag ility he may have three confidential friends 
who might wish to attend the funeral. 

Mr. BABCOCK. In that case they would have to draw cuts to 
see who should attend. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And the bill is full of these 
little irregularities. 

Mr.MORSE. Under the suggestion of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, it would exclude the clergyman. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I suppose it would, because 
there is no provision for his attending unless he should happen to 
be one of the two confidential friends. In section 21 it is provided: 

That whenever any person in said District is an inmate of any premises 
occupied by three or more families, or of any tenement house, boarding house, 
lodging house, hotel, or a ment house, and is suffering from any contagious 
disease, and shall not,in the opinion of the health officer, be properly isolated 
in such premises, tenement house, lodging house, hotel, or apartment house, 
said person shall be removed as ex itiously as possible, under the direction 
of said health officer, to the public hospital. 

I would like to be informed by any member of the committee 
where the public hospital in the District of Columbia is situated? 
There is no public hospital in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MORSE. That is a child yet to be born. 

Mr. BABCOCK. There are half a dozen hospitals open here to 
the — for which appropriation after appropriation has been 
made by this House. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And every one of those hos- 
pitals is a private institution, and under the wording of this bill 
there is nowhere that anyone can be taken. Morethanthat. On 
the very first page of the bill the words ‘‘ typhus fever” occur. I 
asked the gentleman a moment ago to explain to the House the 
difference between typhoid and typhus fever, and whether typhoid 
is included in the phrase as being a form of that disease, but I 
was not able to get any information; and yet I know that, accord- 
ing to official reports of fourteen and a half years of the London 
free hospital there were 2,580 typhoid-fever patients treated there, 
and that only eight typhoid cases arose in the hospital. 

Then, again, this bill uires that any symptom of mem- 
branous croup in any child or in any person shall be treated 
exactly as diphtheria is to be treated; and that all these disin- 
fectants, which in five years from now may become absolutely use- 
less, and known to be useless, must be applied, according to the law 
under this bill, or legislation must again be had by Congress. 

Then, again, if any of these diseases can be legislated out of the 
District it would be a grand and glorious thing, but disease yields 
to conditions and not to legislation. Section 28 of this bill is 
hostile to the provisions of the Magna Charta, and ought not to 
be ee in its present form. Again, the last section of the bill 
makes an appropriation, and this bill should be considered, if at 
all, in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What appropriation does it carry? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The section reads: 

That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the foregoing be, and the 
same are hereby, re ed; and any appropriation or balance thereof avail- 
able at the time of the passage of this act, or which may thereafter become 
available, for the enforcement of the provisions of “An act to prevent the 
eC ee 
vieions of this act so far on they relate to scarlet fever and diphtheria. ad 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Scarlet fever and diphtheria. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think 
the bill should be recommitted, and I hope the committee will 
take it on themselves to have that done. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the 
statement of the gentleman from New Hampshire. The appro- 
priation referred to is only made available as far as it may relate 
to scarlet fever and diphtheria. 

Now, I desire to call the attention of gentlemen of the House 
to the requirements of this proposed act. They simply provide 
for the reporting of cases of contagious diseases; the placarding of 
infected premises as a warning to the public; for the isolation 
of those affected by such diseases, and the isolation of those exposed 
to them; for the disinfection of any infected premises, and the 
disinfection of citizens under certain specified conditions. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this bill, with the other bills that the House 
has previously considered relating to the public health of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, were referred to the medical associations of the 
District for their consideration and report—to Dr. Busey, to Dr. 
Custis, and to Dr. Kober, representing the medical societies of the 
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District of Columbia, and also the boards of health for the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman pardon 
me right there? 

Mr. CURTI Sof Iowa. Two of the gentlemen referred to—— 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. ill the gentleman pardon 
me right there? I have a letter from Dr. Custis, written on Satur- 
day, in which he said the society had not acted on this bill, and 
that the bill ought not to pass in its present form. 

Mr. CURTIS of lowa. Are the presidents of their respective 
associations. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Dr. Custis is the president 
of one of the medical associations, and Dr. Busey is the president 
of the other. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. In reply to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, I will say I have in my hand a letter, dated Novem- 
ber 13, addressed to Dr. J. B. G. Custis, chairman of one of the 
medical societies—— 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. He is the very gentleman I 
refer to, and he wrote to me the day before yesterday. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. The bill was placed in his hands. He 
is aware that this legislation isnow before Congress. I willrefer 
to a letter received from Dr. Busey, chairman of the Medical Soci- 
ety of the District of Columbia, and chairman of the committee on 
public health of the Washington Boardof Trade. Dr. Busey—— 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Does he anywhere sdy that 
o Medical Society of the District of Columbia has approved this 

ill? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Will the gentleman kindly wait until I 
read this letter? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I shall be glad to. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. In a letter which I have received from 
Dr. Busey, under date of December 23, 1896, he says: 

House bill No. 9023 is a very inpegiaes measure to fulfill the requirements 
of preventive and protective medicine, and is indorsed with entire unanimity 
by the committee, with the amendments suggested to sections marked on 
the margin, 10 and 14. 

Those amendments, suggested by Dr. Busey, chairman of the 
society, and by the board of health, have been presented here and 
adopted, and, so far as I have been able to ascertain, this bill is 
indorsed by the medical fraternity of the District of Columbia. 
It was prepared with great care by the health officer and consid- 
ered by the District attorney and by the District Commissioners? 
and its passage is unanimously recommended and urged by gen- 
tlemen representing the Commissioners and the health office. 
The bill has been unanimously reported by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia of the House, and I trust that it may be passed 
without further objection. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, as I have stated, 
this bill has not been approved by either of the medical societies 
of the District of Columbia, and all the testimony which the gen- 
tleman from Iowa presents is the opinion of one man who is chair- 
man of a committee. The bill has not been submitted to his 
medical society, or if it has been submitted it has not been acted 
upon, so that it has not received either the unanimous sanction or 
the sanction at all of the society. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, in further 
reply to the gentleman from New Hampshire, that I understood 
that certain medical men to whom the gentleman has referred 
objected to a certain section of the bill which provides for vacci- 
nation in the hospitals. At the suggestion of other medical gen- 
tlemen in the District of Columbia, that section has been stricken 
out; the amendment striking it out has been adopted. Therefore 
the committee in charge of the bill feel that, as it has been 
amended, it can not be further objected to by any of the medical 
ee of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment 
to this bill, a very proper one, which has been suggested by a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 18, section 33, lines 4and 5, strike out the words “ which may there- 
after me available.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for a vote upon the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the votes by 
which the three bills relating to the public health in the District 
of Columbia have been severally passed be reconsidered, and that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPRINTS. 
On motion of Mr. HEPBURN, by unanimous consent, a reprint 


of the bill H. R. 10090 was ordered for the use of the House. 


On motion of Mr. THOMAS, Report No. 1473, parts 1 and 2, 
Fifty-fourth Congress, was ordered to be megrinted, 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its 
announced that the Senate had passed the following Coo ra 


Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended that oppor- 
tunity may be given for tributes to the memory of the Hon. CHar.es F. 
CRIsP, late a Representative from the State of Georgia; 

_ Resolved, That as a further tribute to his memory and in recognition of 
his distinguished ability as a public servant, the at the conclusion 
of these memorial ceremonies, shall stand adjourned. 


Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Rares and 
€. 


ved, That the Secretary be instructed to communicate acopy of these 


resolutions to the family of the deceased. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 19) for the relief of John L. Rhea, executor of Samuel 
Rhea, deceased, and John Anderson, administrator of Joseph R, 
Anderson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 289) for the relief of Ames & Detrick, of San Fran- 
cisco, in the State of California—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 497) to provide for a a building at Tampa, Fla.— 
to the Committee on Public Bu — and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1010) for the relief of the owners and crew of the 
Hawaiian bark Arctic—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8. 1155) for the relief of Lieut. Jerome E. Morse, of the 
United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1181) to pay the heirs of the late John Roach, de- 
ceased, etc.—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1488) for the relief of the estates of Daniel Woodson 
and of Ely Moore—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (5. 1623) for the relief of Cumberland Female College, of 
McMinnville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 1914) supplemental to an act entitled ‘An act to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building in the city of Norfolk, 
in the State of Virginia,” approved January 2, 1891—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (8S. 2060) for the relief of Briscoe B. Bouldin—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2116) for the relief of Wilber H. Graef & Co.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8. 2225) for the relief of Col. and Bvt. Brig. Gen. Henry 
L. Abbot, United States Army, and brevet major-general United 
States Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8. 2509) to authorize the erection of a statue of the late 
President Abraham Lincoln at Gettysburg, Pa.—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

A bill (8. 514) for the relief of Warren Hall—to the Committee 
on al 8. 198) ting an increase of pensio: George W 

ill (8. gran an 0 mn to rge W. 
Walton—to the Committee on Invalid Pealions . 

A bill (S. 3324) granting an increase of pension to Allen Buck- 
ner, of Baldwin, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3329) to increase the pension of George W. Smith, late 
a captain Seventh Regiment New Jersey Infantry Volunteers—to 
= er on Invalid Pensions. a . 

ill (S. 3361) granting a pension to Sarah R. Frary—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. A bill (S. 3370) granting a pension to Emily E. Atherton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3397) granting an increase of pension to Etta S. Still- 
son, widow of Philo B. Stillson, lieutenant-colonel One hundred 
and ninth Regiment New York Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 3407) onies > eee 9 Ambrose J. Vanarsdel— 
v0 sill (3408) gran ed pension to Ann King, wido 
i y a to ing, w of Sam- 
< MTS. ids) to tncbenme then weaeone Pensions H. Mul 
t increase the on ° 
tern (s 3451) g ee ig invalid Pensions, P. Quint—to th 
: ting a to . Quint— 8 
Committee on Invalid Poniien. 

A bill (8.3472) ting a pension to Laura Barnes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8.3516) granting a pension to Louise Van Atter—to the 
Coral (@-204) wanting paso , 

ill (8.3541) granting a to Jane B. Johnston—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2549) for the establishment of a light-house on Swan 
Island, belonging to the United States, in the Caribbean Sea—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

_ A bill (S. 2700) for the relief of the heirs of certain seamen lost 
- the foundering of light vessel No. 87—to the Committee on 
aims. 

A bill (S. 2725) to permit the construction of a railroad bridge 
across the Illinois River at a point within 5 miles from and above 
t in Calhoun County, 12 


opposite or nearly op. the said point in Jersey 
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County, all in the State of Dlinois—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. : 
A bill (8. 2741) to reclassify railway postal clerks and prescribe 
their salaries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
ds. 
< pill (S. 2782) to establish a a at or near Fort 


Gratiot, Mich.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
ommerce. 

~ bill (S. 2906) for the establishment of a light-house at the 

pitch of Cape Fear River, near Wilmington, N. C.—to the Com- 

mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2988) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3006) to provide for the examination and classification 
of certain lands in the State of Oregon—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 947) granting a pension to Mar t Stone, widow of 
Benoni Stone, a soldier of Florida Seminole Indian war—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (S. 1640) panting @ pension to Catherine L. Nixon—to 
the Committee on Pensions. ; 

A bill (S. 1647) to increase the pension of Clark W. Harrington, 
late sergeant of Company I, Ninety-third New York Infantry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2097) granting an increase of pension to Joel M. Gib- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2177) granting an increase of pension to Henry B. 
Conway—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2375) granting an increase of pension to John G. Pow- 
ers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2672) granting a pension to John J. Shockey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2694) for the relief of the heirs of Lorenzo Andinino, 
Francesco Ronchietto, and Stanislas Vittone—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2718) granting a pension to Miss Mary Hayne—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2908) granting a pension to Franklin Andrews—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill(S. 2909) granting an increase of pension to Henry Schafer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8S. 2912) increasing the pension of William C, Forsythe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S, 2959) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Townsend—to 
the Com:nittee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2975) granting a pension to John Amrein—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2991) granting a pension to George G. Eakins—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (5, 2992) granting a pension to Ellen O’Hara—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Rensions. 

A bill (S. 2993) granting a pension to Rebecca Gilbert—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 2994) granting a pension to William G. Alspach—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 2995) granting a pension to James M. Dennison—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 3103) mting a pension to Jesse O. Davy—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3145) to increase the pension of William Hulsizer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3177) granting a pension to Oscar A, Palmer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 3190) granting a pension to Amos L. Hood—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


_ Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of considering the Indian appropriation bill. 
,, The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved 
at into Committee of the Whole, Mr. HopxKIns in the chair. 
Mr. SHER . Mr. Chairman, I would like to have some 
arrangement as to the time for general debate, and I ask unani- 
oan consent that general debate be closed upon the bill in one 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered 
_ Mr. SHERMAN. I ask ous consent that the first read- 
*ng of the bill be dispensed with. 
a Was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
. '. SHERMAN. I now yield to the gentleman from Indiana 
[ = JOHNSON] such time as he desires. 
be JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding, 
wie 2 naninons consent that I be permitted to consume the time 
. 1as been kindly accorded to me in discussing the subject 
are 


ate 
CK. Mr. I would like to ask the gentle- 


man whether the reform is to be for the benefit of the Indians or 
for the benefit of the white people? [Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I will leave the gentleman to de- 
termine that as I proceed. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not rise on this occasion so much to discuss 
the measure now before the House for consideration as I do to 
call attention to the imperative necessity for a general revision of 
the banking and currency laws of the country at an early day. 

i would much prefer, sir, that some other gentleman upon this 
floor should perform this task—some gentleman more prominent 
than myself, some gentleman whose ability and reputation are 
such that his utterances would be sure to awaken a profound 
interest in this important subject. 

Inasmuch, however, as no member thus equipped appears in- 
clined to say anything upon the matter, I unhesitatingly take upon 
my own shoulders the burden of the responsibility. 

Mr. Chairman, I maintain that this is a very opportune time to 
agitate the question of banking and currency reform. There has 
certainly been ample demonstration within the last few years of 
the utter inefficiency of the existing system. It hasinflicted much 
inconvenience and loss upon the people, and has excited great dis- 
satisfaction in many sections of the Union. 

We are standing, too, just at this juncture of public affairs, 
midway between the triumph of sound money principles at the 
polls last November and the inauguration next March of the 
newly elected President, to whose Administration the country is 
looking with anxious eyes for relief from the misfortunes which 
have befallen it. 

If anything is to be done during this incoming Administration 
in the way of revising our banking and currency laws, it is there- 
fore high time that we were giving to the matter some thought 
and consideration—that we were turning our faces resolutely in 
that direction. 

I have been hoping for some time, sir, that the President-elect 
might give some intimation that he favored this revision. I sin- 
cerely trust that he will at least deem the subject worthy of his 
consideration and approval when he comes to prepare his inaugu- 
ral address, that he will recommend it earnestly to Congress in 
his first message, and that he will continue thereafter to give to 
it at all times his active influence and support. 

I have faith in the intelligence, ability, and patriotism of the 
incoming President. Noone doubts that he will enter upon the 
discharge of the duties of his high office animated by a sincere 
desire to do everything within his power to ameliorate the con- 
dition and promote the interest and prosperity of his countrymen. 

Certainly, sir, nothing will so signalize his Administration and 
entitle him to the gratitude of the people as the enactment, at his 
instance and during his Chief Magistracy, of a banking and cur- 
rency law which will correct the evils in the present system and 
afford to the nation enlarged opportunity for progress and devel- 
opment. 

Pret me also indulge the hope, Mr. Chairman, that we may soon 
have some favorable expression on this important topic from those 
who are the acknowledged leaders in this House and likewise from 
those who are leaders in the Senate of the United States—those 
gentlemen who are most instrumental in shaping legislation, and 
to whom we are often accustomed to resort for counsel and advice. 

Until there is some assurance from the various sources to which 
I have alluded that it is the earnest desire and intention that the 
banking and currency laws are to be taken up and thoroughly 
revised during the lifetime of the Fifty-fifth Congress, it is folly 
for the Banking and Currency Committee of the House, or for 
any member of the House who has the subject at heart, to give to 
the matter any attention whatever. To do so would be simply to 
squander time, waste energy, and labor without achievement or 
reward. 

If, however, this assurance were now to be given, it would in- 
spire confidence and stimulate to action. Members could and 
would commence to investigate the subject. The doors of the 
Banking and Currency Committee could be thrown open to admit 
those learned in banking and finance who would come to present 
plans and offer suggestions. 

Under such conditions as these we might reasonably expect that 
before the end of the first regular session of the next Congress, at 
least, there could be placed upon the statute book of the nation a 
banking and currency law which would answer satisfactorily our 
demands and necessities. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not a pessimist, neither am I an alarmist, 
but is it absolutely certain that the problem of self-government by 
the people has been wrought to a happy conclusion on this conti- 
nent simply because we have existed as a Republic for a little over 
a century, and during that period have passed through some se- 
vere ordeals bravely and successfully? 

A hundred years, sir, is not, after all, a very great period in the 
life of a nation. Is there not still ample opportunity for our light 
to fade in the years which are to come? Nor is it wise for us to 
close our eyes to the fact that there is just now a spirit of great 
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discontent and unrest abroad in the land. The disposition to defy 
those in authority and to treat the law with contempt is increas- 
ing. Populism, which in its essential constituents isthe avant- 
courier of socialism and communism, has been sowing its pernic- 
ious doctrines with a prodigal hand, and they have taken deep 
root in the minds of some of the people. Radical innovations are 
sought to be ingrafted upon our system. All sorts of financial 
heresies are being advocated. There isa itive demand for a 
short weight silver dollar and a persistent clamor for the issue by 
the Government of an irredeemable paper currency. 

In my humble opinion, Mr. Chairman, it is the part of wisdom 
and statesmanship to investigate into the cause for all of this 
restlessness and ascertain whether there are any just grievances 
behind it, and, if there are, to provide for them a prompt and 
adequate redress. Such a course will extract the heart from all 
this discontent. It will disarm it by exposing the inherent weak- 
ness of such of its grievances as are without reason or merit. It 
will array against it the intelligence, good sense, and patriotism 
of the land and thus render it incapable of further disturbing the 
public tranquillity or interfering with the public prosperity. 

Sir, to my mind those who are engaged in this agitation have 
at least one — grievance in their list of complaints. The 
present banking and currency system is a positive imposition 
upon the people, particularly upon the people living in the agri- 
cultural sections of the Union. It is maintained only at great 
expense. It keeps the business and commercial interests in a con- 
stant state of apprehension and uncertainty. It congests money 
at the great commercial centers, where, owing to the use of bank 
checks and deposits, it is not so much needed for effecting the 
ordinary exchanges of daily life and where it can be borrowed at 
a very low rate of interest, while it leaves those residing in the 
rural sections of the country—notably in the South and West— 
without money with which to effect their ordinary exchanges, and 
without money for unusual enterprises or for marketing their 
crops, except upon payment of very high rates of interest. 

r. Chairman, I venture the assertion here and now that it is this 
scarcity of good paper money, this inequality in the distribution of 
such money throughout the country, which is largely at the bot- 
tom of the demand for ashort-weight silver dollar and for the issue 
of irredeemable and other vicious forms of paper currency. 

Once do away with this just reason for dissatisfaction through 
a wise revision of the banking and currency system, once give to 
the people a good paper currency, in sufficient volume to answer 
their necessities, and at reasonable rates of interest, and you will 
sound the death knell of the cry for a cheap metallic dollar and for 
all kinds of questionable paper issues. 

Refuse this reasonable legislation, and there is grave danger 
that the demand for vicious money will swell to a torrent which 
at the biennial election will sweep you from your seats, and which, 
having overleaped that barrier, will rush irresistibly onward, until 
in the year 1900 it will land its driftwood in the White House, and 
then you will see spread upon the statute books of the nation such 
legislation as will produce widespread loss and disaster—loss and 
disaster from which it will take years for us to recuperate. 

While the subject of banking and currency reform, Mr. Chair- 
man, is one which should profoundly interest men of all shades of 

litical opinions, it seems to me that there are strong reasons why 
it should just now be invested with peculiar concern to that party 
to which the majority of the members in this Chamber belong. 

In the last cam ign this party found the people in hard lines. 
Business was partially paralyzed. Trade and commerce were in 
astateof semistagnation. Our manufactories were either entirely 
closed or else were badly crippled. Men were everywhere out of 
employment. 

There was a deficit in the Treasury, and the gold reserve had 
fallen below the hundred-million-dollar mark. Bonds had been 
issued to repair the reserve, which had been depleted to redeem 
our paper currency and maintain it at par. 

Sir, what did we say to the people in that campaign? We told 
them that this condition had been largely brought about by the 
imbecility of the party which was then in power, by its lack of 
genius for administering the Government. 

We told them that their distress was mainly due to the attack 
upon the protective tariff and the passage of the Wilson bill. 

But we did not stop with this locating the responsibility; we 
went further. We made promises; we were profuse in our pledges. 
We declared that if we were given control of public affairs we 
—_ and we would pass such legislation as would insure pros- 
perity. 

The people took us at our word. After the 4th of next March 
we will have the Presidency, the House of Representatives, and 
very likely the Senate of the United States. 

hat, then, do we propose to do in the way of observing our 
promises? Are we going to pass a bill to raise revenue, so that 
our receipts will at least equal our expenses, and thus stop the 
deficit in the Treasury? Well enough! This is astep in the right 
direction. It will have a tendency to restore confidence in the 


public mind. But doesany of us imagine that this legislati ; 
materially ameliorate conditions? Mon will 

What next, sir? Why, we are to enact a protective tariff law 
Even now the Committee on Ways and Means of the House is giv. 
ing hearings and is framing a protective tariff measure to the end 
that it may be promptly put upon its at the special session 
of Congress which, it is understood, is to be convened at an early 
day, eT what the Banking and Currency Committee of the 
House would now be doing with re t to the banking and cur. 
rency system had there been extended to it one-half of the encour- 
agement which has been so promptly accorded to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Mr. Chairman, I am a firm believer in the principle of protection 
but let me indulge the hope and belief that this tariff bill which ia 
thus being prepared is a tariff for protection and not a tariff for 
oppression; that the schedule is amply high enough to cover all 
honest American industries and to bridge the difference between 
wages paid at home and paid abroad, but that it is not high 
enough to shield the mono lies and trusts which seek to prey upon 
the people nor to work injury tothe consumer. Such a tariff toes 
as this—and I have faith to believe that no other kind will be pro- 
posed—will give healthy stimulus to American industry and afford 
steady employment to American labor at wages so remunerative 
as to bring happiness and comfort to its humble home. It will 
assuredly have a beneficial effect upon the country, and do much 
toward im ee the conditions which now oppress us. But will 
it be a perfect and permanent cure for the disease with which we 
are afflicted? 

Sir, I hazard the prediction here and now that the man, or the 
men, wherever found and to whatsoever political party belonging, 
who pin their faith to the proposition that a cured deficit and a 
er tariff are all that is necessary to bring prosperity to this 

public will awaken at no very distant day to the startling 
discovery that they have all along been the victims of a most 
egregious delusion. 

We may add to these two just measures of reform to which I have 
alluded the exercise of that wise and reasonable economy in pub- 
lic affairs which is, in my judgment, one of the prime duties of 
the hour. 

Even this will not suffice to relieve us. 

We may enact, too, a drastic but discriminating immigration 
law. Such alaw ought to be passed in the interest of every Ameri- 
can citizen, whether native-born or naturalized, not teepty for the 
protection of our labor, but also for the protection of our civiliza- 
tion and our institutions, which can no or stand with safety 
the strain to which they are being subjec by that class of for- 
eigners who are continually coming to our shores, but who are, 
nevertheless, totally unfit to become factors in our national life. 

But when we have done all of this, sir, we will still be short of 
an adequate remedy. 

Mr. Chairman, we must have a thorough revision of our banking 
and currency system before we can, with any exercise of reason, 
expect to have a permanent and substantial ——— throughout 
the borders of this Republic. When this great boon of prosperity 
comes to us, it must come through the doors of the Committee on 
Banking and Currency as much as through the doors of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and the sooner we recognize this fact 
and proceed to act upon it the better it will be both for ourselves 
and for the country. s 

If we try only the tariff and fail, as fail we assuredly will, it 
will furnish to the advocates of dishonest money their opportu- 
nity. It will enable them to assert that we have exhausted all our 
remedies and failed, and to predicate to the a an appeal that 
their own specious but dangerous remedies shall be tried. Will 
the ple have the courage, sir, to resist this appeal? 

hat supreme folly to employ only the one weapon when we 
are essed of two. By all means, let us havea protective tarif, 
but let us also have banking and currency reform. 

But, says some gentleman, the existing banking and currency 
laws do not need revision. Yes, Mr. Chairman, strange as it may 
seem, there are some persons who actually laud the present sys- 
tem to the skies. They even tell us that it is the best in the world, 
and believe, or at least affect to believe, that it really has n0 
serious defects. - a 

Now, the system certainly has its excellencies. No man is dis- 
posed to deny this. Our paper money is sound in quality and uni- 
form in value. These are of course indispensable requisites to 4 
good paper currency, but when thisissaid all is said. ehavenota 
well-rounded and harmonious system, but JV sca of patchwork. 
It was not all created at one time, but at different times, most of 
it having been devised during the war, when the exigencies were 
such that there was hardly time for careful thought and deliber@ 
tion. It is largely the result of legislative compromises which sac 
rificed sound principle to expediency. Itis utterly lacking ins! 
plicity, for it provides too great a variety of issues. 

It is wholly devoid, too, of elasticity—the faculty of expanding 
and contracting to mect the varying necessities of trade—and 1s, 
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as I have before intimated, incapable of equitable distribution 
throne the country—qualities just as essential to a good sys- 
tem 0 


can a and p 
this the expense Ww 
one begina to see the system in all its deformities. 


Why, sir, if we were now, for the first time, about to fashion for 
ourselves a system of banking and currency, does any gentleman 


believe that we would be guilty of the stupendous folly of enact- 
ing one simi 


the earth which was seeking to change or remodel its banking and 
currency laws as one fit to be adopted by it, who can doubt, sir, 
that our offer would be rejected with derision and contempt? 

Take the greenback, for instance. No man can read its history 
without perceiving at a glance that it was never designed, at the 
time of its creation and during the early years of its existence, to 
circulate permanently as money. It was then regarded simply as 
a loan, a debt to be paid off and retired at the earliest practicable 
moment. The idea that it should be kept out indefinitely came 
to us as anafterthought. That this form of our ee has cost 
the people heavily to maintain it let the bond issues of the last 
four years attest. 

I am well aware, sir, that it is customary to speak of the green- 
back in terms of unstinted praise and reverence, but do we not 
know very well that it has wrought for us incalculable mischief? 
Has it not imbued the people with the erroneous idea that values 
can be created by a mere act of Congress, encouraged the demand 
for a direct issue of irredeemable paper by the Government, and 
otherwise done more to befog the _— judgment and lead it 
astray from sound economic principles than all other causes com- 
bined? 

Mr. Chairman, the President of the United States, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, the Comptroller of the Currency, and men of all 
parties who stand with them on this ee. are right. The 
greenbacks and the United States Treasury notes should be re- 
tired and canceled. The revolution of the endless chain should 
be stopped, and eee forever. The Treasury should be entirely 
divorced from the banking business and left to the discharge of 
its more legitimate duties—the collection of public revenues and 
their disbursement upon public expenses. It should no longer be 
invested with any of the functions of a bank of issue, nor required 
to maintain a vast gold reserve for the redemption of paper money. 
All of these functions and obligations should be devolved upon 
the banks, where they more properly belong, and which, under a 
well-devised system of banking and currency, would be amply able 
to exercise them. 

Ah, but we are told that the retirement of these notes means an 
issue of bonds, the substitution of an interest-bearing for a non- 
ae ke ene and the contraction of the currency. This, 
sir, is the bugaboo which frightens the timid and seems an insu- 
perable obstacle to the unreflecting. 

Well, suppose we do issue bonds with which to retire these notes. 
Is it not much better for the people that we should do this than 
that we should continue from time to time to issue bonds with 
which to redeem them and keep them at par? Think of it. Two 
hundred and sixty-two million dollars’ worth of bonds already 
issued, a large of which was used to redeem these notes, and 
yet every one of these notes still in existence! How many years 
will elapse under this policy until we shall have bonds issued equal 
to the total amount of the greenbacks and the Treasury notes and 
still have every one of the notes in existence ready for presentation 
for redemption again at any moment? 

Let us not vainly imagine that the drain on the gold reserve 
has ceased forever, simply because it has ne temporarily. It 
is liable to recur. There is a feverish apprehension even now in 
the minds of our bankers and merchants that it will recur, and 
this is constantly hampering and interfering with the transaction 
of all kinds of busi > 

But it is not true, Mr. Chairman, that the retirement of the cir- 
culeting notes nepeaneetiy means the issue of bonds. Personally 

am opposed to this method of retirement, except as a last resort; 
nor 18 it true that the retirement will cause a contraction of the 
currency. I entertain, myself, the firm conviction that there is 
pallens ingenuity and resource in Congress, when reenforced 
: y the advice and cooperation of such of our countrymen as are 
oo in and finance, to accomplish the task without 
either bond issue or contraction, if we will only once resolutely 


enter upon the é 
Contraction can easily be averted by the substitution of some 
or the notes retired 


other form of currency ‘ 

: The retirement of these notes, however, should be accomplished 

in connection with and as a part of a general revision of the bank- 

te and currency system, instead of by a distinct act of | 

ties for this comprehensive method would afford su or facili- 
& successful consummation of the whole work and also 





paper money as soundness and uniformity, and without 
which, in its currency, no great commercial nation like our own 
ly carry on its business. Add to all 

it entails for its maintenance, and 


to this which we now have in operation? If we 
were to tender our system to any civilized nation upon the face of 





reduce any inconvenience and disturbance which it might occa- 
sion to a minimum. 

_And then, Mr. Chairman, there is the national-bank system, de- 
vised during the war for two purposes: First, to furnish a market 
for United States bonds, in which particular it has been a marked 
success; and second, to supply us with a paper currency which 
would be ample in volume to supply the necessities of the entire 
nation, in which en it has been a signal failure. How could 
we expect it to be otherwise than a failure in the exercise of this 
latter function when we have brought it into competition with a 
great many varieties of money, when the system was so consti- 
tuted that for years past there has been no profit of consequence 
to the national banks in the issuing of their circulating notes? 

Here, again, sir, in the national-bank bill, as in the greenback, 
we have a paper currency which is safe and of uniform value, 
but which is greatly lacking in flexibility. 

The simple fact is that this whole system must be changed. 
But to what? To the direct issue of paper money by the Federal 
Government? No, sir. What does the General Government 
know as to the ever-varying needs of the business world for 
money? How is it in daily touch with the currents of trade and 
commerce, moving rapidly one moment and sluggishly the next? 
Is it capable of responding on the instant to the demands of an 
increased or a diminished volume of currency as the occasion may 
require? Elasticity is an impossibility under such a system. 
Paper once out under it virtually remains out. 

And how is this kind of paper money to be gotten into circula- 
tion? Certainly the Government is not to give it away! The 
subtreasury scheme and all other forms of Government lending 
are now generally regarded with the derision and contempt which 
they deserve. Are we to get it into circulation by disbursements 
for the expense of the Government? This will only give us be- 
tween four and five hundred million dollars per year, not enough 
in volume for a paper currency for the entire country, and much 
of this would be continually returned to the Treasury in the pay- 
ment of taxes. Nosane man will advise that we should embark 
in a series of great public enterprises and in corresponding extrav- 
agant appropriations to get notes out among the people. Surely 
it is not necessary for us to become a nation of spendthrifts in 
order to be able to indulge in the luxury of a paper currency! 

Mr. Chairman, the direct issue of circulating notes by the legis- 
lative power of a State almost invariably leads to overissue, over- 
issue necessarily leads to depreciation, and depreciation is always 
attended with great loss and disaster to the people. Indeed, it 
seems to me, sir, that such a system as one of direct issue by 
the Government ought not to be seriously entertained for one 
moment. 

Well, are we to return to the old system of State banks of issue 
which prevailed before the war? I imagine not. Under that 
system we seem to have had an abundance of money, but it was 
neither sound in quality nor uniform in value. Of course there 
were some States which had good banks of issue, whose paper 
was at par in all the States of the Union and whose note holders 
suffered no loss whatever. But this, unfortunately, was the 
exception. The losses, generally speaking, to the holders of the 
notes throughout the country were simply terrific; discounts 
were heavy and the rates of exchange exceedingly high, and trade 
and commerce were greatly hampered and obstructed. 

No doubt, Mr. Chairman, if this system were adopted now it 
would be shorn of very many of the defects which characterized 
it of old, for the country has improved marvelously in the inter- 
val. Population has grown, intelligence has increased, means of 
communication have been multiplied, new and improved methods 
of business have supplanted the old ones, and banking and finan- 
cing have develo to an extraordinary degree. 

But with all of this, the system, if now revived, would hardly 
be expected to operate satisfactorily. It would still be wrong in 
principle, and hence evil in its results. 

One of the qualities very earnestly to be desired in our system 
is simplicity, whereas State banks of issue would of necessity pre- 
sent to us only multiplicity. Indeed, some of the advocates of 
this system openly admit that it would not give us a currency of 
uniform value, and they claim that this is one of the principal 
merits of the system, for the reason that this very lack of uni- 
formity in the money would keep it at home—would prevent it 
from going abroad. 

It is their theory, sir, that the only way in which this character 
of paper money can be kept in circulation in the State where it is 
issued is to have it at a discount in the other States. 

. But, we are a homogeneous people, we ignore State lines in our 
intercourse and in our trade and business relations, and we want 
and must have for our convenience and profit a paper money that 
will admit of diffusion over the whole Union and still be of the 
same value in each of the States which compose it. 

It may also be said, both with truth and propriety, that the 
people of this country can devise no system of banking and cur- 
rency through the medium of their State legislatures which they 
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can not create more perfectly through the agency of their Sena- 
tors and Representatives in the Federal Congress. 

The advocates of State banks of issue, Mr. Chairman, can well 
afford to surrender their ideas of State sovereignty so far as it 
relates to the formation of a banking and currency system, pro- 
viding they can secure in return for this concession a paper cur- 
rency which will be ample in volume to meet their necessities and 
supplied to them at a reasonabie rate of interest. 

Mr. Chairman, I confess that what I have said thus far has been 
largely in the nature of opposition and negation. I have been 
condemning the existing system and denying that certain other 
systems were worthy to succeed it. In this matter, as in all other 
matters, it is much easier, I frankly confess, to assail than it is to 
create, especially for one so lacking in constructive genius as I. 
It is therefore with a great deal of diffidence that I venture, in 
conclusion, an opinion as to what kind of banking and currency 
system should be adopted. 

It appears, however, to me, that the entire system should be 
under exclusive Federal control; that the present national-banking 
law should be taken as the nucleus for the system; that we should 
retain its virtues and correct its infirmities. It has provided us 
with asafe and a uniform currency; it should now be so altered or 
amended as to supply us also with a currency which will possess 
volume, diffusiveness, and elasticity. 

Nor can I resist the impression that these three qualities can 
not be imparted to our paper money as long as the bond-security 
feature of the present law1s retained. It is questionable any- 
how whether there are enough suitable Government bonds now 
available to serve as a basis for a permanent paper currency, ade- 
quate to the necessities of the entire country. Certainly addi- 
tional bonds should not be issued solely for the purpose of secur- 
ing circulating notes. 

The best authorities inform us, Mr. Chairman, that bond security 
and an elastic paper currency are, in the very nature of things, 
incompatible. and no onedeniesthat. Owingprincipally tothehigh 
price of Government bonds, there is scarcely any profit to the 
national banks in the circulation of notes. Hence it is that many 
of these banks do not issue notes at all, and that the national-bank 
circulation is very greatly restricted. 

An amendment to the national banking act, authorizing the 
banks to issue notes to the par value of their bonds, providing for 
the organization of branch banks and of banks with less than 
$50,000 capital stock, and repealing the tax upon circulation, and 
repealing also the rigid limitations the taking out and surren- 
dering of notes, would doubtless make the issuing of notes a little 
more profitable to the banks, and thus induce them to augment 
somewhat the volume and distribution of their paper; but this 
would never occur to such an extent as would afford sufficient vol- 
ume and diffusion to satisfy the wants of the whele people. The 
issuing of notes would still cost the banks too much—would still 
be too expensive to them. 

Mr. Chairman, in my humble opinion, the time hasarrived when 
we can well afford to authorize ks to issue circulating notes 
upon their assets without bond security, trusting something to 
the intelligence, integrity, and self-interest of the bankers in the 
conduct of their business, but relying mainly, for the success and 
safety of such a plan, upon a wisely devised and rigidly enforced 
regulation and supervision by the General Government. Such a 
system, by making the notes comparatively inexpensive to the 
banks, would induce an issue, and, with proper provisions for re- 
demption of the notes by the banks on demand, would insure to us 
a sate and uniform paper currency, ample in volume, and capable 
of diffusion throughout the entire country and at a reasonable rate 
of interest to all sections. ~ 

Iam, of course, aware, sir, that this proposed s , Which it 
is hardly necessary for me to state is not at all original with 
myself, will arouse strong opposition in many quarters. Weare, 
after all, rather a conservative people, and do not always take 
kindly to innovations. Indeed, we endure much unneces- 
sary pain rather than resort to remedies which we foolishly 
imagine are too drastic. Besides, sir, are we not accustomed to 
believe that the soundness of our national-bank notes is owing 
entirely to the fact that they are secured by the deposit of Gov- 
ernment bonds? 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, there are many other excellent i- 
sions of that act which preserve the note holder from loss. ere 
are the provisions for the prompt payment of the capital stock, its 
immediate replacement when impaired, the double liability of 
stockholders, the prior lien of the note holders upon assets, the 
sworn reports of the officers, fhe frequent examination into the 
affairs of the bank—a very effective safeguard, if the examination 
is only properly conducted—and many other most admirable pro- 
visions. Can not <a strengthen these provisions and add 
to them new and additional requirements, and thereby insure the 
wor 4 of circulating notes, even though the bond security is abol- 

? 


Take, if you please, what is known as the safety-fund system 





for an instance. This system has been employed in Canada 
years; has given satisfaction to the people of tht a 
is now in successful operation there. also worked safely and 
ae in several of the States of the Union where it 
was before the war of the rebellion 


The Comptroller of the has informed us that the tax. 


on circulation, paid by the national banks from the time of tho 

enactment of the national banking act down to the present time 

has been large enough to pay : 

= have failed during this period and still leave an immense 
ance. 


notes of all nation: al banks 


Why not, then, in the creation of the new system of banking 
and currency, provide that this tax shall be converted into a safety 


fund, and combine it with the other provisions to which I have 
referred, and, in this way, secure the soundness of the circulating 
notes of the banks? 


But, sir, whether this particular scheme is icable or not, 


the solemn obligation rests upon us to make an honest effort to do 


something in the way of affording relief, and to do it, too, with- 
out unnecessary delay. The country is daily languishing from 
the effects of the vicious —_ which is retarding its develop- 
ment and interfering with its eee Now is our oppor- 
tunity. We can improve it, and our countrymen will appland 
us and endure us; we can ignore it, and they will denounce us and 
repudiate us. 

fr. Chairman, which course shall we pursue? Which fate do 


we prefer? —— wre) 

Mr. SHERMAN. r. Chairman, the Indian appropriation 
bill for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, carries appropria- 
tions aggregating $136,000 more than the amount appropriated for 
the year ending June 30 next. A full statement of the in- 
creases and decreases will be found in the supplementary report, 
No. 2517, part 2. The bill as now aggregates $241).(() 
more than the appropriations proposed in the Book of Estimates. 
But that comes about substantially in this way: Not that the 
committee has incorporated into the bill that amount in addition 
to what the Secretary of the Interior recommended, but a single 
item of $100,000 for continuing survey in the Indian Territory, 
which was contained in the estimate for the sundry civil bill, has 
been incorporated in the nt bill. The Secretary of the In- 
terior, too, has recommended the adoption of two treaties which 
were presented to him as separate measures, not as a portion of 
the appropriation bill; and these two items amount to sixty-odd 
thousand dollars. there are several other items which do not 
appear in the Book of Estimates, but which have been approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior as separate measures, so that 
the bill, as presented the committee, does not exceed the 
ee of expenditure really approved by the Department of the 

terior. 

‘There are some very material changes from the bill of last year 
in the way of decreases and increases. For instance, this year we 
have no specific appropriation for building any new school. Last 
year we had four or five such a tions, approximating about 
$150,000; but as against this deduction, thereis added in the school 
item provision for the maintenance and education of a greater 
number of children in the existing schools. So that the total 
amount proposed to be aa ted for the education of Indian 
children during the next year exceeds by something like 
$70,000 that appropriated for the present fiscal ; or, eliminat- 
ing the specific appropriations for special schools, this bill exceeds 
in the running the school department the appropria- 
= of last year to the extent of upward of ee , 

e committee pose an appropriation in a lump sum for 
education at sched eles than the specified schools, making no 
restriction u the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs in the ey te toa of that money, leaving those 
officers to carry out the ad of the Government 4s 
embodied in the last appropriation bill. ; 

Already the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has made quite 
material progress in providing means to educate Indian children 


elsewhere than in the con schools. I have here a short state- 
ment on that subject, sent me the superintendent of Indian 
schools, which I will ask the to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The of the a tion 
the current fiscal year is fully set forth on léand 15 of Com- 
missioner’s Annual for les there 
for the red were in the main out in the table given in 
In order to such attend 
these which were either in amount or discon 
tinued, the office rented or purchased contract 
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in that section who be ved 
and Jicarilla . Mex., there were six contract da 
and Jicenrk wasnot.in the main, eatisfectory to this office and all thess have 


discontinued. The of them have been leased, and arenow run 
bectrietly Government een ‘vedlles cnvendl aulihecdl Gerenmnons 


schools have been provi and are now in for the 
erection of @ reservation school for these In Wash- 
ington, the out of the North Y: Ese can Seen 

from the regular Yakima school on the Y Reservation, where 
additional accommodations have a, For ‘ls 
as may be deprived of aid in Montana several large 
reservation schools of that State are amply abundant. In certain 
contract schools have been abandoned and Government day schools have 
been established, or efforts are being 


Is. A of the cut in con seh was brought 
oreat by thee in the rate ‘these schools. It will be observed 
from the table that the provision law the division of aid 


—, to 
d not redu the number o pils at the very few 
orm -* ee Ontialbe bas been wanutel out. 


Mr. MORSE. Will the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs [Mr. SHERMAN] yield for a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MORSE, I should like to ask the gentleman whether he 
thinks from his observation that the Indian children have suffered 
any harm as*a result of the change from contract schools to 
Government schools—whether as to education or otherwise any 
injury has resulted from the change? 

Mr. SHERMAN. All the matters which are before me in refer- 
ence to that question are before the distinguished gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. MorsE]. The question suggested by him is 
fully discussed in the report of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and the commissioner of schools. There is a special 
report on that subject. I think, therefore, the gentleman can be 
his own judge about that question just as well as I can be. 

Mr. MORSE. I do judge, Mr. Chairman, that the children 
have experienced no harm from the change. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam very glad to know that the tleman 
commends thus far the action which has been taken; I believe he 
will still commend it when a conclusion has been reached. 

This bill continues the — of manne a serve with —_ 
pensation in supervising the lettings e Department and other 
matters pertaining in a general way to the Indian service. It also 
continues the so-called Dawes Commission, which during the last 
year has,in my judgment, made most substantial progress toward 
settling the difficulties now existing in the Indian Territory. It 
has been found necessary to increase the appropriations for that 
Commission $10,000 beyond the amount appropriated last year. 
By the way, that is another item, in addition to those already 
specified, which was not estimated for. 

The bill contains some new a perhaps, which does not 
carry an appropriation. Itcon two separate treaties, both of 
which have been acted upon as separate measures by the commit- 
tee and, upon a unanimous vote, favorably. 

‘There has also been in ted in the bill as a separate section 
the provisions of House No. 9644 for the abolishment of the 
office of Commissioner and Assistant Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. For these officers it is proposed to substitute a board of 
Indian commissioners, consisting of two civilians, to be chosen 
by the President, with the advice and consent of the Senate, from 
opposite political parties, and a third member, who is to be an 
army officer, A full report was made upon House bill No. 9644, 
and any gentleman who may desire to look more fully into that 
question can examine that report, House Report 2383. There are 
a few other provisions, none of them, however, I think, exciting 
any general interest,and unless some gentleman prefers to inquire 
now in reference to them, I will let them go until we reach the 
various items in the reading of the bill by sections. Unless some- 
body desires to ask something in reference to this bill, Mr. Chair- 
man, to which 1 have not alluded, I will ask that it be read by 
paragraphs, 
the CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 

DUl, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For travelin expenses of five Indian inspect at r day when actuall 
smployed on duty in the field, exclusive of oa ky = > 
are, in lieu of all other now au law.and for incidental 
expenses of and including te and expenses 
of Boing to going from the seat government, and w remain: 
not to anne ray oh Te Se Interior, _s peri ; 
iis Peegwury be. and are hopeby. tnd directed to settle claims © 
on duty in Washington whe 
such claims have been disallowed or suspended by accounting officers. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I raise the question of order 


on the Viso 
= aoe ry officers ” serene “e 7, an extending down 
r. page 


the] — 2 , that is the same proviso as in 
in tat 2Ppropriation bill, if I remember correctly, and it was put 
© meet the objections of the accounting officer of the Treas- 
ury, Who declined to pay the expenses of these agents while they 
under the order of the Secretary. 





It was inserted in that bill to permit the settlement of these 
acco ’ 
Mr. DOCKERY. This is new legislation, however. 

And 1 desire to say further—I do not raise this question merely 
on the ground that it is new legislation, and as such subject to 
the rule, but I make the objection to it because I regard it as 
exceedingly bad legislation—an effort has been made repeatedly 
to apply the same principle to the special examiners of the Pen- 
sion , and allow them — diem while they are on duty here 
in the city of Washington. It has always been resisted by Con- 
gress. I do not think it wise administration to give $3 a day and 
other e: to the employees when they are on actual duty in 
the District of Columbia. 

.1s the gentleman advised as to the amount involved in this pro- 
viso? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Oh,itisnotlarge. Itisquiteasmallamount. 
It was not necessary, as the gentleman will see, to increase the 
appropriation. The amount for the current year is sufficient to 
meet the e and also to pay these small accounts, whic 2, as 
I understand it, involve only a few hundred dollars. 

But I doubt, Mr. Chairman, if the point of order is good against 
the proviso anyway, because it is carried in the last appropriation 
bill for this purpose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That may be true, and of course if the gen- 
tleman says it is, it undoubtedly is true. But I think im thisform 
it has not heretofore appeared in the appropriation bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman from New York find that 
in his bill? The copy of the bill that I have before me does not 
contain the proviso. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; or rather the substance of it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It appears, then, by way of a Senate amend- 
ment, does it not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Understand me, it does not appear in the 
exact form of the proviso in the present bill. It is in the follow- 
ing form: 

For necessary traveling expenses, etc., including expenses of going to and 
from the seat of Government, and while remaining there under orders and 
— of the Secretary of the Interior for a period not exceeding twenty 

Mr. EINGHAM,. That is the general body of the bill. Now 
the proviso? 

Mr.SHERMAN. The proviso is to cover the expenditures made 
prior to the time for which we have made provision in the bill; 
and which amount, as I understand it, to a very small sum. 

Mr. CANNON. But the proviso is entirely new legislation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink not. It seems to be along the line of 
the last year’s appropriation bill. 

Mr. CANNON. But this proviso would authorize the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury to settle all of these old accounts. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In futuro. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; this is for accounts and obligations 
already contracted. 

Mr.CANNON. Itis verysweeping legislation. It wouldenable 
these accounts to be settled for twenty-five years back. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is true. 

Mr. CANNON. And we have no information as to the amount 
involved, whether it be $1,000 or $25,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The total appropriation is not increased by 
reason of this allowance. We simply allow $7,000 for the whole 
service, and the sums due on this account are so smal! that it was 
not necessary to increase the appropriation to cover them. They 
are not so large that they can not be paid out of this appropriation. 

Mr. C ON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. If they are 
$50,000 or $100,000, and the money you appropriate is not sufficient 
to pay them, it becomes an audited claim under this legislation 
which is now 2p nded to the bill for the first time. 

Mr. DOCKE ¥ As bearing on the point of order, that is con- 
clusive, because it is obvious that the accounts are not being al- 
lowed ‘and audited under existing law. Therefore the necessity 
of new legislation, and hence the appearance of the proviso, which 
is not in order under the rule. 

r. SHERMAN. That is the construction of the accounting 
officers of the Treasury. That is correct. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not want the gentleman to understard 
that I raise this objection in any captious spirit, but simply be- 
cause I have consistently opposed a similar provision in respect to 
other Departments of the Government when it was sought to give 
pay to — when they were on duty here in the District of 

umbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Icertainly would not expect the gentleman 
to raise any objection in a captious spirit. I do not understand it 
at all in that way. I want to disclaim having any such idea for 
a moment as to the gentleman’s objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChairis inclined to think that it is new 
oP but he will hear the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

HERMAN}. 


Mr. N. I have nothing further to say than whatI 
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said before, Mr. Chairman, that it is in line with the provision of 
last year’s appropriation bill, but not identical with it in terms. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proviso is broad in its language and is 
not limited to any special time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is true. 

The CHAIRMAN. And, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] has stated, any claim under that could be audited by 
the accounting officers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There would be no objection to Naas the 
time; but I understand that would not meet the objection of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], even if we should limit 
the time. I have no objection to any time limit, if it meets the 
objections of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] and the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY]. 

Mr. CANNON. The safer way is to let it go out. 

Mr. DOCKERY. These officers are getting very handsome sal- 
aries now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I desire to raise a point of order for the 
purpose of asking aquestion. In lines17, 18,19, and 20, I find the 
following: 

For traveling expenses of five Indian inspectors— 

And the current law reads: 

And for incidental expenses of inspection and investigation. 

But in this bill I find the following, which is new: 
at $3 per day when actually employed on duty in the field, exclusive of trans- 

—— and sleeping-car fare, in lieu of all other expenses now authorized 
y law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman is correct. The providing of 
a per diem rather than to reimburse for actual expenses is new. 
It was thought wise to change that policy and give these inspect- 
ors the same as is given to other officers in similar departments 
of the Government; that is, a per diem to meet their expenses. 
We found upon investigation, if I remember the figures correctly, 
that last year the average expenses of these inspectors were $1,002. 
Now, they are absent for thirty days in each year on regular leave, 
as I understand it, and sometimes another thirty days on account of 
sickness, so that the $3 per diem, in all human probability, would be 
nothing more, or very little more, than the average expenses of last 
year. The Commissioner believes it is much better that they 
should have a specified sum. It is very inconvenient at many 
times and in many places to stop to get receipts for 10 or 25 cents. 
It often happens that they have to divulge their identity, when 
otherwise they would not do it, and when it would be better for 
the service that they should not. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman is of opinion, after investiga- 
tion, that it is for the g of the service and that it will not ma- 
terially increase expenses, I shall not insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is precisely what I believe. It would 
not materially increase the expense and it is for the good of the 
service. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I do not insist upon the point of order. 

The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read as 
follows: 

For pay of one clerk to superintendent of Indian schools, $1,000. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, that provision and the two 
succeeding paragraphs are, it seems to me, subject to the point of 
order, and 1] desire to raise the point of order upon them that they 
are new, and that they appropriate for an expenditure not provided 
for by law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the —— insists upon his point of 
order, I ~ the Chair will be forced to sustain it, because they 
are new. In the first place, I believe that the superintendent of 
schools has had a clerk heretofore, because it has n absolutely 
essential that he have one, and a clerk has been provided by the 
office detailing somebody to act in that capacity. This provides 
that he be allowed a clerk of his own rather than to take anybody, 
Tom, Dick, or Harry, whom the office can spare for that work. 

In reference to the next section, providing a salary of $3,000 for 
a@ superintendent of irrigation, I will say to the gentleman that 
this bill provides for an expenditure of about $500,000 for irrigat- 
ing purposes. Now, it does seem to me that when we are expend- 
ing so large a sum of money, not all our own, a large part of it 
coming out of the Indian fund, that it is no more than reasonable, 
and no more than any fair business man would do in his own 
business, to provide some competent person to see that that mone 
was properly and wisely and judiciously expended, and that is all 
that this does; but it is new. 

Lhope the gentleman will not raise the point of order. I believe, 
especially as to the superintendent of irrigation and his traveling 
expenses, that this officer is seriously needed. No special harm 
can arise if the superintendent of schools is not given a clerk. 
That can be provided for in some other way. But so far as the 
superintendent of irrigation is concerned, it does seem to me, when 
we are ees such vast sums of money, that such officer 
should be created. I hope the gentleman will not insist on his 
point of order to these two items. 


JANUARY 25, 


Mr. CANNON. I should be glad to accommodate the gentle- 
man from New York in this matter if I could, but I have been 
compelled to investigate for one or two years touching this matter 
of irrigation. Already the irrigation work is duplicated in severa] 
of the Departments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Just because there has been nobody there to 
attend to it. 

Mr. CANNON. It is being done by the Geological Survey and 
by the Agricultural Department, and all around. This will only 
increase the trouble that we now have. There is an absolute 
necessity for the academy of science licking this whole matter into 
shape. Every new bureau only adds to the trouble, and when the 
money is available they can get the proper employees, if Congress 
should appropriate for irrigation. It is a matter, I assure my 
friend, after much Sa that I do not believe it is politic to 
enter upon, for reasons beyond this bill entirely; and therefore | 
am compelled to insist on the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does that insistence include the clerk to the 
superintendent of Indian schools? 

Mr. CANNON. So faras I am concerned about that, the legis- 
lative bill carries the personnel of all the artmerts. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] has charge of that bill. 
So far as I am concerned, I care nothing about that clerk. 

Mr.SHERMAN, Well, then, I understand the gentleman with- 
draws his Bond of order as to that? 

Mr. CANNON. I withdraw my point of order as to that. I 
think it does not belong to this bill. and that the service has been 
already provided for through the ordinary legislative bill; but I care 
nothing about this clerk. It is a clerk, more or less, that I have 
made no investigation about, and so far as I am concerned, I shall 
not insist upon the first item; but for reasons indicated I must in- 
sist on the other two. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Where has the superintendent his office? 

Mr. SHERMAN. He has his office in the bureau while he is in 
the city, but he is away a good deal, traveling and visiting the 
large schools. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I shail not raise the question, if it is not 
raised by the ——— from Pennsylvania; but it seems to me 
that if this officer is necessary, he ought to have been carried in 
the legislative bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Ilinois clearly 
indicate the two points upon which he raises the objection, so that 
the Chair may understand it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. To lines 22, 23, and 24 on page 8, and lines 
— e 9. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I simply desire to say to the gentleman in 
charge of the bill that in connection with the legislative bill we 
went into every possible detail as to the necessity of the continu- 
ance of the present force, as well as of increasing the force, and in 
looking over this bill I am free to say that I am somewhat sur- 
prised at the increases that run through it. I agree with the gen- 
tleman from Dlinois, chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. I will not make any objection to lines 20 and 21, but so far 
as the personnel of the Indian Department is concerned, we went 
into it very thoroughly, and I shall regret very much if I am called 
upon in the later stages of this bill to file some objection to the 
gentleman’s proposed legislation. As to this paragraph I shall 
not object. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of one superintendent of irrigation, $3,000. 

For traveling expenses of the superintendent of irrigation and employment 
of necessary assistants, $4,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, am I correct in understanding 
that the point of order lies to line 24 on page 8, and lines 1 and 2 


on page 9? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is ruled out on the objection made by 
the gentleman from Illinois, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


T bl Recroteey practi s and 

practioal wok inadd Lon - ee eee Sons ete en woaes 

not exceeding $65each per month, to superintend and direct i 

raising among such Indians as are effort for self-support, $65,000: Pro- 

vided, That no person shall be employed as such farmer or n who has 

not been at least two years immediately previous to such employment prac- 
y engaged in the occupation of farming. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill if these farmers are within the civil-service law? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose they are. 

Mr. STEELE. It is not new legislation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not new legislation. : 

Mr. STEELE. Then I will have to submit to farmers being 
examined. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
in charge of the bill a question. I see that there has been dropped 
from this paragraph, as it has been heretofore carried, these words: 

Within the State and Terri where such agency is located, and, where 
practicable, competent Indians be given the preference. 


Has that been dropped through error or inadvertence? 


- 


and stock 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I think not. I think that was purposely 


dro . 
eC ANN ON. Ishould be glad toknow why. It seems tome 
that where the Indians are onus they ought to be ere. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That was op because it was not 
to be essential that a farmer should have obtained his 

in the State or Territory in which he was to be appointed. It 
seemed to the committee that a farmer from any other State or 
Territory would probably be just as competent to discharge the 
duties of the office as one whose experience had been obtained 
within the limits of the particular State or Territory. 

Mr. CANNON. I merely noticed that these words had been 
dropped, and I desired to know the reason. Ido not make any 
point about it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, to carry out an act entitled “An act for the relief 
and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota,” approved 
January 14, 1889, namely, the purchase of material and employment of la- 
bor for the erection of houses for Indians; for the purchase of agricultural 
implements, , and seeds, Smear, and fencing land; for i of 
expenses of delegations of Chippewa Indians to visit the White h Reser- 
vation; for the erection and maintenance of day and industrial schools; for 
subsistence and for pay of em ees; for pay of commissioners and their ex- 

nses; ana for removal of In and for their allotments, to be reimbursed 

the United States out of the proceeds of sale of their lands, $125,000; so much 
thereof as may be necessary for the erection and completion of suitable build- 
ings for an industrial boardin, school on the White Earth Reservation, 
Minn., to be immediately available. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman why this item has 
been increased from $75,000 to $125,000? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That increase is made for the purpose of re- 
placing a school that was burned there about a year ago. The 
gentleman understands that this is Indian money which we ap- 
propriate. We do not make the ee except out of their 
own funds, and “—— desire that their school which was burned 
shall be replaced. They asked, as I recall, for a greater sum than 
the committee thought was necessary to replace the school, so we 
gave what we thought sufficient. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that while the money appropriated in this paragraph from 
line 16 on page 14 down to line 9 on page 15 is reimbursable, it 
awaits the sale of the lands of these Indians. Now, we have 
already appropriated over a million dollars to these Indians by 
way of advance, and the question in my mind is whether, if we 
keep on, we shall have such a large sum reimbursable that their 
lands will not i y the obligation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I pm not understand that to be a ible con- 
dition of affairs, Mr. Chairman. If the gentleman from Illinois 
is correct in his assumption, I do not understand the matter, and 
Iam very much astonished. I think we have not appropriated 
for them anything like a million dollars more than has been re- 
ceived, and | think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. CANNON. No, I think I am not mistaken aboutit. As I 
have said, while these item are reimbursable, we have already 
advanced over a million dollars. 

Mr. SHERMAN. More than the receipts? 

Mr. CANNON. There has been no reimbursement at all yet. 
We have not commenced to sell the lands. Now, if we a on 
advancing money to these Indians it seems to me that by and by 
it may be difficult to get it back. 


ought 
experience 


Mr. SHERMAN, I do not think we are yet anywhere near the 
danger line. 
Mr. CANNON. Ofcourse I do not wish to antagonize the com- 


mittee if they have investigated the question and think it neces- 
sary to appropriate this money to reconstruct that school. 

Mr. SHER It certainly is. There are a lot of children 
there who for about a year, since the building was burned, have 

n without a school. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pay of additional employees, $5,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
that. There is no law to authorize it, and Isuggest to the gentle- 
man whether it is not quite unnecessary to e that appropria- 

on, for the reason that if he will turn back to page 17 he will find 
that there is an appropriation of $30,000, to be expended in such 
manner as the President may direct under the treaty. The Crows, 


as I understand it, have a wonderfully fine reservation and are 
very rich Indians. 


. SHERMAN, ene Perens One wee, attend, for by 
the Secretary, and I assume that he would not ask for it if he did 
not think it was essential; but it was not in last year’s bill. 

. Mr. CANNON. It isa mere gratuity to a people who, in my 
mignon do not need it, and I make the point of order. 

in CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
strikes HEP MAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
Ce Out ey. ” in line 16, the sum total, and substitute 
made ty ht,” to conform the total to the change in the bill 

by the striking out of line 12. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 





The Clerk read as follows: 


This amount to enable the President of the United States to pay the legal 


soe of two deceased Kickapoo Indians, the settlement of whose 


is desired, under the provisions of section 2 of the act of August 
tribe for education and tor otbie Burposes, per treaty of" lay 15,104, nok 
exceeding $675.66; in all, $4,087.83.» eee 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment at this point. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
against the ph, in order to get an explanation of it. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. Curtis of Kansas was read, 
as follows: 

On 21, after the word “ cents,” in line 13, insert the following: 

‘‘ Merchants and others doing business with, and having accounts against, 
Indians to whom allotment of land has been made in any reservation in the 
State of Kansas, shall not be prohibited from going upon the reservation, or 

agency in said State, for the purpose of ealies ing or securing in an 
orderly manner such debts; but any Indian agent shall have power to re- 
move any person from the reservation who is there for the purpose of 
gambling, or inciting insubordination among the Indians.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman,I do not desire to raise the 
point of order against that amendment, at least until I shall have 
heard an explanation of it. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I will yield to my colleague to make 
an explanation. . 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, there are three small reser- 
vations in my district, and upon each of them is a licensed trader, 
but the allotments have been made, schools have been conducted 
upon the reservations for a number of years, and those Indians 
are well advanced in civilization. The Indians have been in the 
babit of trading at the towns near by, and the merchants have 
generally gone to the agencies when payments were made, or have 
sent their clerks there, simply for the purpose of collecting or 
receiving their money. They can not collect from the Indians by 
suing them, as they generally have no property over and above 
the exemption, so the only way they have of collecting their debts 
is by going there or sending their clerks. This year, for the first 
time, the ete issued an order against anyone going to the 
agency for that purpose except the licensed traders. The order 
really works great hardship to the Indians. It d»prives them of 
the benefits of competition between merchants, and of course they 
can not get credit unless‘the merchants are permitted to be at the 
agency or to be represented there on pay day. No trouble has 
ever arisen heretofore from their presence there on such occasions. 
They proceeded in an orderly way to collect their debts where 
they could, and where they could not they just let them go, as 
other people do. 

The object of the authority which has been given is to keep 
those who desire to sell liquor to the Indians or to gamble with 
them from going to the agency on pay day. Authority is con- 
ferred upon the Indian Bureau to prohibit persons from going 
upon the agency for such purposes; but that authority has never 
been exercised before with reference to reservations where allot- 
ments have been made and the Indians are well advanced in civi- 
lization. Thereisasaving clause in this amendment under which 
the agent will still have authority to remove persons who may be 
upon the reservation for the purpose of inciting insubordination 
among the Indians or gambling with them. 

As this is a local measure, applying only to the State of Kansas, 
I hope there will be no objection made to it. It can not possibly 
result in any injury to the Indians. On the contrary, it will help 
them. I understand that in some cases where Indians have desired 
credit they could not get it for the reason that the merchants are 

rohibited. from going upon the reservation. Some Indians, too, 

ave been keeping small accounts at the banks, and they have 
been unable to get credit at those institutions because of this 
order. So that I believe this amendment is in the interest of the 
Indians. In fact, they have advised its adoption. I hope no objec- 
tion will be made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I withdraw the point of order. 

fied, upon inquiry, that itis not well taken. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BRODERICK, 


it was ome to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
the Indian appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


I am satis- 


REPRINT OF BILL AND REPORT. - 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent for a reprint of 
House bill 10090, and the accompanying report, both of which are 
exhausted. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. HowELL, for ten days, on account of sickness. 
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To Mr. Denny, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. DraPeR, for one week, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Strona, for two days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Marsh, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN (at 5 o'clock and 7 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of the 
Navy forwarding asupplementary report in the matter of the cost 
and price of armor plate, and transmitting therewith certain let- 
ters, was taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. QUIGG, from the Committee on the Library, to which was 
referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 184) authorizing 
the Smithsonian Institution to participate in the Exposition of Gas 
Apparatus and Appliances, to be held in Madison Square Garden, 
New York City, January 27 to February 6, 1897, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2613); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3656) entitled ‘‘An act 
roviding for free homesteads on the public lands in Oklahoma 

‘erritory for actual and bona fide settlers, and reserving the pub- 
lic lands for that purpose,” with certain amendments of the Sen- 
ate thereto, reported the same, accompanied by a report (No. 2614); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9073) 
providing for the erection of an addition to the United States cus- 
tom-house and post-office building in the city of Dubuque, Iowa, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2615); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3401) 
entitled “An act to amend the act entitled ‘An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
the city of Lexington, Mo.,’ approved July 26, 1894,” reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2618); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. COFFIN, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 6495) granting an increase of pension to Robert Selden. 
(Report No. 2616.) 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (S. 989) entitled *‘An act granting a pension to Fannie 
Kautz, widow of August V. Kautz, late brigadier-general, United 
States Army.” (Report No. 2617.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
on following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 10119) granting the right of 
way through the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 10120) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the adjudication and settlement 
of claims arising from Indian depredations,” approved March 3, 
1891—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCE: A bill (H. R. 10121) to compel street rail- 
way companies in the District of Columbia to remove abandoned 
tracks, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10122) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act fo prohibit the interment of bodies in Graceland Ceme- 
tery, in the District of Columbia,” — August 3, 1894—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A concurrent resolution (House Con. 
Res. No. 68) providing for counting of electoral vote—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A resolution (House Res. No. 504) to 
print report of Thomas W. Symons, Corps of Engineers, upon 
widening the locks of Erie Canal as a House document—to the 
Committee on Printing. 














By Mr. AVERY: A concurrent resolution of the ture of 

a es ee oe ee ee of the bill (H. R. 

) ish a mili at Vi , Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affaire. rs . 

By Mr. STAHLE: A concurrent resolution of the legislature of 
Pennsylvania, praying Congress to pass House bill No. 4339, to 
establish a military park at Vicksburg to commemorate the cam- 
paign, siege, and defense of Vicksburg—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. LINTON: A concurrent resolution of the legislature of 


the State of Michigan, favoring the of House bill No. 4339— 
to the Committee on Military ‘Affairs 


By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A resolution of the senate of 
Nebraska touching the Cuban question—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A concurrent resolution of the legislature of 
Michigan, praying the of House bill No. 4339, to establish 
a national military park at Vicksburg—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. MERCER: A resolution of the senate of the Nebraska 
legislature, in favor of the independence of Cuba—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A resolution of the eral assembly of 
Pennsylvania, favoring the establishment of a national park at 
Vicksburg, Miss.—to Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, enn bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 10128) for the relief of Joe 
Carroll, of Ouachita Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bili (H. R. 10124) for the relief of James Y. Lilley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10125) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Dennis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 10126) to increase pension of Emily 
E. from $20 to $50 per month—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 10127) for the relief of Stewart 
& athe the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 10128) granting a 
pension to Rebecca P. Quint—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R. 10129) for the relief of George 
W. Yoakum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 10130) for the relief of the 
Presbyterian church at Warrenton, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 10131) for the relief of 
estate of John M. Malone, deceased, late of Sumner County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 10132) to t a pension to 
Sarah E. Daub—to the Committee on Invalid ondeen. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following rene and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois: Resolutions of the Board of 
Trade of Chicago on the subject of the threatened restriction of 
trade in American meats with France, Germany, and Switzer- 
land—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of C. W. Beyer 
and other citizens of Ramey, Pa., for legislation punishing the 
desecration of the United States flag—to the Committee on the 


Library. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Sundry _ ions of Charles H. Howell & 
Co., David Hanly & Son, Burt Bros., and the Allison Manufactur- 
ing Compe, all of the city of Philadelphia, for favorable action 
on House No. 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Memorial of the Ohio State Board of 
Commerce, favoring a department of commerce and manufac- 
tures—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Resolution of the Grand Lodge of the 
Ship Masters’ Association, in favor of gas bu on the Great 
Lakes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
weeias’ tea 9 Sa ek = Lucas Avenue oo Pres- 

i ure , Mo., representing 300 members, ‘oT 
the protection of State antigambling laws—to the Committee on 


Interstate and a Commerce. ; 

Also, memorial of Engineers’ Club of St. Louis, Mo., relative 
to the maintenance of navigation at the mouth of tle 
Mississippi River—to the ittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Resolutions of the Commercial Ex- 
change of Des Moines, Iowa, favoring the creation of a rtment 
of commerce and manufactures—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 
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- Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Resolutions of the Second Presby- 
oa and the Second tional churches of Emporia, Kans., 
relative to Armenian outrages—to the on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 


By Mr. FISCHER: Petition of the merchant tailors of New 
York and Brooklyn, favoring the of House bill No. 10058, 
to increase the duty on y- clothing—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FOSS: Resolutions of the Chicago Board of Trade, pro- 
testing against the unfriendly action of foreign countries toward 
American products—to the Committee on Wesson Affairs. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of the Congregational church, the 
Christian church, and the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Carthage, 8. Dak., urging the of Senate bill No. 2485, 
to protect the first day of the wee as a day of rest in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the Ju —- : 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Paper from Branch No. 156, National 
Association of Post-Office Clerks, urging the passage of House bill 
No. 3273, for the classification of clerks in first and second class 
post-offices—to the Committee on Rules. ; 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of South Norwalk, Conn., favoring the a of House 
bill No. 3208 and Senate bill No. 1498, to raise the age of protec- 
tion for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of the Commercial Exchange of 
Des Moines, Iowa, in favor of a 4 ree of commerce and 
manufactures—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Resolutions of the National Encampment of 
Grand Army of the Republic, adopted September 4, 1806. asking 
for the enactment of House bill No. 8589, providing for the 
Southern Memorial Soldiers’ Home—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LINTON: Sundry petitions of James C. Diamond and 
others, J. M. Irvine and others, and R. M. Loughridge and others, 
protesting against appropriations for sectarian institutions—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Cyrus C. Tubbs and other citizens of Saginaw 
County, Mich., for the relief of George E. Lonsberry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Camden, N. J., representing 253 members, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 3208 and Senate bill No. 
1498, to raise the age of oo for girls to 18 years in the Dis- 
“ of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 
‘ —_ pa of the by get ee Tem 7 ~m Union of 

amden, N, J., urging the passage of House bi o. 7441 and 
Senate bill No. 2846, for the prevention of gambling—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Edward Roberts, of Camden, N. J., favoring 
the passage of bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Rev. A. G. Lawson, of Camden, N. J., for fa- 
vorable action on House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail 
matter, and Senate bill No. 1675, to prohibit the transportation of 
— matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads, 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of Aaron B. Hoffman, of Cul- 
peper County, Va., praying that his war claim be referred to the 
rae Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee on 

ar Claims, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of James Willoughby, of Hen- 
derson County, Tenn., ing reference of his war claim to the 


Court of Claims under act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


By Mr. STEELE: Petition of citizens of Logansport, Ind., pro- 
jac against the passage of the Sherman bill with respect to 


see, calpers—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
ge? Mr. STRONG: Affidavit of H. ©. Wikoff, to accompan 
awe bill No. 7608, to increase the pension of Mrs. Dortha J. 
ne the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
porsnce Unies af edie eek bastenbes ws Saanaes oa 
France Union © » N. H. ing for the oO 
= ion Sn = oe the Oomunitioe on Labor. 
<\180, ion 0 oman’s Christian j 
Manchester, N i. e =~ * Temperance Union of 


of No. 7441 f 
the prevention of gam since die thamedtsenen abe 5 atm 
eee petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Manchester, N. H., favoring the passage of House bill No. 3203, 
Colin’ age of protection for girls to 18 in the District of 

By the Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Duluth, ines Sen Sntipionetion 02 tie Oat ne oie 
Committee on Ways and uty on lum to the 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of OC. R. Shatto, president of 
Sou Iowa Union, Young People’s Society of Christian 
Endeavor; also, petition of the officers of the Woman’s Christian 
eo ag Union of Iowa, favoring the passage of the House 
bill No. 9515 to raise the age of protection to 18 years for girls in 
the District of Columbia, and House bill No. 7441, regarding inter- 
state bling by telegraph—to the Committee on the Judici 

By Mr. W of Massachusetts: Memorial of H. Austin 
Putnam, of West Rutland, Mass., suggesting legislation on the 
labor problem—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of H. Austin Putnam, of West Rutland, Mass., 
concerning methods of election—to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 26, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrizurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
UNION IRON WORKS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, pursuant to a 
provision contained in the act making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, the claim 
of the Union Iron Works, of San Francisco, Cal., against the Gov- 
ernment for loss and damage due to delays alleged to have been 
caused by the Department in the construction of the armored 
coast-defense vessel Monterey; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, an 
ordered to be printed. 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. BERRY presented the credentials of James K. Jonzs, 
chosen by the legislature of Arkansas a Senator for that State for 
the term beginning March 4, 1897; which were read, and ordered 
to be filed. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the credentials of Jacopn H. Gat- 
LINGER, chosen by the legislature of New Hampshire a Senator 
from that State for the term. beginning March 4, 1897; which were 
read, and ordered to be filed. 

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE COGSWELL, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that, with 
the consent of the Senate, on Saturday, February 6, at 3 o'clock, I 
shall ask leave to call up the resolutions of the House uf Repre- 
sentatives in memory of the late William Cogswell, a member cf 
that body, to enable Senators to make remarks upon the same. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 3525) to provide for an examination and survey of a 
water route from the mouth of the — at the city of Galveston, 
Tex., through the ship channel and up Buffalo Bayou to the cit 
of Houston, Tex., and appropriating money therefor, with amend- 
ments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 9499) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Interior 
to sell certain lands to A. L. Williams, and for other purposes; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 350) granting an increase of pension to George C, 
Abbey; 

A bill (S. 1291) granting an increase of pension to Celeste A. 
Boughton, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Horace Boughton; 

A bill (8. 1505) granting an increase of pension to Rufus H. 


aine; 
A bill (S. 1511) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart Whiting; 
A bill (S. 1682) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah 


\ t; 

A bill (S. 1888) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Walker; and 

A bill (S. 3381) granting a pension to Lena D. Smith. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the Eleventh Ward Re- 
ublican Club, of Newark, N. J., and a petition of Goodwill 
uncil, No. 32, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
New Brunswick, N. J., praying Congress to recognize the inde- 
pendence of Cuba; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Citizenship Union, 
of Camden, N.J., and a petition of the Tabernacle Baptist Church, 
of . N. J., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2846, 
to protect State antigambling laws from nullification through 
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interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise, etc.; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Bethel African Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Camden, N. J., praying for the passage of 
Senate bill No. 2485, to further protect the first day of the week 
as a day of rest in the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petitions of H. V. Anthony, of Camden; 
of Alfred G. Lawson, pastor of the North Baptist Church, of Cam- 
den; of Edward Roberts, of Camden; of Alexander C. Wood, of 
Camden, all in the Stateof New Jersey; a petition of the Partrick & 
Carter Company, of Philadelphia, Pa.; and the petition of Thomas 
Bray, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 4566, to amend the postal oan relating to second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the petition of John H. Johnson, 
sheriff, and 66 other citizens of Georgetown, Sussex County, Del., 
praying for the appointment of a joint commission to inquire into 
the political conditions existing in that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented the petitions of J. W. Wells, vice-president of 
the Girard Lumber Company, of Menominee, Mich.; of Charles 
A. Chamberlain & Son, of Philadelphia; of Schaum & ae 
of Philadelphia; of J. J. Mulconroy, of Philadelphia; of R. J. 
comte, of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, and a 
petition of the Manufacturers’ Association of Kings and Queens 
counties, Pouch Mansion, Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. GEAR presented the memorial of F. M. Douglass, publisher 
of the Modern Schools, of Des Moines, Iowa, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second- 
class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition of the Wisconsin Cranberry 
Growers’ Association, praying that the European cranberry be 
included in the next tariff schedule, and also for the ratification 
of a reciprocity trade treaty with Canada to open up that coun- 
try to the free importation of our berries; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the president and faculty of 
Bowdoin College, Brunswick, Me., praying for the ratification of 
the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FRYE. I present what is practically a remonstrance of 
the Central Labor Union of Portland, Me., against the restoration 

_ of flogging or corporal punishment in the merchant marine. 

Permit me, Mr. President, to say that there is no amendment 
pending in the Senate to any bill whatsoever which restores flog- 
ging in the merchant marine. On the contrary, the amendment 
referred to, in the unanimous opinion of the Senate Committee on 
Commerce, gives greater security to the sailor against the brutality 
of any master or officer at sea than the existing law or any other 
bill now pending in Congress 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Jewish ministers of 
the United States and Canada, praying for the ratification of the 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Detroit Credit Men’s 
Association, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the passage of the so- 
meg Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Ansonia, Conn., praying for the ratification of the pending arbi- 
tration treaty with Great Britain; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of James D. Macewen, of 
Natick, Mass., praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Massachusetts Reform Club 
and a petition of the Evangelical Alliance for the United States 
of America, praying for the ratification of the pending arbitra- 
tion treaty with Great Britain; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Young Men’s Christian 
Association of Evansville, Ind., praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in Govern- 
ment buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Evangelical Alliance for the 
United States of America, praying for the ratification of the 

eee treaty with Great Britain; which was referred 
bot the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


The memorial will be referred to the 


He also presented a petition of the Indiana Republican Fij- 
torial Association and_a petition of the State committee of the 
Indiana Young Men’s Christian Association, of Indianapolis, Ind. 
praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating +5 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of O. E. Fulghum, of Richmond 
Ind., eS the adoption of an amendment to the so-called 
Loud — ill which will give to incorporated schools and col- 
leges the pound-rate privilege conferred by the Manderson-Hainer 
Act of July 13, 1894; which was ature to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also pam a memorial of sundry citizens of Wayne 
County, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SMITH presented a petition of the Eleventh Ward Repub 
lican Club, of Newark, N. J ame: pe, ag the United States take 
steps looking to the annexation of Cuba, and that the Monroe doc- 
trine be rigidly observed and maintained by the United States in 
regard to the acquisition of Cuba by any European Government; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the tion of Alexander C. Wood, treasurer 
of the Esterbrook Steel Pen Company, of Camden, N. J., praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also — the petition of Louis A. Russe and 8 other 
citizens of New Jersey, praying for the passage of House bill 4566, 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter, 
and also for the ——- of Senate bill No. 1675, to prohibit the 
transportation of obscene matter through the mails; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of Arthur §S. Fields, of 
Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Swende. 

He also presented the petition of William Haskell, of Chicago, 
Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table... 

He also presented the petition of H. C. Purmort, of Chicago 
Iil., anda pe ition of the Chicago Talking Machine Company, of 
Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
1-cent letter postage; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petitions of H. L. Timmons & Co., bankers, 
of Bement; of the Wilbur Mercantile Agency, of Chicago, and of 
the Young Men’s Christian Association of Waukegan, all in the 
State of Illinois, praying for the passage of the led Loud bill, 
relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Lyman Baird, of Chicago, Ill.; 
a petition of E. H. Moore, of Chi , Ill., and a petition of the 
board of trustees of Beloit College, Beloit, Wis., praying for the 
ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the W. F. Hall Printing Com- 
pany, of Chicago, Il.; a memorial of Blomgren Bros. & Co., of 
Chicago, Ill., and a memorial of F. M. Lupton, publisher, of New 
York City, Se the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, relating to second-c mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of James W. Houston & Co., of 
Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing interstate bling by telegraph; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of Forest House Lodge, No. 159, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Derry, Pa., remonstrating 
against granting an extension of time within which to equ'!pP 
freight cars with automatic car brakes and couplers; which wa’ 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


STATE ELECTION LAWS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I have in my hand a table showing the 
pone of the election laws in the different States, compiled by 

on. John ©. Houk, ex-Congressman from Tennessee. Item)races 
a great deal of valuable information, and it is not in any wi? 
partisan, being simply facts which he has collated from pamp)lets 
containing the election laws furnished by the ive secretaries 
= state. I ask that it be printed as a document for the use of the 

nate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2985) granting an increas? 
















of pension to Lemuel J. Essex, reported it without amendment, 
end subunitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6539) granting a pension to Richard C, 
Enright, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4279) to cure the title 
to certain real estate in the District of Columbia, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3688) to pension James L. McKinney for services 
in Oregon Indian wars; and 

A bill (H. R. 3939) to pension Daniel Giles for services in Ore- 
gon Indian wars. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8010) to authorize a 
survey for construction of a —— across the Eastern Branch of 
the Potomac River in line with husetts avenue extended 
eastward, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 8807) declaring the Potomac Flats a public park, under the 
name of the Riverside Park, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a rt thereon. 

Mr. McMIL , from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the — resolution (H. Res. 215) extend- 
ing time for compliance by Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway 
Company and the Belt Railway Company with provisions of sec- 
tion 1 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to extend the routes of said rail- 
way companies,” etc., approved June 10, 1896, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2189) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. 
Freeman, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4099) to increase the pension of Mary S. Higgins; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 2620) granting a pension to Lauretta L. Prince. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 8498) to punish the impersona- 
tion of i tors of the health and other de ents of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 18th instant, 
intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill, re- 
ported favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, with the accompanying 
report; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submi reports thereon: 

. bill (H. R. 2257) to increase the pension of Charles H. Twomey; 
an 
A bill (H. R. 2859) granting a a to Harriet F. Herrick. 

Mr. GALLING (for Mr. Brice), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2576) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Martha L. Bohannon, of Lynchburg, Va., reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, 
reported two amendments intended to be proposed by him to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, and moved that they be printed 
with the accompanying report, and referred to the Co ttee on 
Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. OAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 8523) to provide for ee the 
s*rnineness of handwriting by comparison, reported it without 
amendment. 
ie also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 

iil (S. 3524) to remove doubts concerning the jurisdiction of dis- 
trict judges, reported it without amendment. 

THE LA ABRA AND WEIL CASES. 
: Mr. HOAR. From the Committee on the Judiciary I report 

7 favorably the bill (S. 3588) to insure a full bench in the Court 
of Claims for the hearing of the cases entitled “‘ The United States 
ye lua Abra Silver Mining Company ” and others and ‘‘The 

nited States t Alice Weil and others.” I ask unanimous 












malian chat the bill be considered now. Let it be read for infor- 
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t consideration of the bill, 
m Nebraska kindly permit me 


Mr. ALLEN. I object to the 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator 


to state in one sentence what the bill does? Then, if he desires to 
look further into it, of course I shall not object. 
Mr. ALLEN 


Senator. 


. Certainly; I am perfectly willing to listen to the 


Mr. HOAR. Con rovided that the questions arising in 


submitted to the Court of Claims, with a 


these parties. After the award it was claimed that the award 


was procured by fraud. The claimants denied, of course, that 
statement, and further held that the award was final and could 
not be reopened. 


After many years’ discussion, Congress determined to submit the 


question whether under the award the claimants were absolutely 
entitled to the money, whether it ought to be paid back to Mexico, 
or whether there ought to be a new hearing to be submitted to the 
Court of Claims with authority to render a final judgment for the 
claimants if they were held entitled to the money, and with an 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States. Of course, 
good faith to Mexico and justice to the claimants alike require 
that that question should be settled. 


It so happens that four judges of the Court of Claims are neces- 


sary for a quorum, and that one of the five can not sit. Of the 
remaining four it is understood that they are equally divided, two 
and two. I sup 
nominated for that court should be confirmed by the Senate, he 
having been an officer of the Government for so long, he will prob- 
= be found also disqualified, although I know nothing about 
that. 


it is not improper to state that if a gentleman 


This proposed act eimply provides that if any judge of the Court 
of Claims be disqualified the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court 
of the United States may designate some circuit judge or district 


judge of the United States to sit in the Court of Claims in that 


particular case and that he shall be paid his actual expenses. I 
suppose no one would question that the Chief Justice would exer- 
cise that power discreetly, but if he did not, as there is an appeal 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, the matter can be 
revised. But now it is blocked, and it is likely to be blocked for 
a good while unless this remedy is granted. That is the story. 
The Senator will now do what he thinks best. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that the La Abra case has been be- 
fore the court for a number of years. I understand, as the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts says, that it resulted in the first instance 
in an arbitration between Mexico and the United States, Sir Ed- 
ward Thornton being the arbitrator. The money was paid over 
by Mexico and is now in the hands of this Government. 

Mr. HOAR. A part of the award, not the whole of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. It was paid over in trust for the heirs, whoever 
they may be, the stockholders. I understand that case was once 
or twice determined by the court, and then, upon the earnest appeal 
of some person (whether in a legal manner or not I do not know, 
and I do not pretend to say), the judgment was set aside. 

Mr. HOAR. I was not aware that ithad ever been determined 
by the court. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is my understanding. 

Mr. HOAR. 1 did not know of any but the case now,in which 
the court i» blocked in this way. 

Mr. ALLEN. I may be mistaken as to that point. However, 
it has been pendente lite for a great many years. 

Mr. HO: R. For two or three years. 

Mr. ALLEN. I agree with the Senator from Massachusetts 
that it ought to be determined; but why can we not, if it is neces- 
sary, pass a bill authorizing the certification of this case to the 
Supreme Court in the event of an equal division of the judges of 
the Court of Claims, without incurring the expense and delay of 
an extra judge, and allow the Supreme Court finally to determine 
it? Why can not that be done? 

Mr. HOAR. Of course it may be that the losing party would 
not carry it up if it were decided. If the Senator desires to look 
into it further, of course itis a — important matter and I shall 
entirely respect his desire. The only expense is the actual travel- 
ing expenses of the judge who comes here. There is no other 
expense. It is not to exceed $10 a day. 

r. ALLEN. The Senator from Massachusetts will under- 
stand, of course, that this objection of mine is not a mere capri- 
cious objection. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. It is a very important matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. Itis an important matter, and I should like to 
look into the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 


Mr. ALLEN. And if I think the bill should pass, I shall have 


no objection to it. 
Mr. HOAR. If the Senator prefers, let it go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. e bill will go over. 
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SPECIAL CENSUS REPORT ON OCCUPATIONS, 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported a con- 
current resolution providing for the printing of additional copies 
of a special census report on occupations; and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there shall be printed and bound im paper covers 5,000 additional copies of 
the special census report on the occupations of the population of the United 
States as shown at the Eleventh Census, to be distributed by the census 


division of the Department of the Interior, the extra edition of such special 
report to be known as Extra Census Bulletin No. 100. 


PRINTING OF BULLETIN ON APICULTURE. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. PERKINS on 
the 2ist instant, reported it without amendment; and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed 20,000 extra copies of Bulletin No. 1, New Series, Division of 
Entomology, Department of Agriculture, entitled The Honey Bee: A Manual 
of Instruction in Apiculture, by Frank Benton, M. D., of which number 6,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 12,000 copies for the use of the House 
of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for distribution by the Secretary of 
Agriculture. 


ELECTRIC SUBWAYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I reportfrom the Committee on the District 
of Columbia hearings on the joint resolution (S. R. 187) relating 
to the laying of electric subways in the District of Columbia, and 
on the resolutions of the Senate of December 14 and 17, 1896, and 
ask that it be printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


OSAGE INDIANS IN OKLAHOMA, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I am instructed by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs to submit a reportin regard to an investigation by 
that committee in relation to the Osage Indians in Oklahoma, 
ordered by resolution of the Senate of March 18, 1896. I ask that 
the report and accompanying testimony be printed as a document 
for the use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

LEGAL EFFECT OF CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. HILL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, who were 
directed by a resolution of the Senate of February 20, 1896, to in- 

uire and report to the Senate whether, under the provisions of 
the river and harbor act approved July 13, 1892, the resolution 
mentioned in the last paragraph of that law is required to bea 
joint resolution, and whether concurrent resolutions generally are 
required to be submitted to the President of the United States, 
submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 

REGULATIONS CONCERNING OLEOMARGARINE, ETO. 


Mr. HILL. There is lying on the table a bill (H. R. 1221) to 
make oleomargarine and all other imitation dairy products subject 
to the laws of the State or Territory into which they are trans- 
ported, which has not yet been referred. The other day the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. Gear] made some motion in regard to it. I 
do not know what course he desires the bill to take. The bill was 
laid over, and is on the table. 

Mr. GEAR. I withdraw the motion I made to refer the bill to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and accept the motion of 
the Senator from New York to refer it to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. HILL. Then let the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be so referred. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GEAR (by uest) introduced a bill (S. 8601) for the relief 
of Stewart & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3602) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to prohibit the interment of bodies in Graceland 
Cemetery, in the District of Columbia,” approved August 3, 1894; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (8. 3603) to extend the time for 
the completion of the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Rail- 
way Company through the White Earth, Leech Lake, Chippewa, 
and Fond du Lac Indian reservations in the State of Minnesota; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 3604) for the relief of Rob- 
ert J. Humphrey; which was read twice oboe title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 3605) to amend an act to 
regulate the practice of pharmacy in the trict of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3606) to provide for the 
twelfth and subsequent censuses; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Census. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 3607) for the relief of 
Thomas Kergon, of Rapides Parish, La.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. WETMORE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil gy ea bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Nav irs, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil a bill: which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY W. KEEFFE. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 


Ordered, That Mr. PRITCHARD be excused from service as a manager of the 
oar aay aoe on the omneeneee of te _— of —— ve to ‘we bill 

> anting a pension to Mary W. Keeffe, an e filled 
by the Vice-President. : er : 

Mr. SHouP was appointed in the place of Mr. Prircwarp, ex- 
cused. 


JARED 8S. CHAMBERLAIN, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 878) granting a 
pension to Jared 8. Chamberlain. 

The amendment was, in line 7, to strike out the letter “‘s” in 
‘* Volunteers” and insert ‘‘ Infantry; and pay him a pension of $12 
per month.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FRANCIS BROWN, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 646) for the relief 
of Francis Brown. 

The amendments were, in line 3, after the word “hereby,” to 
insert ‘‘ authorized and;” in line 5, to strike out all after the word 
* Cavalry ” and insert “‘and pay him a pension of $12 per month;” 
and to amend the title so as to read ‘‘An act granting a pension to 
Francis Brown.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments made by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ISABELLA MORROW. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1128) granting a 
pension to Isabella Morrow. 

The amendment was, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to 
strike out ‘‘seventy-five” and insert ‘‘ fifty.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WATER ROUTE BETWEEN GALVESTON AND HOUSTON, TEX. 

Mr. MILLS. _I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the amen¢- 
ments of the House to Senate bill 3525, received from the Eouse 
this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of en to the bill (S. 3525) to provide for 
an examination and survey of a water route from the mouth of 
the jetties at the city of Galveston, Tex., through the ship chan- 
nel and up Buffalo Bayou to the city of Houston, Tex., and ap- 
propriating money therefor. = 

The amendments were, on 2, line 1, after the word “ the, 
to strike out down to and incinding the word ‘‘estimate,” in line 
4, and insert: 

Cost of the said examination, surv 
already appropriated for work on the 
Buffalo Bayou. 

And amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for «0 
examination and survey of a water route from the mouth of the 
jetties at the city of Galveston, Tex., through the ship channel 


, and estimate be paid out of funds 
provement of the ship channel 204 


and up Buffalo Bayou to the city of Houston, Tex.” 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senateconcur in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 9499) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 


the Interior to sell certain lands to A. L. Williams, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

INTERNATIONAL MONETARY CONFERENCE. 


Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Indiana will allow me 
a moment, I will state that I gave notice that after the conclusion 
of the routine morning business to-day I should move to take ; 
the bill providing for an international monetary conference. 
delay naking the motion until after the Senator has finished his 
remarks. 

INDEPENDENCE OF CUBA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
joint resolution (S. R. 163) acknowledging the independence of 
Cuba, reported from the ittee on Foreign Relations, upon 
which the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpie] is entitled to the 


floor. 

Mr. TURPIE resumed and concluded the speech begun by him 
yesterday. The entire is as follows: 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, very much language has been 
used with some indefiniteness in res to what are called our 
peculiar and traditional relations with the Island of Cuba. A 
more careful consideration will convince anyone that these rela- 
tions have an origin very natural and a date quite determinate. 

in 1821, in pursuance of the treaty of cession of 1819, Spain 
delivered to the United States the possession, a and 
dominion of her province of Florida, seated on ainland and 
continent of North America. That province afterwards became 
a Territory, and is now a great State—one of the forty-five which 
constitute this Union. 

The Island of Cuba had always been appurtenant to the main- 
land. It was an appurtenance to the mainland. The energy of 
steam since the date of the cession of Florida has made it a near 
appurtenance, and there are other causes which have vastly dimin- 
ished the distance between this adjacent island and the mainland 
of Florida. Geographically it has always been regarded as an ap- 
purtenance. It is an isl situated in American waters, belong- 
ing to the Western Hemisphere, belonging to the northern division 
of that hemisphere, and even internationally it may be reckoned as 
a part of the American continent. 

In the cession of Florida by Spain to the United States she re- 
tained the possession of the Island of Cuba, but her title to that 
island suffered a very marked defeasance and deterioration on the 
very day of the date of the cession, because from that very date 
up to this moment Spain has held her title to Cuba under a most 
absolute limitation, and that is a prohibition to alienate the same. 
She lost then the power to sell the {sland of Cuba to any European 
Government, the power to sell the Island of Cuba to any Govern- 
ment except that of the United States. It has not only been a 
maxim of our domestic policy, but fifty years in the Ostend 
manifesto it was declared before the whole world to be an inde- 
feasible maxim, and events since have made it a more absolute 
measure of our internal policy than it was even at the time of the 
publication of the Ostend manifesto. A man who owns his real 
estate without the power to alienate it has a very inferior title 
has necessarily a servient title, has necessarily (1 am ing 0 
ie a legal sense) a degraded title. It is not absolute; it is not 

imited, 

Besides this condition absolute of nonalienation of the island by 
Spain there was another condition, there is now and always has 
been another condition attached to the title of Spain and the 
possession y oe of the Island of Cuba. It is the condition 
that Spain d so govern the island that her administration of 
its affairs should be acceptable to the Cuban le, a part of the 
compact and covenant necessarily running with the condition of 
Fendlienation which is not disputed. If Spain can not sell Cuba, 
thus transf the allegiance of 1,500,000 of its inhabitants to 
another Eur power, still less could she retain her own title 
and possession when the inhabitants of that island had concluded 


that the so of , ; 
oppressors of itp a and his advisers were the enemies and 


very contract, and especially that between sovereign states, 
must be interpreted by, and indeed includes as a of it, the 
public events and conditions relating to it of the time and 


. its execution. In 182i what were the public events and con- 
oe relating to the cession of Florida by Spain to the United 
es? All ce Central America 
had he: armed revolt her a atthat verydate. She 
a eld a vast dominion on this t by virtue of dis- 
va by virtue of the conquest’ of the native , and in 
eee of possession. lost it by insufferable misgovern- 

© and what Spain lost. 


to chile, 


to Mexico, even before the cession of Florida 


never had an 
to Colombia, fo tnn se ae Cube than she had to Pera, 
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tothe United States, and after that cession her title was much 
deteriorated; it became much easier subject to defeasance not 
spy by the inhibition to dispose of the island, but by the natural 

ences of the social and commercial intercourse of its people 
with their nearest neighbor, the citizens of this great Republic, 
overshadowing this remnant of monarchy so close to our frontier. 

The people of Cuba knew at the time of the cession of Florida 
to the United States all about the revolutionary condition of the 
South American colonies of Spain. It is not to be supposed that 
they were ignorant of our own Revolution, of its beginning, of its 
course, of its termination. They lived too close not to have heard 
that shot fired at Concord which was heard around the world. For 
fifty years before the Cubans knew that the possession and do- 
minion of Spain in their country, under our model and example, 
and under, as I shall show, the precise provisions of international 
law, was subject always to the right of the people to alter or abol- 
ish their form of government and to institute a new government, 
such new government as they might deem most likely to effect 
their safety and their happiness. Every title and every possession 
of European government in the waters of this hemisphere had 
been subject and is now subject to this as a perpetual condition, 
the right by the people to alter or abolish the existing form of 
government and to institute a new one. 

This great passage of the Declaration was not made in allusion 
to constitutional amendments and legislative changes, although 
it includes those. Here is another instance where contempora- 
neous events make a part of the instrument and of its interpreta- 
tion. This great Declaration was made by our people under 
arms and among armies. It was made after Lexington, after 
Concord, after Bunker Hill, while the war was flagrant, and it 
means that by force of arms any people have the right to alter or 
abolish an existing form of government and to institute a new 
government, such as they may deem most likely to promote their 
safety and happiness. There can be no felony in the exercise of 
such a right; there can be no crime or crimes in its execution; 
there can be no offense against any municipal law of the govern- 
ment which is disowned and sought to be overthrown; there can 
be no offense against any municipal Jaw or decree in such a war- 
fare by any power. The combatants, the belligerents,are not 
criminals on either side. 

It is sometimes said that the old doctrine was that belligerency 
was not to be acknowledged or recognized, that independence was 
not to be acknowledged or recognized, until the old government 
had recognized the new one. This is spoken of sometimes as an 
*‘old doctrine.” It is not an old doctrine; it has never been the 
doctrine. The old doctrine is laid down in Vattel, never disputed, 
can never be gainsaid. He says: 

When two parts of a nation resort toarms and are engaged in civil war, they 
are entitled to be treated by other powers, and should treat each other, as 
independent governments and powers for the time being. 

That is the old doctrine. It would be a good deal more correct 
to say that the old practice has been discarded; the old practice 
under this doctrine, the practice in disparagement of this doctrine, 
the practice in disregard of this doctrine—that practice, the old 

tice, has been discarded. 

In 1776, during seven years of war,no nationality recognized 
the United States except France, and she made the recognition as 
@ war measure, and followed it up with full military and naval 
support. But that is the last appearance of the old practice. All 
nations have returned since to the old doctrine of Vattel, and we 
have done a great deal, the people and the Government of the 
United States have done all things, to explode the old practice and 
to affirm and to vindicate the old doctrine that parties to a civil 
war must treat each other and must be treated by other powers 
for the time being as independent nations. 

During the long and bloody wars in South America and in Cen- 
tral America, including Mexico, between Spain and her colonies, 
the people of Cuba remained, like Logan in his cabin, idle, in 
—_ they remained the subjects of Spain, the loyal subjects of 

pain. Habana was the military and naval headquarters for 
Spanish expeditions against the revolutionists. Year after year 
the ure was witnessed from that harbor of the forces of 
Spain, both naval and military, to crush what they called the 
rebellions in South and Central America. It was during this 
long period that Cuba gained that sobriquet, the title to be called 
‘‘the ever-faithful isiand.” But the revolutionary fire in Cuba 
was smoldering; it was not unseen; it was not unfelt. After the 
close of those wars the Cuban people might justly and lawfully 
lay claim to a redress of their own grievances, to the reduction of 
taxation, to real representation in an autonomous legislature, toa 
chance for engagement in every public employment. They had 
been loyal to Spain. Spain should have been loyal to them as 
fellow-subjects, as fellow-citizens, as fellow-creatures. They did 
lay claim to a redress of the grievances under which they had 
been for two and a half centuries, even then, suffering; for it 
must be recollected that Cuba is the oldest European colony 
upon this hemisphere. It was settled and civilized with every 
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incident of the civilization of the time, practiced Christian doc- 
trine and worship one hundred years before a Pilgrim Father 
set his foot on Plymouth Rock. Thirty years after the closepf 
these wars a whole generation of Cubans had passed away. That 
generation had presented petition after petition, remonstrance 
after remonstrance, for a ess of the horrible grievances which 
had been inflicted upon them in the ordinary course of the Span- 
ish Government in that island. All of these were vain; they were 
spurned with contempt, as ours were, from the foot of the Span- 
ish throne. The sword, bare, whetted, sharpened—the sw was 
the only judge, executioner, law in the Island of Cuba. 

The old generation of Cubans had gone to their graves. In 1850, 
thirty years after the Florida cession, the first attempt was made, 
after ail peaceable efforts had failed to obtain redress, by an appeal 
to arms. 

The effort of Lopez, Cespedes, and other leaders which might 
be named, was un by arms on behalf of the people of Cuba to 
alter and abolish the existing form of government and institute a 
newone. They failed. There have been since 1850 but ten years of 
peace upon the island, and there never has otherwise beena lapseofa 
period that long that hundreds and thousands of the inhabitants 
of that island have not, in the =e rt of armies and in the raisi 
of troops, repeated and asserted the right of the people to alter 


abolish the existing form of tyranny and despotism which 80 
long afflicted them. 
e are now very near the close of the twelfth vear of the war 


for Cuban independence. For I do not think there is any just 
consideration of this subject which must not consider that the 
ten years of war, of actual hostilities from 1868 to 1878, closed, 
not by the suppression of the rebellion, not by a surrender of the 
Cuban people, not by a surrender of the Cuban armies, but closed 
under the treaty of Zanjon, the treaty called a treaty of pacifica- 
tion, upon explicit conditions fortheredress of grievances, must be 
added to these two years of war, the second of which is now end- 
ing; and are a part of the same war commenced in 1868. It isthe 
second period of the war for Cuban independence, between the 
same parties, for the samereasons, and upon the side of the repub- 
lic, by the same leaders, civil and military, as were parties to the 
pacification of Zanjon and were parties to that ten years of hostili- 
ties which, by mutual agreement, were closed by the terms of 
that pacification. 

At this crisis, then, after a prolongation of the war for inde- 
pendence, after an effort, and a successful effort, as I shall show, 
to maintain independence and to maintain that armed authori 
of the people to abolish the existing form of government and insti- 
tute a new one—at this period of that effort, what shall be the 
attitude of the United States? When you ask that question, it is 
said in answer, ‘‘ Congress has no right to take any action in the 
premises; it must wait for the Executive.” 

Let us examine this proposition, sir. The composition of Con- 
gress is the first subject in the Constitution of the United States, 
and the most important. There are more provisions devoted to 
that subject than to any other. It precedes the judicial depart- 
ment, it precedes the executive department, it is first in order, 
first in time, first in right, power, and authority. After the com- 
position of Congress is provided for and its organization effected 
under constitutional provisions, the very next thing following is 
what is called the power clause, immediately after the composi- 
tion and constitution of Congress, by which certain powers are 
vested in Congress. The third section in the power clause reads 
as follows: 


To mopulete commerce with foreign nations, and among the several States, 
and with the Indian tribes. 


This precedes all the — vested in Congress except two; itis 
the third in order and importance in the constitutional text. 
The regulation of commerce with Indian tribes includes the regu- 
lation with the chiefs, the headmen of the tribes, and with the 
tribalgovernments. Theregulation of commerceamong the States 
includes the people, the officers, the governments of the several 
States. Theregulation of commerce with foreign nations includes 
the governors, rulers, kings, or other representatives of the sev- 
eral national sovereignties alluded to. 

What is a regulation of commerce? It would answer this ques- 
tion to look at the volume of law upon either of these three sub- 
jects. The largest volume of laws in scope on this subject is that 
in relation to the Indians. I speak now of the pages employed. 
The next largest is that with respect to intercourse with fore 
nations. The least is that with respect to commerce among the 
several States. 

The regulations of commerce with the Indians are not confined 
at all to trade and traffic. They control every possible species of 
intercommunication between white men and Indians, every pos- 
sible domestic relation, all sorts of police regulations, civil and 
criminal, everything necessary to make—if I may use the expres- 
sion—an inter-Indian government weiqestional, complete, ple- 
nary. 





fares, , cargoes, machinery ti 
vessels and ships used in either, the conduct of the officers nut 
crews of such vessels, and the direction of the owners of the 
same. 


forms and regulations 
between the several States and the Indian tribes. Commerce in 
this clause does i tina trade or traffic, but that is a very smal] 


relate to commerce as trade and tr: 
of dealings between citizens of the several States, between Indian 








Commerce, in respect to the several a includes freigh 


Commerce with oy nations has been held to embrace the 
the same universality of character as 


department of it; it includes much more. It means intercoursg 
in the common and o: 

word ‘‘intercommunication,” thesense in which the word was used 
at the time the Constitution was adopted, and is used now. Legit. 
mate commerce between the sexes is a proper expression, and 
certainly has no reference to trade or traffic. The orator and the 
poet have spoken of commerce with the skies, commerce with the 
stars. This is not trade or traffic. It is intercourse, intercourse 
only with the eye, intercourse only in imagination, yet it is prop. 
erly called commerce. 


sense, the most general sense of that 


Mr. President, I have taken the trouble to look up some judicial 


opinions of the Supreme Court upon this subject, as to the mean. 


ing and scope of the word ‘‘ commerce,” in what is called the com- 


merce clause of the Constitution: 


Commerce among the several States consists of intercourse and traffic be- 


tween their citizens, and includes transportation of persons and property. 


That is one decision. It includes the regulation as to tele. 


graphic, telephonic, and all other communications. It includes 
the regulation of railroad travel and every other incident of 
transportation by decisions of the same tribunal. 


These are decisions of the ae oe aged do not 
c ey r to all sorts 


ribes and citizens of the States, and the Government of the United 
tates and foreign nations. Ocean telegraphs are undoubtedly 


subjects of international commerce. They may be regulated, so 
far as r tion is —— under this clause, by an act of Con- 
gress and not otherwise, and I am told the whole diplomatic cor- 
respondence in times of exigency is carried on by means of cable 
grams—ocean tel 


The power granted in this commerce clause is paramount; it is 


lenary. The power to regulate commerce with foreign nations 
fs first granted, first created in the clause. It is a general power, 
and its exercise is as general with respect to intercourse with for- 
eign nations as it is with respect to intercourse with Indian tribes 
or among the several States. 


The power thus granted in general terms can not be destroyed 


by a construction of any subsequent section of this instrument 
which will affect that purpose. Such a construction must be un- 
tenable and is untenable. We have, in the exercise of this power 
= oo ee commerce among foreign nations, in the first place, 
the w 

body of enactments with respect to ambassadors, ministers, secre 
taries of legation, consuls, and all citizens who may be engaged in 
international travel or sojourn. 


ole body of treaties, protocols, conventions, and the whole 


To whom else and where otherwise is such a power granted? 


It is never said that the President shall have power to regulate 
intercourse with foreign nations. Tohaveso provided wouldhave 


been to vitiate a former provision in the instrument. Our fathers 
did not frame constitutions in that way. ; 

I ask the attention of the Senate also to the concluding section 
of the power clause, which reads: 

The Congress shall have power to make— 

Upon which word I shall comment—a very rare word in the 
Constitution, used only in one other section— 

The Congress shall have genes to make all laws which shall be necessary 


and proper for into execution the foregoing powers, an‘ ail other 
powers Vested by t tution in the Government of the Unit» States, 
or in any department. 


Congress is certainly a Suet of the Government. Under 
the power clause, to which I have called attention, but following 
the intercourse clause, and therefore in time inferior to it in order, 
in importance inferior to it—under that clause Congress is empowW- 
ered to establish post-offices and post-roads, and by a subsequent 
clause it is empowered to make all laws necessary to carry that 
power into execution. Con has established a post-oflice a 
the city of New York; the dent declines to appoint a post 
master. Can he defeat the power of establishment by declining 
to perform an executive duty? Is there any question but that in 
such an extraordinary case—I admit it is exceptional—Congtes 
would have the right, under the executive clause cited, to appoitt 
a person temporarily to discharge the duties of the postmaster fot 
that city; because a ffice without a postmaster would be 2 
overthrow of the establishment, nota maintenanceof it. The sa™¢ 
may be said with suede to any other postmaster in the Unit 

States. Ihave no doubt that Congress could a tand designate 
a person to perform those duties. The establishment of # pos 
office, the power of the establishment of a post-office at any poi 
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is not at all affected ‘and can not be defeated by the failure of the 
Executive under the appointing clause. ? : 

Take another one of these powers, the first one mentioned in 
that clause; 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 
and excises. 

That is a fundamental power. It is necessary in order to get 
revenue for the support of the Government, and without such 

wer and without the execution of such power the Government 
in all its branches would starve, would die of inanition. Suppose, 
now, the President fails to appoint collectors at all ports or at any 
ort, shall the Government go down and perish or lose and be 

eprived of its revenue by reason of the refusal of the President to 
exercise the eee power? Who will contend that this power 
of Congress to levy and collect is not paramount, indefeasible, not 
to be destroyed by any neglect of action, either affirmative or nega- 
tive, by any other department of the Government? It must be so, 
sir; and to decide otherwise would be to hold that the fathers of 
the Constitution had deliberately and of purpose contrived in this 
provision a place where and a method by which the Government 
should come to an end. ‘ 

This primary paramount authority of Congress with respect to 
the powers enumerated is an ultimate power beyond the veto. 
The exercise of this ultimate legislation must be rare, but it un- 
doubtedly exist. Without it the Government might cease to 
exist, and there is no power in the Constitution which can be 
conceived superior to the power expressly ordained for its pres- 
ervation. erefore, internatio intercourse, or, to use the 
express terms of the granting clause, ‘‘the power to regulate 
commerce "—intercourse—'‘ with foreign nations” does give to 
Congress the paramount power; and as one of the most reasonable 
and necessary modes of this intercourse is by treaties and conven- 
tions, and by the labors of ambassadors, ministers, and consuls— 
if the President should refuse to appoint ambassadors, ministers, 
and consuls—any officers of this ter—or if the President 
should refuse to a — ministers, ambassadors, and consuls— 
any single officer of this character—which, in the opinion of Con- 
gress, was necessary and proper to the exercise of this power in 
regulating foreign intercourse, could the Executive inaction 
defeat the éxecutive power of Con , which is the power 
granted, and then the power to make laws to carry it into execu- 
tion? I do not think it could, sir. I am of the opinion that when 
Congress has made a law—has made a law decreeing that inter- 
course with a particular nation is necessary and proper, Congress 
can use all the means to carry into execution that project and that 
purpose, and can temporarily appoint any diplomatic or politi- 
cal agents to be used as the means of executing its purpose, to act 
until the President is willing to execute his ordinary functions. — 

Intercourse with foreign countries includes trade and traffic; it 
includes, among other things, travel by our citizens in those coun- 
tries. This embraces of necessity a sojourn, brief or longer, in 
foreign countries by our citizens. Following this sojourn come 
instances of death, of iage, of birth, all regulated by acts of 
Congress. A very distinguished member of the late House of 
Representatives was born in a foreign country on the occasion of 
the a sojourn of his parents in that country. He was 
held under the act of Congress, and decisions in reference to it, to 
be a native-born citizen of the United States. The law carried the 
flag and the form of government wherever the mother and father 
made temporarily their home. That is a regulation of inter- 
course—broad regulation; and so it might be with respect to all 
the other im t events in human life to which I have called 
attention. It is not place that determines nativity under our 
power to regulate foreign commerce. Place of birth does not 
determine nationality, but the paramount power of Congress 
determines nationality and every other incident in relation to our 
intercourse with foreign nations. 

Could the President do that by proclamation? Itis asserted that 
ie regulates foreign intercourse and may determine with what 
com intercourse shall be begun or undertaken. Could the Presi- 

ent determine in relation to any of these incidents or = any of 
the yh laws which have taken effect under the author- 
ity of Congress with respect to foreign intercourse? Among the 

things most necessary in the ar and usual intercourse with 
foreign nations are treaties. To make these, ambassadors and 
other public diplomatic agents are necessary. Would the failure 
of the President to a t such agents as are now named in gen- 
eral laws deprive us of the power to regulate foreign intercourse 
— to make all laws necessary and pr for that purpose? Does 
= ailure of the Executive to Ciaeeies kis duty destroy the power 
of Congress to regulate this intercourse or to make any and all laws 
necessary for its execution? This would be to make an agent 
appointed to do a certain particular thing greater even than the 
power or purpose which was designed to be accomplished in the 
Pact grant. It would make the faucet or the ock lar, 
wanus  bydrant. It would make the hydrant superior to the 
- It would make the water of more consequence 
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than the great reservoir, the vast flood, the source of every drop 
which runs through these minor instrumentalities. 

If, then, the President perversely and lawlessly refuses or de- 
clines to appoint an ambassador when Congress desires one in the 
form of law, we could direct by law that he should appoint one to 
a particular country, and in case of his further refusal, we could 
name and designate a person as our political agent to perform 
such duties as are usually performed by the Presidential ap- 
pointee, because such a law is necessary and proper to the execu- 
tion of the paramount power of Congress to regulate our inter- 
course with foreign nations. And we may well note here how 
close this construction is in harmony with the Constitution, a 
harmony designed in all its parts, because such an appointee by 
Congress, the person temporarily designated by Congress, vested 
with ambassadorial, consular, or ministerial powers, would re- 
ceive two-thirds vote of both Houses of Congress, the Senate and 
the House of Representatives, a larger majority than if he had been 
a and commissioned by the President and the Senate to 
that office, for such law could only be passed over the veto of the 
President by a two-thirds vote of both the Senate and the House. 

The power to make all laws necessary to the execution of the 
primary powers granted to Congress does not exclude the power 
to appoint by the ident the officers required in the execution 
of the same, if he desires to make use of it, but if he fails to do so, 
when directed, it must include the power of Congress to make 
such appointments and to provide for such emergencies. Else 
these two powers are incongruous and contradictory, which is not 
possible in this scheme of constitutional government. Upon that 
point I wish to refer to a decision upon the executory power of 
Congress, and upon the clause of execution, under the interstate- 
commerce clause: 

Congress may employ the Secretary of War as an agent to ascertain a fact 


upon which it may declare a bridge over a navigable stream to be a lawful 
public work. 


That was a case in which it was contended that the, President 
only could appoint; that all appointing power was vested in the 
President; that there could be no condition where Congress could 
employ or appoint. The Supreme Court of the United States 
decided that Congress may in such a case employ the Secretary 
of War as an agent for such a purpose. They might employ any 
other officer of the Government, or they might pro hac vice 
appoint a person not an officer of the Government for such pur- 
poses. The President can not defeat the action of Congress, be- 
cause this whole legislation is based upon the interstate-commerce 
clause. The President can not defeat by his own action or by his 
inaction any act of Congress bridging a river or a navigable stream. 
It must ultimately take effect, because Congress has the power to 
make all laws necessary to its execution. 

The power to make all laws necessary to the execution of the 
primary powers granted to Congress does not exclude the Execu- 
tive’s power, if he sees fit to exercise it, but it includes the — 
of Congress to prosecute to completion the purpose which they 
have undertaken. The powers vested primarily in Congress are 
in ultimate effect paramount. They must take effect. The ap- 
pointing power, the treaty-making power, or any other power of 
the President is auxiliary, ancillary, secondary, subservient to 
those of Congressin the cases made, subject to the limitation stated. 

One of these powers, a paramount power, is granted in section 8, 
Article IV.—"“New States may be admitted by the Congress into 
this Union.” Itis a po-ver paramount; that is, its actual opera- 
tion, the taking effect of it, can not be rightfully prevented by the 
Executive. hen Congress wishes to admit a new State, and 
makes a law for that purpose, the State must come in. There is 
no function of the President which can shut the door against 
it. But then he has very important functions with respect to 
this very subject-matter. The President may veto the enabling 
act. He may refuse to make the proclamation. He may refuse 
to appoint judges, marshals, messengers, officers, any person con- 
nected by law with the admission of such new State. But the 
State is to be ultimately admitted. Congress has so enacted, and 
Congress may temporarily appoint a person to discharge the 
duties, all the duties—Federal duties—in the new State which is 

fully trimmed and equipped to enter upon her new 
career. Thereis no possible way for the Executive to prevent it 
except the way of Tuthinccdes and in that way an Executive 
might meet with Balmaceda’s fate. 

It is perhaps proper for me to say that in the use of the words 

* President” and ‘‘ Executive” I do not mean to refer to the in- 
cumbent that now is, nor to his successor, sosoon toarrive. Both 
of those eminent gentlemen are dressed in too brief authority to 
be mentioned in an argument of this character. I refer to all 
executives and all incumbents of the Presidency. I refer to the 
office and officer, which in contemplation of law are perpetual. 

The power to make laws necessary to the execution of the power 
go granted is not confined to the group of powers mentioned in 
the section where it is found, but it is expressly extended to all 
other powers vested by the Constitution in the Government of 
the United States or any department thereof. It consequently 
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Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; he is bound to execute it, and if he 
does not within these cases of limitation, Congress may execute it. 
Considering all these, it is evident that there isin the itution 
a scheme of government by Congress alone as plainly provided as 
of government by the President and Congress, so far as it is indj- 
cated in the cases stated and under the limitations i : 

This is very — also from the consideration of another subject, 
urged here with great earnestness, with great sincerity, with respect 
to foreign intercourse. It is said the President makes treaties. 
Yes, sir; the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, does make treaties, but those treaties are made wholly sub- 
ject to the approval of Congress. The President may make a 
treaty and the Senate may confirm and approve of it. Congress 
the next day may denounceand repealit. Itis Congress that regu- 
lates foreign intercourse. It is not the President. It is not the 
Senate. It is not the President, with all his functions. It is not 
the Senate, with all its authority. It is Congress which regulates 
foreign intercourse; and when a treaty is made contradictory to 
the will of Congress, it can destroy it, because the paramount power 
of regulation is with Congress and not with the Senate or with the 
President. The treaty-making is an instance—a precise 
instance—of that Congressio government of which I have 
spoken, and shows its absolute existence, application, and efficiency 
in respect to the very subject now under consideration—our inter- 
course with foreign nations. 

The whole y of treaties, protocols, and conventions, the 
whole mass of this legislation of the President and of the Senate, 
is to-day subject to Congress, subject to the action of Congress, 
and may be, before this session closes, wiped out and obliterated, 
if Congress sees fit to enact a regulation as to our foreign inter- 
course inconsistent with existing treaties. . That is a judicial deci- 
sion also. The Supreme Court not only once, but twice, thrice, 
many times, have adopted and approved this very s of 
government by Congress within the limitations sta and of 
government by alone. 

There is as to these primary powers vested in that is 
the — — On the ae clause, —— in and 
executable by Congress, a scheme as perfect, peaceable, compre- 
hensive as the one in ordinary use as to all cases made by its imi- 
tations. It may be said that this would place Congress, t 
to these primary powers, in the possession of executive as well as 
legislative functions. Certainly it might doso. That is just the 
meaning of the phrase *‘to make all laws necessary and proper for 
carrying into execution the foregoing powers.” “‘ Carrying into 
execution ” does not imply executive powers. Itimposes executive 
powers upon Congress. Wecan not abdicate them; wecan not 
abrogate them; we can not get rid of them if we desire to exercise 
them. The phrase “for ing into execution the foregoing 
powers,” as to Congress, in the cases stated, stands as a precise 
equivalent for the clause “‘he shall take care that the laws be 
faithfully executed,” with respect to the President. The one 

hrase refers to the executive powers of Congress; the other to 
Gress of the President. They have the same , the same 
effect, the same signi , and the same authority in both in- 
stances where the tations and conditions before stated obtain. 

A scheme of government within the above limitation is not 
strange to the Constitution nor foreign to its spirit, its genius, or 
= a persons who —_ it. The — of the ay 9 had 

ived many years under a government by Congress gress 
alone. From 1776 to 1790 Congress had possession of all execu- 
tivefunctions. The executive power of is fourteen years 
older than the first President. We had no during those 
years to which I allude. That great season of peril, that forma- 
tive era of the Government, we passed through safely, glorious!y, 
without a President. 

Therefore, when our forefathers came to frame this instrament 
and to vote for and approve it, it is not surprising that they should 
have formed as part of it, in the cases named, a government by 
Congress, which the Executive could neither destroy nor prevent 
as far as is provided in this limitation. 

The consideration of the question of jurisdiction of Congress on 
such subjects as recognition of a new nation or ent does 
not depend upon a two-thirds majority of both Houses. “ur 
action depends upon that, but our authority or it to act upon 
either of the propositions now before the Senate, — resolu- 
tion of the honorable Senator from New York [Mr. or the 
joint resolution reported by the honorable Senator from Pennsy!- 
vania [Mr. Cameron], does not depend upon such majori'y. 
Recognition is the first incident in the usual and ordinary m~!é 
of intercourse with foreign nations, and the power of Congr’ss 
upon this subject is paramount. It is imposed upon us by the 


8 e law of the land. ; 
iivcnaaiiien: may be made in several ways. Fi by sending 
an ambassador, by receiving an ambassador, by public proclam- 
tion. Recognition has been made by treaty between two a of 
— ee in the contest at all. It is said that the ent 0 
the United 


applies in express terms to this subsequent section, empoweri 

ongress to admit new States. Congress is not only aaikeniont 
to admit new States, but to make all laws necessary to carry that 
enactment into execution. Now, although Iam free to admit that 
the analogy is not perfect. yet of all the operations of government 
I do not recollect any that more nearly resemble each other than 
the admission of a new State into this Union and the admission 
of a new member into the family of nations, whether it be a new 
nationality or a new form of government in an old nationality. 
For the purpose of admitting a new State into the Union not only 
may Congress make laws and designate any persons to perform 
the duties necessary for that purpose, but it may make laws 
especially for such admissionary action proper or necessary to 
consummate the particular act of admission. What it desires 
must be accomplished. This is implied in the use of the word 
‘‘ make,” not, as I said before, commonly used in the Constitution 
or any constitution with reference to legislation. The word 
‘‘passed” is used a great deal. That is the ordinary word used. 

There is only one other section of the Constitution where Con- 
gress is spoken of in respect to making laws. That is a section of 
negation—‘‘ Congress shall make no law respecting an establish- 
ment of religion.” That implies an absolute prohibition. It im- 
plies a prohibition upon the ultra veto power of Congress. Neither 
two-thirds of Congress, any majority of Congress, nor both 
branches, can make a law respecting an establishment of religion, 
and when the same word is used affirmatively, as it is m the sec- 
tion to which I have alluded—‘‘ Congress shall make all laws 
necessary and proper for carrying into execution these powers ”— 
it is an affirmative declaration of the ultimate ultra veto power, 
not to be defeated by the Executive, not to be defeated by any 
function of the Executive, not contemplated as possible of defeat 
by any other authority in the Government. It can be defeated by 
a resort to arms, and to arms only. 

It will be seen how this ultra veto paramount power of Congress 
is carefully preserved and guarded in the section concerning the 
President's appointing power. ‘‘The President shall have power, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate,” to appoint 
certain officers named, and all “ other officers of the United States 
whose appointments are not herein otherwise provided for.” 
‘What other officers of the United States are those—this class of 
officers? Name one in the text, the open text, the face text. There 
are none. It is very plain upon this construction. what that class 
of officers is. It is the group of persons appointed by Congress to 
carry into execution laws which they have made against the 
protest and over the veto of the Executive. This class of officers 
the President can not appoint. The makers of the Constitution 
had already provided for them. They are otherwise provided for 
in the instrument. Not even can the President relent and say, 
after Congress has gone this far, ‘“‘I reckon I had better make it 
up and appoint.” He can notevenrelent. He can not appoint at 
all. He could not physically appoint, because under his appoint- 
ing power he has to have a majority of the Senate, but in that 
condition I am speaking of two-thirds of the Senate and of the 
House are already against him, exercising their own indisputable 
paramount power to admit the state and to make all laws neces- 
sary for her admission, to recognize a new nation and to make, 
not pass, subject to veto, but to make all laws for carrying into 
effect the recognition of the new nation, and to regulate the inter- 
national intercourse which is vested in Congress by the principal 
section cited. 

It is, therefore, very clear that under the limitations stated and 
in the cases made laws for the admission of a new state, for the 
collection of the revenue, for the regulation of foreign intercourse, 
for the recognition of a new government may be enforced and 
carried into execution by the power of Congress, and by Con- 
gress alone. That this proviso in the appointing section, in that 
section defining the appointing powers of the President is in sup- 
port of the construction Iam giving to what is called the power 
clause is very clear, because there is no other class of officers to 
which the words “‘ not otherwise appointed,” in which the Presi- 
dential power is prohibited and forbidden, can apply. It takes 
four lines to make this reservation. Four lines of good, graceful 
English have prohibited the President from exercising the appoint- 
ing power in such instances, and there is not one line or one word 
of surplusage in the Constitution. The Constitution did not 
deal in surplusage. It did not make an unnecessary proviso. It 
did not create a needless reservation—no, sir; not one. 

Considering, then, together as they must be considered in pari 
materia, the group of primary powers, the law-making power, 
not the law-passing power, the lawmaking power of Congress to 
execute such power, the absolute limitation upon the appointing 
power of the President in such cases, the language of the veto 
clause, expressly recognizing, not the law-passing, but the law- 
making power of Congress—if such bill receive two-thirds of 
the votes of both branches of Con it shall become a law, the 
President's objection not wien 

Mr. DAVIS. He is bound to execute it, 


States may recognize a new nationality, or a new form 








— 


of government, and that he has done so in many instances. This 


is true. 


He may recognize either belligerency or independence. Hedoes 
go in the exercise of the servient and ancillary power to make 


treaties and to appoint ambassadors or ministers, because in 
order to make a there must be an officer i for 
negotiation by both parties. In looking over the course of events, 
in scannin disk of public progress, the President may come 
to the conclusion that a new nation has appeared in the horizon, 
that our people desire to have intercourse with it, treaty of amity 
and commerce. He may therefore recognize it and i 
such as an indispensable part of his power of appointment. But 
that whole power, make the by Con itself, is subject to the 
aramount exercise e power ngress. 

. The President may ihn Aedes that a new nation should be 
recognized, and always takes in such a case the actual initiative, 
and when he izes or makes recognition, the act is beyond 
recall. It binds Congress; it binds everyone. It is not revisable; 
it is not reviewable. It is irrevocable, but its irrevocability is not 
upon the consideration of any constitutional power. It is not a 
questionof ourown law at all. This irrevocability has no relation 
to the actor. It relates entirely to the character of the act. The 
act of recognition passes into the sphere and scope of international 
law, and upon the vest and most important reasons of inter- 
national public policy it has been decreed—and the decree has 
always been observed—that recognition once made is irrevocable. 
Such is the international law. It is not because the power of the 
President is inherent; he has noinherent power. It is not because 
the President's power is exclusive; he has no exclusive power in 
such instances. It is not because the power of the President is 
absolute; no power of his is absolute. It is because of the law of 
nations, which, in the interest of peace and public policy and the 
certainty of conditions, has enacted that the act of recognition is 
irrevocable; that the determination is final. If he acts, he may 
bind Congress under this rule of international law, but his inac- 
tion is nothing; his inaction binds nobody. If he acts, his act of 
recognition is not reviewable or revisable; his inaction is review- 
able and revisable. He has the actual initiative power and duty 
to make recognition, but he can not retain it forever. He can 
only retain it umtil such time as Congress wishes and manifests 
in the form of law to make ion. Then this initiative 
power of the President is gone. is set aside. Of course this 
manifestation of the will of Congress must be made under the 
uitra veto power—that is, by a two-thirds vote of both Houses. 

Congress, after waiting such reasonable time as in their judg- 
ment may seem , may, if the President refuses to act, or if he 
obstinately neg to act, direct him in the first place to make 
recognition im the next to send a minister or other agent, and 
if he refuses to do so, they can make a law carrying intoexecution 
this regulation of theirs with respect to commerce or intercourse 
with foreign nations. . 

That is clearly decided in the case in relation to the Secretary 
of War as an employee of Congress, before cited. But I will sup- 
pose now a more familiar instance. We passed at this session of 
the Senate an immigration act under this power to regulate inter- 
course with foreign nations, providing, among other things, that 
we did not wish intercourse with any people, or even with any 
person, who could not read or write in some lan: some pas- 
sage of the Constitution. Suppose the President of the United 
States should direct that the Commissioner of Immigration should 
not obey that law, and should not carry it into execution. There 
is an instance where the executive power of Congress would be 
fully employed and fully justified. If that bill becomes a law 
and Congress makes it a part of the permanent legislation of the 
country and the President refuses to appoint the officer desig- 
nated in it by existing law, or forbids to execute this enact- 
ment, Congress can make a law to carry it into execution. That 
is @ very unimportant power, and comparatively a very unim- 
portant execution of a power, but it is just as ant, and 
> exactly similar to the power that we should 
7 Promatic or commercial agents in case the President refused to 
= So after recognition, because the power of Congress to regu- 

‘e our intercourse with foreign nations seems to be in the cases 
apn not only paramount, but capable of complete execution 


A our own action. 

agree with all heart and soul and mind to the proposition 
ie ae i Senator from Georgia who sits to my left 
p it i AcoN], that every provision of the Constitution, every line 
of Gn oe up tothe supremacy of the people, not tothe y 
in | 7 nt, but supremacy of le as represented 
T hat Houses of Congress; and there mag te some things which 

“ve not mentioned, many things under these provisions which 


are laced, P and = : 
the D ae justly placed, entirely a and beyond 


The honorable ; 
power of the ee teem Georgia says that the only sovereign 


4 correct statement of the law. 


a on. I conceive that to 
Mek tccascenanh tad 
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. Theact has all the effect of sover- 
eignty. It releases the der, acquits him, restores him to the 
condition of citizenship which he had forfeited by hiscrime. But 
a sovereign acknowl no superior. The sovereign is not an- 
swerable to any other power for the exercise of his powers. Yet 
I think that a President who corruptly used the pardoning power 
would be as liable to impeachment and removal as for any other 
high crime and misdemeanor. He is by no means a sovereign, 
although he does a sovereign act in those instances. 

Impeachment, however, is not a remedy, whatever else may be 
claimed for it. Impeachment has two parts; one is punishment 
of the offender, the other is the removal of him from office and 
the appointment of some one who will obey the law iu his place. 
But that class of officers and that class of duties to which I have 
called attention, which are within the paramount authority of 
Co 8, can not wait for impeachment, do not contemplate im- 
peachment as a remedy. Could we wait for an impeachment and 
removal in case the President should refuse to appoint collectors, 

tmasters, ambassadors, ministers? We need not wait a day, 

ause the same power that he would have had in the ordinary 
exercise of the Government two-thirds of both Houses may exer- 
cise in any case within the limitation of the predicate, and espe- 
cially in the case of intercourse with foreign nations. 

Now, sir, I have made this slight sketch of the paramount pow- 
ers of Congress, not with the view that the Senate had to pass 
upon such questions, but to show that, carrying it out to its ulti- 
mate ion, it was consistent in every part and harmonious 
with the constitutional ordinances of the Government. If I had 
any other purpose it was to show how little of our power we are 
a passing the joint resolution introduced by the Sena- 
tor from New York, or that reported by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania. Neither of those resolutions provides anything for exe- 
cution. They both refer merely to the declaration of a condition 
of things. e are using only a very small fragment of the pre- 
rogative of Congress in considering or passing either of these joint 
resolutions. 

I was not originally in favor of the joint resolution of the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania, not but that | approved its policy and its 
doctrine, but I objected toits form. 1 thought that it was ex- 

in a form not sufficiently deferential to the Executive and 

t it ought to have been in form directory and advisory, not in 

its present form. But when we are told by a promulgation in a 

most public manner that we have no right to pass upon this ques- 

tion at all,as deference has not been remembered on one side I do 

not see why it may not be forgotten on the other. And [ am now 
therefore in favor of these resolutions. 

With respect to the joint resolution introduced by the distin- 
guished Senator from New York, there is no question of deference. 
It simply declares belli mcy between the present parties to the 
war in Cuba, because at the last session Congress declared its 
opinion that they ought to be recognized as belligerents. In the 
Senate there were only 6 votes inst that opinion, and the con- 
current resolution passed the House by a very large majority. 
This, then, is a preface, an introduction to the joint resolution 
declaring the existence of such a condition, and is the next step 
in the order of procedure. 

But, however, the concurrent resolution of the last session was 
only a parliamentary expression of opinion. Both the resolutions 
now ding are legislative in their character. They go directly 
to the President the same as any other enactment. We may recog- 
nize ee by law, as we may recognize independence by 
law, and by the same method carry either of these into execution 
if execution. thereof be denied by the President. We have the 

wer to regulate intercourse with foreign nations. The Presi- 

ent has not that power. 

Let us consider, then, the reasons Congress had for its opinion 
expressed in the concurrent resolution of the last session, and what 
reasons we have now for the passage of the joint resolution 
reported by the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania, or the joint 
resolution introduced by the honorable Senator from New York. 
In support of these measures, in imitation of our Revolutionary 
fathers, let facts be submitted to a candid world. 

We are now very nearly in the twenty-fourth month of the 
second period of the war for the independence of Cuba which 
succeeded the former ten years of war terminated by the pacifica- 
tion of Zanjon, concluded in 1878. This pacification was brought 
about by a truce of actual hostilities at that time and then by a treaty 
entered into on the part of the Spanish Government by Campos and 
his associates, and on the part of the Cuban Republic, named and 

ized as such, by Marti and Cisneros and their associates, con- 
taining special provisions with respect to the redress of grievances 
of the Cuban people. I wish to call attention to one of the pro- 
visions of that treaty as bearing upon the question now before 
the Senate. That treaty provided by actual agreement that all 
—o should be released. That relates to prisoners of war. 

t provided by mutual agreement that all sentences and judg- 
ments of courts in any part of the island founded upon political 





the actor is not a sove 
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causes arising during the war should be mutually released and 
condoned. That did not refer to prisoners of war. It referred to 
civil prisoners; and it shows that seventeen years ago, in July, 
1878, at the time the treaty of pacification was agreed upon and 
at a time when hostilities were suspended, there were existing in 
the Republic of Cuba courts that took notice of treason against 
that republic, courts that entered sentences of condemnation 
against persons accused of treason, and who entered sentences of 
confiscation against property held by persons who were accused 
of treason against the Cuban Republic then in arms and now in 
arms against the Spanish monarchy. That is what that provi- 
sion shows; and if there was such a condition in the states of the 
republic subject to republican control and dominion at that 
. time is it possible that such a condition has ceased now? It is 
said there is no civil government there. 

I have here, both in the original and in translation (I shall not 
take pains or the time of the Senate to read them at length), a 
record of the meeting of the executive council of the government, 
composed of members of congress and of the heads of departments, 
held at Guaimaro, in the free government of Camaguey—that is, a 
state in the Republic of Cuba—in October, 1896, at which session 
congress passes a vote of thanks, the same as our Congress was in 
the habit of doing during the Revolution, a vote of thanks to Gen- 
eral Garcia and his officers for their successful siege and attack of 
the city of that name in that province which had immediately 
before surrendered. The Cuban congress, the representatives of 
the Cuban congress, just as we had an executive committee during 
the Revolutionary war, frequently followed the army in the field. 
They did not always sit at the capital, and the capital itself was 
movable. 

I have the newspaper here showing an imprint of the printing 
office of the Cuban Republic just as plainly as the imprint of Colo- 
nel Benedict as Public Printer of the United States appears upon 
public papers published by him.' Itisveryinferior printing. Itputs 
me in mind of the old broadsides that we see in collections of the 
curious, and news-letters that were issued during the war of 1776 
by our side. The type is dim, the execution is not first class, but 
the original paper, which I have every reason to suppose is genu- 
ine, is here on the desk, not only showing this vote of thanks by 
the executive committee of the Cuban congress, but showing or- 
ders to the army, legal notices, and all the regular machinery of a 
civil government within the lines of the Cuban Republic in Octo- 
ber, 1896—last October; and I am certain there is no changed con- 
dition since. There has not been a Spanish army of any force 
within the state of Camaguey since the meeting of the executive 
committee at Guaimaro to which I alluded; and I am certain that 
the condition in 1878 is continued also, that the Cuban courts and 
the Cuban judges, the prefectos, and the subprefectos are in the 
exercise of all the functions of the officers of an independent gov- 
ernment within the states of Oriente, Camaguey, and Occidente. 

But, Mr. President, I wish to call attention to this provision of 
the treaty of pacification at Zanjon for another purpose. Itshows 
clearly that the Spanish monarchy at that time, seventeen years 
ago, recognized the forces of the Cuban Republic as belligerents. 
And the papers of this day have Spanish dispatches showing that 
their troops captured ‘‘ four prefectures, arms, effects, and docu- 
ments.” 

This makes it clear that a civil government is now existing 
within the Cuban Republic. The prefecto is a minor office under 
the laws of the republic, and the prefecture is the building in 
which his papers and documents are deposited, which, as the dis- 
patch shows, the Spanish troops, in the course of some raid, took 
anddestroyed. The dispatch is dated January 24, 1897, and speaks 
of the incident as having occurred during the month. 

I wish to call attention to this provision in the treaty of pacifi- 
cation at Zanjon for another purpose. It shows clearly that the 
Spanish monarchy at that time, seventeen years ago, recognized 
the Cuban Republic as belligerents, and provided for the release, 
mutually, of prisoners of war. I am not speaking now of the 
question of independence, but the Spanish monarchy itself seven- 
teen years ago most solemnly admitted the belligerency of the 
Cuban Republic, the belligerency of the combatants in that civil 
war. Why, then, should we refuse to make the same acknowledg- 
ment? What Spain has herself conceded, why should we with- 
hold or deny? 

This is now a war in the twelfth year of its prosecution, in 
' which Spain does not pretend, even in the further prosecution of 
it, to restore her authority in the island. It is a war, on her part, 
defensive in every particular, in which she admits, both in the 
civil and military sense, the existence of another paramount gov- 
ernment, and is anxious only to prevent that government from 
exercising its authority in the city of Habana and a very small 
neighborhood around the city. That is the actual condition of 
affairs in the island at present. 

With reference to that conduct of the war now I ask the atten- 

ion of the Senate to the trocha. There are two trochas, both 
milt across the island, or very nearly across the island, from sea 
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to sea, at narrow parts of it, one west of Habana and one on the 
east side of Habana. They are earthworks, deep ditches, embank. 
ments, reenforced with a wire fence, and other lines of not ver 
material difference, inclosing that comparatively small part which 
is in the immediate neighborhood of the city of Habana. They 
are simply outworks, fortifications prolonged to defend the city 
of Habana. 

What is their purpose? The Spanish Government says, and 
the Government of the United States has intimated, that the 
object of this war is to a the Cubans in revolt against 
the Government of Spain. hy, then, have they built trochas 
to prevent their armies from ea or treading upon the soi] 
of the republic? Were these trochas built for that purpose—to 
aid the Spanish forces in subjugating those of the Cuban repub- 
lic? Not at all. The ditch, the embankment, the wire fencg 
all deny this. prs A were built for the purpose of preventing the 
military forces of the republic from taking possession of the civil 
and military capital of the island during Spanish authority— 
Habana. They were not built for any other purpose. I have 
read of trochas before, but I never read of one composed of this 
material. The trocha is a very old instrumentality of war. Per. 
haps the most celebrated instance of it was the ease.of the walls 
of Severus and Trajan, built across the island of Britain between 
the two friths, where the island was most narrow. For what 
ey so To prevent the Romans from invading North Britain? 

o prevent the Romans from the conquest of the Picts and Scots? 
It was a plain stone wall, a very tangible trocha, a trocha of 
masonry, a strong one, a real one, a permanent one, showing a 
permanent a: Was that to enable the Roman armies to sub- 
jogate the Scot and Pict Government of the times? Not at all, sir, 

t was to prevent the Scottish Government ofthat time from 
invading the Roman part of Britain. 

The trocha did not indicate an extension of Roman power or 
any purpose or policy of extending that power. It showed a 
limitation of Roman power. Part of that is still in existence, 
and is called ‘‘the Roman wall.” It showed the boundary of 
Roman _—— In this case these ditches are built, these trochas 
in the Island of Cuba, because they are necessary; and just as in 
the case of Rome, both these wedien show the limitation of the 
power of the Spanish monarchy. They are built in defense of 
it, and not in prosecution of any war for the restoration of its 
authority; they are builtin defense of the Spanish force inside the 
trocha and Spanish property, military and other, inside of the trocha 
and inside the city of Habana. They have no other p . The 
subjugation of the island, of the republic, has been abandoned; it 
is no longer thought of; it is not a part of the Spanish policy. 

Then it may be said, But what if the — a always be- 
tween the two trochas, and what if the iards always retain 
possession of the Province of Habana and the city of Habana— 
about one-sixth of the island? That would not prevent us from 
recognizing the belligerency or the independence of the republic 
of Cuba. San Domingo is an island smaller than Cuba. The 
first republic of Haiti was not so large as the Cuban Republic 
outside the trocha at either end of it; and for a century there 
were two governments on the island of San Domingo—one a re- 

ublic, the other a colony—but within the last fifty years both 

ve become Republics, and in less time Cuba will become wholly 
a republic, and no are neither Spanish nor any other, will 
have dominion in that island. 

The United States recognized the representatives of Haiti years 
before Toussaint had driven their enemies from their capital. and 
when it became known that they might not be driven from their 
capital in the other part of the island, the United States recog- 
nized the independence of the republic outside of the capital, and 
there were two governments, the colonial and the republican. So 
the ssion, and the continued possession, — of the city 
of Habana is made a pretext - her to deny gerency vnd to 
prevent recognition; but it ought not to be made a pretext by the 
Government of the United States in denial of either of those rights, 
because we have acted in exactly a similar case in recognizing the 
republic in the Island of Haiti, which is next in importance and 
in population to Cuba. We have acted, and we have recognized 
the independence of a government in a part of the island which 
was not for the time being able to drive its oppressors into the 
sea, but was for the time able to maintain its own territorial inde 
pendence. and has done so ever since. 

Let me call attention, Mr. President, to another incident show- 
ing the permanency of the government of the Cuban Republic, the 

rmanency of independence as a condition, and, above all cou- 
— doubt, or hesitation, the right which these people have t0 

acknowl as belligerents. 

Cubitas is the capital of the republic. 
informed, in the state of Camaguey. I may say that the Island 
of Cuba, under the constitution of the Republic of Cuba, is di- 
vided into four states, Oriente, Occidente, Las Villas, and Cama 
guey.  Cubitas, the capital, is in the state of Camaguey, near the 

e which separates it from the state of Oriente. It is the place 


It is situated, as | am 
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where the public and civil officers of the 
they are occasionally in camp; it is the p where Cisneros, 
who is president of the republic, makes his abode; it is the — 
where the government newspaper is published, where the laws 
and official notices are given out to the people adhering to that 

overnment; it is a place a miles distant from Habana, but 

he distance is all measured by level land; there is nothing inac- 
cessible about it; no exploit like the crossing of the Alps is neces- 
sary to reach Cubitas. It is reachable, if I may use that word for 
the time being, from any part of the Cuban ublic. No inva- 
sion of it has in twelve years of war been ie by the enemy; 
no expeditionary force has been dispatched against the capital 
of the republic in the last period of the war. 

During the first period of the war, to which I ask attention, in 
1877, which was one year before the treaty of pacification at Zan- 
jon, Campos did organize a large force, not against Cubitas—for 
that was not the capital of the republic at that time—but against 
the capital of the ew at that time. That army invaded and 
ool through hundreds of miles of hostile territory, fighting its 
way until it reached the capital of the republic, which it burned 
to ashes, coperens a papers and archives of the Government of 
the Cuban Republic, captured the members of the legislative 
assembly, shot to death with musketry the ee tee and 
tried by court-martial all the prisoners which it took. Did that 
destroy the republic? Did that close the war? Has the war 
ever been closed? No, sir; the war wenton. It was prosecuted 
with greater vigor and —— by the army of the republic 
until Spain had to kneel and ask for peace upon such conditions 
as the Cuban Republic would accord. 

No, sir; the destruction of the Cuban capital, the execution of 
its legislative and executive officers, or the — and escape of 
others—all this had no more effect upon the Republic of Cuba 
and the war which they were then wagin ng in 1877 than had the 
capture and burning of the Capitol at Washington upon us in 
18i4 by the British army, an act of which Mr. Burke said the 
spoliation of public records was a crime which should make the 
perpetrators infamous in the annals of human history—it had no 
effect upon the authority of the Cuban Government, or upon the 
military forces of that Government, or with respect to its perma- 
nence. Such a military event as this happening in 1877 ought to 
be considered in determining the nature and character of the pres- 
ent movement. 

How inconsiderate it is, then, for anyone to say that the death 
of Maceo is a decisive event in this struggle, as if this great civil 
conflict at arms was a personal matter, a matter of personal dis- 
agreement between Maceo and the Spanish monarchy. 

Maceo is dead and buried, but the cause he fought for is neither 
dead nor buried. Do we not all recollect his death, and have we 
not all read of it with as much sorrow as our fathers felt when 
Warren fell at Bunker Hill? Their hearts did not fail within 
them. Massachusetts did not falter; it gathered the body in its 
bloody raiment and laid it very tenderly away; but the Revolution 
= a and the war for liberty was still waged until victory 
ended it. 

Montgomery fell. The idol of the army, the friend and favorite 
of our t Commander-in-Chief, the greatest Irishman of the 
Revolutionary war was slain in battle, but his countrymen and 
his comrades of all nationalities accepted that only as a motive 
for more stern, vigorous, zealous, undying efforts for the success 
of the great cause which he had espoused. 

Maceo is dead, but when his name is called his comrades will 
answer, ‘‘Dead upon the field of honor,” for, Mr. President, you 
may recollect that when the first report reached us, spread in every 


—— reside, though 


direction by e means of publication, that Maceo had fallen, it 
was accompanied shortly afterwards “s rumor that an officer of 
his staff, the surgeon-in-chief of the Cuban army, Zertucha by 


name, had betrayed him into a ene position, and had for 
— fired his pistol into Maceo’s head, and thus procured his 
Mr. President, the Spanish Government had been accused, in 
~ prosecution of this war, of great cruelties, of ou atrocities, 
‘ut it could not bear that report; the Spanish authorities winced 
saan it; and consequently Captain-General wagner, who uses 
8 sword against women and children, and fights the enemy with 
eet bullets and tions—this murderer of the innocents, 
ae Herod of Habana—published an official proclamation of the 
a Government ying the story that they had bribed 
Zertucha, declaring, in the words of the text, that Maceo had 

allen in as loyal battle as ever was fo e 
What is the meaning of “loyal battle?” A battle can not be 
bn parte; it is a contest between two ies, armed to decide the 
aires or su force of one or the other. Loyal battle is a 
4 gal battle; it is a lawful battle, under the rules of war and un- 
toh the laws of nations and under the laws of humanity. ‘‘ Maceo 

“Thie'® loyal battle as ever was fought.” 

Genepatndescribably diminutive reptile, who is entitled Captain- 
of Cuba, gave no title to Maceo; he simply mentioned his 





name. Maceo was a lieutenant-general in the army of the Cuban 
Republic, but he is spoken of as ‘‘ Maceo,” which reminds us very 
much of the early days of the Revolution, when the Howes and the 
Clintons sent their og eam by special messenger very care- 
fully directed to ‘‘Mr. Washington.” It is a very careful guard- 
ing of this point of punctilio—no committal, no sort of recognition 
of military rank of this great hero, patriot, soldier. The punctilio 
was omitted, but the great, open, patent fact of loyal battle was 
conceded and published to the world; and the official acknowl- 
edgment of the Spanish Government was thus made that this 
was a belligerent act—an official public acknowledgment of the 
Madrid court that this was a war in which both parties were en- 
titled to equal rights of belligerency. 

Belligerency, the condition of public war, was acknowledged 
three weeks ago by the Captain-General of Cuba in this proclama- 
tion. Why should the Senate of the United States hesitate a mo- 
ment to declare it? Maceo has fallen, b. t even the spoils taken 
on his person and that of the brave young Gomez, who fell with 
him, throw some light on this subject. The shirt of finest mate- 
rial, the ivory-mounted sword, the studs and buttons of gold, the 
silver-mounted pistols plated with pearl inlaid, show that these 
warriors belonged to a people skilled in arts and arms, familiar 
with commerce, and with every incident of civilization, as they 
well might be, being by one hundred years the oldest European 
colony upon the American continent. 

Maceo’s — was recovered by his comrades. It was buried in 
the kindly soil of the republic which he died to create, and as 
counties, towns, and citiesin the United States have been honored 
by the names of Warren and Montgomery, so Maceo will have 
his memory perpetuated in the towns and cities of the Republic of 
‘*Cuba libre.” His name can not be forgotten. 

Mr. President, I have certain extracts from newspapers which 
I shall put into my remarks, without detaining the Senate in 
reading them, showing the condition of the present war on the 
part of Spain to be wholly defensive, showing that independence 
is already a fact accomplished, and all that is necessary is that it 
should be declared or recognized. 

New York, January 1, 1897. 

General Calixo Garcia, in a letter to his wife, received yesterday, says: 

“The ae the Cuban Republic waves in undisputed sway over the 
entire province of Oriente. You can drive for miles across the country and 
never meet a Spaniard. Free schools, modeled after those of the United 
States, have been established. The farmers are planting and tilling their 
fields as though no revolution existed. 

“My army of 2,000 men is in splendid condition. The officers are all brave 
Zoune fellows, many of whom belong to the most aristocratic families in 

Juba. Jealousy among them isunknown. We areall animated by thesame 
love of independence and hatred of the Spaniards.” 

I especially allude, sir, to this article, which I shall publish— 
which has been printed very generally, and perhaps most Senators 
have seen it—the letter of General Garcia stating that his forces 
were stationed in the state of Oriente. The state of Oriente cor- 
responds with the late Spanish Province of Santiago de Cuba. It 
is on the eastern part of the island. It is the largest state or sep- 
arate territory in the island. Camaguey is the next state in the 
republic to the east. 

General Garcia states that he has 2,000 men with him, all armed 
and accoutered in excellent condition, and officered by sons of 
the best families of Cuba. He states there are no Spaniards in 
that country; that no Spanish authority is recognized in Occi- 
dente; that free schools, modeled after those of the United States, 
have been established. I notice that no skirmishes, nor battles, 
nor marches even, had occurred in the state of Oriente. He 
states also that the farmers are employed in plowing and plant- 
ing, just the same as if no revolutionary war was in progress, 
Those are the exact terms of his letter. 

Oriente is a very large —_— ot aie gen ; it has a popula- 
tion of 350,000. It is a part of the oldest settled portion of Cuba. 
The soil is very fertile, and there is a very large acreage of fer- 
tility; the forest and mining interests are very great and very 
rich, This whole province was ten years ago and is now entirely 
loyal to the republic; never has acknowledged in the least degree 
the authority of Spain. This state of Oriente, of whose present 
condition General Garcia gives a description—that is, its condi- 
tion last December, last month, thirty days ago—this state of 
Oriente is territorially larger than the Republic of Hawaii—a great 
deal larger. Its arable area is larger than that of the Republic 
of Switzerland. It contains three times the number of people 
that the Republic of Hawaii does. Released from Spanish exac- 
tions, free from Spanish taxation, 350,000 people of that great 
state of the republic not only pay their taxes to the new govern- 
ment, but they offer more abundant contributions to support the 
republic and her armies in the war against the Spanish monarchy. 

it possible that there can hé no government in such a territory? 
Of what other part of Cuba do you read a similar description last 
December? In the province of Habana, anywhere between the two 


trochas, do you read of farmers plowing and planting, of people 
——_ their usual vocations? No, sir; not even in the city of 
bana. Everything there is under martial law; everything is 
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shrunk and shriveled up by military necessity. There is no civil 
government in the city of Habana. There is no civil government 
in the country defended by the trochas. They are the very seat 
of war. This is a statement of a fact: Instead of there being no 
civil government in Cuba except that of Spain, there is no civil 
government in Cuba except that of the republic, for there is no 
place outside of republican territorial lines where 350,000 people 
are planting, plowing, and pursuing their usual vocations undis- 
turbed by the war. 

The republic is in the undisturbed possession of this great state 
and has been for the ten years uf the first hostilities and the two 
years of the second period of the war. For twelve years in all of 
warfare the Republic of Cuba has been in undisturbed possession of 
this vast territory; and every incident of civil government, every 
right of civil government, is enjoyed by the inhabitants of the great 
state of Oriente, who support the armies and other forces engaged 
in actual hostilities and who render true allegiance to the lone star 
of Cuba, to its flag, to its laws, to its government. If there were 
no other showing of the permanency of the government, of its 

ower, of its authority than is included and not denied and not 

eniable in this description of the state of Oriente last December, 
belligerency ought to be offered instantly and recognition made 
before the next sunset. 

Of the 350,000 people residing in that territory, 35 per cent are 
blacks or colored and nearly 66 per cent are whites, Cubans of 
Spanish origin, just as we are citizens of the United States of 
English or other European origin. This percentage of colored 
citizens and soldiers so often spoken of ought not to deprive those 
people of belligerent rights or of the recognition of their inde- 
pendence. It is not so great as the percentage in our own popu- 
lation in the States within the black belt, and certainly there is a 
government in all the counties of the black belt. Where colored 
people are in vast majority there is yet a government. It is not 
nearly so great as in the Republic of Haiti. Nota tenth of the 
—— there is white. ine-tenths of it is black or colored. 

et the Republic of Haiti has been recognized as a Government 
for eighty years with less population and a great deal less mili- 
tary force than the Cuban Republic now employs. 

As I said before, I do not recollect to have noticed (and I have 
noticed very closely all dispatches, Spanish dispatches, Habana 
dispatches, New York dispatches, in reference to this case) an in- 
stance of a military engagement, or of a military attempt by the 
Spanish monarchy in the great state of Oriente. There may have 

man occasional sally from a seaport, an inconsiderable sally, 
because there are several seaports which are held by Spain. But 
this would not change the condition of nationality. 

Mr. President, when I come to treat of the action of President 
Monroe in a similar instance, it will be found that when he dis- 
patched his ministers and political agents to the South American 
republics all of them landed in what were called Spanish ports, 
every one of them—that is, they were harbors which were held by 
Spain, although the independence of the revolutionists had been 
declared and had been recognized by Mr. Monroe, not recognized 
by Spain. Those political agents had to pass through Spanish lines 
in one or two instances to reach their destinations, and in one 
instance Mr. Prevost, one of his political agents, lost his way and 
had very hard work to find the capital of the government to which 
he wasaccredited. Yet hedid reach it at last, and that government 
is inexistence now. There is nothing in this attempt to show that 
there is no civil government in Cuba, speaking of the indefiniteness 
of its locality. 

On one of those occasions the minister appointed by Mr. Monroe, 
it is related, was received by Simon Bolivar in his tent. He was 
then commander-in-chief and dictator under the Republic of Co- 
lombia; that is, he had united in his person all civil and military 
authority. The minister was received by the Dictator, Simon 
Bolivar, in his tent in the midst of his army. Credentials were 
exchanged and the government was recognized, felicitations were 
exchanged, and intercourse was opened with that government, 
that foreign nation, intercourse which has not ceased to this day. 
When an officer was asked, a subordinate—he did not ask General 
Bolivar—where the archives and records of the government were, 
he answered, ‘‘They are in the military chest.” Yet that was a 
legitimate government, a lawful government, a belligerent gov- 
ernment, recognized by the United States as having an existence, 
and recognized by events since proving its existence, permanent, 
stable, enduring as that of any other government in South 
America. 

No, sir; the fact of the retention of —— by Spain is nota 
material fact at all in the consideration of the question either of 
belligerency or independence. y would do a great deal 
to close the war, to end it. It would do a great deal in behalf of 
the revolutionists. It would enable the revolutionary government 
= issue its bonds oo securities. om would enable the revo- 

utionary governmen issue letters of marque and reprisal, to 
aide wens bonnleds Ste , under the law of nations, entitled to 
take prizes. It would in pieces the maritime trocha which 


Spain has established around Cuba, by her ships of war, a trocha 
a great deal more formidable than the wire fence of which I have 
spoken heretofore. That invincible militia of the seas would bo 
found in all Cuban waters, in all Spanish waters. It would drive 
Spanish commerce from the ocean. It would compel and 
the recognition of the independence and existence the new 
nationality. It would submerge Spanish credit, Spanish bonds 
and debentures. It would leave them without a market. They 
have touched zero already. I have here an extract from a New 
York newspaper, certainly a neutral in this contest—I will not read 
the extract, but I will put it in my remarks—in which it is said 
that last Saturday a public security in the shape of an indemnity 
certificate secured by Spanish bonds, for $2,500, being part of an 
old estate of a deceased operator in Wall street, was offered at 
public auction, after every possible publication, and brought on 
the first bid 10 cents and on the second bid 11 cents on the dollar, 
It was struck off finally to an agent of the estate to which it 
belonged at 11 cents on the dollar. That is the state of the Span- 
ish credit at this time—January 20, 1897. 
ELEVEN CENTS ON THE DOLLAR WAS WALL STREET'S BID FOR THEM—sALp 

WELL ADVERTISED—OTHER SECURITIES OFFERED AT THE SAME TIME 

BROUGHT EXCELLENT PRICES—THE BONDS PAY FIVE PER CENT—Issup 


MADE TO INDEMNIFY CITIZENS OF THE UNITED STATES, AND INTEREST 
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Spain's credit in Wall street was tested yesterday for the first time in 
ears. One of her indemnity certificates of the face value of $2,500 was sold 
or li cents on the dollar. t the sale was a fair test is shown by the fact 

that at the same time and place were sold 100shares of Standard Oil stock for 

$264 per share, 15 shares of New York Mutual Gas Company stock at $23! per 
share, 50 shares of Mercantile National Bank stock for $170 per share, together 
with a long list of other securities at prevailing market pelean. 

Mr. President, when I concluded yesterday I was referring to 
the lov condition in which the financial credit of Spain is now 
found. Never before has it been so bad, except at the time of the 
conclusion of the wars between the South American republics and 
the Spanish monarchy. Those warsimpoverished Spain and mort- 
gaged the industries and wealth of her people for two generations 
—— There is nothing, sir, so expensive, so costly as is 
injustice. 

t is claimed that the recognition of belligerency would, as to 
large reclamations for American losses, release Spain from that pay- 
ment. That is very true, sir, but whatever those reclamations (we 
had a long list of them furnished here the other day) and whatever 

ition they will occupy with reference to Spanish funds, they will 

postponed to the millions already incurred of funded war debt. 

They will not be paid within the next generation or the one fol- 

lowing it. Asfaras future reclamations are concerned, I would a 

great deal rather depend upon the credit of the Cuban Republic 

than upon the resources of Spain, —— as she will be of one 
great source of revenue—the Tsland of Cuba. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate now to diplomatic an1 
executive precedents with regard to the recognition of belligerency 
and independence in very similar cases, in cases where the parties, 
generally speaking, were the same, the Spanish monarchy on the 
one hand and its colonies in revolt on the other. I will read 
now from the me of President Monroe, the message of 151’, 
and it will be seen that in this message belligerency is acknow!- 
edged, is declared, is announced. President Monroe in another 

of one of his messages, which I shall not detain the Senate 
y reading, gives the date of the origin of these revolutions, one in 

1810, seven years before the delivery of the message. Al! the 

other revolutions occurred in 1815 and 1816, All the other revolu- 

tions flagrant in the South American colonies were not two years 
old at the time of the delivery of the Presidential message on the 
subject of belligerency in 1817.. Here are the words of the message: 

It was ted at an ear in and 
ead Sian ec tetoue Shy hareatint to Gis Watked Seabee 
natural that our citizens should thize in events which affected their 
neighbors. It seemed probable als thas the prossention af the conflict along 


our coast and in contiguous countries would 


oecasionally interrupt our ¢oi 
merce and otherwise affect the and property of ruieen These 
anticipations have been : 


All this language is applicable to the case of Cuba. 
Such injuries have been received from persons acting under authority of 
both the parties, and for which redress has in most instances been withheld. 
every stage of the conflict the United States have maintained 02 
neutrality, giving aid to neither of oe eee 
or munitions of war. They have regarded not in t of an 
ordinary insurrection or rebellion, but as a civil war between parties nearly 
equal, having as to neutral powers equal rights. 


There is a plain, square declaration of belligerency in the m¢s- 


sage: 
Our have been to and every article the fruit of our soil oT 
aunty ter 


either was permitted to take has bec2 

















equally free to the other. Should the colonies establish their independence, 
it is proper now to state that this Government neither seeks nor would —_ 
from them any advantage in commerce or otherwise which will not be equally 
open to allothernations. The colonies willin thatevent become inde 

States, free from any obligation to or connection with us which it may not 
then be their in to form on the basis of a fair reciprocity. 


Here is afinal ard plenary declaration of equal belligerent rights 
to both parties in the second year of these wars, and even in some 
of the cases before the second year had a in the wars then 
pending between the Spanish monarchy and the colonies in revolt 
against its authority. 

I read now from the message of 1819 upon the same subject— 
the wars still continued. These are the words of the message: 


The contest between Spain and the colonies, according to the most au- 
thentic information. is maintained by the latter with improved success. 
The unfortunate divisions which were known to exist some time since at 
Buenos Ayres it is understood still prevail. 


That was a contest here betweer revolutionists themselves, both 
common enemies of the Spanish monarchy and engaged in war 
against it. 

In no of South America has Spain made any impression on the colo- 
nies, while in many parts, and ly in Venezuela and New Granada, 
the colonies have gained stren and — reputation, both for the man- 
agement of the war in which they have successful and for the order of 
the internal administration. The late | in the Government of Spain, 
by the reestablishment of the constitution of 1812, is an event which promises 
to be favorable to the revolution. Under the authority of the Cortes the 
Congress of Angostura was invited to = a negotiation for the settlement 
of differences between the parties, to which it was lied that they would 
willingly open the —S rovided the acknow mt of their inde- 

ndence was made its basis, but not otherwise. Of further proceedings 
owers them we are uninformed. No facts are known to this Gevermment 
to warrant the belief that any of the powers of Europe will take part in the 
contest, whenee it may inferred, considering all circumstances which 
must have weight in producing the result, that an adjustment will finally 
take place on the basis sonal by the colonies— 

Independence. 


To promote that result by friendly counsels with other powers, including 
Spain herself, has been the uniform policy of this Government. 

To promote the result of independence. Nothing is here said of 
autonomy; no word is spoken of pacification; nothing is whispered 
about ending the war except on that basis, the basis of the inde- 
pendence of the colonies. 

That is the message of 1819. The war was then flagrant, and 
had been flagrant four years. None of these wars had then been 
pending for twelve years, as the war for Cuban independence has 
now been i 


I read now from the message of 1820 in regard to the same 
subject: 


It is understood that the colonies in South America have had great success 
during the present year in the st le for their ind ce. The new 
Government of Colombia has e its i 
mented its strength, and at Buenos Ayres, where civil 
some time before prevailed, greater harmony and better order a to have 
been established. Equal success has attended their efforts in the provinces 
on the Pacific. It has long been manifest that it would be impossible for 
Spain to reduce these colonies by force, and equally so that no conditions 


short of their would be satisfactory tothem. It may therefore 
be presumed, it is earnestly hoped, that the Government of S , 
guided by enli and councils, will find it to comport with its 


Interests and due to its magnanimity to terminate this exhausting contro- 
versy on that basis. 

The basis of independence. This is the second official allusion 
by the President of the United States after declaring belligerent 
rights as between these parties—this is the second official allusion 
to independence as the only basis of between Spain and the 
colonies. We have heard no such allusion, no allusion to such a 
basis, during the present war in Cuba. 

I wish now to read from the next message on the same subject: 

When the result of such a contest is manifestly settled, the new govern- 

to recognition 


and promt an tion between 
honorable to both. delay which has been observed iu making a decision 
on this important subject— 


That is, the recognition of independence— 
will, it is presumed, have afforded an unequivocal proof to 
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that Spain had abandoned the contest, that there were not Spanish 
troops there, that there were not seaports in possession of Spain or of 
Spanish authority; the war continued for years even after this 
recognition; but it was the declaration of the fact, peculiarly ap- 
plicable to the war in Cuba, that the condition was unchanged, 
that republican independence was maintained, that it was un- 
shaken, and that it ought to be recognized. 

I read now the last clause of this message: 

In proposing this measure— 

The measure of recognition— 


it is not contemplated to change thereby in the slightest manner our friendly 
relations with either of the parties— 


Spain or the revolted colonies— 


butto observe in all respects, as heretofore, should the war be continued, the 
most perfect neutrality between them. 

It is frequently said if we acknowledge belligerence there will 
be war between the United States and Spain. The acknowledg- 
ment of belligerence is no cause for war. I presume, sir, if there 
is a monarchy in Europe or in the world that is beset with diplo- 
matic etiquette and dignity, that is invested with punctilio and 
formality, that is advised by learned jurists, wise in all diplomacy 
and old in the learning of international law, it is the Spanish 
monarchy. What, then, did this monarchy do in the case of our 
own troubles? What action did she take with reference to bellig- 
erency? She acknowledged the belligerency of the Confederate 
States in the early months of the first year of the war of 1861; and 
if the acknowledgment of belligerency were a casus belli, that is, a 
cause of war, we ought to have declared war against Spain on the 
day after the surrender at Appomattox. The recognition of bel- 
ligerency is not by international law, by international usage, by 
any law, a cause of war. It never has been the cause of a war. 
No war between any governments has ever been declared by rea- 
son of the recognition or declaration of belligerency of the com- 
batants engaged in civil war in modern times. 

Mr. President, it is said also that if we recognize independence, 
warmustfollow. Thatisthe very question which President Monroe 
was discussing. He says it can not be that the recognition of 
independence will change the relations of friendship existing 
between the United States and Spain; that amity, the President 
says, will be unchanged, and the relations of more than friend- 
ship, the sympathy of liberty with those who are struggling for 
liberty, between the United States and the revolted colonies, will 
also be unchanged by the declaration or the recognition of inde- 
pendence. The recognition of independence is no cause for war 
under any law of God or man. o war has ensued upon the 
declaration or recognition of independence. President Monroe 
recognized the independence of seven South American colonies 
in succession, very nearly at the same time, without ensuing war, 
and still peace—peace in every sense, peace in every form—friend- 
ship, amity, prevailed between Spain and the United States. 

I will sak a little further from this message, as showing the 
part Congress bore in the recognition of independence: 

In me this measure it is not emtiaies to change thereby in the 
sligh manner our friendly relations with either of the parties, but to 
observe in all as heretofore, should the war be continued, the most 
strict neuatralit een them. Of this friendly disposition an assurance 
will begiven to the Government of Spain, to whom it is presamed it will be, as 
it ought to be, satisfactory. The measure is proposed under a thorough con- 
viction that it is in strict accord with the law of nations, that it is just and 
right as to the parties— 

Not “‘ party,” but “parties,” both Spain and her colonies— 
and that the United States owe it to their stationand character in the world, 
as well as to their essential interests, toadopt it. Should Congress concur in 
the view herein presented, they will doubtless see the propriety of making 
the necessary appropriations for carrying it into effect. 

Mr. HILL. What message is that? 

Mr. TURPIE. Thatisthe message of President Monroe of 1820, 

did concur and made the necessary appropriations, 
when President Monroe appointed ministers and other special 
agents to go down there. traversed the track of that history 
yesterday. They succeeded in finding all the capitals and all the 
presidents and dictators of those new republics; they succeeded 
in perfecting the recognition; yet peace between the United 
States and Spain was never broken. I hope it may never be 
broken. No war has ever existed between these two countries, 
and there is no occasion for war either in the recognition of the 
independence of the Republic of Cuba or in the recognition of 
belligerency to both of the Governments engaged in the civil war 

to-day in that island. 
come now to the great message—the message of 1824. The 
war was still being carriedon. The message of 1824 was a decla- 
ration of indepen in behalf of every people residing in this 
j e, their right to assert it and maintain it, and the right 
and power of the United States to intervene and to uphold it, if 
it became necessary, by outside interference. 

Mr. BACON. lask the Senator from Indiana if all the wars 

between and her colonies were not then going on? 


Mr, Yes, sir; all the wars were then flagrant and 
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had continued after recognition of belligerency and independence, 
and for some years after this message which i have called great, 
which deserves to be called great, and to which I shall now call 
the attention of the Senate: 


In the wars of the European powers in matters relating to themselves we 
have never taken any part, nor does it comport with our policy so todo. It 
is only when our rights are invaded or seriously menaced that we resent 
injuries or make preparation for our defense. ith the movements in this 
hemisphere— 


Which includes both of the continents of South and North 
America— 


we are of necessity more immediately connected, and by causes which must 
be obvious to all enlightened and impartial observers. he political system 
of the Allied Powers is essentially different in this respect from that of 
America. This difference proceeds from that which exists in their respec- 
tive governments: and to the defense of our own, which has been achieved 
by the loss of so much blood and treasure, and matured by the wisdom of 
their most enlightened citizens, and under which we have enjoyed unexam- 
pled felicity, this whole nation is devoted. We owe it, therefore, to candor 
and to the amicable relations existing between the United States and those 
powers to declare that we should consider an a on their part to ex- 
tend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our peace 
and safety. With the existing colonies or dependencies of ony. European 
power we have not interfered and shall not interfere. But with the govern- 
ments who have declared their independence and maintained it, and whose 
independence we have, on great consideration and on just principles, acknowl- 
edged, we could not view any interposition for the purpose of oppressing 
them, or controlling in any other manner their destiny, - any European 
power, in any other light than as the manifestation of an unfriendly disposi- 
tion toward the United States. In the war between those new governments 
and ‘,pain we declared our neutrality at the time of their recognition, and to 
this we have adhered and shall continue to adhere, provided no change shall 
occur which, in the judgment of the competent authorities of this Govern- 
ment, shall make a corresponding change on the part of the United States 
indispensable to their security. 


There is a declaration the President made as to the recognition 
of belligerency, made as to the recognition of independence, still 
declaring neutrality, and still declaring friendship and amity with 
both parties, still declaring no disposition to interpose unless 
other European powers should intervene, but if other European 
powers intervened, then this Government, by its station, by its 
dignity, by the rank which it holds among nations, by its alliance 
with liberty, has the right to repel such intervention. 

The Holy Alliance, upon whose threat the Monroe doctrine was 
first issued, was composed of three of the greatest military and 
naval powers of Europe, and the glove was thrown down in defi- 
ance to those powers when this message and proclamation was 
published. 

And who was President Monroe? He was President of a Repub- 
lic which had 10,000,000 inhabitants only, less than twenty States. 
Now it is intimated that European powers are, in case we acknowl- 
edge belligerency, or in case we recognize the independence of 
the Cuban Republic, to interfere in favor of Spain as against 
her colonists or former colonies in that island. hen it is inti- 
mated that there will be such interposition, it is not replied that 
in such case the United States Government will repel such inter- 
position. All that is a mewn and replied is the hope of pacifica- 
tion in the island, pacification of the island, not a settlement on 
the basis of independence, not a declaration that there shall be no 
intervention by others, not a declaration that such an intervention 
shall be repelled; but, if I am compelled to say so, an anxiety is 
intimated that the revolution shall fail, that the authority of the 
Spanish Government shall be restored, for pacification uncondi- 
tional includes that restoration. 

Rare Monroe! In his time, sir, the eagle on our flag, with its 
arrows and lightning, was not borne in vain. 

What, now, is the actual condition of the war in Cuba? We 
have, so far as I know, authentic official accounts of the military 
forces of the republic, accounts not denied of the number in 
arms. Thirty-five thousand Cubans are trained, disciplined, 
armed with the very best material and with all the munitions of 
war; 35,000 other Cubans are trained and disciplined, but armed 
with inferior weapons, just the same as some of our old Continen- 
tals in their ragged regimentals were armed in the days of ourown 
Revolution; but the whole 70,000, sir, even the 35,000 who have in- 
ferior arms, have the machete—that sword, claymore, falchion, all 
combined-—they all have the machete, more dreaded than the bullet 
or the bayonet by the Spanish forces; and if you will look into 
the hospital returns you will find that the most dangerous and 
incurable wounds are inflicted by the machete—very numerous— 
showing that whatever may be the valor and skill of the Spanish 
infantry—and I do not wish to disparage it—they have not been 
able to avoid close quarters; they have not been able to repel the 
matchless machete. 

Here are over 70,000 men armed in behalf of the cause of inde- 
pendence. It exceeds any force which we had in the field during 
the seven years of the war of 1776. We had in no year of that 
war more than 50,000 armed men in the field. At that timein the 
British Parliament statesmen opposed to American independence 
took the ground that it was no government, no civil government; 
that there was no population; that there were not the people to 


make a nation, nor never would be; that this force of 50,000 men 
in the field was a force of robbers, of guerrillas, of mere murderers, 
with no constituency behind them. That was the very position 
taken by the enemies of American independence, both in and out 
of Parliament. It was a position as false. and unfounded as the 

ition taken to-day with r t to the Cuban forces and people 
in their struggle for independence. I say that a force of 70,000 
under drill and discipline and armed in this cause must of neces- 
sity imply a nation in support of it, a government behind it with 
all the forms of government, all the resources of government; and 
that there is such a force is not denied; and such a force, with a 
corresponding constituency behind it, is sufficient evidence to 
justify Congress either in the recognition of belligerency or inde- 
pendence. 

Take the other side of the question with respect tothe war with 
Spain there being simply defensive. The war on the Spanish side 
is prosecuted in the interest of contractors, in the interest of for- 
tunes and profits to army and naval contractors, in the interest of 
SS. whose places and power depend upon its etn. 

either of these parties has the slightest expectation that the war 
will ever terminate in the subjugation of the Cuban Republic. 
Their plan of ee shows it, as the utter inability of their 
forces so far in the field shows it. Spain has had there now for 
more than eighteen months in this second period of the war 100,000 
regular troops. Forty thousand of those are in the stations alon 
the two trochas, 40,000 of them are in garrison in seaports, aol 
20,000 of them are in the hospitals suffering from wounds or dis- 
ease. They have also 50,000 militia, what we call home guards, 
who are detailed for local duty in order to allow the regulars more 
leisure, more freedom in conducting the principal campaign. 
Now, what principal campaign have they conducted? What ag- 
gressive campaign has been the result or been shown as the fruit 
of this enormous force? I know that single instances are danger- 
ous predicates in doubtful cases, but this-is no doubtful case. 

Cuban independence is already an accomplished fact, but it does 
not necessarily imply that the Spanish forces have ceased fighting. 
But I take this single instance in this case of the state of Occi- 
dente. The state of Occidente in the ublic of Cuba answers 
to the former Province of Pinar del Rio during the Spanish rule. 
It has a population of about 150,000. It is isolated from the main 
body of the republic, not only by the two lines of trochas and the 
military headquarters at Habana, all of which are between Pinar 
del Rio and the eastern section of the island, but it is also isolated 
by sea on account of the naval forces of Spain which continually 
patrol those coasts. Here, then, is one state with a population of 
150,000 in rebellion against the Spanish authority. What was the 
duty of the Spanish Government, if they had the power to per- 
form such duty, in reference to the subjugation and conquest of 
this single state? Here there is no inaccessibility. The whole 
distance may be be traversed not in many days between Habana 
and the state of Occidente. The republic there has a force of 
5,000; they occupy quarters and entrenched positions, and they 
are under the command of the lieutenant-general of the army of 
the republic, the second officer in command, Rivera, the succes- 
sor of Maceo. 

One would think there ought to be 50,000 of the republican arm 
in the state of Occidente, when we know that 100,000 Spanis 
troops have failed to subdue it. There are only 5,000; but they 
have, sir, very valuable reenforcements. Itis in the state of Occi- 
dente that the Texan contingent is stationed—a corps called the 
Texan Rangers, not a very large corps, but I ask Senators consider- 
ing this question not to despise the day of small thin Remember 
San Jacinto, and remember there were not many Texan Rangers 
there. This corps is perfect in its adaptation to all service; has 
two pieces of artillery; it has a pioneer corps, as well as infantry 
and artillery, and cavalry for scouts. Are they robbers? Are they 
murderers? Is it possible that 150 or 200 American citizens ef the 
State of Texas are engaged in robbery and murder, or are co1D- 
bined with others who are engaged in robbery and murder? [ ask 
any Senator to consider whether this fact alone is not enough te 
determine the character of this war as belli nt? This corps of 
Texan Rangers are belligerents, soldiers fighting in a great cause, 
soldiers enlisted in as loyal battle as that in which Maceo fell, 
commissioned by Cisneros, president of the republic, bearing the 
flag of the republic, and in every way entitled to nition as 
belligerents, and a reenforcement to the 5,000 army of the repu)- 
lic, which is stationed there for the defense of that state. 

President Monroe notices twice the fact that the Spanish forces 
had made no impression upon the revolutionary armies or upon 
the several states engaged in revolution in South America. I ask 
the Senate to note that the Spanish force of 100,000 re ulars 12 
Cuba have made no impression upon the republican force, the 
republican government, of the state of Occidente. They have 

ad two years to e an impression. They have not in that 


time made one. They have had as long as the Spanish forces had 
in South America when President Monroe declared belligerency, 
and they have made no impression. Of course there has bee 











1897. 


fighting there. The southern line of Pinar del Rio has been debat- 
able ground. It has been the Kentucky of this conflict—dark and 
bloody ground like Kentucky itself—but no enemy has ever pre- 
empted it or occupied it. 

ou will consider, sir, what is the condition of those forces. 
They are not supported by others, and can not be. They are miles 
away from the ay of the republic and from the chief military 
headquarters. ere is a province like that of New Jersey, from 
which the British drove the Americans after the battle of Long 
Island, and virtually subdued and subjugated its territory. But 
the war of the Revolution did not cease. In the case of Cuba, 
the state of Occidente has not been subjugated or conquered or 
even impressed in any military sense by the forces of Spain. We 
are neal all civilians, but I think we can recognize a movement 
which succeeds. What now would bave been the duty, under 
what they claim to be a prosecution of the war, for the purpose 
of destroying what they call the rebellion? To organize an expe- 
ditionary force against the state of Occidente; to compose it 
of cavalry, artillery, and infantry sufficient to make safe passage 
through an unfriendly population, just as the British did when 
they traversed New Jersey; to suppress the efforts of that popu- 
lation; to slay or to compel the surrender of the 5,000 republican 
troops,and, what is more difficult than either, toslay or make pris- 
oners of war of the Texan Rangers. That was their task. 
that way they would have made an impression. 

Have they performed that task? Have they even ee at- 
tempted to perform it? Do they dream of performing it? Have 
they conceived of performing it? No,sir. 1e whole force of the 
Spanish army has been engaged not in suppressing the revolution 
but in guarding the person of the Captain-General, Weyler, and the 
property of Spain in the province and city of Habana. That isthe 
present condition, the undeniable condition. I am not now speak- 
ing of that which was mentioned yesterday—the expedition against 
Cubitas. That is at a greater distance, and Cubitas is not isolated 
at all. It is in the very heart of the republic. But here is a 
republican state, thoroughly severed from the other states of the 
Cuban Union, defended alone by republican armies and that great 
reenforcement of Texan patriots who have gone from their own 
country, like Kosciusko and Lafayette, De Kalb and Pulaski. 
totake their share in this struggle for liberty. Yet with all these 
advantages and this overwhelming military and naval force, Spain 
has not established her authority in this single state. And from 
that single instance at this late stage of the hostilities 1 deem it the 
duty of Congress to grant at least belligerency, and personally I 
favor the recognition of the independence of the republic. 

Mr. President, I favor first a ition of the independence of 
the Cuban Republic. I believe that would be the most patriotic, 
the most thoroughly American method of disposing of this ques- 
tion; and if economy is to be considered, it is also the most facile 
and least expensive method of terminating this condition. I be- 
lieve next in the declaration of belligerency, placing the combat- 
ants upon equal footing; that it is due from the United States, 
having regard to its history, its rank and station among the fam- 
ily of nations, to acknowledge the great right of revolution and 
self-government in any people upon any island of this hemisphere 
or in any part of the continent. 

I believe in recognition because recognition is reenforcement. 
It is reenforcement to the side and cause of freedom in this hem- 
isphere. If the Cuban patriots succeed we may then claim that 
we were friends of that ublic, friends in need, friends in the 
hour and day of danger. failure befall them, which may God 
avert, our action will lose nothing of grace or grandeur, and we 
shall have kept faith with that a quenchless spirit of 
liberty which placed our own feet in so large room and in the 
way of such a high career that we can not forbear, we can not 

be silent; we must cry out, in the words of Lincoln, the great 
emancipator, ‘‘ I wish that ail men everywhere might be free!” 

Mr.HILL. Mr. President, some time ago I introduced the joint 
resolution (S. R. 178) declaring that a state of war exists in 

and reco the parties thereto as belligerents. I stated at the 
time that I on a proper occasion to offer the joint resolution 
as a substitute for the joint resolution reported by the distin- 
guished Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. The joint 
resolution for independence not having been pressed since then and 
my joint resolution having laid on the table, I merely ask now that 
the latter measure may be taken from the table and placed upon 
a so that it can be brought up hereafter on a proper 
i. PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Carrer in the chair), The 

nator from New York asks that the joint resolution referred to 
may be taken from the table and placed on the Calendar. In the 
absence of objection, it will be so ordered. 


INTERNATIONAL MONETARY CONFERENCE. 





























cont representation of the United States 
to be called. 
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Mr. WHITE. It isa bill of some importance, and I think we 
ought to have a quorum in the Senate. I suggest the absence of 
@ quorum. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

‘The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 

swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Chilton, Hill, Roach, 
Allen, Clark, Hoar, Sewell, 
Allison, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Shoup, 
nm, Cullom, Lodge, Stewart, 
» Daniel, McBride, Thurston, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, MeMillan, Tillman, 
Brown, Frye, Martin Turpie, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Caffery, Gear, Palmer, Walthall, 
Call, Gibson, Peffer, Wetmore, 
Cameron, Gorman, Perkins, White. 
Cannon, Gray, Platt, 
Carter, Hale, Proctor, 
Chandler, Hawley, Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-three Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. The question 
recurs on the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire to pro- 
_—r the consideration of the bill the title of which has been 
stated. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever after March 4, 1897, the President of the 
United States shall determine that the United States should be represented 
at any international conference called by the United States or any other 
country with a view to securing by international agreement a fixity of rela- 
tive value between gold and silver as money by means of a common ratio 
between these metals, with free mintage at such ratio, he is hereby authorized 
to appoint five or more commissioners to such international conference; and 
for compensation of said commissioners, and for all reasonable expenses 
connected therewith, to be aperaves by the Secretary of State, including 
the proportion to be paid » the United States of the joint expenses of any 
such conference, the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, as I understand this bill, the ob- 
ject is to provide for a monetary conference in order to bring about 
that blissful condition of things which we were promised in a some- 
what indirect manner by the recent Republican national conven- 
tion. I expect to vote for the measure, though I have not the 
slightest hope that we will succeed in having bimetallism of the 
genuine sort until this country takes the initiative. I observe 
that the distinguished envoy, if I may call him such, who has 
passed the Atlantic for the purpose of bearing a somewhat pre- 
vious expression of policy on the part of the incoming Administra- 
tion has discovered this difficulty already. If we are to believe 
various newspaper reports, our semidiplomatic messenger has been 
respectfully referred by British financiers to such friends as he 
may be able to discover upon the Continent of Europe, and has 
been told that it is very unreasonable to expect anything to be 
done abroad until the United States itself has acted. 

During the recent political campaign voters were not only prom- 
ised international bimetallism, but many of the most prominent 
Republicans in the United States made other pledges, which no 
doubt materially assisted in gathering many votes to the Repub- 
lican fold. Among others, the distinguished Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], who in the midst of his varied oc- 
cupations is able to conduct a very influential newspaper, sent 
broadcast over the land a modest publication, a copy of which I 
hold in my hand—a pamphlet composed of various editorials 
taken from his newspaper. Beyond question numerous electors 
were influenced to believe that they would obtain their desire by 
reason of the assurances made by the distinguished Senator in 
the editorial which I request may be read at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 


roceeded to read the editorial. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What poner is that from? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California 
will enlighten the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. WHITE. I will state to the Senator from Connecticut that 
it comes from a pamphlet sent tome, and I have no doubt to other 
Senators, by the distinguished Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
CHANDLER]. It is a sample of many other editorials from his 


r 

wine. HAWLEY. Does it bear his name? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. All right. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the edi- 
torial, which is as follows: 

FOR THE REMONETIZATION OF SILVER AFTER BRYAN’S DEFEAT SENATOR 
SHERMAN IS TO BE A LEADER. 


Fortunately the defeat of Bryan and immediate free silver coinage—which 
is inflation, a debasement of the currency, and partial repudiation —is so sure 
that we can even now begin to anticipate the remonetization of silver by the 
United States, eee by honest methods, safe and deliberate steps, and 


with due to the national honor. 
In this great work of figh’ against permanent acquiescence in the single 
gold stan: Senator JOHN SHERMAN will be our earnest leader, as proved 
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by his deliberate public utterances, some of which weannex, from hisspeech 
in the Senate of April 10, 187% (CONGRESSTONAL RECORD, volume 4, part 3, 
vage 2341): 

“2 To adopt the gold standard alone and demonetize.silver would be to de- 
prive the poor people of the world of the money which alone measures the 
value of their productions andtheirlabor. * * * Goldalone isnotsuitable 
for a currency because it will not measure the daily wants of the great mass 
of mankind.” (Page 2341.) 

“The utter ruin that would come to mankind, especially to the poorer na- 
tions, by the entire demonetization of silver can not be estimated by us. 
Take one-half of the solid money of the world out of existence, take the sole 
standard of more than two-thirds of the human race, reduce it to a base 
metal, and the effect upon the commerce of the world would be incalculable. 
It can not be done; it will not be done. There is no danger of it. These two 
metals, gold and silver, have traveled side by side from the beginning of 
time; the records of human history do not go back beyond it. They have 
varied, sometimes one and sometimes the other higher, but they have gone 
on—gold the money of the rich, silver the money of the poor; the one to 
measure acquired wealth, the other to measure the daily necessities of life; 
and, sir, no act of Parliament, although it may disturb for a moment the re- 
lations of these two metals to each other, nothing but an act of God can de- 
stroy the use of both these metals among the nations of mankind.” (Page 
2246.) 

Speaking of the German demonetization of silver, he said: 
* it at once begot a struggie for the possession of gold between all the great 
nations of the world, because everybody could see that if you demonetize 
$3,200,000,000 of silver coin and make $3,500,000,000 of 
ard of the transactions of the world, * * * 
value of gold. * * 


ld coin the sole stand- 
it would enormously add to the 
* Therefore, what we have observed recently is not so 
much a fall of silver as it is a rise of gold, the inevitable effect of a fear of 
demonetizing the whole mass of this silver.”’ (Page 2345.) 

Mr. WHITE. I note that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHEr- 
MAN] isin his seat, and I presume the quotations from his pre- 
vious utterances thus made by the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER] are correct, otherwise he would protest. 

I refer to this editorial, Mr. President, as a sample of many con- 
tributions published, not merely in the paper which is edited by 
the distinguished Senator from New Hampshire, but in journals 
of similar disposition throughout the United States. In the pres- 
ence of most positive declarations, many well-meaning people 
were led to think that the Republican party really meant to do 
something for silver, whereas those of us who had looked the 
least bit beneath the surface knew that it was the design of that 
party to do that which they are seeking to bring about—precisely 
nothing. 

The fact that the envoy antecedent or the early messenger above 
mentioned has been sent abroad is a confession that something 
must be done. Whether for the country or in aid of the redemp- 
tion of party promises made with little anticipation of perform- 
ance it is immaterial perhaps to inquire. 

It is well to point out at this time that although there will be 
no opposition to the passage of this measure, although the fullest 
opportunity will be given to our friends to redeem their platform, 
and although we hope they may be successful, still with these 
weapons in their hands, with this act of Congress in their posses- 
sion, they are doomed to certain failure. When they shall have 
recalled their envoy, and when this law shall have remained on 
the statute books unacted upon for months, perhaps some other 
device equally fitted to seduce the unwary will be presented. 

We are now approaching the end of the nt Administration, 
and when the Eibaietcaalien: of Mr. McKinley assumes control 
he will find himself empowered by an act of Congress allowing 
the appointment of a commission. So there will be no excuse for 
delay—none whatever. The great obstacle to be encountered will 
be discovered in the lonesomeness of the commission. In its pere- 
grinations about the world secking for association it will be asked: 
* Why do you not do something yourselves? We have told you 
repeatedly that our interest is the other way, and we have told 
you repeatedly that because you are the borrowers of the world, 

ou, of all peoples, are the persons primarily interested in bimetal- 
lism.” Thus this commission will p companionless, with- 
out anything upon which to act, without potency to formulate a 
resolution, or to win acquiescence from a single king or subject, 
commissioner or diplomat—nay, without ability to obtain favorable 
consideration from any or association of influence. Asa 
matter of fact, the commission will not come home, for it will never 
goabroad. Indeed, it is exceedingly doubtful whether anyone will 
ever be appointed to fill the places created here unless it be that 
some substantial emolument is provided, and then possibly gen- 
tlemen may be found willing to accept the positions and to think 
sufficiently to earn their salaries. 

Having so arranged that a commission may be oo pes the 
Republican party will feel that it has redeemed itself, and that 
its pledges have been performed. It will then proceed further to 
relieve the people by the addition of more taxes. 

Mr. CANNON, I offer the amendment which I send to the 


desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause down to and including the word “conference” in line 
12, and to insert in lieu thereof: 


That within ninety days after the 4th day of March, 1897, the President of 
the United States shall invite the leading commercial nations of the world to 
@ppoint ives to an in conference to convene 
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on or before October 1, 1897, at such place in the city of Washington as tho 
President may ——— and also, within said ninety days after the 4th day 
of March, 1897, the dent shall appoint five commnaiationese to represent 
the United States at such conference, the of which United States com- 
missioners shall be to urge the adoption by conference of a for the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver and gold at some ratio r, bei 


twee 
15 to land 16 to 1, by the nations represented at such conference. we 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, the consideration of this ques- 
tion in the morning hour, and the i rtance of matters now 
pending as unfinished business, admonish me of the impropriety 
of entering into a discussion of the monetary question at this time, 
and so 1 shall confine my remarks entirely to the bill under con- 
sideration and the amendment proposed thereto. 

The introduction of this bill by the eminent Senator from New 
Hampshire in behalf of the distinguished junior Senator from 
Colorado, supported, as is currently reported, by the unanimons 
Republican caucus, is a most gratifying assumption of responsi- 
bility in behalf of the party soon coming into control of the Govern- 
ment. Presented in this manner, a full discussion of the question 
involved in the bill and the passage of such a measure—either the 
one proposed or another of more positive character—can not seri- 
ously endanger existing confidence in the United States nor that 
prospective prosperity which has been predicted and for which 
70,000,000 people are praying to God or fortune. The mere pres- 
entation of the pending bill to the Senate of the United States is 
a recognition by the whose caucus supports it that a restora- 
tion of silver to its old place as a money metal is required by the 
world and by this country especially; for, without such require- 
ment, the great Republican party, as re nted in the Senate, 
would not consent to a resurrection of this question against the 
example and admonition of the so-called ‘‘ most enlightened nations 
of the earth,” nor would the junior Senator from Colorado, whose 
services in this body are always signal, have sacrificed his present 
duty here in order to act as a premonitory ambassador to Great 
Britain. But whatever may be the result of the discussion and 
action following the introduction of the silver question into the 
Senate of the United States, nocharge can justly be laid to the ad- 
vocates of free, unlimited, and independent coinage by the United 
States for any unrest or for any disaster which may accrue in busi- 
ness circles attendant upon the projection into the arena of debate 
and legislation of a question which the leading metropolitan jour- 
nals and the financiers of this country declared on the 4th day of 
November to be settled for all time. 

Knowing the ardent devotion extended to the cause of bimet- 
allism by the senior Senator from New Hampshire and the junior 
Senator from Colorado, I am not disposed to admit that this bill 
is proposed in any mere perfunctory spirit or that there is a tinge 
of insincerity in the effort now being made in the Senate of the 
United States by one of those distinguished gentlemen to secure 
the passage of this bill and by the other to secure the cooperation 
of the Rothschilds and other friends of humanity in England. So 
confident am I that the endeavor has been entered upon with 
solemn purpose to achieve a substantial result that I vote for 
the pending measure in its t form if no more desirable 
phraseology can be procured for it by action of the Senate. 

In order, however, to strengthen the hands of the incoming 
Administration, it seems desirable that the measure shall be so 
amended as to be crystallized into efficiency. If a criticism nay 
be ventured by one who is not within the immediate confidence 
of the manipulators of this plan, it is that the proposed bill is en- 
tirely too nebulous. As the labors of international bimetallists 
in Congress and elsewhere who are to be connected with the great 
Administration which will assume control on the 4th day of next 
March are to be judged by their effect and not by their intention, 
when the people shall review the work of the ensuing four years, 
it would seem desirable to have such discussion of method, suc! 
precision of plan, and such mandate of action as is proposed by 
the amendment which I have offered to the bill of the Senator 
from New Hampshire and the Senator from Colorado. As the 
original measure presents itself to the Senate, it is lamenta)ly 
weak in that it leaves the exalted statesman who will occupy the 
Presidential chair after the 4th of March in an attitude of <is- 
cretion upon a question concerning which he has in most recent 
times preserved the silence of the seven sleepers combined. 

Mr. President, I to Senators who have accorded their 
ee imi eaters S — ee considered in caucus, and to all 

mem of this y are pledged to promote interna- 
tional t for bimetallism with “the leading commercial 
nations of the earth,” not to leave a question so important as thi 
in such an attitude of indefiniteness as it would be if the origina: 
measure were to become a law without ee aon ers or a simila* 
amendment. It is as well known as any matter of curren! 
history that the vast weight of that influence through who0=° 
favor William McKinley was elected President of the United 
States will aoe thrown into the scale to prevent 00y 
i the i of the 


disturbance standard, “ the ¢ 
anos caligtitened matte earth.” It may be fairly inferred 
that any President, not entirely insensible to political obligations, 
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would hesitate to offend the friends who contributed so lavishly 
of time and substance to secure, in fact, to procure, his election. 
The amendment, if adopted, will relieve Mr. McKinley, when he 
shall become President, of all responsibility on this point. His 
duty will be merely a fixed, defined, executive ormance and 
not the exercise of discretionary authority. original bill 
would place him between the devil and the sea, and no friend 
who witnessed his suffering of silence during the long campai 
which was antecedent to the nominating conventions ought 
to be so inhumane as to provoke upon his sacred head a renewal 
of that exeruciating torture after he shall have attained the sum- 
mit of human desire. There is a belief in this country that the 
President-elect holds in the holy of holies of his conscience a con- 
yiction in behalf of bimetallism and a desire for its reestablish- 
ment in this country to uplift the mass of his fellow-citizens; and 
while it is not within my province to act oo of his hope 
and purpose, I am extremely desirous to e a way back to his 
old position, and to the expression of his earnest faith, as easy as 
it may be made by legislation. 

In other respects m in the determination for an initiatory 
movement by the United States in behalf of bimetallism, this 
amendment would seem to be desirable. It provides a definite 
time at which the invitation shall be issued. In this respect it 
may merit the support of all earnest bimetallists. The people of 
the United States, by their votes during the past twenty-four 
years, have warned all parties that they are wearied of mere 
promise and pretense, and that they desire the prompt and effi- 
cient application of remedy to existing hae g It was not against 
bimetallism that the people of the Uni States returned an 
alleged majority of the popular vote on the3d day of last November. 
On the contrary, it was in fulfillment of that custom—now almost 
confirmed as a habit on the part of the American =< 
change from one party to another with each recurring four years 
in order to secure some possible assistance through legislation 
and execution in their great fight against falling prices and the 
destruction of the little competencies achieved by the millions 
through the toil of years. Mr. President, the people of the United 
States have transferred their allegiance from one party to the 
other with each recurring national! election ever since 1872. From 
that time until the present no one y has been twice in succes- 
sion victorious at the . Such determined and startling revo- 
lution should admonish the party about to enter into power, and 
the Senatorial guardians of its fame and hope for perpetuity, that 
promptitude in the consideration of a reform now admitted by 
all to be a grave necessity must be the chief factor in the pro- 
ceeding for that reform. Only 132,870 people of the United States 
on last election day voted for the platform and candidates 
avowedly determi to fasten irrevocably on the people of this 
country the single gold standard. 6,454,943 citizens who 
voted for William J. — declared for bimetallism by the only 
method which they ieved would attain that splendid con- 
summation. The 7,105,959 ballots counted for William McKinley 
were ostensibly, if not all really, for the otion of an inter- 
national agreement to secure bimetallism. ith such overwheln- 
ing declaration to this t end it is not wise to leave the matter 
open to possible delay. The dates fixed in the amend- 
ment are not too early. Three months are allowed to the Presi- 
dent-elect in which to invite the cooperation of the leading com- 
mercial nations of the earth. The same of time is allowed 
to him within which to make that judicious discrimination in 
the selection of men who will act for bimetallism and yet leave 
undisturbed the general confidence which will, immediately after 
the 4th of March, enfold the commercial interests of the United 
States asa hen gathereth her chickens under her wings. Four 
months’ additional time is pro for the assembling of the 
Seer nationat conferees at a point to be designated by the Presi- 

Mr. President, by the daily press, usually accurate in matters 
emanating from , We are advised, repeatedly advised dur- 
ae the past five or six days, that the mission of the distinguished 
i ‘nator from Colorado . Wotcort] abroad is an absolute 
way so far as practical results are concerned. We are advised 

by dispatches through the Associated Press and other channels of 
eats news to American journals that the people of England 
Nie not take the initiative in this matter. It is, therefore, incum- 
mieh “pon us to act first, to extend the invitation. I fear that we 
ioe tae well try to galvanize the mummy of the first Pharaoh 
wenkail == provare bimetallism by international agreement if 

Sng u n ur *g . 2 
measure now won ee on, as is proposed in the original 
sd —y ‘juirement of the p amendment that the conference 
a be held at Washington is in behalf of a better comprehension 
alien le of the United States of the reasons which may be 

“Caced for or against international agreement. On other occa- 

ited E grave character, when our representatives have vis- 

“ “uropéan cities in a fruitless endeavor to secure agreement 

concession in behalf of bimetallism, the mass of the 
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people of the United States have been denied by circumstances the 
privilege of directly influencing and encouraging their representa- 
tives, and denied t 
commissioners of other countries participating in the conference, 
and denied that intimate knowledge of the progress of the discus- 
sion without which the proceedings anc 
necessarily be unsatisfactory to the taxpayers whose money has 
been repeatedly expended in this vain pursuit and the preserva- 
= of whose remaining welfare is jeopardized by international 
elay. 


opportunity of affecting by environment the 


their results must 


. The proposed amendment goes even to the length of designat- 


ing the extremes of ratio within which our commissioners shall 
seek to procure agreement. 
legal restitution should be acceptable to a party of great moral 
ideas. The limits of ratio proposed by the amendment would 
— agreement in accordance with the coinage of the civilized 
world. 
experience of past conferences, will not cooperate upon any such 
definite lines, it is sufficient answer to say that our commissioners 
should be authorized and instructed to proceed, and this whole 
ee should be based upon a determination to have justice or 
nothing. 
other possible ratios and to foreclose any attempt in behalf of 
international agreement. 
ratio in the interest of such agreement. 
sition connected with this whole affair, that if the leading com- 
mercial nations of the earth shall join with the United States in 
a monetary conference without such predetermination of ratio 
the whole proceeding will be a mere airing of academic views, 
with possibly a little expansion of abstract theories, but with a 
bridgeless chasm intervening in the conference so soon as the 
question of ratio shall come under discussion. 
all predictions concerning this matter that unless conference can 
be had with the question of ratio predetermined the distinguished 
proponents of this bill in its present form might as well try to 
whistle down a whirlwind as to bring the conferees from other 
——— into accord on the question of “ fixity of value,” to use 

n 


Nothing less than this equitable and 


If4t shall be contended that other nations, judged by the 


Nor is this the mere assertion of purpose to exclude 


Rather is the fixing of limits for the 
It is the simplest propo- 


It is the safest of 


e of the original bill. 
Mr. President, I was greatly surprised when the distinguished 


senior Senator from New Hampshire offered this measure before 
the Senate to hear him assert, asif it were a merit for this billand 
as if thereby reference to committee was made unnecessary and 
amendment undesirable, that this measure was in the exact lan- 
guage of the three previous acts of Congress providing for the 
representation of the United States at international conferences. 
Inasmuch as the three previous acts of Congress accomplished 
nothing but the expenditure of the people’s money in a vain wor- 
ship of foreign money gods, it would seem that the last recom- 
mendation which any advocate of the bill could offer in its behalf 


would be its similarity to, to say nothing of its exact reproduc- 
tion of, the serious failures of the past. The statement of the 


Senator from New Hampshire is alone sufficient to demand the 


entire reconstruction of the proposed bill, if not upon the lines 


—— by my amendment, at least to the same radical extent in 


anguage to be proposed by some other Senator. 

Mr. President, it is permissible to express a grave doubt of the 
efficacy of this bill in procuring any substantial recognition by 
the leading commercial uations of the earth, notwithstanding the 
contributory efforts of the distinguished junior Senator from Col- 
orado, whose visit to England as a friendly mediator reflects social 
glory upon his State and country. And it may be further per- 
missible to express the conviction that dilettant dalliance with 
this question will bring condign rebuke from the American peo- 
ple at the next election, notwithstanding any intervening legisla- 
tion which may be had in behalf of protective tariff. 

Mr. President, except that no further blow can be struck at sil- 
ver, | would not vote for this proposed international conference. 
When the United States began its genuflection before the thrones 
of foreign finance, this country was adding $2,000,000 every month 
of substantial money to the business of the people. Our progress 
in the money question since that time has all been evil, and to- 
day, on theeve of a mighty multiplication of commercial demands 
as proposed by the party coming to power, we are practically 
adding nothing to the money with which business shall be per- 
formed. But as no further injury can be done,I, for one, am 
willing to consent to another experiment,in the hope that if it 
shall fail, the Senators who by the proposal and support of this 
bill admit all the wrong of the single gold standard will consent 
that such wrong shall be remedied by the only means adequate to 
the end, namely, the unrestricted and independent coinage of gold 
and silver by the United States. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 
aon ee bill (S. ny to amend an act ae *An 

incorpora’ e Maritime Canal Company of Nic a,” 
approved February 20, 1889. a 
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Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Virginia will allow me, 
if the bill in reference to an international conference can 

Mr. DANIEL. I have not yielded the floor. I was recognized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia was 
recognized. Does he yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator to allow me tosay a word. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will yield with pleasure if the Senator will 
allow me first briefly to make a statement. I would gladly yield 
to the Senator to make his statement and I would show him the 
courtesy of yielding the floor entirely toward a measure of which 
he is so ardent a champion, but I have engagements which will 
prevent me from making the few remarks which I desire to sub- 
mit upon the unfinished business unless I avail myself of this 
opportunity. 

r. CHANDLER. Now, will the Senator from Virginia allow 
me a word? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not intend to ask the Senator to post- 
pone his remarks unless I could ascertain that there could be a 
vote upon the bill without further debate. If there is no further 
debate to take place upon the bill, I will ask that it may be voted 
upon at this time, in which case it will not delay the Senator from 

irginia. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be voted 
upon at this time. ; 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the bill which has been under 
consideration be voted on. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In view of information just given me as to 
the desire of Senators, I will not ask that the unfinished business 
be laid aside, but I give notice that I shall press the bill at any 
convenient time while the Nicaragua bill is under consideration— 
this afternoon if there is an opportunity, after Senators have 
spoken, and at all events after the routine business to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me to 
give notice of an amendment which I will press at the proper 
time? I should like to have it read; it is short. 

— PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia 

ield? 
Ye DANIEL. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert the following as an 
additional section: 

Sec. 2. That in case the international conference shall be held as contem- 
lated by this act, and such conference shall fail to agree upon as m of 
nternational bimetallism, one mopth after the adjournment of such confer- 

ence it shall be the duty of the secretary of the Treasury to coin all gold and 


silver brought to the mints for the benefit of the depositors into standard 
silver dollars and such gold coin as are now provided by law. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 83247) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved 
February 20, 1889. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator from Alabama desires, before I 
proceed with any remarks, to make a statement, and I will gladly 
yield to him for that purpose, if it does not interfere with my 
taking the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have an amendment to offer to the bill, 
which I ask may be read at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SecreTaRY. It is proposed to add as an additional section: 

Sec. —. That of the one hundred million of capital herein provided for at 
least 5 per cent shall be reserved for Central American Governments and 
citizens that may desire to subscribe for the same within a time fixed by the 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

That there shall be delivered to the States of Nicaragua and Costa Rica 
such portions of the securities authorized to be issued by the provisions of 
this act as they or either of them are entitled to receive by virtue of the 


concessions now existing from such States, or either of them, to said Maritime 

of Nicaragua. 

in this act contained shall be construed as empowering the Mari- 

Company of Nicaragua to accept any rights or privileges or to 

do any act or thing inconsistent with the terms of the concessions made to it 
by the Nicaraguan Government or the Government of Costa Rica. 


Mr. MORGAN. I now present a paper, a duplicate of which is 
on file in the office of the Secretary of State, from the president 
of the Maritime Canal Company, and I ask that it be read. 
The a G OFFICER. The Secretary will read as 
uested. 


ho Secretary read as follows: 


Tae MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA, 
New York, January 23, 1897. 
DEAR Str: My attention has been called to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
of January 22 containing a copy of a letter addressed by the minister of the 
Greater Republic of Central America at Washington to you, and t tted 
by you to the Senate, in which the minister reflects upon the Maritime 
Com y of Nicaragua, a company chartered by the United States, 
which company. in compliance with a provision of said charter, reports u- 
ally its transactions to the Government of the United States, ug. 8 
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Department of the Interior, and which holds concessions from the 
ments of N cores and Costa Rica, under which the canaries of the 
Nicaragua Canal been commenced and is to be completed. 

It therefore becomes my, duty to briefly call your attention to some of the 
statements contained in the minister's letter, and tonote some omissions 
Referring to certain bills before the Congress of the United States, he says that 
“the bills, however, provide that the canal shall be constructed ender the 
surveillance of the mg ay of Engineers of the Army of the United Statas 
of America and according to its plans;” and adds, “ this provision likewisg 
conduces to the forfeiture of the contract.” But he omits toinform yon that 
the final surveys and the location of the line of the canal were e@ and con- 
cluded by acommission of age. in strict conformity with Article XLVI 
of the concession, and were mee accepted by the Government of Nica. 


\nenaiia ay tele LX of th ) “th 
e quo rom cle 1X of the con: the people of all nations s 
be invited to contribute the necessary capital to the ente »” but a 
the remainder of the sentence, namely, cient for the ful- 
fillment of this requirement to pu an advertisement for thirty con. 
secutive days in one of the principal daily papers of each of the cities, New 
York, London, and Paris.” = genes toatinge, “ there shall be reserved at 
least 5 per cent for the Central American Governments and citizens that 
may desire to subscribe,” but he omits to inform you that soon after its 
organization the company fully performed all these conditions of Article [x 
in the manner required therein. 

Referring to the 6 per cent of shares that the concession obligates the com. 
ons to issue to Siaereeee, Oe minister says the “‘ company has not fulfilled 

ts obligations.” The fact is that the a issued stock to Nicaragua 

on the dist — of October, 1890, and notified that Government that the cer. 
tificate was at its disposal, but the Government has not yet appointed an 
agent to receive the same as provided in Article L of the con ion. 

The minister states that the company has failed to meet its obligations to 
construct the Tipitapa Canal under the terms of Article XIV of the conces- 
sion. As to this I will say that the surveys for the canal as described in 
Article XIV were made, and then the Government of Nicaragua asked fora 
deeper canal than the concessions provided for. Before aresurvey was com- 
pleted a desire was expressed for a still deeper canal. Pending negotiations 
on this subject, and notwithstanding the fact that the Government had failed 
to place at the disposal of the company the lands goquared for the line of the 
canal, the Government issued a notice to the effect that it considered the 
eanal concession forfeited. The com then sought the protection of 
the power that created it—the United Sta d the then honorable Secre- 
tary of State, the late Judge G , reviewed the case, ed the con- 
cession, and arrived at the conclusion that there was no e cause what- 
ever of forfeiture of the concession, and by his direction the United States 
minister at a cooperated with the eral agent of the company, and 
the Government of Ni withdrew the notice. Whether the Tipitapa 
Canal will be constructed and of what dimensions, or whether compensation 
will be made in lieu thereof are matters still under negotiation, and any 
differences that ay A mee in the consideration thereof are not causes of 
forfeiture, but are be settled by arbitration under Article LV of the 


concession. 
While the honorable minister may not have intended any injustice to the 
company by his letter, ~~ he must be su to have maine careful stud 


of the c question, the concessions and the operations under them, and 
— letter seems inexplicable. 


t would augees from his letter that a contemplation of possible Congres 
sional action in amending the charter of the Maritime Canal Company has 
interposed itself between him and the true relations existing between the 


Government of Nicaragua and Costa Rica and this company under the con- 
ons. 


In this connection it is pertinent to say that in an interview with the hon- 


orable minister since his arrival from Central America I alluded to the bills 


before Congress and stated to him in substance that they were generally be- 
lieved to be the result of a strong desire on the part of the Congress to hasten 
the construction of this vitally important connection of the coast lines of this 
continent; and I added that whatever the outcome t be, the Maritime 


Com y could accept of no measure that would be unjust to the pow- 

ers from whom it received the concessions. 

This letter of the minister is an attack upon the integrity of the Maritime 

Canal Company and its concessions, and on behalf of that com I ask the 

pres: an oe the See oe — gape States th the defense 
and maintenance o con onary an property. 

Very respectfully, 
HITCHCOCK, 


HIRAM 
President of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, 
Hon. RICHARD OLNEY, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. MORGAN. Last Saturday morning the Senate passed a 
resolution calling for all the correspondence between this (iovern- 
ment and the Government of Ni a on the subject of the 
canal. Several letters have . I find, however, in Executive 
Document No. 20, of the Fifty-third Congress, third session, 4 
correspondence which took place between Mr. Baker and Mr. 
Gresham, and which was printed with the message of the Presi- 
dent upon another subject. : 

In support of Mr. Hitchcock’s statement, made in the commun! 
cation to the Secretary of State, I will read a letter from Mr. 
Baker, our minister in a and then, following that, one 
from Daniel Macauley, agent of the Maritime Canal Company of 
Nicaragua, premising, however, that the concession reqired the 
Maritime Canal Company to keep constantly resident in Nicaragua 
an agent of that company to communicate with them in behalf of 
the company in respect of all business. That is how it was that 
Gen. Daniel Macauley was there asthe agent of thecompany. W® 
have —— kept one there, and have one there now. Mr. Baker 
writes to Mr. Gresham as follows: 

LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Managua, June 6, 159!- 

After one of the — at forfeiture had taken place upon the 

pert of the Government of Nicaragua. The letter was received 
uly 3, 1894, at this capital— 

rs Sir: On Sunday, the 84 aston, I received your further aed 

made an early call upon Mr. José the minister for foreign aaairs. ft 


Government. There were present Mr. orga Rivas, the subsecr® 
tary, and Gen. Daniel Macauley. Mr. Madriz had been ons of the city for6 
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Macauley’s letter addressed to the Government, a copy of 


week, and General t 

which I here inclose, had just been referred to him for report. The minister 
informed us that he would take up the matter at once, and would very soon 
make a written report thereon to the President and cabinet. 

‘A few minutes before leaving the legation I received from Capt. J. C. Wat- 
son, commander of the U. 8. S. San Francisco, then at Colon, a cable message 
informing me that he had received jes of instructions sent to me from 
Washington, dated the 12th and 24th of May, concerning the asgnee case, 
and that he was ready to with all his force. Unfortunately my latest 
Washington dates by mail were May 1, therefore I was in the dark as to the 
instructions refe to; but I assumed, for my a with this Govern- 
ment on this occasion, that they were something pretty perpendicular, con- 
taining a genuine American ring. king upon Captain Watson's cable 
and the supposed tenor of my instructions referred to, 1 said that it was to 
be deeply regretted that the recent course of Nicaragua toward Americans 
and American interests, both in the matter of the canal and in affairs at Blue- 
fields and Rama, was of such a nature as to make a most serious impression 
at pb om of the apparent unfriendliness of this administration toward 
the United States, tos Government which is and desires to continue to be 
a sincere friend to Nicaragua. 

You express to me, Mr. Minister, your friendship for the United Sta’ 
and the President does the same, and then you jump on us with both feet an 
spit in our faces. Your action in the canal r advertised to all the 
civilized wah rae own lack of good faith and yout indisposition to 
tect the capital that would come here and develop your naturally splen- 
did country. Nothing is so sensitive as credit; not even capital is so timid, 


for cred faith—must go before ca) is the rock upon which 
capital buil Your notice of the forfeiture of the canal concession, even 
and one not warranted and not founded 


though it be upon a frivolous ground 

: aly d s the credit of the Interoceanic Canal Company, but 
it is the most ¢ b under the fifth rib of the credit of your own Gov- 
ernment whic be inflicted by the keenest Damaseus blade. 

“ Your Government am sure, Mr. Minister, withdraw the offensive 
notice of forfeiture; but every hour’s delay is dangerous. I feel authorized 
to say to you that President veland, his Cabinet ministers, and the Sen- 
atorial Committee on Fo Affairs are all awaiting with deep concern the 
early and further action of the Nic: an Government in both the canal and 
the pending troubles at Bluefields. is evidenced by the pevastes of two 
powerful war steamers on your eastern coast. You must admit, Mr. Minister, 
when you reflect candidly, that the United States has been most forbearing 
and patient with your Government, and that their action toward you has 
been in marked contrast with the brusque manner in which some of your 
other good neighbors have dealt with you. I hope it is not true that-you 
have failed to appreciate this kindly spirit, that you have misconstrued it, 
and that therefore you have ventu: to treat us with a measure of con- 
tempt which is usually only accorded to an adversary who is sadly lacking in 
spirit. Iam sure you could not have held this view, albeit your eettens ht 
be so construed.” 

General Macauley then presented the case of the canal company to the 
minister in brief terms, and we withdrew. 

I have, etc., LEWIS BAKER. 


Here is the inclosure from General Macauley: 
General Macauley to the Minister of Foreign Affairs. 


Hore SuProne, Managua, Nicaragua, May 30, 1894. 
The Honorable EL MINISTRO DE FOMENTO, Presente: 


In behalf of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, which holds your 
concession to construct the Interoceanic Canal, I have the honor to present 
to you the following facts: 

rticle XIV of the concession provides, in brief, that within three years 
from commencement of the work = the Interoceanic Canal (October 8, 1889) 
the company shall construct the Tipitapa Canal. 

For many reasons—some of them certainly not the fault of the company— 
the + Canal has not been finished within the specified time. 

On the 26th of = 1894, the president of the Maritime Canal Compan 
received in New York from Minister Ho: o Guzman a copy of a letter ad- 
dressed on April 2 or 7, 1894, by Minister Gamez to the ‘Agent of the Inter- 
oceanic Company ” in ‘‘ Granada,” reading as follows: 


I will stop to remark parenthetically that there is no such canal 
company; there is no such agent; and this matter was interposed 
by that administration in Nicaragua simply for delay. 

NATIONAL PALACE, Managua, April 7, 1894. 
To the Agent of the Interoceanic Canal Company, Granada; 

In amplification of my communication of the 20th of September last, I have 
the honor of stating to you that the representative of Ni in Washing- 
ton, Dr. Horacio Guzman, has not carried into effect up to this date the in- 


structions given him to sue the Interoceanic Canal ee in the courts of 
e 


the United States for its failure to construct a canal on t pitapa River 
it agreed to do und 


in law, not 01 


as 
er Article XIV of the contract entered into with this office 
on the 23d of March, 1887, because he did not want to render worse the sad 
condition of the company, which it was desired to help, hoping that it might 
rise from its present prostration; but the Government of Nicaragus, being 
how convinced that the rights of N coragus may be ured by a continua- 
tion of such a condition of affairs, and being convinced that the said contract 
has already been forfeited by default in compliance with one of its principal 
Tapulations, believes that it isthe Government's duty to avail itself of cle 
the of ary — compact in order that a court of arbitration may decide about 
My Government, as I have before stated, declares as terminated the afore- 
a contract, and protests that only for the purpose of adjusting itself to 
art ene the said contract it submits point to the decision of 
Therefore it appoints as arbitrators on the of the Republic the law- 
ros Messrs. Buenaventura Selva and Au Duarte, and in case of the 
thine of any of them not acting, and any impediment that may arise from 
M * time to the date on which the court may assemble, the lawyers Messrs. 
re a and J. Francisco Aguita will act in the order in which they 
I hope you will please acknowledge receipt of this present communication, 
canes from this date will commence to on the four months that said con- 
— the company for the appointment of arbitrators on its part. 


JOSE D. GAMEZ. 
General Macauley proceeds: 


The letter of tember 20, 1893, to which the above letter refers, has not 
eens received by our company, nor have we any knowl of its con- 


‘s letter above lost nearly one month 
— We received even a copy—the aN et having yet reached us. 
most respectful and amicable manner, permit me to 





suggest that whatever may have been the fault of our company in the non- 
on of the Tipitapa Canal, the remedy sought to be applied by Minis- 
ter Gamez is not feasible, has no existence in the concession if, and I am 
certain will be pronounced by your friendly and honorable Government as 
untenable and to be withdrawn and canceled without delay. 

Article LIII of the concession contains the five distinct and only grounds of 
forfeiture of this concession, not one of them being in default and not one of 
them bearing any relation to Article XIV or to the construction of the Tipitapa 


That the concession may contain many agreements and stipulations upon 
breach of which action or claim might rest, including Article XIV, is perha 
true; but, as said above, there are only five permitting the extreme penal 
of forfeiture, and they are clearly and unmis bly set forth in Article LIL. 

I purposely refrain from complicating this single, solitary question with 
any other in any form, omitting all argument, counterchange, or discussion 
of any other point as tending to direct attention— 

It is printed “‘ to direct attention,” but it ought to be ‘ to divert 
attention ”— 
from the remarkable sentence thus passed upon our company and its great 
work. I have full faith that your Government, in consideration of its friendly 
neighbor, the United States (whose good will and confidence our compan 
also enjoys). will promptly remove this surprising obstruction, and permit 


us to go forward to thorough and rapid success upon the conditions of the 
concession as they actually exist. 


We do not ask or suggest that you waive or abandon any right falling to 
you under the articles of the concession. We are ready, separately from the 
question of this attempted forfeiture, to consider in good faith and act upon 
any claim you may wish to present, whether under Article XIV or any other, 
but we sincerely and Ly cape | protest that your sentence of forfeiture, 
where no forfeiture can lie, gravely damages our progress and tends in many 
ways to retard the prosper y of your own country, for whose fame and hap- 
piness you would gladly do so much. 

I conclude by giving Aor the most profound assurances that all clouds, ex- 
cept this one, are dispe from the company’s horizon, and that the con- 
— of the Nicaragua Canal now, without delay, i: an absolute cer- 

 — we must be released as quickly as possible from the shadow 
of the mistaken conditions of the letter above referred to, and to that end I 
submit the petition to your Government. 

Pardon me if I modestly suggest, in conclusion, that a company which has 
paid you $150,000 in gold and has expended over $3,000,000 under your conces- 
sion might well invoke your kindly forbearance and its continuance under 
more serious faults than yet appear against us in Nicaragua. 

Urging upon you that the emergency calls for your promptest action, I 
am, etc., 
DANIEL MACAULEY, 
Agent of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

Mr. President, that is a fair and clear presentation of the answer 
to one of the leading objections which was submitted the other 
day by the minister of the Greater Republic of Central America, 
Mr. Hitchcock has answered other objections in his letter to Mr. 
Olney, which is now in the possession of the Senate. 

I have read these two statements, the letter from Mr. Baker and 
the letter from General Macauley for the purpose of showing the 
absolute verity of Mr. Hitchcock in his statement made in the 
— which has just been read, which, I suppose, however, no one 

ill venture to question anyhow upon his simple statement. 

I will make no observations upon this situation further than to 
say that I think it is very lamentable that after the Government 
of ne under the protestation from our own Government, 
has withdrawn the very objection that is urged here and has 
caused Nicaragua to recall the statement of this minister that the 
charter had been forfeited—I think that these facts ought to 
convince the Senate of the United States that we had better be a 
little careful in the investigation of these matters for fear we may 
do some very serious injustice to our own people. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, it is very painful for me to inter- 
rupt the penitential effort of our bimetallic friends, so called, to 
get through a bill or resolution to assist them in the restoration of 
that great American system of finance which they have been so 
successful in pulling down. The precipitous haste with which 
their envoy extraordinary, if not minister plenipotentiary, pro- 
ceeded to lay their petition before the British throne is pathetic 
and touching. It commands my sympathy. I dislike also to oe 
any impediment, even for a few brief moments, in the way of that 
great crusade which has been announced by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [ Mr. CHANDLER], and at the head of which it is 
said the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is to 
ride, in restoration of that great system which has been so suc- 
cessfully assailed, if not yet quite completely destroyed. The pic- 
ture of the great Republican party and the great republican peo- 
ple of America roaring ‘‘ as gently as any sucking dove” through 
the haunts of Lombard street and seeking interviews with the 
magnates of European finance with the piteous wail that mayhap 
the American ple, sometimes ‘‘ headstrong and violent,” may 
take this question in their own hands unless some dole of con- 
cession is given them, is an impressive picture which should be 

ut in the Rotunda of the Capitol before its embellishments are 

nished. There are some striking contrasts which would make 
that picture an interesting one to the lover of art and to the stu- 
dent of color. Side by side with this unique and engaging feature 
thereof we should perceive the Congress of the United States 
passing an immigration bill to rescue our country from the flood 
of fugitives from Europe who are seeking to escape the great 
a which the gold standard has brought to their countries! 
At the same time we would see the avant-courier of the incoming 
Administration in their committee rooms making haste to prepare 
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@ bill to protect American labor from the pauper labor of those 
countries which are now enjoying in full vigor the system which 
they are seeking to give root to and establish here. 

Painful as it is to me, Mr, President, to interrupt this proceed- 
ing of the dilettante bimetallists whoare still talking about silver 
as a sort of aftermath to their golden victory, we have before us 
upon our Calendar certain bills which come in suggestive con- 
tiguity and competition with each other. The first is that reso- 
lution, tentative, or pretendedly tentative, of something or other 
to be done at some day or other toward a restoration of our finan- 
cial system. 

In the next place, there is a bill to allow the wrecks of fortunes— 
the millions of bankrapts who have been enjoying the prosperity 
that followed the Sherman law repeal of 1893—to relieve them- 
selves of their present bondage. Right amidst these proceedings 
there is a measure, favored by many of those who are soon to 
preside over our bankrupt Treasury, to give away $100,000,000 of 
American money, without any provision being made as to where 
that money is to come from, and with nothing done, nothin 
shaped, nothing proposed to restore the confused, prostrate, oa 
disgraceful so-called financial system under which the people are 
attempting to live. It can not be said, at least, that this country 
is not generous. Here isa bill that embodies the greatest subsidy 
that this nation has ever offered to any scheme, to bind itself up 
for thirty years with $100,000,000 of increase of the public debt. 

Mr. President, is this country to go along forever in this make- 
shift fashion? Are we to have no head to our financial com- 
mittees, and no direction to our financial affairs? Are we to drift 
along like some ne’er-do-well who never grasps all of any prob- 
lem, who never proposes any comprehensive scheme, but who 
deals with everything as it comes along, borrowing without mak- 
ing provision to pay, levying taxes without providing the means 
wherewithal the people can pay them, donating with generous 
hand to any good feliow who pats him on the back, and making 
no provision for the care and support of the family at home? 

I am opposed, Mr. President, to this bill. I think the bill has 
been kill I think if this measure were a matter to be affected 
by natural causations; if it could be reached by the analyses and 
the arguments which are made about it, it would have been killed 
by the masterly speech of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurPre]. 
Indeed, I think the Senator from Indiana has killed it. I thin 
the minister from the Greater Republic of Central America has 
exposed its corpse in the public morgue. But, though logically 
speaking it ought to be dead, and though logically speaking it is 
dead, it yet refuses to manifest those signs of death which gener- 
ally follow dissolution, and I wish to address myself simply to a 
few points concerning it, in the hope that I may convince anyone 
who is hesitant about it that it is dead. 

As the matter stands to-day before the Senate, it has been 
impaneled as a jury and is here sitting to-day to decide questions 
of law and questions of fact upon the issues which the distinguished 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Seoneas is making up from time to 
time between the mini from the Greater Republic of Central 
America and the corporation known as the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany of Nicaragua. 

The Senator from Alabama is ey a good pleader, but in 
making up these issues, it seems to me, he has overlooked some 
of the forms which the pleader usually follows. He tells us, to 
begin with, as to this protest from Minister Rodriguez which 
has been laid upon our tables and presented to the Senate in the 
most decorous and ‘ful form as a communication from 
a foreign state—he tells us that this minister is not much of a 
minister after all; that he does not come from much of a country 
anyway; that he was just bowed into the diplomatic corps by the 
President of the United States, and is altogether too fresh in 
arriving at the American capital to be entertained in the pres- 
entation of his communication. I demur tothatstatement. The 
President, in his message to Congress in December last, and in 
the discharge of his duty to communicate to Congress the state 
of the Union, informed us that by a treaty concluded in June, 
1895, and lately ratified in exchange, the Republics of Honduras, 
Nicaragua, and Salvador, adopting the name of the Greater Repub- 
lic of Central America, have undertaken to merge their common 
interests, so far as their relations with foreign powers are con- 
cerned, and to put them in charge of a diet, consisting of three 
persons, one to be designated by each of the constituent States. 

There was formal information to Congress, now two months old. 
The minister of the Central American Republic has since appeared 
and has been recognized by that authority of our Government 
which has invariably recognized ambassadors and ministers and 
other foreign representatives, and which has specific power under 
the Constitution to receive them. Therefore there is nothing in 
the title of this minister, as there is nothingin his attitude toward 
this Government, to call for invidious remarks of any kind. His 
communication is couched in most polite and courteous language, 
and it should be received with that respect which is due to the 
representative of a sovereign state. 


that communication of Minister Rodriguez had been 





In the second an. the distinguished 
ng 


makes a charge = : 


i Senator 
land is behind this minister; 
Britain has set him up and inspired and instigated him ty orc” 
this communication. The Senator does not vouchsafe to us any 
evidence on this subject, and therefore I can not demur to it, )ut 
1 can demur to the declaration. The oe here is not who has 
influenced, instigated, prompted, aided, or abetted the foreicn 


minister in making the communication; the question is whe jor 
or not the contents of the communication are worthy of recogni- 


tion and notice. 
I would oppose this bill, Mr. President, I frankly state, whether 


on oO made or no, 
But the communication has been made; it has been to some ex. 


tent answered by communications which have just been laid before 
the Senate by the Senator from Alabama. He has raised an issue 
between the minister and the Canal Company of Nicaragua by 
these communications. ; 


We are claiming rights here under a treaty, or rather contract 
of cession with Nicaragua, and it is provided in that document 
exactly how such issues are to be determined. I read the fifty- 
fifth article of this treaty, or, more properly speaking, contract 
between the Republic of Nicaragua and t. Maritime eet Com- 
yey. Itis not a treaty or contract between the United States and 

icaragua, but it is between Nicaragua and the Maritime Canal 
Company as represented by Mr. Menocal—a cession of which we 
under this bill are to become the practical proprietor and assignee. 
Article LV of that cession reads as follows: 
atte ipnieanting ot ae estes Sle Se pate as Sieengue and 

e compan regard e in presen ionss 
Socubetteen t a auate of orvitebens compened of four abere nen 


which shall be appointed by the State and two by the company. 
arbitrators shall be designated oath of the parties within the 


period of four months from the day on w one of the contractin : parties 
shall have informed the other in writing of the want of ent on the 
point at issue. Should one of the parties allow the af term to pass, it 
shall be considered as assenting to the opinion or claim of the other. 


Mr. TURPIE. I suggest that a quorum of the Senate is not 
present. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Olark, Lodge. Pu 
Bacon, Cockrell, McBride, Bote 1, 


Bate, Cullom, MeMillan, Sherman, 
perry. Daniel, i chomp, 
Blackburn, Elkins, Mi Wis. Smith, 
Blanchard, 7 lkner, Morgan, Stewart, 
Br iee, e@, orr ill, T illman, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Murphy, Turpie, 
Caffery, Gear, Palmer, 
Cameron, Gorman, Peffer, Walthall, 
Garter,” Fiat Pectoe White” 
r. wiley, . . 
Chandler, Hoar, Platt, Wilson. 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-five Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A qtorum is present. The Senator from 
Virginia ge 
- DANIEL, Mr. President, I was pointing out that there is 
a clause in thecession from Nicaragua to the Maritime Canal Cou- 
pany which provides for just the condition that is presented by 
the pleadings made up or attempted to be made up in the Senate 
between the minister of the Greater Republic of Central America 
and the canal company. I find a similar provision in the cession 
of the State of Costa Rica. It seems that we are soon to have 
universal peace. Here is a foretasteof it. In the report made by 
the Committee on Foreign Relations is printed the document to 
which I refer (page 121 of the report of Mr. SHERMAN, Fifty-second 
Con; , second session, Report No. 1142), showing that these 
es have solemnly agreed with each other that, in the event of 
a misunderstandi tween the State of Nicaragua and the com- 
pany in regard to the interpretation of the stipulations made. it 
shall be submitted toa of arbitrators composed of four met- 
bers, two to be appointed by Ni and two by the company. 
There is provision also that the arbitration shall take place after 
four months’ notice has been given of the misunderstanding. | 
The company, if I correctly understood the communication 
which was read at the instance of the Senator from Alabama, has 
taken formal, public, official notice of this misunderstanding and 
has filed its answer in the Senate, setting up its counterview of 
the subject. There;then,is precisely the case which this conce> 
sion contemplated, and so far as the debate in the Senate is col 
cerned, it seems to me, sir, itis ‘‘aliunde.” Had there been "4 
rovision of this kind, it could not have been fitting for the Unite 
tates of America to proceed in advance of some decision to 
obtained by diplomatic negotiation that settled the controy:Ts) 
which had been excited by the communication of that min'st¢t. 
But here is a formal, teal authentic provision made for its set 
tlement. How is it possible that the Senate of the United States 
in view of such an ae oe of facts, can persist, to the pres- 
udice of a litigation which has appeared in their presence, to ignor® 








the formal and agreed methods of settlement and to make them- 
« the self-constituted judges? . 
ee we #0 auabastt, Mr. President, 


this in the 
prese t status of affairs, it is quite evi to my mind that we 
Pevald embark upon a sea of trouble. tate period when the 
President of the United States under authority of 


Congress 
inted Colonel Ludlow and Messrs. Endicott and Noble as a 
poard of engineers to survey this route, there had never been by 
anybody, as they themselves state, asurvey of theentireline. We 
have that report before us, and those representatives of the United 
States who at great public expense were sent to view the site of 
this enterprise state that they were the first who ever went over 
the entire line upon which we propose to build a great canal and 
to initiate ea with a bonus of $100,000,000. This, at 
jeast, is Colonel Ludlow’s statement, to be found in Senator Mor- 
Gav's report from the select committee of last session, e 169. 

These three engineers spent thirty-four days in traversing most 
difficult and almost inaccessible country, in riding over mountains, 
in penetrating swam and‘in hunting abouton the banks of 
declivitous rivers, at the end of that necessarily imperfect 
survey they discover that anterior surveys were unre- 
liable. They show that the estimates of anterior surveys can not 
be banked on; and I will read just a brief paragraph from the re- 
port of Colonel Ludlow, to be found on page 138 of Senate Docu- 
ment No. 315, Fifty-fomrth Congress, first session. He is asked 
the question, in a 
if he feels certain that 
He replies: 

I do not believe it can. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Within 000? 

Colonel LUDLOW. Yes, we think so; as nearly as we can form an approxi- 
mate judgment, we think so. I think m es think so. We makea 
provisional estimate, if you like, of $133,000,000 or 000,000. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I that is t. 

Colonel LupLoW. It is named in our report and we do state our opinion 


that the canal, not necessarily exactly to the company’s prices, 
ete., but that a canal can be built within estimate— 


Meaning $133,000,000— ae 

ich is a very conservative estimate. I we made it 600,600, as 
Twould fecl more antisfied in -any mind. = 

We are starting to build the canal for $100,000,000. The com- 
pany says that isan @bundance. Colonel Ladlow and two engi- 
neers, Who spent thirty-four days in traversing this difficult coun- 
try, 170 miles in le ¥ er oP peng! it may be built for $133,- 
000,000, but they they said $150,000,000. Im short, Mr. 
President, this is mere guesswork. It is the merest speculation 
on a sort of bird’s-eye view of this grave, important, and momen- 
tous subject. It is evident that, vast as is the amount with which 
we propose to subsidize the canal company, $100,000,000 is a mere 
keen entering wedge to future great iations; and where 
they would end or to what financial 
and loss they might lead us, there is no mortal who can tell us. 
We are embarking, if we this bill, wpon a shoreless 

The report of the scumiiniee of i 
to that document, only 


of Representatives, they will find that the committee speak of the 
appropriation, the subsidy of $100 000 i 
to accomplish the result in view. 
as & tentative contribution of the United States q 
They say that it may cost much more—I am not repeat- 
ing their exact but quoting them i 
meaning—the United States ought to go ahead, 
Uaied eae P public feeli in some sections of the 
. anda very pervasive existing in some degree, 
that this Republic if it can, to control the Nicaraguan 
j inal and ought to it. While some seem to think that this 
4 conclusive view of the matter, it is not a conclusion which is 
without great dissent, Whether or not the benetits will be realized 
to this country which in thi 


Ee 
: 
Rm 
F 


: 


. some foresee in this 
canal, io a very doubtful question. or not trade to a 
se degree will be diverted from the Central States of the 
rican Union and the seaboard ci which now uses 


f. Sreat transcontinental railway lines and furnishes enormous 
Teights from the West to St. Louis, Chicago, and to New York, 
cities—whether or not the Nicaraguan 


ance, at least, of suffering disappointment. It is the 
Qtinion of some who have stadied problems of this kind, who 


tee uastered the statistics 
ram this ves ating the somes of eke sod tour 
at the canal wo: 
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resented by many of those who are most ardently seeking to see 
that it isconstructed. I simply suggest this question, hoping 
that before the measure is finally passed upon, w at this or 
another session, that particular point may be made the focus of 
full debate in the Senate, so that we may view it from all stand- 
points and weigh as well as we can what may be the possible out- 
come of this measure. 

Mr. President, 1 shall address myself as briefly as possible now, 
for I have no idea of making or attempting to make any compre- 
hensive review of this subject, to some of the objections which 
have been urged to this bill by the distinguished minister of the 
Greater Republic of Central America. I have taken his communi- 
cation and endeavored to analyze it and dissect it. I have endeav- 
ored to compare his objections to the provisions with the various 
provisions of the contract under which the Maritime Company 
traces its corporate rights—the contract under which the United 
States would become under this bill, to all purposes except a few 
labels and a little varnish, the actual assignee and successor of the 
Maritime Company, which will, indeed, preserve asort of ghostlike 
maga but will be superseded in all powers by the United 


The first objection of the minister of the Greater Republic of 
Central America to the bill and to other cognate bills which have 
been from time to time introduced is this: 


All these bills— 
Says he— 


take it for granted, with minor differences of detail, that the American Govy- 
ernment is to take an important part in the enterprise, and that it is to fur- 
the money necessary for the construction of the canal by the Maritime 


Canal Company of Nicaragua, whose constitution and organization they 
essentially Thodity 


Unfortunately, the undersigned observes that the provisions of these bills 
are at . both eepenely one in matters of detail, with the stipulations 
of the contract of April 24, . between Nicaragua and the company afore- 
said, from which contract the company derives its existence and which is the 


basis of its enterprise. 3 
That contract stipulates, in its eighth article, that the concession therein 
erable to governments or to foreign pub- 


vided for shall in no case be 

ie powers, and Article LIII provides that any contravention of this stipula- 

tion shall entail a forfeiture of the contract. As itcan not be denied that 
the bills to which the undersigned has ae ee they do not ex- 


yeouty say so—effect that transfer most fully, making the Government of 
he United States of America the absolute owner of the en rise and of the 


canal and its rights, the result to which they inevitably uce is the for- 
feiture of the contract. 


I turn to that contract to verify what the minister has so tersely 
stated, but before wee Se ap provisions let me call attention to 
the extraordinary attitude in which we would place ourselves by 
the passage of the ing bill. It is by this bill that the United 
States proposes to become the owner of 70 per cent of the stock in 
the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. It is by this bill 
that it proposes to assume complete control over that work, ap- 
pointing eight directors out of eleven, superseding all other 
authorities, assuming mastership. If this bill should pass, we may 
forfeit the right to do the very thing which it undertakes to do, 
because by this very bill, which is devised upon its face to construct 
the canal, this company itself agrees that a violation of Article 
VIII shall work a forfeiture. And it is that question which is 
thus raised before the Senate by the minister from the Greater Re- 

ublic of Central America, upon which, I understand, the Senator 
rom Alabama and the representatives of the company join issue. 
The issue, then, is not only one that concerns the proprieties, the 
delicacies, the precedents, and the observances of international 
communication. The question is not one which simply concerns 
the dignity of the Senate, the dignity of the nation, the dignity of 
international intercourse between sovereign States. The question 
is one which goes to the right of the Senate to pass the bill. It is 
a plea in bar of this peucekune, and that plea has selected the tri- 
bunal for its decision in the very paper which accords to the one 
the right to raise the question in the case, and to the other the 
ight to join issue upon it. 
contract and the judge of the contract are constituted by 
the same document, and the interpretation of that document 
made by the sovereign State of Nicaragua, which is a oe thereto, 
is that the passage of the pending bill destroys and forfeits the 
rights under the contract. So I say the issue is vital, and goes to 
the right of the Senate and of the American Congress to pass the 
bill. 


Evidently, Mr. President, under such a state of facts the appro- 
priate thing to do is to submit to that arbitrament and to wait 
and get the decision. 

There is such a thing in the law known as “election,” and it 
ramifies through all equitable and runs into legal jurisprudence. 
The fundamental principle of the law of election is that no man 
can dispute the title under which he claims nor make with respect 

any contradictory or inconsistent claim. 

Now, observe the — and the most embarrassing attitude 
in which the Senate and the country would be placed if we were 
eon in the passage of the pending bill, claiming rights 

r this contract. Here is a contract produced in the Senate, 
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and under the terms of that contract it is claimed that the United 
States has thus the right to contribute the money, to subscribe to 
the stock, to name the directors, and assume charge of the Nicara- 
gua Canal; and in that very contract is a provision that if the 
Maritime Company, under which we claim, and the grantor, the 
sovereign State of Nicaragua, shall come to a misunderstanding 
about its interpretation, then a board of arbitrators is to be 
appointed. Now, if we persist, how, in any fair forum, how, at 
the bar of law or at the bar of equity, can we proffer a contract 
and claim under it and at the same time say that we will ignore 
its provisions? 

I turn now, Mr. President, to Article VIII; it is the article re- 
ferred to by the minister, and I seek to verify the correctness of his 
citation of that article. It will be found on page 111 of the report 
made by Mr. SHERMAN December 22, 1892: 

ARTICLE VIII. 


The yyenens concession is transferable ay to such company of execution 
as shall be organized by the Nicaragua Canal Association— 


And mark the following: 
and in no case to governments or to foreign public ar. Nor shall the 
company cede to any foreign government any part of the lands granted to it 


by this contract; but it may make transfers to private parties under the 
same restriction. 


The Republic of Nicaragua can not transfer its rights or shares by selling 
them to any government. 

Mr. President, this reads to me like very plain language; and 
the object, intent, and purpose of the language is just as plain as 
the language itself. e need only to read the words to have our 
minds contemplate and comprehend their purview. It was the 
object of Nicaragua in using that language, the plain object, to 
forestall foreign governments and public powers from possessing 
themselves of this canal or the control of this canal. That was 
its object, and it compassed that object in the natural terminol- 
ogy which legal phrase would employ, and it emphasized that 
language: ‘‘In no case” shall the present concession be transfer- 
able ‘‘ to governments or to foreign public powers.” 

Mr. President, look at this bill. Whatever name it may call 
itself, however it may try to whip the devil around the stump, it 
is the plain intent and purpose of the bill, it is theavowed purpose 
of the bill, it is the open, acknowledged, and recognized purpose 
of the bill, to transfer this canal oak this concession to the Govy- 
ernment of the United States in as plain, palpable repudiation of 
the contract between the Government and the canal company as 
it is ible for the human mind to invent. 

Why, sir, there is nothing in the bill but the United States, ex- 
cept a few _—_*. fragments, spicula, fringes, and trimmings. 
The United States is to get the cession, too, for a consideration; it 
is a matter of barter and sale. The stock, when we come to look 
at the bill and read its provisions, is to be $100,000,000. They had 
just as well made it $1,000,000,000 or $100,000,000.000. Itisa mere 
matter of figures—the scratch of a pen and a few naughts will 
make them. There is nothing in the-stock except what it is pro- 
= by the bill to put in it. Ido not mean nothing absolutely, 

ut — in the language of the law, de minimis non curat lex; 
t = is nothing else but a few chips and whetstones—practi- 
nothing. 

r. President, if all the water in the stock to be created by the 
United States by this bill and evolved out of its inner con- 
sciousness of the magnificence of things were poured upon that 
line where the Nicaragua Canal is projected—the water squeezed 
out of the stock would float the navies of the world, and there 
would be no necessity for digging. As to the $70,000,000 of this 
stock, it is to be given to the United States in consideration of its 
bonus, grant, guaranty, whatever you please to call it. They are 
to be the paymaster out of our taxpayers, in the end, of this r- 
anty of $100,000,000. They are to pay 100 per cent in dollars for 
70 per cent of nothingness. 

So, under a contract from which we are to deduce the right to 
build the canal, and under a contract which provides that in no 
case shall the cession be transferable to any foreign government or 
public power, we are to accept a transfer of 70 per cent. 

Now, Mr. President, it is a maxim of law that the greater con- 
tains the less. When Nicaragua said that in no case should this 
cessio: be transferable to any foreign nation or public power, it 
did no: add the words “or any part thereof.” It did not add the 
words ‘“‘or any percentage thereof.” Why? Because it would 
have been surplusage. The cession is an integral thing, a propri- 
etary right granted by a sovereign power. It is not divisible. It 
is one indivisible grant by a sovereign toa corporation. There- 
fore, if the United States should accept the transfer of 70 per cent, 
or of 5 per cent, or of any per cent, it would violate that contract 
of cession between Nicaragua and the corporation which received 
it, just as much as if it accepted the whole bodily, by deeds to real 
estate and by transfer and deli very of corporate personal property. 

After 70 per cent of this has been given to the United States in 
consideration of its transfer, 70,000 shares of nonassessable stock 
are to be issued and delivered .o such person or persons as may 
be designated by those stockholders of the said company whose 
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stock has been surrendered and canceled as in the contract here. 
inbefore required. Fer what purpose are these 70,000 shares to be 
given to outgoing stockholders? The bill does not say. For 
what consideration is it to be given to them? The bill does not 
say. There is, therefore, left by this provision a large Space for 
imagination to employ itself in, and such spaces exist from the 
beginning to the end of this measure. I have never seen a meas. 
ure which served as so strong a stimulant to imagination. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
Virginia a question in regard to that point? I understand the 
Senator to say that the Government has no right under this con. 
cession to take any stock at all. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think not. 

Mr. MORGAN. _I want to call the Senator’s attention to Arti. 
cle IX, if he will allow me to read it. 

Mr, DANIEL. Well, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. It reads as follows: 

As soon as the com is ready to open subscri 
the Government of Ni 4 , which will tavine ee cane ne thal ad ~| 
through them ee es tosubscribe. All such shares not taken within 
six months following the date on which the Government shall have bee 
advised of that circumstance shall remain subject to the free disposition 
the company. 

Al’ Governments have the right to subscribe to that stock under 
the stipulations of the concession. 

Mr. DANIEL. Whenthe books arethrownopen. I am talking 
about this subscription and the interpretation of Article VIII. 

Mr. MORGAN. This has been thrown o and the transfer 
closed. Nicaragua by advertisement invited the Governments to 
make the subscription, and they did not do it, and then the stock 
was turned over, and it is disposable as property of the company 
to nao & 

Mr. DANIEL. ‘I shall be entirely candid with the Senator. I 
think he has to a degree answered what I said, but not altogether 
and not effectually. My mind was resting upon the provision of 
the contract in Article VIII, the provision quoted by the minister 
of Central America, and the transfer claimed to exist or appar- 
ently existing under it. The su uent provision of the contract 
dependent upon the invitation of Nicaragua is another matter 
which I will come to in due course. That is a provision which 
opens the books to all alike, and it is that provision which this 
method of dealing with the contract seeks to evade, and success- 
fully evades. 

Mr. President, to look a little further into the structure of the 
bill, it will appear that if the bill should accomplish its purpose 
there will be scarcely anything left, nothing material or practical 
left, except the United States in possession and control of the 
Nicaragua Canal. The existing management is to retire, the new 
board to consist of eleven directors, one to be appointed by Nica- 
ragua, one by Costa Rica, one by the stockholders other than the 
United States, and eight by the President of the United States, 
with the advice and consent of the Senate. Six of the directors, 
five of whom must be directors appointed by the President of the 
United States, shall ee for business. In short, 
the United States, besides furnishing the capital and owning 7) 

r cent of the stock, is to manage and direct the company. The 

irectors are to select a president, vice-president, secretary, assist 
ant secretary, and treasurer. They are to get $5,000 a year and 
traveling expenses. 

I think the provision that six of the directors, five of whom 
must be directors appointed by the President of the United States, 
shall constitute a quorum for business, is in contravention of the 
rights of Nicaragua and Costa Rica. Each of those States has the 
right to appoiit a director, who, it is provided in the concession, 
shall have equal —— and privileges as other directors; but 
two of them, in a board of eleven, and four other directors were 
present, they are deprived by the bill of the right to constitte4 
quorum, showing that the United States in its eagerness and veal 
to become the proprietor of this cession has given to its directors 

uliar rights and exclusive privileges which are not attached 

y the bill to the representatives of other governments. | do not 

think that that is fair. I do not think that it is in equitable and 

just fulfillment of this contract. I think it might be said tobe™ 
fraud of the contract. : 

The United States is so intimately associated with the cess? 
and so completely absorbs it that even the bonds which ar 
to be — for the purpose of being signed by the Manume 
Canal Company are to be printed at the Bureau of Engraving 4 
Printing of the United States at the expense of the compat): 
They are tlien to be deposited with the Secretary of the Treasury 
and issued by him as the work p s. So the Secretary © 
the Tre is to become the custodian of the assets ani 1s © 
become the disbursing officer as the work ————. ; p 

The most important provision is that the Secretary is to cau” 
to be engraved on the bonds the guarantee of the United Gta, 
and is directed to pay them, interest and principal, if they = t! 

into the Treasury by the Maritime Company; ani ! 
were to pay thé 


id 
Maritime Company by any good luck or chance 
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ponds, they are to pay them through the Treasury of the United 
tates. 
, So, Mr. President, he who runs may read; it is a self-evident 
fact that the United States not only takes the stock in the com- 
pany, but becomes in all legal effect and to all intents and pur- 
3 the monopolistic owner of this cession; and whether I have 
- exactly correct or not in my previous observation es the 


eighth article, this t fact I do not think can be diminished or 

answered in its influence upon this subject; the Government of 

the United States does by the bill become the one controlling 

power and authority and the one open administrator of the Nica- 
a Canal. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I think I am 
authorized to say, even on behalf of the committee, that if this 
bill is accepted by the Nicaraguan Canal Company and thereby 
becomes effectual, the Government of the United States, as a stock- 
holder, will probably control the plans and the destiny of this 
canal, just as any majority of stockholders would control the 
minority. That is the whole story; it is all right there. 

Mr. DANIEL. A part of it is right there, but that is not all of 
it. The United States assumes relations to this canal by this bill 
which it could not assume as a mere stockholder, be it majority 
or otherwise. It is not only, as I conceive, the majority stock- 
holder, but it is the one absorbing occupant of the rights granted 
by this cession. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Why does the Senator object to that? Does he 
not think it a good thing for the Government of the United States 
to build this canal? 

Mr. DANIEL. It may be he does not object toit. I am notin 
the council of Nicaragua. y learned friend who sits upon my 
left [Mr. MorGAN] says he objects to it because England has put 
the minister up to it. He says that is the reason. 

Mr. MORGAN. I never stated that as a reason, Mr. President. 

Mr. DANIEL. I thought you said so. 

Mr. MORGAN. I stated my convictions upon that subject, and 
if it will do the Senator any good, I will repeat them. , 

Mr. DANIEL. ‘The Senator said he made the charge and de- 
manded an answer. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did. 

Mr. DANIEL. Had you not better give your evidence before 
you demand an answer? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; not in view of what Great Britain is 
trying to do here in the way of making the treaty of arbitration. 

Mr. DANIEL, I thought that was in secret session. 

Mr. MORGAN. You asked a question, and I want to give you 
a frank answer. I want to understand before we enter upon the 
consideration of that treaty whether she is trying to displace us 
in that Isthmus, as she has never failed to do for seventy-five 
years whenever she has had an opportunity. 

Mr. DANIEL. Lam entirely in accord with the Senator from 
Alabama, if that is his conviction, and if he has evidence of it, cir- 
cumstantial or otherwise. It is not at all improbable, but I do 
not know. He makes the charge and says he demands an answer, 
but he can not demand an answer of me, for, if he did, I would 
“ ‘Please produce the testimony first.” 

tr. MORGAN. I never asked the Senator for an answer. 

Mr. DANIEL. No, not at all. I say the Senator does not ask 
me. The Senator simply addressed the world at large, mankind 
in general, and demanded of them an answer. They have not yet 

n heard from, and I do not consider that I am their keeper. 
oa second objection of Minister Rodriguez is as follows; he 
ys: 

Article XLVII of that instrument— 

Referring to the contract— 


taitticle XLVII of that instrument provides that the com: y shall under- 
i ©, at its own expense, the final surveys of the ground and the location of the 
a the canal by a commission of competent engineers, two of whom are 

appointed by the Government of Nicaragua, and the aforesaid Article 


rovid 
fo steltees a _ a —_e to comply with this stipulation shall entail the 


: concessi 
a . however, provides that the canal shall be constructed under the 
States oem of the Departesent of rs of the Army of the United 
be ‘oh America and ae to its ? and that three engineers shall 
Pat on a by the President ‘or that purpose, who shall make the explo- 


his provision likewise conduces to the forfeiture of the contract. 
And this provision also reenforces me in the suggestion I have 
already male . 


nade, that the United States is not appearing here as a 
Poseentiority stockholder. Itis ap heneee the propounder, 


Or, Mp ee money contributor, manipulator, and ad- 
ministrator of the whole ealerprise, and it is to that that Nicara- 
gua has objected with cation of these details, that this canal 


+ to be conducted under the surveillance of th t of 

Engincers of the Army of the United States. eee es 

want ORGAN. I the Senator from Virginia does not 
fall into an error or do any injustice at all. 


XXIX-—74_ 





Mr. DANIEL. Notatall. TheSenator is much more familiar 
with this subject than I am. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have made a study of it. 

Mr. DANIEL. And I shall gladly defer to any correction he 
may make. 

. MORGAN. The final survey of this canal and its location 
are provided for in that concession to be made under the cogni- 
zance of the Nicaraguan Government. Plans, specifications, and 
maps were made out and filed in Nicaragua and approved by the 
Government. Now, what this bill provides is that the construc- 
tion of the canal shall be under the surveillance, as stated by the 
Senator from Virginia, of American engineers—at least three 
American engineers—to be chosen by the President. Nicaragua 
can choose as many as she wants to. That is all, and that is the 
whole — about that. 

Mr. DANIEL. Be it so, Mr. President. The minister who 
represents Nicaragua as the minister of the Greater Republic of 
Central America takes one view of this matter and the Senator 
from Alabama takes another. That is just the case in which this 
contract says four arbitrators shall step in. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me to say so, the 
minister does not take any view in opposition to what I take, un- 
less he means to say that the final location and survey of the canal 
shall be submitted to his Government—if Nicaragua is his Gov- 
ernment, which I doubt very much. I do not think he under- 
takes to say that, but he says that its further construction is to 
be under surveillance. 

Mr. DANIEL. He does not say that is an absolute forfeiture, 
He says it is conducive to a forfeiture. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand that isa threat. We have had 
plenty of those. Why does he want to threaten us? 

Mr. DANIEL. I can not answer the Senator as to why the 
minister threatens. I am only pointing out this state of fact, that 
the Senator views it one way and the minister views it another 
way; that the company has contracted that when such misunder- 
standing arises the board of arbitrators is to step in, and I am 
hesitating, Mr. President, for my part, and advising the Senate 
to hesitate on its part, to assume and usurp the high office of 
arbitrator and tointerrupt this happy, peaceful proceeding which 
has been anticipated and seovieed for by making itself a self- 
constituted judge. 

Mr. MORG Now, if the Senator will allow me a moment, 
the concession provides for an arbitration of all matters in dis- 
pute between the membership of the Maritime Canal Company 
of every kind and character. The United States can have no 
part in any dispute of that kind until it becomes a stockholder in 
the corporation, and it can not become a stockholder in the corpo- 
ration until the Maritime Canal Company has accepted this pro- 
yous act. The question arises upon the acceptance of the act. 

icaragua says, ‘‘I object to the acceptance of this act.” Thatis 
in the company’s council, before we can get into it at all. While 
we are passing upon the question of whether they will accept the 
act, Nicaragua objects and says, ‘‘That violates my concession.” 
The American stockholders say it does not. There is a question 
raised which must be settled between them by arbitration. They 

on and settle it, and the settlement is made by the arbitrators. 
at concludes the whole business. They resolve, then, whether 
they are entitled, under the judgment of the arbitrators, to accept 
the act or not. If the majority is in favor of it, ‘‘ Yes;” if the 
ee, is against it, ‘‘ No,” and the act fails. 
r.DANIEL. Ido not see that the Senator has at all answered, 
or attempted to answer, the objection I made. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not understand it, then, if I did not an- 
swer it. 

Mr. DANIEL, I say—and I will make myself clear—that it is 
provided in this contract— 


Any misunderstanding that may arise between the State of Nicaraguaand 
the company in regard to the interpretation of the present stipulations shall 
be submitted to a court of arbitrators composed of four members, two of 
which shall be appoipted by the State and two by the company. 


Is not that misunderstanding the subject of debate in the Senate 


y? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then, why should it not be submitted to the 
board of arbitration? 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, as he asks me a 
question, if Nicaragua makes the point, and the Senator and the 
minister of the Greater Republic insisting upon that, of course the 
other men who own stock in this concern will see to it that it be 
submitted to arbitration; and when it is decided it will be for that 
company to determine whether they accept the proposition or not. 
Ours is a mere offer to them that they can accept or refuse accord- 
~~ the majority of that corporation. 

. DANIEL. But our proposition is one, as urged by the 
Senator from Alabama, which the minister from Nicaragua claims 
would expressly forfeit the contract. 

Mr.MORGAN. I do not care what he claims. 
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Mr. DANTEL. 


I am only stating what he claims. Of course, 
now the Senator has stated his true position; he does not care 
what the minister from Nicaragua claims. 


Mr. MORGAN. 
Tagua. 

Mr. DANIEL. What the minister from Nicaragua claims. 
That is what I said. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then we have a sharp issue between the Sena- 
tor from Alabama and myself—I mean in debate only, of course— 
and he presents that issue to the Senate. We have a formal, 
respectful, clear, precise statement from one who has been recog- 
nized by the President of our country as the minister of Nicara- 
gaa. Honduras, and Salvador. The Senator does not care for it. 

t seems to me that we are bound to care for it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Isay his construction of that article. 
Senator, I think I have a right to put my own construction upon 
it, and am bound to doit. Idiffer with that gentleman upon that. 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand the Senator’s difference. I recog- 
nize his right to differ, but I do maintain that it is a violation of 
contract and a contempt of the solemn observances of intercourse 
in a great matter for the legislative body of the United States, or 
either branch thereof, to persist in a matter which concerns the 
dignity, the interests, the fortunes of a foreign state under the 
protest of its recognized representative, and unwarranted by any 
precedent of civilized nations to ignore and treat with contempt a 
solemn contract of anticipated arbitration. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, will the Senator allow me one moment? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator indicate the provision in the 
bill before the Senate which prevents Nicaragua and the Maritime 
Canal Company from having this arbitration? 

Mr. DANIEL. None. I say they can have it. 

Mr. MORGAN. They are still in the possession of their rights. 

Mr. DANIEL. But we areabout to do the thing which assumes 
that they are wrong in their interpretation. 

Mr. MORGAN. No. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator begs the question. The minister 
from Nicaragua has entered his caveat. e has said tothe Amer- 
ican Government, holding forth the documentary evidence upon 
which he acts, *‘ You have no right todo this.” The Senator says, 
**T disagree with you.” We find that in the event of misunder- 
standing a board of arbitrators has been provided, and the Sena- 
tor’s argument to that is that we will go and do the thing which 
is protested against; we will take advantage under this contract, 
according to our view, against the minister’s solemn remonstrance, 
and after we have done the wrong of which he complains, then, if 
they want to, they can have an arbitration. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill ask the Senator if this bill does not leave 
the whole subject perfectly open to their acceptance or their re- 
fusal until they have determined whether they will accept or 
refuse it? It is the regulation of their own company. 

Mr. DANIEL. If you knock aman down, he can accept the 
situation and go off, of course. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will excuse me a moment, I 
think this is the first time I have heard an argument made in the 
name of a foreign minister at this court in the nature of a protest 
against the action of the Senate of the United States—the pro- 
test of a foreign minister to accepting our proceedings, or his 

rotest to stop the Senate from performimg what they conceive to 
be an honest and correct judgment. 

Mr. DANIEL. I can not yield for an argument. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course we have nothing else to do, but I 
have never heard of it before. 

Mr. DANIEL. I can not yield for one of my distinguished 
friend’s learned arguments and disquisitions. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam through with what I wished to say, and 
lam much obliged to the Senator. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am very glad to yield to the Senator courte- 
ously at all times, but I can not yield to have an argument thrust 


into mine. 

Mr. MORGAN. I take itall backexcept what Isaid. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam glad the Senator does not retract it; but 
what I wish to point out is that in his observation he does that 
foreign minister great injustice. a the foreign minister 
had waited until we had passed the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was his clear duty. 

Mr. BDANIEL. Afterthe Senator had hac all his toils and labors, 
and had gotten the bill through Congress, the minister would have 
put a much more pointed speech in the Senator’s mouth than his 
recent observations, for then the Senator would have said, ‘‘ Here 
is a — who was upon “4 und, he read the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD every morning, he lay awake at night ‘ing my 
speeches, he knew about abies bills, and yet permitted to 
be done without protest. He comes too late.” 


Mr, MORG I beg the Senator’s pardon. I would never 


I confine my remarks to the claims of Nica- 


As a 
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interested in this matter as 


lic. Mr. Calvo has not sent a protest here or entered objections, 
Why has he not? It may be because he is in favor of the bill, or 


ator entirely with his consent. I shall not do it again. 
answer his — when he gets th 


question. 


minister has made a remonstrance and that 
not made a remonstrance. It is entirely immaterial. Costa Rica 
has her rights, and Nicaragua has herri 


rights. 
ber of the new confederation; it is possible that Costa Rica may 
become so, but she has not yet. 


Senator from Alabama I 
sentence a clear and succinct statement of the point I make, 
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have taken such a position as that. My own self-respect wo 
have prevented me from doing it. More than that, ier coe 
ernment, the Government of Costa Rica 


, is re ted here by 
Mr. Cajvo is as much 


Mr. Calvo, a very elegant gentleman. 
newcomer from this new Repub- 


it may be because he thinks it his duty not to act this mat- 
ter until Congress has acted and submitted it to his ernment, 
He knows how to treat a government. 

Mr. DANIEL. My learned and distinguished friend has made 
a speeches and reports upon thissubject. He is perfectly satu- 
rate 


with it. He has Nicaraguaand the Nicaraguan Canal always 


ontap. Iam not so familiar with the subject asheis. This is the 
first time I have saidan 
= ardor sufficiently to 
this : 


ing about it, and I he will restrain 
me get through my remarks on 


occasion. 
Mr. MORGAN. I had supposed that I had interrupted the Sen- 
I shall 


to an interruption for a 
Mr. MORGAN. The Senator yielded so gracefully that I sup- 


Mr. DAN I will always yie 


posed he had no objection to interruption 


Mr. DANIEL. 1 donot mean to be otherwise than gracious. I 


could not, if I tried, be discourteous to a friend and to a Senator 


whom I so much esteem as the Senator from Alabama; but while 


he is rubbing the foreign minister and rubbing me, he must not 
be fretted if Aenteine 9 


create a little sensitiveness on his 


I may make some remarks which may 


part. 
As I understand the Senator from Alabama, he objects that one 
ano her minister has 


Nicaragua isa mem- 


Mr. President, in the running colloquy between myself and the 
fear that no one can collect in any one 


Therefore, in conclusion, 1 sum up in these words: First, that in 
a case of disagreement between Nicaragua and the company it is 
agreed that the disagreement shall be arbitrated. That disagree- 
ment has occurred; that disagreement is such that we have no 
right, if the Nicaraguan construction is correct, to pass this bill; 
and second, that disagreement is such that, if Nicaragua is cor- 
rect, we forfeit the right which we seek to acquire under this bill 
by the very act of its passage. 

Now, I say, as the question of misunderstanding it does not 
simply concern a collateral matter, but vitally and directly 
to question of our right to pass this bill, it would be in con- 
tempt of all proper procedure and in peril of the end the Senator 
seeks to attain to go ahead and do the thing complained of with- 
out submitting to the arbitration first. I come tusection 3. This 
is what the minister says, and I desire to contrast what he says 
with what the Senator from Alabama said a few moments ago in 
answer to my objection that the United States was subscribing to 
the majority of this stock, assuming the direction, appointing the 
officers, issuing the bonds, and making itself the factotum of the 
enterprise. I read from the minister's remonstrance. He quotes 
in that remonstrance from the contract between Nicaragua and 
the Maritime Canal Company these words: 

The people of all nations shall be invited to contribute the necessary capl- 
“Of the capitel with which the company shall organize, and which it pr 
— to distribute among the differen couptries interested in the enterprise, 

here shall be reserved at least 5 per cent for the Central American (iovern- 
ment and citizens that may desire to subscribe. 


Now, the minister observes: 


These provisions of Article VII of the contract are antagonized by the bills 
which te the capital of the among the United States of 
America, Nicaragua, Costa Rica, and the company. 


I can not see in any document which has been submitted to the 
inspection of the Foreign Relations Committee any answer to tls 
objection. ‘‘ The of all nations shall be invited to con- 
tribute.” That does not mean that any people might by @ pat 
ticular provision of law become a istin thiscanal. W hen 
I pointed out a few moments ago that contract prohibits for- 
eign governments from ing the transferees of this cessi02, 
the Senator from Alabama qu this provision: 

The people of all nations shall be invited to contribute the necessary °ap* 
tal to enterprise. 


Mr. MORGAN. And other governments. - 

Mr. DANIEL. Where is that about “other governments: 

Mr. MORGAN. It is on top of page 112 in my book, the clo& 
of Article IX. 


.D L. The Senator quoted this which I have 
read from the minister, or referred to it, and quoted a subse 
quent passage of the Article IX in the contract Nicaragus 











and the Maritime Canal Company, to be found om pegs 112 of the 
report of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHerman], Iwill nowread 
the whole of that language: 
As soon as the company is ready to open subscription 

the Government of Nicaragua, which will invite the other governments 
and through Ben pee parties to subseribe. All such shares not taken 
within six menths following the date on which the Government shall have 
been advised of that circumstance shall remain subject to the free disposi- 
tion of the company. 


Does the Senator claim that that procedure is observed by this 


P 
er. MORGAN. Thisbill has notanything todowith that. The 
only question is whether the Government of the United States, 
under that concession, is a Government which has a right to take 
stock.. We would have the right under this bill, if they accept it 
and that stock is taken; but if they refuse it, the bill will amount 
to nothing. 

Mr. DANIEL. Let me point out to the Senator from Alabama 
that if a government may me a stockholder in this company 
in any way, it is only by and through the right granted in the 
cession under the language which I have quoted, which is: 

s soon as the com is ready to open subscription books, it shall advise 
esdorerameat ie . - “ 

That is the first step. It shall say to Nicaragua, “The books 
are open.” Then what? Then Nicaragua is to invite other gov- 
ernments, and through other governments private parties, to sub- 
scribe. 

Mr. MORGAN. That has been done; all that has been com- 
plied with literally. 

Mr. DANIEL. As to this amended bill which you seek to pass 
through the Senate? 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill has not anything to do with it. It 
can not have any effect until it is accepted by them. 

Mr. DANIEL. No; as to some other bill which is not the sub- 
ject of consideration here; some other bill which is not now before 
theSenate. Butas to this bill, by which it issought toclaim under 
this cession, to give effect to this cession, and to hold Nicaragua 
up to her contract under this cession, we have not only ignored 
this clear and patent right, but. have turned her protest into an 
invitation. hat Ni meant by thiscession, and what, as it 
seems to me, all fair interpretation would apply to this. cession, was 
that when the wera Yd was ready to formulate and propound the 
scheme under which it proposed to build the canal it should then 
throw open the beoks; it should then advise the State of Nicara- 
gua that the books were open, and Nicaragua would then invite 
the other governments and through them private parties to sub- 
scribe. Mr. President, has Nicaragua invited the United States 
to subscribe? 

Mr. MORGAN, It has. 

Mr. DANIEL. .§ When? 

Mr. MORGAN, Immedia after the organization of the com- 
pany. The evidence is here, before the committee. 

Mr. DANIEL. Whichcompany? Thecompany which you pro- 
pose to supersede, to destroy, and retire from business? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Maritime Canal Company. We do not 
propose to supersede it, to retire it, or to destroy it. We oe 
to give it a new set of directors, and a new set of stockholders, if 
it _ a our ion. 

r. DANTEL. You pro to give ita new everything—— © 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘Ally t. te : 

Mr. DANIEL. And to let the United States walk into the arena 
clothed and vested only with its name. 

Suppose that at an anterior period all that the Senator says is 
true. What would it amount to? That heretofore, under some 
other chartered right than that which this Government is now 
asked to grant, books had been opened; the United States invited 
to subscribe to the scheme then es the United States had 
declined to subseribe, if so invited: scheme was a failure, bank- 
Tupt, abandoned. This: bill is to wipe out of existence the frag- 
mhents left of it and to it by another scheme; to buy out 
all the old stockholders, to pay them $4,500,000 for their stock—— 

Mr. MORGAN. That is not in the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. To retire and buy out the old stockholders. It 
Proposes to open new books, and without the invitation of Nie- 
sragua—nay, sir, under the remonstrance and protest of 

‘caragua—the United States is to thrust itself upon the scene 
= subscribe to 70 per cent of the stock. 

Mr. President, this seems to be in fraud of the rights of Nica- 
— i will not m aime upon all of these provisions, 

‘cept to say that I do not thin the United States could contem- 
am in fairness and justice, for one moment to thrust itself upon 

's scheme, in which it is most profoundly interested, under a 
ee which forbids governments and public powers from 
whan the transferees of the cession, and under a contract 
Nuch provides that other ments shall be first invited by 
Saye tonto Subseribe, and through them private persons. He 
hunt that was all done as to some prior scheme. If the prior 

© has been abandoned, and if we are to revamp it with this 
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bill, are we not bound to revamp it with all the conditions which 
attached to its predecessor? If Nicaragua is still bound by the 
cession which she claims to have been forfeited, are we not also 
bound by the terms of the cession? Is it possible that we could 
accept the privileges granted and yet say we are under no obliga- 
tion to orm the conditions under which they are granted? 
The section which the minister refers to is not that which 
applies to foreign governments, but to the people of all nations. 
© people of all nations are very different from the people of the 
nations themselves. They are so treated in this bill. The idea 
was that the books should be opened for the subscriptions of the 
people of the world. That was the idea of Nicaragua. The idea 
of the bill is that this shall be made a close corporation, and that 
the United States shall hold the lock and key. 
Then the minister refers to this further provision of the bill: 
According to Article X of the contract, the board of directors is to be com- 
of persons at least one-half of whom shall be chosen—by the company, 
of course—from the promoters who may yet preserve their quality as such. 
The bills organize the board of directors with eleven members, eight of whom 
are to be inted by the President of the United States, in different capaci- 
ties, one by Nicaragua, one by Costa Rica, and one by the canal company. 
His commentary upon this violation of the plain intent and pur- 
pose of the contract is very brief, but it is very sufficient: 
The difference— 
Says he— 
between this provision and the stipulation referred to could not be more 
marked than it is. 


And there is that which intensifies the objection which he made, 
but which he thought it unnecessary to mention. It is that even 
in the question of a quorum we have attempted by this bill to 

ive to the directors of the United States larger rights and privi- 
leges than those which we accord to other directors. 
icaragua. and Costa Rica are each entitled to appoint one di- 
rector, but while six is a quorum, these two directors and four 
United States directors do not make a quorum, but five of them 
must consist of directors appointed by the President of the United 
States. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. DoestheSenator from Virginia yield 
to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. . 

Mr. CAFFERY. I desire to make an inquiry of the Senator 
from Virginia. Under the bill the United States is to appoint 
eight directors. Under the concessions of Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica six of the directors are to be chosen from among the pro- 
moters, who still, in the language of the concession, preserve their 
quality as such. I should like to know of the Senator whether in 
his estimation the United States would not be forced to appoint 
those directors from among the promoters? 

Mr. DANTEL. I entirely agree in the view of the Senator from 
Louisiana, that if we were to accept this concession on the part of 
the United States we would have to observe those conditions and 
— the right as to the appointment of the directors. 

r. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me to 
call his attention to section 9 of the concession of Costa Rica? 

Mr. DANIEL. Section 9? 

Mr: MORGAN. Yes; on page 125 of the report of the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN}. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is the concession of Costa Rica? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. DANIEL. It is not the concession of Nicaragua? 

Mr. MORGAN. No. 

The company shall be organized in the manner and under the conditiors 
generally adopted for such companies. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is not this concession. We are dealing 
with Nicaragua. That is the concession of Costa Rica. Get the 
Nicaragua concession. 

Mr. MORGAN— 

Its principal office shall be either in the city of New York or in such place 
as may be deemed convenient. 

Its first board of directors shall be composed of persons, one-half, at least, 
of whom shall be chosen from those members of the Nicaragua Canal Asso- 
ciation who were promoters of the enterprise. 

The word “ first’? was not in the Nicaraguan concession. It 
was put into the Costa Rican concession after this company had 
been organized. This concession was submitted to Nicaragua, 
and she agreed to it. This concession mentions the concession of 
Nicaragua. In many respects they are joint. Nicaragua has 
accepted that construction. She not only accepted it in that man- 
ner, but she has accepted it also from the fact that she has gone 
on and participated in the action of this company, which did not 
any longer see proper to take the directors from the promoters. 
Mr. McDonald is not a promoter; Mr. Eustis is not a promoter, 
and various other gentlemen who have been on the board are not 
promoters of the enterprise. 

Mr. DANTEL. The Senator from Alabama is stating his con- 
clusions of law mingled with a fact which he considers forceful. 
He considers that Nicaragua has done something or other which 
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estops her from the assertion of this claim through her minister. 
That is too great a refinement in pleading to go into at this 

of affairs; and again at this juncture I remind him that the min- 
ister of Nicaragua does not so understand it, and has evinced to 
the Senate in his remonstrance a different interpretation; and 
again I would say there is thus raised just such a case as this 
contract provides shall be submitted to arbitration. 

The sixth objection of Mr. Rodriguez is a very important one. 
He says: 

Among the benefits which Nica a reserves to herself, in consideration 
of the valuable privileges and rights which she surrenders, is 6 per cent of 
the shares, bonds, certificates, or such other obligations as the company may 
issue with a view to raising the capital. Now, notwithstanding the fact that 
the company has made several issues, it has not fulfilled this obligation; and 
as the bills say nothing on this particular point of shares, bonds, certificates, 
or other obligations which were to be issued and have not been issued in 
favor of Nicaragua, these securities would probably either be lost in the new 
form of the enterprise or would be liable to troublesome and tedious litigation. 

Two of the bills in question have already been reported by a committee, so 
that they may finally exclude the others; none. owever, is established in 
them with regard to the shares that would belong to Nicaragua; and it 
— happen, owing to this, that Nicaragua would get none at all. 

f the company were to issue a hundred or a hundred and fifty million dol- 
lars’ worth of bonds in order to meet the cost of the work, which bonds, as I 
have already remarked, would have to be considered as capital or be left out 
of the contract, Nicaragua would be entitled to her 6 per cent in virtue of the 
stipulation above referred to; but the bills leave no door open to such a pos- 
sibility, nor do they allow her any participation in the issue which is to be 
made in order to pay for the work already done. é 

I thought I understood the Senator from Alabama to say that 
Nicaragua has already got her share of the stock. How could 
she have got her share of the stock which has not yet been created? 

Mr. MORGAN. I read a paper to-day from the president of 
the Maritime Canal Company, in which he stated that in 1884, I 
believe, 6 per cent of the stock was issued to Nicaragua by this 
company and-she was notified of it, but has net-yet appointed an 
agent to receive it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Shares of which stock? 

Mr. MORGAN. Of the Maritime Canal Company. 

Mr. DANIEL. Not of this $100,000,000 of stock? 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatis not a law and can not be until Nic- 
aragua accepts it. The Senator does not seem to be able to get 
his mind on that. 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes; I have my mind on it. You have under- 
taken in this bill to disburse the stock and bonds, and have not 
laid aside that part which Nicaragua will take. 

Mr. MORGAN. We have expressly done so. 

Mr. DANIEL. Where? 

Mr. MORGAN. In the bill itself. 

Mr. DANIEL. Of the bonds? 

Mr. MORGAN. The bonds. 

Mr. DANIEL. What bonds; the guaranteed bonds? 

Mr. MORGAN. I didnotknowthat we hadto pay to Nicaragua 
$5,000,000 of bonds. 

Mr. DANIEL. But the $100,000,000 of stock—— 

Mr. MORGAN. The amendment which I ee a to-day is 
for the pu of clearing up a difficulty, if there is a difficulty 
in the minds of Senators; and I suppose when the Senator reads 
it he will find that his point is not very much. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will read Article L of the cession from Nica- 
ragua to the Maritime Canal Company: 

In consideration of the valuable privileges, franchises, and concessions 
= tothe company by thiscontract, the Republic shall receive in shares, 

mds, certificates, or other securities which the company may issue to raise 
the corporate capital, 6 per cent of the total amount of the issue. 

Does the Senator say that the pending bill provides for Nicara- 
gua to get that 6 per cent of the total amount of the issue of 
shares, bonds, certificates, and other securities? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. 

Mr. DANIEL. Of the bonds guaranteed by the United States? 

Mr. MORGAN. No. The United States has never agreed 
to-—— 

Mr. DANIEL. Does it not provide that it shall not issue any 
other bonds? 

Mr. MORGAN. The United States has never agreed to guar- 
antée any bonds for the purpose of turning them into the treasury 
of Nicaragua. That is what they want to get us to do, to pay 
them $6,500,000 of bonds for this concession, and we do not expect 
to do it. 

Mr. DANIEL. In other words, we have got this issue before 
the Senate, that the State of Nicaragua gave the concession to a 
company and bargained solemnly with that company that— 

In consideration of the valuable privileges, franchises, and concessions 

anted to the company by this contract, the Republic shall receive in shares, 
bonds, certificates, or other securities which the company may issue to raise 
the corporate capital, 6 per cent of the total amount of the issue. 

Mr. MORGAN. Allin the disjunctive. The Senator does not 
contend, I suppose, that because there are four or five classes of 
securities mentioned here Nicaragua is to have 36 or 40 per cent 
of the stock of the company? She is entitled to 6 per cent, in the 
disjunctive, whichever she wants. 

Mr. DANIEL. Dees this great nation fancy that it can stand 


























unindicted and unimpugned at the bar of public justice if it con. 
tents itself to receive from a sister Republic this concession which 
it claims and thus tries to evade and repudiate the consideration 
upon which it is based? 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator contend, if he will allow me 
to ask him a question, that Nicaragua is entitled to 30 per cent of 
these bonds? 

Mr. DANIEL. I will read again the language. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator had better answer the question, 
Mr. DANIEL. I will answer it in my own time. Perha 
some of these questions had better have been anticipated and laid 
— the Senate by the committees that have reported upon thig 

subject. 
r. MORGAN, They are—every one of them. 

Mr. DANIEL. Where? 

Mr. MORGAN. In the report. 

Mr. DANIEL. Which report? 

Mr. MORGAN. In every report that has been made. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have read a good many of the reports, and J 
know that some of them assume facts and some of them but par- 
tially state the whole of a fact, so as to render the general result 
misleading. But I will read this language. It is the language of 
barter and sale, of conveyance, and of consideration: 

n consideration of the valua fran oncessi 
oma to the company by this —F stig Be. 8 Ee a 

Now mark the words— 
in shares— 

That means stocks— 
bonds—— 


Mr. MORGAN. That is 12 per cent. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam not calculating percentage where a ques- 
tion of national honor is concerned. 

Mr. MORGAN. _I wish to know what it is. 

Mr. DANIEL. The contracttells what itis. It says “shares” 
and distinguishes them from bonds; it says ‘‘ bonds” and distin. 
guishes them from certificates; it says ‘‘ certificates,” and then it 
puts in a blanket clause, ‘‘ or other securities "— 
oe Go company mee: mame to raise the corporate capital, 6 per cent of 

It is not proposed by the pending bill to give to Nicaragua any- 
thing of value for these concessions. I think that if wo have 
right to mortgage the property of Nicaragua, we should first pay 
her the purchase money provided for in the contract under which 
we claim it. 

These bonds are the capital stock of the company. They are 

rovided for to enable this lame duck of a corporation to revive 
itself long enough to receive a subsidy and then to vanish from 
the scene of action and leave the whole anne it to the United 
States, and 70 per cent of the stock, as a gift, is presented 
to the United States. I might observe, by the way, that the 
United States ought to remember in receiving it the old adage, 
‘**Never look a gift horse in the mouth.” She is to receive 7) per 
cent. How much is Nicaragua to receive under this bill even of 
the stock and of the bonds, which are mentioned next to the stock, 
for Nicaragua has shown some prudence and some forecast in 
her dealing with this corporation? She has used legal terms in 
their common and ordinary meaning. What did she mean when 
she said bonds to be issued by the company? What could she 
have meant except bonds issued upon the assets of the company 
to raise the capital? 
The Senator acknowledges that not one dollar of those bonds, 
not 6 per cent, nor any per cent, is provided to be paid to Nica 


ragua. 

Mtr. MORGAN. No, I do not. 
aan ees Yet he ee 4 the same time that he — 

is great Government to e Nicaragua recognize our rights. 
Look how these bonds are dealt with in this bill! 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me for just a second, 
I will make a statement to him. If the Senator desires the lan- 
guage of that concession to go into the pending bill, the commit- 
tee are perfectly willing to put it in, because they have nothing 10 
the bill to the contrary of it. Wewill put that fanguage into the 
bill, so that Ni will get all she is entitled to. ; 
Mr. DANIEL. I should certainly insist, for the honor of this 
country —— 

Mr. MORGAN. It is in there now. 

Mr. DANIEL. For the right of fair dealing between man and 
man, that no bill should pass this body which does not recognize 
the plain rights of Nicaragua. But I am not ready to give 
Ni $6,000,000 for this right. 

Now let us read section 9 of the bill: 

That to secure the macane to contact ad comeiets said canal, and tomest 
the expenditures made on account thereof, the Maritime Canal Company 
of Nicaragua is hereby authorized to issue coupon or registered bonds, 
both, of the said company. 2 
So, then, these bonds are issued for the very purpose of raising 
the means to construct the canal. They so describe themselves™ 


- 
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the bill which we are asked to pass. 4 
instrument of their creation the corporate capital provided for 


They become by the very 


the purpose of ok and executing the corporate scheme. 
They are defined in the bill just as they were in the contemplation 
of the State of Nicaragua when she issued this contract. Does 
the Senator imagine that the Senate of the United States, with a 
steel pen and a bottle of ink, can transmogrify $100,000,000 of 
stock, 99 per cent of which is pure, unadulterated water, intocap- 
ital stock when it has no existence as such save in the anticipatory 
imaginations of gentlemen who suppose that the law can create 
it? Mr. President, do we suppose that the enlightened judgment 
of this age, the fair conscience of reasonable men, would for a 
moment support the United States in its attempt to palm off upon 
a sister republic worthless stock created in the imagination of 
legislators, printed at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and 
more valuable for the pictures upon it than for any pecuniary pos- 
sibility that will ever attach to its sion? Can we bury it 
under a mortgage out of sight, where it can only hope that the 
trump of resurrection will reach it in the dim by and by, ignore 
the obligation and give her any percentage of the bonds, walk off 
with her proprietary right, the most interesting feature in her 
prospective civilization, and sit down and content ourselves that 
we have done a wise and a good ae 

This bill, Mr. President, is impossible of passage. It would be 
a disgrace, a shame, a blotch, and a smirch to the statute books 
of the United States. We had as soon repudiate our national 
debts or anything that rests upon the obligation and conscience 
of this nation as to go hunting amongst the South American Re- 
publics for some smaller nation at whose minister we may point 
in safety the finger of ridicule, and over whose weak army and 
navy we may shake the menacing fist of a despotic and — 
uous neighbor, and when we have found it repudiate effectually 
the engagements made with it. 

With my idea, sir, of the bill, without impugning the integrity 
of the views of anyone who sees it otherwise, I would as soon 
organize a band of pickpocketsto plunder visitors tothe Capitol as 
totreat Nicaragua in this unpr ented, disrespectful, and oppres- 
sive manner. 

I propose to place on record one more objection of the minister 


from Central erica to the proposed passage of the bill. He 
Bays: 


The company, by Article XIV of the aforesaid contract, has contracted the 
solemn obligation to construct at its own expense within the term of three 
years, reckoned from the commencement of the work upon the interoceanic 
canal, a navigable canal between e Managua and the navigable part of 
the Tipitapa River, near Pasquier, of sufficient dimensions to admit of the 
free p of vessels drawing 6 feet, and of 150 feet in length. That term 
expired a long time ago, but the company, notwithstanding the most earnest 
solicitation, has made no pretense of mee that obligation, or of definitivel 
avaane the compensation which it ought to pay in order to be Guhasaet 

eretrom. 


Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a 
moment to say that Mr. Baker, the minister from the United 
States to Nicaragua, came in contact with this subject and wrote 
a letter to Mr. Gresham which I read here this morning, in which 
he says that Nicaragua made a pretense of trying to forfeit its 
charter and did declare it forfeited upon that ground, and after 
he had an interview with that minister and brought him in con- 
tact with the facts Nicaragua withdrew the objection. The presi- 
dent of the Maritime Company has alsostated here in a paper which 
was read to-day, that Nicaragua twice after that contract was 
made insisted upon the deepening of the canal, first to a certain 
depth and then to a certain other depth, and has never made the 
grant of the land to it a condition precedent of building the Tipi- 
tapa Canal, and the nonbuilding of the Tipitapa Canal is only a 

uestion whether the company was in default as to the sum of 
Lemages and has no relation at all to the right of forfeiture. 
_ Mr. DAN TEL. Mr. President, here is another lawsuit, and that 
isall I have tosay on this point. Iam not going to discuss whether 
the — has forfeited its rights under this provision or not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Your minister says it has. 

Mr. DANIEL. The minister says it has; he has entered his 
caveat here, If it is forfeited, if he is correct, our work in pass- 
ing this bill would be vain. The contract provides that such a 
question shall be submitted to arbitration. Again I say, we can 
not ignore that contract. We can not refuse to subunis to arbi- 
tration things not involving the national honor, which we have 
fered on, and that the person under whom we claim has agreed 

submit to arbitration. The whole case from beginning to end 
la €8 with either forfeitures or all forfeitures. ere is & 

wsuit in almost every section of the bill. In conclusion, the 
minister says: 
pri, the Plan involved in the new form which the bills devise for the enter- 
} is and n paiies eo of it in y. 
directors of eleven members, while in its relations 
it may always claim full ty as the holder of the 
having none of the means necessary to enable it to meet 


I do not know whether the story be true or not, but I read ina 
newspaper not long ago that some lady whose husband was get- 
ting a large pension from the Government was bereaved of her 
helpmate, and that, in her exigency, being more afflicted by the 
loss of the pension that came to him than by his departure for 
another and a better world, she obtained some simulacrum of his 
figure, dressed it up in his old clothes, and had it occasionally taken 
out of bright evenings for an airing, in order that she might keep 
up the impression that he was still alive and might still receive 
the emolument and benefaction that came to him. 

That idea, Mr. President, was the model upon which this bill 
was builded. The Maritime Canal Company appears before the 
Senate of the United States with a certain lot of worthless stock 
in a bankrupt corporation. It sells that stock out to the United 
States for $4,500,000. It retires from the directorate aud the 
management. It has some fancy stock created by a new bill, 
presents it as a gratuity to the United States, buries it under a 
mortgage where it can never be found, disposes of that mortgage, 
in the first place, to solace itself for its own bereavement, calls 
the United States ‘the Maritime Canal Company,” introduces it 
into a contract which says the cession shall not be granted to any 
foreign government, and repudiates the one thing that lies at the 
bottom, the consideration and purchase money promised as the 
condition of the original grant. 

Mr. President, if the United States is ready to engage in the 
bunko business we ought to pass sucha bill. if the United States 
oa to deal fairly with a foreign nation, it can not pass the 

ill. In my humble judgment, we ought not to pass the bill. If 
none of these objections could be made to it, I can not conceive 
of anything more improvident, of anything more unwarranted, of 
anything more impolitic, of anything more uneconomical, of any- 
thing more extravagant than to embark in giving a subsidy of 
$100,000,000 to any corporation, to any person, with the expecta- 
tion that it will build the Nicaragua Canal. 

After we have built it who is to get the benefit of it? By the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty with Great Britain, which some say is 
extant between us and Great Britain and some say is not, and 
also by a treaty of Nicaragua with Great Britain, whether the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty is extant or not, that canal is to be opened 
to the world upon the same terms that it is opened to us. After 
we have borne all the heat and burden of the day, after we have 
poured millions into what may prove a Serbonian bog, the whole 
world is to step up and get exactly the same advantages from it 
that we have, and the rival which the Senator warns us to fear— 
Great Britain herself—is to have all the advantages which we alone 
are to pay for. We are to gain no exclusive right or public priv- 
ilege. e armies of Great Britain, which my friend thinks 
should be held at a distance, are to have a right to protect it and 
pass through it and camp by it. The armies of Great Britain are 
to have the right to come there and protect it and guard it. The 
navies of Great Britain are to have the right, under the treaty 
with Nicaragua, independent of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, to 
sail through it. They are to be exempt from blockade at each 
port, on the one side and upon the other. We are to construct a 
canal with our own money, and it is then to be thrown open, pro 
bono publico, and put at the beck and call and use of the very 
nation which, as some conceive, is our great rival in the commerce 
of the future. 

Great Britain does not conduct her schemes exactly upon that 
basis. She is a little more modest, I think, about building the 
Nicaragua Canal than my friend conceives. I can not imagine 
anything better for Great Britain than that this bill should pass 
and that we should build the canal and then throw it open for 
her to use it. We will have the name of the thing and she will 
have the thing. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, we ought to call some halt to indis- 
criminate and vague appropriations. When have spent this hun- 
dred million dollars there is no man who can tell how many more 
hundred million dollars we have got tospend. Three engineers 
whom we have sent there, the only three persons who have ever 
gone over that whole difficult line, 170 miles long, swamp, moun- 
tain, rock, and water—-— 

Mr. MORGAN. They did not go over it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then nobody has gone over it. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is acanal surveyed and nobody has been 
over it! 

Mr. DANIEL. Somuchthe worse. I had hoped that they had 
at least taken a bird’s-eye view. But we are going to make an 
appropriation of $100,000,000 as the initial step in an enterprise 
when as yet the United States has not been represented, accord- 
ing to the chairman of the select committee, by anybody who has 
gone over and inspected the enterprise and made even a reason- 
able guess as to what it would cost. 

Mr. MORGAN. I never made any such statement as that. 

Mr. DANIEL. You say they have not gone over it. They say 
that nobody else has gone over it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not say nobody else had gone over it. 
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Mr. DANIEL. No; you did not, and I did not mean to say you 
did. I say that Colonel Ludlow says no other engineers have gone 
over it. 

Mr. MORGAN. You spoke of the statement of the chairman of 
the committee. 

Mr. DANIEL. And nobody representing exclusively the United 
States has ever gone over the whole and surveyed it and given us 
an estimate of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Virginia does not really 
know, I think, what the facts are. Two surveys have been made 
over this line by the engineer officers of the Government of the 
United States and paid for by the Government. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will give my er for my statement. If 
the Senator will read the report of Colonel Ludlow—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I have read it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well; you will see in that report the state- 
ment of Colonel Ludlow that these three enigineers are the only 
ones who have ever gone from one end to the other of that line. 
Does the Senator deny that? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not deny it. I say Ido not think he made 
the statement; and I utteriy deny that his statement is liable to 
any such grotesque interpretation. Ican bring into the Senate 
Chamber the book—— 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I am not yielding for the Sena- 
tor to make a speech. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to make a statement of fact. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not think you have a right to do it in my 
speech. 

MM r. MORGAN. Very good, sir; then do not say that I have 
said so and so. 

Mr. DANIEL. I did not mean to say you said it. I expressed 
myself rather beyond my intention. I say that Colonel Ludlow 
said it; his statement will be found in the Senator’s report on 
this subject, page 169; and I do not know, sir, that Colonel Lud- 
low, who spent thirty-four days there, does not know as much 
about the situation as the Senator from Alabama. The fact is, I 
think, that nobody knows the full and true situation. These three 
engineers can not by possibility have fully estimated that canal of 
170 miles in thirty-four days. 

Mr. MORGAN. How did they do it, then? 

Mr. DANIEL. They guessed at it, like everybody else has been 
guessing at it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. DANIEL. I mean anything but a rough estimate. They 
guessed that it would cost about $133,000,000, and then they ex- 
pressed regret that they had not said $150,000,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. Only one of them. 

Mr. DANIEL. Colonel Ludlow, the chairman, said so. We 
can only get our information like the Senator from Alabama, 
secondhand. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I will bring the 
books into this Chamber here and show the survey. 

Mr. DANIEL. Oh, I can bring the booksin here and show sur- 
veys of one sort and another. The Senator will see that Messrs. 
Noble and Endicott say as to the surveys that they are unreliable; 
that they are full of mistakes. For instance, Mr. Endicott says as 
to the anterior surveyors: 

They made a mistake of a million cubic yards in the rock excavation in 
the San Juan River. This amounts to $5,000,000 increase in the estimates. 
They have reduced the price of rock excavation in the river from $5 to $3in 
their last estimates, making an increase of $3,000,000, according to their own 

rice. Then they made an error of about 1,000,000 cubic yards in the dredg- 
ng in earth in the San Juan River, and anerror of about half a million cubic 
yards of dredging in the lake, which amount to about $4,000,000 at the canal 
company’s prices. 

In these few mistakes pointed out in one sentence of Mr. Endi- 
cott vanishes $9,000,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. He discovered all that in twenty-four days, 
and guessed at it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then we are not in a condition to act and spend 
the people’s money if we can not trust the accomplished engineer 
ofticersof the United States, selected with care, standing high, and 
as reputable in their profession as the hired agents of the corpora- 
tion who expect to get the benefit of this appropriation—more in- 
dependent in their relation to it, less diverted by the magnetism 
of self-interest. If we can not trust them, we can not trust the 
other surveys. I am not here to put reliance upon them. My 
faith is not as great as that of the Senator from Alabama. My 
imagination is not as reliable as the imagination of the Senator 
from Alabama. But Isay when we propose to tax the people of 
the United States by an initial step of $100,000,000, and when we 
know that it is opening the door in all probability, in all fair hu- 
man expectation, in accordance with the statement of our engi- 
neers, in accordance with the anticipations and eee of the 
very committee which recommends us to the e iture of many 
more millions, that.it is time to pause and not to buy a lawsuit 
in which we can in no event recover anything, but can only be 
mulcted in damages and in costs. 
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Mr. President, the serious condition of our public affairs ought 
to stop this bill, if nothing else did. We have got one elephant 
— our hands now, a subsidized railroad. Ton astonished 
when I see our friends from the great West, who are here in Con. 
gress filling the table with petitions, ing speeches of one sort 
or another, asking that the Government charge, and asking 
for this relief and that from one subsidized corporation, trying {. 
get another white elephant on hand before it has duly provided for 
the one already on hand. 

I believe our situation in this country with special relation to 
our financial affairs is more serious than Con has yet rea-] 
ized. Goupon thestock exchange, and you see Saale strained and 
breaking. Read the commercial reports, and you see thousands, 
tens of thousands, hundreds of thousands of failures. Go into the 
countryside and into the cities, and you see real estate, even in 
Washington and in all the ont commercial cities of the Union, 
going down, down, down. Go out into the country, and you find 
that the agriculturist is in a state of despair. Talk to the work- 
ing classes. You see that some of them are freezing when a cold 
spell comes because they can not get fuel. You find your calen- 
dars covered with bills, with all sorts of legal devices, and inven- 
tions to get relief for one particular class, or one particular sec- 
tion, or one particular lot of men. The railroad companies say 
that their business has been prostrated, and they are here asking 
Congress for a special bill for —— by allowing them to poo!. 
The workingmen are here, and want a commission of twelve men 
to study the problems which concern them. Every interest in the 
United States is up at the doorsof Congress petitioning, beseeching. 
that something be done to relieve their agony in these hard and 
difficult times. one industry seems to ive. Itis the ex- 
penditure of money.. The Treasury has been living in a crisis of 
shocks and spasms ever since prosperity was brought in by the 
President and the able chairman of the Finance Committee through 
the repeal of the Sherman law. That was to be the “open 
sesame” to a long period of prosperity. Three years passed, 
Prosperity did not appear. Then they said wait until we elect a 
Republican President; that would restore confidence; then pros- 
perity would spring in with a bound. After a three-years con- 
tinuance the second event took place. Where is confidence? 
Where is pr rity? We are still chasing the rainbow, and the 
rainbow is still on the top of the next hill, not on the one we have 
climbed or are climbing. 

In this state of affairs, Mr. President, with a living on 
borrowed money, with a financial system which is self-destructive, 
with real estate in all cities and towns being sold for taxes, with 
our people overstrained everywhere in their financial affairs, we 
are asked to a bill to increase the national debt $100,000,000, 
and to give the borrowed funds as a gracious gift to,a bankrupt 
corporation under a protested and possibly worthless concession. 

r. MORGAN. ill the Senator allow me to ask him whether 
he does not think a greater extension of our commerce would have 
some tendency to relieve the people of this terrible condition: 

Mr. DANTEL. If they do not have to pay too much for it, Mr, 
President. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course. 

Mr. DANIEL. And if they have got to pay for it, look for the 
money first. It is not credit that this country wants. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is commerce. 

Mr. DANIEL. It is not credit that our people want, it is cash. 
If the Senator will stick to his last and will get financial measures 
passed through the Senate and concentrate upon that work until 
it is accomplished—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not a cobbler. 

Mr. DANIEL. No, Ido not think you are a ver i one; I 
admit that, if this job be the specimen of work, but [ think it i> 4 
cobbler’s job that we have before us, and a very bad one at that. 

Mr.MORGAN. TheSenator can take care of it certainly if it's. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think so, sir. 

I say a ought first to attend to its most press!n¢ 
question. e fisc is the State. Correct the pocketbook, and the 
other things will begin to correct themselves. Do not let ovr 
Treasury live forever upon borrowed money; do not turn your 
face to the increase of the national debt; do not look toward the 
indefinite expansion of obligations to pay, but look to the means 
and ways ¢ pram. Be like the thrifty housekeeper who «oes 
not spend before he has earned. i: 

Mr. President, it has been three hundred since the Nica- 
raguan Canal made its début upon — attention. There is 10 
danger that that question will pass beyond our jurisdiction. The 
Isthmus is going to stay there. This company has demonstrated 
that we have no rival rushing to accord to it the capital to build 
the canal. . he Gagpoiattag in this 

ermore, whomsoever we may i min 
feelings of the pacishece Conel-Cocemeenal Wiens one irs 
aritime pany icaragua. e irs 

sentence with which the president of the Nicaraguan Canal (0™ 
pany opened his deposition before the committee was the broad 
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statement that he did not come there to advocate the passage of 
this bill or any other bill, and that so long as he was connected 
with the company he would not ask anything from Congress. 
So, then, our attitude is quite singular indeed. The canal com- 
pany do not ask us to do this thing; Nicaragua protests that we 
shall not do this thing; and yet, ex mero motu, at a time when 
cur Treasury is bankrupt, and when our bankrupt people are 
beseeching us to pass a bankruptcy bill to allow them to escape 
from the clutches of eager creditors and officious sheriffs, we are 
. asked to issue more bonds and appropriate $100,000,000 in advance 
of any means of deriving it from taxation. 

Mr. President, I os against adventurous and perilous finan- 
cial schemes like this. It is unworthy of the dignity of a great 
nation to be always borrowing money and allowing its financial 
system to lapse, with no serious and grave effort to correct these 
evils. It is bad policy, condemned by the political economists 
and by the greatest statesmen of all ages. I protest against the 
time of the Senate being consumed; I protest — the Treasury 
being menaced by a bill like this, which would only embark us 
upon a sea Which has no farther shore, in the obligations and bur- 
dens which it would place upon us. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to take the floor on the pending bill, 
and want the opportunity of saying a word. The Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] announced that perhaps he would not be 
here, | think. on to-morrow or some other occasion. He is going 
away, perhaps soon, having some other engagement, and I there- 
fore wish to say before he leaves the Chamber that I am surprised 
that after having borrowed a club from the minister from the 
Greater Republic of Central America with which to demolish this 
corpse, as he described it when he first took the floor, he has not 
informed us in some way or given us some intimation of what he 
proposed to do about a Nicaraguan canal. When these gentle- 
men come foi ward with objections to this bill and with reproaches, 
and throw contumely and scorn and insult and everything of that 
kind upon,the bill, upon all who have advocated it, and upon the 
various committees who have reported it here, I think it is due to 
the American people and to the occasion that they should suggest 
something that they want to do, something that they think is pos- 
sible, something that will take the place of this proposed arrange- 
ment. Nothing has been suggested, so far asI have heard. The 
minister from the Greater Republic of Central America suggests 
that he is willing to treat for the old privileges and rights which 
are under the Zavala-Frelinghuysen treaty. That involves, of 
course, the payment of $4,000,000 to Nicaragua for the privilege. 
It involves also the wasting of four and a half million dollars 
which our people have expended there; it involves the throwing 
away, in a large sense, of three engineering surveys, twoof which 
have been paid for by the Government of the United States and 
the other by this company. 

I think, Mr. President, that these great statesmen, who look at 
these broad questions in such a wonderfully wide view, ought to 
be able to suggest whether there is any plan whatever for the con- 
struction of this canal, or whether they intend to let that Isthmus 
stand unbroken, whether they intend to let the labors of these 
three centuries go without any result at all. 

My identification with fae subject has been entirely for the pur- 
pose of trying to work out for the industrial classes—the farmers, 
the mechanies, the merchants, and shipowners—of this country an 
opportunity to get through to our western coast and the western 
Coast of South America out into the broad Pacific, with its enor- 
mous traffic, and across to the Orient, so that we might have an 
equal show with the other nations of the earth in the endeavor to 
promote our commerce and to give a spur to our ple, so that 
they could work with some hope, some energy, and some profit. 
I have been encouraged in iat hope by the conviction that if the 
United States were to step out now upon a perfectly safe basis and 
take up this work it oualh be but a few weeks or months, perhaps 
even a few days, until every industry in the United States would 
feel the benefit of it. 

Mr. MILLS. Does the Senator want to go on to-night? 

_ Mr. MORGAN. That is all I want to say. I merely want the 
Senator from Virginia to furnish us some plan by which we can 
do this thing, if he has any in his mind. 

= MILLS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


tr. DANTEL. Will the Senator withhold that motion for a 
moment? 


Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL, If the Senator from Alabama will consent to the 
Tecommitment of this bill, I will promise the Senator to confer 
= him about some plan just as soon as our financial system is 
“a Sew ail down, so that we may venture to spend some money 
wath MORGAN. I have waited; I have been on this committee 

seek al been trying to get this bill through for seven or eight 

ae, and the Senator never has had that conference with me yet. 
in pia po to have it after we have restored the monetary s 
“ch @ way as to make the country prosperous—I do not know 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 1175 








— 


when that is going to take place—so that he will then confer with 
me, if we will recommit the bill, at that remote period of time, I 
am sorry I can not make the motion to recommit. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to interfere with this bill, but I 
desire to move—— 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator wait a moment? 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to move an executive session, but I will 
yield if there is any business. 

Mr. PLATT. Just one word with regard to the recommitment 
of the bill, suggested by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. I did not make any motion with regard to it. 

Mr. PLATT. Well, then, the suggestion. It seems to me this 
matter has been long enough before the Senate, so that it ought 
to be disposed of. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think so. 

Mr. PLATT. I believe that every Senator is thoroughly in- 
formed with regard to the situation of this bill, and it does seem 
to me that the Senate ought to come to a vote upon it without 
— considerable delay. 

r. MORGAN. Iam willing. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Connecticut is very much mis- 
taken about it if he thinks there is very much probability that the 
bill is going to come to a final vote at a very early day. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope I am not mistaken. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [heard the Senator from Wisconsin pronounce 
a funeral eulogy upon this measure several days ago, and he cer- 
tainly can not be afraid of a bill that is dead. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 5,000 additional 
copies of the report of the delegates of the United States to the 
Fifth International Prison Congress, held at Paris, July 18, 1895, 
with amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9023) to prevent the spread of contagious diseases 
in the District of Columbia; - 

A bill (H. R. 9099) for the regulation of cemeteries and the dis- 
posal of dead bodies in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 9142) to regulate privies in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution providing for the printing of 6,000 addi- 
tional copies of Bulletin No. 33, United States Department of 
Agriculture, entitled, The Cotton Plant: Its History, Botany, 
Chemistry, Culture, Enemies, and Uses; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States having returned to the House of Representatives, in which 
it originated, the bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to Jonathan 
Scott, with his objections thereto, the House proceeded in pursu- 
ance of the Constitution to reconsider the same, and 


Resolved, That the said bill pass, two-thirds of the House of Representa- 
tives agreeing to pass the same. 


JONATHAN SCOTT—VETO MESSAGE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pen- 
sion to Jonathan Scott, which had been sent by the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the Senate with the objections of the President 
thereto. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the bill, with the accompany- 
ing message, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 9023) to prevent the spread of contagious diseases 
in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 9099) for the regulation of cemeteries and the dis- 
posal of dead bodies in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 9142) to regulate privies in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

THE COTTON PLANT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in cloth 6,0 additional copies of Bulletin No. 33, United 
States De ent of Agriculture, entitled, The Cotton Plant: Its History 
Botany, C eS Enemies, and Uses; of which 2,000 copies shall 
befor the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-eight minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 
o'clock and 48 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-mor- 
row, Wednesday, January 27, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 26, 1897. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 


Second Lieut. Samuel Burkhardt, jr., Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant, January 1, 1897, vice Wooley, Tenth Infantry, 
resigned. 

Second Lieut. James Edward Normoyle, Twenty-third Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant, January 6, 1897, vice Devol, Twenty-fifth 
Infantry, appointed assistant quartermaster, who resigns his line 
commission. 

Second Lieut. Robert Alexander, Seventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, January 7, 1897, vice McCarthy, Twelfth Infantry, 
appointed assistant quartermaster, who resigns his line commis- 
sion. 

POSTMASTERS. 

C. E. Dingle, to be postmaster at Woodland, in the county of 
Yolo and State of California, in the place of Frank M. Rahm, 
whose commission expires February 1, 1897. 

Z. T. Carroll, to be postmaster at Rolfe, in the county of Poca- 
hontas and State of Iowa, in the place of George F. Spence, whose 
commission expired January 14, 1897. 

John H. Kuehl, to be postmaster at Charter Oak, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Iowa, in the place of J. J. McWilliams, 
whose commission expired January 14, 1897. 

John Henning, to be postmaster at Emporia, in the county of 
Lyon and State of Kansas, in the place of Judge M. McCown, 
removed. 

William W. Helm, to be 
of Campbell and State of 
removed. 

B. R. Doody, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of Nor- 
folk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Fred E. Holmes, 
whose commission expired February 9, 1896. 

Joshua H. Alexander, to be postmaster at Troy, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Missouri, in the place of L. H. Mohr, whose 
commission expired December 14, 1896. 


stmaster at Newport, in the county 
entucky, in the place of J. J. Hetsch, 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 26, 1897. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 

William Crow McCreery, of Missouri, to be collector of internal 

revenue for the First district of Missouri. 
POSTMASTERS. 

George E. Oberholtzer, to be postmaster at Clay City, in the 
county of Clay and State of Indiana. 

Virginia Jones, to be postmaster at Cortland, in the county of 
Cortland and State of New York. 

Mary P. Dixon, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county 
of Troup and State of Georgia. 

R. O. Cresap, to be postmaster at Lakeland, in the county of 
Polk and State of Florida. 

Felix C. Williams, to be tmaster at Hamilton, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Texas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 26, 1897. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupDeEN. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House, for change of reference, 
the bill (S. 3491) granting an increase of pension to Capt. John W. 
Dodd; which, having been erroneously referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, was, by unanimous consent, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

REPORT OF INTERNATIONAL PRISON CONGRESS. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the Senate resolution which I send to the desk. It has been 
cor3idered by the House Committee on Printing, and I desire to 
report it with certain amendments, with which I ask it may be 
adopted. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurri 
be printed 5,000 additional copies of Senate Document No. 181, of the first 
session of the Fifty-fourth Con , being the report of the delegates of the 
United States to the Fifth Internati Prison Congress, held at Paris 
France, in July, 18%; 1,000 copies for the Senate, 2,000 copies for the House of 
Representatives, and 2,000 copies for distribution by the Secre of State, 


The amendments reported by the Committee on Printing werg 
read, as follows: 


Strike out “1,000 copies for the Senate” and insert in lieu thereof “599 
copies for the Senate.” 

trike out ‘2,000 copies for the House of Representatives” and insert in 
lieu thereof “1,000 copies for the House of Representatives.” 

Strike out ‘2,000 copies for distribution by the Secretary of State” ang 
~“— amet thereof ‘3,500 copies for distribution by the Secretary of State.” 

as to read: 

“Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), T 
there be printed 5,000 additional copies of Senate Document No. ist. of 
first session of the Fifty-fourth Con the report of the delegates 
of the United States to the Prison Co 


), That there 


gress, being 
] Fifth International mgress, held at 
Paris, France, in July, 1895; 500 copies for the Senate, 1,000 copies for the House 
of Representatives, and 3,500 copies for distribution by the Secretary of 


State.” 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera 
tion of the resolution. 

nee reported by the Committee on Printing were 

ado ; 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


THE COTTON PLANT. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I now, on behalf of the commit- 
tee, desire to present the resolution which I send to the desk, and 
ask to have it considered. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of, Reprecentasiaes (the Senate concurring), That 
there be printed and bound in cloth 6,000 additional copies of Bulletin No. 33, 
United States Department of Agriculture, entitled The Cotton Plant: Its His- 
tory, Botany, Chemistry, Culture, Enemies, and a, which 2,000 copies 

r 


shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies fo: use of the House of 
Representatives. 
eed to. 


The resolution was 
On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MRS. LUCY ALEXANDER PAYNE. 


Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take up for present consideration the bill (S. 1501) granting an 
increase of pension to Mrs. Lucy Alexander Payne, widow of 
— J. Scott Payne, Fifth United States Cavalry. 

e SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 
he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to put the name of Mrs. Lucy Alexander Payne, 


widow of Capt. J. Scott Payne, Fifth United States Ca on the pension 
roll, at $50 per month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 


Mr. MEREDITH. I ask for the reading of the report, whichis 


yng brief. 
he report was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. I object. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I wanted to ask the gentleman 
from Virginia if this claim had been considered at the regular 
Friday night sessions? —— 

Mr. MEREDITH. This, I will say to the gentleman, is a Sen- 
ate bill which has oe by eg tay rere a an ——- 
ment 8 ting a change from fifty to thirty dollars per mon‘h, 
as tained in the report. It passed the Senate originally, fixing tle 
amount at $50, but the commiitee cut it down as I have stated. 
It is a very meritorious case, and I am sure there can be no objec 
tion to its ent consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been made. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I did not understand the gentleman to 


object. 

Mr. TALBERT. I only wanted to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that these bills ought to be considered at the 
ar time fixed for their consideration. ; 

e SPEAKER. But the gentleman from California objected. 
JERE SMITH. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5128) to increase the pet 
sion of Jere Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
directed 


and to the name of Jere a sergeant of Company F’, Thir” 
teenth ent of Tennessee Cavalry, on the pension iat the ? rate of $35 
per month, in lieu of the pension he is now ving. - 


Mr. TALBERT. Reserving the t to object, I will ask for 
the readin af the renort im that esbe®” 
Mr LINNEY. I will read the report. 
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Several MEMBERS. Let it be read from the desk. 
Mr. LINNEY. Very well; I ask the Clerk to read it. 
The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5128) to increase to $35 per month the pension of Jere Smith, late sergeant, 
Company F, Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers, having carefully 
examined and considered the facts presented, a as 

Jere Smith enlisted September 22, 1863, and was honorably harged May 


Claimant filed soueetion for pension July 8, 1890, and April 8, 1891, under 
act of June 27, 1890, alleging injury to back, injury to right foot, Crepegaia, 
and rheumatism, which was allowed December 2, 1890, at $8 per month from 
July 8, 1890, for injury of right foot and back and dyspepsia. The claim for 
ss was rejected February 6, 1893, on the ground of no ratable dis- 
ability shown. 

The board at Charlotte, N. C,, August 12, 1891, rate him four-fifths for in- 
jury to right foot, one-fifth for injury to back, one-fourth for injury to shoul- 
der, and nothing for dyspepsia. 

The facts shown in testimony are that claimant was sent to Knoxville 
Tenn., to procure rations for his company, and while there accidentally fell 
from a window about 20 feet to the ground, injuring his back and foot, about 
the night of November 12, 1864, and that upon the following night the whole 
brigade, including claimant, were taken prisoners, sent to Danville, and 
thence to Libby n and kept in confinement three months on short ra- 
tions and no medical treatment, and has suffered ever since with the injuries 
and rheumatism; and Dr. R. B. Killian testifies, February 1, 1896, that he has 
examined him and finds him suffering with dyspepsia, which causes a dis- 
ability of one-third; also an injury to foot, causing one-fourth disability, and 
an injury to back, which has caused a total disability. 

In view of the facts presented the committee recommend the a of 
the bill with an amendment striking out “ thirty-five,” in line 6, and inserting 
“twelve” in lieu thereof. 


Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to make 
a very brief statement to the House with reference to this matter. 

If there ever was a meritorious bill presented for the considera- 
tion of this body, this, I think, is one, as shown by the committee's 
report. Mr. Smith, the pensioner named in the bill, lived about 
the center of the western part of the State of North Carolina. 
I myself can well recall the facts, when a boy, of listening to the 
earnest discussions between Mr. Smith and C. Stewart, esq., an 
able and intelligent gentleman, and one of the best conversation- 
alists I have ever heard in my life, on the various questions re- 
lating to the right of a State to secede from the Union. Mr. 
Smith, then but a young man about 20 years of age, contested the 
right as claimed, although Mr. Stewart, a distinguished and able 
man, and others of his character shaped the views entertained 





generally by the people of my State at that time on this question.’ 


And allow me to say, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
that the views of these t men had infiuence even upon great 
men like Robert E. Lee and the lordly Senators who maintained 
the rightof secession. General Lee admitted it, the lordly Slidell 
admitted it, and the people all admit the influence that this had 
upon their action in connection with the question; and while the 
idea of going with our own sections was not the only thing that 
controlled men in casting their fortunes with the South, it never- 
theless had its influence on all of us. 

When a boy, Mr. Smith resided near the center, as I have said, 
of the western part of the State of North Carolina, the home of 
Branch and Pender and the polished Pettigrew and Reuben 
Campbell, but he had the courage, the manliness, and the patriot- 
ism to move from that part of the State and join the Federal 
Army in support of what he believed to be a question of right. 
He fought gallantly until the close of the war, being, I believe, 
promoted to the rank of sergeant. 

This, gentlemen, is a case of total disability, as shown by the 
report, which I understand in the legal sense is equivalent to the 
loss of a limb; and yet we only ask an increase of this man’s pen- 
sion from eight to twelve dollars a month. I seems to me that it 
ought to be $35, the amount originally proposed in the bill, and I 
think I will ask the Honse to vote down the amendment and give 
the original sum. There is no case more meritorious, if there is 
one as meritorious, that has ever been considered by the House. 

I will ask the House, then, to vote down the amendment—— 

Mr. LOUD. I would s t to the gentleman that if he pro- 
ro . ~~ that course I shall have to object to the consideration 

e . 

Mr. LINNEY. Very well, then; let me have the billas amended. 
[Laughter. 

The SP 
of the bill? 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee was eed to, and the bill 
as amended ordered to be engrossed and a third time; and it 
Was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


BVT. MAJ. GEN, ALEXANDER STEWART WEBB. 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 


ee for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1106) to place 
leut. Col. and Bvt. a Gen. Alexander Stewart Webb on the 
retired list of the United States Army. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the t of the United States be, and he 
thre Sense suthorized to nominate by and with the advice and consent of 
iaunteers and Heutenant-colonel i major-generel, United States 
» & Heutenant-colonel, and to place him on the retired list of the Army 


Is there objection to the present consideration 
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with that rank and pay. the retired list being thereby increased in number 

to that extent; and all laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are sus- 

nded for this purpose only: Provided, That from and after the passage of 
act no pension shall be paid to the said Alexander S. Webb. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to interpose an objec- 
tion for the time being. I should like to know from the gentle- 
man who presents this bill why General Webb should be placed 
on the retired list. My understanding is that he voluntarily re- 
tired from the service to take a larger salary in civil life; and if 
that is so, I do not see any reason why he should now get the 
benefit that comes to a man who remains in the service. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I will make a statement. 

Mr. Speaker, General Webb was a graduate of West Point, I 
think in the class of 1854. When the war broke out he was pro- 
moted to be brigadier-general and brevet major-general of volun- 
teers. His services were among those of the best. He received 
several wounds during the war, and on the 12th of May, 1864, in 
the battle of the Wilderness, at what was known as the ‘“‘ Bloody 
Angle,” he received a very serious wound, which has affected him 
ever since and prevented him from performing many of the duties 
that would have naturally fallen to him in the positions he has 
occupied. 

Mr. TALBERT. Is this claimant now drawing a pension? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I do not know. If so, he is draw- 
ing $30 a month. I can nottell you. This bill provides that he 
shall not hereafter draw any pension. General Webb was, in the 
reorganization of the Army after the war, promoted to the rank 
of lieutenant-colonel in one of the regiments known as invalid 
regiments. It was the policy of Congress at the close of the war 
to give generous recognition to a number of distinguished offi- 
cers, when the Army was increased. Later, when the regiments 
were consolidated, most of them were placed on the retired list. 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Do I understand this distinguished soldier retired from the 
Army and went into civil life, and that now you want to take up 
: civilian and put him on the retired list? Is that the state of 

acts? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I will make a statement so plain 
that my friend will get all the facts. 

Mr. COX. How long is it since he retired from military life to 
civil life? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I will endeavor to answer in my 
statement the inquiries of my friend from Tennessee [ Mr. Cox}, 

At the close of the war, at the time these regiments were con- 
solidated, very many officers were ordered before retiring boards, 
that they might be retired under provisions of law which author- 
ized their retirement as of the highest rank which they had held 
in the volunteer service. Many officers serving in the line and in 
the field in the reorganization of the Regular Army were retired as 
brigadier-generals. General Webb went before a retiring board, 
but by some failure the medical testimony in his case was not 
furnished to the board, and on his personal appearance and a 
brief examination he was declared not unfit to perform military 
duty. He was advised by many officers of the Army and by his 
family physician that to go out to the plains and_ join his regi- 
ment while suffering from injuries incurred in action would be 
fatal to him, and he resigned from the Army. He was not long 
after elected to the presidency of the College of the City of New 
York. In that position General Webb has received a larger salary 
than he would have received as a lieutenant-colonel in the Army 
and somewhat more than that of a retired general officer. He 
would have been retired at the close of the war as a brigadier- 
general had the facts all been known to the retiring board, be- 
cause when the medical evidence was sent to the retiring board 
the members examined the papers and reviewed their decision 
which they had given upon his application, and said that they had 
done General Webb an injustice in refusing to retire him. Tho 
evidence of that fact I have here in the statements of two mem- 
bers of that board—Surg. Gen. John Moore, United States Army, 
and Colonel Gardner, United States Army—both of whom are on 
the retired list of the Army. 

Mr. LOUD. May I ask the gentleman, without interrupting, 
how old this gentleman is? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Ithink heis probably 64 or 66 years 
of age. 

Mr. LOUD. He is liable to live to a good old age, regardless of 
the injuries he received in the service. He has lived thirty years 
or more already since then, has he not? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. He is in feeble health at this time. 

Mr. LOUD. I expect that I shall be when I get to be tliat old. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. His r health is the result of 
injuries received in the service, which disables him from perform- 
ing much of the labor which would naturally be performed by a 
man of his age in ordinary health. 

Mr. LOUD. Many men die before they reach that age. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Isthis man president of a college now? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. He is. 
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Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Is he not receiving a large salary in 
that position? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I do not know what his salary is. 
It might be considered large in some sections, but not large when 
considered in connection with the attendant expenses. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Did he resign for the purpose of tak- 
ing that ition? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. He did not resign to take the po- 
sition. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Hissalaryis not exceeding $5,000—— 

Mr. ERDMAN. I object to further discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania objects to 
further discussion. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas has a privileged 
question. 

. Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I will withhold it until the next bill is 
considered. 


THOMAS J. SHEPPARD. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consideration 
of the bill (41. R. 6368) for the relief of Thomas J. Sheppard. 
- The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas Thomas J. Sheppard, of Sandusky, Ohio, then first sergeant of 
Company E, Ninety-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry in the war 
of the rebellion, being ——— while participating in a night attack upon 
the Confederate lines at Kenesaw Mountain, June 17, 1864, and being at the 
date of capture an ordained minister of the g& l, on being confined at the 
Confederate prison known as Andersonville did faithfully, omeenenee and 
without expectation of reward, conduct religious meetings, visit the sick and 
dying, hold funeral services, and thus perform voluntarily the duties of a 
chaplain during the ten months and ten days of his imprisonment; and 

hereas the said Thomas J. areas is now in his sixty-first year and 
dependent for support on his clerical labors: Therefore, in recognition of his 
services to his country and his suffering comrades, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the name of the said Thomas J. Sheppard be placed 
on the roll of army chaplains, from June 23, 1864, the date of his entering 
Andersonville prison, to June 23, 1865, with such rank and compensation as 
provided by law. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? bin : 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, has this bill been considered in 
Committee of the Whole? Is it on the Calendar now? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is on the Calendar. ; 

Mr. ERDMAN. Has it been considered in Committee of the 
Whole? 

Mr. HARRIS. That Ican not tell you. Not tomy knowledge. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. ERDMAN,. Then I object. 


JOHN F. M’RAE. 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 610) for the relief of John F. McRae. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to John F. McRae, of the county of Telfair, in 
the State of Georgia, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the sum of $462. for services rendered as deputy United States marshal 
of Georgia in the year 1859. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. _I would like to hear the report. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I would like to hear some explanation of the 
bill. That seems to be in 1859. 

The report (by Mr. DENNY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 610) enti- 
tled “A bill for the relief of John F. McRae,” submit the following report: 

The claimant was in 1859 a deputy United States marshal, and the United 
States court of which he was an officer sat in the city of Savannah, Ga. Dur- 
ing that year the ship Wanderer landed a cargo of Africans on the Georgia 
coast. nder the stringent laws for the suppression of the African slave 
trade, the circuit court of the United States a very important jurisdic- 
tion, and this deputy marshal, in pursuance of his duty, arrested and seized 
thirty-six of these Africans while smuggled into the interior as slaves. 
This claim is for this service, and for the expense of keeping these Africans 
for fourteen days. No interest is included. The propetf officer of the Treas- 
ury Department reports that this claim was never presented for payment. 
The confusion growing out of the war probably caused this omission. 

We recommend that the bill pass. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire what eventu- 
ally became of these Africans. Did they return to Africa, or go 
into gd 

Mr. MEREDITH. They were freed by Mr. Lincoln’s proclama- 
tion, I 7 § 

Mr. T RNER of Georgia. I did not hear the gentleman's 


inquiry. 

Mr. HARDY. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Georgia what eventually became of these Africans that this mar- 
shal arrested. Were they returned to Africa? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. They were set free; and I think 
were, at the expense of the Government, returned to Africa or 
ene of the islands of the sea. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere Be to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] e Chair hears none. 


The bill was ordered to be for a third ing; 
being coun it was ingly read the third tine _ 


passed. 
On motion of Mr. TURNER of Georgia, a motion to reconsid 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. z 


CLARA W. STAGG. 


Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consideration 
of the resolution I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resol etc., That the bill (H. R. 8873) for the relief of Clara W. Stage 
widow of 8. Stage. deceased, with all the accom aying papers, be 
referred to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts unter of the 
act of March 3, 1887, generally known as the Act. 

Mr. HULICK. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. WiLson of Ohio) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8873) 
fw ~ relief ot — W. Stagg, widow of Jesse S. Stagg, deceased, submit 

This is.a claim for $502.04 all to be due Jesse S. , deceased, 
first euistent Sabeenan the U. 5. Ss Steer -or 


his share of 
m accruing from the capture of the rams and Swap- 
r by the C. 8. 8. Switzerland, near Mem Tenn, June 6, 1862. ; 
The claim was examined, adjusted, and allowed by the Fourth Auditor of 
the Treasury Department paid to one L W. on a@ power of 
a dated July 23, 1872. The claimant alleges said payment was mado 
to the said Bausman without his knowledge or authority, and for which he 
has never received any benefit. 

Your committee is of the opinion that the claim should be referred to the 
Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the terms of the act approved 
March 3, 1887, poate known as the Tucker Act, and report herewith a 
resolution to that effect and recommend its passage. 


— et nt Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to — if there were any other 
parties who claimed prize money and got it? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes, sir; other officers upon the same vessel 
claimed it and it was awarded. This was awarded to him also, 
but without his authority, knowledge, or consent it was drawn by 
this man Bausman on a forged power of attorney. The question 
of forgery was not gone into. e committee thought they would 
not take the time to do that, but simply refer the matter to the 
Court of Claims for a finding. The only question is the forgery 
of the power of attorney by this man Bausman. The reason why 
they made no claim for it was that this officer, Stagg, did not know 
anything about this claim. He lost his sight entirely, and for ten 

ears prior to his death he was totally blind. He left a widow. 

e was advised of this sum being there, and was notified that it 
had been drawn by Bausman on a f power of attorney. Be- 
fore the death of the husband, in an affidavit he said that he knew 
oe about it, that it was never authorized, and that it was a 

orgery. 
Mr. PAYNE. Who presented the claim? 

Mr. HULICK. This man Bausman, who was then living in 
Washington, formerly, possibly, from Pittsburg. She knows 
nothing about him. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did Bausman act for any of the other officers? 

Mr. HULICK. I do not know about that. His history is un- 
known to this widow. She knows nothing about the man. 

Mr. PAYNE. How long did he draw it? 

Mr. HULICK.. He drew it on July 23, 1872, on this forged 
power of attorney. This man left no property. The widow has 
=e in the world except to depend upon her relatives. 

Mr. PAYNE. This occurred twenty-five years ago? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. It seems that the Government of the United 
States, having paid this twenty-five years ago, ought not to be 
called upon to examine the question now. 

Mr. LICK, Very well; she knew ee it, and if his 
name was a forgery, without her authority, or husband's au- 
thority, or without any fault on their part, the Government is 1n 
the position of a national bank or any other bank when it pays 
out money on a forged order. 

Mr. PAYNE. Buta national bank would have the statute of 
limitations. 

Mr. HULICK. Oh, no. : 

Mr. TALBERT. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 4 
question? 

Mr. HULICK. Certainly. 
Mr. TALBERT. What became of the man who committed the 


for; ? 
Mr. HULICK. I do not know anything about him; and this 
y, the beneficiary in this bill, knows nothing about him, and 
oes not know where he came from. 


Mr. TALBERT. Do they know nothing about him? Was he 
a lawyer? 


me HULICK. Well,I ar he sp a aes. [Laught: rd 
the two are §' us, eman’s question is answere"; 

ot a lawyer. 
but, for the credit of the profession, T hope he was n 4 ia 


Is there objection present 
of this bill? 
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Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from New York can 
satisfy his conscience in respect to this bill, can not satisfy mine, 
so 1 must object. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on 




















strongly tends to the conclusion reached. If restored to the 
such restoration still be “su hte egounnengcns Naiietens 
the pension laws,” and he would not be ex t from further investigation 
circumstances or ne’ developed facts justified such a course. 
Whatever may be of the case, however, I am advised by the 
Ponaion Burenn thet the bill, if #t become a inw in ite pecsent form. be 
inoperative, for the reason that the beneficiary is therein described as hav- 


. : been a member of the Sixth Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, 
Foreign Affairs to the annual appropriation bill for the no anteeall ed in the Fifth ur the War — 
expenses of the and diplomatic service, and to ask that | Srthat Stata. Seginend <f thie Volunteer Canary 


it be referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and that the bill and report be printed. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
‘Mr. PAYNE. It is understood that all points of order are 


reserved, 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXEcUTIVE MANsIOoN, May 30, 1596. 


Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, the beneficiary in this bill, 
Jonathan Scott, on the 8th day of June, 1861, became a member 
of a home guard company in the State of Missouri, where he 
lived, and continued with it until the 5th day of October, 1861, 
when the company disbanded. On the next day Jonathan Scott 
went to St. Louis, Mo., and there enlisted as a private in Company 
M of the Fifth Iowa Ca . He continued to serve in that com- 
pany and regiment until the expiration of his term of service, 

years, when he reenlisted in the same company and regi- 
ment, and continued to serve until he was mustered out by the 
general order at the close of the war, having served four years 
two months and three days. 

On March 9, 1883, on an application made soon after his return 
from the service, he was placed upon the pension roll at the rate 
of $6 a month for defective eyesight. His pension was increased 
from time to time for the same reason, until, some time in 1888 or 
1889, he was placed upon the roll at $72 a month for total blind- 
ness. On December 20, 1893, a letter was sent to the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions making the charge that this pensioner was 
obtaining his pension by fraad, and I desire to call the attention 
of members to this letter, which is the only one of this character 
I have ever discovered in the files of the Pension Office. 

I wish to read it, that this man’s name may be preserved to pos- 
terity: 


JONATHAN SCOTT. 
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
rivilege. Lask that the bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to 
onathan Scott, which has been vetoed by the President, be read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre’ of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and Szetad Op eneoee pension roll, at the rate of $72 per 
month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Jonathan ae Gewese. Kans., late of Company M, Sixth Regiment Iowa 
Volunteer Cav 5 


Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Now I ask that the report of the com- 
mittee be read. 


The report (by Mr. KirKPaTRICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensi to whom was referred the bill H. R. 
4526, together with the message of the it of the United States, dated 
May 30, 1896, v the same, have had said bill and message under consid- 
eration and report the same back to the House with the recommendation that 
the bill do pass, the veto of the President of the United States tothe contrary 
notwithstanding. 

The President seems to rest his veto of this bill on the legal presumption 
that the Pension Bureau fairly and justly determined the case when the pen- 
sioner was dropped from the roll. lf presumptions are to be indulged in, we 
suggest that the presum ought to be that the surgeon who examined 
the soldier at the time of each of his enlistments also performed his duty, 
and did not accept a man in the service whose defective eyesight rendered 
him unfit to perform the duties of a soldier. 

But your committee does not base its recommendation on presumptions; 
it has carefully examined the testimony on file in the Pension Office, and from 
that testimony reaches the conclusion that great injustice has been done this 
soldier in dropping him from the roll and branding him as having fraudu- 
lently obtain is pension. : 

Jonathan Scott enlisted on the 8th day of June, 1861, at the very beginning 
of the war, in a com y of home guards in the State of Missouri, and was 
honorably dischargea frou said service on the 5th day of October of the same 
year. On the next day he enlisted in Company M, Fifth Iowa Cavalry, to 
serve for three years or during the war, and was at once accepted and mus- 
tered into said ——— and regiment, and served continu: y until Decem- 
ber 31, 1868, when he was honorably discharged by reason of reenlistment, 
and was immediately mustered into the same company and regiment to 
serve three additional years. On August 11, 1865, he was mustered out by 
general order, having served four years two monthsand threedays. During 
all ese Sane he was never excused from duty because of disease or defect- 
ive eyesight. 

Soon alter the close of the war the claimant made application for . 
and on March 9, 1873, he was u the roll a per nae 
August 12, 1865. On January = his pension was increased to $8 per 
month: thence to $4; on March 3, , was increased for disease of eyes to 
$50, and 6n July 1, 1885, for the same, and resulting in total blindness, his pen- 


OsweGo, LABETTE CounTY, KANs., December 20, 1893. 
Dear Sir: Jonathan Scott, Oswego, Labette County, Kans., private Com- 
pany M, Fifth Iowa Cavalry, certificate 229826, is drawing a pension of $72 per 
month for total disability. He can read and write, but when he signs his 
msion checks he makes his mark. I have seen him draw a line to reset a 
a repair his barn. er out and come in, drive his horse and buggy 
allovertown without the aid of any of his family or anyone else. This can 

be substantiated by any of his neighbors outside of his own family. 
Very yeupeutfaly. 
J. W. ESAURT, 
Oswego, Labette County, Kana. 


P.S.~Can send you names of a number of others drawing total-disability 

under the pension laws of 1890, but am unable to find out number of 

company or certificate. Willsend names, if they will be of any benefit to you. 
Honorable COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 


Now, upon the receipt of this communication the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions forwarded the same to a special examiner 
named Hunter, residing at Parsons, near Oswego, requesting that 
he make an investigation. 

Mr. MILES. When was this? 


sion was increased to $72 per month. He was dro from the ion roll} Mr. KIRKPATRICK. In December, 1895. Mr. Hunter, pur- 
August 13, 1895, for th reason that the disa’ for which nsi : : te affidavits . . tad 
was granted existed prior to his enlistment. The ony on fild in the | Suant to that direction, took the affidavits of three witnesses; 


Pension Office clearly shows thecontrary. Theclaimant is now past 72years 
of age, totally blind, afflicted with a complication of diseases, and is as - 
less as a child. He is without any means of su . with an aged wife 
depending upon him, and must depend upon public charity uniess relief 
speedily comes. Now, in his distressed and pitiable condition, due to his 
jong and pe gp yo he aoe to — Se pa. ow out 
ced so much, appeals to Congress to protect him an s e from the 
poorhou se. There can be but one patriotic answer to this sgoent. 
ss The President further su ts that whatever may be the merits of the 
case, he is informed by the Pension Bureau that the bill, if it becomes a law 
. its present form, will be inoperative, for the reason that the beneficiary 
erein is described as ha’ served in the Sixth, when in truth and in fact 
actually served in the yop of Iowa Cavalry Volunteers. Your 
committee is of the opinion that suggestion is untenable. It finds, how- 
we, on investigation that an error was made in drafting the bill in the par- 
ticu lar su ed. The —s served in the Fifth lowa Ca 
instead of the Sixth, as stated in bill. This error, however, can not inval- 


idate the bi 
wit : a . = or renee it inoperative. In fact, the bill would be as valid 


Kenitcdontend haene fertbortieninecaer™” Shocid tis Gl beso ase 


ieee significance. 

si re can be no doubt as to the identity of the beneficiary. And if the Pen- 

~- 2 Commissioner should rience any difficulty in determining the per- 

om intended, a reference to latter part of the President's message will 
h ‘ove all doubts, as he seems to have had no difficulty in ascertaining from 


the bill and its record t 
regiment in which he ama ane Re isast cet 


Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I ask 
f now, Mr. Speaker, that the veto 
Message of the President be read. ; 

The message was read, as follows: 
= ~e House of Representatives: 

2erewith “ 
grant ing a pension to Jonath ee bill No. 4526, entitled “ An act 
vali ak bill directs that the Secretary of the Interior place upon the on 
of cht the rate of $72 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations 

‘© pension laws, the name 


“g ment Iowa Volunteer Ga: of Jonsthen Scott, late of Company M, Sixth 


he beneficiary was dropped from the roll in October, 18%, after a 
Pos thorough for spasion to the satisfaction of 


reported to the Department that this man was not reliable, but 
that there was some testimony tending to corroborate his state- 
ments, and therefore suggested that a thorough investigation be 
made. On the receipt of this report by the Department, the 
papers in the case were forwarded to Special Examiner Hunter, 
who was directed to inake a thorough investigation of this charge 
to determine whether or not the pensioner was actually blind or 
whether he was perpetrating a fraud upon the Government. 

Mr. Hunter, after making a very thorough investigation of the 
case, made his report to the Department, submitting numerous 
affidavits taken at the time; but he was unable to secure any testi- 
mony that tended to show that this man was not blind. Mr. 
Hunter, in the report submitted to the Department, stated that he 
was unable to ascertain whether or not the man could distinguish 
between daylight and darkness; that it would require a specialist 
to determine that fact; that the testimony seemed to show that 
the man was totally blind; but that Jonathan Scott himscif, who 
is 72 years of age (and his affidavit was taken, I think, three or 
four times in the course of this investigation), testified that this 
disability occurred within a few days after he had entered the serv- 
ice of the United States; that when wading a stream of cold water 
within a week or ten days after his enlistment, he contracted a 
cold which settled in his eyes, and that his eyes had troubled him 
from that time up to the time when he was mustered out of the 
service. 

Because of this testimony, Special Examiner Hunter recom- 
mended that further examination be had in Missouri, the former 
residence of the claimant, in order te determine, if possible, 
whether the disability did or did not exist prior to his enlistment. 
So the pom in the Department were forwarded to a special exaim- 
iner pringfield, Mo., who was directed to make a thorough 
examination and ascertain, if possible, whether or not the claim- 
ant was suffering from defective eyesight prior to his enlistment, 
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This special examiner took the affidavits of ten witnesses, whose 
character he reported as good, in support of this claim, and in 
submitting to the Department these affidavits which I hold in m 
hand he recommended that the pensioner be dropped from the roll 
because of the fact that his eyesight was defective when he entered 
the service. Pursuant to that recommendation, the Department 
notified Mr. Scott that unless he produced testimony to the con- 
trary within thirty days, his name would be dropped from the roll 
for the reason that the disabilities for which he claimed pension 
had not been incurred in the service of the United States. 

The pensioner offered some additional testimony in support of 
his claim; but at the end of thirty or forty days his name was 
dropped from the roll, the Commissioner sending him this com- 
munication: 


It appears from the records of this Bureau that you were pensioned March 
9, 1883, under certificate 229326, at the rates of $6 per month from August 12, 
1865; $8 from January 1, 1878; $24 from January 18, 1882; $30 from March 3 
1883, for disease of eyes; increased to $50 from Vebouer 11, 1885, and to 73 
from July 1, 1885, for same, resulting in total blindness, based on services as 
private, Company M, Fifth IowaCavalry. It further appears from evidence 
obtained on special examination, now on file in this Bureau, that the alleged 
disease of eyes was not due to your service, as required by law to give title 
to pension, but was incurred prior to enlistment. e granting of pension to 
you for the same was therefore erroneous. 

Under the provisions of the act of Congress of December 21, 1893, you will 
be allowed a period of thirty days from the receipt of this notice in which to 
file testimony in rebuttal of the evidence referred to; and if the same is not 
satisfactory, and nosufficient reason appears why an extension of time should 
be made, your name will be dropped from the pension roll at the end of the 
time indicated above. 

The letter from the Commissioner states that the pensioner was 
dropped from the roll for the sole reason that the disability for 
which he was pensioned existed prior to his enlistment. I call 
attention to this letter for the purpose of showing that the Gov- 
ernment abandoned the idea that the man could see, and finally 
based its action upon the fact that the disability had not been 
incurred in the service of the United States. 

Now, by turning to the message of the President of the United 
States, it will readily be seen that the President did not for him- 
self investigate these papers and proofs; but contented himself 
with the bare presumption, upon which he bases his veto, that the 
Pension Bureau had acted fairly and justly in making the investi- 
gation before Mr. Scott was dropped from the pension roll. 

Now, I want to suggest, Mr. Speaker, to the House that it seems 
to me if this pensioner’s right must rest upon a presumption that 
the presumption ought to be that the man, when he was accepted 
and enlisted into the military service, upon an examination made 
by the Government, and served his three years as a soldier, and 
then reenlisted in the service of his country, again examined and 
accepted before a surgeon appointed by the Government—the pre- 
sumption ought to be that the surgeon performed his duty and 
did not accept a man who was unfit to become a soldier and unable 
to discharge the duties required of him. Again, it seems to me if 
the President desired to indulge in presumptions that he might 
have, with perfect propriety, presumed that the Congress of the 
United States had investigated this matter, that in considering 
and passing a bill giving this man $72 a month it also did its duty, 
and so, if this case should rest upon presumption alone, I contend 
that the bill should pass over the veto of the President. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I am not here insisting that this bill shall rest 
upon any presumption whatever. I have in my hand the entire 
testimony submitted to the Pension Bureau in the case, and I have 
sqpnieel. that testimony with great care. I am here prepared to 
say to the House, without fear of successful contradiction, that the 
testimony overwhelmingly shows that the man’s disability was 
incurred in the service of the United States, and not prior thereto. 

Now, it will be seen that the real question for the House to de- 
termine is whether or not the disability of Jonathan Scott, which 
is now conceded to be total biindness, was incurred in the line of 
duty and in the service of the United States, or whether that dis- 
ability existed prior tothat time. I will now take up and examine, 
as briefly as I can, the testimony for the purpose of showing you 
that an outrage has been perpetrated on this old soldier. 

The report made by Special Booth shows tem affidavits. They 
are all here in the papers I hold in my hand, and any gentleman 
can examine them who has the slightest doubt with reference to 
the representations I am making to you as to theircontents. The 
first affidavit, and one which the Department seems to lay great 
stress on, is that of Dr. G. A. Waters, and I submit that under 
ordinary circumstances that testimony ought to be entitled to 
very much weight, because the man is a man of ition and 
character and testified that he had attended Jonat Scott as 
his family physician from 1854 up to the time he entered into the 
service of the United States, and that he accompanied him into 
the service. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the een yield for a question? 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Is it claimed anywhere before the Depart- 
ment that this soldier committed oa in any manner for 
the purpose of securing an enlistment in the United States service? 


Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Notatall. There is nota word of such 
evidence; not a word of it. 

As I was saying, Mr. Speaker, the affidavit of Dr. Waters ought 
to be entitled to 7 much weight. But, unfortunately for the 
Government, the davit was taken after the man reached 77 
poem of age, by an inspector, in his own writing, and not in the 

orm of question and answer, but in narrative form, in which Dr 
Waters states that the man was sound in every particular, save and 
except that his eyesight was somewhat defective. But, unfortu- 
nately for the Government, there is testimony by the same physi- 
cian given ten years before. Ten years preceding that time an 
affidavit was made by this witness, when the facts were clear in 
his mind, and when old Jonathan Scott was several hundred miles 
distant, when there was no one present to operate on the mind of 
the gentleman making the affidavit, then and there he voluntarily 
made the statement that Jonathan Scott, at the time he entereq 
the service of the United States, was absolutely free from disease; 
that he had been his family physician all the time since 1851, and 
knew that he was free from any such disqualification. 

Now, we havethetwoaffidavitsofthesameman. Givehim credit 
for being honorable if you will. In one affidavit he swears, when 
there was no one present to influence him, that this man was free 
from disease when the facts were all fresh in his mind. Is not 
that affidavit entitled to greater credit than the other, when the 
circumstances are taken into consideration? But I am willing to 
allow the testimony of this witness to be set aside, and it does not 
affect the result, he having testified both ways, while, under the 
circumstances, the first affidavit is entitled to greater weight. 

The next witness who testified in that examination was William 
E. Lampkin, aged 77 aon It seems as though all the witnesses 
ye on behalf of the Government had reached a ripe old age, 

@ says: 


I became acquainted with the soldier in 1855; knew him well; served in the 
same company and regiment. 


Now, mark the language. 1 propose to quote from these affida- 
vits that you may hear this arlene for yourselves. 


Some time after I enlisted he came to the company, and I know I heard it 
talked nine the boys that he was rejected on account of his eyes. But 
some time after that he got into the commpeny, and my understanding was 
that some of the officers interceded for him. He and his brothers had red, 
weak eyes from the time I remember them. 


That is one witness. The next witness was Samuel M. Lam- 
breth, aged 55 years: 


I did not see claimant until about one year after the war was over. He 
was then complaining of rheumatism and sore eyes. 


Martha A. Lambreth, aged 45 years, testified: 


I have known claimant all my life, and lived within 1 mile of him at the 
time he went into the Army. I do rot think he had anything the matter 
with his eyes before he went into the Army. I do remember that he was 
bothered some with erysipelas, but do not remember just when he had it. I 
know his eyes were weak after he came out of the service. 


That is the third witness. Then comes Peter Fleck, aged 59 
years: 

Have known claimant since 1850. Lived in the same neighborhood with 
him before he went intotheArmy. He wasastout, healthy man both before 
and since the war, so far as I know, until he came back here some years ago. 
I don’t remember of hearing him cémplain of his eyes then, or noticing any- 
thing the matter with them. I know his brother Joel had bad eyes. 


The next witness is Margaret A. Fleck, aged 58 years: 
I have been acquainted with claimant since 1851. Lived in the same neigh- 
borhood with him both before and since the war. He wasa strong, healthy 


man when he went into the Army. I did not notice that there was anything 
the matter with his eyes. 


The next witness is Thomas P. Halloway, aged 77 years: 


I was raised in Tennessee with claimant, and lived in the same neighbor 
hood with him before and for a while after the war. I do not remember that 
there was anything the matter with him before he went into the war but 
some red-looking eyes. He and his brothers Joel, Thomas, and Calvin all had 
red-looking eyes. There were red-looking in the eyeballs of allot 
them, and their eyes all looked to be weak. 


Now, I want to suggest to you, this is the only testimony that 
can be considered in case. Let me readthe next one, DavidC. 
Dun, aged 72 years: 

I lived within about 3 miles of the claimant before the war for several 


years. He was a sound, hearty man so far as I know before he went into the 
Army. 


Henry D. Laughlin, aged 53: 


I was a member of Com M, Fifth lowa Ca , and first met claim 
ant in the service. He hed ball eyes while in the and my impression 
is they looked bad when I first saw him. I think I saw him soon after be 


came to the camp— 


So you will observe from that affidavit that it does not conflict 
with the testimony of Jonathan Scott himself— 


Iam pretty sure there was something the matter with his eyes when be 
went into the service. 


Then comes William H. Utterling, aged 53: - 
I was a private in Com Fifth Iowa Ca , and acquainted w! 
Jonathan Prone 1 did oot hee hee before I. [dnd did not see much 
Son oe Oe oe I do not remember that I ever noticed any 


matter with his epes, but there might have been. 
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Youd will be seen that of the ten witnesses examined, only four 


testified to any defect in claimant's ht before he entered the 
service, to wit, Dr. Waters, William E. Lampkin, Thomas P. Hallo- 


way, and He D. Laughlin. Two of these witnesses testify to 
impressions only and hearsay. Six out of the ten witnesses sub- 
peenaed by the Government in this case, with equal opportunities 
of discovering defects in the claimant's eyesight, failed to discover 


any such defects. 

The Pension Bureau seems to lay much stress on the affidavit of 
Dr. Waters. I have already suggested to you, with reference to 
that affidavit, that the Doctor swore, ten years before making it, 
that the man when he entered the service was absolutely sound 
and free from disease. So that leaves in the testimony taken by 
the special examiner only one witness if you bar the et testi- 
mony and mere impressions and throw out Dr. Waters's affidavit. 
There is just one witness who testifies that this man’s eyeballs had 
red streaks in them, and upon that testimony and that alone the 
Government dropped this old man from the rolls, although there 
were six affidavits taken by this same inspector at the same time, 
of neighbors and friends, persons acquainted with this pensioner at 
the time and before he entered the service, and each of the six tes- 
tifies absolately that the man’s eyes were free from disease at the 
time he entered the service. So, taking the report made by the 
Government’s own inspector, we find we have the are six 
substantial witnesses contradicting the testimony of one who said 
simply that the man’s eyeballs had red streaks in them. But I 
want tosubmit to you, if I should concede the truth of that propo- 
sition, that that would be no reason why this old man should be 
dropped from the pension roll. Here is a man who was accepted 
a second time into the service of the United States. aa 
seems to have been sufficient to enable him to make a good, faith- 
ful, and valiant soldier. Is he to be turned down upon the mere 
presumption or statement or declaration of a witness that he had 
red streaks in his eyes? There is nothing to show that his eyes 
were diseased. It may be that there were simply peculiar spots in 
them. But be that as it may, I say that the testimony of the six 
witnesses overwhelmingly shows that this old man—Jonathan 
Scott—was healthy and sound and able-bodied when he entered 
the service of his country, and his service of four years two 
months and three days ought to be conclusive of that fact without 
regard to the affidavits. 

Now, then, as I suggested, Jonathan Scott offered some addi- 
tional affidavits in opposition to the frivolous charge made against 
him. I now propose to call your attention to these, showing that 
the proof is overwhelming in his favor in this case. And there 
can be no escape from the proposition that the Pension Bureau did 
not examine the testimony on file in this case, but Men orgs upon 
the inspector down there in Missouri, who reported that this man 

should be dropped from the roll; a man who made his report when 
he supposed the Department demanded that he should find that 
this disability existed prior toenlistment. Now, then, Isay Ihave 
the affidavi. of Jonathan Scott of his soundness before he entered 
the service of the United States. 

He testifies in the most positive terms that at the time he entered 
the service he was sound in every particular. That up tothe time 
of his enlistment his eyesight was and always had been perfect, 
and that the disability came on him from exposure very soon after 
his enlistment. 


Lucy Scott, wife of claimant, testifies to prior soundness of 
claimant’s eyes. 

Joel Scott, brother of claimant, testifies in the most positive 
terms to the prior soundness of claimant’s se 

D.C. Duncan, 72 years, testifies: ‘‘ I have been acquainted 
with the claimant for over forty years. He never had sore eyes 
prior to going into the Army.” 

Samuel Duncan, age 69, testifies: “‘I was well acquainted with 
the claimant, and know that his eyes were sound when he went 
into the Army.” 

Jacob E. Redden, age 57 years, testifies: ‘I have been ac- 
quainted with Jonathan Scott over forty-five years; was living 1 
mile from him when he enlisted, and know when he went into 
the service his eyes were sound.” 

Martha A. Lam age 46 years, testifies: ‘‘I have been well 
“eee with Jonathan Scott ever since I can recollect, and was 
hi 's home uently, and if there was anything the matter with 

is eyes before he went into the Army I don’t recollect it. I rec- 
ollect that he had once.” 
dl “ hn C, White, age 57 years, testifies: “I have known the 
. mnant since 1856. I lived a near neighbor to him from that 
_ until he enlisted. I was a recruiting officer and enlisted 
= cathan Scott. At the time I enlisted him, and at all times prior, 

a back as I was acquainted with him, he had good, sound eyes 
and there were no symptoms or a 


John K. ces of sore eyes.” 
eunten Kidd, captain Company M, Fifth Iowa Cavalry, the 
on in of his company, testifi that the claimant did not con- 
J Sore eyes until after the ent left Jefferson Barracks, Mo. 
ames B. Dial, private in pany M, testifies: ‘‘I was ac- 


quainted with the claimant before, during, and after the war, and 
know that his eyes were free from disease at the time he entered 
the service.” 

Allen L. McGregor, M. D., testifies: ‘‘I became acquainted with 
claimant in 1853; knew him well. He was a healthy and able- 
bodied man when he went into the service, I was his family 
physician before he enlisted.” 

ames Cowen testifies: ‘‘I have been personally and intimately 
acquainted with Jonathan Scott since 1855. I know from per- 
sonal knowledge that the claimant was, prior to his enlistment, a 
sound and healthy man, free from all diseases, weaknesses, and 
especially of the eyes.” 

Charles C. Brinn testifies: ‘‘I have known the claimant ever 
since I can recollect. Lived a near neighbor to him and intimate 
with him — the time he went into the Army. I do not know 
of his ever being afflicted with sore eyes up to that time.” 

Thus, Mr. Speaker, I have here the practically uncontradicted 
affidavits of seventeen witnesses, reported to reputable, all 
testifying to the prior soundness of this man’s eyes. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question in 
connection with this veto message. 

Mr..KIRKPATRICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. The bill,asI understood it,is in favor of Jona- 
than Scott, of the Sixth Iowa Cavalry—— 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. Subject to thelimitations of the pension laws—— 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr.LACEY. While,asa matter of fact, there was no Jonathan 
Scott in the Sixth Iowa Cavalry; and if the bill goes through sub- 
ject to the limitations of the pension laws, he will get no pension 
anyhow. Therefore we are having a vain discussion here which 
can not do the beneficiary any good. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Iam surprised—— 

Mr. LACEY. [ amsimply calling attention to the statement in 

the veto ones. 
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Those are the facts as you have stated 
them. I desire to take up that point now and presentit. It would 
be a strange proceeding now, Mr. Speaker, if a mere misstatement 
in the bill should operate to destroy the force and effect of the bill. 
There is no tribunal on the face of the earth outside of the Pension 
Department, in my judgment, that would refuse to carry out the 
law because of uncertainty. 

Mr. LACEY. The point that the President makes is this: That 
the bill itself specifies that it is subject to the limitations of the 
pensionlaws. Now, under the general pension laws you can not 

nsion Jonathan Scott of the Fifth Iowa Cavalry in a bill that 

esignates him as Jonathan Scott of the Sixth Iowa Cavalry. 
There are plenty of Jonathan Scotts. There may be one in one 
regiment and there may not be one in another; and under the 
limitations of the pension laws I think the bill would be an ~° 
absolute nullity; and if the committee thinks the facts are as 
inted out by the President about this bill, why, they should 
Totng in a new bill to pension Jonathan Scott of the Sixth lowa 
Cavalry, and when that bill gets through, have it to do him good, 
and not a — this bill that would do no good. 

Mr. LOUD. Is it not a good idea, to show our independence of 
the Executive, to pass it over his veto? 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. The President of the United States has 
not made the suggestion that the gentleman seems to think he 
made. The President suggests that he is informed by the Pension 
Bureau that because of this error in the bill it will become inoper- 
ative. That is what he says. But,speaking with reference to its 
being subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension 
laws, he says that, as a matter of course, would enable the Pension 
Office to go on and retry the case, if they were afterwards to dis- 
cover his eyesight was not as defective as they claim; and they 
can, therefore, try the claim over. That I concede. Now, what 
is the purpose of naming the service of the soldier in a pension 
bill? It is merely for identification, nothing more, nothing less. 
That being so, would the Commissioner of Pensions be justified in 
refusing to place this man upon the roll in the face of this record? 
Let us see what the President himself says about that. He says: 

Iam advised by the Pension Bureau that the bill, if it became law in its pres- 
ent form, would be inoperative, for the reason that the beneficiary is therein 
described as having been a member of the Sixth Regiment of Iowa Volun- 


teer Cavalry, whereas he actually served in the Fifth Regiment of Volunteer 
Cavalry of that State. 


How do you suppose the President made that discovery, if the 
records do not show it? 

Mr. LACEY. There was a Jonathan Scott in the Thirty-sixth 
Iowa. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. But there was no Jonathan Scott of 
Oswego, Kans., in the Thirty-sixth, and there is no other Jona- 
than Scott holding the certificate that is mentioned in this record 
as being held by this man. Therefore, it is mere child’s play to 
talk about the Pension Bureau disregarding this bill on the ground 
that the service of the soldier is not correctly describedinit. We 
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have frequently passed bills here wherein it has been stated that 
the beneficiary served in some one oe or regiment, when 
in fact he had served in two or three. ould the Bureau be jus- 
tified is disregarding those bills upon that ground? As I have 
said, the only object of reciting in the bill the service of the sol- 
dier is to identify him, and if there is sufficient identification 
aside from the bill, then any error of that kind in the bill may be 
absolutely ignored. This bill provides for pensioning Jonathan 
Scott. e Pension Bureau, when called upon to give effect to 
the law, may take into consideration the history of this bill, and 
the President of the United States himself states in his message 
that this man did serve in the Fifth Regiment of Volunteer Cav- 
alry. The report of the committee concedes the error in the bill 
as to the number of the regiment, but shows that this is the same 
identical man for whose benefit the bill was intended, giving 
numbers and dates and testimony to establish that fact. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Let mesuggest to the gentleman from Iowa 
and the gentleman from Kansas that for at least four years to 
come there will be no trouble in having the — of this 
bill carried out, if it should be passed over the President's veto. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Ithank thegentleman. I was about to 
suggest that a Pension Commissioner who should refuse to place 
this man on the pension roll after this bill becomes a law ought 
to be impeached, and I believe there will be enough patriotism in 
the next Congress to take such action against any officer who 
should refuse to carry out the law. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from Kan- 
sas misapprebends the point of the objection. We are now mak- 
ing legislation. This is a body which the intelligence and the 
power to legislate and to make its legi ion correct and sensible. 
Our attention has been called to the fact that in this case we have 
legislated on behalf of a person who does not exist, and at the 
same time we are notified as to who the real man is, where his 
service was rendered, and where he is to be found. Now, if we 
are to pass a bill at all for his benefit, why not pass it in correct 
form instead of in a wrong form? 

Mr. LOUD (ironically). That would not maintain our dignity. 
[Laughter. i, 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, thereis no question of dignity involved here. 
It is a mere question of passing a law in proper form instead of in 
an improper form. 

Mr. KIRKPA TRICK. Does the gentleman from Iowa suggest 
that there is no Jonathan Scott, for whose benefit this bill is pro- 

sed? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh,no. I know there is a man of that name 
who is entitled to the benefitsof this bill, but the bill misdeseribes 
him, or describes a different man, and my point is that the rights 
of Jonathan Scott ought not to be imperiled by this sort of legis- 
lation. Of course we can not amend the bill now after it has 
been vetoed, but we can pass a new bill for his benefit. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Yes, and get it in, too, in the last ten 
days and have it made thesubject of a pocket veto, and let this old 
man die without getting a dollar. 

Mr. LACEY. The committee can take care of that. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. We have this bill. There is an 
error in it, but no man doubts as to who is the man that is intended 
by the bill, neither the President nor the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions nor anyvody else. The point made against the bill is a mere 
technicality. No man can be mistaken about the purpose of the 
bill or the identity of the person for whom it is intended. There- 
fore | beg of the House to pass this bill. The President of the 
United States, in his veto message, has practically branded this 
old veteran, who served four yeurs two months and three days, 
as having obtained his ion through fraud; and I would pass 
this bill over the veto, if for no other reason, for the purpose of 
giving this old man a clear title. But I want to “ to _ gen- 
tlemen, that no Commissioner of Pensions will be found who, in 
the face of this record, will dare to ignore this bill in its present 
form if we pass it here. 

It is perhaps unfortunate for this old soldier that in 1861 he did 
not adopt a less patriotic but a wiser course and send a substitute 
to the war instead of going himself. If he had done that, he 
would not perhaps be here to-day clamoring in darkness to this 
House to protect him and his wife from the poorhouse. Although 
an insignificant mistake did creep into this bill by accident, there 
is no doubt about the identity of its beneficiary, and it would be 
impossible for us to pass a new bill for the relief of this old soldier 
at this session. I hope that every gentleman upon this floor, in 
view of the facts of this case and the records I have presented, 
will vote in favor of this bill. I remind gentlemen that seven- 
teen witnesses stand up and swear absolutely that this man’s 
eyes were sound when he entered the service, while, on the other 
hand, there is one man who swears that he had “red eyes,” and 
upon that testimony the Pension Bureau dropped this old veteran 
from the roll, and the President of the United States, upon the 
assumption that the Bureau did its duty, vetoed this bill and sent 
it back to the House. I hope that the House will pass the bill. I 


reserve the remainder of ag hoe till I see whether any gentle. 
man desires to oppose the 

As there seems to be no one desirous of addressing the House in 
——- I ask for a vote. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I regret to oppose a measure of this 
kind, because my —— are entirely with what my friend 
from Kansas [Mr. KPATRICK] has said. But if we pass this 
bill, we shall not do any good thereby to the beneficiary named, 
We shall simply embarrass him by enacting a bill which, if it 
passes, will be wholly inoperative. 

This Congress is in possession of all the facts in controversy be- 
tween the Interior Department and the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. I should feel inclined in any matter of this kind to accept 
the views of the committee, eee Se are not bound by the 
fixed rules of law; and any man who nearly four years in the 
Army and is now totally blind ought to be pensioned. I believe, 
therefore, this bill ought to pass; but in the form in which it now 
is it will not do the beneficiary any good. We ought to a bill 
which will give him his pension, not a bill which would have to 
be reformed by a c proceeding in order to enable him to 
obtain the benefit of it. 

While the objection raised in this case may be said to be tech- 
nical, yet it is more than technical. It is an objection which 
reaches the very foundation of the bill itself. Here is a man— 
Jonathan Scott. It is immaterial whether that is his correct name 
or net. He is described as Jonathan Scott of the Sixth Iowa Cay- 
alry. There was no Jonathan Scott of the Sixth lowa Cavalry. 
I am told by my friend from Kansas that the number of the pen- 
sion certificate is given in the bill; that this man is described as 
Jonathan Scott to whom a certificate of a certain number was 
issued; that this is a sufficient description to identify the pen- 
sioner. Unfortunately, my friend from Kansas is inaccurate in 
that statement. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I did not make the statement. 

Mr. LACEY. Iso understood the 

ene KIRKPATRICK. I said that that is the statement in the 
record. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well; it is not in the bill. The bill does 
not recite the number of the certificate. 

I repeat, that we ought to pass such a bill that Jonathan Scott— 
the man whom we intend as the beneficiary—may receive his pen- 
sion under it, instead of simply putting him in a position where 
~ — find rege as hostility to the Departament and powerless 

orce W. is Congress proposes to grant him. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. MayI makeas ion to the gentleman? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. ete ’ 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. In view of the fact that in the veto message 
of the President other reasons are given for the veto, so that it is 
likely, as the gentleman from Kansas has suggested, that if we 
pass a new bill it will also be vetoed and the matter will come up 
too late in the session to do this old man any good, and in view of 
the fact that there are differences of opinion as to whether the 
technical error referred to will deprive the man of the pension, 
would it not be decidedly the best course, if we approve the mer- 
its of this bill, to pass it now over the veto, and then, if it is neces- 
sary, pass another bill correcting the small error which it is stated 
exists? Should we not, in that way, give the old soldier the benefit 
of the doubt? 

Mr. LACEY. If this bill should go back to the committee. 4 
bill can be reported in proper form; and I think the Committee on 
Rules would be willing to give the new bill an opportunity for 
special and immediate consideration, so that it d not fail to 
pass by reason of the lateness of the session. Then, when the bil! 
shall have ant, we can say that we have done what we ought 
to have done for this old soldier and that our action will be effec- 
tual. That, it seems to me, is the onl course of actic”. 
I suggest that this bill ought to be wi wn or referred back to 
the committee; that then they should bring im a new bil! and 
obtain pain ores upon it. isold man ought to have a pension. 

i y blind. He served nearly four years in the Army. 
Even if we concede that his blindness did not originate in the 
service, he is a person whom this House would feel inclined to 
treat as a proper beneficiary of the bounty of the Government. 
We should not embarrass a bill for his benefit with the difficu|ties 
that will surround this bill if passed in its present defective form, 


as z ~ , over = veto. w 

r. UMM. ow me to make a single i eare 
now oes If this bill be over the Bresident's veto, 
it will be an act of Congress. T will have nothing 


to do except to carry out the law. The diffieulty connected with 
a wrong designation of the soldier's regiment can only arise in the 
construction of that law. Inan honesteffort to carry out the law, 
would it not be the duty of the Pension Department to inquire 2‘ 
the reason, the spirit, the meaning, and intent of the law, and in that 
way to give the act the effect intended by Can there 


pags fo gop pertone F geod, deacerenet ye soy Sar nl 
in this bill, if it should now be repassed? Does the gentlemwat 
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believe that under these 


conditions the Pension would 


Dolliver a Molkicieke Soutien: 
- «* We will not carry out the law by paying ion?” If , San ; 
the Pension t is ready to doa thing of that kind, we | Fairchita, Hutt, a 
ought to know it. core Hulick, Milnes, Stahle, 
Mr. LACEY. My friend is a lawyer; I will refer him to a very | 7{>{0™ Huling. wee Stewart, N. J. 
- - ’ ell, Stene, W. A. 
well settled principle. Suppose two i a contract | Gamble, Hunter, Mondell, Stroda, Nebr. 
are mutually misled. They undertake to a certain tract r, Hurley, oody, Sulloway, 
of land, but the description in fact covers a tract which they had + oo aan. Tracey, 
not in their minds. In such a case a court of equity will reform | Grifin. Kiefer, Murphy, Ven tee 
the c ntreae aa treat itas ae to — - _— — which Sawn, Kirkpatrick, Noonan, Yan Woorhis, 
e parties in view. suppose attention e parties , nox, Jen, alker, Mass. 
befare executing the contract is called to the fact that the land | Grou oe a oe waneee, 
which they — has > existence; suppose that ee face of eer. Lefever, Pendleton, Wellington, 
hat absolute knowledge they persist in going on and executing ; . eighty, erkins, hite, 
the contract. Suppose they shut their eyes to the facts, saying: le Pitnes wan 5-F- 
“A court of equity will grant us relief againstour own perversity; Harris. ng, : Powers Wood,” oe 
we will go on and execute the contract in the form ssanaeelt Hartman, Loudenslager, § Royse, Woomer, 1s 
and we will rely upon a court of equity doing for us what we | fateh. | : srastnering, Wright. oe 
ought to have done for ourselves.” ould the gentleman expect | Henry, Ind. McCall, Tenn Sherman, aes 
that in such a case relief in chancery could be obtained? Yetthat | Hicks, ; Smith, ML. Md 
is the very —— which gentlemen ask this House to take in NAYS—53. By. 
this case. e House is gravely informed by its committee that | appbott, Culberson, Lond. Stokes R 
this bill in its terms ies to an individual who does not in fact | Allen, Miss. Daniels, Martin, Strait, 
exist. who never the service described; but we are told etite e — ; McC : .Ky. Strowd, N.O 
that the Pension Bureau will have atcommand a method by which | partiett, N'Y. Giller N.Y. Ceeteeaee. a. 
it can findout — the man is; = seer we will = correct the | Bell, Tex. Hall. e McLaurin, Tate, 5 
terms of this legislation ourselves, we w they are | Black, lenderson, iles, erry, 
erroneous. Such perversity ought not to characterize the action Cntchings, a. | wel, 
“Mr WOOD. Is there anything in the pension law to t | Cottin Lacey Sayers Woodard. 
r. . ere an g in the on law to prevent | Coffin, ey, yers, 
the Commissioner of Pensions from revoking the order ing | Connolly, Fomaam, Seseeten, 
this man from the rolls, and restoring him to his original right, | Crisp. Livingston, Sparkman, 
independently of any bill passed here? NOT VOTING—165. 
Mr. LACEY. Nothing whatever. a 
Mr. WOOD. Well, then, this bill will help him to do that. a. rai jaien, Bussil, Ge, 
Mr. LACEY. Possibly itmay,oritmaynot. Buta bill passed | Aldrich, W. F. Ellett, ny. Shannon, 
“for the benefit of Jonathan Scott of the Fifth lowa Cavalry,” | Aldrich, IL Evans, arsh, Shaw, 
will help him, and we ought to pass that. We ought to pass a | {l/cn, Uteh eeeeald, a a Snepkine, 
bill for the man whom we mean to benefit. Apsley, Foote, ° cClure. Smith, Mich 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. Let me make this - ion to aes gentle- — ,R.1L aa McEwan Borg. a 
man: Suppose you were Commissioner o: ions in the next | Ripoc : os ONS WCE 
Administration. and this law was passed, would you ignore it or aetna, Soca Melae.” 5 Tings, 
construe it according to the plain intent of the lawmakers? Barney, Hadley, Meredith, steele, 
Mr. LACEY. If you were the Commissioner of Pensions, or I, | Barrett, ee: = Ssephenson, 
or any other man, and we found a bill to place on the rolls ‘under | Reach, oo Milliken, Stone CW 
the general limitation of the pension law” the name of a certain Berry. Hart, Miner, N. ¥. Strong, 
man, and we find upon inquiry of the War and Record Division | Bingham, ) ne mag ey a, 
that there is no such man, we would simply be compelled to say | Roatner. ue Chee. Ieursey Tawney. 
that the law is inoperative; and that wanls be the end of it, in | Brewster, Hepburn, Neill,’ Tayler, 
my judgment. Thereis no useenibarrassing the claimant by pass- | Brosius, a. ' nee Thomas, 
ing a confessedly imperfect and erroneous ball. We have it in our | BTOw™ o., Hopkins, — Fea 
power to make the pro mn, and the necessary correction. | Clark, lowa Howard, Ogden, Treloar, 
Ve can pass a new bill in the correct form. Of course, a ve Clark, Mo. we, Owens, Tucker, 
bill can not be amended, but it must pass as it is or fail. Letthe | Cla7ke Ale ones —, Pee Ve 
committee bring in the bill drawn in proper form to the correct | Cockrell, Hutcheson, Pickler, adsworth, 
beneficiary. Colson, Jenkins, Poole, Walker, Va. 
Mr. WOOD. Would you not restore him to the rolls under | Gooper. Fla. pomaen, Col. —, rea ind. 
such a law? Crowley, Johnson, N.Dak. Pugh, Wheeler, 
Mr. BRUMM. Let me interrupt the gentleman to make this | Crump, Jones, Guise. Wilber, 
suggestion: What would be the harm in passing the bill over the | Cum Joy. a — 
President’s veto, and immediately after an amendment correcting Dalzell, Kerr, - Reyburn, Wilson, Idaho 
— > ee! ae is the better at safer way. Pass this bill first pe Armond, a ne gs Wilsca, Ohio 
and then the amendment afterwards. nny. ae. ee, a 
Mr. LACEY. Why not pass a new bill with the amendment Dingley aaees F ie — 
first, and then there will be no need of this bill? Doolittle, Linton, Rusk, 


er, 


Russell, Conn. 





But, Mr. Speaker, I shall not detain the Houselonger. I simply | Dovener, 
call attention to what seems to me the common-sense view of the| go (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the bill was passed, 
matter. I think we are committing an error; but let gentlemen} The following pairs were announced: 
who have charge of the measure their own course. I 


tha ; Until further notice: 
rn the course which they seem to prefer may defeat the very Mr. Draper with Mr. Cowen. 
. which they have in view. t 3 Mr. REYBURN with Mr. McRar. 
7m, KIRKPATRIOK. I now ask the previous question. Mr. Sumexrns with Mr. FrrzGerap. 
The previous question was ordered. — : Mr. DovENER with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, 
eSP The is, Willthe House onreconsider-| Mr. ArrkeN with Mr. Harr. 


pi agree to pass the bill, the objections of the President to the| Mr. Haniy with Mr. Moses. 
ae Under the Constitution, the yeasand| Mr. DivaLey with Mr. McMriu. 
ThaYS Will be taken; and the Clerk wil! call the roll. Sr. Poousani with Ir. Movan of New York. 


voting ee was taken; and there were—yeas 137, nays 53, not| Mr. Jounson of California with Mr. Spencer, 
Young 165; as follows: Mr. DaLzeLy with Mr. Coss. 


YEAS—137. Mr. a of Michigan with Mr. TucKER. 
Adam 8, Bel Cooper, Tex. For this : 
AT = Bell, Co Burrell, — ws Mr. Kup vith Mr. CUMMINGS. 
Arnold, Pa, Blue, one —— Mr. CHARLEs W. STONE with Mr. Divsmore. 
oe Boutelle, Crowther Mr. Wi11am F. ALpricu with Mr. Harrison. 
Baker, Md. Bowers, Chickering, Curtis, lowa Mr. Hermann with Mr. Cooper ‘of Florida. 
¢ Baker Nit | og ——_ Mr. Russe. of Connecticut with Mr. CocKRELL. 
Barham, Brumm, Cooke, DL Dayton, Mr. Huspparp with Mr. Macuire. 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





J ANUARY 26, 





. Hopkins with Mr. BoATNER. 

. HEATWOLE with Mr. Berry. 

. HARMER with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
. ANDREWS with Mr. PRICE. 

. Foss with Mr. NEeru. 

. PRINCE with Mr. RICHARDSON, 
. AVERY with Mr. Mappox. 


. HowE uy with Mr. STALLines, 
. Manany with Mr. WILLIAMS. 
. McEwan with Mr. Jones. 

. Layton with Mr. OGDEN. 

. LEISENRING with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. ApsLey with Mr. Sora. 

On this vote: 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my vote recorded. 

The SPEAKER. as the gentleman present and listening 
when his name should have been called and failed to hear it? 

Mr. KYLE. I can not say that I was listening at the precise 
moment. I was here in my seat, and was paying attention to the 
call, but did not hear my name. I had been keeping the account 
of the roll. I do not think my name was called at all. I will not 
state positively that it was not, although I was paying attention 
at the time, I think, and did not hear it. , 

The SPEAKER. The principle on which the rule is relaxed is 
on the idea that there may have been some omission in calling the 
name. If the gentleman thinks his name was not called the 
Chair will direct it to be called. 

Mr. KYLE. I donot think it was called. 

Mr. KyYLe’s name was.called and recorded as above. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I am paired-with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. DaLzELL., If he were present, I would vote 
“o68." 

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I was — and heard my name 
called, but was preoccupied, and before I could answer another 
name was called. I would like to have my vote recorded. 

Mr. Buck’s vote was recorded in the negative, as above. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I voted in the negative on this 

uestion. I see that I am paired with the gentleman from Maine, 
Mr. DINGLEY, and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I voted ix: the 
affirmative, but see that I am paired, and therefore withdraw my 
vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 


shall be printed and bound.in paper covers additional copies of the 
special census report on the occupations of the ulation of the United 
tates,as shown at the Eleventh Census, to be 


division of the Department of the Interior, the extra edition of such 
report to be known as Extra Census Bulletin No. 100. 


Also: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 20,000 extra copies of Bulletin No. 1, New Series, Division of Ento- 
= ogy, Department of Agro, entitled The Honey Bee: A Manual of 

nstruction in Apiculture, Frank Benton, M. D., of which number 6,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 12,000 copies for the use of the House 
of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for distribution by the Secretary of 
Agriculture. 

The m also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill (S. 646) for the relief of Francis Brown; 

A bill (S. 878) granting a pension to Jared 8. Chamberlain; 

A bill (S. 3525) to provide for an examination and survey of a 
water route from the mouth of the jetties at the city of Galveston, 
Tex., through the ship channel and up Buffalo Bayou to the city 
of Houston, Tex., and appropriating money therefor; and 
A bill (S. 1128) granting a pension to Isabella Morrow. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 10002) making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Eales nt and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, with Mr. 
Hopkxrvs in the chair. 


The Clerk (resuming the reading of the bill b a hs for 
amendment) read as follows: ’ eS 


MOLELS. 


For of teachers and for manual-labor ools, and f 
wasters thaweher and for the subsistence of he pu Reh genet 
of treaty of December 21, 1855, $12,000. 


ributed by the census 
special 


. MULLIKEN with Mr. Money. 


been ae see Chairman, I move to strike out “twelye” 


Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the gentleman why he 


ANNON. I should be glad to know first why the gentle. 
man increases the amount from three thousand, as it has been for 
many years, to twelve thousand? 

Mr. R . Wemake the increase upon the request of 
the Secretary, coming to usin the usual way, in the Book of Esti. 
mates. I have no rt on the subject. 
_ Mr. CANNON. Now, I believe I can give the gentleman some 
information, if that is so, which will show the absolute defense. 
lessness of the ao in fact, I am inclined to think it ought to 
be reduced to $1,000; but I took occasion to glance at the facts 
about the Molels. I did not a great deal of satisfaction out of 
the reports, I must admit. I found the treaty referred to. No 
amount is stated in the treaty, so I addressed a telegram to the 
Indian Office, and I received the following reply: 

‘ INDIAN OFFICE, January 22, 1897, 
To Hon. J. G. CANNON 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations: 


It is presumed Mr. CANNON desires to know of Molels in connection with 


an item of the Indian appropriation bill. The number is 31, as shown by the 
pote reports. They are at Grande Ronde Agency, Oreg. It may be noted 

i peleetnce to article 2, Souese pereqreph the treaty of 1855, ratified in 
1859, Twelfth Statutes, 981, y were therein confederated with 
several other tribes. sum of $3,000, a riated each year under the 
head of Molels, is used at Grande de cy for the education of these 
confederated tribes. The word iss in ferent waysin different place 


Sometimes Molel, Molile, and Molale. 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 


Now, that is a part of that treaty, made away back in the fifties, 
and from that day to the present there has been $3,000 set aside 
annually for.the education. of these Indians. -If. there are 31 of 
them, men, women, and children, all told, there would probably be 
about 10 of them of school age. I do not know but that is too 
high an estimate. If there are 10, the $3,000 which has always 
been given would make $300 for each child. Twelve thousand 
dollars would give $1,200 for each child. 

Mr. SHER On the gentleman’s statement I will accept 
his amendment. The committee based this item entirely upon the 


estimate of the Secretary. The Secretary, or the Commissioner, 
has furnished to the gentleman from ee Cannon] fuller 
information than he ished to the committee; and on the gen- 


tleman’s statement I think myself that $3,000 is enough. 

Mr. CANNON. I know nothing of it wy, od this. I did not 
find any information in the report, and what I have stated is all I 
know about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] will be agreed to. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 18, page 21, strike out “twelve” and insert “ three.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

; The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read as fol- 
ows: 


PAWNEES. 


tual annuity, at least one-half of which is to be paid in goods and 
such me a as may be deemed necessary for them, per second article of 
treaty of September 24, 1837, $30,000. 


For support of two manual-labor schools, per third article of same treaty, 


For pay of 2 farmers, 2 blacksmiths and 2 rentices, 1 miller and appret 
tice, 2 teachers, 1 shoemaker, and 1 ter, $5,400. : 

For pay of physician and of . 

For purchase of iron and steel and other n for the shops, as pet 
fourth article of treaty of September 24, 1857, $500; in all, $47,100. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 15, page 21, insert: 
the ee Seibe'ol Indioun hncnen a gathers so ad OOD - t : <i ee 
trust land money on deposit in the Uaiesd Baler Treasury.”’ ‘ 

Mr. CANNON. I reserve the point of order until I hear the 
gentleman's explanation. ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN. This amendment is here by the authority of 
the committee, and in pursuance of a recommendation rece!’ 
from the . These Indians have in the Treasury the sum 
of $422,000, in round figures. They have petitioned the President 
to allow them to draw $100,000 of that amount, stating that !t' 
necessary for them in order that ~— may successfully compet? 

hese 
them 


For pe 


in agriculture with other citizens. Indians are citizens, 
and their lands have been allotted to . They sent on their 
petition and it was presented to the Secretary by a duly authent 
cated delegate, and after several conferences the Secretary finally 
agreed to recommend that Congress pay to them $50,000, and i 
that recommendation this authenticated delegate joined. | hav? 
the full here, if the gentleman would like to have \t read 
from the Clerk’s desk. of these Indians is signed bY 
Brave Chief, Curly Chief, War Chief, and Lone Chief, Vapt#3. 


Jim, and certain gentlemen bearing like euphonious »ame 
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and some who do not. It is a tribal petition, and it is authenti- 
cated by the Indian agent. The item is, as I say, 

by the Seeretary of the Interior, after giving the matter full con- 
sideration, as he stated in his communication. 

Mr. CANNON. LIshould like to ask the gentleman, for infor- 
mation, how many Pawnees are there? 

Mr. SHERM I can not give the exact number, but several 
hundred; I think somewhere between 500 and 700, if I remember 
correctly. 

Mr. CANNON. Are they taking their lands in severalty? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. And living upon their lands now? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. In the valley of the Canadian? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They are citizens now. 

Mr. CANNON. They are living in the valley of the Canadian, 
and are citizens? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, then, the trust fund, as I understand it, 
for these Indians, created nearly half a century ago, is given to 
them, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, for edu- 
cation and for building schoolhouses, or anything that seems to 
him proper for their advancement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lassume thatitisso. That is the ordinary 
form of treaties. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us take the number at 700, or 140 families. 

Now, there is appropriated in this bill for Pawnees for the com- 
ing year a little over $100,000. They are on their farms, and, as I 
recollect, right in the valley of the Canadian south of Arkansas 
City some distance. = there are any good lands in that 
section they are on good lands. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They are down in Oklahoma. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; but in the best part of Oklahoma. They 
have been there a long time,I believe. If you divide $100,000 
among 140 families, how much would it be? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Ohio might answer if 
he were here, but he has gone out with his slate. 

Mr. CANNON. I was trying to get at it. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. About $70 apiece. 

Mr. CANNON. About $70 to each, about $350 to a family. 
Now, let us see what we have. A civilized tribe of Indians, if 
there are any civilized, and I mean as tribes, I think quite the 
equal—and the gentleman will correct me if 1 am wrong in that 
point—of the civilized tribe on the east, the They have 
their lands in severalty, free from taxation, and have $350 to the 
family if they receive this appropriation, or its equivalent. Now, 
I want to submit to my friend and ask him the question whether 
he thinks, in addition to all this, it is wise by legislative action to 
decrease this trust fund, which interest, and to vote $50,000 
of it in addition to what they y set. In other words, if we 
continue that policy, it seems to me the trust fund will go in two, 
three, or four years, and when it does go, if we are so unfortunate 
in dealing with these i and if they shall squander the 
money, why, then, ‘‘ Lo, the poor Indian,” from the standpoint of 
God and humanity, would require to be relieved from the public 
Treasury. Iam only seeking to find out whether it is not better to 
husband the fund. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Clerk, Mr. Chairman, to read 
the body of the petition presented by these Indians and also the 
recommendation of the in reference thereto. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PAWNEE AGENCY, OKLA., December 22, 1896. 
To the Honorable the ComMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 

Sir: We, the under adult members of the Pawnee tribe of Indians, 
residing in the Territory of ma, in council assembled, do here 
and petition that the Congress of the United States by act of tion 
that our tribe be paid per capita at once, or so soon as may practicable, 
ry fe principal of our money now on deposit in the Treasury of the 

ed States. 

Our reasons for pomeeatine Sie saywecet are that since 
ments and allowing our us lands to be thrown open to sett nt, and 
ecoming citizens of the United States, we find it much harder to live than 
formerly; that ci it nsibil 
heverdreamed. We find 
with our white neighbors we must have 
= that our farms or allotments must be improved in many respects. This 
— much money, much more than our regular annuity payments, as it 
» F fara ne Sach payments, and in some cases more, to pay our ordi- 
ay family expenses, the past three years our crops have been very 

neatisfactory, and have scarcely no revenue. e find ourselves 
constant] funds 


; ¥ in our upward progress for want of sufficient 

"in onder ter place this befc a idl pas- 
matter ore e 

sage of such a we have subcted * * * men of our tribe to visit Wash- 


rey pai we, 88% you to lend them all the assistance you can to have this 
= e desire you to their traveling expenses and other 
pense® out of our funds, and we truly hope that ou will see that they do 
our busines on other bad places, for we sen ies Ses te qntens 6 


: which we consider of very t importance to t . 
our pow of these facts, we most earnestly be beg and pray that you grant this, 


WwW 
fat i's stain apo fodiioun? "far te enclot our ibe cae 
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We also promise you that this money, if given us, shall be spent in improv- 
and it will ot > 


our homes, that none of be squandered. We truly hope you 
Witness our hands and seals the day and year first above written. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Now, if the Clerk will read the first letter 
there from Secretary Francis. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, January 18, 1897. 


Str: I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of a communication of 
16th instant and accom petition of the Pawnee tribe of Indians, Okla- 
homa, to secure a parent to them of $100,000 of their trust-land moneys on 
de t to their cr in the United States Treasury, which amounts to 


states that he has carefully considered the petition of 
these Indians and is of opinion that the aid extended to them at this time 
would be of benefit to the tribe, and he recommends that $50,000 of their land 
money be paid to them per cap 

I have talked with the delegation of those Indians, and ur, them to re- 
tain $400,000 in the Treasury, which would give them $20,000 taterest per an- 
num. This they seem unwilling to do, and insist on the per capita payment 
of $50,000, which is but one-half of the sum asked for. 

g ee the views and wishes of the Indians, I deem it best for 
in its wisdom, to fix the amount to be paid per capita to them. 
Very respectfully, 
DAVID R. FRANCIS, 
Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFPAIRS, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, on general principles I 
am opposed, as | understand my friend from Illinois {[Mr. Cannon] 
is, to taking the trust funds and paying them out to the various 
tribes of Indians; but it does seem to me that these Indians have 
made out a very strong case; and in view of the fact that the re- 
quest, modified as to amount, is concurred in by the Indian Office, 
and substantially by the Secretary, I think the amendment should 
be adopted. 

Mr. CANNON. Ihavethisfigured outnow. AllI want is that 
the House shall proceed with its eyes open. This bill carries over 
$100,000 for these 700 Indians. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Including this item? 

Mr. CANNON. No, no; excluding thisitem. Besides that, the 
interest on the trust fund was over $20,000—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Where does the gentleman get his $100,000 
which he says this bill carries for the Pawnees? 

Mr. CUR of Kansas. In live 15 the total is summed up at 

7,000 


Mr. CANNON. Letussee. On page 221 find “ Pawnees: For 
peapetees annuity, etc., $30,000 ”—— 

r. SHERM Certainly; but on line 15, page 23, there is a 
summary of all those items, which is only $47,100. 

Mri CANNON. Well, I want to get it exactly right. But in 
addition to this $47,000 they get $22,500 interest on their trust 
fund, so that they get, in round numbers, $70,000. Now, that is 
to be divided between 700 people. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But it is not all divided. Part of it is ex- 
pended for schools, pt for the blacksmith, part for the physi- 
cian, etc. It is not all divided per capita among the people. 

Mr. CANNON. I know that; but it helps them to live. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, certainly, it helps them to live. 

Mr. CANNON. And in the meantime they are living in 
their own homes, on their farms, and they receive, for schools, 
$10,000; for pay of physician, $1,200; for purchase of iron and 
steel, etc., $500; and other items, the whole making up this total of 
over $47,000. Now, I want to put the case to my friend from New 
York im this way: These Indians are wards of the nation who 
receive $500 each and live on their own farms; and does not the 
gentleman think, in view of these facts, that it is better for us to 
refuse to take a part of this trust fund and pay it over to them 
to be spent, instead of keeping it invested as capital for their 
benefit? They get $500 per family; that is $100 for every man, 
woman, and child. Now, with the highest grade of civilization 
existing throughout the length and breadth of this land, I do not 
believe that the average earnings of families will exceed that sum. 

Mr. GARDNER. Have they their houses paid for? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. They arelivingon their own farms, 
which they can not encumber. They are free from taxation. 
They are living in severalty, and, in addition to all this, they get 
from the Government $500 for everyfamily. That being the case, 
it seems to me that it is sheer waste to take $50,000 from this trust 
fund and pay it over tothem; and, let me add, and I say it respect- 
fully, people who would request that their trust fund, which is 
earning 5 per cent interest, should be distributed and paid over to 
them for current expenses, do, in my judgment, by that very 
request, show that they are not competent to care for themselves, 
aun if we waste this trust fund now at their suggestion, I fear the 
years will be very few until it is all gone and we shall be called 
upon to appropriate for these Indians from the Treasury, as we 
do for so many others. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I remind the gentleman that our whole sys- 
tem of dealing with the Indians is based upon the assumption that 
we have to care for them because they are not competent, as we 
are, to care for themselves. 
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Mr. CANNON. And we do care for them. Having extin- 
guished their title, and their lands being now held in severalty, 
we do care for them by treaty and give them $500 for each family. 
Now, if we take, in addition to that, $50,000 from the trust fund, 


that makes about $340 more for each family. In other words, the 
candle will be burning at both ends. Under the treaty we could 
permanently give them $500 for each family for many years to 
come, but if we disturb the principal of the trust fund, we merely 
hasten the day when they will become a general charge upon the 
Treasury. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SHERMAN, 
the Chairman declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 26. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

QUAPAWS. 

For education, per third article of oy st pow 13, 1833, $1,000; for black- 
smith and assistants, and tools, iron, and steel for blacksmith shop, per same 
article and treaty, $500; in all, $1,500. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the 
ainendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 25, after the word “dollars,” in line 13, add the following: 
“That the allottees of land within the limits of the Quapaw Agency, 
Ind. T., are hereby authorized to lease their land, or any part thereof, fora 
term not exceeding three years for farming or grazing purposes; or ten 
years for mining and business pu ; and said allottees, and their lessees 
i tenants, shall have the right to employ such assistants, laborers, and 

elp from time to time as they may deem necessary: Provided, That when- 
ever it shall be made to appear to the Secretary of the Interior that. by 
reason of age, disability, or inability,any certain allottee can not improve or 
aang his allotment properly and with benefit to himself, the same may be 
leased, in the discretion of the Secretary, upon such terms and conditions as 
shall be prescri by him. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this 


are hereby repealed.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I will raise the point of order 
against that amendment until I can ascertain what is the neces- 
sity for it. 

Mr. CURT’S of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, in the last Indian 
appropriatic.. bill this provision was embodied: 

That allottees of lands within the limits of the Quapaw Agency, Ind. T., 
are hereby authorized to lease their lands, or any part thereof, for a term 
not exceeding three years for farming or grazing purposes, or for ten years 
for mining or business purposes. 

It seems that the Indian Office has placed one construction upon 
this language and the Secretary of the Interior another. The 
Secretary holds that no leases can be made without the approval 
of the Secretary, and the Indian Office holds that such leases may 
be made without his approval. It was clearly the intention of 
the provision to authorize the Quapaw Indians to lease their lands 
the same as the adjacent tribes are permitted to lease theirs. All 
those Indians are in an advanced stage of civilization, and in 
order to remove any doubt as to what construction should be 

laced upon the law, I offer this amendment. It authorizes these 

ndians, if they are competent to make leases, to do so, but if for 
any reason they are not competent, it provides that the lands may 
be leased under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. It has been suggested and I believe that 
this is the best way out of the difficulty which has arisen in refer- 
ence to the construction to be p upon the act passed last 


winter. 

Mr. FISCHER. As I understand the gentleman, under the law 
as it now reads leases may not be made without the consent of the 
Department. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. No: asthe law now reads, leases of any 
kind may be made without the consent of the Department; thatis 
clearly the intention; but there is a dispute between the officers as 
to whether the law is entitled to that construction. 

Mr. FISCHER. Do you by your amendment intend to convey 
the idea that leases may hereafter be made by the Indians except 
where they are incompetent? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. By these particular Indians—the Qua- 

ws—unless they are incompetent. 

Mr. FISCHER. How is that incompetency to appear? 
it to be determined? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. It is to be determined by the agent. 
There is an agent over these Indians. 

Mr. FISCHER. Then all leases must be countersigned or in- 
dorsed by the Department; otherwise there can be no authorita- 
tive determination of the competency of the Indians to make the 


How is 


eases, 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The leases might be made, unless some 
ere appeard. 

r. FISCHER. If an Indian can not now lease his land except 
by consent of the Department, but may hereafter make a lease 
without the consent of the Department, except when he is incom- 
petent, how is that incompetency to be determined? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The gentleman misunderstands. These 
Indians have now the right under the law to make leases without 
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the consent of the Indian agent, just as the Miamis and othor 
Indian tribes located in the same neighborhood are itted to 
do. This law passed a year ago was intended t. zive the Quay. ws 
the same right exercised by Indian tribes whose lands adjoin the 
Quapaw Reservation. 

Mr. FISCHER. Ishall have to ask that the amendment be read 
again. I did not so understand it. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I wish to ask my onenne [Mr. Curtis of 
Kansas] a question. The Quapaws are still under the supervision 
of an agent, are they not? 

Mr. CURTIS of Roe There is an agent over those few 
tribes down in that neighborhood; but I am informed that they 
really need no a ‘ 

Mr. BRODER CK. And the agent superintends the matter of 


eases? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. He has done so, and does so now. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Well, why not make this provision general, 
“as to all Indians to whom allotments have been made? 

r. TIS of Kansas. Because other Indian tribes are not so 
far advanced as the members of the Quapaw and Miami tribes, 
These Indians have been transacting their own business for a con- 
siderable time, and are perfectly able to take care of themselves, 
Most of them are entirely competent to be intrusted with the mak. 
ing of leases, 

Mr. BRODERICK. As arule, allotments are not made until the 
Indians are well advanced. 

Mr. STEELE. Why not move to dispense with the agents? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The gentleman from Missouri sug- 
gests to me that such a provision would ‘‘knock out” at least ten 
men of his district who want to be Indian ts. 

Mr. STEELE. I did not think of that. ughter. ] 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Really, these In , or most of them, 
do not need an agent. 

Mr. STEELE. Sol understand. They have already applied to 
be annexed to Oklahoma. They are above the average in intelli- 
gence. They occupy a very small tract of territory—about the 
extent of this Capitol. 

The amendment of Mr. Curtis of Kansas was adopted. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read the following: 
* a pay a Siiticnal ue at the several agencies aed the Sioux in 

Mr. CANNON. I move toamend by striking out the paragraph 
just read. It seems to me the —, ought to be struck out. 

ask the attention of the gentleman in charge of this bil! fora 
moment. There seems to be in this item an increase from $20,000, 
the amount of the corresponding item for the current year, to 


$85,000. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is in this case really a transfer of 
remem so ~ — next Te this is reduced | ediae as 
com wi © corresponding app tion of year. I 
understand from the Indian Office that use of the saline of 
the accounting officer of the T in construing the law cer- 
tain items heretofore paid out of the next item can not be so paid 
es a — poe the ae = — while 

e appropriation in the next paragra) uced. 

Mr. CAN NON. Butin one case ave is a reduction of $100,000, 
and in the other an increase of $65,000. So it seems my friend's 
explanation does not explain. 

r. SHERMAN. But notwithstan 
net reduction. Under the ruling of the ury Department. it 
has been impossible to make out of the general appropriation of 
$1,000,000 given last year payments which it is desired to make 
out of this specific appropriation. Therefore, the appropriation 
in one case has been reduced and in the other increased; but it has 
not seemed n to make the increase in one case as larg? as 
the reduction in the other. 

Mr. CANNON. Has my friend any detailed information about 
this matter? : 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I have not any itemized statement ia 
reference to it. 

Mr. CANNON. I will change my amendment, and instead of 
moving to strike out the paragraph will move to amend by strik- 
ing out ‘*$85,000” and inserting ‘* $20,000.” 

. SHERMAN. I hope the gentleman’s motion will not pre 
vail. These two items taken er make a reduction upon the 
appropriations of last year. e Indian Office has assured us 
that by marvin, the general items in the form heretofore adopted 
the Bureau will be embarrassed, because the accounting officer 
of the Treasury will not audit certain bills, declaring that he has 
not authority of law to do so. Hence this has been asked 


the transfer, there isa 


for. I hope that the bill may be allowed to stand as it is, in the 
precise form asked for by the Secretary of the Interior, so as 
avoid embarrassment in the workings of the Indian Department 
on account of the rulings of the Treasury officials. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I want to say, in reply to the gentleman 
from New York, touching the condition 


the Sioux Indians 











their property and funds, that I think the next item in the bill is 
quite right when he reduces it by $100,000, and I think this item 
js quite wrong when he increases it $65,000, for the following rea- 
sons: We have made treaties with the Sioux Indians pretty much 
at their demand. Of all of the Indians in this country, they have 
had their way about it, solely because they have been gamy and 
because it was cheaper to treat with them, to feed them, and to 
clothe them than it was to —_ them. The provision made in 
this bill for the different tribes, including the Santee Sioux of 
Nebraska, of $1,507,000 in the aggregate, as against $1,348,000 for 
the current year, is, in my judgment, without warrant. It is an 
extraordinary provision under the treaty. 

Now, the next item ought to be decreased $100,000, and I have no 
doubt is decreased, because the prices of these commodities, beef, 

rk, and —_ subsistence stores, furnished to these Indians have 

n reduc 

But another thing: This item for ret additional employees at 
the several agencies for the Sioux in Nebraska and Dakota, amount- 
ing to $85,000, is outside of any treaty as far as I can discover. 
It is agratuity, pureand simple. But we have been giving them 
this gratuity, if it be a gratuity, of $20,000 a year for a long time 
past, and it is enough to continue that sum. 

Now, suppose they need more employees out there; they have a 
trust fund of $3,000,000 outside of all this, the interest upon which 
is $150,000 a year, and under the treaty the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior may use the proceeds of that fund for the civilization, for the 
education, or the welfare of these Indians. There are some poor 
Indians in the United States without reservations, without lands, 
without propentts vagabonds upon the face of the earth, and from 
the standpoint of humanity I oe a we ought to make it from the 
National Treasury in their behalf. But these are not the Indians. 

The Sioux Indians are notin need. I undertake to say that they, 
under the provisions of the treaty,in the way of ae 
and allowances given to them by the Government for clothing and 
subsistence, have received such allowances in greater amount than 
a like number of the average white population receives anywhere 
in the United States. Therefore I trust the committee will not 
grant the increase of $65,000. If the gentleman from New York 
thinks it necessary, then there is $150,000 interest on the $3,000,000 
trust fund that can be used, in the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Interior. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I certainly do think it necessary to retain 
the amount of $85,000. I think it necessary because from the 
experience of last year the Department knows that $20,000 is not 
sufficient. They know that an a aggregating $85,000 
was necessary; they know they were em by not being 
allowed to use that amount of the general appropriation, because 
the accounting officers of the Treasury held it could not be done; 
that they could not apply the appropriation under the first head 
to the second app: on. The therefore asked to have the 
amount transferred; and instead of increasing the total amount 
of the appropriation, as my friend from linois intimated, it does 
not, for there is really a decrease of $35,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Letme ask the gentlemanif there is not a fund 
of $150,000, interest on the $3,000,000 trust fund in the san 
that the Secretary of the Interior has a perfect right to use 
whole or in for this exact ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, He has at ht to use it for the support of the 
Indians; yes. There is mogues onof that. But this provicien is 
for the officers of the United States—officers to oversee in a general 
way the disposition of money and property, rations, etc., that are 
sent there under the appropriation and under the treaties for the 


use of these Indians. 
Mr. CANNON. This says, ‘‘ For pay of additional employees.” 
y; at the agencies. 


got CANNON. And instead of $20,000 the amount is fixed at 


Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 


Mr. CANNON. That is an extraordinary increase. Is it not 
Senne none Indians have a trust fund, under the treaty, of 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think about that sum. But let mecall the 
ee of the gentleman to the fact that this is not  & Proposes 
ase OF 900,000. year these expenses aggregated, I think, 
ning like $70,000, but were paid out of the general appropria- 
a. Now, the accounting officer holds that as there is a specific 
oe for that ee deficiency can not be made up 
ruling. ae font. 1 ae ree me as criticising his 

5 simp ting on. 
ang’, CANNON, The annual interest on $3,000,000 is $150,000 
that we Secretary of the Interior has the right to use any part of 
he kent of $150,000 for this or any other . Aye, more; 
> has the right to use 10 per cent of the $3,000,000 trust fund, 


under ¢ 
that here — of the treaty, if he re it as necessary. So 
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States officials. He can use it in support of schools. He can use 
it in various ways for the good of these Indians, but not right- 


fully in employing additional employeesat the agency. He ought 


not so to use it. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me, he has not lately 
read the a: or it has passed from his mind. 

Mr. SHER I know the power is quite general. 

Mr. CANNON. It is quite general, and he can use it for 
employees—— 
. GAMBLE. If the gentleman will permit me, I think Ihave 
the terms of the treaty in my mind. It is for the civilization and 
education of the Indians. Thoseare the terms limiting the power 
of the Secretary, as I remember it. Possibly I may be mistaken, 
but I think I have it in mind. 

Mr. CANNON. I think I have it here. 


Mr. GAMBLE. I should be very glad to be corrected, if Iam 
in error. 


Mr. CANNON. It makes permanent appropriations, with apt 
words, for subsistence—so many pounds of beef for each inhabit- 


ant; clothing, oxen, cows, farming implements, and soon. Then 
follow these words: 


And in addition thereto there shall be set apart, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $3,000,000, which said sum 
shall be deposited in the ury of the United States to the credit of the 
Sioux Nation of Indians as a permanent fund, the interest of which, at 5 per 
cent per annum, shall be segccogines, under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior, to the use of the Indians receiving rations and annuities upon 
the reservations created by act, in proportion to the numbers that shall 
so receive rations and annuities at the time this act takes effect, as follows: 
One half of said interest shall be so expended for the promotion of industrial 
and other suitable education among said Indians, and the other half thereof 
in such manner and for such p including reasonable cash payments 
per capita, as, in the ~~’ of said Secretary, shall, from time to time, 
most contribute to the advancement of said Ind in civilization and self- 
u Sioux, and the Ponca Indians 
be included in the benefits of said permanent fund, as provided in sec- 
tions 7 and 13 of this act. 


Then there is a further provision: 


Provided, That after the Government has been reimbursed for the money 
expended for said Indians under the provisions of this act, the Secretary of 
the Interior — in his discretion, expend, in addition to the interest of the 
permanent fund, not to exceed 10 per cent per annuin of the principal of 
said fund in the employment of farmers and in ee of dqrisalvarel 
im ents, teams, including reasonable c. payments per capita, 
and other articles necessary to assist them in cultural pursuits, and he 
shall report to Congress in detail each year his doings hereunder. 


One of the purposes for which he may use this money is indus- 


trial education. Now let me read this: 


For pay of additional employees at the several agencies. 


We/give them what the treaty calls for—a physician, a carpen- 
ter, and an engineer, two farmers, a blacksmith, and later on an 
additional blacksmith, under a modified treaty. Now, this is for 
additional employees. They live there, I believe, and I think I 
may assume from what little knowledge I have that these people 


largely do the work, or assist in doing the work, of tilling the 
farms. Itis instruction, if you please; and _ s the instructor 
ut a 


does quite as much work as the instructed; I claim is that 
we ought not to make this gift to these wealthy Indians that have 
the most magnificent, provision made for them of any Indians in 
the United States, more than any similar block of white popula- 
tion, with this great trust fund which can be used and the inter- 
est upon which ought to be used for these pu s. We ought 
not to make this gift, which we are not compelled to make under 
the treaty. Mind you, this is a gratuity. When we keep the 
treaty with them we provide for them magnificently. I do not 
want to increase the gratuity. 

Mr. GARDNER. you think it is good policy, in this or any 
other treaty, to permit a construction that will allow any officer 
of the Government to expend the allowances in placing people ia 
and about a reservation whom he chooses to call employees? 
Would it not place in the hands of the Secretary the power, at 
least, to waste one-half of the interest and the 10 per cent in plac- 
ing there such persons as he might choose? 

r. CANN ON. I will say to my friend that he opens up a large 
question. I want to say to him that in my judgment if a policy 
similar to the Indian policy of the United States toward these 
people who are savage or semisavage, a policy of provision for 
them when they do not toil, was pursued toward an equal block 
of the most magnificent of our American population it would, in 
a quarter of a century, demoralize our American population so 
that they would become paupers and mendicants, without man- 
wer of self-support. 

Mr. HARTMAN. That is true, and the whole system is wrong. 
. Mr. SHERMAN. There is a large increase in the next item, 


and the Indian Office was to send me a full report in reference to 


that, which has not come. I have sent for it, and I should have 


asked that we pass over the next item temporarily, until I receive 


it. I therefore suggest, if it meets with the gentleman's approval, 
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$450,000 wht ° discretionary fund for the coming fiscal year of | that I include this item under discussion. I will ask for a little 
Mr 


ch he can use. further information concerning it from the Indian Office, and 
‘ SHERMAN. Well, he can not use it in hiring United | meantime that it be passed. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Why not include in that request everything 
relating to the Sioux of different tribes? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Only the last three items are under discussion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Your increase of $65,000, your decrease of 
$100,000, and your increase of $200,000? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; Iask unanimous consent that they be 
temporarily passed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
the paragraphs he has indicated be temporarily passed. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Clerk to begin to read at line 8, 
page 32. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman also desires to pass the para- 
graph at the top of page 32? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr, CANNON. I hope the gentleman will get his information 
about that paragraph also. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the one concerning which I intended 
to make this request anyway, because I am expecting a full report, 
which has not yet been received. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For pay of employees at the several Ute agencies, $15,000; in all, $83,740. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the word 
** fifteen,” in lines 21 and 22, and insert the word “five,” so as to 
read “five thousand” instead of “‘ fifteen thousand.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would like to say to the gentleman that 
my information is that heretofore $5,000 has been appropriated 
‘and that that was not found to be sufficient, and the balance has 
been used out of the Ute 5 per cent trust funds now in the Treas- 
ury. But the Auditor of the Treasury now holds that that fund 
can not be drawn upon for this purpose; and therefore the Depart- 
ment asks for this increase. This, as the gentleman understands, 
is the fund of this band of Indians, It is not an appropriation 
out of the United States funds, but itis an appropriation of the 
money of this tribe of Indians. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not so understand. 

This very item, according to my recollection, is in pursuance of 
treaty. Now,I want to say to my friend that I will suggest to 
him that he put legislation in here that will overrule the Comp- 
troller, because time out of mind these various treaties have re- 
ceived the construction that the Secretary of the Interior, at his 
discretion, could use the proceeds of these trust funds along this 
line. Now, the gentleman says that a Comptroller 
has come in and turned him down. Well, now, there are several 
remedies. I am inclined to think that before the close of the 

resent fiscal year we will get a Comptroller who will not be 

ypercritical in a matter of this character. 

r. SHERMAN, I do not call the Treasury official hypercriti- 
cal; I do not criticise his action. I state what I understand from 
the Indian Office to be the reason for the requested change. 

Mr. CANNON. To cure the rulings of the Comptroller, we 
have to make — on almost all our bills. If you do not let 
that trust fund remain intact and used where it ought to be used, 
you will have to use the money out of the Treasury. It would be 
in order, if my amendment should fail, and I have no objection to 
the committee providing apt legislation to control the ruling of 
the Comptroller. 

Mr. SHERMAN . I trust the amendment of the gentleman will 
not prevail, but let us act under the ruling of the Comptroller on 
this article. The additional appropriation is absolutely essential 
as long as the Auditor of the ary holds as he does. What 
another Comptroller is likely to hold we do not know, but he ma 
sustain the ruling of the present Comptroller; and therefore £ 
hope the gentleman’s amendment will be voted down. 

r. CANNON. I would suppose that the gentleman would 
accept my amendment as a matter of course, otherwise I should 
have e the point of order on the increase being outside of the 
law and a mere gratuity; but it is too late to do that.: I can 
hardly see, Mr. Chairman, how it is possible that with the $5,000 
appropriation for employees of these Indians always had hereto- 
fore it shall with a single turn of the wrist be jumped up to 
$15,000, multiplied by lg Now, then, I do not know, but 
would be glad if the gentleman has the decision of the Comptroller 
he would show it to us. Just how it is I do not know. I did not 
— this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not the specific decision of the Audi- 
tor. Ihave taken the statement of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs in reference to the matter. I imagine that the Commis- 
sioner would not say to me that there had been such a ruling if 
there had not been one. The additional appropriation is not for 
the same number of employees. Under this item is now included 
officials last year included under the general item for Utah on 

41, and that item is reduced by $4,000. 
. CANNON. Well, I sug to the gentleman another way: 


if it is really to cure a ruling, let us not pay $10,000 by way of a 


it is under this treaty that is referred 


84. 
_ CANNON. Well, this contains a provision to be under the 
treaty put in these other items. I hope the gentleman will 


man, asitis. I think the additional amount is 


and other Indians 
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gratuity to cure it. If the gentleman will show me wherein j 


tis 
not a gratuity, I shall be glad. Now, as a matter of fact, I thi 
he is mistaken. It does not so state. ‘If I the Engine 


language, it takes the money out of the Treasury and not under 


the . I think I am right about it. 
Mr. S 


MAN. I have not So emey batons mie, bus I th: 
on the upper part of 


it by, and cure it, if it be a mere ruling, by an apt provision: a 
“ he — not desire to do that, well, of course, I am ready 
or av 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think that the bill should pass, Mr. Chair. 


no question about that, and I hope the committee will sustain the 


bill as it is, and vote down the amendment of the gentleman from 


is. 
The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. Cay- 
NON; and the Chairman announced that the noes tu have it, 
Mr. CANNON. I ask for a division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 37. 


So the amendment ae 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. , I move to amend by inserting, 
after the word ‘‘ dollars,” in line 22, the following language: 

To be paid out of the interest on the trust fund of said Indians. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For support, civilization, and instruction of the Shoshones and Bann 
In of the Fort Hall Reservation in Idaho, including pee? 
employees, $30,000. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman to 


state the reason for the increase of $10,000 in this item, making it 
$30,000 instead of $20,000. 
SHERMAN 


P. . The trust fund of these Indians, which has 
ican bnen, exgaastah bp har tax Sestpemnant urpotes, ac coamge 

expen y or irri P » according to 
my recollection. Then, too, the tleman recall that a re- 
cent decision of the courts holds that these Indians are subject to 
the State laws in relation to the hunting of game, which shuts 
them off from one of their customary means of subsistence. These 
two reasons, taken together, make it necessary to increase the 


appropriation for their su 
r. CANNON. I have under the impression that these 

Indians are pretty poor, and I am inclined tothink that they have 
not any trust fund. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They did have one, but it is all gone. 

Mr. CANNON. Principal and interest? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Principal and interest. 

Mr. CANNON. Therefore all that they now receive for their 
support eee. the United States gives them asa 


t 
Mr. SHERMAN . That is correct. 
Mr. CANNON, And the gentleman thinks it is necessary to 
i hereto made 


—ee ole fore ? = 
ee ee y think the amount in the bill is 
none , ese Indians are poor, very poor. 
The Clerk read as follows: 2 


F , pure and 

ee ee oe pur 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I observethat in the paragraph 
just read provi for the construction, purchase, lease, and 
repair of school buildings, etc., there is an increase recommended 
from $140,000 to $200,000, Will the gentleman in charge of the 
bill tell the House the reasons for that increase? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say to the gentleman that, ng out 
the provision in the last appropriation bill, which dec it to 
the policy of the Government to do away with contract schools, 1 
became necessary to provide ing in their stead, and the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs is into effect that policy 
as rapidly ashecan. As we do away with contract schools, it is of 
course necessary to supply other schools in their place, and this 
item is for that and is none too large. 

Mr. CANNON. [| notice that at the various points through the 
bill there are a appropriations for the construction of school- 
houses, and that th , quite properly, no doubt, somewhat 
more liberal than such ap i ve been made hereto/ore. 
I suppose the reason w the gentleman has just stated exp!ains 
those increases also. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; although the gentleman’s statement of 
facts is a little bit erroneous. er there is an increase the 


purpose is to carry out what Congress has declared to be its pol- 


icy in to this subject. 

Mr. CANNON, Can the gentleman inform the House as to the 
total amount of the increases for the present year resulting !rom 
the policy he speaks of, and also what the increase will be for the 
comeing year? 
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Mr. SHERMAN. For this fiscal year the increase is $140,000. 
Last ~~ we appropriated for building some five or six new schools 


tside of this appropriation of $140,000. We @ - 
ated last or schools at Chamberlain and at Ra City 
S. Dak. for one for the Sacs and Foxes in Iowa, for one at 


Flandreau, S. Dak., for one at Genoa, Nebr., and for additional 
buildings at Mount Pleasant, Mich. 

Mr. CANNON. Ata cost of about how much? 

Mr. SHERMAN. About $200,000. ‘ 

Mr. CANNON. Was thereany increase last year in the general 
item for schools? : ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. There was an increase in the general item in 
addition to these special items I have mentioned. : 

Mr. CANNON. Can the gentleman specify what is to be the 
total cost of this of — ? , ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN, , I should think that before we finished it 
the cost would probably be in the neighborhood of from $1,500,000 
to $2,000,000. 

o McCORMICK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman to state briefly for the information of the House at this 





original homes, where within two weeks or a month they relapse 
into a state of barbarism as bad as before—not exerting a good 
influence, but exerting a bad influence, the other members of the 
tribe absolutely “hazing” them into a condition of fear, so that 
they dare not assert their independence or undertake to exert any 
beneficial influence which their education might be expected to 
enable them to exercise. I say that to elevate these Indians to a 
condition of civilization and then return them to their tribes, 
making no provision for maintaining them, is a refinement of 
cruelty infinitely worse than to have allowed them to remain in 
their o: al condition. I should like the chairman of the com- 
mittee fs . SHERMAN] to state wherein this elevating influence of 
which oes has been shown. 
Mr. 8 MAN. I will ask my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Curtis], to answer that ques- 
tion, because, as he lives in that section of country where many of 
these Indians reside, and is very familiar with them from personal 
observation, he can answer the gentleman’s question more intelli- 
gently than I can. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 


stage of the debate something in reference to the progress made by | hausted 


these Indians under this instruction, whether there is sufficiently 
marked p made to a increased ee 
whether the gentleman has visited any of these Indian schools an 
can tell us about them from personal observation? s 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say to the gentleman that, outside of 
Carlisle and Hampton, both of them schools with an industrial 
department; schools commonly called industrial schools—l have 
not visited any of the schools; but in to-day’s Recorp the gentle- 
man will find a statement which comes from the superintendent 
of Indian schools, and which I incorporated in my remarks yester- 
day. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Having spent some of the better years of 
my life in the Indian country, in Arizona and New Mexico, I feel 
now as though I would like to hear directly from the chairman of 
the committee charged with this subject a brief statement as to 
the progress made by the Indians in these schools. It has been a 
question for years as to whether the Indian schools would RY the 
Government for its great outlay in a them. these 
schools are producing satisfactory results, I would be the last man 
on this floor to opposei appropriations for them; but if, on 
thecontrary, there is not that marked progress which has been some- 
times reported, I think the House ought to knowit. Years ago, 
this question of Indian education was agitated in Congress, and, 
as the records will show, I had a good eal to say upon the sub- 
ject, having been at that time a Delegate on this floor from the 
ndian country. 

Now, as a matter of personal interest to myself and also, I have 
no doubt, of interest to gentlemen around me, I should like to 
have the chairman tell the House whether or not there has been 
marked p in the civilization and development of the Indians 
through these schools within, say, the last two years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. i , [think there has been marked 
progress each year for more than two years—for the last half 
dozen years—in the development of the Indians in all the schools 
of the country, a progress most marked, perhaps, in the non- 
reservation industrial schools. The development and ess of 
the Indians is shown to a greater degree, in my ju ent, in 
these nonreservation industrial schools than anywhere else. The 
educational advance of the Indians during the last twenty years 
has been remarkable. The result has been of inestimable value 
in elevating the entire Indian race. I think that the expenditure 
of the Government in this direction has shown remarkable fruit, 
and is showing fruit every day. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Of thepupils attending these Indian schools 
Within the last fifteen or twenty years, can the gentleman tell us 
what proportion have, after leaving the schools, continued to live a 

ife of civilization—if I may use that expression—or what propor- 
tion have returned to their original life among their tribes? 
the gentleman any idea of that peopertion? 
., Mr. SH . IfIshould e to state the proportion, 
ae simply bea guess. I a no omnes figures on the —_ 
: My impression, however, is that av arge majority of the 
Indians after being educated go back oda tribes; but in re- 
suming life their tribes they exercise an influence in ele- 
een — which they could not exercise had they not 
en educated. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona, I should like to have the gentleman 
State for the information of the House how many of these edu- 
a Indians have been vided with employment, and what 
nett they have been in their tribes. Allow me to say 
‘ at | once witnessed one of the greatest cases of cruelty in re- 

urning the educated Indian boys and girls to their tribes without 
{aking provision for maintaining them in a state of civilization 
— I Ae feel inemey leech orin any State. It has been 
Civ tice to educate these and girls—to make them 
, polite, and well dressed—and then return them to their 


(Mr. BINGHAM addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


Isimply want to say a word in reply to the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Arizona [Mr. MurpPHy] as to the results of the In- 
dian industrial schools in the East, and with reference to his sug- 
gestion that these Indian people are worse off when they go back 
to the reservation than before. Now, Ican not speak for any other 
school except that in my immediate neighborhood, but we have 
the care there of some 800 Indian pupils,and I challenge his state- 
ment as to that school, and refer the gentleman for its refutation 
to the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs; I refer him 
to the superintendent of that institution, and to facts which are 
well known to many people connected with the institution. We 
have kept a tab on all of the boys and girls who have been taught 
in the school at Carlisle since it was instituted; and let me tell the 
gentleman that 98 per cent of the Indian pupils turned out from 
that school are among the very best citizens of the land to-day, 
They are teachers, they are bankers, farmers, mechanics; they 
have been educated away from their tribal relations, not only in 
the education of the books, but in communities where they can 
see bankers, merchants, business men, agriculturists, and others 
engaged in their work, and they have become civilized; and if I 
could take you to that school and show you 25 Indian boys who 
have entered this year from the Apache tribe and then four years 
from now show you the same boys, you would not be able to 

ize them as the same persons. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Let me say to the gentleman that 
I have no reflection to upon the Indians educated at the school 
in his district. But what I do say is that every Apache Indian 
educated there who returns to the San Carlos Reservation, with 
the exception possibly of 5 per cent of the total number who have 

so educated, returns at once to his original state of barbarism, 
and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has said that he desired 
Congress to help him find employment for these people. 

Mr.MAHON. You can not get the Indians back on that agency 
when they have been properly educated. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Why, they have just recently turned 
loose t of them on the agency. 

Mr. ON (continuing). And some of the very best men in 
the nent Valley are of that tribe, educated in the Carlisle 
school. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, for the p of making a remark in reply to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon]. I donot want tointerfere 
with the Carlisle school or any other, because I can not, [Laugh- 
ter.] In reference to these schools I want to say a word. 

I want to say, however, that the gentleman is right about the 
Indian children. I have no doubt that many of these people edu- 
cated at Carlisle, if they could stay in Pennsy!vania, eald make 
a fair race in the contest for existence. Buta large percentage, as 
I am informed, and, in fact, as I know to be true, as it was some 

ago, of the people highly educated off the reservation, when- 
ever they went back to the reservation and came in contact with 
the people from whom they originally sprung, were absolutely 
without protection, except where employed by the United States. 
And it was a matter of pride with the other Indians to see that 
they were brought down to a lower level than that occupied by 
the average member of the tribe. 

It is not strange. Iam not going to abuse the Indians. It has 
been something over 2,000 years since the invasion of Britain by 
Cesar. Those early Britons were a courageous set of people; but 
they were savages, as we are told, and it has taken them, with the 
whole island to orm in, 2,000 years and constant war and 
struggling to work out the civilization of that magnificent island, 
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There is no such time nor geographical condition for the unfor- 
tunate Indians; and long before a hundred years shall have passed 
by, he will be gone. To me it is the very extreme of cruelty to 
take the children of Indians from a state of barbarism and educate 
them highly, give them a thorough course of college training, 
bring them in contact with our civilization, and then turn them’ 
back with the tide. They are infinitely worse off for themselves, 
and, indeed, for the advancement of the tribe, than if they had 
never been taken from the tribe. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last two words. 

I am a little surprised at the statement of the two gentlemen 
who have just spoken. I donot deny the statement of the gentle- 
man from Arizona [Mr. MurpPHy], because it is very unfortunate 
that some of the Indians of Arizona are compelled to return to 
their reservation. They are kept upon reservations in that Ter- 
ritory of which it is said, gentlemen, that “if a crow should fly 
over he would take his dinner with him,” and yet the Indians are 
supposed to go back to that region and continue to advance in 
civilization. 

If some of the Arizona Indians were removed from the undesir- 
able and barren section of that Territory to some of her rich val- 
leys and good farming lands, I am satisfied that the gentleman 
would have no reason to complain of the conduct of the boys and 
girls who had been educated at the splendid Indian schools of this 
country. ‘ 

any of the Arizona Indians beg at the various railroad stations; 
and while there is now no inducement to them to continue to de- 
velop and educate the tribe, yet the skill displayed in the manu- 
facture of trinkets plainly shows that if they had an opportunity 
they would make great advancement. If you go to the part of 
the country where they have good lands to till, you will find the 
Indians who have been educated at Haskell, at Carlisle, at Hamp- 
ton, and the other schools, have built nice homes and are setting 
a good example for the Indians who have stayed on the reserva- 
tions. At Chilocco boys who have been educated in Indian schools 
are teachers, and they make teachers of whom the Government 
may well be proud. In parts of Kansas Indian boys who have 
been educated at Haskell are employed. On some of the reserva- 
tions to-day you can find boys and girls who when babies had 
their ears pierced, who wore the blanket and breech clout when 
taken to Carlisle, to Haskell, to Hampton, and Chilocco, who have 
returned to their tribes and are to-day wearing the dress of civil- 
ized men and women, and they are setting a good example for the 
Indians at their homes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is another test of civilization and 
education in this country to which none of you gentlemen seem 
to have referred, and I should like to have your statement in re- 
os to that. That is, whether these Indians have learned to play 

ootball a anes 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I understand one of the best football 
teams in the United States is up at Carlisle. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is not that considered the highest devel- 
opment of our educational — amend 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I donot know; but I want to say that 
a few years ago the law was modified so that the boys and girls 
who were educated at these schools _— be employed as teachers; 
and here is what the Commissioner of Indian Affairs says in refer- 
ence to that: 

This modification has enabled me to secure excellent teachers who other- 
wise would have been debarred from ente the service. The corps of 
teachers now numbers many graduates of t schools, who have proven 
themselves worthy employees, well qualified for their work. Many other 

tions in the ool service are fi ee. and for all unclassified 
positions agents and superintendents are instructed to give preference to 





Many other positions are filled by these boys and girls, educated 
in the reservation and nonreservation schools. ot only that; 
ou may visit the reservation schools and you will find that a 
ge per cent of the Indian children are going there and being 
trained, not only educated in books, but the boys are educated in 
farming and the girls in housekeeping. The advantage of this 
training is apparent on every reservation. 

I want to say further that it is a fact that to-day over 60 per 
cent of the entire Indian school population is attending schools. 
There are nearly 25,000 Indian pupils attending school, exclusive 
of the New York Indians and the Five Tribes. The trouble is 
that there are not enough schools to accommodate the children. 
These gentlemen who have been complaining about the nonad- 
vancement of the Indian had better vote liberal appropriations 
that provision may be made to educate the Indian children. 

Here the hammer fell. } 
r. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike out the last two 
words, and I wish to say a single word. Education is not what 
ou get out of books. it does not help a great deal in the race of 

‘e, except as it gives you good tools to work with. Now, we are 
not appropriating any great amount to educate the colored people; 
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yet there are eight or nine millions of them, and they are makin, 


pretty fair progress. Why? Because on the whole they wii 
work before they will steal or starve. Thereis hope for that race 
They progress. They areaccumulating p . Now, ifit were 
sible for us to pursue a policy by which we could have tho 
ndian population of the United States learn to live in the sweat 
of their faces, even if they did not live very well—if we could have 
them learn to work one month in the year or one day or two days 
in the week—I would rather see that nn . But Ido not see any 
advancement along that line. I am sorry to say I see but litte 
advancement along that line down in the Indian Territory, and for 
that reason, a little later on, we shall come to an appropriation to 
continue the commission to try to treat with those ple. And 
ou must recollect that there they have a large ure of white 
ood. The situation in that r is not hopeful. 

Still, there is nothing practical in this talk. After having pos- 
sessed the lands of these people that are of much value, still keep. 
ing in ion, we have a spasm of desire to be employed, some 
of us that do not need employment and some of us that do need 
employment, and the result is that, at the expense of the Treasury, 
we are doing a pee deal of what we call education. If I had the 

wer to amend the law, I would not allow any Indian child who 
is educated at the public expense away beyond the tribe to return, 
but would furnish him employment among the people who had 
educated him. 

Mr. MONDELL. I offer an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Before we this, I rise to 
—_— the amendment offered by the gentleman from Tilinois [ Mr, 

ANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. To strike out the last two words, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has i the gentleman 
from eel 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I hope we will not pass from 
this subject of Indian schools until I have a chance to say just a 
few words on that subject. I hope I shall have an opportunity 
after we shall have passed on this amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I rise to the point of order that debate on all 
the amendments is exhausted. 

Mr. MONDELL. I desire to amend the bill by adding, on line 


16, 42, the following: 
the CHAIRMAN ; The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “dollars,” in line 16, page 42, add: 

“And in connection with every Indian school hereafter erected and ostab- 
aos aeee shall be provided acompletely equipped manual training 
men 

Mr. SHERMAN. I raise the point of order against that amend- 
ment that it is new legislation. a 

Pee MONDELL. I trust the gentleman will reserve the point 
of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will reserve the point of order if the gen- 
tleman desire: to make a statement. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, there has been a deal said 
in to the question of Indian education; and gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has very wisely stated in this connec- 
tion that what we learn from books is —s — of our 
education. I believe that the Indian schools—both the reservation 
and the nonreservation schools—in this country are doing a vast 
amount of good in elevating the individual Indians taught. In 
the past, in the history of the human race, there have only been 
two methods by which nations have been civilized. One has been 
by slavery; the other by war. Nations have been civilized by being 
enslaved and vompelled to work, by being compelled by their mas 
ters to learn that the only way in which a people rise is by labor, 
by exertion. ‘‘ No good ever comes without labor,” some one has 
said; or else by wars, by which peoples have been driven, in self- 
defense, to agriculture and manufacture. ‘ 

Now, in the United States we are eae pe bm civilization of 
arace by moral suasion, which is a new method, and up to this 
time a method which, judged by the results, has not been entirely 
successful. I believe that in the civilization of the Indians schools 
are absolutely necessary; but many of them do not go far enough 
in maemo the — — to work and how to 2 those thin 
necessary to make them self-supporting members of society. 
the State in which I live isa splendidly equipped school, largely 
attended by the children of both sexes of the Seoshous and Arapa 
hoe tribes; and it is certainly very interesting and very encourag- 
ing to note the oe made by these young Indians. The ‘ 
culty in that school, as in many other schools all over the country, 
is that the Indians are not being taught those things which are the 
most essential in the practical education of a le. They have 
not been taught to work; they are not being taught that it 1s new 
essary to labor in order to gain a livelihood. ey are taught 
reading, writing, and spelling; and then, when so taught, they £° 
out into the reservation among their people without having ee? 
instructed in those arts which they must practice in order to “3!2 
a livelihood and in order to elevate their = There is not 12 
connection with that school any Gpourteillty | or those children 














reccive instruction, except in the art of irrigation, in the practical 
branches which they must be trained in to be of the highest service 


to their le. Thatis very important and essential, for the coun- 
try on which the reservation school is located is susceptible of being 
jrrigated, and is being irrigated to a very considerable extent by 
hese Indians. 
' The practical lessons which white boys and girls learn by contact 
with their fellows these Indians haveno opportunity tolearn. That 
js one of the disadvan of the agency school. They are sur- 
rounded by barbarism and savagery, and they donot and can not b 
intercourse and by observation learn to work and learn how wor 
is done in a civilized community. It is therefore especially essen- 
tial, instead of educating these children to a high degree in books, 
that there should be in connection with every one of these schools 
a well-equipped manual training establishment in which the boys 
and girls shall be taught those gs which are absolutely essen- 
tial to enable them to go back to their tribes and be of benefit to 
their people. And I believe that the solution of the question of 
the civilization of the Indians depends — largely on whether or 
not in the future in our schools we teach the Indians to work and 
ive them an opportunity to learn those trades which will benefit 
foem when they return to their reservation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order made 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of 306 Indian pupilsat Albuquerque, N. Mex., at 
$167 per annum for each pupil, $50,100; for pay of su tendent of said 
school, $1,700; for general repairs and improvements, , and for water 
supply, $2,000; in $55,300. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk, to come in after the paragraph just read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


For the support, education, and civilization of the Seeley savages on the 
Manhattan rvation, one thousand million dollars. 
{Laughter.] ~ , 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on that until I ascertain whether it proposes to appropriate a 
thousand millions or one million. 

Mr. HARTMAN. It pro one thousand million dollars for 
the support, education, and civilization of the Seeley savages on 
the Manhattan Reservation. [Langhies. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, while I am thoroughly in 
sympathy with the object ae by the amendment, yet it 
carries so large an appropriation I must insist upon the point of 
order. [Lange] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

a on the a ee en upils as Cheer 8. Dak., 
‘per annum for : su tendent school, 
91,20; Cquipenanat and usher napevenniate $2,000; in all, $19,900. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out all of line 48, after the word “‘ dollars,” and all of line 9 
the town : 


Ns §00; for erection of stable, $1,000; for erec- 
or wa’ . , 

tion of workshop i 0; as sasdlen of ‘laundry, $1,000; for erection of hos- 
pital, $1,500; in al, 900.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state that that amendment was 
to by the full committee after a thorough hearing, and is offered 
by the gentleman from South Dakota as a committee amendment. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I may add that I have a communication from 
the Commissioner of an Affairs favoring the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Before the amendment is acted upon, I wish to 
ask a question or two. I should like to know whether, at any of 
these other boarding schools, we undertake to erect hospitals? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr.CANNON. Is it eo paliey of the committee or of Congress 
that at each of these Indian boarding schools we are to have hos- 
Pitals and all that kind of thing? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I donot know just what the gentleman means 
by “all that kind of thing,” but I think a jority of the schools 
have hospitals, though not expensive ones. It strikes me that it 
is quite apparent w y hospitals are n at these schools, 
= an attendance of anywhere from 125 to 350 children, who are 

ikely to be sick, at least with the ordinary children’s diseases, 
= of wae are contagious. 
* amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
rif (7, {uPport and education of 150 Indian pupils at the Indian school at Per- 
schoo} 3 ie each per annum, Sa; or pay of superintendent of said 

. $1,500; for general repairs improvements, ; in all, $27,050. 
‘ Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by on 47, line 8, after the word “dollars,” the fol- 
Dishey foros Pay of of Russ Lumber and Mill Company for lumber fur- 

1 tine 9, same “ ” and insert in 
tien thereot the w out the words gel at r 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to raise the point of 
order against that amendment, but I will reserve it long enough 
to hear the statement of the gentleman from California, if he 
wishes to make one. 

Mr. BOWERS. It 1s to pay a small bill of $31.35 that this 
school owes to the Russ Lumber and Mill Company at Perris. 
The circumstances are briefly set forth in a letter which I have 
received and which I will ask to have read. 1t will be remembered 
that the agent at that place fell into bad ways and left for another 
country, leaving some bills unpaid. The lumber company never 
was paid, and it was not in fault at all. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


RIVERSIDE, CAL., December 22, 1896. 

DEAR SiR; We inclose herein a claim of $31.35 against the Government for 
lumber furnished for use of the United States Indian school near Perris, Cal., 
with the correspondence relative thereto, and ask that you kindly give the 
matter your attention. While the claim is a small one, yet we do not feel 
like losing it. > 

Briefly,.the facts are these: 
On ae _ Mr. R. P. Nevin, our agent at Alessandro, furnished lum- 

use 


ber for Yndian school near Pe Cal., amounting to $31.35, of which 
no part has been paid. Shortly after this the superintendent of the school 
disa and Special Agent Colonel Shelby was sent to take charge and 


up the accounts. He e our s and also located the lumber 


in the and approved of our claim. Nevin left our employ in January, 
1895, and went to New Mexico, and we have not heard from him since. ” 
have repeatedly written to the superintendent of the Indian school at Perris 
in regard to the claim and he always to write to the Department. 
The matter ran al in this way until we wrote the Department direct, in 
September, 1806, and the inclosed correspondence is the result ofsame. From 
these it that Mr. Nevin was notified on April 27, 1895 (four months 
after he our employ), that the claim was disallowed and that as an —_ 
cation for revision of the account had not been made within one year, the 
action of the Auditor’s Office became final and that our only relief now was 
to apply to Congress to make a special appropriation for the payment of the 
amount. 

The Russ Lumber and Mill Company is in no manner to blame and can see 
no good reason why it should lose the money. If it is not asking too much 
of you, we wish that you would take the matter up for us, and oblige, 

Yours, truly, 
Russ LUMBER AND Mii Company, 
R. P. WINTERS, Assistant Manager, 

Hon. W. W. Bowers, M. C., 

Washington, D. C. 


Mr. BOWERS. The bill was approved by the Indian Bureau 
and certified to the Auditor, but it wassome two years before they 
got notice, and then the time had expired within which they could 
ask for a revision. They were required to ask for a revision within 
twelve months, if at all; and the time expired while the Indian 
agent was gone and while their agent was gone, and so the com- 
pany has suffered. 

. HYDE. Is that the reason assigned in the correspondence 
why the claim was disallowed? 
. BOWERS. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think this item does not 
properly belong here, but the claim seems to be an honest one and 
the amount is so trifling that I shall not insist on the point of 
order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of 100 Indian  pouile at the Indian school, Pipe- 


stone, , at $167 per annum each, $16. for pay of eee ien tant at 
said school, $1,200; for general repairs and improvements, $1,000; in all $18,900. 


Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, under instructions of the com- 
mittee, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out in line 5, 48, after the word “improvements,"’ the remain- 


der of the bh nw insert ** $2,500; for school building and dormitory, 
$10,000; in all, $0, 5 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 

mtleman in charge of this bill what arrangement has been made 
in it with reference to contract schools. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We passed that paragraph some time ago. 
If the gentleman will turn back to page 42, he will see what there 
is in the bill in relation to that subject, and if he will examine 
the REcoRD of yesterday, he will, see what was stated upon the 
subject when the bill was presented. I do not suppose the gen- 
tleman desires me to occupy time now in repeating what I said 


vr Wi 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I was unavoidably absent at that par- 
ticular time and failed to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, if my friend will turn to the Recorp, 
he will find what I said. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Isuppose the chairman can state very 
briefly whether the bill in that respect is as it was last year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The declaration that was made last year was 
about as clear and emphatic as the English language could make 
it, and there is no declaration at all on the subject in this bill. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. My friend is a master of English, and 
when he assures me that the bill is just as explicit upon this point 
as it is possible for the English language to make it, I accept his 
statement. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman’s complimentary words com- 
pel me to admit that I did not draw the provision under discus- 
sion. It was not in the original bill, but was the result of a 
conference. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I understand that this amend- 
ment which the chairman has offered provides for constructing a 
new building. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; and adds $1,500 for repairs and improve- 
ments. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read the 
following: 


For support and education of 100 Indian pupils, Rapid City, 8. Dak., at $167 
per annum each, $16,700; for pay of superintendent, $1,200; for equipment and 
minor improvements, $2,000; in all, $19,900. 

Mr.GAMBLE. Ioffer theamendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all of line 12, page 48, after the word “dollars,” where the same 
first appears in said line, and insert the following: 

‘For water supply and sewer, $5,000; 

“ For erection of stable, $1,000; 

“For erection of workshop, $1,500; 

“ For erection of laundry, $1,000; 

“For erection of hospital. $1,500; in all $29,900.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. This also is an amendment which has been 

to by the committee. This is a new school, and these ad- 
ditions seem to be proper and necessary. 

Mr. CANNON. Has this item been considered and estimated 
for by the Indian Office? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; only it was estimated for at a con- 
siderably larger sum than that which the committee agreed to 
allow. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Theestimate of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs was $18,700; the recommendation of the committee is $10,000, 
the committee having left out some of the items and scaled down 
others. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. GAMBLE was 
adopted. 

The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read the 
following: 

For support and education of 150 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Sho- 
shone Reservation, Wyo., at $167 per annum each, $25,050; for pay of super- 
intendent ae said school, $1,400; for general repairs and improvements, S500; 

Mr. MONDELL. 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 19 on page 49 insert— 
“For erection and equipment of shop for manual training, $3,000.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to ask the gentleman whether he has 
any recommendation from the Indian Office for such an appro- 
priation as the amendment proposes? 

Mr. MONDELL. The Indian Office did not make any recom- 
mendation on this subject. That office said this school was not 
large enough to warrant the erection of a manual training shop. 
If the gentleman will reserve for a moment his point of order (if 
he thinks of raising one), I should like to make a brief explana- 


I offer the amendment which I send to the 


tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will reserve the point of order, to hear the 
gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. MONDELL. This school at Shoshone Agency, Wyo., was 
erected by the Government at a cost originally of $50,000. There 
has since been expended upon it for additions about $5,000, mak- 
ing the total expenditure about $55,000. Good buildings have 
been erected there, and about 160 Indian children are attend- 
ing the school. They have made marked progress, and I believe 
the school on that reservation is doing a great deal of good and 
will continue to do good in the future. But at present the Gov- 
ernment has provided no means by which those children can 
be taught trades or can receive any manual training whatever. 
Those Indian youths, when they return to their tribes, should 
have some —— of trades. The boys should understand 
something about blacksmithing, carpentry, house building, and re- 
pairing, know how to repair agricultural machinery, etc. There 
are many branchesof practical knowledge which will prove much 
more beneficial to these Indian children when they leave school 
than higher book education. 

While, as I have said, I believe the school is doing a great deal 
of good, I believe that the addition of a manual training shop to 
this school would add vastly to its usefulness to the Indians. An 

* appropriation of $2,500 for the purpose contemplated by my 
amendment would make this school of much more utility in the 
development and civilization of those Indians than it now is. 

The superintendent of the Indian school has for several years 
past asked for an appropriation of a larger amount for this pur- 
pose than my amendment proposes. I believe the Indian Depart- 
ment holds some sort of a theory—that is what I judge from a 


remark made by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs—that unlesg 


a school has a large number of pupils the tis not justi- 
fied in asking an appro riation for manual training shops. On 
the contrary, my belief is that a manual training shop is the most 


rtant part of an Indian school. If we do not teach thesg 
ian boys how to work, if we do not give them the ity 
to learn those things which will be absolutely essen to them 
when they return to their tribes, then on their return they are 
useless and are liable to become more —— and worthless 
than the most ordinary of the Indians who have received no edu- 
cation whatever. I trust the gentleman from New York, the 
chairman of the committee, will not raise the point of order 
against this amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In view of the fact that this proposition doeg 
not reach us through the usual channel, and has not been esti- 
mated for, and in view of the further fact that even now the gen- 
tleman offering the amendment is forced to admit that it has not 
the approval of the Indian Office, I must insist on the point of 


order. 
Will the gentleman state his point of order? 


im 
In 


The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My point of order is that the amendment 
increases the <r Ry and is in the line of new legislation. 

The CHAIR . Does the gentleman claim that it is not 
authorized by existing law? 

Mr. SHERMAN. e school as now established is authorized 
by existing law; but this am it proposes such an addition 
and modification to that school as to constitute what I assume to 
be new legislation. 

Mr. MONDELL. I believe the gentleman’s point of order igs 
not well taken. 

Mr. CANNON. I have no interest in this matter; I do not 
know anything about the merits of the case. But upon the point 
of order—suppose the amendment provided for the establishment 
of a medical school, ova law school, or a training school for nurses, 
would such a provision be in order? This t provides 
for a manual training school. I do not know of any law for such 
a provision. I am notantagonizing this i appropriation, 
but I want to know ‘“‘ where we are at,” sofar as the point of order 
is concerned. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The mere fact that a school is provided for 
at this particular reservation does not, it seems to me, imply that 
the school can be enlarged or its scope extended, as this amend- 
ment proposes. I submit that under the rule governing amend- 
ments to appropriation bills the point of order must be sustained. 
While a point of order could not be sustained an amend- 
ment inecenine the ones ed of — 25 or 50, or to ol — 
extent, this proposition, it seems me, proposes to rge the 
scope and change the character of the school. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to hear the gentle 
man’s view as to whether this amendment can be ded as 4 
continuation of a public work already authorized by law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, I think not, because it provides for «n- 
other department of the school, a new department not heretofore 
authorized. It opens up anew field of education at that particular 
point; and my idea would be that because of that it comes within 
the rule which provides that no new legislation shall be ingrafted 
upon any ap iation bill. 

as a a See a int of order; 
and the Clerk will proceed reading i 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For collecting and transportation of toand from Indian schools, and 
also for the transportation of Indian eae from all the Indian schools and 
placing of them, with the consent of their ts, under the care and con- 

rol of such suitable white families as may in all be qualified to give 
such pupils moral, industrial, and educational 
in which their ed care, support, and education 
their labor, $35,000. 


Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Mr, Chairman, I move the amené 
ment I send to the desk. 


, under arrangements 
ll be in exchange for 


The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 13 on page 50 insert: 

“That no Indians educated away from their reservations at any school 
shall be lied to return to and tribal relations in A1rz0D% 
unless sui provision is there made for their employment.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I must make the point of 
order upon that. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. I hope the gentleman will reserve 
the point of order for a moment until I can explain the reas. of 
this amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly, I will do so. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make the 
point with reference to the remarks of the gentleman from Kan 
sas [Mr. Curtis] concerning the condition of these Indians we? 
they are returned from these Eastern schools. The gent!:man 
excepted Arizona in his remarks, and admitted that it was unfor, 
tunate for these Indians that they were compelled to be retur 
to the Apache Reservation in that Territory, While I ask that 
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Arizona i y, I think the amendment would y with 
equal force to reservations in man of the West there 
are semihostile tribes of Indians. e have some peaceful tribes 
in Arizona, such tribes, for instance, as the Pima and the Mari- 
copa Indians, where the return of these boys to the tribes would 


undoubtedly be beneficial. But with reference to the Apache, or 
the Na Satie, com a by far the larger number of In- 
dians in the Territory, I claim it is a great hardship aud a cruelty 
to return educated boys to these tribes without p 
ment forthem. In ni ¢ 1 
to say that they return immediately to barbarism, and nr, a 
in a far more unfortunate condition than if they had not n 
taken from the tribe at all. 

I wish to call the attention of the legislative body of the nation 
to this condition of affairs in that Territory. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairsustains the point of order raised 
by the gentleman from New York; and the Clerk will proceed 
with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That all expenditure of money @ ted for school purposes in this act 
shall be at all times under the supe n and direction of the Commissioner 
and in all respects 


lati tothe expenditure of money as may be from time to time prescribed 
by ‘him, subject to the supervision of the Sesretery of the Interior. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ing employ- 
-nine cases out of a hundred it is safe 


On page 50, line i the word “Interior,” add the follo ; 
“Provuded, That Secretary of the Interior is hereby autho: and di- 
rected to reimburse, out of balance of appropriation for 


any 
the support of the Indian schools for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, the 
persons em oy the Government at the Indian schoo! at Fort Lewis, in 
o, who lost their property by the fire which de- 


the State of Co personal 
stroyed the sw tendent’s residence and ital in the Fort Lewis 
8 i t no claim presented for 


school on the 3d day of Anges, 1896: Provided, 
adjudication under this authority shall be allowed until after the said Secre- 
tary has carefully investigated the loss and ascertained the actual value of 
the property d@ oyed, regardless of the value placed u it by interested 
ties or commission which has heretofore inves said claims: 
ovided further, That no more than $800 be expended for this purpose.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Let me state to the gentleman from 
New York that this does not increase the ee at all, 
and the policy of settling claims of this kind in this way was 
adopted in the Fifty-third Congress. 

I was directed by the subcommittee of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to offer the amendment when the bill came up in the 
House. It carries no appropriation and nothing will be paid 
under it unless there is sufficient sum left over out of the general 
appropriation to meet the expenditure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. How much is the amount involved? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. About $800 in all. I will state to the 
gentleman thatitems of account aggregating some $1,200 were pre- 
sented, but the subcommittee who examined the matter thought 
that the estimates in some cases were too high, and so limited the 
total to $800. 

Mr. SHERMAN. How does it happen that these officers do not 


keep their Ba insured themselves? 

Mr. CU of Kansas. That, of course, I can nottell. The 
Governmen insures no buildings of its own, and, as a matter of 
fact, this perty was not insured by these parties. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not Government property? 

~ CURTIS of Kansas. No; it belongs to the superintend- 
en 

Mr. GAMBLE. Is there any reason why these individuals could 
not have had their property insured like others? 

Mr. CURTIS of econ: None whatever, so far as I am aware. 
I repeat, I have only offered the amendment because it was recom- 
mended by the subcommittee to carry out a policy adopted by the 
Fifty-third Con 

Mr. $I . Well, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that 
that policy has been carried on long enough, and I must insist on 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

co Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 

0 ° 


foll 





MISCELLANEOTS. 
con or Salaries and STerck Blt ead Meek 2 1806 aol ae pe at 
ongress 1898, March 2, 189, to negot: e 
Five Civilised Tries in the Indian tory, including expenses of employ- 


ing clerical and other 


peaetence, and all other expenses necessary to the 
proper discharge of their duties, the sum of $50,000, to be immediately avail- 
able: and said commissioners are to eumines the exercise of the 


authority already conferred them by law, and endeavor to accomplish 

the objects heretofore ibed to them, and report, from time to time, to 

Congress: Provided, That the appropriations for the salaries and expenses 
commissioners for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897 


edall be a f and ridin the 
Sot Spee 


dis: t is au salaries and expenses of all per- 


Mr. CANNON. I desire to reserve a point of order tothe whole 
of this paragraph, and then to make a point of order to the follow- 
ing words, commencing in line 1: 


Including expenses of ongiey be clerical and other assistance, and all other 


expenses necessary to the proper discharge of their duties. 
And also to the whole of the proviso commencing with line 8, to 


and ee eae 14, 

Mr.SHER . Iunderstand the gentleman reserves his point 
of order, anyway. So far as the point of order relating to the 
entire paragraph is concerned, I do not think that could be sus- 
tained. The Dawes Commission is a Commission which has been 
in existence for some years, and has been appropriated for in 
every Indian bill for three or four years. So it does seem to me 
that there is no foundation for that point of order. In reference 
to the point of order against the words commencing in line 1 on page 
51, it seems to me that that provision simply gives authority to 
the Commission to carry out the purposes for which it was created; 
and in connection with the gentleman’s point, in reference to these 
words, as well as that in reference to the proviso, I will sentl to 
the Clerk’s desk and have read two letters from Judge McKennon, 
of the Dawes Commission. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
COMMISSION TO THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES, 
Fort Smith, Ark., December 23, 1896. 

DEAR JuDGE: You will remember there was no provision made for any 
help for the Commission during the past year, except the ~~ of 
one secretary. We found that it was absolutely im ble to do the work 
without other assistance, and when we ap ed to the Department during 
the summer, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs suggested that we employ 
the necessary help and take the chances of Congress making appropriation 
Soe popes’ of same. We therefore employed help as follows: 

. L. Stéele, from August 20 to September 20, 1896, one month; F. E. Willie, 
from September 8 to September 16, 1896, nine days; A. W. Dickey, from Sep- 
tember 1 to September 13, 1896, thirteen days; W. H. McClendon, from Septem- 
ber 3to September 13, 1896, eleven days; Henry Stroup, from October 1, 1896. 
Mr. Stroup is still with us and will remain, use we can not get along 
very well without him. 1 will be very much obliged if you will have appro- 

tion made for the payment of these parties—Mr. Stroup, at the rate of 

00 per month, and the others $3 per day. All of this help was absolutely 
necessary to enable us to accomplish the important work in hand, the mag- 
nitude and importance of which you yourself know. I will ask, also, that you 
see that provision is made for the employment of the necessary help for the 
work of the Commission during the present year. I hope we will not be left 
in the embarrassed condition we were last year. The work is important, 
and there should be sufficient clerical force furnished to us to aid us in prop- 
erly discharging our duties. 

presume the Commission will be called to Washington early in January. 

With very kindest regards, I am, sincerely, your friend, 


A. 8. McKENNON, 
Hon. J. 8. Liarr.z, 
House of Representatives, Washington. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
COMMISSION TO THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES, 
Fort Smith, Ark., December 30, 1896. 

DEAR JupDGE: Iam justin receipt of your favor of the 26th instant, in which 

ou request me to suggest amount necessary for expenses of the Commission 
toring the coming year. With the present work before us, it will require at 
least tour clerks during the summer in making rolls, as required by the pres- 
ent law. Each of four members will work separately at the capitals of four 
of the tribes, and each will require a clerk. If we conclude treaties with the 
Cherokees and Creeks, and any of these treaties are ratified by both govern- 
ments, then we will need considerable assistance in the way of clerks, allot- 
ment agents, and surveyors. [ su however, that surveyors might be 
f ed us from the present organized survey now inthe Territory. [hope 
that you will see to it that we have full authority to employ all necessary 
assistance, in order that we may carry on the work in the right manner, as 
there can be no economy in placing us in a condition where we can not get 
assistance to do the work required, and I do not think there is any danger of 
the Commission employing assistance which is not needed. You will see, 
therefore, that it will become necessary to make a much larger appropriation 
for the work of the Commission than was made last year, viz, $40,000. Ido 
not know how much of this amount has been expended by the Commission 
since the appropriation was made. You can readily ascertain at the Indian 
Office. I would think, however, that it would be necessary to make an ap- 
propriation of, say, 000 for the work during the coming year. This, how- 
ever, you can as well judge as I. 

In addition to the list of employees which I sent you I would be obliged if 
you will give special attention toone other matter personal to myself. When 
the Commission went to Washington last winter in order to save expenses, 
and at the suggestion of the Secretary of the Interior, we dispensed with the 
services of our secretary, the De tment when necessary furnishing us 
with astenographer. ButI,as you well know, performed not only my duties 
as Commissioner, but a great deal of laborious work of thesecretary. I found 
my accounts in a bad shape, and employed Mr. W. 8S. Olive, of the Indian 

ce, to go through them and adjust them for me. This work he did after 
his usual office hours and did it well. For this I paid him $50, which was 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior, but the Treasury Department 
has suspended this disbursement and refused to allow it on the ground that 
we were not authorized to employ any assistance other than a secretary, and 
as Mr. Olive was not a secretary in fact, although acting as such in the per- 
formance of this work, they claim that the disbursement was made * without 
authority, and therefore can not be allowed.” You will see that I got into 
this difficult by my effort to economize and save money for the Govern- 
ment. I would be obliged if you will place this with the other matters here- 
tofore referred to, and have an appropriation made for the payment of that 
as well, as it stands exactly on a parity with the employment of Mr. Stroup, 
which was suggested by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Pardon me for writing at such length. I will be glad to hear from you. 

Please remember me most kindly to your family and to Mr. Cornish. 

Yours, very truly, 
A. 8. McKENNON, 

Hon. Joun 8. Lirrye, 

House of Representatives, Washington. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to know from the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] if the explanation contained in the 
letter is satisfactory to him? 

Mr. CANNON. I want to see if I have a proper understanding. 
In 1893 this Dawes Commission was appoin by an appropria- 
tion act. It is not a provision that exists under any law, except 
as it dwells in the appropriation from time to time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is correct, but even though so enacted, 
it is quite as much law. 

Mr. CANNON. In 1895, it having performed all the time, we 
made another appropriation—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. And changed the Commission, enlarged it 
from a Commission of three to a Commission of five. 

Mr. CANNON. And now we propose to still make an appro- 
priation for the Commission. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Therefore, it seems to me that the whole mat- 
ter is subject to a point of order; but I have no desire to insist on 
the point of order to cut off this Commission, if the gentleman 
believes that it ought to be continued for another year; but I do 
want to say that it looks to me like a long time away from results. 

I do not have much faith in anything being done. It seems to 
me that if you continue this Commission, increased from three to 
five, and now give them full authority for clerical assistants with- 
out let or hindrance, each of the Commissioners will apply to have 
a clerk or two, a stenographer and typewriter, and we shall. have 
an organized bureau... Now, I know some of these gentlemen, and 
they are very excellent gentlemen, and I am not speaking disre- 
spectfully of them; but, frankly, it seems to me that if they are to 
have employees, those employees ought to be specified and we 
ought to know what there is about this. If the gentleman is not 
prepared to specify, I suggest to him that he pass this by until 
to-morrow’s sitting, and let us see if we can not have a specific 
appropriation here. 

r. SHERMAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am very glad thatthe 
entleman gives no outward sign of approaching the golden stair, 
cause if faith is an essential element to enable one to march 
along the golden streets hereafter, I am afraid, judging by the 
gentleman's great lack of faith here to-day, that he would not 
— along those streets. His faith seems to be conspicuously 
absent. 

In reference to the Dawes Commission, I think they have done 
a@ wonderful work. They are dealing with a large subject. Itis 
a matter that can not be disposed of in a day or in a year, and I 
think that within the last year they have made the most substan- 
tial progress. In the last appropriation bill they were authorized 
to take a census of these Indians, to make an enrollment, to hear 
the allegations of the right to be enrolled as members of the tribes, 
and to decide on the proofs, but to anybody aggrieved the right of 
appeal to the United States courts was given. They were author- 
ized, too, to negotiate for treaties with these Indians. Heretofore 
for ro it has been impossible for the United States to accom- 
plish anything with the Indians looking toward a treaty which 
would eventually open up this ee allot the land, and make 
that whole tract of land, rich and fertile as it is, a civilized coun- 
try. Now, this Commission has alread upon terms with 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nation, subject, of course, to Con- 
gressional ratification. That agreement, or treaty, whichever you 
may choose to call it, is now in the hands of the Secretary. It is 
expected daily to be transmitted to Congress for its action. There 
are three other nations yet to be dealt with there. 

These lists of citizenship are not yet completed. That there is 
before this Commission a large amount of work in the immediate 
future is quite apparent; and it may be, dealing with such people 
as the Indians are, they will not be able to on the treaty 
with the other tribes during the next year. But I do believe, sir, 
that if this Commission is given authority along the line they have 
been working they will eventually enter into an agreement with 
these Indians which will bring about a condition in the Indian Ter- 
ritory which every American citizen who knows anything about 
that country and the conditions long existing there is anxiously 
praying and waiting for. 

ow, what by nays employees they may need I do not know. 
They have asked for an appropriation of $75,000. They had $40,000 
last year. From the reading of the letter from Judge McKennon 
it will be seen that the $40,000, under the terms of the appropria- 
tion, did not meet all their requirements. Now, it seemed to the 
committee, without going specifically into the exact number of 
employees at a particular per diem, that this $50,000 might be suf- 
ficient to meet all their wants. If it is not all expended, the money 
stays in the Treasury. 

Mr. LITTLE. If the gentleman from New York will permit 
me, I will call the attention of the House to this additional fact, 
that the Commission by last Congress were empowered to deter- 
mine the roll of citizenship of the Five Tribes. That involves 
the hearing of 7,000, 8,000, or 10,000 cases, and they will have a 
lot of work ahead of them before they can make a complete roll 
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of the citizenship in hearing and determining the rights of 5 
who claim citizenship. Of course, euilliany & that is the — 
of mopetiatiee with the tribes; but to complete this work which 
has already been begun it will take five or six months, probably 
a longer time; and they have really a necessity for this clerica| 
assistance when they go into taking up the rolls of each of these 
tribes. The lists that have been allowed by them and rejected 
have got to be disposed of to complete the rolls made; and I under- 
stand it will take a considerable time to do that. 
_ Mr. SHERMAN. It involves the examination of perhaps 10,000 
individual cases, and it is quite apparent that it will ra a con- 
siderable amount of work. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I think that report is complete. I went 
the other day to the Indian Office and examined it, and they told 
me the roll was completed and filed with the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior; but there has to be a review by the a whether 
there has been any injustice done anyone who claimed the 
right to be placed on the roll. I understand the roll has been 
completed and filed with the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The roll of one tribe only. 


Mr. BRODERICK. I am speaking more particularly of the 


Cherokees. 

Mr. LITTLE. Do you not speak of the colored citizens’ rol] 
there? If my friend from Kansas will permit me, the gentleman 
will understand that there is an additional roll being made, known 
as the colored citizens or freedmen’s roll. That is the roll that 
you speak of having been aye cs I understand that the com- 
pleting of these other rolls, which involves the entire citizenship 
of the tribe, has not been completed, and I understand will not be 
forsometime; and there is an immense amount of work to be done. 

Mr. BRODERICK. That may be so. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, upon the t of order, 
and in reply to the gentleman from New Yor , 1 do not know 
whether I have as much faith as he. I do not know whether I 
shall climb the golden stairs; but if I do I shall have one source 
of regret—I shall not be dwelling with him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That t will be mutual. 

Mr. CANNON. All that I aim to say is this: That I have no 
knowledge about it, and I think I am about as wise as the gentle- 
man from New York and about as wise as the gentleman from 
Arkansas. This is really a simple authorization to spend this 
money for Sen at their discretion. The tleman from 
Kansas thinks the censushas been taken and quasi judicial 


ese, had —— 
Mr. LITTLE. But if the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr.CANNON. Inamoment. (Continuing:) To findout who 
were citizens and who were freedmen. The gentleman from 
Arkansas thinks that work has to be done. 

Mr. LITTLE. If the gentleman will permit me, there is no 
conflict between the gentleman from and myself. He 
speaks of the freedmen’s roll, which is another roll altogether from 
the citizenship of the tribe. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The freedmen’s roll is in the hands of the 


Secretary. 

Mr.CANNON. Now, I want to know what thereisin the line of 
progress. If we are to continue this Commission at a very respect- 
able salary—and they are very table gentlemen—I want 
to know what pro; has been . And when they come to 
ask us to enlarge the ———s ms for their service, I want them 
to state what progress they are making. I want to know why it 
is necessary now, in the a ce of an official as to why, 
that this appropriation should be doubled. I shall be compelled to 
make the — of order to that change in the law indicated in 
lines 1 and 2: 

Inclu expenses of employing clerical , and all 
other aaelien teen to the proper — By Ay 

Which will appropriate for this Commission. If these woras 
are stricken out, and that legislation is stricken out, we will leave 
it precisely as it has been appropriated heretofore. And the pro- 
viso also is clearly legislation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, if the tleman followed 
closely the letter of Judge McKennon whieh ie Clerk read, he 
must have seen the necessity for the c in the wording. !t 
was held under the old wording that the mission could not 
employ clerical help within the wording of the appropriation, yt 
they have employed the necessary help, and the gentlemen w!0 
have performed the service during the past year have not be«0 
paid, except one, the appropriatiation for whom we have not yet 
reached. The change in the wording is intended to meet the 
objections of the accounting officer, who holds that under ‘he 
word *‘* ” is not included clerical help. 

Mr. CANNON. How much do we pay commissioners? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Five thousand dollars apiece. 

Mr.CANNON. Thatis$25,000. Ihave no objection to that ap- 
propriation of $25,000 being made, but now how much do they 
want ent clerical assistance, and how much for miscellaneous 
purpo. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Traveling expenses also are to be paid—they 
always have been paid. I do not know just how the Commission 
would divide this sum. It is now five minutes past 5 o'clock, and 
| will move that the committee rise. Then this evening I will 
see one of the commissioners and ask him to give me a 
statement of how they would expend this $50,000, if the gentle- 
man desires such a statement. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to have the limits fixed and an 
appropriation made definitely for each purpose. I have no desire 
at all to embarrass the Commission. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, we will let the item stand over till to- 
morrow. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker paving re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had under consideration the bill H.R. 10002, 
the [ndian appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

SENATE RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following resolutions were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
shall be pa and bound in pa See 5,000 additional copies of thes 
cial census report on the occupations of the ulation of the United Sta 
as shown at the Eleventh Census, to be di ted by the census division of 
the Department of the Interior, the extra edition of such special report to be 
known as Extra Census Bulletin No. 100— 


To the Committee on Printing. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 20,000 extra copies of Bulletin No. 1, New Series, Div of Ento- 
mology. Department of Agriculture, entitled The Honey Bee: A Manual 
of Instruction in Apiculture, by Frank Benton, M. D., of which number 6,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 12,000 copies for the use of the House 
of Represtaaiaauers and 2,000 copies for distribution by the Secretary of 
Agriculture— 


To the Committee on Printing. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


oa ae (H. R. 2618) granting an honorable discharge to Andrew 
. Sende; 


A bill (H. R. 4490) to restore the name of Ethan A. Sellman to 
the pension roll; 7 
A bill (H. R. 5127) for the relief of Abraham O. Waucop; 
an bill (H. R. 1836) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson 
ns 


A bill (H. R. 8772) to correct the muster roll of Company I of 
the Seventh Iowa Infantry Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 6878) for the relief of Eliza J. Holman; 

A bill (H. R. 4547) ting a pension to Silas S. White; 

A bill (H. R. 5988) for the relief of Pricilla R. Burns; 

A bill (H. R. 9592) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act granting 
. ancien to Jesse McMillan,” received by the President May 27, 


wis bil (H. R. 6483) granting increase of pension to Thomas D. 
er; 


A bill (H. R. 6590) granting a pension to William Greer; 
A bill (H. R, 5712) granting increase of pension to John W. 


Hines; 
A bill (H. R. 8683) gronting a on to Frederick Lierman; 
A bill (H. R, 4941) to pension Hester A. Bostwick; 


3 om te = aa for the relief of py ng ag oe 
yi .R. ting a pension to Olive M. ; 
Ab ll (H. R. 1646y for the relief of Dolly S. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 8053) granting a pension to Alice Gard; 

e bill (H. R. 6552) granting increase of pension to Alexander C. 

OrTison; 
_ A bill (H. R, 7255) authorizing the establishment of a life-sav- 
ing station off the coast of Maryland: 

A bill (H. R. 5610) for the relief of George T. Stevens, assistant 
surgeon Seventy-seventh New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 4744) to increase the pension of Adam Dennis; 

A bill (H. R, re for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 1 granting a pension to Anna M. Newton, 
widow of Gen. Sales Howton: 
ee (H. R. 6282) to increase the pension of Alexander Mc- 
Wian! R. 4267) granting an increase of pension to Gabriel 

A hill (HL. R. 6556) granting a pension to Jacob Brown; 

. bill (H. R. 6900) fnorensing the pension of Mary T. Young; 
— ill (H. R. 4481) ting an increase of pension to Patsey E. 

eaddus, of Marion, Kans.; 

ill (H. R. 9619) granting a pension to Mirum C. Peck; 
S be (H. R. 4620) granting a coneibn to Samuel McKinsey; 
1 (H. R. 1500) granting a pension to George W. Bagley; 


A bill (H. R. 717) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lafferty; 
A bill (H. R. 4875) granting a pension to John W. Pogue; 
A bill (H. &. 1505) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. Aspold; 
A bill (H. R. 3380) granting an increase of pension to John R, 
Row, of Toronto, Kans.; 
A bill (H. R. 94) increasing the pension of Melancthon McCoy, 


of uy K, One hundred and forty-eighth [linois Infantry; 
ill <H. 


0 
bi R. 4410) to increase the pension of Elise Blenker from 
to $50. 
i 


Cc 

A 
$30 to 

A bill (H. R. 1171) to pension Hannah Yazell. 

A bill (H. R. 5580) granting a pension to Archibald Hunley; 

A bill (H. R. 3945) granting a pension to Thomas J. Thorp; 
“ bill (H. R. 4298) granting an increase of pension to Annie 

ompson; 

A bill (H. R. 3671) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Anthony O'Grady, alias John Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 7240) granting a pension to John W. Bruner; 

A bill (H. R. 4494) granting a pension to Barton S. Dawson; 

A bill (H. R. 505) for the relief of Rev. Edwin Warriner; 

A bill (H. R. 9865) extending the time for the completion of the 
bridge across the East River, between the city of New York and 
Long Island, now in the course of construction, as authorized by 
the act of Congress approved March 3, 1887; 

A bill (H. R. 280) to prohibit the sale of intoxicating drinks to 
Indians, providing penalties therefor, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 2048) for the relief of Rufus Betz; 

A bill (H. R. 6546) granting a pension to Samuel Holliday; 

A bill (H. R. 6549) granting a pension to Gideon L. McGinnis; 

A bill (H. R. 5855) granting a pension to Emily Elliott; 

A bill (H. R. 7212) to increase the pension of Melita E. White; 

A bill (H. R. 9935) to authorize the construction or acquisition 
of a bridge dcross the Rio Grande River in the State of Texas; 

A bill (H. R. 9306) as a pension to Amanda Woodcock; 
. A bill (H. R. 1882) for the relief of John Ruhm, sr., Nashville, 

enn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 5670) to increase the pension of Richard S. Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 1018)-to increase the pension of Bennett S. Shaug; 

A bill (H. R. 3333) granting a pension to Thomas 8S. Daugherty; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 4264) granting a pension to Mary Pelham. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was grantedas follows: 

To Mr. WILLIAMS, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. HEATWOLE, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Foss, for two days, on account of sickness in his family, 

To Mr. SHANNON, for two days, on account of sickness. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 5 o’clock and 5 
minutes p. m.), adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of the 
Navy, transmitting a copy of the claim of the Union Iron Works, 
of San Francisco, Cal., for loss and damage incurred in the con- 
struction of the coast-defense vessel Monterey, was taken from the 
Speaker's table, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 20f Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1624) entitled ‘t An act to 
quiet title and ‘ion with respect to certain unconfirmed and 
located private land claims in the State of Louisiana,” reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2622); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9775) to repeal so much 
of chapter 189 of the Statutes of the United States of America, 
pase the third session of the Fifty-third Congress, and coeeeres 

arch 2, 1895, as requires that the lower portion of the Rock Island 
Bridge shall not be occupied by any street railway company with- 
out paying a reasonable rent therefor, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2634); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4318) granting increase 
of pension to survivors of the Mexican and Indian wars and to 
their widows, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2635); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. WOOMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (S. 56) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of John M. Davis.” 
{Report No. 2619.) 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
- bill (H. R. 8868) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen O’Rorke. (Report 

0. 2623.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 6038) to increase the pension of Joseph M. Donohue. 
(Report No. 2624.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (H. R. 2236) granting a pension to Mary Eliza- 
beth Craig. (Report No. 2625.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 8257) granting a pension to Mary Hitt Walker. 
(Report No. 2626.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 9620) granting a pension to Albert Hammer. 
(Report No. 2627.) 

The bill (H. R. 10085) for the relief of Elnora Shuman, widow 
of John Shnman, deceased, and foster mother of W. E. Shuman 
and James F. Shuman, both deceased. (Report No. 2628.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensiéns: 

The bill (H. R. 7903) granting a pension to Mrs. Hester A. 
Adams. (Report No. 2629.) 

The bill (H. R. 8137) granting a pension to Sarah E. Daub. 
(Report No. 2636.) 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 
The bill (S. 1181) entitled ‘‘An act to pay the heirs of the late John 
Roach, deceased, $330,151.42 for labor and material, dockage and 
detention, and occupation of yards and shops for the gunboats Chi- 
cago, Boston, and Atlanta.” (Report No. 2630.) 

sy Mr. FENTON, fromthe Committee on Military Affairs: 

The bill (S. 1277) entitled “‘An act for the appointment as lieu- 
tenants on the retired list of certain survivors of the Lady Frank- 
lin Bay Expedition.” (Report No. 2631.) 

The bill (H. R. 4676) to correct the military record of John H. 
Finfrock. (Report No. 2632.) 

By Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 8287) to remove the charge of desertion standing against 
James McGreevey. (Report No. 2633.) 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10126) to increase the pension of Emily E. Cash from $20 to $50 
per month; and the same was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sins. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Undar clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCKE: A bill (H. R. 10133) to amend an act 
approved July 15, 1882, entitled ‘“‘An act to increase the water 
supply of the gjty of Washington, and for other purposes”—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HULICE: A bill (H. R. 10135) to reorganize and in- 
crease the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy and the Marine 
Corps of the United States—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 10136) to assist the 
wandering Papago Indians in the Territory of Arizona to establish 
homes for themselves and induce them to cease their depredations 
_—_ cattle herds of white citizens—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 10153) to amend section 5234 
and section 5238 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 238) in relation 
to monument to prison-ship martyrs at Fort Greene, Brooklyn, 
N. Y.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A resolution (House Res. No. 505) request- 
ing certain information of the Secretary of the Navy relative to 

romotions of meritorious warrant officers of the Navy—to the 
mmittee on Naval Affairs. 


———— 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 10137) grant- 
ing a pension to Miss Delphine P. Baker for expenses incurred 


during the late war and for services performed in originati 
founding the National Home for Disabled Soldiers and Sails 
the Army and Navy of the United States—to the Committee on 
Invalid Sentenn, 
By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 10188) to relieve W. J, 
ron of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 
airs 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10139) to relieve John Johnson of the charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10140) granting an increase of pension to 
George mp the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10141) to remove the c of desertion now 
standing against James H. Nowlin, Eighty- Tlinois—to the 

ittee on Mili 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10142) for the relief of John C. Brown—to 

ee a aan CS a.m 01 
y Mr. : (H. R. ) granting a sion 
Cara H. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Relees. ° 

7 Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 10144) granting a pension to 
8S. T. Love—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 10145) for the relief of Perry 
Childs, Company I, Fifty-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 10146) to remove 
the charge of desertion against Charles Geer—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: A bill (H. R. 10147) to provide com- 

nsation for injuries received by George E. Giles, of W atertown, 

is., at the Ford’s Theater disaster, which occurred June 9, 1893— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 10148) to increase the 

nsion of George W. Roger, sr.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10149) to correct the military record of Charles 
H. Jessup—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10150) to correct the military record of Mathias 
Keith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUCK: A bill (H. R. 10151) for the relief of Mrs. Ma- 
tilda M. Fairex, administratrix of Daniel Fairex, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 10152) for the relief of Ander- 
son Malon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following —- and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Trades League of Philadel- 
phia, favoring Government ownership of canals, with free tolls— 
to the Committee on Interstate and ign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Allison Manufacturing Company, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating 
to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Oftice 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi: Papers relating to the claim of 
M. G. Cumby, of Corinth, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENNETT: Petition of the Medical Society of the 
county of Kings, State of New York, protesting against the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 1552, for the further prevention of cruelty 
to animals in the District of Columbia—to Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Protestof citizensof Walnut Ridge, Ark., 
against the establishment of a new Federal judicial district at 
Batesville, Ark.—to the Committee on the Ju ar 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of Le Grand Byington, of 
Iowa City, Iowa, respecting national banks—to the Committee on 
Banking and eee 5 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: Resolution adopted by Canby 
Post, No. 17, Grand Army of the Republic, nt of New 
Committee on 


York, in behalf of Cuban independence—to 
Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolutions adopted by the Commercial 


Exchange, of Des Moines, Iowa, favoring a department of ©om- 
merce and manufactures—to the Committee on Interstate and 


Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. HULL: Resolutions of the Commercial Exchange of 
Des Moines, Iowa, favoring the creation of a ent of com- 
merce and manufactures—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

a . HURLEY: Papers relating to the claim of Catharine 
Gillin, of the State of Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. KIEFER: Petition of the Trades and Labor Assem)ly 
of St. Paul, Minn., in favor of ae savings banks—to the Com 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. < . 

By Mr. LOUD: Memorial of the citizensof San Francisco, C:l., 

in mass meeting assembled January 19, 1897, favoring the passag® 
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of the Nicaragua Canal bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 


Foreign Cee de. : 
BY oe Cdisdad socatae, Gees teat Geetenoanee 
rica, by its chief p ’ rge ’ © adop- 
ont of postal savings banks—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Reads. s 
Also, petition of tin-plate workers of Gas City, Ind., for an 


increase of tariff on tin plate—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Papers to accompany House bill to 
correct the mi record of Charles H. Jessup—to the Commit- 
tee on Military le 

Also, Se to accompany House bill to correct the military 
record athias Keith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, to accom House bill to increase the pension of 
George W. Roger, sr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: Petition of J. A. Hall, ying that 
the war claim of John W. Hall, deceased, late of Montgomery 
County, Md., be referred to the Court of Claims under the Bow- 
man Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John H. Allnut, of Montgomery County, Md., 
praying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims under 
the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers relating to the claim of George W. 
Woody, of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 27, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miipury, D. D. 

a Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore took 

e chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. HaLg, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

MEDICAL AND HOSPITAL SUPPLIES. 

The PRESIDENT tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the of War, transmitting a letter from 
Maj. Gen. Nelson A. Miles, president of the Board of Commission- 
ers of the Soldiers’ Home, recommending that berequested 
to authorize the Medical Department of the United States Army 
to sell medical and hospital supplies at cost price to the Soldiers’ 
Home in the District of Columbia; which, with the accompanyin, 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, an 
ordered to be printed. 

KLAMATH INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
report of the Klamath Boundary Commission, appointed under a 
clause in the Indian appropriation act of June 10, 1896, for the 
enone of locating the bo lines of the Klamath Indian 
Keservation in the State of Oregon, and submitting an item for 
insertion in the Indian appropriation bill, prepared in accordance 
be the recommendations contained in the report; which was 
ead, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is uncertain whether 
the communication should go to the Committee on Appropriations 
or the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HALE. I think it had better go tothe Committee on Indian 
Affairs first; but the a) ropriation bill on the subject-matter will 
be here from the other Bowe within a day or two. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

CHOCTAW AGREEMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the of the Interior, transmitting, incom- 
piance witha provisice in the act of March 3, 1898, a certified copy 
of an agreement entered into between the Commission appointed to 
ee with the Five Civilized Tribes and a commission of the 
t octaw Nation appointed for the a of negotiating with 

1¢ Commissioners appointed by the t ted States Government; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FIFTH INTERNATIONAL PRISON CONGRESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amena- 
ments of the House i iemennnetives to the concurrent resolution 
rae by the Senate April 8, 1896, relative to printing the report 
.  alceaten of the United States to the Fifth International 
‘ iu? Amendments were, in line 8, to strike out ‘‘1,000” and insert 

i” in line 9, before “thousand,” to strike out “two” and in- 


sert ‘“‘one;” in line 10, to strike out ‘‘2,000” and insert ‘‘3,500;” so 
as to make the concurrent resolution read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 5,000 additi copies of Senate Document No. 181 of the first session 
of the ee Congress, being the report of the delegates of the United 
States to Fifth International son Congress, held at Paris, France, in 
July, or copies for the use of the Senate, 1,000 copies for the House of 
Representatives, and 3,500 copies for distribution by the Secretary of State. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
= following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

nate: 

A bill (H. R. 610) for the relief of John F. McRae; and 

A bill (H. R. 5128) to increase the pension of Jere Smith. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The memes also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 
A bill (H. R. 94) increasing the pension of Melancthon McCoy, 
of Company K, One hundred and forty-eighth Dlinois Infantry; 
A bill (H. R. 280) to prohibit the sale of intoxicating drinks to 
Indians, providing penalties therefor, and for other purposes; 
A bill (H. R. 505) for the relief of Rev. Edwin Warriner; 
A bill (H. R. 717) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lafferty; 
A bill (H. R. 1018) to increase the pension of Bennett S. Shaug; 
A bill (H. R. 1171) to pension Hannah Yazell; 
bill (H. R. 1500) granting a pension to George W. Bagley; 
bill (H. R. 1505) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. Aspold; 
bill (H. R. 1508) granting a pension to Anna M. Newton, 
idow of Gen. John Newton; 
bill (H. R. 1645) for the relief of Dolly S. Brown; 
A bill (H. R. 1836) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson 


Kale; 
- A bill (H. R. 1882) for the relief of John Ruhm, sr., Nashville, 


enn.; 

A bill (H. R. 2048) for the relief of Rufus Betz; 

A bill (H. R. 2231) for the relief of Bluford Reeder; 

A bill (H. R. 2618) granting an honorable discharge to Andrew 
V. Sende; 

A bill (H. R. 3333) granting a pension to Thomas S. Daugherty; 

A bill (H. R. 3380) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Row, of Toronto, Kans.; 

A bill (H. R. 3671) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
a record of Anthony O’Grady, alias John Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 3772) to correct the muster roll of Company I of 
the Seventh Iowa Infantry Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 3945) granting a pension to Thomas J. Thorp; 

A bill (H. R. 4264) granting a pension to Mary Pelham; 

A bill (H. R. 4267) granting an increase of pension to Gabriel 
Widmer; 

A bill (H. R. 4298) granting an increase of pension to Annio 
Thompson; 

A bill CHL. R. 4410) to increase the pension of Elise Blenker 
from $30 to $50; 
A bill (H. R. 4481) granting an increase of pension to Patsey E. 
Broaddus, of Marion, Kans.; 

A bill (H. R. 4490) to restore the name of Ethan A. Sellman to 
the pension roll; 

A bill (H. R. 4494) granting a pension to Barton S. Dawson; 

A bill (H. R. 4547) granting a pension to Silas 8. White; 


rEppp 


A bill (H. R. 4620) granting a pension to Samuel McKinsey; 
A bill (H. R. 4675) granting a pension to John W. Pogue; 
A bill (H. R. 4744) to increase the pension of Adam Dennis; 
A bill (H. R. 4941) to pension Hester A. Bostwick; 
A bill (H. R. 4994) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Martin; 

ill (H. R. 5127) for the relief of Abraham O. Waucop; 


oS 
je. 


(H. R. 5580) 


b 
bi granting a pension to Archibald Hunley; 
bill (H. R. 5610) for the relief of George T. Stevens, assistant 
m Seventy-seventh New York Volunteers; 


A 

A 

A 

A bill (H. R. 5670) to increase the pension of Richard S. Phil- 
ins: 

A 


a 


es; 
bill (H. R. 5855) granting a pension to Emily Elliott; 
bill (H. R. 5938) for the relief of Pricilla R. Burns; 


ill (H. R. 6282) to increase the pension of Alexander Mc» 
ill (H. R. 6378) for the relief of Eliza J. Holman; 

ill (H. R. 6472) granting a pension to Olive M. Lewis; 

ill (H. R. 6483) granting increase of pension to Thomas D, 
ill (H. R. 6546) granting a pension to Samuel Holliday; 


al 
A bill ( 
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A bill (H. R. 6549) granting a pension to Gideon L. McGinnis; 
A bill (H. R. 6552) granting increase of pension to Alexander C, 
Morrison: 


A bill (H. R. 6556) granting a pension to Jacob Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 6590) granting a pension to William Greer; 

A bill (H. R. 6900) increasing the pension of Mary T. Young; 
A bill (H. R. 7212) to increase the pension of Melita E. White; 
A bill (H. R. 7240) granting a pension to John W. Bruner; 

A bill (H. R. 7255) authorizing the establishment of a life-say- 


ing station on the coast of Maryland; 

A bill (H. R. 8053) granting a pension to Alice Gard; 

A bill (H. R. 8683) granting a pension to Frederick Lierman; 

A bill (H. R. 9306) granting a pension to Amanda Woodcock; 

A bill (H. R. 9592) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act granting 
& pension to Jesse McMillan,” received by the President May 27, 
1896; 

A bill (H. R. 9619) granting a pension to Mirum C. Peck; 

A bill (H. R. 9865) extending the time for the completion of the 
bridge across the East River, between the city of New York and 
Long Island, now in the course of construction, as authorized by 
the act of Congress approved March 3, 1897; and 

A bill (H. R. 9935) to authorize the construction or acquisition 
of a bridge across the Rio Grande River in the State of Texas. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Pres- 
byterian Ministers’ Association of Washington, D. C., praying 
for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great 
Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Murphysboro; of the Free Baptist Church, of Mur- 

hysboro: of the First Christian Church, of Murphysboro; of the 
Dalheon Church, of Murphysboro, and of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church South, of Murphysboro, all in the State of Illinois, 
remonstrating against the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
building; which were referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

e also presented petitions of the Brown Chapin Lumber Com- 
pany, of Eicane: of the Western Coated Paper and Card Company, 
of Chicago; of the Badger & Jackson Company, of Chicago, and 
of the First United Presbyterian Church, of Sparta, all in the 
State of Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, 
relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of E. O. Vaile, of Oak Park, Chi- 
cago, Ill., and the petition of J. M. Nickles, of Sparta, Ill., pray- 
ing for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with 
Great Britain; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the American Paper Company, 
of Chicago; of Taylor & Parrotte, of Chicago; of Reed, Walsh & 
Lange, of Chicago; of Griswold, Palmer & Co., of Chicago, and of 
the Continent Shoe Company, of Chicago, all in the State of Illinois; 
and the petition of George W. Taussig, of St. Louis, Mo., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy bill; which 

-‘were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present the petition of John Wood Post, No. 
96, Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, praying 
for a revision of the civil-service rules. I call the attention of the 
committee having that subject in charge to the statements made 
in the petition, which I think are worthy of consideration. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Camden, N. J., praying for the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1498, to punish the carnal and unlawful! knowing 
of any female under the age or {8 years; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Ferry Avenue Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of Camden; of the Linden Baptist Church, of Cam- 
den; of the First Baptist Church, of Camden; of the Seventh 
Baptist Church, of Camden; of the Mount Zion Baptist Church, 
of Sensis of the Third Baptist Church, of Camden, and of the 
Wiley Methodist Episcopal Church, of Camden, all in the State of 
New Jersey, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2485, to 
further protect the first day of the week as a day of rest in the 
District of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURROWS. I present the petitions of Stanford L. Parker 
and 153 other citizens of the Little Creek district of Laurel, Sussex 
County, Del.; of H. L. Spicer and 72 other citizens of Laurel, Sus- 
sex County, Del.; of Thomas Jefferson and 43 other citizens of 
Smyrna, Kent County, Del., and of C. C. Brown and 40 other citi- 
zens of Bridgeville, Sussex County, Del., praying for the appoint- 
ment of a joint commission to inquire into the political conditions 





existing in that State, averring that they are not those of a ro. 
publican form of government as contemplated by the Constitution 
of the United States. I move that the petitions be referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a resolution of the Chamber of Com. 
merce of San Francisco, Cal., favoring the general principle of 
arbitration, and remonstrating against the submission to arbitra. 
tion of any question affecting the validity of the Monroe doctrine: 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. ; 

He also presented a petition of the Bancroft-Whitney Company, 
of San Francisco, Cal., and the petition of P. W. Croake, publisher 
of the Catholic Tidings, of Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mai! mat- 
ter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Diego; of the California Dairy Association; of the Merchants and 
Manufacturers’ Association of San Diego; of the Merchants’ 
Association of San Francisco, all in the State of California, and 
a petition of sundry citizens of California, praying for the passage 
of — Nicaraguan Canal bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 


He also presented the memorials of Charles A. Tupper, pub- 
lisher of the California Prohibitionist, of San Jose; of William 
Pierce Johnson, vice-president of the Willamette Pulp and Paper 
Company, of San Francisco; of Stephen Bowers, ublisher of the 
California Voice, of Los Angeles; of Dr. C. N. Miller, editor of the 
California Medical Journal, of San Francisco; of J. H. Cosgrove, 
publisher of the Wave, of San Francisco; of Wallace G. Brown, 

ublisher of the Contra Costa Gazette, of Monterey; of R. A. 

ague, publisher of the Chronicle, of Santa Paula; of Warren E. 
Price; of E. P. Truitt, publisher of the Weekly Call, of Norwalk; 
of John Sharp, publisher of the South Pasadenan, of South Pasa- 
dena; of S. B. Carleton, ——— of the Pacific Town Talk, of 
San Francisco; of J. G. Edward, publisher of the Coast Review, 
of San Francisco; of H. L. Herzinger, publisher of Ukiah Herald, 
of Mendocino County; of Clark Bros., publishers of the Press, of 
Riverside; of Adolph Glaser, publisher of the Stockton Banner, 
of Stockton; of Dr. W. P. Burke, of Altruria; of J. A. Wiles, 
manager of the San Francisco Business College; of J. A. Cruzan, 
publisher of the Pacific, of San Francisco; of Walter Frickstad, 
gene of the Aigis of the high school of Oakland; of Samuel 

. Porter, editor and manager of the Del Norte Record, of Cres- 
cent City; and of J. G. Eckles & Sons, publishers of the Weekly 
Review, of Porterville, all in the State of California; the memorial 
of H. F. McKeener, of Alna, Me., and a memorial of a committee 
appointed at a meeting of publishers held in New York City Feb- 
a 10, 1896, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Maine Woman’s Suffrage 
Association, praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration 
treaty with Great Britain; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Mansfield, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of House bill 
No. 10090, to amend an act to regulate commerce; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a resolution of the house of representa- 
tives of Minnesota, favoring the adoption of an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States permitting the election of 
United States Senators by a direct vote of the people; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Harvard Church, of 
Brookline, Mass., praying for the ratification of the pending «rbi- 
tration treaty with Great Britain; which was referred to the  m- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of C. A. Jewell, B. C. Bux- 
ton, and sundry other citizens of Alexandria, Va., and the petl- 
tion of T. T. Hanee, Louis H. Berry, and sundry other citizens of 
Alexandria, Va., praying that the Washington, Arlington and 
Falls Church Railway Company be allowed to widen the Aque- 
duct Bridge and construct an electric stréet railway track thereon 
into Washington, D. C.; which were referred to the Committee 02 
the District of Columbia. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I present the petition of Washington Hast- 
ings, Alfred D. Warner, Evan G. Shortridge, Samuel M. Knox, 
J. E. Smith, and 33 other citizens of Delaware, praying that the 
claim of Henry A. Du Pont be again investigated, and stating that 
he was duly and legally elected to the United States Senate by the 
legislature of Delaware on the 9th day of May, 1895. I move that 


Se petition be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec 
ons. 
The motion was agreed to. 

















Mr. CHANDLER. I present a further petition from Henry A. 
Du Pont, who claims the vacant seat in the Senate from the State 
of Delaware. He sets out that the previous vote by which he was 


declared not entitled to his seat was carried by a majority of 1. 

He further states that upon an examination of the record he 
finds that there was a doubt existing as to the regularity of certain 
pairs, which, if correctly stated, he avers would have prevented 
the passage of that resolution; and he cites the follo principle 
of parliamentary law, which he says is the well-esta ed and 
settled rule, that— 

Whenever a vote is improperly stated, or some error occurs, or an erro- 
neous announcement is made of the record of the vote, at whatever period of 
time the discovery is made, the p: are null and void and the bill 
stands before the house for whatever may be necessary for a correc- 
tion of the vote. 

I ask that the petition may be printed as a document and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privil and Elections. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perxrns in the chair). If 
there be no objection, such will be the order. 

Mr. GRAY. I object to its being printed, but of course it 
will be referred to the committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator will not object to its 
being printed as a document—not in the REcorp. 

Mr. GRAY. Lobject to its being printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Notinthe Recorp. The Senator does not 
object to its a printed as a document? 

Mr. GRAY. 0. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
petition will be printed as a document and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. It is so ordered, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8014) revising and amending the statutes 
relating to patents, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7740) granting anincrease of pension 
to Lewis Keiser, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment, submitted by himself, in- 
tended to be —— to the naval appropriation bill, the amend- 
ment directing the Secretary of the Navy to consider the subject 
of the erection, in the city of Washington, of a suitable statue 
to David D. Porter, lately the Admiral of the United States, re- 
ported it favorably, and moved that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 3608) setting —_ a plot of 
ublic ground in the city of Washington, in the District of Co- 
umbia, for memorial , under the auspices of the National 

Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 3609) to quitclaim and con- 
firm title to lots 13 and 14,in square 959,in Washington, D. C.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TURPLE (for Mr. VoorHees) introduced a bill (S. 3610) 

nting a pension to Nancy Hawkins; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. VOORHEES) introduced a bill (S. 3611) granting 
arrearage of pension to el Uptegraft; which was read twice 
a its title, and, with the accompanying’ papers, referred to the 

mmittee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3612) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Martha Frank; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

“i also introduced a bill (S. 3613) granting a pension to Mary 
S acauley, widow of the late Brig. Gen. Daniel Macauley, United 
tates Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 

to the Committee on Pensions. . 

on: MORRILL (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 

. ‘4 providing for the printing of the names of heads of families 

a other detailed information as shown by the First Federal Cen- 

's; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Census. 


; AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

be “ HALE submitted an amendment intended to be proposes 
ae = to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
peinten to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be 
; proposed 
a the sundry civil ay propriation bill; which was referred 
Mr BUbnoe on Comme, and ordered to be printed. 
* SURROWS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
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posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was ae to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 





HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 610) for the relief of John P. McRae was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 5128) to increase the pension of Jere Smith was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask unanimous consent to call up Senate bill 


3051. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
will wait. The morning business is not yet concluded. Concur- 
rent and other resolutions are in order. {A pause.] If there be 
= the morning business is concluded, and the Calendar is in 
order. 

Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. PetriGREw addressed the Chair. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask unanimous consent to call up Senate bill 


51. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to move to take up the Military 
Academy appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALL - Lhope that I can have the attention of the Senate 
just a few moments, having called the attention of the Chair to 
this matter, and that the Senator from South Dakota will waive 
his right to have the appropriation bill taken up until I can have 
a little bill which I think is merely formal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota. he yield to the Senator from 
Nebraska? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will yield to the Senator from Nebraska 
after the appropriation bill is brought before the Senate. I am 
a ue rs to dispose of the appropriation bill. 

. ALLEN. I am perfectly willing to yield until that is 
taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 9707) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. 

The motion was ws to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Nowl yield to the Senator from Nebraska, 
— the bill he wishes to call up does not lead to any delay or 
ebate. 

Mr. ALLEN. It will not lead to any delay, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 

Dakota yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 
MIXED-BLOOD INDIANS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considefation 
of the bill (S. 3051) defining the rights and privileges of mixed- 
blood Indians under the treaties and statutes of the United States, 
confirming the title of said Indians to their lands, allowing the 
same to be alienated under certain circumstances, and for other 


1 ’ 
r The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - The bill will be read at length. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Is the bill before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
asked unanimous consent that the Senate would proceed to its 
consideration, and it was read for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to say about the bill, if the Senator will 
permit me, and if I may be indulged a single word—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. The bill did not receive my support in the com- 
mittee, and it is an important bill. It practically reverses the 

resent policy or law with reference to the title under which In- 

ians hold their allotments and is widespread in its effects. I do 
not think it ought to be taken up justin thisway. I am perfectly 
willing to consider the bill at any time when it can be done. Ido 
not think it can be done under the five-minute rule. I could not 
explain the operations of the bill in five minutes. I willsay tothe 
Senator from Nebraska that I have not the slightest desire to 
obstruct the consideration of the bill. I am ready, at any time 
when we can take it up, to discuss it and give my reasons why I 
think it is an unwise measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PLATT. I think I must object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

INTERNATIONAL MONETARY CONFERENCE. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the 

consideration of Senate bill 3547, to provide for the represen*ation 


of the United States by commissioners in any international mone- 
tary conference hereafter to be called. I hope it will not takea 


Is there objection to the pres- 
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eat while to dispose of the bill, I will say to the Senator from 

uth Dakota. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I can not yield, Mr. sident. I wish to 
dispose of the appropriation bill, and I think we had better do it 
now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand there is nothing left of the 
Military Academy appropriation bill for consideration, as far as 
the committee know, except the pending amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will then defer moving to take up Senate 
bill 3547 until the pending bill is disposed of. Then I hope to get 
the attention of the Chair and the vote of the Senate to proceed 
with the consideration of that bill until it is completed. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 9707) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1898, the pending question being on the amendment of Mr. 
PROCTOR, to insert at the end of line 4, page 2: 

Provided, That hereafter, whenever the corps of cadets, United States 
Military Academy, is ordered upon military duty away from West Point, 
N. Y., the necessary expenses for transportation, quarters, and subsistence 
— said corps shall be paid from the appropriations for the support of the 

y. . 
Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President,it seems tome that we have not 
n discussing the main issuein regard to this amendment. I 
should like to ask the Senator who reported the bill whether he 
considers the West Point cadets as a part of the Army of the 
United States? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwill say to the Senator from Vermont 
that Iam not aware that my opinion on that subject would bea 
matter of any interest whatever, and therefore I decline to giveit. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to answer that question. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I can answer it very well, I think. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator did not want an answer; 
he only wanted an excuse for making his own remarks. I beg 
paxdon for ok 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Revised Statutes, in giving the list of the 
different organizations that form a part of the Army, give at the 
close of the list “the professors and corps of cadets of the United 
States Military Academy.” The important question, it seems to 
me, is whether the President of the United States, the Commander 
in Chief of the Army of the United States, has a right to call out 


the cadets for any "a se that he thinks warrants it—— 
Mr. COCKRELL. 0; for an inauguration. Thatis the ques- 
tion. 


Mr: PROCTOR. For any purpose that he thinks warrants it; 
and that right, I submit, has never been abused so far. They 
have been called out only at rare intervals. There is no 
that they will be called out frequently. The President can call 
them out and the tr: tion is paid by theGovernment. Itis 
only a question of the three or four or half a dozen meals that the 
cadets would take here thatisin issue. The Comptroller holds that 
as the statute limits the pay of cadets to $540 a year, and as officers 
must furnish their own subsistence, the payment can not be made 
out of the Army appropriation for subsistence. But the trans- 
portation is a different matter. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Vermont a question? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator know how this matter of sub- 
sistence was managed when the cadets went to the Centennial Ex- 
position at Chicago in 1893? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Their subsistence was paid when they came 
here in 1873. 

Mr. GRAY. I mean at Chicago in 1893. 

Mr. PROCTOR. 
here, and I think he finds no record of a for subsistence 
since 1873. I will read an extract from his letter: 

The expenses for subsistence were, by order of the Secretary of War, paid 
in 1873 from the appropriation for the subsistence of the Army, the law at 
that time not being so explicit as it has been since as to what items can be 
paid out of the appropriation. The subsistence during later visits was prob- 
ably paid by the cadets themselves, as no records show any payments out of 
the subsistence appropriation. 

Mr. GRAY. . Have there been any later visits to inaugural cere- 
monials by the cadets? 

Mr. PROOTOR. None since 1873. There have been visits to 
other points—in 1876 to the Centennial at Philadelphia, to New 

York in 1889 at the time of the centennial anniversary of the — 
tion of the Constitution, to New York at General Sherman’s funeral, 
and to the Exposition at Chicago in 1893. It appears to me very 
strange that this expense shouid be thrown upon the cadets when- 


ever the Commander in Chief deems it expedient to call them out 


for any ose. That is just to what it comes. I can hardly 
believe the Senate will do 
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is a very 
they do credit to those who fo’ 
who now sustain it. But the object of the institution was to ed- 
ucate these young men as soldiers. 
we bring 

They would be 
weather go at that early part of the month of March, to a very 

an 


been inform: 
two of the then cadets lost their lives by reason of 


cadets at the Military Academ 
mony of the President, however proper it might be that it should 
be ue ina pee ay 

r. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Delaware 


a question before he sitsdown. I understand that the Senator 
last fall gave his great influence to the election of the Republican 


not stand 
of 


I have a letter from the Commissary-General 








JANUARY 27, 


Of course the is the transportation, and that the 


great expense } 
law allows now. It seems to me this amendment is what the law 
ought to be at all times. The small 
plainly intended only to cover their expense at West Point. 


pay of the cadets, , Was 


Mr. GRAY. Clothing and subsistence? 
Mr. PROCTOR. Yes; their clothing and subsistence there, 


Their position is alittle liar. Inone sense they are officers, 

dno Conaptoclion bn hin taiiaion = 
and yet all but the four or five cadet officers are performing the 
duty of enlisted men, carrying muskets, marching in the 
and when enlisted men are ordered out, of course their subsistence 
is furnished by the Government. It seems to me very plain that 
the amendment should be 
law, and be subject then to no misunderstanding. It has been the 
interpretation up to a recent 


puts them on the basis of officers, 


Tanks; 


adopted and should be the permanent 


riod. 


Mr. GRAY. . President, the Senator from Vermont would 


seem to be, so far as I could understand the law he read, correct 
in his in 
if any legi 
naturally arises, Why should they be brought at all? They have 
not been here to grace any ina i 
was twen 
make it e 
be de 
have 
out for them at West Point? 


retation of the powers of the Secretary of War. But 
tion is needed to bring these cadets here the inquiry 


ceremonial since 1873, which 
ty-four ago. t has occurred since then to 
ient that the unbroken custom from that time should 

from and the cadets should not be left, as they always 
m, to attend to their studies and to the work that is laid 


It is a very handsome thing to see those cadets in a parade; it 
handsome showing; they do credit to their instructors; 
onal that institution and to those 


We shall bring them here, if 
at all, at a very inclement season of the year. 
probably, so far as the vicissitudes of 


I have 
the last time they were brought here, in 1873, 
ure. 

I do not feel that the time has yet come for the bringing of the 


y to grace the inauguration cere- 


a very trying climatic condition in this city. 
ed that 


ticket, and that prosperity has been and the country is 


now rolling in luxury and in wealth. Why not bring these young 
entlemen down here at the of the yers and give 
em an opportunity to see the consummation of that great event? 


Mr. GRAY. Well, Mr. President, thatis just one of the differ- 


ences between the representatives of the Populist party and myself. 
They may be willing to ind 


in these extravagances, but the 
school in which I was brought up forbids me to assent to it. 
Mr. ALLEN. I was f Senator from Delaware would 
Mr. GRA ‘0 The eine discussing is th iet 
; ‘ We are i © propriety 
i the cadets here at all. We will discuss the other 
question 


th you on a ——— occasion. 

Mr. ALLEN. I agree entirely with the Senator from Delaware 
that it is a work of su tion; not only that, but it is foolish- 
ness, absolute, inexcusable foolishness, to bring these boys down 

are not to be brought here for 
. That is the mere occasion, the mere excuse, 
if I may use the on. They are to be 
brought here to add to the tinsel and isplay. They are to 
= eee —— so —_ the who co e inaugural ue 
ook upon them, an t incidentally may enjoy some of ' 
sights and scenes and cemtenaee around Washington daring 
that . lunderstand how skillful gentlemen can say, “‘ \/ bY, 
they are brought here for educational + we want to edu- 
cate young can their education at West 
Point. That is the place for to obtain their education; and 
if they want to come here at periods, let them obtain leaves 
of sees from their comman and come here like any other 


Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to correct him? 
ALLEN i 


Mr. . Certainly. , 

Mr. HAWLEY. They get but one leave of absence during 
their four years’ term, and that is at the end of the second y ers 

Mr. ALLEN. Possibly that isenough. If they are sent to th 
school to be educated at the expense of the sapere of this 
country, they should attend to the business for which they bav? 
been selected. We are getting to be altogether too ly in this 
country now. All we lacked four years ago to be a foreign natio® 
was @ crown. 

Mr. CHANDLER. A crown of thorns. . I 

Mr. ALLEN. We have had the crown of thorns since the”. 


am told that the coming inauguration is to outdo everyt2s 








at has preceded it in the line of display, military display, civil 
eae display of wealth, if I may use the expression. 

Mr. GRAY. t is better. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. Mr. President, I should like to see the time 
come or come back to this country when a man can come here and 
be inaugurated as Jefferson was inaugurated, in absolute demo- 
cratic simplicity, where there would be no display. 

Mr. GRAY. Ride up on the street cars? 

Mr.ALLEN. Rideuponthestreetcars. They are enough 
foranyman. Orrideon horseback, if he can do so. t is good 
enough for any man. Let the people stand and witness the inau- 

ral ceremony, the inau ad , the administration of the 
oath, and such things as that, not in the sense of witnessing a dis- 
play, but_in the sense of eo the great ay that 
the President of a great country takes upon himself. 

Mr. STEWART. Do I understand the Senator—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. ALLEN. I always yield to my good friend from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator say he does not admire the 
grandeur of the Roman emperors as they took charge of that 
Empire? Has he failed to appreciate the magnificent display there 
was in Russia at the last coronation, where only a few thousand, 
probably not more than fifteen or twenty thousand, were tram- 
pled under foot by the guards and killed? Does he not appreciate 
those things? 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask my friend if he refers to the 
recent coronation in Russia where the American ambassador ap- 
peared in knee trousers. Is that the display? 

Mr. GRAY. . In knickerbockers. 

Mr. ALLEN. In knickerbockers. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not a ne what occurred to 
him, but if he composed a part of that pageant I care very little 
what became of him. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think it was reported at the time that the 
American ambassador was — to wear, what some gentle- 
men here suggest to me is a politer expression, knickerbockers. 

Mr.GRAY. A bicycle suit, I expect. 

Mr. ALLEN. A bicycle suit. 1 would call it knee trousers, 
myself. 

Mr. President, I never read anything in Roman history of the 
display that was made by the emperors that challenged my ad- 
miration. The ter the display in Rome the nearer the fall of 
the Empire. When Rome gave herself over to feasts and festivals 
and to | are parades and coronations then the dry rot that even- 
tually destroyed the Roman Government set in, and it fell, and 

we have to-day as a logical sequel the miserable lazzaroni of Italy. 

But I can not understand why my distinguished friend from 
Delaware, whose great voice and w great mind have been 
given here to bring about the present condition of affairs, can 
object to this display. To all intents and pa the Senator 
from Delaware has been a Republican for the last three or four 
years. I know he attends Democratic caucuses; I know that he 
says he is a Democrat, and another distinguished gentleman over 
here says he is a Democrat; but upon every essential feature of 
Republican doctrine the Senator from Delaware has been a Repub- 
lican. Names count for nothing. The American people can not 
be deceived by names any more. If I were a gold-standard man 
and had led the people of this country to believe that pater f 
was already here, that all we had to do was to have a little confi- 
dence in one another and we would have plenty of money, I would 
Say, expend the public money liberally, bring these yo men 
down here at the expense of the taxpayers and let them see Wash- 
pe and its sights and have a time, for that is all that is 

There is not a Senator upon the other side of the Chamber nor 
upon this side who believes in his heart that there is any sense in 
bringing these boys here. There is no mission for them to per- 
form here, except to become a part of the line of mili oe 
= is to be seen along the Avenue between the White House an 

© Capitol. You may undertake to veil it, you may say it isa 
splendid educational opportunity, and all that; you may = it in 
soft words; but the people of country will not be deceived 
ees what it means. It means a foolish, an utterly foolish 
i play at the expense of this Government. Let these boys come 

cre at their own expense, as the other boys of the country come 
here, if they do come. 

= PAWLEY and Mr. Gnav addressed the Chair. 
is entitl ao — a tempore. TheSenator from Connecticut 


Mr. GRAY. Tonk i 
Senator from Ne M Mr. say a wry or two in reply to the 
he PRESIDENT tempore. a the Senator from Con- 
“le nie to the Senator n Delaware? 
- HAWLEY. Ido. 
Po - GRAY, Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska has 
exhibited to us a melancholy example of the devastation and 
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the ravages which are worked in the moral and intellectual nature 
by the admission of Populistic ideas and the entertainment of 
— notions. 

hy, think of it, Mr. President! I rose merely to utter my 
feeble voice against the proposition that the cadets of the United 
States Military Academy should be brought away from their 
studies in order to form a part of the pageant of the inaugural 
ceremony, and the Senator from Nebraska, while he agrees with 
me, enters into a very heated altercation—if altercation it can be 
called which is confined to one side—as to my position with 
reference to the currency question. My views and notions upon 
that question have been known for many years, yet upon this 
simple proposition as to whether or no these cadets shall be 
brought away from the Academy at West Point, the Senator has 
indulged himself in this long screed as to my personal relations 
concerning certain a questions before the country. He might 
as well have ten, t into the discussion the propriety of bring- 
ing Coxey’s army here to form a part of the procession that is to 
march up Pennsylvania avenue on the 4th of March next. It 
would have been quite as relevant. 

Mr. ALLEN. little more relevant. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator says ‘‘a little more relevant.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. I will yield the floor in a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware 
declines to yield. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave no doubt from what the Senator from Ne- 
braska has said that he would have voted for that proposition, as 
he will vote against the one before the Senate. 

Mr. . Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Connecticut 
[Mr. eos! was os 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. ident, I am not at all afraid that the 
health of these young gentlemen will be injured by a trip down 
here. They would themselves scorn an excuse of that sort. It 
did so happen that they came here twenty-three years ago without 
their overcoats (which was a very great mistake), presuming too 
much upon the delights of this climate, and undoubtedly they had 
a severe time during that terrific March weather during the preva- 
lence of a fierce northwest wind. They were not clad as soldiers 
ordinarily would be who go out at that season of the year; but 
that is no reason whatever why they should not come here now, 
when they will be lodged in exceedingly comfortable rooms and 
quarters which are already pointed out m case they are allowed 
to come here. 

That, by the way, reminds me that there is a mistake about the 
question which is before us. These cadets are as much under the 
command of the President of the United States as the artillery 
that is down here at the Arsenal or the troopsat Fort Myer. The 
President can order them to San Francisco if he thinks best. He 
has the constitutional power to do so, and, although he is not 
likely to do so, he has that undoubted right. The only question 
before us is whether a certain portion of the expenses shall be 
paid out of the appropriation already made to the Army. 

I think it would be an excellent thing for the cadets to come 
here. I wish, if possible, that every person under 21 years of age 
could pay one good visit to the capital of the United States. Ire- 
joice when I see these companies of military here. Not one of 
them goes back without a thrill of patriotic pride in this very 
noble city, without becoming a better American citizen. 

These young men will be graduated soon; they will be ordered 
off a few days after graduation to various parts of the country to 
join their commands. Some of them go out upon the plains and 
across the distant mountains to the Pacific Coast, and their regi- 
ment is never ordered east of the Mississippi. 1t is only bya trip 
at their own expense that they can see Washington, and many of 
them will not see it under ten or fifteen years unless they can 
avail themselves of this opportunity. I should be glad to have 
the cadets come. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is one of those who is 
using in every other line the words ‘the people,” ‘the people,” 
‘*the people,” as if they were a race distinct from ours, as if 
there were two kinds of human beings, one of which were Ameri- 
can citizens and the other ‘‘the people.” It is a sort of contempt 
for the body of citizens of the United States to have everlastingly 
attributed to them narrow prejudices and lack of patriotism and 
jealousy about the expenditure of adollar. There is not a human 

ing in this country who comes to this city who is not proud to 
see that extensive, magnificent Library building, perhaps the 
finest in the world. There is not one of these American citizens 
who is not proud of it, not one of those called ‘‘ the people” who is 
not proud of it, and who does not approve of any reasonable ex- 
penditure being made for the glory of the country. So of the 
other great public buildings in this city. 

Every young man who comes here to witness the inauguration 
and who sees the splendid array of troops will be delighted to see 
them, and there are none who, upon the question being raised, 
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would not thank the President of the United States for ordering 
the cadets from the Military Academy to come here and partici- 
pate in the inaugural ceremonies. They are our boys, a specially 
dedicated class, paid by us, supported by us, selected by the rep- 
resentatives in Congress and by the President of the United States 
to dedicate their lives, under oath, to the service of their country. 
It is a proud thing to be a member of that cadet corps, and the 
people of the United States are proud of it. 

There is not a better school in the world, nor a finer class of 

oung soldiers growing up to be champiors of their flag. I shall 
sorry if they are not permitted toco_.c. The President can 
order them to come, but this amendmen’ rovides for the pay- 
ment of a portion of their expenses, perhs,-3 their food. I sup- 
pose the country feeds them already at West Point. They donot 
pay out of their own pockets for it, for there is not one out of 
ten who has a pocket with any money in it. The great mass of 
therm are poor boys. 

I hope the Senate will pass this amendment, and that this 

smai! sum of money which will be needed will be given for this 
urpose. 

. T insist that the excursion would be an excellent drill for the 
cadets. They live upon the beautiful campus at West Point, and 
have a great severity of drill in daily life. They are out in guard 
mounting, they are out in dress parade, and they are out upon 
various drills. I hope that no man supposes they wait foran April 
sun before they go out of doors. There is one kind of drill which 
a soldier learns very early after he becomes a real soldier, which 
was especially the case in our late war, and that is how to travel. 
It is not a small trick to know how to travel, how to get into cars 
promptly and properly, and get out of them and march away as 
easily as people do at one of our ordinary stations. 

It is a drill for them to come to their quarters here in Washing- 
ton, to take care of themselves in those quarters, and to march in 
the presence of 150,000 of their fellow-citizens. It will be a pleas- 
ant sight for them, an object lesson. They will see the President 
of the United States, and will see more or less how this great Gov- 
ernment is carried on. I hope we shall let the boys come. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] says, ‘‘ these are our boys,” and they are, as the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] says, a part of the Army of the 
United States; but nevertheless, Mr. President, they are our boys 
at school, and in considering this question I desire to say that, in 
my belief, every instructor of these boys, from the Superintendent 
of the Naval Academy at Annapolis down, and from the Superin- 
tendent at West Point down to the lowest instructor in the school, 
if their opinions were asked, would say that it would be an injury 
to the studies of these boys to take them away on this occasion. 

The same discipline that the Senator from Connecticut says 
keeps these boys at that school for four long years, without allow- 
ing them to go home to visit their fathers and mothers, their 
brothers and sisters but once in the whole time, is impaired by 
taking them away from the school to make excursions, in order, 
as the Senator from Connecticut says, in addition to all their other 
studies and all their drills, that they may learn to get in and out 
of a baggage car. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, what are the merits of this case? I beg notto be 
misunderstood. Ido not commit myself as to the merits of the 
great questions which have been raised between the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray] and the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] 
inthisdebate. [Laughter.] I confine myself tothe point whether 
or not these young men are to be injured in their educational 
course by coming here; and I say confidently that they are, and 
that that is the opinion of everybody connected with their educa- 
tion. 

This was all I intended to say in closing the other day when I 
had the floor when 2 o’clock arrived, except to say that I did not 
raise this —— in the Senate. I noticed that the boys were 
coming. lhad avery thorough knowledge of one of these schools, 
and 1 had a good knowledge of the other school. I believed an 
injury was to be done by the orders already issued, and I intended 
to confine myself to writing a modest note to the Secretary of 
War and the Secretary of the Navy, filing my humble protest 
against the injury that would be done the boys at these two schools 
by the order, which I understood had been issued, and to leave it 
there; but the question is brought in here by a proposition that I 
am called to vote upon, itis brought in here by the Senator from 
Vermont for the purpose of having the opinion of the Senate 
expressed as to whether these cadets ought to be taken from their 
regular studies and distracted from their regular work in order to 
join in the pageant which is to take place, and fittingly and prop- 
erly take place, on the great occasion on the 4th of March next. 

Mr. President, that is the question, and when I am called upon 
to vote, with my convictions I can vote but in one way. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire a question. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has yielded the floor. 
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Mr. HOAR. I merely arose to ask a question, and I hope the 
Senator will take the floor again for the purpose of answering it. | 
ask if I correctly understood him to say that the head of the Mili. 
tary Academy, the present Superintendent, who is responsible for 
these cadets, expressed an opinion adverse to this proceeding 
as bad for the boys? ~ 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not say so. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator said something which I understoog 
in that way. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will state what I said. I sup that if 
orders were issued from the present President and Commander 
in Chief to the cadets to come here and do honor to the future 
President and Commander in Chief, whom we shall all welcome, 
the head of the Military Academy would not protest against it. 
He isa military officer. What I said was that, so far as I know, 
there has been no e ion of opinion here or anywhere else 
from the instructors of these young men in favor of their coming, 
but I undertake to say if they were consulted they would one and 
all be against it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have no doubt that what the 
Senator from New Hampshire . CHANDLER] says is correct, 
Neither do I understand that either of the heads of the Depart- 
ments under whose management are these two schools was in 
favor of this as a matter of discipline for the of the corps. 

The Senate may as well understand that the whole thing rests 
upon the question whether or not the cadets shall be brought here 
at the inauguration. It is not a general question, as the Senator 
from Vermont has stated. While the provision is put as a general 
— in the bill, it means that cadets are to be brought 

ere whatever may be the character of the weather on the 4th of 
March. The Secretary, in transmitting the amendment, which 
was given to me af first, says, in connection with other things: 

I inclose also a draft of a provision and memorandum smappeting the travel- 
ing expenses of the corps of cadets when they are passing from West Point 
on military duty. Unless the existing law shall be changed, it will prohably 
be imp cable for the cadets to participate in the inaugural ceremonies. 

They have not been ordered here, and the order from the Secre- 
tary of War or from the Secre of the Navy affecting the corps 
of cadets will depend upon the action of the Senate. If the Senate 
declines to put the provision upon this bill, as the Secretary of War 
says, the cadets can not come here; and it ought to be settled by 
the Senate one way or the other, so that these officers may have 
the monition of the act of Congress as to what course they will 
take. 

I expect to see, and desire to see, a large parade, well conducted 
by the officer in charge of it, who has great experience, immense 
tact and ability, and it will be a demonstration creditable to the 
American people, as it ought tobe. But the salient question here, 
the fundamental ao is whether it will be good for the discipline 
of the cadets at West Point to be taken away from that institution 
in March weather and broken up in their studies for nearly or 

uite a week, and whether any commensurate will come 

rom that. I do not think the celebration and ceremonies will be 
perceptibly marred or lessened by their absence. Therefore, 
thinking it will be wrong and bad policy, and bad for the corps, 
I shall not vote for the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to address an —<— to the Senator 
from Maine. May I ask of the Senator whether there is any 
recommendation of any kind from the War Department or from 
the Navy De ent with reference to this matter? 

Mr. HALE. None whatever. I have read the part of the letter 
transmitted by the Secretary of War touching this matter, and 
the Senate has the whole case before it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I want to say just a word in reply 
to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] and the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HawLey]. 

What I meant to say ing the attitude of the Senator 
from Delaware was this, and I think he will see the connection 
between the premises and the conclusion—it is very logical: | said 
the attitude of the Republican party during the last campalg?, 
and in fact for the last twenty years, has been an attitude of reck- 
less expenditure of money, enormous taxation, and great appro- 
priations. Those appropriations have been thrown around and 
scattered over the country recklessly and uselessly. The Repub 
lican party has been the champion of the policy which 
has been c pioned so ably by my friend from Delaware 

While the Senator from Delaware calls himself a Democrat, 4§ 
a matter of fact he has been a Republican. I know it may seems 
strange to make that assertion; but, Mr. President, if the Senator 
from Delaware had given his t influence in the State of Dela- 
ware last fall to the cause of the Democratic party, I have 2° 
doubt he would have been able to change the result there. He 
was to all intents and purposes a Republican during the camp*'3? 
of 1896. That being true, the Senator from Delaware is commt- 
ted to the policy that may be ma’ out by the Republican party: 


he can not alienate himself from it; and whenever his party s@/$ 
that it is necessary to bring these cadets here, or to bring ®4J 
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other portion of the Army or the Navy here for the purpose of 
making a display at the expense of the taxpayers of this coun 


the Senator from Delaware is estopped from denying their right 
do so. $ 
> ur, GRAY. The Senator, I suppose, will not let me vote 
gainst it. : 
Ser. ALLEN. Of course the Senator can break away from his 
rty ties if he wishes to. He can say, ‘‘I will no longer be bound 
by the action of the Republican party,” if he desires to; he can 
again become a Democrat; but I am saying that if his attitude 
now upon this question is to be made consistent with his attitude 
for the last — or eight mee he must stand with the Repub- 
lican party and vote for this appropriation. 

Mr HA LEY. Will the Seanhen please allow me one word? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand that the Senator from Nebraska 
himself was formerly a Democrat and has changed his party twice. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I told the Senator here two or 
three years ago about myself, and if he wants to know more about 
me | will take him out into the cloakroom and tell him all about 
myself from childhood up. Comes) 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not care about that. 

Mr.GRAY. The Senator has been a Republican and a Demo- 
crat both. ° 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have not lived for seventy-five 
or eighty years and been incapable of aonee Ey alle- 
giance. I have made a little more P than that. enever 
a man gets to the soe in his political affiliations where he onze 
“T have reached all political perfection; my party is right, an i 
am right; c conditions and changed circumstances make no 
difference, I will stay with the , he isin a position where 
he never makes any progress, and some men have never made any 

rogress. 

. I have never been able, Mr. President, to raise my voice in this 
Chamber against reckless expenditure of money and military dis- 
play that I have not called forth the invective of the Senator from 
Connecticut, and called it forth in a manner that was scarcely 
decent at times, nee. Here I have incurred his enmity 
again, because in my way I have objected to this display on in- 
augural day. Isaid these young men in the Military Academy 
were boys at school at the expense of this Government and at the 
expense of the taxpayérs. say so now. Who disputes it? I 
say there is no kind of sense in bringing them here to make them 
a part of the grand military display on the 4th of March. That 
is what they will be brought here for. 

The Senator from Connecticut, in the plenitude of his wisdom, 
says that it will be exercise for them. They can certainly 
exercise at West Point. He also says it will be a good drill for 
them to get in and out of cars. Mr. dent, if these cadets did 
not know enough to get in and out of cars when they left their 
homes, then the sooner we open the doors at West Point and send 
them home the better for the Government it will be. The idea 
of this Government raising up as officers of the Army lieutenants, 
captains, majors, lieutenant-colonels, colonels, brigadiers, and 
major-generals, like my friend from Connecticut, from boys who 
do not know enough to get in and out of cars! 

Mr. GRAY. Without being blindfolded. 

Mr. ALLEN. If that is the only thing to be gained, would it 
not be better policy for us to buy a train of cars and put them on 
a side track at West Point, or somewhere, and let those boys go 
out in the morning and practice getting in and out of cars? 
[Laughter.] It would be cheaper by all means. 

Then the Senator from Connecticut is angry again because I 
spoke of the people. Mr. President, 1 am an American citizen, 
born in this country of ancestors who came here long before the 
Revolutionary struggle. Lhave aright to speak of the people, and 
the distinguished and honorable Senator from Connecticut has 
no right to arraign me in bitter language for doing so. True, I 
was not born with a silver spoon in my mouth; I was not born 
an aristocrat; I was not born a Hamiltonian; I was not born to 
believe that one man in this world is any better tha: another, 
unless he makes himself so. 
jn hat is there about the bringing of these boys here to the 

ugural ceremonies at the expense of the Government that is 
anestionable, Mr. President, from my standpoint? I say it is one 
: the things that Congress is encouraging from time to time that 
Shows the reckless di tion of our Government to expend public 
Pepa pe are 2 ee Been they will he tromsiins not ion 

4 sé of education, but for the purpose of display, a gran 
military display at the nse of tho ers; and because I 
Taise ny voice, feeble as it is, in behalf of those ayers who 
are selling corn out in my country at 7} and 8 cents a bushel, and 
_ not sell it at all at times—because I am not willing to see the 
aoa piled upon the people of this country, because I will not join 
. . Senator from Connecticut in his raid upon the public Treasury 

= er he wants to make it, then I am to be condemned. 

- PROCTOR. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 


HALE] seems to think this body is the proper one to exercise the 
discretion about calling out any part of the Army. It seems to 
me that discretion properly rests in regard to these cadets just 
where it does with reference to any other corps or part of the 
Army—with the President, the Commander in Chief. it we adopt 
this amendment, we merely give him the authority he has with ref- 
erence to any Ee of the Army. As the law now stands, or, 
rather, under the ruling of the Comptroller, if the President should 
die and a guard of honor should be wanted—if any occasion should 
seem to call for transporting these cadets—their transportation 
could be —_ but they would have to pay their own subsistence. 

Certainly the provision is a wise one as a part of the general 
law, and we may safely and properly leave the matter of discretion 
where it belongs, with the President, the Secretary of War, and 
the officers of those cadets. If they see serious objections, they 
will surely prevail, and the Secretary of War and the President 
will not overrule the officers of the Academy in reference to this 
matter. That is where the discretion properly belongs, and it is 
where we should leave it, and put these cadets upon the same basis 
with all other parts of the Army with reference to being called out 
and as to their subsistence and transpertation. The exception in 
this case is merely as to the three or four meals they would require 
while here. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I 2istike to run counter to 
the settled ju ent of “‘the grave and reverend seigniors” of 
the Appropriations Committee, but I can not let this question go 
to a vote, and, as I presume, to a defeat, without once more sayin 
a word in behalf of the broad proposition that, as a matter o 
grave public yy: the cadets at West Point ought to be asked 
and ought to be given an opportunity to participate in every in- 
augural demonstration in the United States. 

Sir, these young men are dedicated to their country; they have 
entered upon a life defense of the institutions of this Government. 
They are as truly pledged to their country as are the priests who 
vow their allegience upon their altars to their God. For all time 
tocome these young men who enter West Point, selected from the 
best of the land, are set apart; they are not to participate in the 
ordinary business affairs and enterprises of the country; but they 
are set apart to be the guardians of the flag, to be the defenders 
of our liberties, to maintain our borders, to protect our coast line, 
and always and at every time to stand between this nation and its 
fi 


oes. 

That being the case, they are different from the ordinary boys 
of the country who are being brought up to other pursuits and 
have the choice of other vocations, as referred to by my colleague, 
the Senator from Nebraska. It seems to me it is a strange idea 
which some of the Senators upon this floor have, that these young 
soldiers entered at West Point upon their military careers are hot- 
house blossoms who will wither in the cold atmosphere of Wash- 
ington upon the 4th of March; that they are mere tender plants 
who onght not to be exposed to the inclemency of the weather 
that usually attends the inauguration of a President of the United 
States. 

No, no; Mr. President, these young men, boys in years, are 
already soldiers of the United States. Must they be kept in a hot- 
house in order that when they are graduated and receive their 
commissions they may enter for the first time upon actual contact 
with the hardships of weather and travel and of real practical 
experience? Boys younger than these were in the charge up the 
flame-swept hills at Chattanoega. There were boys younger than 
these at Chickamauga on either side. There were boys younger 
than these who baptized their patriotism with their blood. This 
talk about it being necessary to keep them sheltered as in a 
hursery at West Point and not permitting them to stick their 
noses out into the colder atmosphere of Washington on the 4th of 
March, in my judgment, is all nonsense. It is not intended in 
seriousness. It is interposed here for the purpose of making 
weight against a proposition which is opposed for other and more 
potent reasons. 

Mr. President, I say the object lesson of the inaugural demon- 
stration will do more for the education of these young men than 
all their lessons for any month of their academy term. The most 
valuable lessons of youth are not thosefrom the books. The best are 
those of the eye, are those of experience, are those of travel, are those 
of actual observation. What grander lesson can there be on the face 
of the earth for young men dedicated to the military service of 
their country than that grand ——— which will be fitting] 
observed here upon the 4th of next March? I say fittingly observed, 
for it matters not whois to be inaugurated President of the United 
States. It would be thesame to me if Mr. Bryan had been elected 
rather than Mr. McKinley. Ido notcare, for that matter, whether 
it be a Republican or a Democrat or a Populist whom the people 
select. At the time of the inauguration of that man, whomso- 
ever he may be, the people of this country, because it is their 
country, the people of this Government, because it is their Gov- 
ernment, the people of this land, because it is their land, are all 
interested equally and alike, every section and every belief, in 
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making the ceremony typical of the power and grandeur and dura- 
tion of the American Republic. Talkxabout other grand demonstra- 
tions in foreign lands and under kings, or those in the time of the 
Roman Emperors; talk about the pageants emblematic of despotic 
power! Sir, there is as great a line of demarcation between those 
demonstrations, typical of despotic power, of kingly rule, of the 
dominion of emperors and kings, and those which are commem- 
orative of the peaceful solution by a great free ple of their 
domestic affairs, as there is between the sunrise and the midnight. 

No, no, Mr. President; the boys at West Point are our boys. 
They are our soldier boys. There are among them the future 
Grants and the future Lees. There are among them those who, if 
need be, will be our defenders and the defenders of our children 
in the years tocome. No matter what party ers 8 prevail, we are 
to trust to them, to their patriotism, to their loyalty, to their zeal, 
and to their experience and ability for the preservation of this 
country from attack outside or from within. 

I do insist and I must insist that these young men will receive 
more benefit, more experience, higher lessons, broader conceptions 
of duty; that they will be inspired to a higher patriotism, a more 
devoted love of country, by being permitted to come to this city 
and participate in these ceremonies, than they will be if the Sen- 
ate of their country at the close of this debate says to them, 
‘‘Children, keep within your nursery; your country has no use for 
you as witnesses of the grandest ceremony that attends the cul- 
mination of the will of the people in a Presidential inauguration.” 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President,in the present conditidn of the 
country, when hundreds of thousands of people are starving for 
lack of bread, when our cities are filled with tramps, when the 
public press is calling upon the ple for charity, it is proposed 
that the Senate shall vote away the public money to augment the 
display which will aaoomapg made by an army of office seekers 
who come for a purpose. it is so important for American citi- 
zens to see this display, if it is necessary that it shall be seen by 
all, why not make the appropriation general, sufficient for all the 
people to come? The necessity of having those boys here is not 
great. It will certainly break up their studies, and it is liable to 
endanger their health, because in every inauguration for man 
years past a large number of persons have lost their lives throug 
disease occasioned by the exposure which necessarily attends such 
an occasion. 

Now, if there is anything in republican form of government 
that demands imperial display on inauguration day, it is some- 
thing new. If you will search the annals of history you will find 
that such displays are always accompanied either by despotism or 
approaching oo No republic of ancient or modern times, 
when it was real A republic and not in decay, has ever made any 
great display in ing itsexecutivein power. This Republicdid 
not in its better days. Senators say there were not so many peo- 
ple here then as there are now, but there wereenough then to have 
made a great display if it had been deemed in accordance with the 
genius of our institutions. lt is bad enough, it reflects upon re- 
publican institutions enough, to tolerate the display made by inter- 
ested parties, by office seekers. They will e it grand enough 
on this occasion when office holding is about the only business in 
the country that will pay. Of course they will be here in force, 
demanding their reward for their services in the campaign. They 
always come, and the only trouble is that too many come; more 
come than can be accommodated. 

The idea of spending public money, not to illustrate republican 
institutions, but to set an example of monarchy! You want the 
cadets to come here so that they will love theircountry. I do not 
want them to come here so that they will mistake the President 
of the United States for their country. That is what le are 
liable to do. I prefer the practices of the early days of the! Repub- 
lic, when there were fewer tramps and fewer hungry men in pro- 
portion to population than now. If I have read history aright, all 
despotisms, and all republics when they are marching on to des- 
potism, make these displays. Monarchies do it as a matter of 
course. Republics do it when they are on the road to monarchy. 
It is proposed to bring the young men here to teach them that 
this grand display is their Government; that the people are noth- 
ing; to draw a contrast between the oo here and the adora- 
tion for the incoming President, and the starving masses in the 
country begging for bread. The contrast at this time between 
display and the squalor of poverty is already too great. There is 
no necessity of making an appropriation by Congress to aggra- 
ae ~ = ee it. = bee — to paying one ot displ of 

e public Treasury to to the gorgeous, magnificent di . 
which is in taste and eee with monarchy and opposed t0 
every principle and of true republics. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. ident, before the vote is taker, I wish 
to say a word. It seems tome that the discussion has taken a 
very wide range upon a proposition which is very plain in its 
wording. There is nothing in the amendment which in any wa 
trenches upon the question we have now been discussing, whi 
is simply a proposition that whenever the President orders the 
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cadets at the Military Academy to any particular place in the 
comming. er transportation shall be paid. I assume that that 
would be done at any rate, when they are ordered to any place, if 
the cadets are a part of the Army, and we are to assume that they 
are for the purposes of this argument. The order will come from 
the President of the United States through the proper channels 
because the President is Commander in of the armies of the 
United States. I assume, therefore, that in any case where the 
cadets would be ordered for any purpose to any — of the terri- 
tory of the United States or elsewhere, it woul done by virtue 
of a military order coming within the jurisdiction of the military 
= of the ee aia it — follow necessarily that 

eir transportation wo an other necessary charges, 
That has been the universal rule, so far as I understand. 

But we are ae new feature, whether or not the cadets 
ought to be ordered to Washington, and that, if it were properly 
before the Senate, would be a subject worthy of discussion. But 
it is not here. I assume that if it is to be acted upon by the 
President it will be done purely as a matter coming within his 
jurisdiction as Commander of the Army, and I confess I have some 
anxiety to see what the President will do in such a case; whether 
he will order those men here. If he does not order them here, it 
will be understood either that he does not wish them to be here or 
that it does not come within his j On the other hand, 
if it is at all importazit in the estimation of Senators that the 
cadets shall visit Washi m at the time of the coming inaugura- 
tion, would it not be well to treat them the same as we treat any 
other class of citizens of the United States—not direct them to 
come, but permit them to come? In order to grant that per- 
mission, the order would have to come from the superior officers of 
the Army. That certainly would cure all these defects. Let the 
cadets come if they want to. I would be perfectly willing to 
grant the permission. Let them come at their own expense and 
go to any hotels, wherever they are willing to £0, and while they 
are here act as American citizens should act. It would be simple; 
it would be easy; it would be American, and it would do away 
with all the criticism that would come from the line of argument 
we have heard here this morning. 

I think an inauguration is something that is very interesting to 
the American le. I remember once that I came a long dis 
tance to see the inauguration of General Grant; and I felt amply 
repaid for it. Ihave no doubt every one of the cadets would be 
pleased to come to Washington to attend the ceremonies, but I 
confess that I do not believe it is a military ae that would 
call the cadets here at that time, and hence I think the President 
would not make such an order. But if he does make the order, if 
he feels that it is within his discretion and within the line of his 
duty as Commander in Chief of the Army, the expenses ought to 


be paid. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I disagree entirely with the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Perrer]. This is a question for the 
Senate to settle. The whole object is to bring the cadets from 
West Point to the inauguration. Thatis avowed. The Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] has stated it, and now the question 
is, Will we vote to pay their subsistence while here? 

Mr. PEFFER. I will not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And thereby indorse the power of the Presi- 
dent to call them here for a nonmilitary ——— 

Mr. PEFFER. I will say to the Sena m Missouri that I 
will not vote for it. 

Mr. COC I supposed from what the Senator said that 
he was going to vote for it. 

Iam opposed to the proposition because it would be a tacit admis- 
sion that the President of the United States has a right to order 
the cadets at West Point here at an inauguration for mere show, 
for mere demonstration, for mere tinsel. The Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Seow ae stated that if they come here they come 
as soldiers, not as officers. We all know the situation at West 
Point. These young men are there gl gw expense. They are 
being educated by the Government; their expenses are paid, 
and a yearis given to each of them. A cadet is not allowed 
to go home in case of the sickness of his father or mother. The 
Senator from Arkansas told me of an instance where a cadet from 
his State was 7 because he had gone home to atten: the 
funeral of his father or his mother. He could not get permissio2 
to go before the death. 

hese strict rules, the whole history of the institution shows, até 
necessary for the purpose of confining the minds and the atten ‘100 
of the students to the intricate questions before them. They are 
not allowed to go home except at certain times. Why shall they 
be taken off at public expense on this junketing expedition for 
show and demonstration? Is it a legi te, is it a proper pur 
pose for which to employ these soldiers who are to be officers’ 
say itis not. I deny the —_ of the President under existing law 
to order the cadets here. I care not what the accounting officers 
may decide. I know what they will decide. They have practi- 
cally decided, because of obedience to the higher power, that the 
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Secretary of War orthe President, through the Secretary of War 
has the right to pay the expense of their transportation here. i 
understand that decision perfectly. It is because there has been 
precedent set for it once. Shall a bad precedent be followed? I 
say not. I say the President has no auth under general law 
to order the cadets here for mere show and tion. Itis 
not a part of their military duty. ares 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me 
for a moment? , 

Mr. COCKRELL. With pleasure. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think the allowance of the expense of trans- 
portation is not on account of any precedent, but because it is 
authorized by law. The law authorizes the transportation of the 
entire Army at public expense. 

Mr. COC L. I understand that. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It includes officers as well as men. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is true. : 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Comptroller holds that the subsistence 
stands on an entirely different basis, because officers have to pay 
for their own subsistence, and in his decision he puts the ets “fie tee 
on the basis of officers, and holds that as their pay is fixed they| TheSecrerary. After the word “dollars,” in line 4, it is pro- 
must pay for their own subsistence. __ | posed to insert: 

Mr. COCKRELL. As a matter of course, the Commander in Provided, That hereafter whenever the corps of cadets, United States Mili- 
Chief has the authority to order out the Army for military pur- tary Academy, is ordered upon military duty away trom West PB int, N. ; Y.. 

. 1+ i ; i ie necessa: ex or trans on, quarters, and subsistence o 
pe, re = Smee a Sone - said corps shall Oe pad teens the eppeegrintions for the support of the ia 
ne them to a place for mere demonstration and show. 


c The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me | the amendment which has co stated. x ns 
again? 


Mr. PROCTOR. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary called the 
Mr. PROCTOR. The amendment itself states that— 1 


Whenever the corps of cadets, United States Military Academy, is ordered 
upon military duty away from West Point. 

It covers any case of military duty, and nothing else. The 
responsibility is placed by the amendment upon the President, 
where it belongs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. -We understand exactly what it is. The 
President and the Secretary of War, desiring to have the cadets | present, I should vote “‘ yea.” 
here on this occasion, will make such ari order and say it is mili- | ~ Mr, MARTIN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
taryduty. Isay itisnot militaryduty. It is a civilian occasion. | the Senator from Montana [Mr. MaNTLE]. If he were present, I 
The President has no right to pervert it in that way. He has no} should vote “ nay.” 
right to ask the sanction of the Senate or of Congress to the enact-| wr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
ment of a provision which will enable him to order the cadets | the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 
here nominally for military duty, but really for civilian duty, for| Mr, MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
mere ornament, for show, for demonstration. the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore 
o do — go it ought to be —, : ae = _ eet withhold my vote. 

est Point for that puxpose. It will interfere with their busi-| Mr. PALMER (when his namo was called). I am paired with 
ness; it will interfere with their studies; it will divert their minds; | +1. senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANsBRovGH] ; other- 
it will expose them here to the inclement season in which the 4th wise I should vote “nay.” 
= — wuireit ier use telloes amr age t Seeeusaminen Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
defense, ae for vain show, for the gratification of the ee [Mr. MrrcHELL], and in his absence 
their hudsoue uniforms mareh gp and down thestreets of Wash. | _Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I have a general 
ington for mere show, not for military duty. Seen ae Senator from Idaho [Mr. Sour]. I inquire if he 

r. President, I do not think that the amendment oug te le 
adopted. I think it would be vicious legislation; I think it would | , ‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that he 
oo f thee the aomeal ore pe oe bey a oe oak Mr. WHITE. If theSenator from Idaho were present, I should 
: : : y P vote ‘‘nay.” Iam unable to state what his attitude on this matter 
pose. While they are nominally in one sense of the word officers, is, and so I withhold my vote 
ait that thay howe ~4 = Y Giled and disciplined, a eae ‘Mr. \ IN (when his name was called). I have a general 
there as students preparatory for their duties as Cdn a the with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. In his absence, 






















—_ 


on the lower edge of the city, or from Fortress Monroe. They 
can not lend the flags to go outside the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, because they will, forsooth, be worn a little, and they ought 
to be kept for actual war, actual military a. The Com- 
mander in Chief of the whole 10,000,000 men liable to military 
duty is not to be allowed to have a single regiment of his troops 
following — this splendid occasion. The same is to be true of 
the National Guard of Pennsylvania and other States who come 
here entirely without expense to the Federal Government. What 
business have they here upon that day? They are part of his 
Army just as much as the Regular Army is, and subject to his 
command at any moment. 

I think, with all due respect—I do not say where it is located— 
that there is an infinite quantity of rot in this world. 

Mr. STEWART. I think I can state its location. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the 
question on ing to the amendment? 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to have the amendment stated. 


soe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will again be 
ted. 


roll, 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELkins]. I transfer 
my pair to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] and vote 
“ee nay.” 

Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr.GrorGe]. If he were 


; * P withhold my vote. 
a r = 7 2 a — ees a any other pur The roll call was concluded. ; 
Mr. HAWLEY. Me President, the tendeney of theremarks of | Mr. BLANCHARD. I am paired with the Senator from North 


Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD], whoisabsent. Were he here, I should 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the affirmative). Has 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLackBURN] voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not voted. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam paired with that Senator, and withdraw 
my vote. 


Mr. NELSON. Has the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VzstT] 


oted? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chairis informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. NELSON. I am paired with the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. WHITE. I have made an arrangement with the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. WILson], who is paired with the Senator 


on friend isin <7 ie — Sa a I take 
» they are oj to an which can unnecessary 
display in the world anywhere. There shall be no great feast 
days when all the people shall leavo their daily toil; no trium- 
phant marching; no hanging out of flags and banners; no money 
wasted in bands; no time or money spent in learning to sing t 
anthems. There is no use in this carving and gilding over here. 
A great barn of unplaned planks with a log fire can be made to 
answer every purpose of the Government, and the money can be 
saved to be given to the , after the fashion of the poor fellow 
who was rebuked by the Saviour. There is nosuch thing as pleas- 
ure; there is no such thing as display. There is folly in these 
magnificentcathedrals costing millions. There is gigantic folly in 
the thirteen millions spent on the Capitol here. 

aan Js the general tendency of all they say. Mankind is not 

> tha’ 


t Mt del thank God, and the people are not represented by | from Florida [Mr. Pasco], and I am paired with the Senator from 
that style of debate, in my very humble judgment. They like to | Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. We will transfer our pairs so as to enable 
See a day devoted to a t public affair, and especially to the | both of us tovote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 
me weuretion of a President of the United States. These gentle- Mr. WILSON. I vote “ yea.” 


tr can not consistently with their teaching here — permit} Mr. HOAR. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr 


cops to be ordered over from Fort Myer, or from the Pua}. 
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The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Bacon, Clark, Gibson, Proctor, 
Brown, Cullom, Hawley, Sewell, 
Call, Davis, Lindsay, Sherman, 
Cameron, Frye, Perkins, Thurston, 
Carter, Gallinger, Platt, Wilson. 

NAYS—28. 
Aldrich, Cannon, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Allen, Chilton, Jones, Nev. Stewart, 
Allison, Cockrell, Lodge, Tillman, 
Bate, Daniel, Mills, Turpie, 
Berry, Faulkner, Mitchell, Wis. Walthall, 
Burrows, Gray, Peffer, Wetmore, 
Caffery, Hale, Pettigrew, White. 


NOT VOTING—4L., 


Baker, Gorman, Mitchell, Oreg. Smith, 
Blackburn, Hansbrough, Morgan, Squire, 
Blanchard, Harris, Morrill, Teller, 
Brice, Hill, Murphy, Vest, 
Butler, Hoar, Nelson, Vilas, 
Chandler, Irb Yr Palmer, Voorhees, 
Dubois, Kyle, Pasco, Warren, 
Elkins, McBride, Pritchard, Wolcott. 
Gear, McMillan, Pugh, 

George, Mantle, uay, 

Gordon, Martin, houp, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there a desire to reserve Any 
amendment? If there is no reservation, the question is on concur- 
ring in bulk in the amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PROOF OF HANDWRITING. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 3523) to 
provide for further proving the genuineness of handwriting by 
comparison. Let the bill be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever it may be material to prove the genuine- 
ness of handwriting in any court of the United States, the same may be 

roved, in addition to any mode now competent, by a comparison made by 
The witness or the jury with writings admitted or treated as genuine by the 
party against whom the evidence is offered, or proved to be genuine to the 
satisfaction of the judge. 


Mr. STEWART. I shall object to that bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator from Nevada will pardon me—it 
will take but a moment—— 

Mr. STEWART. It will take more than that. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me make a statement of what the bill is, and 
then I will withdraw it if the Senator has the slightest objection. 

In the United States courts the rule does not exist which exists 
in every State court in the country so far as I know—anyhow, in 
our part of the country—that if you want to prove the genuine- 
ness of handwriting the jury may compare with other handwrit- 
ing which is admitted beyond question to be genuine, or proved 
to be genuine by the judge. In the United States courts they can 
only compare with other documents which are relevant, material 
in the case. That is the United States court law. It is an old 
remnant of antiquity which is disposed of everywhere else. 

If the Senator from Nevada has the slightest question about the 
bill, I shall not press it now, of course. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will allow me, I wil! state that in 
recent experience I have come in contact with that very proposi- 
tion. The Senator from Massachusetts is undoubtedly correct. 
The present condition of the law is that we have a different rule 
in the United States courts, an antiquated, fossilized rule. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a relic of barbarism. 

Mr. WHITE. It is a rule that brings about the commission of 
the grossest injustice in ems Re ney have myself seen people 
acquitted, in one case I have before my mind, of the crime of for- 

ery where the guilt was, I believe, without any doubt; but the 
di culty arose from the inability of the prosecuting officers to 
prove the handwriting by that cou:parison which we have in all 
me tong statutes, I think, adopted, and which is now the rule in 
ngland. 
ome, HOAR,. This bill was drawn in the Attorney-General’s 
ce. 
Mr. STEWART. I object to the bill in its present form because 
it would give too much force to that kind of evidence. 

Mr. HOAR. If Imay be pardoned one moment, suppose there is 
a suit and the question is on the forgery of the signature to a deed. 
If there happen to be any other handwriting of the signer mate- 
rialin the case, then the jury can compare it with that, but if 
there happen to be nothing in the case which makes any other 
written document of his material at all, then in all the State 
courts and now in England other undisputed handwriting of his 
may be introduced and shown to the jury for them to form their 


judgment in addition to all the modes now competent. Without 
this law that can not be done in United States courts. So if a 
man is indicted in a United States court for forgery or if there is 
a question of the genuineness of the deed arising in a United 
States court and there happen to be no other handwriting of tho 
witness competent for general purposes in the case, the jury has 
simply got to listen to experts, who can not show any handwriting 
upon which to base their opinion. Ten experts come in and say. 
“T am familiar with that man’s handwriting in the course of busi. 
ness and I think that is not his.” Other experts come in and say 

‘*I am familiar with that man’s handwriting in the course of busi. 
ness and I think it is his;” and the jury have got to judge of the 
weight of those opinions without the slightest opportunity to see 
a single scrap of the real handwriting of the man whose writing 
is in dispute. 

This bill was drawn in the Attorney-General’s Office and is the 
unanimous report of the committee. I do not want to force g 
bill through, of course, on such a question by unanimous consent, 
lf any Senator wants to look at it, let it go over. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator does not—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If Senators will suspend one 
moment, the Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
sey o’clock having arrived. The i business will be 
stated. é 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 3247) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of N icaragua,” 
agro February 20, 1889. 

r. HOAR. I ask that the unfinished business may be infor- 
mally laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent that the pending bill may be laid 
aside informally, and that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill named by him. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and Senate bill 3523 is before the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole, upon which the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. I have had a good deal of experience in the 
matter of proving signatures by a a with genuine sig- 
natures. Itis the weakest kind of evidence. For example, on 
one occasion there were half a dozen e who testified by a 
comparison of this kind. One of them a that he could 
forge the names of the gentlemen present and they could not pick 
them out themselves. The test was made. The judge and the 
lawyers present, to about the number of twenty, wrote their names. 
They were written on foolscap paper. A committee went into a 
room with the expert, and he wrote the same names. Then to 
distinguish them the committee cut the paper into slips of a dif- 
ferent size, and when they went back over two-thirds of the men, 
including three other experts, who had written their names, were 
unable to pick them out. They could not pick out their own 
names, written by themselves, and distinguish them from the 
names written by the e . 

Mr. HOAR. yl the Senator a question? Would he for 
that reason refuse to allow a man to y whether a writing was 
his own signature or not? 

Mr. S$ ART. No; I would not. But the difficulty about 
this proposed legislation is that it may give too great a sanctity to 
the handwriting. There ought to be qualifying words so as not 
to give too t force to this exceedingly weak testimony. 

r.WHITE. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me simply to 
make a 8 tion to him? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. I think it is not the design of the amendment of 
the law to give any ial force to this evidence, or to weigh itat 
all, but merely to it admissible. At the present time. if the 
Senator's signature were called in question and he had 500 bank 
checks bearing his genuine signature, which were known to be 
genuine not only because of the fact that he recognized the signa- 
ture himself, but because of extraneous circumstances confirma- 
tory of that fact, those checks could not be put before the jury 
for their comparison with the alleged forged writing under tho 
present law. This proposed law, which brings the law in har- 
mony with the law in all the States, so far as I know, would 
merely allow the checks to be admitted as evidence without giv- 

any force to it. 

. STEWART. I should like to hear the bill read again. I 
do not wish to obstruct its passage, but I do not want it to go too 
far, because it is very dangerous ground. F 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The bill will be again read. 

The eek again read the bill. 

Mr.STEWART. Myobjection is to the words “ may be proved 
If you will say that such evidence “may be admissible,” 1 shall 
have no objection to the bill. ‘wil 

Mr. WHITE. It is in exactly the language of the Code of i 
Procedure of California, I notice. 

Mr. STEWART. No matter from what the language is draw2, 
it gives too much force. 


" 
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estion. 
Let it read that all evidence of that kind shall 
be admissible. That is all I desire. . 

Mr. WHITE. I think the word “proved,” as used in the bill 


simply refers to the Te of proving it to the satisfaction of 


Mr. HOAR. I will adopt the Senator’s sugg: 
Mr. STEWART. 


the court before it can be itted at all. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out the words “‘ the same may be 
proved,” in the fourth and fifth lines; the word “‘ by,” at the end 
of the fifth line, and to insert at the end of the bill the words 
“shall be admissible.” 

Mr. STEWART. That will meet my objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERK«Ns in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. I now ask that the bill be read as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the bill 
for the information of the Senate as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever it may be material to prove the genuine- 
ness of handwriting in any court of the United States, in addition to 7 
ween a een ox tesdaaltion Wamaies tat 4 o party against when ieaoek 
fence is offered, or proved to be genuine to the satisfaction of the judge, shall 
be admissible. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Lask that the bill be again read as amended. 

The Secretary read the bill as amended. 

Mr. PALMER, I desire to know from the Senator from Massa- 
of the bill that a jury shall 


chusetts whether it is the p 
eir box or on their retirement. 


make the comparison either in 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. Surely such a principle ought not to be intro- 
duced into our jurisprudence, because comparisons made by a 
jury are the most unreliable of all methods of determining facts. 

ow would the parties in court pass upon the conclusions of a 
jury unless ene § were required in some public way to make their 
comparison and announce the result of that comparison? I sub- 
mit that it is entirely competent for a witness who may be exam- 
ined and cross-examined under this bill to compare a particular 
instrument. 

Mr. GRAY. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that the 
finding of a j is not reviewable in a court of error. 

Mr. PA . Afinding of a jury is reviewable in some of the 
States; but the point upon which I am embarrassed is that it is 
proposed that the jury 5. make the comparison. I am content 
that a witness shall make the comparison, because he can be ex- 
amined and cross-examined, but I protest that unless the jury 
were required to announce their conclusion at the moment, to 
which some sort of exception might be taken, it would be a very 
dangerous practice. ~ 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from California will pardon me, 
this is a very simple matter, and I think there is some misunder- 
standing on the part of the Senator from Illinois or on mine. A 
man is sued on a promissory note and denies that he signed it. 
There may possibly be exceptions, but eS in every State 
court in the country experts may be ught who say, “I am 
familiar with that handwriting,” and assert that it is or is not 
the handwriting of the defendant; and if there be another note or 
other documents admitted or proved to the satisfaction of the judge 
to be his, the jury may take those and compare them and use them 
in aiding them to make up their minds as to whether the man actu- 
ally signed the note. 

Now, in the United States courts you can not do that. All you 
can do is, if there happens to be some material in the case—for 
instance, if there were two notes, one of them would be admitted, 
and the other note in the case the jury can look at and then they 
make a comparison with that; but it is not reviewable; it is 
merely evidence on the question whether the note was signed. 

Now, this bill proposes to allow the United States courts to go 
further and do what our State courts do; that is, let the jury see 
other admitted or proved genuine signatures of- the party whose 
Signature is in dispute. It would be certainly an anomaly in the 

w to make any provision that a particular fin of fact which 
they make after they have made the comparison shall be review- 
able by any court. it is reviewable in any court, it is review- 
able in view of the final decision of the whole fact and not on one 
particular question. 

Mr. PAL In the State of Illinois it has been settled by 
on at i have a caso in mind. It be competent for 

ou su j or purpose of comparison any 
affidavit sworn to ie Gao verte in the cause. The vale ine been 
carried somewhat beyond that where there is a recognized signa- 
ture, probably I ought to limit it to a signature made in the cause, 
to an affidavit, or to adecree. It is competent for the court to 
outanit to the jury the particular Se to which I advert, 
comparison with the particular disputed 7 

decisions of the courts upon that point are re - 
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able; they may be made the subject of exception. The court 
passes first upon the identity of the papers submitted to the jury 
or the genuineness of the signature submitted to the jury for the 
purpose of comparison. I am persuaded that this intrusts too 
much authority to the jury. I think it would be better to limit 
it to the functions of the court alone, that the judge shall have 
the power to submit to the jury, or that it shall be competent evi- 
dence to go to the jury. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will allow me, the proposed amend- 
ment does not extend back to the power of the court to rule upon 
the admissibility of the document as the foundation. It must be 
established to the satisfaction of the court, or proved, as the bill 
says, that this is a genuine document. If there was a case on trial 
involving the signature of the Senator, and there were 500 bank 
checks bearing his signature, and they were brought into court, 
and it was admitted that they were genuine signatures, does not 
the Senator thihk they might be submitted to the jury for their 
comparison just as any other exhibit in a cause might be submitted? 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator is probably correct. My impres- 
sion is that the language is too broad, and that it will be found in 
practice to involve more danger than seems to occur to Senators 
now. 

Mr. VILAS. I call the attention of the Senator from Illinois 
to one suggestion in reference to this bill. He recognizes that it 
is the rule that whenever a genuine signature, indisputably so, is 
in the case for any purpose, the law now permits the jury to com- 
pare the disputed signature with those which are genuine as one 
of the means of arriving at a true verdict upon the question of 
genuineness of the disputed signature. That has always had a 
somewhat injurious effect, in this, that a just comparison of a 
disputed signature with genuine signatures could not be well 
made if compared only with one or two genuine signatures. A 
large number of them affords a much safer basis of comparison to 
@ jury than a particular one or two which might have been 
affected in the writing by peculiar circumstances. It requires a 
large number to make a safe comparison. This bill only fortifies 
and adds to the value of the rule which enables a comparison of 
signatures when their genuineness is known. 

. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendments to the bill were agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the bill 
has been reported tothe Senate. The bill is now before the Senate, 
and the question is, Will the Senate concur in the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. LINDSAY. e well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair would suggest that the 
object of the Senator will be accomplished by a nonconcurrence in 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest, as I understand it, that if we vote 
ae the amendments in the Senate, that will accomplish the 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The explanation I desire to make will be made 
as well with the bill in its present condition. It occurs to me that 
the safeguards were very much greater as the bill was reported 


and the bill very much more intelligible than, 
amendments which have been to be co Be Re 
Senate. The bill reads: 

That whenever it may be material to prove the genuineness of handwrit- 
ing in any court of the United States— 

The bill, before the amendment was agreed to, provided— 


the same may be proved, in addition to any mode now competent, by a com- 

made by the witness or the jury with writings admitted or treated 
as genuine by the party against whom the evidence is offered, or proved to 
be genuine to the satisfaction of the judge. 

The admissibility of papers with which the comparisons are to 
be made depended, first, on their admitted genuineness, or upon 
evidence offered to the court which convinced the court to its sat- 
isfaction that the papers were genuine, and then they became ad- 
missible, to be testified to by expert witnesses, or to be examined 
by the jury. It seems to me that no greater safeguard ought to 
be uired 


req 4 

Mr. HOAR. That is there now. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
stricken out. The bill now reads: 

That whenever it may be material to gneve the genuineness of handwriting 
in any court of the United States in addition to any mode now competent, a 
comparison made by the witness or the jury with writings admitted or treated 
as genuine by the peat against whom the evidence is offered, or proved to 
be genuine to the satisfaction of the judge, shall be admissible. 

Mr. HOAR. The comparison is admissible on writings so 
proved, and it means exactly the same thing. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The language is better in the original bill, and 
much more intelligible. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not any choice about that. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It occurs to me that we are only making uncer- 
tain that which was absolutely certain, and that we have not 





That has been 
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increased the safeguards at all by the change of the verbiage of 
the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the Senate in the amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The amendments were nonconcurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 8247) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved 
February 20, 1889. 

Mr. DANIEL obtained the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire, if the Senator will permit me, to 
call up the bill (S. 8547) to provide for the representation of the 
United States by commissioners at any international monetary 
conference hereafter to be called. 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope the Senator will not interrupt me at this 
moment. I shall only occupy the floor for five minutes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Dol understand that the Senator intends 
to deliver a speech? 

Mr. DANIEL. No. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I can not interrupt the Senator under those 
circumstances, but yesterday I was in the same case with the bill 
which I wish to get up, for the Senator from Virginia was then 
making a speech. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, on yesterday, in the course of my 
remarks, I stated that Colonel Ludlow, chairman of the board of 
engineers who visited Nicaragua for the purpose of making a sur- 
vey of the canal, had stated in hisreport that he and his associates 
were the only engineers who had ever gone over the entire route. 
The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mora@an] challenged that state- 
ment, and said that it was a mistake. find that in so far as I 
attributed it to the official report made by Colonel Ludlow it was 
a mistake. The Senator also stated that no such statement had 
been made by Colonel Ludlow. I find that I was correct. Yes- 
terday I was only speaking from my general memory of what I 
had read in reports on this subject. I find that I was absolutely 
correct in attributing this statement to Colonel Ludlow. 

Mr. MORGAN. And ladmitted it, and here it isin the Recorp. 

Mr. DANIEL. On page 169 of the report made by the Senator 
from Alabama from the select committee at this session, will be 
found the statement of Colonel Ludlow, and in an appendix to 
that report, made before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce of the House of Representatives, he says: 

We are the only engineers who have ever been over the entire route, and 
in making that statement I do not make any exceptions. 

So it is the allegation of the chairman of the board of United 
States engineers who visited that country that they are the only 
engineers who have ever been over the entire route without ex- 
ception. 

On page 162 of this report made by the Senator from Alabama 




































whether this project can be built with entire safety and suffici 
for commercial purposes within the timitetion’ of $150,000.00 
which is a third more than this bill contemplates. ; 

A single word more, sir, and I am done. The Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLaTT] on geno asked me a question which 
I misunderstood. I thought me why the minister from 
Central America objected to the scheme to which I had referred, of 
ging. the United States —__e control of this canal. Ho 

din fact ask me why I obj to it, and my reply, with my mis- 
conception of his a makes a rather uni tolli ible continu- 
ance of my remarks as reported in the REcorpD. Twill reply to 
his question, as I find on inspection it is quoted in the Recorp 
why I should object to an arrangement which made the United 
States the apparent master of the situation. I do not object. On 
the contrary, I should favor a fair and appropriate arrangement 
which made the United States, as far as it was ible to make 
it, the director and administrator of this canal. I should prefer 
if this project is ever carried out, that it should be done by the 
United States in its own name, open and aboveboard, and that our 
Government should assume in expression, as in fact, such a dom- 
— ag control of that enterprise to the furthest extent of 

My objection to this bill is, that under a contract of the State of 
Nicaragua, made with private citizens, the United States, under 
the protest of Nicaragua, and with disclaimer of request on the 
part of the private citizens, has injected itself, or has proposed to 
inject itself, upon a scheme where it is not invited by either party 
to do so, and where one of them protests, and where the whole 
scheme seems to be so in i and predominated by private 
interests that while it will be a matter of the United States with 
respect to the cost, it will not be a matter of the United States in 
that open manner which it should be if the United States should 
undertake it at all. 

Such other objections, Mr. President, as I might have to this were 
sufficiently stated on yesterday, and I shall not detain the Senate 
with further remarks, 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when on yesterday the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] referred tothe statement that Colonel 
Ludlow made before a committee of the House of Representativ 
I distinctly admitted that such a statement had been ae T 
have not at any time denied that Colonel Ludlow made the state- 
ment, and I do not now. The Senator from Virginia read it again 
this morning. Hedid not readitall, however. There was a litile 
addendum to it; but it makes no difference whether it is read or 
is not; it does not alter the question in the slightest e. 

Colonel Ludlow made a report in conjunction with his two col- 
leagues, the engineers appointed by the Preside mt upon this canal 
subject, and he made his report on an examination that could uot 
have continued longer than forty-two days, because that was as 
long as the commission were in Nicaragua, and during all but 
about nineteen or twenty days of that time those gentlemen were 
engaged in other matters, traveling about, waiting to get accom- 
modations, and so forth. Therefore they had not the chance to 
examine this canal, and they did not examine it; they did not go 


there is presented in an appendix the remarks made by Mr. Alfred | over it; they did not make a sone oe a level anywhere 
Nobile, one of the engineers, upon the testimony relating to the | except at one place, and that was w the canal enters Lake 
report of the Ni Canal board. Ithink it important in this | Managua from the west. They came back and made their report, 


connection to cite those conclusions, and they are given by him as 
follows: 

The conclusions of the board may be summed up as follows: 

First. The data collected are in many deficient, either for a final 
ey, ae as to the best route for the canal, for an estimate of its cost, or for 

e information of in bidd 


ers. 
Nicaragua soe lamidaan for tie trafflo = ihe ax ated ang oid 
are or 8 e com: ° 
these large modifications, the project should be changed in many minor 

Third. The correction of errors in the com *s estimate makes a large 
increase in the estimated cost. — 

1 would also ask attention to somewhat more of Colonel Lud- 
low’s statement than I quoted on yesterday, which will be found 
on page 171 of Report No. 1109 of the last session of this Congress. 
He is asked the question by Mr. PATTERSON in his testimony before 
the committee of the House, as follows: 

Do yom think ~ arnaneness =. the Gnteed States gone ouves ~~ 
canal e icaragua 
such Jematen wil be entire! ‘ato sufficient for commercial Garou, 
within the limitation of 000? 

Colonel LupLow. I think an answer to that can not be given until the nec- 

information can be There are some hy ic data which 
must be determined before engineers—— 

There he was interrupted, and does not seem to have concluded 
his sentence. Theonly comment I make is that we are assumi 
by this bill to make a subsidy of $100,000,000 to build a can 
when the data that we possess upon the subject are imperfect, 
either, as was said by one of the engineers, for a final ju ent 
as to the best route for the canal or estimate of its cost, or for the 
information of intending bidders, and that the chief of those engi- 
neers, the chief of the only board which, as he states, has ever gone 
over the entire route, informs Congress that he is unable to say 


and did not assume in their report that the surveys made hereto- 

could not do that, be- 
cause there was Childs’s survey and maps, which were sent to the 
Secretary of War, printed, in the possession of the Giovern- 
ment, and I have them in my committee room. There was then 
Commodore Lull’s survey, which was in the same manner printed, 
ee the Government, and put on file, with all of his esti- 


B 
a 


is 
Company after the 
. That has been fully and ere 
reported and stated. Every foot of the ground between 
Pacific Ocean and the Atlantic Ocean on the route of this canal 
has been preemies ~ealipensy (ah pane og arama two of the 
bottom of the San Juan River, or 2 or 3 miles, where all the eng 
neers have relied upon Commodore Lull’s survey as being entirely 
complete. That survey was made with extreme care, and nobody 
has ever doubted or departed from it. : ; 
Now, that is the situation. Mr. Ludlow, with a view of trying 
to get this matter back into the hands of the Engineer Corps 
a to or the time during which the on ce — 
engaged upon it, requests an a ROU, YOY, 2 
lieve it is, to keep up the survey one have a longer time about 't. 
The committee of the House of resentatives paid no atten(on 
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I know that the Maritime Canal Cusipunyegett somes 
e 


pee ay to on0,0089, as much as _ ee 
appropria or purpose of opening u wa making 
entirely convenient for these gentlemen to go cub sean &@ com- 
leteexamination of the work. en, after returned to New 
Fork, they spent two or three months, a | e, in the office of 
the Maritime Canal Company, looking over surveys and their 
estimates; and all their calculations are based upon Menocal’s sur- 
veys and Menocal’s estimates. They do raise the cost. do 
that by making what they call a Government job of it; poli ing 
and dressing it up; putting in things which a commercial ca 
does not need and can wareney dispense with; smoothing up the 
floor and the walls, etc. ey made somechanges in different p 
of work there, and they raised the whole sum, by a most extraor- 
dinary system of calculation, to $133,000,000. They stated in 
their report, and each of them stated upon examination before 
the House committee, that the canal could safely be built for 
$133,000,000, a most extravagant estimate, but it makes no differ- 
ence. The committee go.upon the basis of $150,000,000, and 
that it is not only a practicable but a profitable investmen 
even at that figure. Then they make acalculation upon the basis 
adopted by the report. Of course that is for profit. But they 
say that, taking the extreme between the former estimates of Mr. 
Menocal and the present estimates, they find that $115,000,000 
would be the probable cost of tho conel, ranting that all that 
these men said is true. 

Now, each of these men had the question put to him in every 
form, whether he admitted that the canal could be built, whether 
it was feasible. ‘Certainly it isfeasible.” ‘‘Can the Ochoa Dam 
be built?” ‘* Yes.” ‘Can the harbor be built?” ‘‘Yes.” ‘‘What 
will it cost?” ‘‘One hundred and thirty-three million dollars.” 
They are on the book both in their reports and in their personal 
examination before the committee as saying that the canal is 
perfectly feasible. So the committee of the Senate did not think 
it was worth whiie to make any special report upon the feasibil- 
ity, except to refer to their statements, and our report to the 
Senate is based upon their statements, as is the House report. 

After having accepted their statements with all their extrava- 
gance and based the report upon them, how does this complaint 
come here about little expenditures of the kind to which the 
Senator has referred? Mr. Ludlow, in the heat of passion, for he 
seems to be a very ill-tempered man (he is an officer of the Navy, 
and I suppose that that sort of dynamite or gunpowder in him is 
a good quality, and therefore I do not complain of him for being 
ill tempered), in argumentation before the House committee—for 
he was not before the Senate committee at all—stated positively 
that they were the only engineers who had ever been over that 
route. It turned out in the testimony of himself and the other 
two that they had never been over itall. They had over 
parts of it, not all of it. Having shocked the credulity of the 
committee upon that subject, I suppose, and still not being satis- 
fied, he made the statement which the Senator from Virginia has 
read here to-day, that no other engineers but them had ever been 
over that route. They were there not exceeding seventeen days 
in all, and Mr. Ludlow got himself well enough informed on that 
occasion to state positively before the committee that no other 
i had ever been over the route; and 


statement. The committee fol- 
lowed it up, and wanted to know from Mr. Ludlow where he got 
his information. He said he got it from a man by the name of 
Davis, who had been an on the canal, and who had been 
discharged; and that is all the testimony that they had on the 
subject. Mr. Menocal, of course, felt wounded by that, inas- 


much as he had made four surveys y and had t three 
or four years actually there tramping through those hills and cut- 
ting his way with a machete. was called before the commit- 


tee, and I have here his statement about it, amongst a number of 
other things which he was called upon to state. Mr. Menocal 
said, in reply to a question of Mr. DooLITrLe: 


question in which my veracity has also been questioned 
here. It has been stated here that the oe Sicmckeaped tis tened ese 


Ww a certain 
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ber of days again to the e tion of that section of the country. I was 

very m encouraged by examination. I had also examined in 1876 the 

of the valley of the Deseado from Grey Town, which. together 

— e . = 7 had previ mate, aa me that 

ween those rough w co ocate a practical 
line for the building of a canal from Ochoa to Grey Town. . 

Tn 1885 this matter was brought before the Navy Department, if I remem- 
ber y. by Admiral Ammen, who had followed this scheme from its 
qpeceticn. and he as to the Secretary of the Navy that I be sent to 

i torun a across that country and see if sucha canal route 
could located there. I was ordered to Nicaragua in charge of a party of 
engineers to make surveys. I there ran a line frum Ochoa to the divide— 


That is a great rocky barren. 


I had another party running across the divide and from Grey Town to th 
divide. The results of these examinations made by my aasistante and myself 


were such as to demonstrate that the canal route was practical and could 
be located. Of course, the location then was only a preliminary one, but 
—_ = sa’ us that the physical conditions were such as would enable 
us to locate a 


across that country. I returned tothe United States, and 
this report was published. 
ntleman interested in the Nicaragua Canal were very much en- 
by the results obtained by this investigation, and they organized 
an association, which later obtained a concession from Nicaragua, and at last 
was for the construction of the canal. I was then ap- 
r of this company, and we then made a careful and 
location of the route, such as was required in the con- 
ion. making this location, the enginets who was in charge of the 
location of that portion of the San Francisco Valley, not being thoroughly 
familiar with the ground, found considerable difficulty in locating the foot- 
hills that should form the of embankments which had been proposed, and 
while I was e in the construction of the gun shops at Washington and 
other works of the Navy Department the report came from this engineer 
they had been unable to locate these hills and establish the practicability 
of this line of embankment. 
Mr. DooLiTrLe. What are those hills? 
Mr. Menocau. They are the foothills which now form the base of the em- 


its. 

Mr. Doo.iTTLe. Between the canal and the river? 

Mr. MeNocAL. Between the canal and the river. I went to Secretar 
Whitney and stated that my reputation, as well as the plan of the cami, 
depended, in my opinion, upon the solution of this problem then before us. 
I had been over the country and knew the hills were there, but the vegetation 
is so dense that you could not see them until directly before you, and these 


e rs, having never been over the country before, found considerable 
culty in finding the hills upon which we proposed to build the embank- 
ments. Secre itney gave me permission to proceed at once to Nica- 
I obtained leave at 4 o’clock in the afternoon from him, and I started 

the next day. I arrived at N 


icaragua, and I devoted myself to the examina- 
tion and location of all these hills, and with three 
to develop and connect them so as to obtain a chain or line of embankments, 
with which we pro to hold the water in this artificial basin. 

Mr. Dootrrr_e. I wish you would state about your going up the river at 
that time, and about what point you stopped. 

Mr. Menocau. Our headquarters were then at the mouth of the River San 


ies of engineers started 


The very river in question— 

If {will allow me to t it out, my headquarters were at these islands 
you here, and I take a canoe every morning (there is a gentleman 
present, who was my secretary, whocould testify to that, if it was necessary), 
and I would go up theSan Franciscoandésthen over these hills and spend more 
or less time upon them todevelop them. Thestatementof the board has been 
made here upon theauthority of a man by the name of F. P. Davis. Mr. F.P. 
Davis went to N for the first time in the latter part of 1887 or early 
in 1888. a that time he had never seen the country. When he arrived at 
ee © was ordered to locate a portion of the divide line which has since 
been a oned, and he did not know or see anything of this line except what 
he heard from others. 


During this time when this report was made that the hills could not be 
found so as to connect them and obtain the line of embankments which I had 
proposed, Mr. Peary, of Greenland fame, of whom you very well know. was 
my assistant, and he withdrew the engineers from the location of what is 
now called the upper line and put them to work on the location of the lower 
route on the river bank, and Mr. Davis was transferred from his work on the 

to the of the line between the Sarapiqui River and the San 
Juanillo, and he was « 


there for some time, and on the completion of 
this service he was work was suspended in Nicaragua, and he re- 
turned to the United States. in the meantime this chain of hills to which I 
have referred, and which it has been stated to this committee I never saw, 
had been thoroughly examined by three parties of engineers. The chain of 
canal embankment was laid down practically as it is to-day, with some slight 
—— made after more complete investigations with the cross section 
of every and every valley, and it is practically the same as it was located 
in when I was there, any ¢ eer can see that. That is all that I 
think it is necessary for me to say in connection with that matter. 

Then he goes on into other questions where his estimates and 
veracity arequestioned. Hedealswiththemlikeagentleman. He 
is not there as an engineer for the purpose of trying to pick flaws 
in somebody else’s work or anything of the kind. According to 
the evidence that has been before me and the committees, inci ud- 
ing the Committee on Foreign Relations, Mr. Menocal is as much 
entitled to respect and credit as any man we know. 

Mr. President, that is purely a collateral issue between Mr. Lud- 
low and the committee really as to whether Mr. Ludlow’s state- 
ment was correct that his party were the only men who had ever 
passed over that part of the line, when he admitted and all of them 
admitted that his party never had passed over it, when I show 
here by Mr. Menocal’s report the full and complete survey of every 
foot of it, the actual measurements on the ground of every foot of 
it, reported to the Government once and then reported to the 
Maritime Canal Company. 

Now, I submit that this is not a very just way to attack the 
pending bill. I am perfectly aware that the Senator from Vir- 
ginia could not have read all of this report. He could not have 
studied it. Otherwise he would have been incapable of doing Mr. 
Menocal this injustice. The report is an extensive one. The 


i 
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House committee took all the testimony. The Senate committee 
did not take a particle of it. The House committee, after taking 
it all and considering it by a great committee of seventeen mem- 
bers, I believe, many of them the most eminent and honorable 
gentlemen in the United States, came to the conclusion that the 
canal could be built and ought to be built, and they reported the 
pending bill. The select committee of the Senate took the bill 
just exactly as they reported it. We concurred in it. I find, on 
some question being made of a very technical and critical char- 
acter upon the language of the bill, that it is necessary or proper 
that I should offer an amendment to it, which I had printed and 
laid on the desks of Senators yesterday. I now offer that amend- 
ment. 

The amendment is intended to give to Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica every right that they have under the concessions they have 
made, and it has gone so far as to prohibit this —— 
making a transfer of any property or anything else to the United 
States or anybody else in contravention of those rights under the 
concessions. We have done all that we knew how to do to pre- 
serve fully and perfectly the rights of Costa Rica and Nicaragua 
under the concessions. We do not want to violate them. The 
least of our purpose is to take any advantage of them or to violate 
them; and the hypothetical drubbings that the Government of the 
United States got yesterday evening on this subject, and fre- 
quently heretofore, upon the idea that the bill is here for the 
purpose of robbing Nicaragua and Costa Rica are totally ont of 
place. They do not apply to this case in the slightest degree. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate have been 
engaged upon this business since Mr. Edmunds first offered the 
resolution in the Senate to have the matter investigated, and I 
will read the resolution, as Iam on my feet now, merely to call 
the attention of Senators to the origin of the whole matter. 

Tk: committee in their first report made upon the subject, on 
the 10th day of January, 1891, say: 


The Committee on Foreign Relations respectfully report that on the Ith 
day of April, 1890, the Senate, in executive session, adopted a resolution in 
the following terms: 

* Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and it hereby is, 
directed to inquire into what steps have been taken under the act of Con- 
gress entitled ‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua,’ approved 20th February, 1889, and what are the present conditions 
and prospects of the enterprise; and to consider and report what, in its 
opinion, the interests of the United States may require in respect of that 
ipteroceanic communication.” 


The resolution was passed. The committee went intoexecutive 
session upon it, and frequently in the examination of the members 
of the company who were called before it we stated to them, 
‘* Your statements made here are not going to affect your com- 
pany, because they are mad@ in confidence; they are made se- 
cretly.” The committee examined into the subject from the date 
of the passage of the resolution, about which I knew nothing asa 
member of the committee until I found the committee en in 
the examination of it--I ——— not to be in the Senate when it 
was passed—until the 10th of January, 1891, and then made this 
report, which is signed unanimously by the committee. It con- 
tains all the provisions upon the subject of the rights of Nicara- 
gua—Costa Rica was not then in it—which are contained in the 
present bill, and no objection was made from that day to this as 
to a fair and honorable and a being made to Nica- 
— we would preserve y all her rights. 

is committee report is signed by JOHN SHERMAN, George F. 
Edmunds, W1L.iaM P. Frye, William M. Evarts, J. N. Dolph, 
Joun T. MorGan, Joseph E. Brown, H. B. Payne, and J. B. 
Eustis. Surely that committee were not trying to rob Nicaragua. 
Nobody here believes it. They may indulge in all the censure 
and criticism; they may heap all the abuse they desire to upon 
that committee; but they can not make any impression upon the 
Senate as to the honorable motives that influenced those gentle- 
men in making this report and as to the justice of their inquiries 
so far as they were able to make them. 

We made an elaborate examination of the law, of the engineer- 
ing reports, accompanied with maps. We examined the conces- 
sions very caréfuily to see what were the powers and rights of all 
these parties, and appended all of them to the report, together 
with a statement of Mr. Miller, whom we summoned to testify 
before us, and Mr. Hiram Hitchcock and Mr. Atkins and Mr. 
Mason and Mr. Menocal. We came to that conclusion. 

At the next session of Congress the subject was taken up, and 
the committee was changed to some extent by the passing out of 
the Senate of some of its members, and new members were added, 
among others the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurPIzE]. He sat 
there, participated with us in all this business, and I never heard 
an objection, and he did not make any, to any of these contentions 
or concessions or questions that are raised here now. 

In the meantime the House of Representatives took it up. There 
were seventeen men on its committee. Three Co have 

since that time and three times that number, seventeen men, 
ve been engaged in the other House in the examination of the 


same subject. In the Senate the Committee on Foreign Relations 
enlarged recently, was engaged in it until the Senate saw proper 
to make a subcommittee to take charge of this business, and I }\ad 
the honor to be made chairman of it. e Senator from New Jerse y 

Mr. SEWELL]) is a member of it; the Senator from Oregon [Mr 

ITCHELL] is a member of it; the Senator from Connecticut bw 
HAWLEY] is a member of it; the Senatorfrom Virginia [Mr. M4 x- 
TIN] is a member of it; the Senator from Illinois {ir ALMER| ig 
a member of it; the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] is a 
member of it, and I am a member. 

Now, it will not do to say that there has been any frand or do- 
sire to rob anybody in measures which these various gentlemen 
have examined with the most scrutinizing care. Neither wil] it 
do to say that they have not examined every point in the case that 
has ever been suggested. But it will do to say that when opinions 
antagonistic to the canal have been introduced here as amend- 
ments to the bill when it —_— through the Senate before, two 
years ago, and were voted down, the committee took up several of 
those amendments and incorporated them into the bill with a view 
of accommodating the action of Congress to the objection that had 
thus been stated, and they are in the bill now. Some of the very 
amendments which were voted down before are in the pending })ii] 
now as reported by the committees of both Houses. 

This movement on the part of the House and the Senate can not 
be attacked collaterally by a question like that which the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] brings up here to-day on a statement 
by Mr. Ludlow that the engineers of the company have never 
passed over this line. Sir, that is too rash a statement for any 
man in the world to make. He had every opportunity in the 
world to qualify it. When wecome to ascertain—as he had never 
been there before—how he came to make such a statement, we 
find he said that he had been informed by Davis. Here is Mr, 
Menocal’s statement. 

Now, I am determined, so far as I am concerned, to present this 
question to the Senate fully and fairly, as is done in the report; no 
fact withheld; none concealed; none excused or apologized for. 
Every fact that can make — the canal has been fully stated 
and fully discussed. I am determined, so far as I am personally 
concerned, not to be drawn off into a collateral issue where the 
jealousies of engineers may come in and cause them to criticise 
each other severely. We have not anything to do with that, but 
what we want to ascertain from the whole bulk of the testimony 
is whether or not this measure is well founded u engineering, 
whether it is well founded in public policy, whe it is feasible. 
In respect to the last point, no man who as an engineer has ever 
examined the canal—and there must have been as many as twenty 
or thirty who have examined it thoroughly for different compa- 
nies; [ say twenty or thirty, perhaps I am wrong about the num- 
ber, but -—— number have examined it thoroughly—has ever 
pronounced against its feasibility or its necessity. 

Then the = remains whether or not the Government of 
the United States wants to lend its assistance to the company. 


The Senator from Virginia [Mr. a ist in calling it 
asubsidy. There is no subsidy in it. e Government of the 
United States in this matter, as in several others where it has 


taken stock, as in the case of the United States Bank, in the case 
of various highways that have been built through the United 
States, toll roads, and such matters, is asked to invest its credit in 
an enterprise of very great moment to the United States and the 
world and to all coming generations of men. 

Some of my brother Democrats, who are not more straight-laced 
or obstinate perhaps in their convictions as to the rules and tenets 
of the Democratic creed than I am, object to it on the ground that 
the Government has no right to do it. I stand upon the ground 
that General Jackson took about this matter, which is that out- 
side of the United States we are the equal of any power in the 
world in all our authority. General Jackson took that ground in 
reference to this very canal, and sent Biddle there for the purpose 
oO i a in order that he ht crown his Adminis- 
tration with the highest glory in es T have the autbority 
here to show it, but I will not detain the Senate now to read it 
unless some Senator wishes to have it read. But I do not appeal 
to any man for an interpretation of my views upon the Democratic 
doctrine. It is very true I would not run counter to the admitted 
and conceded tenets of the creed of the Democratic party when I 
knew it, but Thomas Jefferson also had this subject under consid- 
eration, and he was in favor of it. No man was more boldly 12 
favor of it than Henry Clay, and yet Hi Clay was not a Demo 
crat in the present acceptation of the word. Neither was he 4 
Republican. So far as authority goes for this movement, 0° 
President and no Secretary of State has ever put his objections 
to this canal upon paper. On the con , almost every one of 
them has in the broadest terms adopted all that relates to ‘his 
canal as being entirely within the powers of the Government of 

feature of the 
and James Buchanaa 


the United States. It was the leading and e: 
conventions that nominated Franklin 
for the Presidency. 








governed only b 
power to extend our commerce, to protect and care for it abroad, 


we could engage in this enterprise just as well as we could engage 
in the exploration of the seas in far distant countries for the pur- 

ing out, according to our hydrographic operations and 
surveys, the state of the bottom of the ocean and the bays and the 
I have had no more doubt of it than I have that we have 
the right now to send our mails back and forward across the At- 
lantic Ocean and the Pacific Ocean and payfor them. I have had 
no doubt about the power of the Government of the United States 
to extend its mail facilities anywhere. Therefore I felt perfectly 
confident that I was standing on firm ground, both of precedent 
and my own convictions, whatever they may be worth; they are 


pose of finding 
like. 


worth everything to me as a Senator. 


We have brought the project forward in this way, and if I 
could only get the Senators on this floor to read the testimony 
Representatives, I would not have to say 
one word in advocacy of the bill. In that testimony all three of 
the commissioners were examined. I do not know that I am 


taken by the House of 


required, merely because I have had connection with this subject, 
to spend my life in the effort to pass the 
myself out in it, although the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 
seems to think that | am saturated with it, and with nothin 
else. I flatter myself that there is room left in me for sever 


things besides this canal; that occasionally I have correct views 
upon other subjects besides this, and that it does not by any 


means comprise everything in the world that I happen to know. 
But I have a studious and diligent about it; I have been faith- 


ful and honest; and there is not a spot on the escutcheon of the 


Maritime Canal Company or anybody else connected with this 
business. It is perfectly pure and clean and free, and I would 
despise it if it had any stain upon it at all. 

he question that I asked the Senator from Virginia yesterday 
evening—and he felt this morning compelled to allude to it a little 
somewhat—is, Who has pro anything else? Do you intend 
to leave that backbone between those seas and make no effort to 
remove it, although every great statesman in the world for three 
centuries—yes, for full three centuries—has had his attention 
attracted to that ? Finally, by the consent of all men who 
have considered the subject, we have come to the conclusion that 
the Nicaragua Canal route is not only the practical one, but that 
it is the only one through which we can get ships from ocean to 
ocean. Now, are we going to abandon the whole business? Are 
we going to be driven off by some thréats that have been sent in 
here, which Mr. Olney entirely disclaims, through the minister of 
the young Republic, which is as yet in such a nascent state that 
we do not know what it is? 

I have found the argument. against this canal to turn now 
entirely upon that minister’s statement. I have shown absolutely 
that in three of his statements one of two things was certain, 
either that he did not know what he was talking about or else he 
was violating the action, solemn, dignified, and final, of the Gov- 
ernment that he represents here. It is the first time in my — 
rience—and I think I can appeal to the experience of the ol 
members of the Senate that 1t is the first time in theirs—when 
any foreign minister has been itted to send to the Senatgof 
the United States as censure his objection to, his criticism updn, 
a bill that is pending here. We are not allowed under our Con- 
stitution to be held responsible anywhere else for words uttered 
in debate or for the votes we give on this floor. That is a great 
protection; and it is even necessary now to protect a Senator who 
dares to raise his voice inst that man. It is necessary now. 
Even something else may be necessary; I do not know. 

On various occasions, commencing with the Administration of 
President Washington coming down throughseveral, John Adams, 
Thomas Jefferson, John Quincy Adams, Mr. Pierce, and so on, 
certain foreign ministers who were accepted at this capital have 
essayed to make criticisms upon what was passing in the Houses, 
and to make objections to what was going on in the Houses, and 
to ask the wpe Bh State what it all meant, whereupon some 
of them have got papers and others have been very 
severely rebuked. 

_Messages of the President of the United States have been criti- 
cised sometimes by foreign ministers at this capital, and when- 
ever those criticisms have come out they have been suddenly dealt 
— in avery summary mann On a very recent occasion, when 

© Government of Great Britain was represented by a worthy 
gentleman here who had public and private acceptability am 
termes of ape of a very order, and he undertook to in- 

——- Presidential election, he — 

as 


Zz k 

wo nat we have a _ to do here, what we contend for and all 

ona for, is we shall have on the floor of the Senate 
in the other House perfect liberty of debate; that any man 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


So, Mr. President, upon that ground I feel entirely safe, if I were 
precedent; but I never had a doubt that, under the 





nding bill or to wear 
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shall get up here and express any conviction or statement or argu- 
ment he chooses to do; and that we are not to be interfered with 
by objections and suggestions interposed here for our considera- 
tion by a omy minister. 

Here is the honorable Senator from Virginia, who spent two 
hours or more yesterday evening, and predicated his objections to 
the bill not upon anything that was in it really, but distinctly read 
and enumerated all the objections thrust in here by this foreign 
minister. He took them up seriatim and undertook to advocate 
them in a way that cast, in the opinion of the Senator, extreme 
odium upon all our committees and all the reports that have been 
made, in so much that the Senator from Virginia indulged, at the 
instance of that minister, in most vituperative comments upon 
the men engaged in this business. 

I would have made a very serious protest about this as a Sena- 
tor, and others would have done so also, but Mr. Olney was en- 
tirely taken unawares by the fact that that minister’s statements 
were ever laid before this body. That minister stated in an open 
communication, which is put in quotation marksin the Washing- 
ton Post, that he and Mr. Olney had agreed upon it ata diplo- 
matic dinner that ae eee should be sent in here tothe Senate. 
Mr. Olney denies it. . Olney said he thought it was his dut'y 
to present that matter to the chairman of the committee who he 
then supposed had charge of the bill, the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, which always had charge of it until this session of the 
Senate; and he was very much disquieted and much offended that 
that matter should have been brought in here as a subject of 
discussion. 

Now, sir, what we are to meet to-day in the Senate is not the 
merits of this case, but the threats and the arguments of the min- 
ister from this new Republic, the Greater ublic of Central 
America. That is what I am confronted with. It is the first 
time, I think, that any Senator in charge of a bill here has ever 
been compelled to go outside of this Chamber and to take up the 
complaints made by a foreign minister in advance of the passage 
of a bill and discuss them. 

This is exceeding ungracious and unkind to the Senate of the 
United States, if I may use that last expression with a becoming 
sense of the dignity of this body, for the reason that the bill itself 
submits the whole matter of the actual existence and execution of 
the law to the acceptance of the Maritime Canal Company. If 
they do not accept what we provide here the bill amounts to noth- 
ing. If they accept it, then of course they are concluded by it. 
What will you say then? Must we withdraw the bill and cease 
our efforts to build this canal because we are admonished by the 
minister from these three States that the bill will not be accepted, 
or that the bill violates their concessionary rights? 

Let us inquire a moment who these three States are. Two of 
them are Honduras and Salvador, that have no more concern with 
these concessions than England and Austria; they are total stran- 

rsto it. These concessions come from two sovereign Republics, 

osta Rica and Nicaragua. Here is a man who represents these 
three Republics, or says he represents them, for we do not know 
how that is, or at least the basis upon which he represents them. 
We do not know what their constitution is, what his powers are, 
or anything about him. He says he represents these three Re- 
lics united under a diet. He does not represent Costa Rica, 
yet Costa Rica has rights which to her are very much more 
important under the concession she made than the rights that are 
guaranteed to Nicaragua. Costa Rica is locked out from the 
Atlantic Ocean there by ranges of hills that prevent her access to 
it, and her route to the seaboard is down the San Juan River, 
where our own President has decided as an arbitrator that she is 
entitled to equal privileges with aay oo Therefore Costa 
Rica is an indispensable factor. More than that, we overflow 
more than 50 square miles of her territory in building this canal. 
More than that, she has 30 miles of navigation up the San Carlos 
River, and will have in this overflowed region a great basin or 
estuary where she can collect ships of commerce almost into the 
heart of her country from all over the world and trade witk them. 
Therefore Costa Rica has rights under these concessions that are 
even more valuable to her than those of Nicaragua. 

Mr. Calvo is here. He has been here for a good manp years. 
He is a gentleman of great intelligence, of markea ability, and of 
high acceptability in all the diplomatic and other circles of this 
city. Mr. Calvo has not a word to say. He makes no protest. 
He makes no threats. Howis it, then, that immediately after that 
little diet was formed there of two Republics that have nothing to 
do with this canal and Nicaragua, the third, that has an impor- 
tant part of it, there comes a minister to this country and in very 
hot haste lays before the Senate of the United States, by a trick, 
his objections to this canal? What is his business here but that? 
He wants to defeat the making of that canal. Why? I have my 
own opinions about several reasons why; but there isone about 
which history leaves no doubt. 

Since it was first ascertained that Nicaragua was the best route 
for this canal, concession after concession has been made. I think 
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the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] enumerated about twenty 
or twenty-one. Out of every one of those concessions Nicaragua 
has made money. She has got money on the spot to fix the bar- 
gain, and then afterwards she has contrived in one way and an- 
other to get rid of it. She keeps this canal on the bargain counter 
always, and will keep it there as long as we let her doit. Our 
company—I say our company, our American company—paid 
her $150,000 in gold for this concession. They have gone there 
and expended four and a half million dollars. They have there 
now a splendid outfit of houses, establishments of different kinds 
of great value; they have built a railway 11 miles long and laid 
it with steel rails—a goodrailway. They haveenginesthere; they 
have a machine shop there, and a great amountof material. Here 
comes Nicaragua in combination with these two other Republics, 
and they together, through their minister, are threatening us that 
they are going to forfeit these concessions and take everything 
away. Yet, if we pass this bill, they will not be able to stand up 
against this company, because the weight of the influence of the 
Government of the United States then will be in favor of the 
rights of American citizens also under this concession. 

I object to Nicaragua keeping this canal on her bargain counter 
any longer. I object to her defeating this concession and then 
proposing some other concession to some one else here or some- 
where else and getting another sum of money and getting all the 
work that has been done there—the surveys, three of which have 
been paid for by the Government of the United States, Nicaragua 
never contributing one dollar or the services of an engineer except 
for a very short time. That is what we have done. Now, if she 
can drive us off, if she can induce us to drop the subject, if, after 
being here a participant in this company and in full accord with 
the Maritime Canal Company, her own minister acting as a di- 
rector on the board, and without any objection at all, she can just 
jump up a new diet or new alliance with two other Republics 
there that she thinks will increase the strength of her case, mor- 
ally speaking, then, Mr. President, we will have to give way. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that we might perhaps get a vote on 
the bill if—— 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senate were full enough for me to ask 
for a vote. I would like to do so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think we might get a vote if the Senator 
would be willing to have one taken. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would yield the floor in one moment, of 
course, to get a vote. 

Mr. CHILTON. I heard the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
ViILAs]} say that he desires to make some remarks upon the bill. 
I do not think it is possible to get a vote now. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not think so either. At the same time I 
was about to conclude my remarks. But I happen to have such 
a connection with this matter that I think makes the statements 
that Iam now oes in before the Senate somewhat impor- 
tant upon the case, and I think they ought to be put on the record. 
I am about ——— with what I had to say about it. I have said 
really more than I expected to say when | got up, but I felt that 
it was due to myself and the committee, that it was due to the 
Senate, that Ishould say what I have said, and also make one other 
— which has reference to the bonds that are to be issued 

re. 

The bil! provides that the bonds shall be guaranteed and issued as 
the work is done, ees by the board of engineers, and approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury; so that if it takes five years or 
six years to complete the canal, the guaranty of the United States 
will be issued upon these bonds year by year and quarter by quar- 
ter and month by month, as the work progresses. The President 
of the United States is given the a by the bill to stop the 
work whenever he sees proper to so, leaving it entirely in his 
judgment as it is going along whether it is going to be a failure, 
or anything of that kind. Whatever the canal costs up to $100,- 
000,000, of course, will be a out of money received under these 

aranties, the bonds to sold at par for 83 per cent interest. 
t is a clear proposition. 

Now, I should like to know in what form that is a subsidy to 
the Government of Nicaragua when 70 per cent of the stock is 
reserved to the United States. Out of the $100,000,000, $70,000,000 
is reserved, and every dollar we expend goes to making our stock 
more valuable. But to provide for the wants of Nicaragua—I 
mean her objections—in every possible sense, at the suggestion of 
gentlemen who are in favor of the bill, and at the suggestion of 
some gentlemen who are not in the Senate even, I have prepared 
the amendment that I have now submitted to the Senate and 
which I hope will be adopted. If there is reason and justice in 
the minds of the men who make these objections, they must give 
way, it seems to me, before the language of that amendment. 

- HALE. Mr. President—— 
Mr. CAFFERY. I suggest the absence of a quorum, 





The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSecretary will call 
The Secretary called the pe 


roll, and the following Senators 
swered to their names: _ 


Aldrich, Lindsay, 
Allison, Culiom, McBride, on a 
McMillan, Sherman, 
i e, Martin, Stewart, 
Caffery, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Cameron, Gorman, Morgan, Vv 
Cannon, Gray, wee Wal 
Carter. Hale, urphy, Ww 
dier, Hawley, Peffer, White, 
Chilton, Hoar, Perkins, Wilson. 
Clark, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Thecall of the Senate develops 
the fact that 47 Senators are present, There is a quorum present, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Maine will allow me for 
one second, I desire to say that I wish n to suggest that unan- 
imous consent be gran for patting is bill with the pending 
amendments on its , and that debate cease, except under 
the ten-minute rule, on Friday next at3 o’clock. 1 make that offer 
now to the Senate that the bill be voted upon at 8 o’clock on next 
Friday, with all the pending amendments and motions which per- 
tain to it, allowing ten minutes’ debate for each Senator upon any 
proposition which may be pending before the Senate in reference 
to the bill at that time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
asks unanimous consent that a vote may be had on this bill and 
——s amendments on Friday next, at 3 o’clock, with this modi- 

cation, as the Chair understands it, that there may be what is 
called a ten-minute debate on proposed amendments. Is there 
3 
. TURPIE. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr.HOAR. I hope that the Senator will give notice that he will 
endeavor to-morrow to complete the bill. we are going to do 
any other ess this session, that will be necessary. 

Mr. MORGAN. I now give notice, as —— by the honor- 
able Senator from Massachusetts, one of the gentlemen in the 
Senate, that on to-morrow I shall ask the Senate to sit out this bill. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I donot rise for the purpose of mak- 
ing any extended remarks upon this bill. I have been earnestly 
in favor, and am now, of the of the Nicaraguan Canal. 
I have always realized that its way is made clear and smooth and 
plain by cooperation with the States of Central America whose 
territories lie along its line. It has always been urged as one of 
the reasons why the plan is practicable and can be carried out, 
that we are in, and will continue to bein, hearty cooperation with 
Nicaragua and Costa Rica and any State or any power in Central 
America which lies adjacent to or has an interest in this enter- 
prise; and to me it is a most unfortunate incident in the history of 
this legislation that we are found now with possible hostility, or 
as the tor from Massachusetts - Hoar] well characteriz 
it the other day, indifference or enness on the »art of one of 
the Central American powers whose territory this line touches 
upon; and I am not ee hope of this bill finally 
ee ee Se oe i ion takes, or has taken, that 

to exasperation or stirring up of hostility of those Cen- 
wers. 

I do not think, Mr. President, that we are more likely to find 
ourselves in a domain of iescence and consent to this great 

Central American powers because 
this is deemed an impertinent intrusion on their part, that they 
object to certain provisions in this bill, or because of the allega 
tion that Nicaragua is keeping this on her bargain counter 12 
order to exact terms from us or blackmail, as the Senator from 
——— MorGaNn ——— it the other day. c = 

st that manner dealing other power whic 
oa ht to be heard on this suheonenaiier. Pe 

I do not deem the letter that the minister from the Greater Cen- 
tral American Republic sent in here an impertinent intrusion. | 
do not agree with the Senator from Alabama that it was interfer- 
ing with prerogatives of the Senate that that subject-matter was 
brought here. ee eee one ‘= 
most important and per ee ee nite 
laid before us during the di of the subject-matter and 
= we were determining whether or not we should vote for the 


The Senator says we do not know whether that minister is (uly 
accredited or not, and the other day he declared that we did not 
know who he was. That minister represents the consolida' 
oe of these three States. He does not represent Costa ltica, 

+ wo can deni with Ouse Ries Shite We Genek any ap 

art. He does represent Nicaragua, y _ 
ent lo ths caly staieter hae of ; 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt hint 
he is mistaken in imputing to me the statement that we did 











know that the minister had been accredited here from a. 
What I said was that we did not know, nor do I believe, that 
objections have been put in his charge by the Government of 
Nicar 

M » HALE. The assumption is that when Nicaragua went into 
that confederation, she went into it as Massachusetts and Virginia 
went into the Confederation of 1776; as Austria and Hun went 
into the confederation which makes the monarchy of Austria- 
Hungary; as the States of Italy, who had been at each others’ 
throats for centuries, formed the great Italian Kingdom, reaching, 


as Virgil says, from Piedmont on the northwest to Calabria on 
the south. resumption is that these three States—— 
Mr. MORGAN. Iam not acting on presumption. 


Mr. HALE. Iam acting on the presumption—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I know you are. 

Mr. HALE. Iam acting on the presumption that the minister 
here recognized by the President of the United States represents 
Nicaragua, and is her only representative, and I do not know, as 
he believes that his country is being unjustly dealt with in the 
emendations to the origi compact between the company and 
Nicaragua, how he could better or more eee more respect- 
fully present his views than to send them through ae 
channel of communication—the Secretary of State. Whether the 
Secretary of State is surprised or not, I do not know. I should 
have considered that he was doing less than his duty if he did not, 
in the midst of this discussion, send to the Senate, through the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, whois our organ 
of communication with the State Department and with the Presi- 
dent on such matters, thiscommunication; and Ishould hold that 
the Senator from Ohio, the chairman of that committee, would 
have done less than his duty if he had not submitted it to the 
Senate. 

The Senator from Alabama has the view that this is an intru- 
sion, an impertinence; I look upon it as an exercise of pro 
diplomacy, and that the minister would have been doing not his 
full duty to his country if he had not done so. The Senator says 
it is an intrusion because it is brought before us before we have 
passed the act. ay Mr. President, the only time at which it 
ought to have been brought before us was while we were con- 
sidering the bill. 

The Senator will -gain no votes for his measure by taking occa- 
sion here to arouse opposition on the part of a friendly nation— 
not a European nation, but a sister Republic—and by reflection 
that can only result in a condition leading to more objection and 
more hostility. That is not a good domain of legislation or of 
negotiation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator fom Alabama? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. This is not my measure. This is a measure of 
the people of the United States. I am no more identified with it 
than any other Senator who has heretofore had it in charge, 
either as chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations or as 
a member of the committee, 

Iam not going to stand on this floor and conceal anything or 
have occasion afterwards to suffer rebuke from my own con- 
science about matters of this kind for this bill or any other, and 
if the Senator from Maine finds in my conduct or in my words 
oaneen to vote against a great measure of this kind he may 

80. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is invested with a great responsibility. 
He has more than his individual responsibility. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishall to properly discharge it. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is the organ of the committee and of 
the Senate in introducing and in passing this bill, and what he says 

greater weight than it would — from another. 

Mr. MORGAN. It ought not to; but if I have such influence, 
| will try to exercise it honestly and faithfully and fairly. 

The matter I referred to in respect to blackmail and in respect 
Cony opinion that this minister did not have the right from the 
fied ant of Nicaragua to make these objections, I am satis- 


Mr. HALE. Tam not. 


Mr. MORGAN. Very good. 
wa HALE. I am not, and I do not think the Senate is satisfied 


hi Ido not think, with all due deference to the Senator and 
a eat learning, his integrity, and his industry, which has led 
i years of service to have the highest respect for him, that in 
jos ing with a subject-matter of this kind he should use phrases 
nd convey ms which tend to stir up trouble rather than 
propitiate. do not like the use of the word “‘ trick,” as applied 
S © conduct of a foreign negotiation with this Government. I 
The think the Senator will gain, or that we shail gain, by it. 
joan Senator says that this is not his bill. So far as lam one 
= aver of the Senate, it is my bill. I have been in favor of it, I 
in favor of it to-day, and I am in favor of every assertion that 
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this country can make here, now, and everywhere, that the whole 
subject of isthmian transit shall never be left in the domain of 
controversy, and allowing any great power of Europe or anywhere 
else tointerfere. The sooner this bill is passed, rightfully drawn, 
with due deference tothe rights of the Central American States, the 
better for me, and in that regard the bill is mine, if it is not his. 
My sensitiveness arises not because of anything offensive the Sen- 
ator has said, but because I fear and believe that he is harming 
his bill by the course which he is taking. 

I should be glad to have a vote upon the amendment the Senator 
has presented. I should have been glad to vote for the amend- 
ment, but I do deprecate the method of discussion which tends 
to arouse and inflame a rather than to reduce it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. sident, there are to be some hereafters 
about this matter, and I have become satisfied that a final effort 
is being made here, through this gentleman who has sent in his 
message to the Senate, to destroy the hope of the United States 
to construct this canal. I believe that the people of the United 
States intend to construct it. I believe that, unless we avail our- 
selves of what has taken place, and which is an absolute estoppel 
upon Nicaragua and Costa Rica, and tender to them a bill like 
this—and I think this is avery good bill—that we shall fail utterl 
to get any hold upon the Isthmus by which we can build the canal. 
I believe that that will result in embroiling us with those States, 
because I am satisfied that the determination now is to break 
down this concession, if it can be done by this new diet. The 
further determination is to hold on to the money of our people 
that they have got, to hold on to the work they have done there, 
to confiscate the million acres of land which have been granted in 
fee simple, and to drive Costa Rica out of her rights in this mat- 
ter. But now, inasmuch as this is a subject the magnitude of 
which is to my own mind incomprehensible, the results and con- 
sequences of which no man can measure, I am determined to keep 
my course of conduct exactly in the line of truth, honor, integrity, 
uprightness, and courage, without shrinking one hair’s breadth 
from what these things convince me is right. 

I know more about this than does the Senator from Maine, but 
I am not at liberty to state it.. I dislike to make that remark, for 
the reason that I do not want the Senate of the United States to 
repose a blind confidence in anything I have to say. I believe 
there is no measure that has ever been conceived by the Congress 
of this Government which will at this moment of time be of more 
advantage to the people of the United States than this. I believe 
it is an indispensable thing to the connection of our coast lines. I 
believe that we are about to be driven, or that the effort is being 
made to drive us, from our rights, to cause us to surrender them 
and to abandon them in virtue of a threat which I do not believe 
Nicaragua has ever justified. 

Now, I have stated my own convictions upon this record. If 
what I have said here is a damage and a detriment to this bill, it 
has been said in the light of the truth, and if truth is going to 
damage it, let it sink. But in after times, in after days, in a very 
short period of time, the American people are going to call us to 
account for what we are doing here. They will never have to call 
me to an account, Mr. President, because I shrink from contact 
with a movement that I believe is intended merely to frown our 

ights out of existence and destroy them. 

“The rights are just the same between Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica and the United States, growing out of our own legislation 
and growing also out of the participation of those States in the 
operations of the Maritime Canal Company; they are just as 
sacred as if they were all embodied in atreaty. There isno doubt 
about what they are, because the statute shows, the records of 
the Maritime Canal Company show, and if we are driven away 
from the assertion of those rights by this new idea, which has 
been concocted since the organization of this diet, or possibly in 
the organization of it, the fault will not be mine. 

I think, Mr. President, that that, perhaps, is all I ought to say 
just now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Ohio will allow me, I gave 
notice yesterday that I should ask pretty early to-day for an exec- 
utive session, which I think will take but a short time. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I shall only speak for about five minutes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Ohio is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. 8S Mr. President, I had resolved in my own 


mind that I would not be drawn into the debate in regard to the 

Nicaraguan Canal. My position in respect to_ that canal is well 

known to Senators. I have always believed and still believe that 

the only way by which the Nicaraguan Canal could be built was 

by the action and credit and power of the Government of the 
nited States. 

When the treaty came to us—a treaty which I am not at liberty 
to discuss in open session—I supposed that through it we might 
accomplish the object, and if that treaty had been adopted by the 
Senate at the time, I have little doubt the Nicaraguan Canal 
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would have been completed by this time. I think that occurred 
about twelve years ago, perhaps not solong. Atall events, Nica- 
ragua by that treaty—probably the most liberal that ever was 
framed between the United States and any other nation in the 
world—practically gave us the control of Lake Nicaragua, the 
river, and the whole region between the two oceans. It was a 
broad and liberal treaty, so liberal as to indicate on the part of 
the people of Nicaragua an earnest desire to complete the canal. 
That that desire still remains I have no doubt whatever. I need 
not say how, or why, or when, or where, but unfortunately that 
treaty was withdrawn from the Senate of the United States and 
disappeared entirely from our consideration; but, in consequence 
of that, the people of Nicaragua agreed to transfer and concede to 
a corporation created in the United States rights and privileges 
almost boundlessin theirextent. They gave, among other things, 
to this company a million acres of land in Nicaragua; they gave 
terms and concessions which were very liberal, and which, as I 
suppose, might possibly, if the times were favorable, have led to 
the construction of the canal. 

The history of that company you allknow. They have expended 
about four and one-half million dollars; they dug a portion of the 
canal between the lake and the Atlantic Ocean, but they probably 
have been too sanguine in their expectations. At any rate, they 
were unable to borrow money, and they could only build this 
great work by borrowing money at a large discount. They were 
compelled to sell their bonds at a ruinous rate, and the result has 
been that they have practically failed, and I believe are now 
unable to complete the canal. I have avoided saying anything 
about this because I did not wish to say what probably might not 
be exactly true, that they can not complete it, but I feel bound 
now, in the present condition of affairs, to say that in my judg- 
ment that canal can never be built by a corporation, however 
strong and powerful it may be. It must be built, if at all, by 
the people of the United States. The Suez Canal was built by 
the contributions of the people of several nations, among them 
France and Great Britain. It could never have been completed 
as a mere corporate enterprise. 

Nicaragua has always shown her desire to have the Nicaraguan 
Canal completed, and therefore soon after she had formed the 
temporary ailiance of three South American States, a confedera- 
tion which will probably be extended in time to six or seven 
states, and then there will be another republic embracing the 
whole or the greater part of Central America. But, without wait- 
ing until the full formation of the new Republic, Nicaragua, Hon- 
duras, and Salvador sent a minister here. He is a very intelli- 
gent and able man; he is an astute man. It has been said that he 
came here without the requisite oer: Why, sir, the Con- 
stitution of the United States gives plainly to the President the 
power to receive ambassadors or other public ministers or consuls, 
and the right of that minister to come here and communicate 
with the State Department is just as clear as the right of the 
ambassador of Great Britain or the ambassador or minister of 
any of the most powerful governments of the world to convey 
their claims and opinions to our Government. We ought, there- 
fore, to treat him not only with personal respect, but we ought to 
treat with respect the country which has been so anxious for us 
to carry out this great enterprise, which will redound greatly to 
their advantage as well as to our own. 

The minister of the Greater Republic of Central America sends 
us a friendly message; he delivers it to the proper authority, the 
Secretary of State. The President has acknowledged him as the 
minister plenipotentiary from those powers; he communicates in 
due form with the Secretary of State, and that statement made 
by him has all the marks of friendship and of honesty. There is no 
such sign about it as my friend the Senator from Alabama thinks 
thereis. Isee nothing in the communication but what is friendly. 
The minister himself says that the work can not be completed by 
the corporation, but that it must be completed, if dt all, by the 
United States of America, and he comes here and submits the mat- 
ter to us. The communication came in the ordinary course of 
business transactions. It came to me as the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations from the Secretary of State, and the 
very first thing I did was to show it to the Senator from Alabama, 
because, having charge of this bill, I felt he ought to know about 
it. Weconsulted and talked about it, and the Senator made no 
objection at all to the communication, so far as I could see, but 
advised that it be presented to the Senate. It was right that it 
should be presented in open session; it did not relate to any mat- 
ter of foreign negotiation; it was not executive business; it was 
simply in relation to a bill pending before us and under debate, 
and therefore, although I disliked very much the aspect of it 
and some of the minister’s objections to the bill, [ considered it 
my duty to present it herein open session, and it was properly 
here. The considerations therein stated by the minister of the 
Greater Republic of Central America ought to have been treated 
with kindness and forbearance; it ought to have been and was 
printed and considered in our debutes. 
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But my honorable friend drew England into the controy 
and whenever there is a bugaboo to be 


ersy; 
presented, England j 

brought before us. The Senate of the United States Moen not. fear 
England or any other power, and the people of the United States 
do not fear England. We have had two wars with 


since past, and I hope that war with tent, will never occur 


land, long 


again. The two nations ought never to fight each other. They 
ought always to be friendly. Great Britain is more and more 
following the example of the American people of having a govern- 
ment for the people, of the people, and by the people, and I believe 
the time is not far distant when the people of Great Britain wil] 
be as free as we are. In many of their late proceedings they have 
been approaching nearer and nearer to the rule of the people in 
their country, and, but for the Irish question, I have no doubt 
that they would approach much nearer. That, however, is a 
question that we have not to deal with. 

I think, under all the circumstances, although I will vote for 
this bill in any form in which it is likely to be presented—I think 
the better course for my honorable friend to pursue would be to 
allow the bill to rest. It can not pass during the present session 
of Congress. Everybody knows, without going into details, that 
even if the bill should the Senate, in all probability it would 
not be taken up in the House of Representatives. It can be taken 
up and considered at the next Congress whenever it shall meet. 

I would not take advantage of the company which have under- 
taken to build this canal. I would pay back to them every dollar 
they have expended in advance ee made in the 
east in the towns adjoining the , and in all parts of the 
work. 

I should be very glad to see another treaty made between Nica- 
ragua and the United States which would provide for the comple- 
tion of the canal, something that would be acceptable to the United 
States Government, and that we should proceed to deal with that 
canal precisely as we have dealt with the great canal upon Lake 
Superior and the other public works of our country. 

Until some arrangement is made between Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica we can make no progress. The waters that back from the 
river or the lake will flow over portions of Costa Rica, and we 
touch her soil at_places. It is therefore necessary to have the 
consent of Costa Rica to anything we do. This bill, or any treaty 
we can make, should provide for all contingencies. It is better 
that this bill stand open and rest not upon complaints made 
against Nicaragua or its minister, not because Nicaragua is only 
a portion of this new confederacy, but with the confident hope , 
that all difficulties will away, that the Government of the 
United States, with the free assent of the new Republic, wil! take 
up and build and complete this canal, which will be, if completed, 
the greatest achievement for the good of mankind that is likely to 
happen in the course of a hundred years. 

I do not wish to advise my honorable friend what course to 

ursue, but certainly such is my opinion about it, and I therefore 
lt bound to express it. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio whether 
this bill is not substantially the same bill which he, as chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, or as a member of that com- 
mittee, duly authorized, reported to the Senate some time ago 
with highly eulogistic and extended comments? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did so, and I stand by it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator twice reported such a bill. _ 

Mr. SHERMAN. But, unfortunately, the corporation which 
has undertaken to build this canal is not able to do it, and we 
have to assist them or the enterprise will fail. I join with my 
honorable friend also—— ; 

Mr. WHITE. [ask the Senator if at that time it was not evi- 
dent that it would require the assistance of the United States to 
carry out the po of the bill? oat 

Mr. SHERMAN. They sought the assistance of the Unite 
States; and if the United States had given them that assistance at 
the beginning of their pag ise, they probably would not have 
failed. That indorsement by the Government of the United 
States would have enabled them to sell their bonds. When we 
refused to do anything and stood by, leaving the corporation to 
deal with a problem involving the expenditure of nearly $100, 
000,000, with actual money of only $5,000,000, it was simply 1™- 
possible for them to hope to build it. But they did go on until 
their means were exhausted. . 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam bound to deny the statement of the 5e2- 
ator from Ohio that this company came to the Congress or before 
the committee and sought its assistance. His reportshows exactly 
the reverse. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Did I say “ — its assistance?” 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator said so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, perhaps I should not have used the 
word ‘‘sought.” I think we sought them. 

Mr. MORGAN. We sought them. od 

Mr. SHERMAN. And unfortunately, perhaps, encour; 
them too much. 
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Mr. MORGAN. We have encouraged them all — by —— 
ing bills, two of which the Senator from Ohio repo: , the third 
from that committee I reported when I was chairman of it, the 
fourth I have now reported as chairman of the select committee. 
Perhaps we have encouraged them too much. It is rather a thing 
that a great many men do not like to do—to encourage American 
citizens—but when a Guatemalan or a Nicaraguan comes here he 
gets a tremendous amount of whitewash, an immense amount of 
sugar coating. : 

The honorable Senator from Ohio is to be the premier of this 
Government in the next Administration, and his utterances, of 
course, are ex cathedra. He states that France and Great Britain 
contributed to the building of the Suez Canal. I beg to correct 
him in that respect. They did not. On the contrary, Great 
Britain did all she could with the Sultan of Turkey to prevent 
the building of the Suez Canal, and she is now only a private 
stockholder, having bought into the company, after the canal had 
been completed, through the sagacity of Disraeli. We have sug- 

estions here that the honorable Senator from Ohio means when 
he gets to be Secretary of State to renegotiate and reestablish the 
Frelinghuysen-Zavalatreaty. I have always said that I preferred 
that treaty to _ other. I have always preferred that method of 
making the canal to any other, but the Senator will find, when he 
ts into that little negotiation, that he has to deal with five or six 
fferent sets of powers, some of whom have to do with the canal 
and some of whom have not, and he will find a very tangled web 
if he expects to get through the Senate without objection, if I am 
living here at the time, a treaty that does not provide for those 
American citizens who have been invited by Nicaragua to go there 
and accept this concession and invited by our Government to do 
the same thing. If he expects to get such a treaty through with- 
out their being compensated for all the losses and damages they 
have sustained, I must admonish the honorable Senator now that 
when he has left this Chamber, where we will all regret very 
much to part with him, he will find that there will be opponents 
and antagonists here who are determined to stand up always for 
the rights of our American citizens—always. 

One word more, Mr. President. The Senator from Ohio, join- 
ing the Senator from Maine, has taken occasion to censure me for 
remarks I have made on this floor and to impute to me passion and 
indignation. I confess to you that I have a good deal of indigna- 
tion at beng called up here by Senators upon statements miele te 
a letter by a man who says he is minister from Nicaragua and 
from this diet, two or three of which have been proved to be 

e absolutely false by statements made here now. He never heard 

of those objections until he came to this capital. In my opinion, 
he has no authority from Nicaragua to present those specific 
objections. He takes the ground that this contract is forfeited 
the moment the Government. of the United States becomes a 
stockholder in the company. If that is true, when the concession 
contains a provision for all governments to take stock in it, then, 
of course, the concession is in the opinion of Nicaragua forfeited 
now. Then the question arises as to the rights of the American 
people and the American Government. Because Nicaragua 
choose to announce the determination to forfeit it, threaten its 
forfeiture, or to announce the fact that it is forfeited, are we to 
abandon our course in respect to this matter? 

If such weakness is to characterize our course, we will be dealt 
with just as those Republics choose to deal with us. We have 
never done an unjust, an unkind, an unfriendly act, and after all 
this legislation, the passage of these bills, frequent diplomatic 
correspondence which will be on your desks to-morrow in regard 
to this canal, at the very last moment, and when the bill was about 
to pass this body, then in came the letter of objection from this 
gentleman. It has been made the basis of attack upon the pend- 
ing bill from the time it came here until this moment. Why com- 
municate these gay to us at that hour, when Nicaragua has 
reserved to herself, in the act itself, in her maritime company, of 
which we are not members, the right to accept or reject this 
measure? Then wasthe time for him tomakehisobjections, If they 
a good, he could defeat the measure upon them, and it would not 

alaw. Then was the time, because we tendered him that oppor- 
wanity instead of coming in in advance and undertaking to sha 
egislation here, not by making overtures to us for carrying on the 
— under the concession, but declaring that it is already for- 
eited and threatening us with forfeiture. And for us, in the 
vera of such threats and such declarations, to cower down 

‘fore him is only an invitation extended to him that he will do 
as he pleases with us hereafter. 
= ow, lam a friend of the canal; I desire to have it built, but I 

- a the people of the United States can never build the canal, 

th the Senator says they ought to build it and control it, when 

_ are led by a set of men who are weak in their councils, by 

thes who are afraid to step forward and demand their rights as 

the» s% Openly and freely. I am not demanding the rights of 
of poe or of the Government of the United States in any spirit 

nagnation or exasperation, or anything of the kind, but I 
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knows we have got them; 








think we have got them; this coun 
a have been paid for at a great price both by the Government 
and by our people; and, that being true, I am not disposed now to 
lower oe and run away from my duty because a man comes 
here at that time of day and makes objections to legislation going 
on in this eta 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. VILAS. Lask the Senator from [linois to yield to me to 
make a motion with reference to a vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no idea that the Senator will get a vote 
if he makes the motion. 

Mr. MORGAN (to Mr. CuLttom). Let him make it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will not 
insist upon it. I gave notice yesterday that I would move an 
executive session to-day. 

Mr. VILAS. Iam not at all disposed to interfere with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois unless we can advance the business of the 
Senate by the course I would suggest. I know he gave the notice 
yesterday, and he gave it for a httle earlier time during the day. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; I did. But I have been yielding because 
I did not desire to disturb the debate as it was going on, thinking 
= we might get toa vote upon the Nicaraguan question. 

ut there is no indication that there will be a vote to-day. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let us get to a vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senate is ready to vote upon the question 
of the of the bill, I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. VILAS. Not upon the final passage of the bill; but I de- 
sire to move to recommit it, in view of what has been said on the 
subject, all of which—— 

r. CULLOM. I withdraw the motion for an executive ses- 
sion, if the Senate can come to a vote on this matter. 

Mr. VILAS. I desire to move that the bill be recommitted to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, in view of the suggestions 
which have been made on the floor, and which seem imperatively 
to demand it. 

Mr. LODGE. The bill does not come from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, I will say to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. VILAS. Then I move to commit it to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, unless it is the desire that it shall be recom- 
mit to the select committee. I am perfectly willing that it 
shall be recommitted to the select committee, if that is the desire. 
But the suggestions which we have heard on the floor of the Sen- 
ate this afternoon lead to the conclusion that the bill ought to be 
considered especially by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
The manner in which the bill now stands before us is one which 
requires, it seems to me, that motion rather than the other. 

wish to observe that the suggestions which have been made of 
the want of authority on the part of the representative of the 
Greater Republic of Central America are answered by the com- 
munication itself. He begins his communication by saying—in 
the way of information to the Secretary of State—there are ‘* sev- 
eral bills relative to the construction of an interoceanic canal 
through Nicaragua that have been for some time pending before 
both Houses of the American Congress,” and “his Government 
recently instructed him to examine them and to make, under cer- 
tain conditions, suitable representations to his excellency, the 
Secretary of State.” which representations he proceeds to make. 

Is it not perfectly obvious from that language that his Govern- 
ment have considered these very bills, and that they have con- 
sidered every feature of the objections which he now in this man- 
ner interposes to them, and that the conditions under which he 
was instructed to make these representations were simply if he 
found those features ingrafted upon the bills which, as he says, 
he observes have been reported in both Houses of Congress, that 
he would then make these objections. 

Now, observe the manner in which he concludes his communica- 
tion—respectful, kindly, courteous, differential in every word of its 


The undersigned is convinced of the good faith of the gentlemen who have 
introduced these bills in both Houses, and of those who advocate their passage; 
he takes, moreover. pleasure in stating that he recognizes these efforts as the 
result of the legitimate interest which they feel in behalf of the construction 
of an interoceanic canal, in which the confederation that he represents is 
quite as deeply interested. And, in calling attention to the serious objections 
Somemanebea which would render these efforts nugatory, the only object that 
he has in view is to protect just rights which he thinks are menaced by the 
bills aforesaid. 


Is it conceivable that the objections so presented by that Gov- 
ernment in such a respectful, considerate, and careful manner 
the Senate will not even have considered by the proper commit- 
tee? He tells us that these objections will render the efforts to 

roceed in this way nugatory; and he gives us the voice of that 
friendly Government by instruction. 

I submit that every friend of the bill ought to be willing to see 
that the committee of the Senate which is charged with the due 
consideration of the relations that exist and onght to exist between 
this Government and friendly governments, like that of Nica- 
ragua, should tak? this subject into its care and custody until 
some proper method is devised. 
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I am obliged to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] for his 
kindness, and hope that it may result in a vote upon this question. 

Mr. ALDRICH obtained the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. What is his motion, I desire to inquire of the 
Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. VILAS. The motion is to commit the bill to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, although, if the chairman of the select 
committee prefers a motion to recommit the measure to his com- 
mittee, I will make it in that form. 

Mr. MORGAN. The chairman of the select committee has 
never any choice between insults; he does not care what the 
character of them may be. If the Senate wants to vote this bill 
out of the hands of the select committee, of course it can do so. 

Mr. VILAS. I do not think it possible—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoar in the chair). The 
Senator from Rhode Island is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VILAS. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will allow 
me to say one word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr, ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. VILAS. I can not think it possible that the Senator from 
Alabama should for a moment think I meant to convey any insult 
by a motion of that kind, provided for by the rules of the Senate 
and often recognized on this floor, and assuredly he can not think 
that the Senate of the United States is either to insult him or to be 
deterred from doing its proper duty because of the suggestion from 
him that such a thing could be ible. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, since the treaty called the 
Zavala-Frelinghuysen treaty and the communication which has 
been read were submitted to the Senate, I have been earnestly in 
favor of the building of the Nicaragua Canal. Ihave beenin favor 
of building it by the Government of the United States directly, if 
that were possible, or in favor of building it through the interven- 
tion of the corporation which has been created by the Congress of 
the United States, called the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua. Iam still infavorit. I believe that the American people 
are strongly in favor of the canal. I believe that a majority of the 
Senate, a large majority, are earnestly in favor of building the 
canal; and the question which the friends of the measure ought to 
consider here is not whether its opponents desire it to be sent to one 
committee or the other, but whether the bill now before the Sen- 
ate is of such a nature that it ought to pass, to carry out the pur- 
pose which the friends of the measure have in view, and, if it is 
not, what amendments should be suggested to it. 

It is the greater, the paramount, question, and I think it is aside 
from the question we have here whether the gentleman who sent 
the communication the other day represents one State or the other; 
whether he was authorized by his Government to doit; whether the 
Government of Great Britain or the Government of France or any 
other government has any especial regard in respect to this matter. 
The question we are to consider is, in the first place, whether the 
bill before the Senate is the proper one for the United States Con- 
gress to pass to carry out the object we have in view, and, in the 
next place, whether it intrenches upon any of the rights and privi- 
leges of sister Republics in Central America. Is there anything in 
the criticisms he sends here which should command our attention 
and should cause a change to be made in the measure? I think 
myself that some of those criticisms have force. One thingis cer- 
tain, that the United States can not successfully build the canal 
except with the cooperation and friendship of the States in Central 
America through whose territory the canal is to be built. It 
therefore becomes us who desire to have the canal constructed in 
the first place so to amend the bill as to have the canal constructed 
in the best possible way and so as to preserve all the rights of these 
Republics. I think the amendment which has been suggested by 
the Senater from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] is of itself a sufficient 
protection to all the rights of the Central American States. 

I can not go, and I say this with regret, to the extent to which 
the Senator from Alabama has gone in his criticisms of the methods 
by which those suggestions were placed here. I think the repre- 
sentative of that Government had a right, through the State De- 
partment, to appear here and state the objections of his Govern- 
ment to the bill which is before the Senate. I think we are bound 
in good faith to take notice of those objections and give them such 
force as they are entitled to. As I have said, however, I think the 
amendment which the Senator from Alabama has suggested covers 
that question. 

The bill now before the Senate proposes to do through the form 
of a corporation exactly what was done, as I remember, in the case 
of the Suez Canal. Thatcanal was built by a private corporation, 
with private stockholders. Subsequently the Government of 
Great Britain purchased a majority of the stock. 

Mr. MORGAN. No. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A controlling interest in the stock. 

Mr. MORGAN, No, not a majority. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. It is essentially a controlling interest in the 


canal. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not a controlling interest. The other Goy. 
ernments would not permit Great Britain to do it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They have a large interest. 

Mr. MORGAN. They wanted to control it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They have a large interest, which in effect 
controls it. 

Mr. MORGAN. It does not in effect control it, because it is g 
minority interest, inasmuch as the other Governments—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. My impression is, Great Britain owns an abgo- 
lute majority of the stock. 

Mr. MORGAN. No. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But, entirely aside from the question which I 
am now discussing, whether Great Britain has one-fifth or one- 
third or an absolute majority—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Very 

Mr. ALDRICH. This ition is to build the Nicaragua 
Canal through a company, a e majority of the stock of which 
is to be owned by the Government of the United States. It is not 
the building of the canal by the Government of the United States 
in form, but in essence. It is building the canal by the United 
States Government in the same way that the Governments of 
Great Britain and France hold stock in the Suez Canal. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is by holding stock in the corporation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What other rights does this bill provide shall 
be maintained, and what else is to be paid except the money paid 
for building the canal itself? 

Mr. MORGAN. None at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It proposes to pay, asI understand the bill, 
not exceeding $4,500,000 to the gentlemen who invested their 
money in stock of the Maritime Canal Company and in develop- 
ing the canal in the Central American States. 

r. MORGAN. In bonds. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In bonds. It also provides that they shall 
have $7,000,000 of stock in the new corporation out of a total issue 
of $100,000,000. All the other stock of the ration is to be 
held by the United States and by the States of Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica. It is essentially, then, an enterprise of these three 
States; simply that and nothing more. The amendment last sug- 
gested by the Senator from Alabama, as I understand it, reserves 
all the rights of Nicaragua and Costa Rica in this enterprise, what- 
ever they are and of whatever nature they may be, whether given - 
by the concessions or otherwise. 

Now, shall weat the present time kill this proposition to build the 
canal? Because that, in plain terms. is exactly what the motion of 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas] proposes to do. It is 
true that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] says, ‘If you do 
not do this now, when I become Secretary of State I will negotiate 
a treaty.” 

Mr. SHERMAN . Idid not say that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator said that in effect. He says, ‘If 
you will let this matter goover we will negotiate a treaty by which 
the canal shall be built.” In the first place, we have no assurance 
that the States of Nicaragua and Costa Rica will again enter into 
any such negotiation or conclude any such treaty as that sug- 
gested by the Senator from Ohio. We know the t ability of 
the Senator from Ohio; we know that if it is within the range of 
possibility, such a treaty will be negotiated; but I say to him that 
if he is depending for the building of the canal upon the possi- 
bility of entering successfully upon negotiations of that kind, 1 
fear very much that he will find himself mistaken, and that the 
oa of the United States will wait indefinitely for the canal to 

built. This Government in the present Congress has an opp0T- 
tunity to build the canal in a way to which no man who believes 
in the project can seriously object. 

I have listened to the speeches which have been made upon the 
other side of the Chamber, and aside from the objection which has 
been made on the ground that the bill violates some of the pro 
visions of the concessions, I have heard no Senator make any 0b- 
jection to the framework and the scheme of the bill. I have heard 
some Senators say that there is a provision in the concession that 
the canal shall not be constru by the Government of the 
United States. It is toons that it shall be constructed by 
the Government of the United States. It is to be constructed by 
a corporation in which the United States will hold stock. That 
corporation is to issue securities which are to be guaranteed by 
the United States. The money derived from the sale of those 
securities must be expended, under the direction of the engineet 
officers of the Army, in the construction of the canal, and can be 

nded nowhere else and for no other p 
he pending bill is as carefully guarded, I believe, as any other 
measure that has ever been presented to the Senate of the United 
States. It is the only way by which the canal can be built. The 


















real friends of the project should understand that any such - 
gestion or motion as that made by the Senator from Wisconsin 
means the death knell of the poten | 

to the hearts of the American people. Senators may talk about it, 
and twist in various ways in to it, but the Senator from 


Wisconsin knows as well as I do that his own purpose is to kill 


the pending bill and to kill the project for a canal, to which he is 
5 P 


and always has been opposed. I trust no such delusive su; ion 


as that which has been made by the Senator from Ohio—which is 
in the future so far that no man in this Chamber will,ive long 


enough to see it realized—will prevent the real frie of the 
measure from voting against the motion of the Senator from Wis- 
consin; and I certainly hope that our regard for the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGan] and for his labors in this behalf through 
a long series of years 
bill reported from his committee to another committee for revi- 
sion. I agree with the Senator from Alabama that a suggestion 
of that kind is an insult to his committee and to himself. 

Mr. CULLOM rose. 

Mr. LODGE and others. Let us vote. 

Mr.CULLOM, Ifthe Senate is ready to vote, I shall desist from 
making a motion to go into executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the pending motion? 


Mr. VILAS. I desire to have a vote on the motion as I made it 


a to recommit the bill to the committee which re- 
rted it. 
Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
moves that the bill be recommitted to the Select Committee on 
the Construction of the Nicaragua Canal. 
a GORMAN. Pending that, I move that the Senate do now 
journ. 
Mr. HALE. Let us have a short executive session. 
Mr. MILLS. Oh, no; itis too late. Let us adjourn. We can 
have an executive session to-morrow morning. 
Mr. GORMAN. I have moved that the Senate adjourn. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 
Mr. LODGE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 28, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—238. 
Allen, Cannon, Gray, Pettigrew, 
n, queadher. runes. Ark. — 
er, Chilton. f ursto 
Bate, Cockrell, Martin. Tillman,” 
Berry, Gibson, Mills, Turpie, 
Caffery, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas 
all, Gorman, Murphy, Walthall. 
NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, McBride, Sewell, 
Allison, — MeMillan, Sherman, 
Brown, G ‘ Mo Shoup, 
Burrows, Hale, Peffer, Stewart, 
Cameron, Hoar, Per Wetmore, 
Clark, Jones, Ney. Platt, Wilson. 
Cullom, : Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—&. 
Blackburn, Gear, Mitchell, Oreg. uire, 
Panchard, G Morrill, ello 
ce, Hansbrough, Nelson, Vest, 
Butler, Harris, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Carter, Hawley, Pasco, Warren, 
Daniel, Hill, Pritchard, White, 
parts, 7 * Pugh, Wolcott. 
nis, . , 
Faulkner, Mantle, Suaith, 


So the motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 
*8, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, January 27, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen. 


a Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


IMMIGRATION BILL. 


Mr. DANFORD. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order, the 
pousideration of the conference report on the immigration bill, and 

ask for the reading of the report. 

The conference report was read, as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT. 

ye committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
United see to the bill (H. R. 7864) to amend the immigration laws of the 
Tecoma having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 

The nd and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 


. hat the Senate 
with amendments ae fromm its amendment, and agree to the House bill 


Strike out, in the first section, all after the words “admission to the United 
States the following ” and insert the following: 
Persons physically capable and over 16 years of age who can not read 
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which I believe is very dear 











prevent this body from ever sending a 
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and write the English language or the language of their native or resident 
comeay but a person not so able to read and write who is over 50 years of 
age an is the om or grandparent of a qualified immigrant over 21 years 
of age and capable of aes such parent or grandparent may accompany 
such immigrant, or such a nt or dparent may be sent for and come 
to join the family of a child or grandchild over 21 years of age similarly qual- 
ified and —, 

Strike out the present section 2 and insert a new section, as follows: 

“Seo. 2. For the pu of testing the ability of the immigrant to read 
and write, as uired by the foregoing section, the inspection officers shall 
be furnished with copies of the Constitution of the United States, printed on 
numbered uniform board slips, each containing not less than twenty nor 
more than twenty-five words of said Constitution, printed in the various lan- 

of the immigrants in double small pica type. These slips shall be kept 
in boxes made for that purpose and so constructed as to conceal the slips from 
view, each box to contain slips of but one language, and the immigrant ma 
ad ate the language in which he prefers the test shall be made. Eac 
imm t shall be required to draw one of said slips from the box and read, 
and afterwards write out, in full view of the immigration officers, the words 
— thereon. Each slip shall be returned to the box immediately after 
he test is finished, and the contents of the box shall be shaken up by an in- 
spection officer before another eaene is made. No immigrant failing to 
read and write out the slip thus drawn by him shall be admitted, but he shall 
be returned to the country from which he came at the expense of the steam- 
ship or railroad ae we brought him, as now provided by law. The 
inspection officers shall keep in each box at all times a full number of said 
= pasteboard slips, and in the case of each excluded immigrant shall 
eep a certified memorandum of the number of the slip which the said immi- 
grant failed to read or copy out in writing. If in any case, from any unavoid- 
able cause, the foregoing slips are not at hand for use, the inspection officers 
shall carefully and thoroughly test the ability of the immigrant to read and 
write, using the most appropriate and available means at their command, 
and shall state fully in writing the reasons why the slips are lacking, and 
aoe the substitute method adopted for testing the ability of the immi- 


Strike out present section 3 and insert a new section, as follows: 

“Seo. 3. That the provisions of the act of March 3, 1893, to facilitate the 
enforcement of the a and contract-labor laws, shall apply to the 
persons mentioned in section 1 of this act.” 

Strike out present sections 4, 5, and 6 and insert as follows: 

Sec. 4. That it shall hereafter be unlawful for any male alien, who has not 
in good faith made his declaration before the proper court of his intention to 
become a citizen of the United States, to be epemored on any public works of 
the United States, or to come regularly or habitually into the United States 
by land or water for the —— of engaging in any mechanical trade or 
ee labor, for wages or y, returning from time to time to a foreign 
country. 

“Suc. 5. That it shall be unlawful for any person, partnership, company, or 
corporation knowingly to employ any alien coming into the United States in 
violation of the next ae section of this act: Provided, That the pro- 
visions of this act shall not apply to the employment of ssilors, deck hands, 
or other employees of vessels, or railroad train hands, such as conductors, 
engineers, brakemen, firemen, or baggagemen, whose duties require them to 
pass over the frontier to reach the’ termini of their runs, or to boatmen or 
guides on the lakes and rivers on the northern border of the United States. 

“Sec. 6. That any violation of the provisions of sections 4 and 5 of this act 
by any alien or citizen shall be deemed a misdemeanor, punishable by a fine 
not exceeding = or by imprisonment for the term of not exceeding one 

ear, or by both such fine and ira, +izonment, in the discretion of the court: 


shall be deported to the country whence they came. 

* Sec. 7. That notwithstanding the provisions of this or any other existing 
law, the Secretary of the Treasury may permit aliens to enter this country 
for the —— of teaching new arts or industries, under such rules and reg- 
ulations as he may provide.” 

Add a new section, as follows: 

“Src. 8. That this act shall not apply to persons arriving in the United 
States from any port or place in the Island of Cuba, during the continuance 
om present orders there, who have heretofore been inhabitants of that 

nd.” 

Insert a new section, as follows: 

“So. 9. That any alien who shall, in violation of this act, or any other ex- 
isting law, secure entry into the United States without inspection or exami- 
nation, or through mistake, misrepresentation, coliusion, deception, or fraud, 
—- taken into custody by the properly authorized immigration officers 
within thirty days after the facts become known to them; and such alien, 
upon a special inquiry at the most convenient place, conducted according to 
section 5 of the immigration act of March 3, 1893, shall be dealt with as pro- 
vided by law for alien immigrants upon their first arrival.” 

Strike out the present section 7 and insert as follows: 

“Szc. 10. That this act shall take effect July 1, 1897.” 

L. DANFORD, 
STANYARNE WILSON, 
Managers on part of the House. 
HENRY CABOT LODGE, 

WM. E. CHANDLER, 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on part of the Senate. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 


—— 

eSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the motion to agree to the conference 
report should not prevail, will a motion be then in order to send 
this bill back to conference and instruct the House conferees, or 
must that motion be made before the vote is taken on the adop- 
tion of the report? 

The SPEAKER. If the conference report is disagreed to the 
matter will then be open to further conference at the request of 
either House. The question is on agreeing to the conference 


report. 

Mtr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Would it be competent to refer this report back to the conference 
committee with instructions to the House conferees? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. DANFORD. Mr. Speaker, as to the time the discussion on 
this report shall occupy, it has been suggested by the chairman 
of the committee that it run until a quarter past 4 o’clock this 


vided, That all persons convicted of a violation of section 4 of this act. 


ee en bs 


Ee ere SR < 


opi 


j j 
a 
: 
i 
# 
q 
ay 








DL RED LEP Gre abe a 


Bint pita 


Fs 6 eo SO 


1218 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





afternoon, and that at that time the previous question shall be 
considered as ordered and the vote taken. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to that arrangement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. DanrorD 
asks unanimous consent that the discussion proceed until 4 o’cloc 
and 15 minutes p. m., when the previous question shall be consid- 
ered as ordered. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, in connection with that re- 

uest, I would suggest that gentlemen who desire to speak upon 
this question, but who may not have time to speak under the pro- 
posed order, be permitted to print their remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. HENDERSON. For ten days. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. For ten days. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put that as a separate propo- 
sition unless the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BarTHOLDT] 
desires otherwise. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Lhope there will be no objection 
toi 


it. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. DanrorpD] is that the debate continue until fifteen minutes 
after 4 o’clock this afternoon, when the previous question shall be 
considered as ordered. Is there objection? 

Mr. PARKER. I object. It appears to me we should have 
more time. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr.PARKER. At the request of the gentleman from Missouri, 
I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BARTHOLDT] asks unanimous consent that leave to print remarks 
on this question be granted for ten days to members desiring to 
avail themselves of the privilege. Is there objection? 

Mr. TERRY, Reserving the right to object, Mr. 5 er, I 
wish to say a word. Perhaps I did not make myself fully under- 
stood in the parliamentary inquiry which I submitted a while ago. 
I understand that under the rules when a conference committee 
has reported, that is the end of that conference; and therefore the 
Chair was correct in the answer that he made a while ago. But 
in case we decide to have a new conference, and conferees are 
appointed, can we not instruct our new conferees when a new 
conference is entered upon to agree to the Senate amendments 
with certain things eliminated? 

The SPEAKER. The House can, of course, instruct its con- 
ferees, although it is not usual to do so until there has been at 
least one ‘‘ full and free conference.” 

Mr. TERRY. That is what I wanted to get at. 

Mr. PERKINS. Upon this proposition to grant leave to print 
for ten days, while I am not dis to object to what may be 
the disposition of the House, I think such leave ought not, proba- 
bly, to be extended more than five days, and with the under- 
standing that the remarks furnished to be printed be confined to 
what might be spoken’on the floor upon this bill. With such a 
modification of the proposition, I will not object. 

Mr. HENDERSON, I hope the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BaRTHOLDT] will accept that sug ion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri accept the 
modification proposed? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 1 do. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked that members be 
allowed to print remarks on the pending proposition for five days, 
nothing to be printed that could not be spoken on the floor. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. DanForp] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DANFORD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to confine my remarks 
to afew propositions, and I shall be brief in mystatement of them. 
In the first section the conference report —— the House bill. 
The House bill applied the test of illiteracy only to males, leaving 
females tocome in without the application of any test of illiteracy 
whatever—leaving them to come in only under the provisions of 
existing law. The conference report includes females as well as 
males in the excluded class, if they be illiterate. It is toquestions 
growing out of this feature of the case that the principal objec- 
tions come from those who the report. 

The House bill excluded all male illiterates, and permitted all 
females to come in without the ication of that test. I hear it 
said that if the bill nn by the conference committee should 
become a law, we will be separating families. Now, Mr.Speaker, 
as the bill passed the House, no matter how bright or competent, 
nO matter with what degree of accomplishments the wife might 
come as an immigrant to our shores, if she brought with her 
‘an illiterate husband he could not enter. As to the proposition 
amade in the conference report, it refers to both the husband 
and the wife. I agree that if an admissible wife should come to 
these shores accompanied by a husband who is not admissible 
under this test. then if the wife pro to take up her residence 
hhere there would be a separation of families. I want to address 


myself to this proposition, which is urged in opposition to the con- 


ference report, and I want to do‘so with reference to what 
known conditions of things so far asi goes. a 

If this test is to be applied in the future, will be known in 
all the countries whence our immigration comes thatthe test wi!] 
be applied before admission to citizenship inthis country. There 
is no trouble about knowledge on that subject on the other sid 
of the water. There is a great.and mighty agency at work. Ono 
of the agents of the steamship lines in ange I immi- 
grants to our shores said before the committee, ““ We have 
our ts in every village and hamlet of Europe.” This was said 
in the discussion of what was known as the Stone bill, and it 
shows that there need be no concern about this matter, for the 
reason that the steamship companies are looking anxiously to sea 
that they do not bring to this country inadmissible immigrants, 
whom they would be obliged toreturn attheirownexpense. And 
I want to say, in passing, that this very proposition is also con- 
tained im the bill as it comes from conference. It applies that 

ticular provision of law to those who shall come under this 
ill as well as under the law as compiled in 1893, I believe. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there will be very few persons attempt to 
come to this country who are not qualified under the law. Ve 
few families will attempt to come to our shores who are not ad- 
missible immigrants in all respects, the husband and wife, and 
the children, if any there be, over 16 years of age. But this is 
spoken of mainly with reference to the separation of husband and 
wife. I would suggest that if perchance the husband and wife 
shall pass the vigilance of the steamship companies, who are en- 

nei in throwing immigrants on our shores at the rate of hun- 

reds of thousands every year, when they do come and learn what 
the law is, there need be no separation of husband and wife, for 
the illiterate husband can accompany his admissible wife back 
whence they came. 

I admit, Mr. Speaker, that the bill was drawn for the purpose of 
excluding immigrants of this character. It was drawn with that 
purpose in view. Idonotsee that it will work any emp hardships 
to those who may propose in the future to come to this country, in 
consideration of the propositions I have already made: First, that 
our laws are well known in every city and hamletof the old coun- 
try; and, in the second place, thatif perchance a family divided on 
the question of illiteracy should reach our ‘shores, there need be 
no division of the family. 

Now, there is one other ition contained in the report of 
the conference committee and in the bill brought out of the con- 
ference that differs to some extent from the bill as it passed the 
House. It was provided simply that illiterates of a certain class 
should not come to this country, but it provided no test by which 
the question of illiteracy should be ascertained. That was left 
possibly to the whims of the agents at New York or wherever the 
immigrant might land. This bill provides attest. That test is 
that the immigrant shall be qualified to read twenty words of the 
Constitution of the United States and write the same. The test 
contained in the Senate bill is five lines of the Constitution. This 
reduces it to about three lines of the Constitution, because an 
average line of the Constitution, oer any edition, 
will average from five to eight words to ,and twenty words 
will make about three lines of the Constitution. I want to sug- 
gest that there is no better a of the English language ex- 
tant than the Constitution of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these are the main differences between the 
conference report and the House bill as it passed this body during 
the last session of Congress. There are many reasuns “7 
we ought to do something on this subject of tion. Eac 
of the great political parties of the country have from time ‘0 
time and from year to year sed that they would in some vay 
restrict immigration. is the first measure that has been 
proposed for a number of years that extends the disabilities of 
immigrants; and it extends them in a direction,in my judgmen, 
that is entirely proper, not alone because of illiteracy, but for many 
other reasons which could be assigned. 

Now, .as to the number of illiterates our shores from 
year to . I have before me the report of the Commissione™ 
General of Immigration for the year ending June 80, 1896. You 
will find on page 30 of the report that the number of illiterates who 
oe oo coun = that fiscal ey was 66,314, out of ; 
total o 709. teracy a Vv rge proportion cam 
from southern and eastern Europe. The percentage of illiteracy 
from the Scandinavian States was exceeding!v small, less than ! 

r cent; from Denmark it was but .95, from Norway 1.15, from 


per cent, from England 
about 5 per cent, and Ireland 7 per cent. But when you 
come to the countries of eastern southern Europe the perce” 
runs up to over 60 of illiterates. So ‘that the immigrtio2 
t comes to us from and from the Scandinavia 


; rill be 

states, and the countries of western and northern Europe, h 
affected very little by the of the act. It will not reac 

the servant girls who cma tenn itellimn. Norway, and Germany: 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the gentleman allow a question! 
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Mr. DANFORD. I will yield for an inquiry. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Where is the census of illiterates to which 
you have referred taken, and under what provision of law? 

Mr. DANFORD. It is contained in the report of the Commis- 
sioner-General of Immigration. cb 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But is there any provision of law requiring 
the orderl ing of such a census? 

Mr. DANFORD. I donot know how it has been done, but it 
bas been done and will be found in the report of the Commissioner. 
Examinations have been made within the last year in view of 















epee eugneee 30 Sapa newts. Semana a eh bills, and 

wires to read the language of his native or resident country. 
r. BARTHOLDT. That is correct. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I should like to know the object of changing 


the ene both bills? 

Mr. RD. Well, the object of changing this language, 
at least one of the objects, was to reach a class of people who have 
been thrown on our shores—40,000 within the last fiscal year. Th 
are known as the Russian Jews; men who have been persecut 
and driven out of Russia, who have been made to move on as they 


pending legislation. , . across continental Europe, who have almost drained the 
I say, then, Mr. Speaker, that, so far as the immigration that | magnificent charities of the city of London, and I noticed in one 
comes to us from western Europe and from northern E is | of the New York dailies a few days ago that the Associated Hebrew 


concerned, it will be affected very little by the proposed law. 
There is a demand for some legislation on this subject, a demand 
that reaches us as we sit here from day to day and scan our public 
journals. There is not agreat city in the North that is not organ- 
izing charities for the purpose of feeding men and women whoare 
able to work. In my own Con i district, where we have 
no large cities, the farmers are providing the coal miners and the 
men who have worked in the mills and factories of that district 
with the cheap grain and the cheap vegetables from their farms, 
in order to keep them from starving. Associations are being 
organized everywhere, outside of the regularly constituted chari- 
ties of the land, for the purpose of relieving the hunger and want 
of the people of our large centers at this time. 

This immigration that has been thrown upon our shores in the 
last fifteen years has mainly to the great centers of popula- 
tion. A portion of the Scandinavians and of the Germans who 
immigrate go onto the farms and become producers of grain; but 
in the main the immigration seeks the great centers of popula- 
tion, and the social statistics of the censuses of 1880 and 1890 show 
that whilst we had a total per capita increase of about 24 
cent in the decade, the increase in our cities having a population 
of 10,000 and upward was 60 per cent, and that does not include 
all that were wn upon our shores in that decade. In our 
mining centers and in our smaller centers of population these 
people have co in great numbers. I was struck with a | la 
remark in one of the morning newspapers a few days ago, that if 
we could start every wheel in this country, and give every man, 
woman, and child employment at fair wages, in the present 
condition of our immigration laws there would, within twelve 
months, again be 250,000 or 300,000 idle men in the land. These 
idle nen and idle women must be dealt with and must be heard. 
Ido not speak here for the class of weary men who never want to 
work, but I speak for the men who want to labor, who have come 
here from the old co to work, who are out of employment, 
and who beseech of this some legislative action in this 
direction as well as in other tions. 

Now, there is one other feature of this bill, known as the Corliss 
amendment, by which it is proposed. at least in some measure. to 
stop the coming to this country of what are known as the “‘ birds 
of passage”—men who seek our shores at the beginning of the 
working season, who work for the better wages paidin this country 
during the summer, and go back to their native country, taking 
their money with them, leaving their families there, perchance, 

and then return again in the spring. Of that class who came 
Within the last year there were t 49,000. The Commissioner 
in his report, in speaking on this subject, says: 


Charities in that city, for the first time in their history, were ask- 
ing for aid outside of their particular sect. They are being thrown 
upon our country after having been made to move on across con- 
tinental Europe. and after having drained the charities of England 
they are being thrown upon this country, and it was for the pur- 
pose of reaching that class, I confess, I consented to that change. 

Mr. DOLLI . Does that reach any other class? Are there 

not residents of Europe that speak a language, but not the lan- 
e of their native or resident country, who are good people? 

Mr. DANFORD. There may be a very few of them. Their 
netive or resident country includes almost every immigrant that 
vould come to our shores. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If the gentleman will permit me, 
I would call his attention to the Mennonites, a class of people who 
come into my State, a most desirable class, who speak the German 
language. They were, however, born in Russia and resided in 
Russia; but they do not speak the Russian language, and yet they 
are one of the best classes of oa on the face of the globe. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If they speak their own language 
or the language of the country in which they reside, they are 
admissible. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. They were not born in Germany. 

Mr. DANFORD. I decline to yield further. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. They are admissible under the 


w. 

Mr. HITT. Idesire to ask the gentleman when he says resi- 
dents of a “ country,” not “nation,” was it intended by the com- 
mittee when they said that that was the language of the country 
where the man lived, rather than the nation controlling that 
country? There are a number of people living in a province of 
Russia where the German language is spoken, and the German 


langwage is the language of “his country.” 
Mr. DANFORD. It would be his native language. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is what anybody would con- 
strue it to mean. 

Mr. DANFORD. Now, Mr. Speaker, the provisions of the bill 
as it comes out of the conference are different in very few mate- 
rial points from the bill as it originally passed the House. There 
has an attempt in both the House and the Senate to restrict 
immigration to some extent. I believe that it is demanded—I 
believe that it is demanded by the people of this country, especially 
in the Northern States, from one ocean to theother. At least, we 
have no disposition whatever to in the least trench upon the 
rights of our naturalized citizens or to do anything that will make 
it a hardship for desirable immigrants to come to our shores; and 
while I remember in any vote that I may give the debt I 


recent slions come andige eoctven thatold officials at the t station | owe in that direction, I ask ee on this — who are so 
cnize them. They are each listed as new arrivals. immi- | anxious that every opportunity s be given and every door 
fis institr tome, peg ae ee ene eer bate Oaching te the coe | opened to bring classes into this country and to bring immigra- 


tion here, to remember that there are in this land of ours millions 
upon millions of men and women ‘‘to the manner born.” Their 
ancestors have been here hundredsof years. They marched across 
the continent from ocean to ocean, and they have established here 
a civilization we believe to be the highest in the world, and I be- 
lieve that we owe to them, so far as in our power lies, to elevate 
American labor. 1 believe that in elevating the plain people of 
this land we elevate all the people. Our fathers have stood by 
the schoolhouse in all the generations that they have occupied 
this eae 5 as they have gone through the forests and across the 

rairies. It was their ‘‘pillar of fire by night and of cloud by 

y,” and within its walls and on its rude benches there has been 
trained and educated mentally, morally, and physically as grand 
a race of men and women as the world ever knew. 

Mr. Speaker, we owe something to them. We owe something 
to their demands; and whilst | shall listen and listen favorably to 
the demands that are made here by our naturalized citizens, it 
seems to me that we ought at least for this one time to listen to 
the very general demand that is made upon us for restriction in 
our immigration laws. That is ademand that comestous. Itis 
the promise of both the great political parties; and 1 trust, Mr. 
Speaker, that we will in some small measure at least keep it in 
this bill. I say in some small measure, for this bill does not by 
any means go as far as I would go in this matter. I believe that 
in question of labor, in view of the condition of labor in this 


mon weal, but, after ciicivanaas of the high wages paid for labur, carry 
their earnings with them to spend in a foreign country. 

The statistics of immigration show that during the year endi 
June 30, 1896, there were between 48,000 and 49,900 of these immi- 
grants, returning from spending their winters and their money 

n the Old World, or Canada, to take the labor of the American 
ciazen. We think this nm is in the right direction. I 
concede that there is great trouble in dealing with these birds of 
passage, and if anyone will attempt to draft a law that will in any 
a, exclude them or catch them, it will probably prove a more 
ue matter than itis imagined to be until the attempt is made. 

is bill is so drawn that their coming must be habitual. 
‘ This seemed to be the best that we could bring out of the con- 
ee far as that ar went. This bill is not nearly 
Thar ae the bill the House passed at the last session. 

_ bill went much further than the conference report 

Ar. DO Will my friend permit another inquiry? 

Mr. DANFORD. Yes. 
ptt: DO I observe that the House bill requires intend- 
Othe puigrants to read and write the English language or some 
to te aneuage, and that the Senate bill requires the immigrant 

Several meunee a native country or some other language. 

BERS. no. 
ee. DANFORD. His native or resident country. 
-DOLLIVER. I speak of the Senate bill. conference 
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country now, there is greater danger to the Republic than any- 
thing else that threatens it; and I do not mean by that that labor, 
the honest toil of this country, is not loyal to it. They are as 
loyal and much more so than many other classes of our people. 
But when men are hungry, when men are driven to live upon 
charity, it does not make good American citizens to live in that 
way. And I beg of this House to go as far at least as the confer- 
ence report has gone upon this question. There is no general rule 
that does not in some instances work hardship. I do not desire to 
work hardship, and it was not the purpose of the committee to 
work hardships in this matter, but to bring in a bill that would 
have some effect in restricting immigration. [Loud applause.] 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I sincerely trust that the 
motion to agree to the conference report will not prevail, and that 
the House may order another conference and instruct its conferees 
in accordance with the suggestions I now beg leave to submit to 
the House. 

The report, by the way, is subject to a point of order, because 
it is not accompanied, as is required by Rule XXTX, with a state- 
ment ‘sufficiently explicit,” as the rule says, ‘‘to inform the 
House what effect such amendments or propositions will have 
upon the measures to which they relate.” How necessary and 
important such a statement is, especially in the case of this bill, 
wih tanuer from the explanation Iam about to make, if my col- 
leagues will kindly give me their attention. I will waive the 
point of order, Mr. Speaker, because I prefer to have this matter 
decided upon its merits rather than upon a technicality. 

I refused to sign and present to the House the conference report 
upon this bill, mainly for two reasons: First, because the effect of 
the bill in its present shape will separate families, husbands and 
wives, mothers and children; and, second, because the bill not 
only bars illiterates, but goes much farther, and in specific terms 
admits only those who can read and write ‘‘the language of their 
native or resident country.” Both of these ge are entirely 
new. They were contained neither in the House bill nor in the 
Senate bill, but were inserted in conference, against my protest 
and vote. This shows that I was justified when, some weeks ago, 
I expressed the fear on this floor that if this bill went to confer- 
ence it would come back in a shape which we might find it diffi- 
cult to explain to our constituents, and which might offend the 
sentiment of a great many of them. This has literally come true; 
but as soon as the scope of these drastic propositions is fully un- 
derstood I am satisfied that my ap s to the sense of justice, 
fairness, and humanity of this great House of Representatives will 
not be in vain. 

The bill adds to the excluded classes the following: 

All persons gerionty capable and over 16 years of age who can not read 
and — the English language or the language of their native or resident 
country. 

What does this mean, and what would be its effect? If the pur- 
pose of this measure is to exclude illiterates—and this is generally 
conceded—then this phraseology is devised not only in direct con- 
travention of that purpose, but also with entire disregard of the 
social and ethnological conditions of the world. And yet, Mr. 
Speaker, how necessary is a study of these conditions if we would 
legislate intelligently upon a cehdest of this kind. Knowledge 
and reason, and not prejudice and passion, will, I trust, still pre- 
vail, even in legislation of this character. There are millions of 
people born and living in European countries and in the countries 
south of us who, although not illiterates, can not speak the ian- 
guage of their native or resident country, and who would conse- 
quently be barred under the provisions of this bill. 

Take, for instance, the Germans of the Baltic provinces of Rus- 
sia, a sturdy, thrifty class of farmers who have turned that north- 
ern country along the Baltic Sea into fertile farms and blooming 
tlower gardens—every one of those people would be barred under 
this bill because, while German in Snape they are subjects of 
the Czar, and if they came here and were required to read and 


language of their native or resident country,” they would have 
to admit their inability to do so, and would consequently be sent 
back to the country whence they came, ‘ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Could they not read it in English? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I will say in answer to this 
as that these —— have maintained their individuality in 

ussia for several hundred years and many generations of them 
have been born on Russian soil. 

A Memper. Is not that their native language, then? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Not under this bill, because this bill says 
the language of their ‘‘country;” it does not say “ province;” it 
does not say “‘county;” it does not say “‘ kingdom” or “‘ princi- 

ity;” it says ‘“‘country;” and the country of these people is 


ussia. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Is it not the intent of the bill to require the 


immigrant to read the language prevailing in the neighborhood 
from which he comes? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


gentleman speaks should be exc 
inflicted ee them? 


that branch of the subject, I wish he would in 


guages and they are high 


this point, because upon my understanding of it will 


— the Eng! language or the 
ry. 





JANUARY 27, 





a 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. This is the intent, perhaps, but it is my 


intention to ask the House to refer this bill back for the purpose 
of correcting, it so that every doubt of its intent may be removed, 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. ae = class of whom the 
uded, how is any injustice 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It would restrict immigration, 


That is the gentleman’s objection. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is raising another question, namely, 


the general question as to the benefits or disadvantages of immi- 
gration. That question I am not now discussing, but I shall 
touch upon it lateron. My present point is that, under the guisg 
of » intelligence test, we should not exclude people who can read 
and write. 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Before the ae leaves 
clude also, under 
the class he has mentioned, the residents of Finland in the Russian 
Empire. Finland was the fairest part of Sweden at the opening 
of this century. The — use the Finnish and the Swedish lan- 
y educated. There is a large and valu. 
able immigration to this country from Finland. The ancestors of 
those ple have been for at least a century born in Russia, but 
they do not speak Russian, and therefore, according to the gentle 
man’s view, would be excluded under the operation of this bill. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is true. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr.Speaker, I would like to be ened on 
; epend my 
vote on this bill. The provision in the bill 
All persons physically capable over 16 years of who can no 
Eh eee languane of thei pattve or Sieibeet sont 


Now, I want to ask my friend [Mr. BaRTHOLDT] whether he 
claims as to the Mennonites, for instance, who for many genera- 
tions have resided in Russia in settlements and who speak the 
German lan, e, not the Russian, that this bill in its present 
form would be so construed as to exclude them rather tlian be lib- 
erally construed, so that, if speaking German, the language of the 
resident peceee of the region whence they come—— 

Mr. B HOLDT. The lan of this proposed bill, if the 
gentleman will permit me, can not be construed so liberally as to 
admit those people, because here are the specific terms “ native 
or resident country.” Under this phraseology those people would 
be absolutely barred. 

Mr. CANNON. If I thought so, I would vote against the con- 
ference report. 

Mr. HITT. What would be done in cases where there is no 
national language, as in Switzerland? Would this bill exclude 
every person coming from Switzerland? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Thatisa v ome inquiry. In reply 
to the question of my distinguish riend from Tlinois { Mr. 
Hirt], I will say that in Switzerland there are three languages 
recognized as official, German, French, and Italian, and conse- 
quently persons coming from that country would not be barred 
under this bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. As to the Baltic provinces, is not the German 


mugoage recognized as the language of that country or that prov- 
nce? 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. I think not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. _ As one of the languages of that province? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. There is only one language recognized as 
the official language of Russia, and that is the Russian language. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In what language are the proceedings of the 
courts transacted? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Ican not say with tiveness. But lam 
coming to all these points, if gentlemen will permit me to continue. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I desire to call the gentlemar’s 
attention to Alsace and Lorraine. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Iam omnes to that. 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. In those provinces, now a part of 
Germany, the people, as the gentleman knows, speak the French 


language. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, as has already been said, the 
Mennonites of southern Russia ought to be mentioned in this con- 
nection. These people are often called German rs, and we 
have already made their ee upon American soil, par 
ticularly in Pennsylvania, Nebraska, and the great Northwest. 
Their religion commands them to oppose war and strife, to leave 
their doors without locksor keys, ae toregardevery human being 
as their brother or sister. They in reality practice all the virtues 
of good citizenship with rare conscientiousness. They are all 
well educated; and those of them who have come to us have inva 
riably brought considerable amounts of money with them. Under 
this bill every one of those would be barred because they are Rus 
sian subjects, and the language of their country is the Russiaa 
language, while in fact they can speak no oy eed but the Ger- 
man—the same language, by the way, which is being usec. at the 
Court of St. James and at the castle of the Czar at St. Petersburg: 
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There are hundreds of thousands of French livin 
Lorraine who have not yet acquired a — of 
language. Every one of them would be 
Not one of them would be 


in the bor of New York. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Is it not a fact that in Alsace-Lorraine the 
both the German and the French lan- 
guages—that even the girls who work in the fields at the hardest 


people as a rule can speak 


kind of labor are able to 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

hundreds of thousands of 

both languages. But my statement that there are also hu 


k both lan ? 
at is undou 


of thousands of French there who can speak the French and no 


other language's also true. And these it is proposed to exclude, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Willthe gentleman permit me a suggestion? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have an impression that the gentleman 
may have given too narrow a definition to the word ‘“ country” 
as used in this bill, and may bly have confused it with the 
word ‘‘nation.” I do not understand that the word is restricted 
in the manner which the gentleman assumes it to be. I find 
in Webster, under the word ‘‘ country,” the first definition given 
is, ‘‘ A tract of land; a region as distinguished from any other 
region; and with a personal pronoun, the region of one’s birth 
permanent residence, or citizenship.” It seems to me, in view o 
this definition, that the lan of this bill would be perfectly 


clear in its application to people who speak the language of the | . 


region or vici in which they reside. 

. JOHNSON of Indiana. Let me suggest to the gentleman 
from Missouri that the spirit of the law would require that very 
construction. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will say, in reply to the gentleman from 
Maine, that while the ———- he may be true, I do not 
desire to run the risk in legislation of any construction which 


may be erroneous and unjust. I do not think it is the intention of 
the House to run any risk in this regard. And for this reason I 
ask the reference of the bill back to the committee, for the pur- 
pose of perfecting it in these particulars. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Does not the bill provide that the immi- 
grant may select the jangeage in which the test shall be made? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It is true that under another section the 
immigrant may select the language in which he proposes to be 
examined. But heis confined to the limits prescribed by section 1, 
which says ‘‘the English language or the guage of his native 
or resident country.” To this extent he hasa right to choose, but 
not further. 

Mr. MILES. Is it not true also that the slips in the box will have 
pop te eg words, etc., as provided in the first section, from which 

select? 

Mr.OVERSTREET. Is not thatan interpretation of the gentle- 
man himself, and not of the bill? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The tleman is correct; slips would be 
provided only in languages of existing countries. There are many 
countries throughout continental Europe in which there are three, 
four, or five different lan ken, and in which only one 
or two are recognized as the official languages. Apply the law to 
these conditions and the effect is evident. The one man who is 
barely learned enough to read and write might be admitted, and 
another would be excluded by the language of this section, even 
though he were a great engineer, an artist, a composer, or some 
other valuable addition to the citizenship of our land. No Ger- 
man, Scandinavian, or Frenchman, born in the vast territory south 
of us upon the American continent, between the Rio Grande and 
Cape Horn, can ever put his foot upon American soil as an immi- 
grant if he can not read and write our Constitution in the Span- 
ish language, which is the official lan of those countries. 

Is it possible that the House should be willing to go to this 
length? Ican not believe it, Mr. r. The majority of the 
House undoubtedly favor a reasonable and fair educational test; 
such a bill, for instance,as we last summer, and which, as 
you will remember, I suppo But I can not believe it to be 
the intention of the House to unfairly discriminate between the 


different la and ize one and not the other, irrespec- 
= the intelligence, aa deamader, or financial standing of the 


grant himself, and under the guise of an illiteracy test shut 
Out not only the illiterates, but also those who have acquired edu- 
cational qualifications, perhaps even in a high degree, but happen 
to be unable, because of the gooeraphy of their birth, to come 
within the qealifice on of this bill. 
ee saa T of New Jersey. Will the gentleman permit an 
Mr. THOLDT. I will yield for a question, with pleasure. 
it Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Does the gentleman consider 
: & great in for the great boon of American 
Tzenship to require an immigrant to come up to a sufficient 
easure of the very moderate provisions of this bill? Would it 


in Alsace- 
e German 
under this bill, 

permitted ever to raise his eyes to that 
great gift of the French Republic to ours—the Goddess of Liberty 


y a fact. There are 
people in Alsace-Lorraine who ue 
n 





take the intelligent man, such as the engineer or the artist he de- 
scribes, long to enable him to comply with the exceedingly mod- 
erate provisions of the bill, in exchange for the great boon of 
American a 3 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. In answer to the gentleman from New 
Jersey, I would say that if we want to go that far let us vote on a 
proposition of this kind; but do not legislate by indirection. If 
you say to the — of the old country, ‘‘We have dab 
requiring an educational test, and if you can comply with tha 
test you can be admitted,” then let us confine the requirement to 
this intelligence qualification; but do not by indirection exclude 
—— who can in every way comply with such a test merely 

use they can not do so in the language whence they come. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Would it interrupt the gentleman to ask 
him a a 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Iam alwayspleased to yield to my distin- 
guished friend from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the purpose, as you understand 
it—having traveled the road of the bill—in the requirement that 
the immigrant should read any language? What is the purpose 
eo 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The object of an educational test, in gen- 
eral, is to restrict immigration to those who are able to read and 
write, and such a qualification is exacted upon the theory that 
men or women who have been raised in surroundings with suffi- 
cient regard for the benefit of such elementary education are more 
desirable and betterimmigrants than those whoare totally ignorant, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. at is what I supposed. Now the limi- 
tation is to the United States first, and then, failing in the United 
States, the langaage of the countries of their nativity or residence? 

Mr. BART OLDT. Yes, sir. Now, what would be the effect 
upon this bill of changing that language, striking out the words— 


Country of nativity or residence— 
And inserting the words— 
Some civilized country? 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Some other language. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. If you desire to define it— 


—_ civilized country with which the United States has diplomatic rela- 
ns. 


Would not the educational test, so far as the development of 
intelligence is concerned, be the same in its effect? And would 
not that get rid of all this question that you are making in oppo- 
sition to this bill? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I think the gentleman, by his limitation 
to countries with which we have &i lomatic relations, will do 
something that-he does not intend to do. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well, then. Say ‘‘some other lan- 
= BARTHOLDT (continuing). For the reason that there 
are languages that have no country behind them, so to speak. 
But I will come to that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, what lam trying to get atis, Would 
not the educational test be just as valuable if the immigrant could 
read the Constitution of the United States in some language, as to 
limit it to the language of the country in which he was born? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Undoubtedly; that is our contention. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? I am after information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JoHNson]? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The ae has pointed out 
large classes of people, whom he thinks are worthy immigrants 
who would be excluded by the language of this act. Now, is not 
the peculiar la of this act indispensable in order to include 
a much larger c of undesirable people who, while they may be 
able to read and write certain languages, are, nevertheless, by 
reason of their character and habits, absolutely incompetent to 
become good citizens? 

Mr. MILES. Who, for instance? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is another question, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The Polish Jews, for instance. 
mention them simply as a type. 

Mr. BARTHOL If the House desires to go beyond the edu- 
cational test, and discriminate not only between languages, but 
even between religions, as the gentleman from Indiana suggests, 
let us vote upon such a proposition directly. I should certsinl 
have to oppose it; but let such a proposition come up by itself, 
and not in connection with a bill which, upon the face of it, sim- 
ply provides an educational test. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman has not answered 
the question which I asked him. As a matter of fact, is not the 
oiior language of this bill, to which he objects, necessary to 
exclude a very large class of people who, while they may be ablo 
to read and write, are lacking in other qualifications necessary to 
make them good American citizens? 
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Mr. BARTHOLDT. I —enee the gentleman refers to the He- 
brews, of whom I shall speak later on. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I refer to no particular class. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I thought the gentleman mentioned them. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Have you any statistics showing the num- 
ber of individuals who would be excluded under this bill, or is 
there a good deal of imagination about it? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, in answer to that question, I 
shall have to refer my friend from Ohio [Mr. NortHway] to the 
statistics published by the Commissioner of Immigration. These 
statistics are unreliable, however, for this reason: They were not 
obtained in a scientific way or by census officials, but were ob- 
tained at Ellis Island or Castle Garden simply by asking the new- 
comer, male or female, ‘‘Can you read?” and ‘*Can you write?” 

The answers to those questions are all the information we have 
upon the subject. These statistics have been published. They 
show. for instance, that under this bill 7 per cent of our Irish 
friends would be excluded. I have statistics from scientific Euro- 
pean sources, however, which show that under this bill, if properly 
enforced, about 25 per cent of the Irish will beexcluded. Soalto- 
gether, including about 50 per cent of the Italians and Portuguese 
and Spanish, and so forth, I think the number who will be excluded 
of our present immigration will be about one-third. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Those persons mentioned by the gentleman 
would be excluded under a bill which he says he would help to 
pass, would they not? For instance, the 25 per cent of the Irish 
and the 50 per cent of the Italians would be excluded undér the 
gentleman’s idea of a bill. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. This would about be the effect of the bill 
as previously passed by the House. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Well, then, this is not an objection to the 
present bill. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Oh, but this is not the question now. 

Mr. MAHON. I wish to ask the gentleman a question for in- 
formation. I see the first section of the bill, as contained in the 
proposed report, says: 

The language of their native or resident country. 


The gentleman knows that in a great many countries several 
languages are used. Then is not the second section explanatory 
of the first? 

Printed in the various languages of the immigrants in double small pica 

And the immigrant may designate the language in which he prefers the 
test shall be made. 

How does the gentleman explain that? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. MayIadd to it, that any language 
taught in any country is the language or a language of that 
country? 

Mr. MAHON. The second section says that the immigrant 
may choose the language. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Ihave answered the question of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania before. I say the languages are limited 
by the first section, and the slips provided for in the second sec- 
tion, to which the gentleman refers, will be printed only in the 
languages recognized in the first section. 

Mr. DANFORD. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him, is 
not that the very reason of the language in the bill there, that it 
shall be their ‘native language,” or of their resident country, 
rather than their ‘national language”?—because a national lan- 
posse would be an even more restrictive term than ‘“‘ resident 

guage.” 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It all depends, Mr. Speaker, upon the in- 
terpretation of the term ‘‘country.” I hold that the immigration 
commissioners would be forced, under the language of this bill, to 
interpret the term “‘country” to mean that when a man comes 
from Russia to this country he must be able to speak the Russian 
language, and if he can not speak the Russian language, they 
would have to send him back. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman from Missouri answer a 
question for information? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman was a member of the confer- 
ence committee? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman understand that this pro- 
vision was intended by indirection to exclude certain classes of 
immigrants; that is, that this wording was meant for the purpose 
of excluding from our shores certain classes of people who could 
not read and write the language of the country of their nativity 
or residence—for the purpose of excluding certain classes even if 
they could read and write? 

- BARTHOLDT. Ican not say what the intention of my 
colleagues of the conference committee was when they insisted 
on this phraseology; but if it was their intention by indirection to 
exclude those who are able to read and write, while they proposed 
to offer a literary test to the country, then I am against their 
proposition. 





Mr. MONDELL. I would ask the gentleman if we would ».: 
reach this matter much better by simply saying that the immigrant 
must read or write the English language or some other recognized 
language? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That would be perfectly satisfactory to me. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Would not that admit avery great 
class of undesirable people? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I think not. 

As I have said before, Mr. Speaker—— ‘ 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. I want to draw this — out distinctly, if I can, 
Suppose I were to present a person desiring to come to this coun- 
try who could neither read nor write in any language, but is an 
honest, temperate, and worthy man, is he excluded? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. He is excluded. 

Mr. COX. Suppose his wife could read and write, and was an 
intelligent woman, do I understand, then, that she could come in 
and he has to stay at home? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. This would be the case. 

As I have said before, Mr. Speaker, there are languages with no 
country behind them, if I may so put it. If this bill is enacted, the 
people speaking them could never see the sun rise from the moun- 
tain tops of the Alleghanies and Rockies or in the valleys of the 
Hudson and Mississippi. Take the Polish and the Hebrew lan- 
guages for an example. Poland was divided between Germany, 
Austria, and Russia, and while there is a Polish e, there 
is no Poland; and every Pole under this bill would be . even 
if he were a professor .or a constitutional lawyer, if he could speak 
butone language. Even Kosciusko, were he living, could not land 
here if he were unable to speak the language of the oppressors of 
his country. 

I know there are those, Mr. Speaker, who would shut and bolt 
the doors of the Republic against the Hebrews. Opinions differ 
on this point. But we all know they are a persecuted race; and if 
I were asked by my constituents now, in the dawn of the twen- 
tieth century, to lend my hand to their further persecution, I 
pe oe to return to my sanctum, take my pen in hand and 
write editorials against suchan inhumanproposition. [Applause. | 
They have their great faults, just as we have; and in their case it 
is undoubtedly due to the fact that they have been persecuted for 
more than a thousand years. But they are nev eless an art- 
loving, peaceful race, a race which has given the world some of its 
greatest actors, authors, and composers. 

What I mainly object to in this connection is legislation by 
indirection. If it is true, what some of my friends on this floor 
contend for, that we need no more immigrants, let us honestly say 
so. If ‘the land of the free and the home of the brave” is here- 
after to be forbidden ground for any nations or races, such as the 
Hebrews, let us vote on a direct proposition of this kind. In the 
last campaign we heard a good deal about national honor and 
uprightness. Thisis the time to practiceit by oo et us, 
atallevents, thoroughly understand what wearedoing. The adop- 
tion of the clause to which I take exception will be the first step, 
Mr. Speaker, of the American Con to discriminate not only 
against nations, but also against religions. The American people 
have always regarded the Jew-baiting in E with just con- 
tempt, and especially so the treatment of the Jewish subjects at 
the hands of the Czar, which some years aroused the honest 
indignation of every warm-hearted man. and woman on this side 
of the Atlantic. If it is intended to force Uncle Sam into this 
same business, and to deprive him of the right to ever again express 
sympathy with the downtrodden of Europe, all that is necessary 
to accomplish that object and to crystallize the prejudice 0! the 
few into the law of the land is to pass this bill as it now re: (\s. 

The next feature of the bill to which I object, and which | «m 
satisfied the House will not approve, is also contained in section '- 
It is there provided that any admissible i i t over 21 year? 
of age may bring with him, or may send for his parents or grand- 
parents, if over 50 years of , and if the immigrant is alle to 
support them. Not a word is said, however, about permi‘ng 
the immigrant who is qualified to land under this bill to bring 
his wife, the mother of his children, with him if she is not s° 
qualified; which means n y the separation of families, 

ure and simple. Against this inhuman provision I protes'. Mr. 
Bosaher, not in the name of any , or nationality, or religio”. 
I protest against it in the name of humanity, because it 1s the 
cause of humanity that is being violated by this section. _ 

Let me illustrate the proposition by an example. A citizen of 
another country, the head of a family. has determined to 1! 
grate to the United States. He hassold all his goods and cha‘te!s 
to raise the necessary money for the voyage across the oces0 of 
his wife, his children, and himself. He has bid good-by to ‘h° 
friends of his youth, telling them that he is going in search 0! * 
holier enenden, 4 aetna home, and a brighter future. When be 
arrives at Island he is subjected to the examination. He 
passes it successfully. Then the thumbscrews are put upon lus 
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ing wife, a good She 

and knows all about her household duties, 
but she can not read or write. She was in the habit of going to 
church and understood the sermons well, because she used to re- 
peat their lessons to her children, but she can not herself handle a 


wife. Sheisa mother to her children. 


can cook a good m 


pen. She can not read in books, because she was raised in 
circumstanees, and instead of going to school she had to work in 
kitchen, barn, and field. If this conference report is adopted, Mr. 
Speaker, this worthy woman, this good wife and mother, will be 
ruthlessly torn from husband and children and sent back to the 
country whence she came, or else the whole family must return 
with her. Is this the sense of the House? I am positiveit is not. 

ln extenuation of this cold-blooded ition it will be said on 
this floor that these people need not come. True; they need not 
come. But they will come, Mr. Speaker, unless you pass a law 
stopping immigration altogether, and if any steamship t, or 
consul, or other person, should inform a father of a family on the 
other side of the ocean that he could not take his wife to the 
United States, that man would surely smile like the incredulous 
Thomas, and would say, ‘That is another of those lies they tell 
about America.” This use he knows that there is no coun- 
try on the face of the globe to which he could not go, if he him- 
self were qualified, with his wife and his children. One great 
argument against slavery was that it caused the separation of 
families. That t issue was devided in favor of humanity and 
liberty, and shall we now, at this late day. pass a law which, in 
its inhuman and cruel effects, will be open to the same objections 
as the institution of slavery? 

It may be said that these newcomers are not yet members of 
our body politic. and that consequently we need not concern our- 
selves uboutthem, Iask my friends on both sides of the Chamber, 
will this exeuse be admissible in the court of humanity? Will it 
be valid before the forum of the culture and civilization of the nine- 


teenth century? We have an undoubted ne. Mr. S er, to 
board a train going in the direction of the Middle Ages, but I hope 
Congress will refuse to be the locomotive. We d also remem- 


ber in this connection that at this very moment there are perhaps 
thousands or tens of thousands of immi ts who have come here 
ahead of their famulies in order to establish homes for themselves, 
and who are even now ae invitations to their wives 
and children to join them in the United States. If those wives and 
mothers should happen to be illiterates, their reunion with their 
husbands would be im ible under this bill. 

Mr. LACEY. May | ask the gentleman a question in that con- 
nection? This bill requires that in case of the failure of an immi- 
grant to pass the examination the individual shall be returned. 

such a case where there are two ther, what would become 
of the other individual, the one that did _— Would not he or 
~ be — _ this country, while the one that failed to pass would 

e sent back? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir; and that is one of the objections 
which I have to this bill—that it separates families. 

= La ae is no eee. then, for — : to the 
steamship company the e nse of returning them 

Mr. BART OLDT. No. The one who is qualified to pass 
under this bill may be admitted; or, if he desires to return with 
his wife and children to the country whence he came, he may do 
80 at his own " 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman understand that under 
the provisions of this bill a foreigner who has settled in the United 
States and aequired domicile or citizenship here is prohibited from 
sending to the old country for members of his family or bringing 
them in unless they are qualified under the provisions of this act? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. He can send for his wife and children at 
any time, but if his wife is not qualified she would not be admitted, 
as the bill now reads. 

Mr.BOATNER. Or any other member of his family—his father 
or his mother. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It is being urged in defense of this inhu- 
man provision that these wives and mothers should first apply 
themselves to study, and shall learn how to read and write before 
coming here. But I ask you, my friends, can they do so? How 
shall they do it? Are they expected as women of 30, 40, or 50 
years of age to attend the village school? They are mostly poor 
people, hard-working le, who rise with the sun and go to bed 
a mightfall The in is oceupied by hard work. 

; Mr. § er, if the best interests of our country demanded it, 
t should vote for a law i only those who have relatives 
= this country, and shut out all others, rather than to give my 
quant to a provision which will admit others and shut out rela- 


ves, 


Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir. 
one TA . The as I understand, is a member 
the @ conference I should like to ask him whether 
© change in this was made for 


the of dis- 
iasietaley diem of poopie cxnandl 


cTiminating 


‘House to do is to stand by its previous action. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. I do not know, Mr. Speaker, whether that 
was the purpose. It is undoubtedly the effect. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Then I will ask the gentleman whether this 
provision would be acceptable to him: 
I ysically capable and over 16 years of age who can not read 


All persons physi 
and write the English language or any other language generally used in the 
eountry from which such person comes. 
I believe, Mr. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT.. That is too indefinite. 


Speaker, that the provision contained in the House bill isthe best + 


that can be devised to.meet all these objections. It reads: 
Ss of lt Pr 10 ¢ « 2 
woe sees f - and 60 years who can not read and 

That is the amendment I will suggest, after we have sent the 
bill back to conference. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if my friend will tell me what people 
the conference provision would shut out that the House provision 
would let in, I shall be very glad, because then we shall get down 
to praetical matters. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I have occupied forty min- 
utes in enumerating these very people. I regret very much that 
my distinguished friend from Dlinois [Mr. Cannon] has not heard 
the explanation. I have mentioned the Mennonites; I have men- 
tioned the inhabitants of the Baltic provinces; I have mentioned 
the French inhabitants of Alsace-Lorraine; I have mentioned the 
French, the Scandinavians, and the Germans living south of the 
Rio Grande who were born in those Spanish countries, but who 
speak their own language—not the Spanish. All these people 
would be barred under this bill. And I say this should not be 
done. If we want to do that, we should do it by explicit terms, 
not by indirection—not under the guise of an illiteracy test. 

Mr. KIEFER. Would not the Poles and Finlanders, as men- 
tioned by our friend over the way, come under the same head? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. They would beexcludedalso. AsI stated 
before, neither of these objectionable features was contained in 
the House bill as passed last summer. And all I now ask the 
In one other con- 
ference the whole matter can be remedied in five minutes by 
simply restoring the text of the House bill in the terms I have just 
mentioned, namely: ‘“‘All male persons ”—that would admit the 
wife—‘“ all male persons who can not read and write the English 
or some other language.” This would meet both objections. To 
confine the test to male persons was deemed advisable by the 
House because of the great demand for female servants all over 
the country which existed then and which exists now. 

There are some other provisions to which the press has raised 
objection—the one, for example, which provides for the reading 
and writing of parts of the Constitution of the United States; be- 
cause that instrument contains so many technical terms and rare 
words difficult to be comprehended by the average immigrant. 
Suppose that one of the slips provided for in this bill should con- 
tain the words, “‘ No bill of attainder or ex post facto law shall be 

.” ILclaim, Mr. Speaker, that you might as well hand to the 
iummigrant—say an Irish farm hand ora plain German mechanic— 
a stone with Assyrian cuneals or Egyptian hieroglyphics upon it 
as to ask him to translate, or rather to read, this provision of the 
Constitution in another language. 

Mr. MILNES. He is not obliged to translate it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The same paper suggests that instead of 
requiring the reading and writing of passages from the Constitu- 
tion the provision might designate the Bible, and it proposes the 
following passages of the Bible to be read and written by immi- 
grants: 


Leviticus xix, 33-34: And if a stranger sojourn with thee in your land, ye 
shall not vex him. 

But the stranger that dwelleth with you shall be unto you as one born 
omane = and thou shalt love him as thyself; for ye were strangers in the 

nd o t. 

Psa ms xiv, % The Lord preserveth the strangers. 
Zechariah vii, 10: And oppress not the widow, nor the fatherless, nor the 
stranger, nor the poor. 

Jeremiah xx, 3: Do no wrong, do no violence to the stranger. 

Deuteronomy x, 18,19: He doth execute the judgment of the fatherless and 
widow, and loveth the stranger, in giving him food and raiment; 

Love ye therefore the stranger: for ye were strangers in the land of Egypt. 


This, I trust, will be the spirit in which this question will be 
disposed of by the House. In spite of all the ontcry against im- 
migration, it is nevertheless a fact—and I call special attention to 
this revelation of the latest statistics on the subject—that our 
natural increase of population, plus immigration. makes a com- 
bined total rate of increase smaller than that of nearly every 
European country without immigration. France, where the 
national legislature has put a premium on fecundity, is of course 
one of the countries excepted from the list of com sons. The 
large E cities, too, have increased more rapidly in the last 
ten years t our great American centers of population. The 
fact that those countries are prospering, nevertheless, seems to be 
conclusive evidence that immigration after all is not the cause of 
our troubles. Moreover, the latest annual report of the Commis- 
sioner-General of Immigration shows that there are almost as 
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many people leaving the country as are coming, so that the whole 
problem seems to be solving itself. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is the gentleman opposed to any 
law restricting immigration? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr.Speaker,I think ifthe gentleman from 
Indiana had watched my course in this House he would be aware 
of the fact that last summer I sat here trying to engineer through 
the House a bill whose purpose was to regulate this very question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I will admit, Mr. Speaker, that at 
least a portion of that time I was occupied with other matters to 
such an extent that I have occasionally been forced to overlook 
the course the gentleman was pursuing and was not exactly aware 





just what he favored in regard to this matter. I was therefore |. 


forced, for the purpose of getting information, to make the in- 
quiry directly of him. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, allow me to 
say that it is not a very pleasant duty for me, as the chairman of 
the Committee on Immigration of this House, to oppose a bill in 
its final stages which I had helped to frameand which I supported, 
and which T helped to pass through the House. I still hope the 
House will give all of its present opponents an opportunity to vote 
on this bill after eliminating its objectionable features. As it is, 
my own sense of justice, considerations of party and country, and 
the combined and unanimous opposition of the German-American 
press, and many of the reputable American journals of the United 
States (such as the Philadelphia Ledger, which this mérning 
comes out editorially in favor of the spirit of my amendments and 
propositions), compel me to take the stand Ido take. In the lan- 
guage of Martin Luther: ‘‘Here I stand; I can do no otherwise. 
God help me. Amen.” [Continued applause. ] 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, at this late day in 
the session, and with our experience in the difficulty of passing 
immigration bills, we can not stop to have every bill trimmed to 
our taste. 

This bill comes before the House on the report of the committee 
of conference. It does not suit me in allits particulars. I would 
prefer a more drastic bill. But it is an improvement on our pres- 
ent legislation. 

I believe the principal opposition to this bill comes from the 
steamship companies. They are writing to their friends to tele- 
graph their members of Congress to oppose the bill. In this con- 
nection I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read the follow- 
ing telegram. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To fF W. A. Poppte, Millbank, S. Dak.: 

Imigration bill comes upin House Wednesday. Wire your Congressman 
our expense protesting inst proposed exclusion and requesting bill be 
defeated, informing him that vote in favor means defeat next election. 

(Signed) CLAUSSENIUS & CoO., 
North German Lloyd. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This telegram was forwarded to 
Senator LopGE by Mr. Poppie, andwas published in this morn- 
— Post. 

‘his is not a political controversy. The last national Repub- 
lican convention and also the last national Democratic convention 
declared in favor of restricting immigration. I desire to send to 
the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read the platforms of these two 
conventions on this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


FOREIGN IMMIGRATION. 


For the protection of the ey. eg our American citizenship and our 
ata 


American workingmen against the competition of low-priced labor, we 


demand that the immigration laws be thoroughly enforced and so extended 
as to exclude from immigration to the United States those who can neither 
read nor write. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is the provision adopted by 
the Republican national convention. Now ask the Clerk to read 
the one adopted by the national Democratic convention. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

KEEP OUT PAUPER LABOR. 

We hold that the most efficient way of protecting American labor is to 
—- the importation of foreign pauper labor to compete with it in the 

ome market. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, it is simply a ques- 
tion of political economy, and not in any sense partisan. 

I have been curious ohn just how this educational test would 
affect the immigration to this country. The total number of im- 
migrants coming here, as shown by the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Immigration for the last fiscal year, was 343,269. This 
is an increase of 84,731 over the number coming during the previ- 
ous year, or an increase of 32:77 per cent. As times improve, 
immigration will largely increase; and unless we pass some meas- 
ure restricting immigration, the number coming into this country 
during the next fiscal year will exceed a half million. 

The conference report practically excludes only those who can 
neither read nor write. Taking the status of those who came into 
this country rooney Sn fiscal year ending June 30,.1896, we find 
that 65,103 came from Austria-Hungary, 68,060 from Italy, and 
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45,137 from Russia proper, making a total of 178,291, or 51.93 per 


cent. 

Of the 65,103 who came from Austria-Hun » 23,973 could 
neither read nor write; of the 68,060 coming from Italy, 31,374 
could neither read nor write; of the 45,137 coming from Russig 
proper, 12,816 could neither read nor write. Out of 178,291 comin 
from these three countries, a total of 68,163 could neither coal 
nor write: ; 

Now, there came from Germany during this same period, 31,885; 
from Norway, 8,855; from Sweden, 21,177; from England, 19,492: 
from Ireland, 40,262; a total of 121,671, or 35.44 per cent from these 
five countries. 

Now, of the 31,885 who came from Germany, all but 713 could 
read and write. Of the 8,855 who came from Norway, all but 57 
could read and write. Of the 21,177 who came from Sweden, al] 
but 146 could read and write. Of the 19,492 who came from Eng- 
land, they could all read and write but 757. And of the 40,262 
who came from Ireland, all but 2,473 could read and write. So 
that if this conference report had been the law during the last 
fiscal year, out of a total of 121,671 immigrants who came from 
Germany, Norway, Sweden, England, and Ireland, only 4,146 
would have been debarred, while out of the 178,291 who came from 
Austria-Hungary, Italy, and Russia proper, 68,163 would have 
been debarred. So do you not see that all this talk about the Ger- 
mans being affected by the p of this law is ridiculous? It 
would not affect the Germans; it would not affect the Swedes; it 
would not affect the Norwegians; it would not affect the English- 
men, nor the Irishmen. But it would very seriously affect and 
restrict the immigration from countries from which undesirable 
immigration comes, and in that respect this conference report is 
satisfactory. 

The Commissioner of Immigration has also made a report of the 
amount of money brought into this country by immigrants. It 
is curious to note that the large majority of immigrants coming 
from Austria-Hungary, Italy, and Russia proper bring less than 
$30 per head with them, while the t majority of immigrants 
from Germany, Norway, Sweden, England, and Ireland average 
more than $30 per head; and although fewer numbers come from 
thesecountries, they bring almost twice as much money with them, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit me to inter- 
rupt him? 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The report of the Commissioner of Immi- 
gration shows that en year between $4,500,000 and $5,000,- 
000 were brought in by the immigrants, and he admits that that 
represents about one-third of what they really brought in, because 
before they leave their homes they are told not to tell how much 
money they have. 

Mr. KIEFER. If the gentleman will allow me, I will give the 
exact amount. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I can not yield, because I have 
only twenty minutes, 

It is also important for us to consider where these immigrants 
go when they reach this ae 

I find upon examination of the Commissioner’s report that of 
the 343,269 immigrants who came into this country during the 
last fiscal year, 127,082 stopped in the State of New York; 61.(07 
of them stopped in Pennsylvania; 36,561 stopped in Massachu- 
setts. A total of 224,650, or almosttwo-thirds of the whole number 
who came into this country, remained in the three States of New 
York, Pennsylvania, and Massachusetts. Why, the gentleman 
from Missouri who opposes this report [Mr. BARTHOLDT] knows 
nothing of the evils of unrestrictedimmigration. Only 2,485 went 
to Missouri. The gentleman from Louisiana, a member of the 
committee who opposes this report, only had 1,516 in his State. 
Wisconsin had 4,572; Nebraska, 1,043; Minnesota, 5,979. No won- 
der gentlemen do not mee Pa ee it essential to restrict 11\- 
migration when they are not bothered - it. 

It is the great States of New York, Pennsylvania, and Massa- 
chusetts that suffer. The theory that these immigrants settle 
down on our Western prairies and become tillers of the soil is 
ridiculous. They do not settle on our Western prairies. They 
settle in the great cities of New York, Boston, Philadelphia, and 
Pittsburg, and among the mines, the mills, the factories, and the 
coke ovens in these three States; and, in the name of my State, | 
demand that legislation be enacted that will relieve us from this 
imposition. 

is bill will restrict immigration, not wholly, nor even suffi- 
ciently, but it will restrict it to some extent. rly enfi reed, 
properly construed, it will keep out of Pennsylvania, New ork, 
and Massachusetts about 1 in 4 who now come in. 

If these immigrants entered into the professions and among = 
ranks of skilled labor, it would not fall with such a heavy han 
upon that class of people who. are known as common a 
Let us look at the report and see what occupations were follow 
by those who came last year. Of the 343,269 who came, 50 of them 
were lawyers, 147 were clergymen, 19 were editors, 143 of them 
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were physicians. They have not increased competition among the 
clergymen, the editors, the doctors, or the lawyers. 

No very considerable number of them were skilled workmen. 
There were only 534 machinists, only 126 jewelers, only 10 dress- 
makers, only 3,676 carpenters, only 589 gardeners, —_ 106 plas- 

o 


terers, only 117 plumbers. But there were i23,028 who had no 
occupation, 91,262 laborers, 38,926 servants, making a total of 
253,216 common laborers who entered into direct competition with 
our poorer people. Of the 343,269, all but 90,051 entered into di- 
rect competition with the laboring men and women of this coun- 
try, who receive the poorest wages, and whose lot is the hardest. 
Two-thirds of this great army—or nearly two-thirds, considerably 
over 200,000—settled in the States of New York, Massachusetts. 
and Pennsylvania, and entered into competition with our own peo- 
ple for their daily bread. 

This country to-day is suffering from a surplus of common 
labor. There is work enough for all the men, women, and chil- 
dren who belong here, but there is not work enough for the 
laboring men and women of the world. 

We put a tariff on a machine to keep it out of this country and 
give to the producer the home market. That tariff operates and 
is intended to operate to increase the wages of the men and women 
in this country. That very increase of wages is an inducement to 
the laboring men and women of other countries to come here and 
compete with our own people for these increased w . Our 
laboring people wouid be better off—much better off—if you 
could give them the exclusive labor market of the country, and 
not force them into competition with the cheap pauper labor of 
other countries. We have been legislating for the producer, and 
properly so. It is high time that we begin to legislate for the 
man and the woman whose only capital is the ability to do a day’s 
work. We protect our coal, our iron, our steel, our cotton, and 
1 hope soon our wool. 

Why? That the American producer may have the benefit of 
the home market. Now, if that is good policy, if that is good 
political philosophy, if that is good political economy, let us pro- 
tect the brawn and the hand that produce the coal, the iron, and 
the steel. [Applause. 

I would like to see all the laboring men and laboring women of 
Europe have employment, but I would not like to see them em- 
ployed by the turning out of our own working people. I have no 
unkind feelings toward foreigners, but I believe it to be my duty, 
so far as in my power lies, to protect the laboring men and the 
laboring women of this country before extending protection else- 
where. Let us begin it here. This country is rich enough and 
great enough to support our own laboring ple. Wages will 
regulate themselves and keep pace in price with other things, but 
under this competition with the cheap pau labor of Europe 
our laboring men and women are unable to obtain sufficient work 
and sufficient wages to secure the necessities of life. 

Thousands of foreigners come here every year, save their wages, 
and send them to their relatives and friends in their own country. 

It is estimated on good authority that during each year from 
twenty-five to ag os ee of dollars are sent by Italians in this 
country to Italy. ey do not become citizens of this country; 
they come here to earn money to send home, and when they have 
earned a sufficient.quantity, they go back and spend it there. 
Large amounts are sent to other countries also. Taking this into 
consideration, with the large amounts that are spent each year 
by visitors and tourists from this country in Europe, it may be 
said with some show of truth that the United States is practically 
supporting Europe to-day. 

we could caly have our people spend their money at home, 
and keep the money earned here at home, there would be better 
times and less distress in this country. We can not stop people 
from visiting Europe. We can not stop a few of our silly women 
from men with titles and bestowing upon them their for- 
tunes. Fortunately, however, Europeans with titles do not pty 
our poor girls, our sensible girls, but only the rich, frivolous kind, 
whom we can well spare. But we can stop the people from other 
countries from coming here and filching the bread from the 
mouths of our people by such restrictive measures that will pre- 
vent their ee to the laboring men and women of 
this country the labor of the country until such time as there is 
greater demand for labor than they can supply. 

Let us, therefore, adopt this conference report as the most likely 
measure we can get enacted into law at this session, and adjourn, 
oe an a bill and kept our promises to the 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
rem, SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has one minute 
Po. HOPKINS, Before the gentleman from Pennsylvania takes 
se seat, I would like to get his view on the construction of the 

omits that has been criticised by the gentleman from Mis- 
Sourt |Mr. BarTHOLDT). That gentleman claims that under the 
rovision which requires the immigrant to be able to read ‘in the 
nglish , or the language of his native or resident coun- 


try,” desirable immigrants from the Baltic provinces of Russia 
and from other parts of Europe will be excluded. What is the 
gentleman’s view as to that? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iam glad the gentleman has asked 
that question. I maynot be lawyer enough to answer it correctly, 
but my judgment is that the language of the bill, ‘‘the English 
language, or the language of his native or resident country,” 
would be construed to mean any language spoken in the resident 
country, so that any person coming to this country who was able 
to read and write in any language would be admitted. 

Mr. CANNON. Why not let the law say that plainly? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Because if you send this report 
back for further consideration, it will be so delayed that you will 
get no law at all. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unarimezus consent 
that some arrangement be made as to the control of the time. 
None has yet been made. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I supposed it was understood that 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. DANFORD] and the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT{| controlled the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HENDERSON). If there beno 
objection, the time for debate will be controlled on the one side 
by the gentleman from Ohio {[Mr. DANForpD] and on other by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Novy, Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes 
to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Buck]. 

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, my views are on record not only 
against this particular measure, but against the theory and prin- 
ciple of the legislation upon which it is based, so that perhaps I 
would not trouble the House at this time with any remarks what- 
ever if it were not that, from the very fact that there is, perhaps, 
an irresistible current of feeling among the American people in 
favor of this legislation, silence on my part might be miseonstrued 
not only into acquiescence, but perhaps into something worse—a 
lack of courage to stand to the conviction which I feel on this sub- 
ject to the very bottom of my soul. 

I believe it a truth among the principles of government that 
whatever tends to restrict or to restrain the mevements of human 
effort has in it the germ of injustice and of wrong. I believe that 
this legislation is of that character, and, though I am no prophet, 
I think the time will come when the old spirit will reassert itself 
and when there will be those who will agree with me that this 
legislation in its present form is trivial, inexpedient, unnecessary, 
and un-American in the light of the spirit which lies at the founda- 
tion of the American Government. I donot think the gentleman 
from New York meant an invidious distinction when he said that 
he would listen with patience to what the foreign-born members 
upon this floor might say in regard to this measure. Manifestly, 
he anticipates their opposition, and that anticipation argues that 
there lurks somewhere in his own conscience an idea that there 
may be something wrong in this bill. Else why anticipate oppo- 
sition from that particular quarter? 

I wish to tell the gentleman and the members of this House that 
my opposition to this measure is inspired by something loftier than 
my foreign blood. ‘When I took that oath before the Speaker's 
stand to defend the Constitution of the United States against 
foreign and domestic foes, I took it with the same conviction of 
responsibility and seriousness as my American-born brother upon 
this floor. have nothing to gain as a foreign-born citizen by 
opposing this bill. I have no friends that want to come here from 
foreign countries. They are all here. The bones of my parents 

in American soil; and, if I may say it, I have two genera- 
tions of native-born Americans behind me. Nor have I a foreign 
constituency to look to. On the contrary, I admit with the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania that there is a strong current of feel- 
ing in the opposite direction, and if a vote of my own people were 
taken I believe that possibly, under the influence of that error, that 
prejudice, that misconception which clouds the minds of the 
American people to-day on this question, they would vote me into 
a hopeless minority. I have, therefore, nothing to gain by the 
position which I take, and nothing to do but to express my con- 
viction and my belief that this measure is injurious, is unjust, 
and not founded in good principles. 

If the exclusion of persons who can not read and write is based 
upon the principle or demand for the protection of American labor, 
why, sir, the figures which the gentleman has read show that the 
purpose will not be accomplished. There are poor laborers 
enough in this world without counting those who can not read 
and write to bring about the very competition which is com- 
plained of. 

If it is wom meee that ignorance is the cause of the trouble, I 
tell my friends, as 1 said before, that education is a broad and 
comprehensive term, and does not mean book learning only. I 
could refer the gentleman to statistics in the Library. and prove 
to him that in communities where persons wholly illiterate pre- 
dominate in numbers the relative proportion of criminals is 
smaller than in more educated communities. 
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An eminent writer has said that culture is the object of educa- 
tion, but culture does not mean book learning; culture, he says, 
means the attaining of a proper conception and faith with refer- 
ence to God and a proper apprehension of the relative duties of 
man to man. 

I do not think I need remind the American people of the service 
which immigration has done for this country. Nor need I remind 
them of the service that it has done in the attainment and preser- 
vation of the liberty which has been so great a power in the devel- 
opment of its destiny. I need not point my friend from South 
Carolina to the field of Camden, where the blood of De Kalb fer- 
tilizes the soil. 

My friend refers to ‘‘the crowding of people in the large cities.” 
Sir, what has made Chicago the marvel of civilized development 
but ‘‘ the crowding of people in the large cities?’ ‘‘ The crowd- 
ing of people in the large cities” is an indication of the aspiration 
and the ambition of men to better themselves. In Europe the city 
of Berlin, which a generation ago was barely a metropolitan city, 
has to-day two millions of people. People crowd the citiesin their 
eagerness to come in contact with intelligence, with education, 
with improvement, and the possibilities of advancement. Com- 
munities can protect themselves against this overflow of popula- 
tion if it exists. Every county or municipality has the power to 
make laws to protect itself against paupers and vagrants; and if 
there is no room in the city for persons who can not or will not 
work, there is power in the law to send them elsewhere to fields 
where they are needed. 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, my time is limited. I could go 
back with you to the history of nations and show you that no 
nation ever prospered from the moment it became selfish and 
exclusive. If the Roman Republic, if the Athens of the ancient 
world, instead of creating an aristocratic citizenship, had invited 
the surrounding peoples, to welcome and make them their equals, 
the civilization of the world might never have seen the relapse of 
the Middle Ages. 

We are told secretly—it is not openly declared as the intention 
of the bill to strike in that direction—that numbers of an insig- 
nificant and inferior race come here from southern Europe. I 
need not defend that race. It is true that under the effects of 
oppression and peculiar institutions the mass of those people are 
ignorant. But remember they are the descendants of the Cesars 
and the Gracchi. Remember that Venice was the mistress of the 
world when London was but the ‘tower of a prison” and a 
slaughter field of political strife and murders. Remember that 
when all of northern Europe was in the darkness of the Middle 
Ages, Italy had her Dante and her Tasso, her Petrarch, her Boc- 
caccio, her Michaelangelo, and a little later her Christopher 
Columbus. These races have the instinct of high aspiration in 
their souls. 

But in the little that remains of my limited time I want to make 
an appeal to my friends on the Democratic side, and on the Re- 

ublican side of this House too. In 1852, when the Free Soil party 

egan to show its power in the politics of the country—that party 
from which sprang the Republican party of to-day—what was the 
sentiment which they embodied in their political platform? It is 
brief. I will read it from the platform of the Free Soilconvention 
at Pittsburg, August 11, 1852: 

That immigrants and exiles from the Old World should find a cordial wel- 
come to homes of comfort and fields of enterprise in the new; and every at- 
tempt to abridge their privilege of becoming citizens and owners of the soil 
ought to be resisted with inflexible determination. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ys ooo only the first part of that platform. 
I admit that there is an element of politics in the second when it 
speaks of citizenship. Asa citizen of these United States, made 
such by the grace of your most liberal laws, Ishould stand here with 
the best. of you and defend the dignity and the worth and the 
value of American citizenship. If your naturalization laws are 
too liberal, let a more restrictive policy be adopted.- If these 
people are not worthy. after five years, to be citizens, do not give 
them the privilege. But let me tell you, since education is the 
topic, that those foreign-born citizens who have abused their trust 
and their duty, who have violated their daths as American citi- 
zens by becoming aggressors upon society, the destroyers of 
property, the teachers of propagandism, pernicious to social and 
political order, are not the ignorant. They are the men who have 
stadied the philosophy of the freethinkers of the world. They 
claim to be highly educated. They claim to be superior to the 
men of thecommon mass who, upon lines of sentiments of brother- 
hood toward each other, on basis of law and order, have 
built up the civilization of the world. 

Mr. Speaker, in the last political campaign it was claimed that 
this Government and this country were in — of disintegra- 
tion. It has been said upon this Senn aye, and the story has gone 
throughout the country and is in the public prints, that nobody 
can vote against this measure, or will i so, except those who are 
interested in the great steamship companies. It is a sad story, a 
sad commentary that such lack of confidence should impair the 


taking the vote. 


principles under which we became great and 





relations between the people and their Romnaeeneete yet and it re- 
peats itself every time a measure in which large private interests 
are involved is up for consideration in the halls of legislation. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 


from Louisiana have permission to close his remarks. 


Mr. DANFORD. I must object, unless the time is extended for 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will yield to the gentleman five minutes, 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the zen- 


tleman from Tennessee? 


Mr. DANFORD. I object, unless the time is extended beyond 


the time fixe for the vote to-day 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. I have yielded to the gentleman five min- 


utes. 


Mr. BUCK. I have very little additional to say. Ihad mapped 


out a brief course of argument for the time allotted, and I have 
about concluded what 1 desired to say. 


This manifestation, Mr. Speaker, of the lack of confidence and 


of poe assault on the honor and integrity of the legislative 
1 


es of this country, unmerited and unjust, as I believe, is one 


of the disintegrating symptoms which hover, vaguely if you will, 
around the body politic and distinctly threaten its peace and per- 
petuity—one of those symptoms which were contemplated with 
so much seriousness and apprehension in the recent political cam- 
paign. It was claimed to be the corporations against the people; 
organized capital against organized labor; united wealth against 
common poverty. Such were the cries, and they were calculated 
to fill the patriotic mind with fear and misgiving. What, if any- 
thing, had the recent immigrant to do with that? Onthecontrary, 


the danger will be aggravated and emphasized if this country will 


suffer the wave of an intolerant spirit of exclusion and narrow- 


mindedness to shufitin. We must go back to the fundamental 


prosperous, and let 
in the light of day and true manhood in all its forms and aspira- 


tions. e grandeur of American citizenship and the life of the 
genius of our institutions lie in the dignity of their universality. 


Sey ] 
hen God Almighty, back in the early ages of man, as the 
Scripture tells us, found the people trying to raise the Tower of 
Babel, what did He do? It has given rise to a common German 
proverb that ‘‘God Almighty takes care that the trees do not lift 
their tops to heaven.” hen we have grown great and think 
ourselves masters, something comes to remind us of the limit to 
our possibilities. And it eae else as well. The peo- 
ap those days must have been prosperous and happy if they 

nothing to do but build a tower to reach up to the heavens, 
and God confounded them. Hecreated diversity of language and 
nationality, and sent them out into the world to work out their 
redemption—a redemption to regain what they lost. And to 
attain that is our problem now—the problem of nations and of 
Sas aeeniad step was made d only to the Revel 

was , secon velation in 

the birth of the Saviour, when the feuinainans Constitution and 
Declaration were given to the nations of the earth. Pass what 
restrictions you will, do what you think right and proper, and 
what is — of you in the performance ot duty to protect the 
integrity of the nation; but do nothing to violate principle; do 
not violate the great eternal truths on which our Government 
rests and on which the nation has grown great. 

I had started to remind my Democratic friends of the traditions 
of the Democratic party on this question, and I will read briefly 
an extract from the platform of 1848: 

Resolved, That the liberal principles embodied efferson in the Declara- 
tion of Tndapendence and need in the Sonheion on makes ours 
the land of liberty and the asylum of the sogsomee of every nation, have 
veen candinal principles in the Democratic faith; and ev attempt te 
abridge the of becoming citizens and the owners of the soil among 


us Ba to be pecked etth thn eas anteit hab ement maalion ond sedition 
laws our statute books. 


Such, Mr. Speaker, have always been Democratic principles. 
They are repeated in es platforms which I would rea‘ if 
timepermitted. They arethe iples which made more glorious 
the greatness of Jefferson and Jackson. Jackson himself,the il!us- 


trious exponent of Democyacy, would come under the ban of the 


objections made in the arguments on this bill in the sense that 
birth and ancestry are contended for by some gentlemen, great 0 
the floor of Congress, as the only qualification that can imbue 4 
man With the spirit of American liberty. His ts breathed 
the atmosphere of this country but one short year before the birth 
of that great American statesman, the very paragon of Americ: 
individuality, the champion of Democratic and of the 
eople’s rights—the rights and privileges of the masses. Andrew 
saheenn wap Rees ahaa ba parents had resided in this count'y 
but one short year. How, then, may you tell us that the foreigner 
can not imbibe the spirit of American citizenship? Way. sir, it 
within him with his growth, as it grows in you with yours. 
Eaerty and patriotism are of no clime and of no soil. They «re 
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“enthroned in the hearts of men,” and are as universal as the 
sense of kinship with the ever-living God. I have seen native- 
born Americans, before the tomb of that great man 10 miles down 
the river, smile and gibber, and I have seen the foreign born there, 
thrilled with emotion, ready to kneel and worship at that shrine. 
[ Applause. ] 

| Here the hammer — : 

Mr. DANFORD. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [{Mr. a 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, Ihave one very serious 
objection to the bill which is proposed by the conference com- 
mittee in its report, and that is that it does not go far enough, 
that it is not drastic enough. 1 wish it were possible, sir, for the 
committee to recommend, and for this House to , & measure 
which would be as broad as the evil at which this legislation is 
aimed. Theeducational test will hardly suffice. Many aman, sir, 
can read and write, and yet is utterly lacking in those qualities 
essential to make him a good American citizen. He may be profli- 
gate in his habits. He may be unwilling to work, and thereby 
become a charge upon the public. He may be a nihilist or an 
anarchist, or he may — other characteristics which make 
him unfit to become a factor in our national life. ees 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we can all agree upon general principles, 
but the difficulty is, I confess, in framing a measure which will 
meet the ex! y, & measure practical in its application and 
which will su e the purposes which we have in view. Any 
test that is employed, short of an absolute exclusion of immi- 

nts, must ily be an arbitrary one—must necessarily 
r hard in individual cases—but the sole question should be, 
What will be its operation and effect? 

Now, I favor this bill as recommended by the conference report 
because I believe that, even with its shortcomings, its general 
features are salutary. To be sure, objections have been urged to 
it. It is said, in the first place, that it will separate husband and 
wife; but the great transatlantic ip companies, which have 
been making money by transporting the unworthy from forei, 
climes to our shores, have established their agencies the world 
over, and the moment it is distinctly understood that the 
terms of this bill these companies must send back to the lands 
from which they have invited them those immigrants who are 
incapable of complying with this educational test, that minute 
the husband and wife will be informed of the existence of this test, 
and if unable to pass it, they will remain abroad instead of under- 


taking a venture which they know will be fruitless. If hance, 
however, they ha to reach these shores, one of t being 
able to pass the educational test and the other unable, then if they 
choose to 


separate, one to beconfe a citizen of this country and the 
other to go back to the land from which they came, the separation 
is their own act and not the act of the American people, whose 
sacred and substantial rights are to be regarded by us rather than 
the rights of particular individuals from abroad. 

Mr. LACEY. May I ask the SS a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. inly. 

Mr. LACEY. Why not amend the bill so as to compel the steam- 
ip companies <5 Sale them both back under these circum- 

mces? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I have no objection to that, so far 
as | am personally concerned; but I do not believe it is necessary, 
since I ° net belleve @ will come here knowing in advance 
the terms of this law and their inability to comply with them. 

Another objection, Mr. Speaker, which has been urged to this 
conference is that its language will exclude a certain class 
of people in the world who might make desirable immigrants; but 
Thave failed to draw out from the gentleman from Missouri—and 
he has adroitly avoided my question upon this point—the fact that 
the particular form of em in this bill is eee 

order to exclude a m greater of people in the 
who, while they may beable to read and write, are utterly inca- 
= of becoming good American citizens, but who would be a 

rden rather than an advantage to our body politic if they were 


—— ingrafted u it. 
'. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman t a question? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Onrtain ly. snatch 
ton ie EHOLDE. The gentleman L undoubtedly in favor of 
gs a ee 
Mr. 30 IN of Indiana. I have not said so. That is the 
Snuoman's assumption. I prefer to speak my own sentiments 


ugh my own 
ow BARTHOLDT, Iam not quite through with my question. 
y question is this: If you are favor of ing out certain 
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is broader than religious prejudice, more expansive than sect. 
is as broad as the continent on which we live, and involves the 
very life of the Republic and the permanency of our civilization, 
I am not insisting that discrimination shall be made against any 


It 


religion. I care not whether a man is a Catholic or a Protestant, 
whether he is a Gentile or a Jew. The sole inquiry with me is, 
Will his coming to these shores have the effect of bettering the 
condition of my countrymen, naturalized and native born, or will 
his coming be an injury to them? If it will be injurious, I am in 
favor of his exclusion. Iam not in favor of the total restriction 
of immigration, but I am in favor of any measure that will ex- 
clude from our population that undesirable and dangerous ele- 
ment which can be of no benefit, but which will work a great 
injury to us, and that is the reason why i favor this conference 
report. As I have intimated before, sir, it is a step forward, a 
step in the right direction. If not the best, it is at least the best 
attainable measure just now. . 

Mr. Speaker, there may have been a time when we could assim- 
ilate this undesirable immigration—the ignorant, the pauper, and 
the vicious class. That time has passed. Annually there are 
coming to our shores large numbers of people who are utterly 
unable to discharge the duties of American citizenship. They add 
to our burdens and responsibilities without adding anything 
whatever to our energies and our resources. They strain our 
public and our private charities, fill our charitable and penal 
imstitutions, and are a constant menace to our free institutions. 

The time has now come, sir, when we should do something to 
prevent this, not simply talk, but do something in the interest of 
our citizens, the naturalized as well as the native-born. We must 
act if we are to escape this great danger. 1 would like to know 
of what avail is our great common-school system, that system 
under which we are preparing our children for the duties of 
American life in a Republic where every man is a factor in public 
affairs. 1 would like to know why we are talking about compul- 
sory education, if at the same time we are willing to admit to our 
shores vast hordes of people who can not read or write and put 
upon their shoulders the full panoply of citizenship. What con- 
sistency, too, is there ina great State calling a constitutional con- 
vention to amend its organic law in order that it may make an 
educational qualification a prerequisite to the right to vote? With 
what consistency do they tolerate fraud at the ballot box against 
the ignorant black man in that same State, justifying themselves 
by the plea that intelligence should control in their State and 
municipal affairs, and at the same time extend through the'r repre- 
sentatives on this floor a welcome to the whole Union to men from 
abroad so ignorant that they not only can not read twenty lines 
of the Constitution, but can not even comprehend the simplest 
duties of citizenship in a free republic? 

Is our restriction upon immigration to stop with the exclusion 
of the Chinese, who can both read and write? Areall other nation- 
alities who lack this accomplishment to be admitted free? Is the 
right of self-protection one which inheres only in the individual? 
Does it absolutely cease to exist, sir, the moment we approach the 
nation? Is there no power in the people of this country to protect 
themselves from this menace, this evil which assails them? We 
prate, Mr. Speaker, about the protection of American labor. We 
are even now formulating a protective tariff bill to the end that 
the laboring class of our countrymen may be shielded from the 
competition of cheap labor from abroad, and we propose, through 
the medium of this bill, to confer upon our laborers wages so 
remunerative as to bring back happiness and comfort to their 
humble homes. What sense or reason, sir, is there in all of this 
kind of talk if we are to continue to throw open our ports to the 
foreign cheap laborers themselves and welcome them to unre- 
stricted competition with our own laborers right here upon our 
very soil? 

Gentlemen, sir, may talk in eloquent language about ancient 

i . They may deal in stale platitudes about “the land of the 
free and the home of the brave.” They may dwell upon the 
humanities, and even quote Scripture as profusely as did the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, but the time has come in the history of this 
country when the plain, practical question comes home to us 
whether or not we are willing to legislate in a manner that will 
not only protect American labor, but also in a manner that will 
protect American civilization. 

The gentleman from Missouri, who interlarded his remarks so 
beautifrily and so eer J with extracts from the Scriptures 
teaching the duty of hospitality to the stranger, seems to have 
overl the pregnant fact that these same Scriptures are filled 
to overflowing with the doctrine of the right of self-preservation 
"Tiere, Bir. Gpeaber, io presented so ws 

ere, Mr. , is to us an opportunity to , not 
@ measure that is Sand cuneate to meet the entire caleuner, but 
one which will remedy a part of the difficulty which surrounds 
us. Shall we act the of cheap demagogues and abandon our 
convictions to curry ei bao nee which a —- 
stantly conjuring up ate p ownothingism to affrighten 
public men in the discharge of their plain duty, or shall we om to 
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the height of the occasion and take this resolute step toward the 
emancipation of our countrymen from this great evil which afflicts 
them? [Apmonse} 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr.$S er, 1 am in favor of more 
stringent immigration laws. I believe that all criminal, pauper; 
contract-labor, and ignorant classes and anarchists should be 
denied admission to our shores. 

The people of Kansas do not object to the Germans, Swedes, 
Irish, and others who have helped develop our great State. We 
are proud of them; but they all, regardless of their nativity, favor 
keeping out the objectionable classes. 

As strongly as I favor the further restriction of immigration, 
I can not support the conference report. No one of us can tell 
what would be the effect of the bill agreed upon by the conference 
committee. Hardly any two members of this House would con- 
strue it the same way. 

Let us write a law upon the statutes that will protect American 
labor, but let it be in language that we understand ourselves, and 
one that can not be misconstrued. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I yield ten minutes tothe gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. PARKER}. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, the consideration of this confer- 
ence report involves two great questions. One is the mode of 
legislation. A conference committee, as I understand it, is ap- 

ointed by the House and by the Senate to settle the differences 
Seteeun them. In this case that committee did nothing of the 
sort. It brings in a new and severe law. The House imposed an 
educational test, that the immigrant should read and write the 
English language or some other language; the Senate imposed 
the same test, that he should read and write his native language 
or some other language; and the conference imposes a new, 
drastic test, never passed 7 the House and never passed by the 
Senate, that he must be able to read and write the language of 
his native or resident country. That committee had- no right to 
legislate for the Senate and the House of Representatives, and to 
frame a provision not approved in either one or the other, which 
goes further than either went. And, again, this House said by 
this act that men only should be submitted to the educational 
test; that is to say, that all women should be admitted free of that 
test. The Senate said all wives and mothers of families should 
be admitted without that test. Now, the question between the 
two Houses was only which was right, how far the exemption 
should be carried, because the House exempted mothers of fami- 
lies and the Senate did, too; and the only question was whether all 
women should be exempted. These conferees say that no woman 
shall be exempted, and they again carry le tion further than 
either the House or the Senate. They submit to us legislation that 
has not been adopted by the House or the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Will my friend permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. PARKER. nal. if it is short, as my time is limited. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Does the gentleman pro 
to say that it is not within the purview of a conference committee 
to suggest legislation not passed by the House or Senate? 

Mr. PARKER. Ido. I say it is not within the purview of a 
conference committee to suggest new legislation, to go beyond the 
matters in controversy between the two Houses, and to introduce 
matters which are not in controversy there. The function of a 
conference committee is to settle differences between the House of 
Representatives and the Senate, not to make new legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said that this is a great question, a question 
involving the powers, privileges, and prerogatives of this House, 
and the powers, privileges, and prerogatives of the Senate, but it 
is no greater than the other question that is raised by this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, this century sees a movement of population, of 
their energies, ambitions, homes, and families, that no other time 
has seen. The movements of the nations when the Roman-Em- 
_ fell, the movements of the period of the settlement of America, 

o not com with that which we now witness. Go down with 
me to the city of New York. See on the one hand what gentle- 
men describe, and rightly describe, as pauperism and wretched- 
ness which ought to be kept out, and on the other hand see the 
young father and the young wife and the young family leaving 
the old home, coming to the new land, with farewell on the 
mother’s lips and with the earnestness of hope in the man’s heart, 
and tell me what will you do to keep out the wrong and bring in 
the right? There may be doubt as to the efficacy of an educa- 
tional test. There may be doubt as to whether the gentlemen 
who propose it want to bring in the failures in the professions and 
to keep out the peasant, whether they want to bring in the bank- 
rupt, the anarchist, or the runaway scamp, and to keep out the 
hard-working honest farmer, like the Italians from the country 
eo who in my town constitute from 10,000 to 15,000 popula- 

ion and do not any of them seek for poor relief. 

Perhaps it was not the intention of the framers of this bill, judg. 
ing from the amendments they have now put in, to discrimina 





in favor of the house of Israel, who educate their children in 
synagogues and teach them their du to no matter how 
peer, how oppressed, how downtrodden maybe. The origina] 
ill did discriminate in their favor, and now we are almost tol 

here that the conference report is designed to keep out the Hebrew 
I doubt somewhat whether, when we are loo for hearts 
hands and character, we can find them putting schoolmaster 
on the dock. But it is decided by this House, it is decided by the 
Senate, that we shall try that e iment, and all that I say is 
Try it with prudence and discretion. If we wish to say that no 
man shall come here who can not read and write, let us say so: 
but let us not say that no man shall come here who has a wife who 
can not read and write, unless he leave her behind. 

The report on immigration for last year shows that our diffi. 
culty was not that we got too many women, but that we got too 
few proportionately. e Commissioner of Immigration, in his 
twenty-nine different recommendations for the amendment of the 
immigration laws (not one of which is reported by the committee), 
has one in favor of keeping a strict lookout for men who leave 
their families in the old country and come here alone to earn 
money and send it abroad, in order that they may not be allowed 
to come over-many times. The statistics show that men came 
here last year to the number of 212,000, and women to the number 
of only 130,000. We want the women to be nearer in number to 
the men. Do they —_- with the labor of this country, or do 
they come as wives and bring families and cause money to be 
spent here? Of the women who came here last ae 88,000 were 
servants, but the rest, including mothers and children, were 
mostly members of families. We want members of families. We 
do not believe that it is better to admit a man, no matter how well 
educated, to be separated from his family and to live here by him- 
self. It is better neither for the country nor for him. I repeat 
Mr. Speaker, this is a large question. I have here the Census o 
1890. In the first volume, opposite page 92, I finda table showing 
the home-born and foreign-born. In my own city about one 
third are born of American parents—— 

a the hammer fell. 

r. PARKER. I should like a minute or two more. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I yield the gentleman from New. Jersey 
two minutes more. 

Mr. PARKER. I thank the gentleman. In my own city about 
one-third are born of native American parents, about one-third 
are foreign born, and one-third are born of foreign-born parents, 
Would you believe that that proportion is greater for the total 
of foreign born and those born of foreign mts in the cities 
of Rochester, Boston, Pittsburg, Cincinnati, Jersey City, Cleve- 
land, St. Louis, Brooklyn, St. Paul, Buffalo, San cisco, De 
troit, Chicago, New York, and Milwaukee? Is not this, therefore, 
a —— to be prudently handled? 

have thousands of foreign-born friends who in their independ- 
ence of spirit cast their votes against me at one election, an’ who 
by the same independent votes aided in piving over 12,000 majority 
in the same city at the last election. I owe them my confidence, 
my belief in their honesty. I owe the country, on the other hand, 
strict enforcement of the laws against the pauper and against the 
criminal. But I do not owe to anyone, nor does the country owe 
to itself, the breaking up of families, the ing back of the wife 
of the household while we admit the husband. e do not owe to 
ourselvesany harsh experiment with the great, growing pulse of the 
world, and any measure which is not certainly right (but is ay 
tried tentatively to see how it will work) should be moderate. We 
want no Russian rt system; we will have no absolute of 
oppressive law in dealing with human flesh and blood. We will 
—. do right by all. 

he House bill and the Senate amendments both had full con- 
for the family. [can 


sideration and were moderated by a 
for a new measure wLich 


oe hg ay it right to abandon both 
[Here iain fell.] 
[Mr. CORLISS addressed the House. See Appendix. } 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I confess that 
this conference report, as it now stands, has stirred my blood more 
than anything I can remember since I have been a member of 
Congress. Can it be possible that we are f the principles 
that we have stood forin the past? Can it be le that we are 
forgetting to-day that we areaChristian nation? Canit be that wé 
are forgetting that all that constitutes true manliness is the wilt 
ingness of a man to sacrifice som of himself for other® 
Can it be possible that this bad measure is to be urged through the 
House on the plea that this measure must be adopted or 4 & 
measure can not be had? . 

I confess I shrink with extreme reluctance from adding 40y 
other prohibition to those already raised to impede immigtat! 
to this country. Have we f so soon the motives e 

rinciples that moved our fathers or our grandfathers when ‘ rs 
t came here? I tell you, sir, that we are none of us ‘° 
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removed from the immigrant that we can lightly touch him by 
the smallest weight of our little finger or lay the burden of a hair 
upon him that’ we can ibly avoid in justice to ourselves. 
When we do restrict immigration, it should be done with the very 
greatest possible care. 

Is the educational qualifeation the only one? Why, Mr. Speaker, 
the very worst class of immigrants that now come here can 
not only read and write, but they are, some of them, from the 
most highly educated classes. Such people are found in the ranks 
of the socialists, the communists, the anarchists, and the nihilists. 
They may come, and we have no means of excluding them. We 
have no law for their exclusion. Is it not better for our own in- 
terests and the interests of the foreign born who have already 
made their homes among us that the better class of honest toilers 
from these foreign countries should come here to balance their 
baneful influences? Is it not true that in the last election it was 
among these people—in our foreign-born population—we found 
the most conservative of our people? I say, sir, that the most 
conservative people during the last campaign and election were 
found in the immigrants who have made their homes amongst us. 
Almost to a man they were found honest, faithful to our institu- 
tions, and conservative. 

The House bill was me vs drastic; but let us look for a 
moment at the condition of this bill as it is returned to us by the 
conference committee. Mr. Speaker, I would sooner burn off my 
right hand than cast a vote for the bill in its present condition, or 
if it is not amended in several particulars. In the first line of the 
amendment recommended by the conference committee I would 
insert the word ‘* male,” so as to read “all male persons physically 
capable,” and so forth. In the second line amend by inserting 
“all persons speaking the English language,” admitting anyone 
who could speak our language. 

Do you want to exclude immigrants from Ireland, or any other 
persons who can speak our mother tongue? Some of the very best 
immigrants—in fact, the very best in the second and third genera- 
tions, if not the very first, trying as they may be in certain char- 
acters, equal to Germans and Scandinavians in all good qualities 
which they bring here—are Irishmen. In a generation they are 
the Yankees of Younes, the Americans of the Americans; and can 
we afford to exclude those whose mother tongue is English? Yea, 
verily, I do not believe that this conference bill can pass. I regret 
that a son of Massachusetts, yea, two sons of New England, should 
have set their hands to such a report as this. 

Again, in the third line I would strike out the words “‘of their 
native or resident country ” and insert ‘‘ some other; ” so as to read: 

Be able to write the English language or some other language. 

Again, I certainly would add the words to the first section: 

Provided, Such child or grandchild shall give a bond with surety to pro- 
vide such support. 

And I certainly should add, again: 


This section shall not apply to any immigrant born on this continent or in 
South America. 
I would welcome here the persons from our sister Republics on 
this continent and from South America. Has there been any trou- 
ble with immigration from those countries? If they desire to come 
here, is it a friendly act on our part to exclude them when there 
is no reason for so doing? Then, again, I have to say, notwith- 
standing the hot advocacy of the words in section 4, beginning— 
Or come regularly or habitually to the United States, etc.— 


that that provision in the bill is very objectionable. I would 
not refuse to vote for this bill solely because those words are 
there; but I want to say to this House and to the country that we 
ought to cultivate friendly and not unfriendly relations with the 
Dominion of Canada. Theday is not distantwhen they will become 
&partof us,I hope. Let us observe all comity between this coun- 
try and that country, and I submit that this is an unfriendly act 
I submit, furthermore, that there are hundreds and thousands of 
our people who cross into the Dominion to labor, as the people of 
‘ae Dominion cross into this country, and that this is a most unjus- 
tifiable proceeding. -I submit that there is no act that any of us 
a committed during our service in Congress that we shall look 
k upon or that our children will look upon with so much regret 

48 a vote to adopt, unamended, this conference report. 

on the hammer fell. ] 
mes BARTHOLDT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
‘nois [Mr. rae 
. Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I have no hope of enlightening 
fix. body in the remarks that I make, and I shall talk during my 
ton minutes in order that I may place upon record the reasons 
onching my vote on this conference report. 

“a have no doubt, as none of us have, about the power to exclude 
ony orall immigration. In the exercise of that power, I advocated 
. oon ae many years ago, for the complete exclusion of the Chi- 
that I never have been better satisfied with any vote I gave than 
eek on I voted for the legislation on the statute books 
ting the importation of labor under contract. Later on I 












voted for the legislation excluding paupers. Now there seems to 
be a desire to further exclude immigration and to apply the intel- 
ligence test. Very well; I am inclined to think that is desirable. 

e have a great common school system in this country, the best 
on earth, I suspect. We claim so, at all events. It is an exceed- 
ingly expensive system, but the very object of it is to make the 
sovereign competent to rule the country. 

Now, it is quite proper, if we pursue that course at home, that 
we should shut out those—if the time has come to do so, as it 
seems to me it has—who have not received similar training else- 
where. We have a legal right and a moral right to do it, and it 
seems to me desirable. Therefore I voted for the House bill. 

Well, now, here is the House bill, and I want for just a minute 
to tell my trouble. It lets in anyone who can read and write in 
English or some other language. That is the House measure. I 
voted for it cheerfully. The Senate, by amendment, let in anybody 
who can read and write the language of their native country, or 
some other neengs. Now, there was that disagreement between 
the two Houses. e bill went to conference. Here is the con- 
ference report: : 

All persons, etc., who can read and write the English language or the lan- 
guage of their native or resident country. 

Now, why did they put that in instead of the Senaté provision 
or the House provision? I have been trying to find out. There 
are twenty or thirty languages spoken in the Russian Empire. 
There are large numbers of people who are desirable immigrants 
who can not speak the language of that country, but who speak 
the German , or, perhaps, other languages. Does that 
provision shut them out? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It does. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman says it does. Others say they 
do not think it does. Others say they doubt. Why have any 
doubt? If it is desirable to shut out all subjects of Russia, shut 
them out. If it is desirable to shut out all citizens of any other 
country, then shut them out. But let us do it in a manly, square 
way, so that there will be no doubt of our intention. ow, for 
the reasons indicated, as I do not believe this conference report 
accomplishes what it was intended to accomplish, as it is ambigu- 
ous, I would sooner vote down this conference report and ask 
another conference, and instruct our conferees what the will of 
the House is. 

But gentlemen say it is this or nothing; that somewhere or 
other, from out the vasty deep, there is some mysterious person 
or influence that is going to hamstring any legislation unless we 
adopt this conference report. Well, whois it? Whatisit? Trot 
out your bogie. Namehim. Here we have yetsix weeks, almost, 
of this session. There is quite enough time for this conference 
committee to meet again and again. If I am informed that I 
must take certain legislation of doubtfdl construction, I object. 
If I am informed it is that or nothing, then I say, ‘‘ Construe it to 
me;” and if they refuse o it then I will throw the responsi- 
bility upon somebody else: My people desire legislation concern- 
ing immigration, but they do not desire legislation regardless of 
what it is. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
tr. DANFORD. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Morse}. 


The SPEA The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
eee recognized. 
Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I very much regret the absence 


of my distinguished colleague, Mr. McCaLL, whose name this 
bill bears in this House. I am, however, fully persuaded that if 
he were present, he would urge upon the House the acceptance of 
the conference report. 

In reply to my colleague, Mr. WALKER, who has just made a 

h in opposition to the conference report, I have to say that 
it pains me to differ from my colleague, but Iam verysure he mis- 
represents the Commonwealth of Massachusetts and the Repub- 
lican party in this matter; and I call the attention of my colleague, 
Mr. ‘Oaaen, to the fact that at the last Republican convention 
held in Boston for the nomination of State officers, which was one 
of the largest and most enthusiastic conventionsof the party which 
I ever attended in Massachusetts, resolutions were adopted on the 
subject of this bill. 

And I call my other colleague, Mr. Moopy, who was chairman 
of the committee on resolutions in that convention, to witness that 
a ringing resolution was adopted, calling on Congress to pass legis- 
lation for the restriction of immigration, and indorsing this ve 
bill which is now under consideration, known as the McCall bill, 
and indorsing it in the most emphatic manner. And the resolu- 
tion on this subject was applauded as was no other resolution in 
the platform adopted by the convention. I think my colleague 
Mr. WALKER, will vote alone against the conference report. I 
am persuaded that every other member of the delegation of the 
twelve Republican members from Massachusetts will vote or pair 
in favor of the conference report. 

Mr. Speaker, I have objections to this bill, and my principal 
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objection is that it is not drastic enongh to suit me; the bill 
does not go far enough in the way of radical legislation for the 
restriction of immigration such as the country demands. The 
door is still open for the admission of Mormons, communists, 
nihilists, anarchists, bomb-throwers, and criminals who can read 
and write. I have no doubt, however, but what the bill will 
exclude a very large and undesirable class of immigrants that are 
now being emptied on these shores. 

My State is being overrun by a very undesirable class of immi- 
grants from southern Europe, whose wants and necessities are 
much less than those of the laboring people of Massachusetts. 
The labor market of my State is being glutted, and thousands of 
honest workmen are out of work in consequence, and the cry is 
loud and long and imperative for legislation on this subject. 

The laboring people of this country, especially in the great cities 
of the country, are being driven to the wall. I am in favor of 
the Republican principle of protection for the American manu- 
facturer and the American laborer as well. Much has been said 
on this floor during this debate about the development which has 
come to our country from foreignimmigration. I grantthe truth 
of that claim, but I call the attention of this House and the coun- 
trv to the fact that the class of immigrants which formerly came 
here and developed not only the Eastern but the great Middle and 
Western States were of an entirely different class from those that 
are now being emptied on these shores. Mr. Speaker, where did 
they come from? They came from England, from Ireland, from 
Scotland, from Wales, from Germany, from Norway, and from 
Sweden. They brought with them a standard of civilization kin 
to our own; they came desiring to become American citizens. 
Where is the great tide of immigration coming from now? From 
southern Europe, from Russia, from Italy, and from Greece. 
Entirely a different class of immigrants, with a civilization, with 
wants and necessities, far below the American standard. And the 
purpose of this bill is to exclude that undesirable immigration. 

The gentleman from Louisiana {[Mr. Buck] read the Free-Soil 
platform, adopted in 1856. He read the clause to the effect that 
this country welcomed foreign immigration, that this country 
was ‘“‘an asylum for the downtrodden and oppressed of every 
land.” 1 believe that phraseology might be changed to-day, 
and might be amended, so as to declare that this country was the 
dumping ground for the offscourings of all God’s creation. It 
was well said at the other end of this Capitol building that som 
of the immigrants that were coming here now brought with them 
little else than an alimentary canal and an appetite. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BaRTHOLDT], chairman of 
the House Committee on Immigration, quoted Scripture to sus- 
tain his opposition to this conference report, about our duties 
toward ‘‘the stranger that is within our gates,” about our duties 
toward ‘‘the widow and the fatherless.” I admit, Mr. Speaker, 
that we have some duties toward that class, but I would like to 
read tothe gentleman from Missourifromthe ApostlePaul. What 
did the great Aponte to the Gentilessay? is is what he said, 
Mr. Speaker: “‘ He that refuses to provide for his own household 
is worse than an infidel and hath denied the faith.” I vote for 
this bill to restrict immigration because I believe self-preservation 
is the first law of nature, and because I believe that a man’s first 
duty is to his own family; his second duty is to the community, 
the town, the city, the state, or the nation in which he lives. It 
is a beautiful theory, announced by the eloquent gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Buck], that all the world is a band of brothers. 
If their civilization, their modes of living, and their wants and 
necessities were the same and were up to the American standard, 
there might be no call for this legislation; but unfortunately they 
are not. A Chinaman can live on a little rice a day, and dress in 
paper; an Italian laborer, as I have seen with my own eyes, can 
make a satisfactory meal out of half a loaf of dry bread, without 
meat, without butter, without education for his children, without 
the most common necessities of an American workman; and while 
this condition of things lasts the cry is loud and long and impera- 
tive for radical legislation for the restriction of immigration. 

No, Mr. Speaker; I am opposed to shaking up the 60,000,000 of 
my countrymen with the 450,000,000 Mongolians in the Chinese 
Empire, or with the millions of degraded people of southern 
Europe, and striking an average. Mr. Speaker, it is high time to 
call a halt in this immigration business; it is a serious question, 
deserving the attention of the patriot, the philanthropist, and the 
statesman as to how far our country can goin incorporating into 
its body politic these dangerous and hostile elements that are now 
being emptied on these shores. 

Mr. Speaker, much has been said against this conference report 
because it is alleged that it will separate a husband from his wife; 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BarTHOLDT] drew a pathetic 

icture, which nearly brought tears to the House, of a man and 

is wife who had arrived at New York and one was taken and 
the other left. Mr. Speaker, this is perfect nonsense; the man 
and wife would not be separated unless they wanted to be; they 
would know before they started whether they could be admitted 


or not. Aye, more than that; neither one of them who was not 
eligible would be allowed to start at all, because the steamship 
companies would have to carry at their own charges, immi- 
ts who were not admissible, you may be very sure that 
they would have tests at the port of embarkation. oon: no man or 
woman would be brought here who wgs not entitled to admission 
under this bill, if it shall become a law; so that argument goes 
for nothing. 
r. Speaker, there are some things in this conference report 
that I do not like—that Cuban Jingo provision on the end of it. [ 
would like to eliminate that, but I can not; and to vote to send 
this bill back to conference, in my judgment, is to vote to send 
the bill to its death. If —a_ was to be made of any nation- 
ality or people on the score of their present dire distress and per- 
secution, we might well have excepted the Armenians of Turkey, 
whose cruel oppression by the Sultan’s Government is known of ali 
men, and whose cry of distress appears to be unheard at present 
by mortal ear and heard only by the pitying ear of Heaven. Any 
conference agreement is necessarily a compromise, and the virtues 
of this bill as it stands are many and its faults are few, and [ ver- 
—— hope and believe the House will agree to this conference 
report. 
far as the immigrants’ qualification to read some language is 
concerned, i. e., ‘‘ the language of his native country or of the 
country of his residence,” the objection raised to this section by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr, BaRTHOLDT] is a mere bugaboo and 
goes for nothing. Every man in this House knows that the Com- 
missioner of Immigration would give a liberal construction to this 
provision, and that any man or woman of the prescribed aves 
who could read and write the Constitution in any language would 
be eligible to admission to the country under the provisions of 
this bill. Iam sure, Mr. Speaker, that the House will not be mis- 
led as to the motives of some of the gentlemen on this floor who 
are opposing this conference report. They are really opposed to 
any and all legislation on the subject of restriction of itnmigration. 
We are drawing near the close of the session; the time is short; to 
refuse to accept the conference 7 is to defeat the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, finally and lastly, I believe this legislation vitally 
concerns the welfare and perpetuity of this great Republic, the 
wisest and best and most munificent government the sun ever 
shone upon. This legislation vitally concerns the welfare of this 
great country, a country upon which the sun. never sets, for the 
morning sun which gilds the rock-bound coast of Maine is the twi- 
light and setting sun of far-off Alaska. Let us be faithful to the 
trust committed to our care; let us see to it that the Republic gets 
no injury at our hands, and that we transmit to our children and 
those that shall come after us the blessings of constitutional gov- 
ernment, the blessings of civil and religious liberty that have been 

ueathed to us by our fathers unimpaired. 

Mr. Speaker, to that end I submit once more that the demand 
for radical legislation, for the restriction of i ion, is impera- 
tive. Every political partyin its recent convention has demanded 
this legislation. The people demand it. I say the cry is loud and 
long and imperative, and shall we turn a ear to this demand 
and refuse to accept this conference report as the best attainable 
measure possible? We can not; we must not; we will not. 


[Mr. GROSVENOR addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. § 
selfish people, as stated by the tleman Louisiana [{Mr. 
Buck], and we are not e toa to our sympathies 
in behalf of humanity. The fact that all the appeals that have 
been so far made — the floor of this House in ition to the 
adoption of the conference report have been of a character is 
the best evidence that gentlemen making them realize that fact. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we are sensible of our duty to our American 


, We are nota 


-citizens, our obligation to see to it that American labor is protected 


in the humble right of securing a livelihood in its own country. 
That is the purposeof this legislation. That is the foun- 
dation upon which it rests; and, so far as I am concerned, | wish 
no further justification of my own action,than that, with the 
light before me, I have done my best to protect those in this 
country who can not protect themselves. 

On our statute books are laws which perhaps are responsi!) for 
the present condition of labor, by which tramps are scattere\! all 
over the country, by which our highways are filled with those 
whose hands and arms should be busy at the forge or in the m* 
chine shop or with the spindle. If this Congress, or Congress*s 
that have preceded it, are responsible for those laws by which 
labor can not get employment in this country, the least we ¢a" do 
is to see to it that labor is relieved from as much competition 4% 
possible. : 

Mr. Speaker, there are three thirigs admitted in this debat. 
One is that labor all over this country wherever it has spoken = 
spoken in favor of the restriction of immigration. That ca ra 
be denied. No single labor organization has ever raised its v0'° 
i is legislation. Another fact is that this Hous? 
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has al placed the seal of its 
kind. In: , may say it is 
House at its last session, by a vote of 195 to 26, @ measure 
which I shall show a little - on differs but sli from that 
which we are now asked to.approve by the of this con- 
ference report. 

The fact is that all over the country there is the demand of the 
people, irrespective of party, irrespective of conditions, that im- 
migration be restricted. I must qualify that statement. Itis not 
the demand ef all the people, because there are organizations in 
this country, there are corporations arrogant in the might.of their 
power, — their purpose of obtaining the guinea which is 
music to their souls, to whom the only liberty that should be wor- 
shiped is that engraven upon the ighty dollar, the love for 
which alone controls them in all their actions. There are such 
corporations; and there are newspapers in this country to a cer- 
tain extent controlled by those corporations. The influence and 
the power of those corporations are opposing this bill, and oppo- 
sition comes from no other source, 

And, Mr. Speaker, the letter which was read in the hearing of 
this body is enough to make the blood boil in contemplation of the 
efforts on the part of these steamship companies to dragoon this 
House and its members to support a bill contrary to their own ideas 
of what is in the line of their duty. Could it be that a 
member on this floor would yield to the influence of the spirit-con- 
tained in that article? ‘‘If you donotoppese that bill, it will cost 
you your election.” Who gave this steamship company the power 
to dictate to Congress what it shall vote for or what it not? 
How dares any corporation, no matter how proud in the height of 
its monetary power, to declare to a member of this House, ‘* Vote 
for this bill, or at the next election you shall be among the missing?” 
That is the influence which is antagonizing this bill—the influence 
of corporations that gather from every immigrant coming across 
the waters twenty shining dollars. oe 

I say, Mr. S r, the last session settled this — u 
its merits. T es of the RecorD show the whole case that 
has been presented to-day. The matter coming before us now is 
a conference report from committees of the two Houses, who have 
made an effort to reconcile differences and to present a bill such 
as we believe the country wants, and such .as we think will meet 
the demands of the e. 

The country wants immigration restricted. The difference 
between my friend the chairman of the House Committee on Im- 
migration and myself is that he is fearful these provisions are so 
rigid that they will -out.a class of undesirable immigrants. 
My position is that I want this class of undesirable immigrants 
kept out. He thinks that the keeping out.of the wife of an immi- 
= may keep out the immi t. I say if it does,so much the 

tter for this country, if that immigrant is an undesirable immi- 
grant. That is “‘the milk im the cocoanut.” This educational 
test is not child’s play. 1tis put forward here for the very pur- 
—~ excluding Soledzalie immigration. The figures presented 

y the gentleman from Pennsylvania this morn disclose the 
fact that the educational test will exclude the very of immi- 
grants that we do not wish to come in. There were 68,000 of 
them last year. Amd of the 84,000 increase of immigration into 
this country for last year, 78,000 have come from those countries 
that give us our undesirable im ts. 

Mr. MILES. As I understand the gentleman’s position, he 
— this bill because it is a class test rather than an educa- 

onal test. 

Mr. WILSON of Sonth Carolina. It is a class test, applying 
the word ‘*test” to the desirability of the immigration. The 
object of this test is to exclude esirable immigrants; that is 
the prime purpose. No measure, ex this, can be framed by 
which undesirable i tion can be kept out. All other tests, 
all other efforts, have 

Now, let us come down to the objections raised to the conference 
report. What are they? One is that the bill as reported does not 

ow the wife, if illiterate, to come in with her husband. This 
objection is based on the puupention that somebody is compelling 
that husband to come into this country. Now, I think that if a 
husband will leave his wife even for the apes of becoming an 
American citizen and getting the rewards of erican labor, such 
4 man is unworthy to become a citizen or even a resident of this 
country. It is within his own volition whether he will come here 
or stay in his own country. If he is a man who is willing to pick 








up bag and bagg come, leaving his poor, helpless wife 
behind him he very kind of a man who ought to be kept 
co 


untry. 5 
ag Members. But you propose to let him in. 
of South Carolina. No; because he will not come 


Mr. MAGUIRE. Themheisnotthekind of a man you speak of. 
— WILSON of South Carolina. If this man should leave his 
ail ene come to this country, he would not be a fit subject for 

sympathy; he would be a very undesirable addition to our 
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citizenship, but one we could not bar because he would come 
within the test. But I say such would be rare because of 
the lication of the principle of which I have just n. 

_ My fri from Missouri should measure himself by the posi- 
tion which he occupied here last session. Then he was willing to 
allow the immigrant to come into this country if he could read 
and write, leaving behind him his old, decrepit, helpless grand- 
father, who perhaps was entirely dependent upon him for sup- 
port, to whom he was the staff of his old age and should be the 
strong arm for his support and protection. The gentleman was 
so heartless, so cruel that he was willing that an immigrant should 
be permitted to come into this country, leaving at home the old 
grandfather whom he was bound to protect and care for, but be- 
comes sentimental when the same provision is applied to the wife. 

The test must be applied somewhere. If youcarry the illiterate 
wife away, what are you to do with the boys between the ages of 
16 and 21 whocan neither read nor write? They are also subjects 
of oursympathy. They should not beleft there alone. Why. Mr. 
Speaker, it is enough to cause ‘‘tears of iron to roll down Pluto’s 
cheek” to think of separating mother from child, father from old 
grandfather. But it all must bedone if your bill stands as 1t was 
when it left the House. And if youadmit the wife, as it is sought 
here to do, the effect will be to admit her father and her grand- 
father—in fact, to bring in the whole family. 

Now, under the application of tests designed to keep them ont, 
the wife who can not read and write will be excluded, and the 
children also, if they are 16 years old, and can not read and write; 
but the old father or a if they are 50 years of age, can 
come. The effect will be that hundreds will be kept out of the 
country who would otherwise come, if they could bring the illit- 
erate members of their families with them. 

Now, so far as the question of language is concerned, the inten- 
tion of the committee was to make the provision broad enough to 
cover all those who would come into this country; those who 
could speak their native language, or if they had left their native 
country, then the language of the country of their new residence. 
Is that not broad enough to cover any reasonable or ordinary 
individual who wants to come? There may be some peculiar 
classes of people in Europe who are so careless of their own 
advancement that they would not even take the trouble to learn 
to read or write their own language, or take the trouble to learn to 
read and write the language of the country in which they are 
living, not their native country. But at the same time they may 
know the language of some country other than their own, that 
they have picked up in their peregrinations. Such classes of citi- 
zens, I —. are not and can not be desirable immigrants for this 
or ar er country. 

As I stated last spring, and as I ee to-day, this is not a polit- 
ical question, but a question which has received the approbation 
of both political parties. The Chicago and the St. Louis conven- 
tions both declared forsuchlegislation. Let me read, forthe benefit 
of the members of this sidef the House, what the Chicago con- 
vention said: 

We hold that the most. efficient way of protecting American labor is to pre- 
a - importation of foreign pauper labor to compete with it in the home 
mar. 

How are you to prevent it? How will you carry out that pledge 
in yourplatform? Howwill you make it operative? The only way 
that can be devised is by the application of an educational test 
which will keep out that class of paupers. 

The Republican party has gone still further, and declared in 
favor of an educational test in this very platform, making no ex- 
ception whatever. Upon that declaration you went before the 
country, and upon that you got the great foreign vote. Yet for 
my own party, no better day could dawn upon Democracy through 
the infinence of any one measure than when the majority of that 
side of the House shall repudiate the declaration of your party in 
that platform. 

Mr.FISCHER. Let meask thegentlemanagquestion. Ifaman 
should leave the old country and come to this, leaving his wife at 
home, intending to send for her after he had acquired a residence 

and should commit bigamy here, on the passage of this bili would 
it net be impossible to prosecute him for that crime? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Under the conference report 
the wife who could not be permitted under the provisions of the 
bill to land, or to be sent for by the husband, can be brought here 
without inflicting an injury upon any individual in this country, 
because the report itself — that the act shall not go into 
effect until the ist day of July, and during the six months inter- 
vening every ible contingency that can be suggested may be 


provi for by husbands availing themselves of that postpone- 
ment of the operation of the act. 

So I am satisfied that the bill as it stands is a good one, and 
the members of the House will come to the conclusion, I think, 
that if the educationai test is to be applied as it is here applied it 
will inflict the less damage and the least evil that can possibly 
‘happen, and at the same time exclude undesirable immigrants. 
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It is no small matter when we reflect upon the fact of their 
coming here at the increase of 33 per cent a year, with our own 
labor out of employment to the extent of one and a half millions 
of men to-day, and the condition daily becoming worse. These 
men out of work have for their only hope of relief this appeal to 
this Congress. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I yield now seven minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have then three minutes 
of his time remaining. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I voted for the original House 
bill, though with very grave doubts as to the feasibility of the 
test of illiteracy which it applied to persons seeking a home in 
the United States. If a man’s education were in any sense an 
index of his character, it might be accepted with less reluctance 
as the pledge of his —_ citizenship after his settlement among 
us. But I admit the difficulty of finding any basis for the exclu- 
sion of aliens not open to objections more or less forcible. We 
must deal with the problem as we find it. After all, the test of | aimed at intelligence. 
illiteracy is perhaps less open to complaint than any other that Here the hammer fell. ] 
has been proposed, though we know that many a man hasfound| Mr. BARTHOLDT. Does the gentleman on the other side de 
these shores, both poor and ignorant, whose influence in the com- | sire to occupy any time now? 
munity has illustrated all the virtues of good citizenship. Mr. DANFORD. I will yield two minutes to my colleague from 

Nevertheless, in common, I believe, with nearly everybody in | Ohio. 
the House, I gave my assent to the House bill. Nor should I have Mr. BARTHOLDT. If it is the desire of the House to vote, I 
any hesitation in giving my assent to the bill which, after pro- | am perfectly willing. [Cries of “‘ Vote!” “ Vote!”] 
longed debate, passed the Senate; but I do not feel any sense of r. DANFORD. If the gentleman does not desire to occupy 
duty to approve the conference report. This report generously | his time, I will yield to another gentleman. 
concedes everything to the House. Itsays thatthe Senaterecedes| The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to occupy any fur 
from its amendments and agrees to the House bill, and then it | ther time? 
proceeds to strike out of the House bill every sentence after the | Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the House desires the vote to take place 
enacting clause, and adds a variety of matter not in either bill. | now, I am willing. 

I am opposed to the conference report, because, unlike the House | Tha SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio gives notice that 
bill, it undertakes to deal with the family as if it were not a unit, | he will yield time to another gentleman. 

admitting a man without admitting his illiterate wife. I believe} Mr. BARTHOLDT. Then I shall yield three minutes to the 
that no immigrant to the United States is desirable who is placed | gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoaTNER]. . 

in the attitude of deserting his family, and I regard it as vastly Mr. BOATNER. cen there are two reasons which in 
more important for an immigrant to enjoy the society of his wife a judgment render it i visable to adopt the conference report 
than of his grandfather, as this bill humanely enables him to do. | which is now before the House. One is, as the gentleman from 
[Laughter. ] Iowa has so felicitously said, that while the bill its the im- 

I do not, however, desire to approach the question upon mere | migrant who possesses the legal qualifications bring in his 
sentiment. Our friends whoare in favor of the bill have dismissed | grandfather, it prohibits him from bringing in his wife, if u- 
all considerations that might lead us to regard the anxiety of a tantly she should be unable to read and write. 
man to bring into the country to which he has immigrated the | Another, Mr. Speaker, and more serious objection is that the 
loved ones who surrounded him in his native land. And yet these | bill discriminates against those foreigners who have already im- 
very gentlemen who have dismissed with satire that sentiment, | migrated, many of whom have already become American citi- 
have graciously admitted into the bill a provision in favor of Cuban | zens, by preventing them from bringing to this country their 
refugees. It will bring, and undoubtedly was intended to bring, | parents or their children, unless their parents or their children 
a thrill of satisfaction and joy to the insurgent camps of Cuba to | should be able to stand, as the tleman from Iowa expresses it, 
find that after two years’ of debate the American Republic has | a civil-service examination. These features of the measure are, 
nobly conceded to the Cuban patriots the right to enter the United | in my opinion, indefensible, and ought by all means to be cor- 
States without a civil-service examination. [Laughter.] rected. I do not participate, Mr. Speaker, in the idea that 

I believe that we are, in all political parties, prone to exagger- | foreign immigration is an unmixed evil. I do not think that 
ate the dangers of immigration. Already we have heard in this | we should, by restrictive legislation, prevent a desirable class of 
debate all the misfortunes of American labor attributed to the | foreigners from coming to ourshores. We want as many of them 
immigration of laboring people into the United States. For one | to come South as can be induced to do so, at least for some years 
I do not believe that the honest labor of a man in any avenue of | yet. While, sir, I think it is entirely proper that we should re- 
human employment diminishes the opportunities of life. If it is | strict and prevent, as far as possible, the immigration of the 
true that every laboring man added to the population of the | classes which will not make good citizens, yet I think that this 
United States crowds and jostles everybody else, then the prospect | bill is entirely too radical in its provisi 
of civilization is melancholy indeed. I1f there is no more room in 
the world; if the United States is cursed and not blessed by 
increasing population; if the census of 1890 is a token of disaster 
and not a monument of progress, then we should adopt the gloomy 
view once indulged by Professor Huxley and hope that some 
friendly comet might smite the earth and end once for all the 
tragedy of social life. Gentlemen, this can not be a sane and 
profitable outlook on human affairs. 

The addition of an intelligent workingman to the productive 
resources of the United States, instead of taking away from any 
man’s chances in the world, broadens and enlarges all the oppor- 
tunities of modern society. [Applause.] Therefore I feel that 
we are likely to overstate the dangers of immigration. It is one 
of the peculiar glories of the American Republic that in the last 
forty years we have taken millions of people out of the poverty of 
the Old World and given them an American prospect in life. My 
friend from Indiana [Mr. JoHNson] says that we ought toexclude 
the anarchist, the pauper, the criminal. We have done that;and 
I believe that an effective execution of the laws now on the stat- 
ute book is all that would be necessary to reconcile my friend 
from Indiana [Mr. JoHNson] to the general course of civilization 
in the United States. [Lau ae 

We are at fault when we lay all the evils that beset us to the 
admission of aliens. The radicalism of to-day, the dangerous 
social and political agitation of our times does not speak a foreign 
language. It does not inherit either its ideas or its purposes from 



























any foreign country. Even in Chicago, when we had to gra ple 
with the perils of anarchy, it was an Irish policeman, Micha] 
Degan, whose murder brought on a great trial by jury, at the end 
of which the law of the land was vindicated under the directions 
of Knute Matson, a Norwegian sheriff of Cook County, III. 

In the neighborhood where I live we have always been anxious 
to have people come in and make their homes among us. For 
years we maintained a bureau for the p of inducing immi- 
grants to settle our prairies. The whole Western country would 
to-day be an uninhabited wilderness if we had not been able to 
persuade intelligent working ple from many lands to make 
their homes there. For one I can not think that the time hag 
come to utterly abandon this policy and to send a hostile message 
to the industrious millions of the Old World who love, even afar 
off, the banner of the Republic. ees 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Did I understand the gentleman to 
a intelligent men and women of the Old World?” 

r. DOLLIVER. Yes. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I thought so. This bill is not 


ovisions, and that it ought at 
least to permit those of our foreign-born citizens or residents who 
are with us to bring to their adopted country their parents ot 
their children. It is going beyond the bounds of all reason to sa 
that a man who is ao under the present law to be admit 
to our territory shall not be able to bring with him his wife and 
his children under the age of majority because they are unable to 
read and write the English 1 or the lan e of their 
country or of their residence. For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, 
not to speak of others-which present themselves to me, but which 
I have no time to elaborate, shall be compelled to vote against 


bill 
Mr. DANFORD. I — such time as he may desire to thé 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER]}. 

Mr. TAYLER. Mr. Speaker, while one or two of the provi- 
sions of this bill do not meet with my approval, I shall vote for 
it, because I fear that if we do not now pass the bill we shall not 

it at the present session. I think that, in one or two respec’ 

he language could be made more accurate and satisfactory, bu 

the objectionable features do not reach the merits of the contT 
versy. If the construction which 1s suggested by its opponents 
should be put upon the bill and any unintended hardship follow, 
Iam sure that a succeeding Co $s will be swift to correct ¢ - 
error. I am too much interested in the subject and too desir0 
of speedy relief to jeopardize what is in sight for relatively im™* 
terial details. ee 

Mr. Speaker, it is the philosophy of protection which lies be 
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and justifies this hill. It is the law of self-preservation that de- 


mands it. It is .uite as n that we should protect our- 
selves cheap labor as that we should ourselves 
against the ucts of cheap labor. It is just as im t that 
we should defend our civilization against the ravaging inroads of 
other civilizations when those ravages come through the immi- 
gration of cheap labor as when they come through the product of 
that labor. The forcible remarks just made by the gen 

from Indiana [Mr. Jonnson] followed this line and struck, as it 
seems to me, to the very heart of this controversy. 

The civilizing process, so far as it relates to the products of 
cheaper labor, comes through protective-tariff acts. e can not 
civilize the goods themselves, but we can prevent their invasion of 
civilization; that is to say, we can prevent their lowering the re- 
wards which the American citizen receives for his labor. It is the 
purchasing power of this reward which fixes the character and 
quality of our civilization. 

The civilizing process, so far as it relates to the importation of 
the cheap labor, comes through laws restricting immigration. 
How can these laws so operate as to minimize the deteriorating 
effects of modern immigration? 

Viewed from one standpoint, two classes of people have come 
to this country from other shores. One is made up of peoples 
who, when they mingle with the American people, become Ameri- 
cans; of those who freely and naturally commingle with our peo- 
ple and our ways; who raise themselves to the American standard; 
who love the American flag; who become all that the American 

ple are. Ina few years they are welded to the old stock, leay- 
ing impressions and taking impressions, and producing a gener- 
ally homogeneous result. . a 

he other class ——_ no inherent capacity to assimilate. 
They do not, except in rare and noticeable instances, become ab- 
sorbed into the tissue of our own people. Their fiber never 
changes. —— among us raph ig oy ed of us, they are aliens 
in spirit, in tion, and, gene , in = 

Such a people, in the broadest and most patriotic sense, can 
never be said to be desirable elements in our social fabric. 

If what I have said be true and be understood, I need not waste 
words of o—! on those splendid people who, though of foreign 
birth, have helped to make our country what it is and who share 
with us a just pride in the ificent empire which they have 
helped to make magnificent. ey are less Americans than I 
take them to be if they oppose the spirit of this measure. 

The disturbing, the tening, fact is that the character of our 
immigration has radically changed in the last twenty-five years. 
From some countries we have received a brave, stalwart, and de- 
sirable le; from others we have received an increasing horde 
whose influence is, and has been, distinctly deteriorating and 
demoralizing. It is against the latter that we would rouse the 
spirit of patriotism, and, if that will not suffice, we appeal toa 
spirit of self-interest. 

The proof is at hand. By the census of 1890 we learn that out of 
every million of native-born white inhabitants of the United States 
898 were inmates of prisons; out of every million of foreign-born 
whites 1,768 were inmates cay ; 

Out of every million of native-born whites, 829 were paupers in 

houses; out of every million of foreign-born whites, 3,131 were 
paupers in almshouses. 

To put it in another form, in proportion to the population there 
are twice as many foreign-born white prisoners as native born. 
There are nearly four times as many foreign-born white paupers 
eo” unnecessary eadi Noel ld 

-omment is , if not mis] ng. Noeloquence cou 
paint = more vivid words the appalling facts which these figures 
presen 

Let us now examine another item of proof more convincing, 
perhaps, than that just adduced. 

During the ending June 30, 1896, the number of immigrants 
T of the United States was 848,267. These brought 
With them money amounting to $4,917,318, or $14.30 each. How 
long did that sum suffice to support these new additions to our idle 
millions? How long was it until these poor people became a pub- 
lic charge or took the bread out of the mouth of some American 
workman or workwoman by underbidding for his or her job? Isit 
for any such purpose that our gates are thrown open and the toiling 
masses of other lands invited tocome in? Have those whoare here 
no rights that we are bound to t? Every man who was born 
ae or has adopted our flag has an equal right with every other, 

ut I submit that he has a greater, an infinitely greater, right 
n those who are yet in the homes of their fathers across the 
water. Unhappy the country and distressed the people which do 


hot recognize and assert that right. 
b In the same connection we learn that, while the average amount 
rought by the German t was $30, the Russian brought 


$5.75, the Italian $8.50, and the Austro-Hungarian $11.70. No 
man can contemplate these unhappy people without pity: but his 
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pity is more bountiful and effective if expressed before its unhappy 
object has left his home in another country. 

m June 80, 1885, to June 80, 1896, the number of immigrants 
landed at our yo was 4,694,120, and of this amazing number 
approximately 2,500,000 were males above the age of 15. 

e prosperity of this country has been threatened, and adver- 
sity has been and is upon us. Many causes have conspired to pro- 
duce this result. Has the introduction of 2,500,000 able-bodied 
workmen affected it any? Doubtless we can absorb many thou- 
sands of immigrants every year, but we do not want to absorb any 
that we can not ilate. 

Forty per cent, I think, of the immigration of the last ten years 
has been distinctly undesirable. It has demoralized the social 
conditions in many sections of the country. It has demoralized 
labor and wages wherever it has gone. If there is work for him 
to do, the immigrant who is ready to come up to the American 
standard of living is a gain to the community to which he comes. 
The immigrant who will not raise himself to our standard is a 
menace to our civilization, no matter how much work there may 
be for him todo. He has no —— place among us. 

These ought to be self-evident facts; yet we find them disputed, 
I protest that America is not an asylum. We want all to come 
for whom we have work and who can understand us and become 
a part of us; but we do not want and do not welcome any others. 
Let ae man mistake the temper of the American people on this 

int. 

But let us see now if this educational test is calculated to miti- 
gate the evil from which we suffer and from which, if relief does 
not soon come, we must suffer more. 

While intelligence is not the criterion of virtue, it yet furnishes, 
along broad lines, a reasonably safe test. We do not need to look 
about us.to find our proof. It is not to individual instances that 
we need to point. Indeed, it is not to any general law or to any 
generally accepted idea of the value of intelligence that we need 
to look. Considered in relation to its application to this subject 
of immigration, we have only to look to the statistics of immigra- 
tion for the past year. Let any doubting Thomas look at these 
figures here presented. 


Illiteracy of immigrants over 1; years of age, year ending June 30, 1896. 



































Illiteracy. 
Number oceans 
arrived Can | Per- 
Nationality. over 14| Can not |.2otal | cent- 
yearsof| not read or! illiter-| age of 
age. | write. write.| 9 Y: ae 
j 
Austria-Hun, 3 
Bohemia and Moravia --........ 2,096 9 231 240 11. 45 
cia and Bukowina-........... 11, 165 634 6,107 | 6,741 60.37 
SS a Sea 6, 261 434 5,281) 5,915 36.38 
Hu OY ceiierinmenddactend dethinetidh ecamiaiinn 27,581 653 | 12,154 | 12, 807 46.51 
LN AR a 003 1 1 45| 14.46 
mmark ....... Chaat cmniticaghiin tilniin 2,720 2 2 26 95 
France, including Corsica -........... 2, 112 x 95 108 | 4.88 
ee an octnnemaieeeinmneninante 25, 334 87 713 | 750 2.96 
eds cbugGedabthe bine Gonees 7 3 517 520 26.21 
i ibtitttbmoadidghndabapeces saanit 57,515 25 | 31,374 | 31,309 54.59 
dink chnattionadeedeanbaqnsy Ridin cia 48 48 4.16 
IED cha khinhhanitinhanieieeebicmeiinionaaet 7,818 36 57 93 1.18 
adnan mngidilinninkaquneiee 2, 067 17| 1,589) 1,606 7.69 
fascial todphiey anidineniriptiainie ertadannel 604 2 125 | 127 21.08 
RSMO (PROPER) «2.200 cncces ace ccccee 85,198 | 1,667 | 12,816 | 14,483 41.14 
I ciatiictaniniics ctitindiliatitendelie diveibih atniba 5, 576 274 385 659 11. 8 
Ee RE LEE ESS SER 517 17 230 247 47.78 
earns ey dacnetoelieiianlibchbelieiaibidaetal 329 19 33 52 15. 81 
At PE | SSE TS 18, 824 73 146 219 | 1.16 
I is dite id ie anpeniiciiepenciy BE Bice sean 16 16 .79 
DIO TD BIUTORO So oon gee cn cnns concee 140 + 4t 31. 43 
_ Raich ti tiisiend ecdcalewssduue 15, 622 93 757 850 5.44 
fand adie de ke Ania scadedien snl gaetioniie 87, 496 158 | 2,473 | 2,626 7 
a ds en ian tcniien cto ciditedicsecpeseanninel 2, 806 1 119 160 | 5.70 
a eel s + 139 143; 12.54 
All other countries. .................. 11,476 860 | 2,317 | 3,177 27.16 
Grand total....................- 200, 526 | 5, 066 | 78,130 | $3,196 | 28.63 





It requires only a cursory examination of this table to disclose 
some interesting and exceedingly instructive facts. 

Among other things to be Hacerned in it is that the ability to 
read and write would seem to be a reasonably safe test of the de- 
sirability of an immigrant. No doubt there are many illiterate 
immigrants who will make good citizens, and many immigrants 
who can read and write who are wholly undesirable; but, in the 
main, this table indicates that the proposed test is strikingly and 
unexpectedly feasible and effective. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Buck] made 
a very eloquent and forcible speech against the imposition of any 
barrier against the admission of foreigners to our shores; yet he 
admitted that the American people wanted such a measure as this 
passed, and declared that even in his own city, among his own 
constituents, there was an overwhelming sentiment in its favor, 
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He was, of course, compelled to assert that his people were wrong, 
and that their sober second thought would lead them to the other 
opinion. 

ri am ready to admit, Mr. Speaker, that the people are some- 
times wrong; perhaps they are often wrong. If this question had 
sprung up in a day; if we had not had time for reflection; if the 
American people in the field and workshop, busy or idle, at work 
or in the quiet of their homes, had not been for years thinking 
upon these things, it might, with some force, be urged that they 
had not given it fair and calm consideration. But they have been 
thinking of it, they have been suffering, and they have appre- 
hended at least this cause of their sufferings. ey have con- 
victions stronger, deeper, more uncompromising on this subject 
than on any other in the domain of politics, and they demand 
action, prompt, vigorous, and effective. Shall we give it to them, 
or shall we, in the calm comfort of our own surroundings, say 
that they do not know what they want? For my part I have 
neither the desire nor the presumption to disobey them. 

Mr. Speaker, let me indulge a moment in retrospect. The da 
after my first nomination as a candidate for Congress I addr ; 
to a gathering of my fellow-citizens who had assembled to con- 
gratulate me, the following words: 

We welcome tothe soil of America every man who can become and expects 
to become a respectable and industrious part of our people; who can assimi- 
late our ways and our civilization; who will become in the highest and best 
sense an American. It has been said that the gates of Castle Garden swing 
inward. That is right: they ought to swing inward; they must swing in- 
ward. But they must be locked. They must open only to him who holds the 
key; the key of intelligence, of morality, of health, of civilization; above all, 
the key of peace and good order. er eae not open to the touch of every 
vagabond and criminal, of every anare and pauper, of those who can not 
live and will not live as our American people live. They must not open to 
the touch of him who may hope, or whose training may lead him, to inject 
- ten week og contamination into the healthy life of this patriotic and law- 
adic 5 
Casap gosta but peotention aguas cpap sen, Sarit eeawih mete tap 
effective if they are not supplemented with wise and just laws restrictin; 
immigration. Upon this question I have the most profound and determin 
convictions, and they will find expression if I take a seat in Congress. 

On this, the first ome which has presented itself to keep 
that pledge, I take pleasure in fulfilling it. It is a source of satis- 
faction to add that time and experience have made more profound 
and determined the conditions which 1 then expressed, and to 
renew the promise that my voice and vote will always be found 
on the side of a cause so justly entitled to the approval of the 
American people. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr.DANFORD. I yield such time as he may desire to the gen- 
tleman from lowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr.Speaker, how much time is yielded to me? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has until 4 o’clock and 15 min- 
utes—twelve and one-half minutes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, this question of restricting im- 
migration ought not to disturb gentlemen because of any possible 
partisan character it might under other circumstances have, for 
the reason that both of the great political parties have declared 
in favor of its restriction. It is true, Mr. Speaker, that at all 
times we have not been absolutely frank upon this question in 
our expressions, and in some of the reasons that are given for the 
various provisions of legislation that have engaged the attention 
of the House gentlemen have not always been ingenuous. I 
undertake to say that the purpose of the great mass of the people 
of the United States. and of members of this House, in disc 
this kind of legislation is to curtail largely the immigration tha 
is coming to our shores, 

We have attempted to — this purpose in various phrases. 
We have talked about prohibiting the coming of the paupers, the 
ignorant, the vicious, the diseased; but the real purpose, Mr. 
Speaker, is to lessen largely the thousands and tens of thousands 
that every year are crowding into our labor field. The American 

ple have begun to see that the great duty of statesmanship in 
his country is to lengthen and en the labor field of the United 
Btates, and they are looking to us for the adoption of practical and 
sufficient methods. They will not becontent with legislation that 
may stimulate the building of great mills for the manufacture of 
iron and steel and cotton and woolen products if those mills are 
to be filled with foreigners. They want a labor system that will 
give employment to Americans. we are to be supplied in these 
wants by foreign labor, our people are wise enough to know that 
it makes but little difference to them upon which side of the At- 
lantic the labor is performed. In either case it works the same 
hardship to our people. In either case the day’s labor given to 
the foreigner is a day’s labor filched from one of us. 

Mr. Speaker, if our institutions are to be preserved, if our social 
order is to be maintained, it will be because the labor field of the 
United States each year is to be so enlarged as that places shall be 
found therein for all men who want to labor to find a place; and 
how we shall attain that end and how we shall maintain the pre- 
sent American wage or increase it is the great problem for the 












worthy, they were industrious, they were intelligent. 
were but beginning our great system of internal i 
Then we were just commencing the work of building the 185,000 
miles of railway that we have to-day in the United States. As 
those immigrants arrived at the seaboard the 
meut in that great work, and in its conduct 
West to the ee iries. Then there were milli 
acres awaiting 

labor field was abundant. Then the places waited for the men. 
Not such the conditions that prevail now, Mr. r. Those 
fertile lands are all absorbed. That great field of has been 


dustrious and enterprising — nt 
character of the immigration is largely changed. 







statesmanship of this land. It must be done. Our institutions 
are to be perpetuated, if at all, by the men who hold the bailot 
onl & Ga are to be perpetuated, it will be because ; 
in whic 
ment. Those homes can have that character only when the wave 
is ample, and that can be ample only when the ta 


enlarged, so broadened, so lengthened, that every man may find 4 
place in it at a compensating wage. 


ho 
ose men live are homes of comfort, homes of items. 


bor field is so 


The question that presents itself now is not such a one as existed 


fifty years ago and which was referred to by my friend from Iowa 


{Mr. DOLLIVER] a while ago. He said that during the last fifty 


years it has been the crowning glory of this country that we had 
welcomed many millions of immigrants. Ah! but the conditions 
havechanged. Then the immigrants that came to our shores c:)n9 
a England, from Ireland, from Scotland, from Germany, from 


Scandinavian States. They were. welcome. | were 
hen we 
improvements. 


y were given employ- 
Were carried 

of fertile 
t under the homestead laws.. Then the 


The work has been completed. There are no railways 


numbered by thousands of miles each year now being constructed. 


There are no inviting homesteads awaiting the advent of the in- 

from abroad. Again, tho 
Now it comes 
from eastern Europe. The old sources of supply do not now fur- 
nish the immigrant, save in a numbers. Now 
it is composed of an entirely different class of people from those 
we had to deal with years ago. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt but that this very day, inclement 
as it is, there are thousands and hundreds of thousands of Ameri- 
can citizens who have been crowded out of their places in the 
labor field of the United States by the other and hun- 
dreds of thousands that have come tousfrom abroad. [App!ause 
on the floor and in the eries.}| We have received an averas 
of 250,000able-bodied laborers every year during the last ten years. 
In that way two and one-quarter ons have been added to the 
fifteen or sixteen millions of native Amercans who must work in 
order that they may eat. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Notnow. Iam told that the average earn- 
ings of each of these laborers is about $409 year; so you hava 
the monstrous sum of a hundred million each year that has 
been wrested from the wage earners who bel mliarly to us 
and whom it is our duty first to care for. Ah, Mr. Speaker, this 
is not simply a question of sentiment. It is a question of ptr. ‘- 


ism. It is a question of whether we can keep up the Americin 
wage, of whether we can keep in the labor for our own 
working people to delve in. . Speaker, it is not simply a qucs- 


tion of the lowering of wages; it is not simply that; it is a ques- 
tion of driving out of employment millions of our own people and 
leaving them without any wage at all by this cruel, relentiess, 
merciless competition. ve any of you gentlemen ever tried. 0 
thought, to place yourselves in the position of an American “t- 
zen, industrious, having a family, loving that family, who knows 
that they eat, day by day, as he and that when he is oat of 
employment there is no comfort in hishome? Can you enter into 
his feelings as he leaves his home in the morning to go out into 
the competition which is thrust upon him by this undesirable 1™- 
migration, seeking for a place to work, ing, not for alms, bu" 
for a place where he may labor? Have you tried to follow him 
and his thought as he goes from mati to man, meeting only denial 
every where—e here told there is no demand for labor, that 
the places are all that the seekers are far more numerous 
than the places? Ah, gentlemen, what a dreadful condition 1s 
that in which toplaceour countrymen. And when the long day's 
thus spent, when the shadows of the night come—shadows 10! £° 
dark as those enshrouding his soul—and he turns his face howe: 
ward, knowing what he is to meet there, knowing of the cheer'°ss 
hearth, knowing that there is no light in the window, knowns 
that there is no food in the house, knowing that wife and starv'0g 
children await him—what think you of that ae zee Fancy 
him trying to frame the sentences in which he tell those at 
home of the fruitless, bootless efforts of all that day. And in the 
ighttime, when his child awakens and cries out in its hunget, 
ee le can that man sing to give quiet to that starv0g 


That man has the ballot? Y/ill he be content with existing com 
ditions while he lives in a home like that? Can you expect it 1 
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view of what your knowl 
does not this question rise above all others that have en our 
attention? Is it not primaryin itsimportance? Is it not first 


must be of the action of such a man, 


thing for us to consider how we can so e our labor field that 
our own people can have a place in which to work [applause], so 
that they — their daily bread, so that there may be con- 
tentment in these homes—the homes that inspire political action 
and direct the fatal or the beneficent courses of the ballot? Gen- 
tlemen, that is the question for us. Its importance can not be 
magnified. This bill is not all that it should be. It may in in- 
stances work a hardsh’p, but it is a step in the right direction. 
It will keep out of our lavor field some that are notof us. It will 
give places to some, now unemployed and wellnigh discouraged, 
that are. 

Sentimentalists talk about dividing the blessings of the great 
Republic with all the world. Ah, let us care for our own first. 
Let us keep these places in the American labor field for Ameri- 
cans to delve im. [Applause.] And if there is something to dis- 

nse afterwards, then let us be charitable. Loeeenes) But 
et us be just to Americans. us preserve our labor fields for 
Americans. us see to it that American homes are homes of 
a because American wages are ample. [Loud ap- 
plause. 

Mr. Speaker, so long as that is the case, American institutions 
are safe. Our social order will be secure. Our rights of prop- 
erty will be preserved. Socialism and anarchy find no place in 
contented homes. They are the worst but necessary products of 
overcrowded labor fields. Congestion of labor breeds discussion 
of schemes of redistribution of the world’s wealth. Give to the 
honest workingmen of America the contented and contenting 
homes that are possible when a fair day’s work brings a fair wage, 
and the institutions the fathers gave us willendure. There will 
be no occupation for the pessimist or the foreboding dreamer. 

Mr. Speaker, the working men and women of the country have 
the right to demand this legislation. This is their country. This 
is their labor field. You have no right to giveaway either. The 
labor field of America as much belongs to Americans as does the 
public domain, and is infinitely more important to them. Would 
gentlemen of this House give away to foreigners the public do- 
main? Can you with more right an away the American labor 
field? Mr. ker, a gratitude increases because I am an 
American. love is first for my countrymen and my country. 
I want to see everywhere us and content. I think 
all other gentlemen here feel asdoI. Then, gentlemen, I beseech 
you that we legislate first for our countrymen, for their prosperity, 
for their homes, for the preservation to them of their baer field. 
This conference report is in the main right. It does not do all 
possible, but it accomplishes much. Let us adopt it, and if there 
are evils correet. them some other day. 

Mr. DANFORD. I now ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The House, by unanimous consent, ordered 
that a vote be taken at this time. The question is upon agreeing 
to the conference report. 

The question ae taken, there were—ayes 116, noes 105. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, Mr. SULZER, and others called for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 131, nays 117, 
not voting 107; as follows: 


YEAS—131. 

Adams, Latimer, Skinner, 
Aldrich, T. H. Fowler, La Snover, 
Apsiey, Gardner, Lelghty, 
Arnold, Pa. Gillet, N. Y. Linney, Southwick, 
Atwood, Gillett, Mass. Linton, 9 
Babcock, Graff, Little, Stahle, 
Bailey, Grout, Loudenslager, Steele, 
—. Kans. Hal Mahon, Stewart, N.J. 

n, ‘ ceClure 
Barrett, Hartnan, McCormick, Stone, W.A. 
Bee Colo. Hatch, _ MeCulloch, Strowd, N.O. 
Black Heiner, Pa. McDearmond, way, 

Kk, Hemenway, McEwan, Talbert, 
Blue, Henry, ‘Tate, 
Bowers, Henry, McLaurin, Tayler, 

Sewatee, glen McRae, Terry, 
Broderick, Miller, Kans. 
Ba Hilborn, r, W. Va. 
Claniv Hill, Moody, Tucker, 
or ain Hitt, Morse, Van Voorhis, 
Coff ung, Howard, Northway, 
Cork Howell, Overstreet, Wanger, 
Dani = ” Huff, Pe Warner, 

4b OF Hu lick. yne, ‘as! 

Payton, Huling, Watson, Ohio 
De wmona, Hull, Phillips, Wilber, 
Dinan Pitney, Wilson, Idaho 
Dei Cal. Powers, Wilson, Ohio 
Ene Johnson, Ind. Raney Wilson, 8. C 
Erdn Jones, Russell, Conn. oomer, 
Pairemn} Kem, Scranton, Wright, 

wh Kerr oskum. 
a Knox, Sherman, 
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NAYS—117. 
Abbott, Crowley, Joy, Perkins, 
Allen, Miss. Crowther, Kendall, Price, 
Anderson, Curtis, lowa Kiefer, Rinaker, 
Andrews, Kleberg, Robertson, La. 
Avery, Curtis, N. Y Lacey, Royse, 
Baker, N. H. Danie Lawson, Sauerhering, 
Barney, Dolliver, Lefever, Sayers, 
t, Faris, Livingston, Smith, DL 
Bartlett, Ga. Fischer. Long, Southard, 
P, Fletcher, Low, Spalding, 
Bell, Tex. Gamble, M ire, Sparkman, 
Gi . McCall, Tenn. Stallings, 
Boatner, Griffin, McCleary,Minn. Stewart, Wis, 
Boutell old, McCreary, Ky. Strode, Nebr. 
Bromw Grosvenor, Meiklejohn, Sulzer, 
Buck, Grow, Mercer, Tawney, 
Burrell, Hager, Miles, 
Burton, Mo. Hainer. Nebr. Milnes, Treloar, 
Calderhead, Halterman, Minor, Wis. Turner, Ga. 
Cannon, Harris, Mitchell, Upd ff, 
Catchings, H-vvrison, Mond Van i 
Clark, lowa Henderson, Money, Walker, Mass, 
Cockrell, Hendrick, Moazley, Wellington, 
Gonnetz, Hopki Murphy, Wheeler, 
Cook, Wis. Howe, Noonan, White, 
Cooke, M1. Hubbard, Ogden, Wood, 
Cooper, Tex. Hunter, Otey, Woodard. 
Cooper, Wis. Harley, Otjen, 
i Jenkins, Parker, 
. Johnson, N.Dak. Pendleton, 
: NOT VOTING—107. 
Acheson, Denny, Loud, Robinson, Pa. 
Aitken, Dingley, Maddox, Rusk, 
Aldrich, W. F. ery, y, Russell, Ga. 
Aldrich, IL. Dovener, Marsh, Settle, 
Allen, Utah Draper, Martin, Shannon, 
Arnold, R. 1. Eddy, McCall, Mass. aw, 
Baker, Md. Elle McClellan, Shuford, 
Bankhead, Evans, MeMillin, Simpkins, 
Bartlett, N.Y. Fitzgerald, Meredit Smith, Mich. 
on Goody Millike ions 
" wy, en, Stephenson, 
een, Hadley, Miner, N. ¥. Stone, C. W. 
Brosius, Hanly, Moses, Strait, 
Brown, Harmer, Murray, Strong, 
Burton, Ohio Hart, Neill, Swi 
Chickering, Heat wole, Newlands, Taft, 
Clark, Mo. e Odell, Thorp, 
Clarke, Ala. Hooker, Owens, Towne, 

b, Hutcheson, Pickler, Turner, Va. 
Colson, Kirkpatrick, Poole, rler, 
Cooper, Fla. Kulp, . Prince, Walker, Va. 
Cousins, Kyle, Pugh, Watson, Ind. 
Cowen, Leisenring, Quigs, Williams, 
Crump, Leonard, y, Willis, 
Culberson. Lester, Reeves, Wilson. N. Y. 
Cummings, Lewis, Reyburn, Woodman. 

Lorimer, Richardson, 


So the report of the committee of conference was adopted. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. PIcKLER with Mr. Miner of New York. 

Mr. DInGLEY with Mr. McMILLIn. 

Mr. HawLy with Mr. Mosss. 

Mr. AITKEN with Mr. Hart. 

Mr. DovVENER with Mr. CLaRKE of Alabama, 

Mr. StmmPKINS with Mr. FirzGERALp. 

Mr. DRAPER with Mr. CowEn. 

For this day: 

Mr. DaLZELL with Mr. Cops (Mr. DALZELL for, Mr. Cons 
against the adoption of the report). 

Mr. BincHaM with Mr. DocKERY. 

Mr. Kuxp with Mr. CuMMINGs. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. Swanson. 

Mr. Lewis with Mr. Owens (Mr. Lewis for, Mr. OWENS against 
the adoption of the report). 

Mr. Prince with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. LEISENRING with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. Eppy with Mr. NEILL. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. MAppox. 

Mr. Saurru of Michi with Mr. McCLELLAN, 

Mr. Loup with Mr. KyYLe. 

Mr. Pues with Mr. CuLBERSON. 

Mr. MAHANY with Mr Spencer (Mr. MAHANY would vote against 
and Mr. SPENCER would vote for the adoption of the report). 

Mr. Reysurn with Mr. Berry. 

Mr. Watson of Indiana with Mr. MEYER. 

Mr. Tart with Mr. MEReEpDITH. 

Mr. W1Lu1aM F. ALDRICH with Mr. SHaw. 

Mr. McCatu of Massachusetts with Mr. Denny. 

Mr. Strait with Mr. HEATWOLE. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. Cooper of Florida. 

Mr. HarRMER with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. WoopMAN on this question. 

Mr. COX. My colleague, Mr. Ricuarpson, is confined to his 
room by sickness. I ask unanimous consent that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. My colleague, Mr. DALZELL, is 
absent, sick. He is paired with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Cops]. My colleague, if present, would vote “aye.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have voted in the negative on this question; 
but as lam paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BINGHAM], I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. HEATWOLE, is 
absent in consequence of sickness, and he has instructed me to 
state that he would vote ‘‘no” if present. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I have a letter from my col- 
league on the committee from Ilinois, General MarsH. He 
wishes me to state that he is sick, but if present, would vote 
**no.” 

Mr. MORSE. Mycolleague, Mr. McCALt, is absent, and I have 
no doubt if he were present he would vote “‘ aye.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. DANFORD. I move to reconsider the vote just taken, and 
move to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his question of 


order. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It is with regard to the proposition just 
stated, to lay on the table the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will then consider that, motion 
— 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I make the point or the suggestion that 
on a question of adopting a conference report such a motion to 
reconsider and lay on the table is not customary. I do not remem- 
ber, eng my service in the House, of ever having heard it sub- 
mitted. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. What difference does it make? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. None, practically; but I would like to have 
aruling of the Chair uponit. It might be important hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to understand why the 
House could not reconsider its action. Of course, a motion to 
suspend the rules would not be subject to reconsideration. 

r. BARTHOLDT. The objection I made was. more in the 
nature of a parliamentary inquiry, to find out whether the motion 
was in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not think of any reason why 
it should not be made. Of course, if the gentleman has any sug- 
gestion, the Chair will hear it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I have none, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. DANFoRD] will be laid upon the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill 
(H. R. 9707) making ee for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, in which the 
concurrence of the House was ss 

t 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following order: 


Ordered, That Mr. PRITCHARD be excused as one of the conferees on the 
bill (S. 905) “ granting a pension to Mary W. Keefe,” and that Mr. SHoup be 
appointed to the vacancy. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the concurrent 
resolution to print 5,000 additional copies of the report of the 
delegates of the United States to the Fifth International Prison 
Congress. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
House bill with Senate amendments were taken from the Speak- 
er’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 3319) to increase the pension of Alice De K. Shattuck, 
widow of Lucius H. Shattuck—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

A bill (S. 8311) to increase the pension of Arabella V. Wash- 
burn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3185) granting an increase of pension to John Mc- 
Grath—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3339) granting a pension to Louise E. Perkins—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2818) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1588) granting a pension to Joseph M. Waddell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2487) providing for the establishment of a quarantine 
station at or near Astoria, Oreg.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (5. 1918) for the relief of Louisa S. Guthrie, widow and 
executrix of John J. Guthrie, deceased—to the Committee on 


A bill (S. 2588) for the relief of the Portland Company, of Port. 
land, Me.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 2817) for the relief of the Atlantic Works, of Boston, 
Mass.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 1652) for the relief of the estate of Charles M. Roberts, 
deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Joint resolution (8. R. 100) granting a life-saving medal to Danie] 
E. Lynn, of Port Huron, Mich.—to thc Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (H. R. 9707) making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 646) granting a pension to Francis Brown; 

A bill (S. 878) granting a pension to Jared S. Chamberlain; 

A bill (S. 1128) granting a pension to Isabella Morrow, and 

A bill (S. 3525) to provide for an examination and survey of a 
water route from the mouth of the jetties at the city of Galves. 
ton, Tex., through the ship channel and up Buffalo a to the 
city of Houston, Tex. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Hurr, for two days, on account of business. 
To Mr. Eppy, for five days, on account of sickness in family. 
To Mr. Cousins, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 4 o’clock and 47 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
ee were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
Gen. Nelson A. Miles, president of the Board of Commissioners of 
the Soldiers’ Home, be enn that Congress be requested to 
authorize the Medical oe ge of the United States Army to 
sell medical and hospital supplies at cost price to the Soldiers’ 
Home in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the mcrae ag! ha the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of a report of the Klamath Boundary Commission, with accompa- 
nying communications and a map—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the treasurer of the Brightwood Railway Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia, tting the report of the 
company for the year ending December 31, 1896—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Town Creek, Brunswick County, N. C.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ord to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, rt of examination of Roslyn 
Harbor, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of channels to 
Far Rockaway and Inwood, N. Y.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. Be 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a list of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims, amounting to 
$292,489.88, which have been presented to the Department, aad 
require an appropriation for their payment—to the Committee 02 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a ce! 
tified = an agreement entered into between Commissioners 
of the Government and of the Choctaw Indian Nation, with 
accompanying documents—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever 


ally reported from commi delivered to the Clerk, and refe 
to the several Calendars the named, as follows: 


Mr. GARDNER, from the Committee on Labor, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8731) to prohibit the employ- 
ment of prison labor on Government a he the same 
with amendment, ene an 0. iW 
bill and were referred to the House — 

Mr. OHN, from the Committeeon the Public Lands 


hich said 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





1237 





to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9988) to author- 
ize the entry and patenting of lands containing petroleum and 
other mineral oils under the placer-mining laws of the United 
States, the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2655); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally repo: from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 8541) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Jane 
B. Johnston.” (Report No. 2638.) 

The bill (H. R. 4944) granting a pension to Jaines M. Kercheval. 
(Report No. 2639.) 

The bill (H. R. 9402) granting a pension to Mary D. Griffiths. 
(Report No. 2656.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions: 

The bill (H. R. 9616) to increase the pension of Edward W. Nor- 
toni, late assistant surgeon, Fifty-ninth Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry. (Report No. 2640.) 

The bill (8S. 3407) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Am- 
brose J. Vanarsdel.” (Report No. 2657.) 

By Mr. ERDMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 10083) granting a pension to Henry H. K. Elliott. 


(Report No. 2641. 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 9392) to increase the pension of Daniel Philli 
of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Wisconsin Infantry. ( 
port No. 2642.) 

The bill (H. R. 10088) to increase the pension of Louise A. Rice. 
(Report No, 2643.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 3451) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Rebecca 
P. Quint.” (Report No. 2644.) 

The bill (S. 3516) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Louise 
Van Atter.” (Report No. 2645.) 

The bill (H. R. 9398) granting a pension to Lizzie B. Burrows. 
(ithe bill (EL, R069 Hannah M. Ch 

e bill (H. R. granting a pension to . Cheney, 
of Springfield, Vt. ( rt No. 2647.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 6239) to increase the pension of Elwin A. Scutt. 
(Report No, 2648.) 

The bill (H. R. 8942) to pension Ann Maria Meinhoefer, widow 
of Lewis Meinhoefer, Company B, Forty-first New York Infantry. 
(Report No. 2649.) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
9184) for the relief of Thomas W. Scott, late United States mar- 
shal, ne No. 2650.) 

By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (S. 2855) entitled ‘An act to correct the military record 
of Peter Buckley.” (Report No. 2651.) 

By Mr. WOOMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 4912) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Henry L. Snow. neers No. 2652.) 

_By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
610nSs: 

_ The bill (S. 619) entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Florence W. Buskirk.” (Report No. 2658.) 

_ The bill (S. 2267) entitled ‘An act ting an increase of pen- 
sion to Alvah A. Eaton.” (Report No. 2659.) 


os 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. PARKER, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, reported adversely the bill (H. R. 7654) for 
the relief of Spencer Norfleet; which said bill and report were laid 
on the table. (Report No. 2653.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ae following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
8: 
‘ By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 10154) to extend the time 
Rat the completion of the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba 
‘lway Company through the White Earth, Leech Lake, Chip- 
pewa, and Fond du Lac reservations in the State of Minne- 
we, 1p, the Committee on Indian Affai 
; Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 10155) amending section 1858 
= a Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 10156) for the establish- 
ment of a light and fog-signal station near ok hekmak 


Bay, Cook Inlet, Alaska—to the Committee on Interstate and 


—— Commerce. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 10157) to authorize the purchase 
of additional land in square No. 624, adjacent to the Government 
Printing Office, and to construct thereon such improvements as 
may be necessary for the uses and transaction of the business of 
the Public Printing Office—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

y Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 10158) to promote 
education in military science and tactics in the University of 
Arizona—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 239) admitting 
free of duty needlework and similar articles imported by New 
York Association of Sewing Schools for exhibition purposes—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A memorial of the senate of the Ne- 
braska legislature, in favor of the independence of Cuba—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SNOVER: A memorial of the Michigan legislature, ask- 
ing eee of House bill No. 4339—to the Committee on Military 

rs. 


By Mr. ANDREWS: A memorial of the Nebraska State senate, 
es to Cuban independence—to the Committee on Foreign 
airs. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were ome and referred as follows: 

ny . CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 10159) granting a pension 
to _ Wesley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

= r. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 10160) for the relief of Capt. 
Philip G. iar the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 10161) for the relief of the 
heirs of Catharine Gillin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H. R. 10162) granting a pension to Lieut. 
Col. Ogden Street—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 10163) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of John W. Alloway—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 10164) to increase the pen- 
sion of Jeremiah Hackett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 10165) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Benjamin F. Dayton—to the Committee on 
— Affairs. 

B r. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 10166) granting a pension 
to’Clinton Ayres—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Pueblo 
County, Colo.; also petition of miners of Crested Butte, Colo., 
protesting against the restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of 2,457 citizens. comprising 
business and professional men, of Davenport, Iowa, for the pas- 
sage of proper legislation repealing the provision in sundry civil 
bill for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, requiring the War 
Department to collect a rental or toll from the Tri-City Railway 
Company on its cars running over the Rock Island Bridge—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of D. 8. Fairchild, M. D., against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1552, for the further prevention of cruelty to ani- 
mals in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, petition of faculty of Stevens Institute of Technology, 
Hoboken, N. J.; president of Luther College, Decorah, Iowa; 

resident of Carleton College, Northfield, Minn.; president of 

eaton College, Wheaton, Ill.; dean of Hamilton Theological 
Seminary, Hamilton, N. Y.; president of Central Tennessee Col- 
lege, Nashville, Tenn.; board of trustees of Western Reserve 
University, Cleveland, Ohio; and president of Iowa College, Grin- 
nell, Iowa, in favor of the bill to restrict vivisection in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petitions of William A. Wayland, 

George Holtzer, and other citizens of Chillicothe, Ohio, protesting 
| against the passage of the Sherman bill to abolish ticket broker- 
age—to the Sonmniites on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. HENDERSON: Paper from the National Association of 
| Post-Office Clerks of Evansville, Ind., favoring the passage of 
| House bill No. 3273, for the classification of postal clerks—to the 
| Committee on Rules. 

_ By Mr. PARKER: Resolutions of the Eleventh Ward Repub- 

lican Club, of Newark, N. J., upon the Cuban situation, asking the 
Paons of belligerent rights, etc.—to the Committee on Foreign 
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SENATE. 


THURSDAY, January 28, 1897, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsury, D. D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. NELson, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


COAST FISHERIES OF FLORIDA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of February 15, 1895, a report relative to 
the extent and condition of the coast fisheries of Florida; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

ISLAND OF JAPONSKY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of April 13, 1896, the facts concerning the location and resi- 
dence of one Michael Travers upon the Island of Japonsky, in the 
harbor of Sitka, Alaska; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrRoOwNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 7864) to amend the immigration laws of the United 
States. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 646) granting a pension to Francis Brown; 

A bill (S. 878) granting a pension to Jared S, Chamberlain; 

A bill (8. 1128) granting a pension to Isabella Morrow; and 

A bill (S. 8525) to provide for an examination and survey of a 
water route from the mouth of the oe at the city of Galveston, 
Tex., through the ship channel and up Buffalo Bayou to the city 
of Houston, Tex. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a telegraphic communica- 
tion from the governor of California, transmitting a joint resolu- 
tion of the legislature of that State, praying for the passage of the 
Nicaragua Canal bill; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


CAPITOL, SACRAMENTO, OCAL., January 27, 1897. 
President of the United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Senate joint resolution No. 9, on the Nicaragua Canal. 


Whereas there is now before Congress a bill to secure construction of the 
Siesagee Canal, entitled H. R. bill No. 35, introduced by Hon. Mr. Manon; 


an Whereas the State of California, the Pacific Coast, and our entire country 
will be materially benefited by the beneficent work: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate of the State of California (the assembly concurring), 
That we respectfully but urgently request the Con: of the United States 
to enact said bill at its present session, securing to our country the great 
benefit of a short, cheap waterway between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, 
free to all on equal terms, without discrimination, under control of the United 
ee pen Thee = vernor of California is respectfull uested to tel 

Resolved, a e alifornia es! ele- 
gregh these repotetiens to the honorable President of the Senate and honor- 
able Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

JAMES H. BUDD, 
Governor of California. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Association 
of Business Men of Quincy, Ill., praying for the ratification of 
the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BRICE presented the petition of Rev. W. A. Leonard, bishop 
of Ohio, and a petition of sundry citizens of Ohio, praying for the 
ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation tending 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petitions of Rev. W. F. McCauley, pastor 
of the Fifth Presbyterian Church, of Toledo; of F. R. Pargellis, 
president of the Toledo Christian Endeavor Union, of Toledo; of 
O. W. Kurtz, superintendent of public schools of Minerva, and of 
the Wise Company, of Butler, all in the State of Ohio, praying 
for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in the Capitol building; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens and business 
men of Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, 


relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to tho 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Association, of Cincinnati; of A. B. Voorhees, of Voorhees, Miller 
& Co.; of Messrs. Louis Stix & Co.; of Stewart Shillito, and tho 
National Lead Company, of Cincinnati, and of Bo Bros, & 
Co., of Cincinnati, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Henry Haacke, of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 
—— for the restriction of immigration; which was ordered to 

ie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I present the memorial of Henry Nelson 
Loud, of Au Sable, Mich., in relation to monetary standards. | 
move that the memorial lie on the table and that it be printed ag 
a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON.presented — of the Chamber of Commerce 
of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the of the so-called Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Minneapolis, 
Minn., remonstrating against the ratification of the pending arbi- 
tration treaty with Great Britain; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Minnesota National Guard 
Association, of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to preserve the dignity of American flag; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the house of representatives of 
Minnesota, praying for the election of Senators _ @ direct vote 
of the le; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Master Car Builders’ As- 
sociation, remonstrating against the oe of a metric system 
of weights and measures; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Minneapolis Division, No. 117, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for 
the of the so-called Erdman arbitration bill; of Senate 
bill No, 2984, relating to contempt of court; of the so-called Phil- 
lips industrial commission bill, and of the so-called antiscalper 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of sun citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, and a petition of Union Star Council, No. 204, Order of 
United American Mechanics, of Fernwood, Pa., praying Congress 
to recognize the independence of Cuba; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the leading colored citizens of 
Evanston, Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called Cameron 
resolution, relative to the condition of affairs in Cuba; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ramey, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to preserve the dignity of 
the American flag; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 


Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of the Commercial Exchange 
of Des Moines, Iowa, Praying for the establishment of a depart- 
ment of commerce and manufactures; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Evangelical Alliance for the 
United States, praying for the ratification of the pending arbitra- 
tion treaty with Great Britain; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the memorial of F. L. Douglass, of the Mid- 
land — of Moines, lowa, and a memorial of sundry = 
zens of Atlantic, lowa, remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called Loud bill, relating to caeeneekie mail matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the American Association of 
Inventors and Manufacturers, remonstrating against the delay 10 
furnishing better facilities for the carrying on of the business of 
the Patent Office; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of sundry ministers of Gladbrook, 
Iowa, and a petition of the Woman’sChristian Temperance Unions 
and the Woman’s Missionary Society of Washington, Iowa, pray 10s 
for the enactment of legislation hibiting the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in the Capitol building; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. . 

He also presented a mem of the National Plate Printers 
Union of America, remonstrating against the enactment of les!s- 
lation providing for the reduction of the salaries of Government 
employees; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Serv1ce 
and Retrenchment. 

He also presented petitions of the Methodist Church of Letts, 
of the United Brethren Church of Letts, and of the Womans 
Christian Temperance Unions and the Woman's Missionary ~~ 
ciety of Washington, all in the State of lowa, praying for the 












on to raise the. of protection for girls to 
3 ct of Columbia and the Territories; which were 
referred to the Committee oh the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the fac of the Hartford 
Theological Seminary, of Hartford, Conn., pra for the ratifi- 
cation of the arbitration treaty with Great ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented petitions of the Grand Army of the 
Republic in national encampment assembled in the city of St. 
Paul, Minn., September 4, 1896; of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Department of Kentucky, of Louisville, Ky., and of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Nebraska, of Omaha, Nebr., 
praying that an priation be made for the construction of a 
national soldiers’ home for the benefit of old, infirm, and disabled 
Union soldiers south of the Ohio River, and also for the passage of 
House bill No. 8589, providing for the purchase of a site for such 
a home on the old Lincoln farm in Larue County, Ky., and for 
the construction thereon of a soldiers’ home for the benefit of sur- 
viving Union soldiers; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Frankfort, Ky., 
praying Congress to recognize the independence of Cuba; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Boston Fruit and Prod- 
uce Exchange of Boston, .» praying for the ratification of 
the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the New England Sabbath Pro- 
tective , Bishop R. 8. Foster, D. D., LL. D., president, and 
Rev. M. D. Kneeland, secretary, praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Cleveland Paint, Oil, 
and Varnish Club, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
Honse bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Freie Presse, of 
Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation. 
restricting immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Camp No. 7, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, of Chicago, Ill., praying Congress to recognize 
the independence of Cuba; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of William Thompson, of Chicago, 
Ill., praying for the establishment of Government postal savings 
banks; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Presbyterian Ministers’ As- 
sociation of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the of Senate 
bill No, 2846, to protect State antigambling laws from nullifica- 
tion through interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone. or other- 
wise, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented the petitions of T. P. Elam and Frank Elam, 

of East St. Louis; of Cordelia Kirkland, of Chicago; of J. M. 
Snow, of Chicago; of the Association of Business Men of Quincy, 
and of John E. Bradley, president of the Illinois College, of Jack- 
sonville, all in the State of Illinois, ying for the ratification of 
the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
_ He also presented petitions of tenants and business men occupy- 
ing the Tacoma Building, in Chicago, I1l.; of J. W. McCauley, 
secretary of the National Postage Movement, of Chicago, Ill.; of 
Clifford & Lawton, publishers of the Upholsterer, of New York, 
N. Y.; of the Military Tract Press Association of Dlinois, of Ma- 
comb, Jll., and of Henry W. King & Co.,. of Chicago, Ill., praying 
for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the New Kentucky Coal Company, 
of Chicago; of the nd & Kasper Company, of Chicago; of 
Becker, Mayer & Co., of Chi : of the Salter Silk Company, of 
Chicago; of C. F. Gunther, of Ghlcuge: of Jenkins, Kreer & Co., 
of Chicago; of the Phelps, Dodge & Palmer Company, of Chi- 
cago; of the Kilbourn Shoe Company, of Chicago; of the McNeil 
& Higgins Company, of Chi ; of M. A. Richardson, Jr., & 
Co., of Chicago; of George W. Trout & Co., of Chicago; of the 
Butler Doll Stand Company, of Chi ; of H. Cohn Son, of 
piicago; of William Wrigley, Jr., & €o., of Chicago; of John M. 
— & Co., of Chicago; of J. Witkowsky, of Chicago; of W. M. 

oyt & Co., of Chicago; of the Golden Novelty Manufacturing 

’ mpany, of Chi ; of the J. H. Fenton Company, of Chicago; 
W the Allen B. Wrisley Company, of Chicago; of the Weber 
R28 Company, of Chicago; of Mack & Co., of ae of E.S. 
pee of Chicago; of E. Hoffman, of Chicago; of the Chicago 

rash Company, of Chi ; of the Union Bag and Paper Com- 
pany, of and of Bangs, Wood & Bangs, of Chicago, all 
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in the State of Illinois, and a petition of the Florence Manufactur- 


ing Company, of Florence, Mass., praying for the passage of the 
so-called Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the 


Mr. BURROWS. I present the petition of S. J. Willey, chair- 
man, and Harry Whiteman, secretary, of the State central com- 
mittee of the Union Republican party of Delaware, and 18 other 
citizens of Wilmington, Newcastle County, Del., praying for the 
appointment of a joint commission to inquire into the political 
conditions existing in that State, averring that they are not those 
of a republican form of government as contemplated by the Con- 
stitution of the United States. I move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of the Woman's Executive 
Committee of Home Missions of the Presbyterian Church of the 
United States of America; of the Detroit Paint, Vil, and Varnish 
Company, of Detroit, Mich.; of Clifford & Lawton, publishers of 
the Upholsterer, of New York City; of R. D. Palmer, secretary 
of the Leather Manufacturers’ Association of New Jersey, of New- 
ark, N. J.; of George W. Todd, president of the Diamond State 
Iron Company, of Wilmington, Del.; of Vail Bros,, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa.; of Yates Hickey, superintendent of the American 
Railway Literary Union of Philadelphia, Pa.; and of the Tobacco 
Board of Trade of Baltimore, Md,, praying for the passage of 
the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
—_— were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented a petition signed by the pastor and 51 
members of the congregation of the Evangelical Church; of the 
superintendent and 12 officers of the Baptist Sunday schéol; of the 

tor and 36 members of the congregation of the Christian 
hurch, and of the president and 8 members of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union and sundry other citizens of Dayton, 
Oreg., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2846, to protect 
State antigambling laws from nullification through interstate 
gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise, etc.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented the petition of Rev. 
A.C. Grier, pastor of the Church of the Good Shepherd, of Racine, 
Wis., praying for the ratification of the pending treaty with Great 
Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Omro, Wis., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was referred 
to‘the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented the petitions of A. V. Bishop, of Milwaukee; 
of J. 58. Hart, of Racine, and of J. M. Batz, and C. B. Willis, of 
Sun Prairie, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the passage 
of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. HOAR. I presenta petition of the American Peace Society, 
which is that, after a very clear and powerful statement in favor 
of the ding arbitration treaty, this society, which has been 
engaged in the cause of peace among nations for three-quarters 
of a century, desires that, after thorough consideration of its pro- 
visions, the Senate shall act upon the pending treaty favorably. 
I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the New England Woman's 
Press Association, praying for the permanent preservation of the 
U.S. frigate Constitution; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before the order of petitions is passed, I will 
state that Iam daily in receipt of a large number of individual 
letters not in the form of petitions to Congress exactly, and yet 
that is the meaning of them. They are so numerous. and coming 
from individuals, not being put in the form of petitions, I do not 
feel like presenting them to the Senate, and yet I want the Senate 
to know that among the people of Kansas, and especially among 
the clerical brethren and the newspaper people, there is a strong 
sentiment in favor of the early ratification of the arbitration 
treaty. 

TREASURY STATEMENT. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I present a communication from the Secre- 
of the Treasury, transmitting a statement showing the con- 
dition of the Treasury Department March 1, 1885, March 1, 1889, 
and March 1, 1893. I move that the communication and state- 
ment lie on the table, and that they be printed as a document. 
The notion was agreed to. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


Mr. CHANDLER, I present the petition of Hugh C. Brown 
chairman of the Republican State committee of Delaware and 
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188 others, citizens of Delaware; of the 12 ublican ward 
committees of the city of Wilmington, and of the Republican 
committees of the counties of Newcastle, Kent, and Sussex, Del., 
praying that the petition of Col. Henry A. Du Pont, with his 
claim to a seat in the Senate from the State of Delaware for the 
full term commencing March 4, 1895, be again investigated by 
the Senate, and that, on reconsideration of the case, Mr. Du Pont 
may be seated. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. McMILLAN. _Ireport back a from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, sundry Senate bills, and ask that they 
be postponed indefinitely, House bills on the same subjects-matter 
taking their place. 

The bills were postponed indefinitely, as follows: 

A bill (S. 2354) to pay the Prospect Hill Cemetery Association, 
of Washington, the award made under the act of December 21, 
1893; 

A bill (S. 3489) to authorize the Washington and Glen Echo 
Railroad Company to obtain a right of way and construct tracks 
into the District of Columbia 600 feet; 

A bill (S. 3450) to amend the charters of the Eckington and Sol- 
diers’ Home and Belt railway companies of the District of Colum- 
bia; and . 

A joint resolution (S. R. 177) to amend section 1 of the act 
approved June 10, 1896, chapter 395, relating to the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home Railway Company. 

Mr. BACON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3239) for the relief of the estate of Richard 
Lawson, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported an amendment intended to be proposed to the Indian 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

r. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3569) to provide a life-saving station at or 
near Green Hill, on the coast of South Kingston, in the State of 
Rhode Island, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
the subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
= 8614) to aid in the improvement of the navigable channel of 
the South Pass by closing the existing crevasse in Pass a Loutre 
in the Mississippi River; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3347) to provide for the closing of the Pass a Loutre cre- 
vasse, near the mouth of the Mississippi River, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was —— indefinitely. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Bacon on 
the 19th instant intended to be —- to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7906) to grant an 
honorable discharge to Adam Hand, as first lieutenant of Company 
B, One hundred and eighty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania In- 
fantry Volunteers, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

r. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 710) to remove charge of desertion 
against James A. Crouch, submitted an adverse report thereon, 
which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3003) for the relief of John S. Friend, of 
Eldorado, Kans., asked to be discharged from its further consid- 
eration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Depre- 
dations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


‘was referred the bill (S. 3613) granting a pension to Mary Macauley, 


widow of the late Brig. Gen. Daniel Macauley, United States Vol- 
unteers, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3584) granting a pension to Louise A. Rice, widow of Bvt. 
Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Rice, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6528) to increase the pension of Clara L. Nichols, widow 
of Bvt. Maj. Gen. W. A. Nichols, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
himself 


estry, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by 


-att, of Phi 


on the 23d instant, intended to be to the cultural 
appropriation bill, ried favorably , and asked that it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed: 
which was to. : 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings ang 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7088) to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building, and for 
other conees rted it without amendment. 

Mr. TIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1524) to execute the findi of the Court 
of Claims in the matter of William B. Isaacs & Co., reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2253) for the relief of Barzillg 
C. Hudson, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re. 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 9666) to correct and amend the military record of John 
Long, late private, Company H, Thirty-first iment Missouri 
babes onsen reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re. 
po’ ereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3551) to authorize the entry and 
patenting of lands containing petroleum and other mineral oils 
under the placer-mining laws of the United States, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Gray on the 27th 
instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 9734) to provide an American register for the bark 
E. C. Mowatt, of Philadelphia, Pa., reported it without amend- 


ment. 

Mr. FRYE. Iask unanimous consent that the bill just reported 
may take the place of Order of Business 1302, being the bill 
(S. 3398) to provide an American register for the bark FE. C’. Mow- 

hiladelphia, Pa., and that the Senate bill be indefinitely 


postponed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it is so 
ordered. 
PORTLAND (ME.) QUARANTINE STATION. 


Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2308) providing for the purchase 
by the Government of the quarantine station at Portland, Me., to 
report it favorably, with amendments. I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill may now be considered. It is ay 8 warmly recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Treasury and the Surgeon- 
General of the Marine-Hospital Service, and in order to have it of 
any use at the present session it ought to go shortly to the other 
House, if it is to be at all. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendments of the committee were, in section 2, line 8, to 
strike out “‘ 1896” and insert ‘‘1897,” and in line 10 to strike out 
**1897” and insert ‘*1898;” so as to make the section read: 

That the sum of $12,000 be, and is hereby, a yerintes. out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not arene eaperrs of which geen, or so much 
thereof as may be n * be applied for the pu of said quar- 
antine establishment, and $6,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for 
the maintenance of same during the remainder of the year ending June 
30, 1897, and the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amen4- 
ments were concurred in. _ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rea 
the third time, and passed. 


ST. PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS AND MANITOBA RAILWAY. 


Mr. PETTIGREW, Iam directed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3603) to extend the time 
for the completion of the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba 
Railway Company through the White Earth, Leech Lake, Chip- 
pewa, and Fond du Lac Indian reservations in the State of Min- 
nesota, to report it favorably without amendment. 

Mr. NE N. LIask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill just reported. . 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3615) to gent increase of 
pension to John Walker; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. ; 
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Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3616) granting a pension i 


Peter J. Osterhaus, a brigadier- in the Union Army in 
late rebellion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 3617) granting a pension to Jack 
Clifford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on Pensions. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted an amendment intended to 
be pro by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be piinted, and referred, with the accompanying peti- 
tion, to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by’him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
. Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil — riation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


REBECCA GILBERT. 


On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate be. and he is hereby, directed to 
withdraw from the files of the Senate all papers filed in connection with Sen- 
ate bill 2933, granting a pension to Rebecca Gilbert, and forward them to her 


at Ada, Ohio. 
PACIFIC RAILROAD LIENS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Railroads be, and they are hereby, 
instructed to inquire and report to the Senate whether the executive depart- 
ment has, by existing iaw, authority to foreclose the Government merwree 
or lien on the Union ‘ific and Kansas Pacific railroads, or either of them 
and sell the property and assets thereof, without additional le tion, and 
inquire and report what authority, if any, the President of the United 
States or the Attorney-General may possess to contract with any person or 
persons in advance of a fo re and sale of such property, or any part 
thereof, respecting the amount that shall be bid by contemplated urchasers, 
and whether it is not the duty of the President under existing law, before 
causing a foreclosure of such mortgage or lien, to direct the Secretary of 
the Treasury to * eem or otherwise clear off all the paramount liens, 
mortgages, or incumbrances upon such property by paying the sums law- 
fully due in t thereof, out of the ury;* and that in the mean- 
time, and pending the report of the Committee on Pacific Railroads, the 
Attorney- cnaval be and he is hereby, directed torefrain from entering into 
any further or additional stipulations or agreements respecting the sale of 
said prepecknee any portion thereof, or any fund arising therefrom, or in 
any manner belonging thereto or connected therewith. 


Mr. ALLEN. Before the request for present consideration is 
submitted to the Senate, I desire to say a few words in explana- 
tion of the resolution. 

_ On the 23d of this month the Senate adopted a resolution call- 
ing for information from the Attorney-General respecting a stipu- 
lation he had entered into with the reorganization committee of 
the Union Pacific Railroad Company as to the minimum amount 
that should be bid by them for the Union Pacific in the event of 
a foreclosure and sale of that property. 

_ The response of the Attorney-General to the resolution is found 
in Document No, 88, second session Fifty-fourth Congress, and I 
will read from it briefly. Iread the letter of the Attorney-General 
in response to the resolution. It is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., January 23, 1897. 


Sir: L have the honor, pursuant to the Senate resolution of this date, to 
say that an agreement has been made with what is commonly known as the 
reorganization committee of the Union Pacific Railway Company | 
the foreclosure of the Government lien on property of said company. 

transmit herewith a copy of the letter of the ident of the United States 


under authority of w the agreement was made and foreclosure proceed- 
are a commenced, and copies of the correspondence which embodies 
men 


The names of fs gion who comprise the reorganization committee 
are as follows: d, chairman; Jacob H. Schiff, T. Jefferson 
Coolidge, jr., Chauncey M. Depew, Marvin Hughitt, Oliver Ames, 2d. 
These papers set forth all the information called for by the resolution. 
After the closing of the ment [ designated the United States Trust 


Company of New York as depositary, and thereupon, upon the 2ist 
tennant, the gum of $4,500,000 was 8 deposited arate te confor t , with the 

agresmen: p certificate represen such de now 
the hands of the Secre’ of the Treasury. 


1 have the honor to be, with great respect, our obedient servant, 
" Vee a ° 
orney- eneral. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


gi Accompanying this is a letter from the President of the United 
tates to the Attorney-General, as follows: 
EXECUTIVE MANsIoNn, Washington, January 12, 1897. 
DEAR Sir: The bill which has been for some time pending before the Con- 
Brain Prcyiding for the adjustment and extension of the indebtedness of the 
in the H “ to the Government of the United States has been defeated 
In the case of 
default in the pa: having 
a for the foreclosure of the lien u 
the lien security of the United States, you are here 
So prey alons of-an-eetot Congress passed March 3, 1887, after 
such precautions and perfecting arrangements as are possible to 





assure as far as practicable the payment of their indebtedness to the Gov- 
ernment asa result of the suits now pending or others to be instituted, 
take such proceedings in the courts as shall be needful to protect and defen 
the rights and interests of the United States in t+ of such indebtedness, 
and to take steps to foreclose the mortgages or liens of the United States 


upon the prope of these railroad companies. 


In the case of the other aided Pacific railraads as to which no foreclosure 
suits are pen , & different situation is erates. which requires further 
me - bes ore deciding the course taken by the Government. 

ours, truly, 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Hon. Jupson HARMON 


Attorney-General of the United States. 


The Attorney-General sets out in a letter to Louis Fitzgerald, 
chairman of the reorganization committee, of No. 120 Broadway, 
New York, certain modifications he insists on being put in the 
stipulation that was subsequently entered into between the Attor- 
a and the reorganization committee respecting the 
price that is to be paid for these properties in the event of fore- 
closure and sale. It is sufficient to state that the Attorney-Gen- 
eral insisted upon $45,754,059.99 instead of $45,000,000 offered by 
the reorganization committee. 

Mr. President, as I understand the stipulation between the 
ae Se and the reorganization committee, as far as I 
can gather it from this document, it embraces the subject of a 
sale of the Union Pacific and Kansas Pacific railroads in their 
entirety—the roadbed, the right of way, the terminal facilities, 
the sinking fund, the lands granted in aid of their construction 
that have not yet been disposed of, and all the securities that are 
held for lands that have been contracted; in other words, that 
the reorganization committee, or those for whom they may act 
by virtue of the purchase to be made, will be subrogated to all 
the rights of the present corporations. . 

Without ae the Senate any length of time on this mat- 
ter, it is sufficient for me to say that the sinking fund alone 
amounts to $14,000,000 or $15,000,000, and that is secured, I under- 
stand, in the form of Government bonds. The lands granted in 
aid of the construction of these roads amount to about 18,000,000 
acres. Many of them have been contracted to be sold to private 
individuals and corporations, but the contracts or securities for 
unpaid balances are yet the property of the corporation. 

A dispute has arisen also re ting the terminal facilities of 
the roads, and especially of the Union Pacific. The Union Pacific 
occupies and owns a large bridge at Omaha across the Missouri 
River, costing many thousands of dollars to construct; it owns 
valuableterminal facilities at Council Bluffs, Iowa; and altogether 
it is highly important that Congress should know exactly what 
is to be conveyed by the decree of foreclosure when entered. The 
resolution which I have just offered calls for information through 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads respecting all these matters, 
so that Congress can act intelligently upon the subject when it 
comes before it. 

There is another thing, Mr. President, and a very important 
matter, in connection with the resolution, and I desire to call par- 
ticular attention to it. The President of the United States has 
directed the Attorney-General to foreclose and protect by legal 

roceedings the interests of the United States in these properties. 

e does that by virtue of the act of Congress of March 3, 1887, 
found on pages 488 to 492, inclusive, of the twenty-fourth volume 
of the United States Statutes at Large, as he says. The only por- 
tion of the act which bears on the question now before the Senate 
is found in section 4, and I will read it: 

Sec. 4. That whenever, in the opinion of the President, it shall be deemed 
necessary to the protection of the interests and the preservation of the secu- 
rity of the United States in respect of its lien, mortgage, or other interest in 
any of the property of any or all of the several companies upon which alien 
seer enee other incumbrance paramount to the right, title, or interest o 
the Uni States for the same property, or any part of the same, may exist 
and be then lawfully liable to enforced, the Secretary of the Treasur 
shall, under the direction of the President, redeem or otherwise clear o 
such paramount lien, mortgage, or other incumbrance by ying the sums 
lawfully due in respect thereof out of the Treasury; and the United States 
shall ae become and be subrogated to all rights and securities there- 
tofore pertaining tothe debt, mortgage, lien, or other incumbrance in respect 
of which such payment shall have been made. It shall be the duty of the 
Attorney-General, under the direction of the President, to take all such 
a and proceedings, in the courts and otherwise, as shall be needful to 

eem such lien, mort: , or other incumbrance, and to protect and defend 
the rights and interests of the United States in respect of the matters in this 
section mentioned, and to take steps to foreclose any mortgages or liens of 
the United States on any such railroad property. 

The important thing in this section is the first duty it imposes 
on the President of the United States, and that is, that whenever 
the lien of the United States upon any of these bond-aided roads 
is imperiled in any respect, it shall be the duty of the President 
of the United States not to direct the Attorney-General to fore- 
close, but to direct the Secre of the Treasury to redeem or 
clear off, to use the language of the statute, the title of the supe- 
rior lien holder. 

Mr. President, if you were = the bench and the question 
were submitted to you, you would hold that the first duty incum- 
bent — the President or incumbent upon the trustee, whoever he 
might be, would beto protect the second lien liolder by aredemption 
of the property from the lien of the first lien holder. You could 
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not, in a proper construction of that statute, direct a foreclosure of 
the mortgage on the Government lien without taking steps to sub- 
rogate the United States or the interest of the second lien holder 
to the interests of the first lien holder. Has the President of the 
United States taken any steps to cause the first liens to be paad off? 
Not a thing has been done, as I understand it, and I regret the 
chairman of the committee is not present this morning to hear 
what I say. There is no pretense that the President of the United 
States or the Secretary of the Treasury has made any effort to 
redeem this property. I will not go further and say that no effort 
of that kind will be made, but I do say that it is the duty of the 
President of the United States—and he should be bound by the law 
as much as the humblest citizen of tHe land—to direct the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to redeem these properties strictly in accord- 
ance with section 4 of the act quoted. It is important for us to 
know whether that has been done. It is important for us to know 
whether that will be done or not. 

Suppose, in a proceeding to foreclose the Government lien by 
the Attorney-General, parties defendant should in their answer, 
or in their plea, or in whatever form the question might arise, 
say that the power, under the statute, of the Attorney-General to 
foreclose was dependent upon a compliance or an attempt to com- 
ply in the first imstance with the first provision of the section, 
would it not be a good defense, because he only has power to fore- 
close the lien after the Secretary of the Treasury has exhausted 
the duties imposed upon him or required to be performed by him 
under the law? 

The right of the Attorney-General to foreclose is a secondary 
right dependent upon the fulfillment of, or at least an honest at- 
tempt to fulfill, the first-provisions of the section. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
whether the law prescribes that specifically or whether that is his 
conclusion from the reading of it? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will read the section again for the benefit of 
the Senator from Georgia, or that portion of it bearing on this 
question, and he can draw his own conclusion: 

Sec. 4. That whenever, in the opinion of the President, it shall be deemed 
necessary to the protection of the interestsand the preservation of thesecurity 


of the United States in respectof its lien, mortgage, or other interest in any 
of the property of any or all of the several companies upon which a lien, 
mortgage, or other incumbrance paramount to the right, title, or interest of 
the United States for the same property, or any part of the same, may exist 
and be then lawfully liable to be enforced, the Secretary of the ~~ 
shall, under the direction of the President, redeem or otherwise clear off suc 

paramount lien, mortgage, or other incumbrance by paying the sums lawfully 

nue in respect thereof out of the Treasury. 


The language is mandatory. 
Mr. BACON. Then does the provision for foreclosure follow 


at? 





Mr. ALLEN. The provision for foreclosure follows that, it ‘is 
true, but certainly the Senator from Georgia will not claim that 
the President has power to direct a foreclosure by the Attorney- 
General without first having attempted to comply with the pro- 
visions of the statute I have just read. 

Mr. BACON. The Senavor will not understand me as taking 
issue with him from the fact that I am asking him a question, 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no; I do not. 

Mr. BACON. I am asking it that I may be enlightened. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK. I ask the Senator to yield simply for a question. 
I should like to ask the Senator if in his judgment the statute 
which he has just read bars the United States from the right to 
foreclose upon these roads without first paying off the prior liens? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President; I do not take any position of 
that kind. I do take the position, however, that if the President 
of the United States obeys the law as youand I are required to 
obey it, he will direct the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem the 
prior lien and carry out the mandatory provision of the law. 

Mr. CLARK. Then I understand the Senator to take the posi- 
tion that no foreclosure should be attempted by the Executive of 
the United States until the United States has first paid in full, out 
of the money in the Treasury and the money of the people, the 
prior liens upon the road. 

Mr.ALLEN. Either paid in full or made an honest attempt to 
“—* full. That is my position. 

r. CLARK. We certainly could pay them if we made the 
attempt. I can not believe that the Senator wants the Govern- 
ment of the United States to pay out of the Treasury of the United 
States all the money that is due on the first-mortgage liens upon 
the road before the Government shall take action to foreclose. 
I can not believe that, because I know the Senator from Nebraska 
as * eminent jurist and a friend of the people of the United 

es. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wishtheSenatorfrom Wyoming could believe it. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, may I—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me answer the Senator from Wyoming, and 
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President, in this bluster 


then I will yield. Thereis nothing, Mr. 
that the ‘‘ Senator from Nebraska ” can not believethat the Pres lent 


ought to pay out of the money in the Treasury a ient amount 
to redeem these properties from the superior liens. Mr. President 

that is the plain mandatory of the law. It says tho 
President of the United States direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to redeem these properties, and it says he shall direct 
him to redeem the properties out of the money in the Treasury of 
the United States. If the policy laid down in the statute is wr: 
it was for Congress to determine that fact when the statute 


ng, 
was 


The Senator from Wyoming may excuse his conscience if he de. 
sires to; he may excuse the President of the United States from, 
failure to comply with the law if he sees proper; he may charac. 
terize me in ironical terms if he sees fit; I care nothing for either, 
nor for the la ge he may use ding me. I say there is no 
honest man on the face of the earth, not moved by personal or 
party motive, who can construe the of section 4 of the 
statute in any other way than that it is the bounden duty of the 
President of the United States to cause the Secr of the Treas- 
ury to redeem these properties out of money in the Treasury. |] 
through the statutes, the history of these roads, from 1862 down to 
the present time, there runs the thought that it would be the duty 
and the province of the Government to take these roads and own 
and operate them, and I challenge the Senator from Wyoming or 
any other Senator to dispute that statement. I now yield to the 
Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. I thought I would like to get the Senator's opin. 
ion on the true construction of the statute, because it has, I will 
say very plainly, troubled me. The last clause in the section, as 
the Senator knows, is this: 

And to take steps to foreclose any mortgages or liens of the United States 
on any such railroad property. 

What I wish to inquire of the Senator is whether he thinks or 
does not think that that gives the President a definite an inde- 
ora et as disconnected from what has gone before it’ 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Connecticut knows quite well 
that he can not disconnect sentences and sections of an act bear- 
ing upon a given subject; that they must be construed in pari 
materia. Now, look at the provisions of the act—— 

Mr. PLATT. It is simply the question whether he has both 
remedies or whether it is all one iy. 

Mr. That is, whether it furnishes remedies in the 
alternative or not? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is not couched in the language of the alterna 
tive. Following what I read some time ago, after the Secretary 
is required to redeem, the section says: 

And the United States shall there m become and be subrogated to all 

ts and securities theretofore to the debt, mortgage, lien. or 
incumbrance in respect of w: such:payment have been made 

The payment must be made by the Secretary of the Treasury 
out of money in the Treasury, and the Government by force of the 
fact becomes subrogated toall the rights of the prior lien hv lders. 
Suppose it should er that the Government of the United 
States is not in a condition to make and can not, by force of cir- 
cumstances which can not be removed, make the redemption. then 
Iadmit under such circumstances, if the Government can not 
comply with the first requirements of that section, independent of 
the statute and by force of law that exists outside of statutes. the 
Government would have a right to go into the courts of equity of 
the country and foreclose the m 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will permit me, the statute having 
provided for the redemption of the prior mortgage under ‘he 
clause which the Senator read, then is a period, and it pro 


ceeds to say: 
It shall be the duty of the A -General, under the direction 0° the 
President, to take such sae 


and proceedings, in the courts and ote 
wise, as shall be needful to redeem such lien, mortgage, or other incum: 
brance. ee and defend the ts and interests of the Unite: 
States in of the matters in this mentioned, and to take steps 
to foreclose any mortgages or liens of the United States on any such railroad 


Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. The question which I confess has trouble! me 8 
whether that authorizes the President to direct the Attorney- 
General to make foreclosure when there has been no prior effort 
to redeem the prior mortgage. I think that it does, but | «1 not 
sure about that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me put to the Senator from Connecticut 4 
question, and let us see if that does not come pretty nearly 10'e™ 
oe this statute as it ought to be interpreted. Suppose the 

of the Treasury should attempt to make the redempto? 
contemplated in this act, and the holdersof the first-mortg:+° ~ 
refuse to receive the money in redemption, as they would clear y 
have a right to if they saw fit in that case, the President is oN 
a direct the Attorney-General to foreclose the |e? 
protect interest of the Government. But the Senator from 
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Connecticut will not deny that the Government of the United 
States, through the executive department, would have that power, 
entirely apart oa of thestatute. But how can the 
President excuse hi and how can the Senator from Connecti- 
cut excuse the President from follo ; out the ene ie. 
yision of this law, which says he shall d the Secretary of the 
Treasury to redeem from the first liens with money in the eye 3 

Mr. PLATT. Iam not trying to excuse the President. Ast 
Senator will remember, I was simply desiring to get his opinion 
as to the construction of the statute, to which he has given a 

eat deal more attention than I have. The proper construction 
of the statute has troubled me a good deal, and I wanted to know 
what the Senator thought about it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hold this to be the true construction of this 
statute: First, that the President of the United States shall require 
the redemption of these properties from the first lien holders by 
money out of the Treasury, if that can be done; and if it can not 

done, or the holders of Se Sam lien will not receive their 
money and the properties are becoming impaired in any respect, 
it is the duty of the President to direct the Attorney-General to 
foreclose the lien and preserve the properties by the appointment 
of rece.vers, or in any other usual form known to courts of equity. 
But be can not, Mr. President, I repeat it, justify himself in the 
eyes of the world if he fails to fulfill the law of the country and 
ignores the first provision of the statute. I understand well he 
miy stand out doggedly and say, “I will not,” and, in the lan- 
uage of Boss Tweed, ask, “‘ What are you going to do about it?” 
can understand that mental attitude of the President of the 
United States, but if he is a faithful servant of the people, if he 
has registered an oath to see that the laws of this country are 
fulfilled, he can not comply with the full requirement of that 
oath without causing the provision of this act, among others, to be 
carried into effect. 

There is another important matter, and I will notice it just a 
moment, and that is the power of the Attorney-General to enter 
into a stipulation with specified persons respecting the sale of 
property that has not yet been foreclosed and offered for sale. Of 
course the Attorney-General is much more of a lawyer than I am, 
but I have never yet heard of a complainant, before his lien was 
foreclosed upon property, and where the sale by force of law must 
be pub.ic to all ‘bidders who may see proper to bid, going to pri- 
vate individuals and entering into a stipulation for the sale of the 
property at marshal’s sale, and, as my friend from Georgia [Mr. 

ACON| says, at 50 cents on the dollar, or any other sum. It is 
not 0 cents on the dollar in thisease. If you will take the termi- 
nal facilities of these roads; if you will take their bridge privi- 
leges; if you will take the sinking fund, amounting to millions of 
dollars—$17,000,000, says the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Suiru|—and their equity in the 18,000,000 acres of land which 
were granted in aid of their construction, the bid is not 35 cents 
on the dollar,in my judgment. Who ever heard of the complain- 
ant, before his mortgage was foreclosed, going toa private individ- 
ual or corporation and entering into a written contract, fixing the 
price the marshal should receive for the property? Yet that is 
exactly what has been done here by the Attorney-General. 

Mr. President, these proposed purchasers, the reorganization 
committee, at the head of which . Fitzgerald stands, wanted 
the Attorney-General to exact of any other proposed purchaser— 
fearing that there might be other purchasers or proposed purchas- 
ers—a stipulation to advance a certain amount in cash as a condi- 
tion precedent to their right to bid. The Attorney-General could 
hot accept that condition. That is one thing he would not do. 

Here is this property that is to be put up at auction and sold 
according to a decree at ‘s sale, contracted in advance of 
the entering of the decree, contrae@d in advance of the making 
up of the issues in the case, contracted in advance of the taking 
of testimony in the case, to specified individuals, or to a specific 
fennization, by the Attorney-General, and without law or au- 

ority in the Executive authorizing it. 
lone PTesidtent, Con has jurisdiction of this matter; it be- 
: th to the legislative department of this Government; and yet 
; th's precedent of the President of the United States is to be fol- 
— and his action is to go unrebuked by Congress, these prop- 
. = “nounting to one hundred and thirty or one hundred and 
Con. million dollars, will be taken completely out of the control of 
— and left with the Attorney-General and whomsoever he 
$s a See fit to dicker with on the subject, and we will have nothing 
® Say about it. We have recently Seon deprived of the privilege 
of legislating respecting Cuba. The distinguished gentleman 
standing at the head of the State Department has taken that mat- 
ter out of our jurisdiction; he has taken out of our jurisdiction 
oe ine our relations with Great Britain; all our foreign rela- 
of State. oot ee ee tothe President and Secretary 
> he estic relations, our interna: affairs, are 

Wratten as ~- 0 — by an Executive order of the 
ingly without « hited States to the Attorney-General, seem- 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolution 
which has been read. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to give that unanimous consent if it is the 
purpose of the Senator from Nebraska to have the resolution 
referred or di ed of without further debate, and on that con- 


dition, but I not give unanimous consent for the further 
debate of the question. 

Mr. THURSTON obtained the floor. 

Mr. GEAR. I wish to give notice that, at the conclusion of 
the remarks of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Tuursron], I 
shall request that the resolution go over until to-morrow under 
the rule. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me suggest to the Senator, why not let the 
resolution be adopted and go to his committee now? 

Mr. GEAR. I should prefer to examine it. 

Mr. ALLEN. May it not stand so that it may come up in the 
morning as unfinished business? 

Mr. GEAR. Ishould object tothat. I shall ask at the conclu- 
sion of the remarks of the Senator from Nebraska that the reso- 
lution go over. 

Mr. HURSTON. I was only about to state, Mr. President, 
that I desire the indulgence of the Senate to ask that the resolu- 
tion go over until to-morrow, as before it goes to the committee I 
desire to address the Senate on the subject-matter. 
ane VIGE-PRESIDENT. Theresolution will go over under the 

e. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, 
on the 26th instant, approved and signed the following acts and 
joint resolution: 

An act (S. 319) for the relief of telegraph operators who served 
in the war of the rebellion; 


An act (S. 1725) authorizing the Kansas City ahd Gulf Railway 


Company toconstruct and maintain a bridge across the Red River 
at the city of Alexandria, La.; : 


, 


An act (S. 3071) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Monongahela River, from the borough of Braddock to the 
town of Mifflin, Pa.; and 

The joint resolution (S. R. 133) authorizing Surg. P. M. Rixey, 
of the Navy, to accept from the King of Spain the grand cross of 
naval merit with the white distinction mark, in recognition of 
services rendered to the officers and sailors of the Santa Maria, 
who were injured by an explosion on that ship. 

message also announced that the President of the United 
States had, on the 27th instant, approved and signed the following 
acts: 


An act (S. 637) granting a pension to George M. Brooks; 


An act (S. 937) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E, 
Comly, widow of Maj. Clifton Comly; 

An act (8S. 1690) granting a pension to Richard Brookins; 

An act (S. 2008) granting a pension to Fanny Moale Gibbon; 


¥ act (S. 3182) granting a pension to Susan E. Cunningham; 
an 


An act (S. 3375) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Columbia River, in the State of Washington. 


PROPOSED RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 
Mr. LODGE submitted the following conference report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment to the bill H. R. 7864, “An act to amend the immigration 
laws of the United States,’ having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


That the Senate recede from its amendment, and agree to the House bill 

ith amendments as follows: 

Strike out in the first section all after the words “admission to the United 
States the following” and insert the following: 

‘All persons physically capable and over 16 years of age who can not read 
and write the English language or the language of their native or resident 
country; but a person not so able to and write who is over 50 years of 

e and is the parent or grandparent of a qualified immigrant over 21 years 

ageand capable of supporting such parent or grandparent may accompany 
such immigrant, or such a parent or grandparent may be sent for and come 
to join the nas a child or grandchild over 21 years of age, similarly 

m= 

Strike out the present section 2. and insert a new section, as follows: 

“Sec. 2. For the purpose of testing the ability of the immigrant to read 
and write, as required by the foregoing section, the inspection officers shall 
be furnished with copies of the Constitution of the United States, printed on 
numbered uniform pasteboard slips, each containing not less than 2 nor 
more than 25 words of said language, and the immigrant may designate the 
language in which he prefers thetest shall be made. Each immigrant shall 
be required to draw one of said slips from the box and read, and afterwards 
write out, in full view of the immigration officers, the words printed thereon. 
Each slip shall be returned to the box immediately after the test is finished, 
and the contents of the box shall be shaken up by an inspection officer be- 
fore another drawing is made. No immigrant failing to read and write out 
the slip thus drawn by him shall be admitted, but he shall be returned to the 
country from which he came at the expense of the steamship or railroad 
com y which brought him, as now provided by law. The inspection officers 

keep in each box at all times a full number of said printed pasteboard 
in the case of each excluded immigrant shall keep a certified memo- 
randum of the number of the slip which the said immigrant failed to read or 
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copy outin writing. If in any casefrom any unavoidable cause oe fo: ing 

ps are not at hand for use, the inspection officers shall carefully and thor- 
oughly test the ability of the im nt to read and write, using the most 
appropriate and available means at their command; and shall state fully in 
writing the reasons why the slips are lac , and describe the substitute 
method we for testing the ability of the immigrant.” 

Strike out the present section 8 and insert a new section, as follows: 

*Sxc. 8. That the provisions of the act of March 3, 1893, to facilitate the 
enforcement of the imm tion and contract-labor laws, shall apply to the 
persons mentioned in section 1 of this act.” 

Strike out present sections 4, 5, and 6 and insert as follows: 

“Szc. 4. at it shall hereafter be unlawful for any male alien, who has 
not in good faith made his declaration before the proper court of his inten- 
tion to become a citizen of the United States, to be cm ~ on any public 
works of the United States, or tocome regularly or habi y into the United 
States by land or water for the purpose of engaging in any mechanical trade 
or manual labor, for wages or salary, returning from time to time to a for- 
eign ere 

“Szo. 5. That it shall be unlawful for any person, partnership, com y; 
or corporation knowingly to employ any alien coming into the United States 
in violation of the next preceding section of this act: Provided, That the 

rovisions of this act shall not apply to the empleyment of sailors, deck 
Sends, or other —_ yees of vessels, or railroad train hands, such as con- 
ductors, engineers, brakemen, firemen, or baggagemen, whose duties uire 
them to pass over the frontier to reach the termini of their runs, or to t- 
_—- or guides on the lakes and rivers on the northern border of the United 
tates. 

* Sec. 6. That any violation of the provisions of sections 4 and 5 of this act 
by any alien or citizen shall be deemed a misdemeanor, punishable by a fine 
notexceeding , or by imprisonment for the term of not exceeding one year, 
or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court: Pro- 
vided, That all persons convicted of a violation of section 4 of this act shall 
be deported to the counety Spans they came. 

“ Seo. 7. That notwithstanding the provisions of this or any ofher existing 
law, the ereey of the Treasur 7 pore aliens to enter this country 
for the purpose of teaching new or industries under such rules and regu- 
lations as he may provide.” 

Add a new section, as follows: 

“Suc. 8. That this act shall not auply to persons arriving in the United 
States from any port or place in the Island of Cuba, during the continuance 
of tie present disorders there, who have heretofore been inhabitants of that 

and.” 


to any conference which may be called by the Uni 
7 other nation, and provides for pa: —_ 7 
t does not compel the President to initiate an international con. 
ference, whether the time has arrived and due preparations have 
been made forit or not; anditis not desirable bow compulsion 
should be ordered. The responsibility for action or nonaction wil] 
be his, and there need be no desire to take it from him in view of 
his utterance upon accepting the nomination of his party, namely; 

The Republican party has declared in favor of an international agreeme 
and if elected President it will be my duty to employ all proper means} 

The bill does not name the place where a conference must be 
held, but leaves that question to be settled according to the pref. 
erences of the nations which are to paes te in it, and to the 
convenience of the greater number of the delegates. It would be 
exceedingly unwise to absolutely require that the conference shall 
be held in the United States. 

The bill does not undertake to declare what the action of this 
Government will be in case the conference shall fail to establish 
bimetallism. Toinsertal ative provision that in such an event 
the United States alone proceed to the free coinage of silver 
would necessarily prevent a successful outcome of the conferencg 
if one ensues, and, moreover, would certainly defeat the passage 
of this bill through both Houses and its era by the Presi. 
dent. It would be as rae a rejection of the bill as would be 
a vote of the Senate to indefinitely postpone it, and the responsi- 
bility for the first defeat of the new movement for bimetallism 
would fatally rest upon those who claim to be the special cham- 
pions of silver. 

Mr. President, this bill for an international bimetallic confer. 
ence has been deliberately presented in a body a majority of whose 
members are well known to be in favor of the free coinage of sil 
ver by the United States independently of other nations, and who 
believe that no successful result will come from the conference, 
But it is presented to them in the belief and after the assurance 
that they are not unwillin co allow the experiment to be again 
tried, under favorable a ces, and with a universal hope that it 
may secure the adoption of a system of bimetallism by the leading 
commercial nations of the world. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp 
shire yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do. 

Mr. TURPIE. Idesiretoask theSenator from New Hampshire 
if the bill provides for a time for the meeting of the conference? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It does not provide any time for holding the 
conference or where the conference shall be held, or that the con- 
ference shall be held within a particular time. It leaves the 
whole subject in the discretion of the incoming President. 

This bill is also presented, Mr. President, in the form which is 
preferred by the friends of the measure who have faith that it will 

rove useful, effective, and successful in its t purpose. It 
Seni for its passage upon the votes of those Senators who have 
no such faith. They can defeat it by direct votes against it. 
They can defeat it by amendments destructive of any hopefal 
scheme for an internationalagreement. Such a result, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I do not, I will not, anticipate, but will ask in the public 
interest for the speedy and unanimous adoption of the bill as it is 
now proposed for the consideration and decision of the Senate. 

Mr. President, I have little more to add to what I have said, 
except to say that I think the Senator from Utah [Mr. CANNON], 
upon reflection, will withdraw his amendment and will not ask & 
vote of the Senate thereon. The Senator’s proposition is that the 
conference shall be held in ghe United States. It is perfectly well 
known that the Western Hemisphere is for bimetallism; al! the 
countries of North and South America—certainly south of Can- 
ada—are in favor of the use of silver as stan money. ‘they 
all concur with the desire of the bimetallists of the United States 
in favor of bimetallism. What is desired is that we shall con 
vince the great and wealthy nations of Europe that it is important 
to return to the free coinage of silver under a fixed ratio and ia 
accordance with the principles of bimetallism. There are te2—— 

Mr. BACON. Will the ator allow me? “as a 

Mr. CHANDLER. In one second, There are ten nations 
Europe whom it is desirable to have participate in an internatlo 
orNow I pield to the Senator from 

ow e Sena’ Georgia. : 

Mr. BACON. I desire toask the Senator from New Hampel 
whether he understands that this bill, if it shall be passed ’ the 
form introduced by him, will confer upon the President | des 
United States the authority to call such a conference if he dec! 
that it is advisable to do so? sno that 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will answer the Senator by sayin 
the President would — question have that authority. Bem 
language of the act au the President te appoint com 
sioners to any conference by the United States or any 


Insert a new section, as follows: 

* Sxc. 9. That any alien who shall, in violation of this act, or any other ex- 
isting law, secure entry into the United States without inspection or exam- 
ination, or through mistake, misrepresentation, collusion, deception, or om. 
sag Be taken into custody by the properly authorized immigration officers 
within thirty days after the facts become known to them; and such alien, 
upon a special inquiry at the most convenient place, conducted acco to 
section 5 of the immigration act of March 3, 1893, shall be dealt with as pro- 
vided by law for alien immigrants upon their first arrival.” 

Strike out the present section 7 and insert as follows: 

“So. 10. That this act shall take effect J a 1, 1897.” 

ENRY OCABOT LODGE, 
WM. E. CHANDLER, 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
L. DANFORD, 
STANYARNE WILSON 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. HALE. Does the Senator desire to ask for the considera- 
tion of the report at this time? 

Mr. LODGE. No; Ido not propose to call it up at present. 
Let it be printed for the information of the Senate, and I shall 
call it up at a later time, after it shall have been printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed and go 
over. 

Mr. GORMAN subsequently said: I ask consent that House 
bill 7864, which is the immigration bill, on which a conference 
report was submitted to the Senate to-day, shall be printed as it 
would stand if the conference report were ado , 80 that we 
may understand the entire provisions of the bill. It has gone 
over until to-morrow, and the printed bill can be here by to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I sup that was understood in the 
order which the chairman of the committee obtained. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ithink not. I think the order embraced onl 
the ordinary conference report, but I desire now to have the bi 
printed as it would stand if the conference report were adopted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope that will be done, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it is so 
ordered. 

INTERNATIONAL MONETARY CONFERENCE. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3547) to provide for the representation of 
the United States by commissioners at any international mone- 
tary conference hereafter to be called. 

e motion was agreed to; and the Senzte, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, this bill represents a new 
movement beginning in the United States for the establishment 
_ bimetallism, the unlimited coinage of silver and gold as stand- 

money. 

The provisions of the bill are in the form desired by its friends; 
substantially in the lang of three previous authorizations 
under which United States delegates were appointed to interna- 
tional monetary conferences, and’ of one under which no action 
was taken. 

It simply authorizes the coming President to appoint delegates 
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ion, and appro Eo ; 
ae ae the authority to the President of the United States, 
which he will not hesitate for a moment to exert if he believes 
that the conference ought to be called. : : 

Mr. BACON. I will ask the Senator—as it might be a question 

which lawyers might differ, as to whether or not that power 
upon wy' ; 2 ante 
is conferred under the present oo ay there is any objection 
to specifically sayin, t ‘the President of the United States is 
hereby clothed with authority, in his discretion, to call such a 

ference?” 

Coos CHANDLER. If there is any need of that I should have 
no objection; but I say the friends of this movement have conned 
the language of this bill with the utmost care, and they have 
sought to avoid all just criticism. We might have said, ‘at any 
conference called by the President of the United States,” but we 
understood for this p , With this amount of money, and with 
this authority to appoint commissioners, the President of the 
United States by absolutely necessary implication has the power 
to call the conference. : 

Mr. BACON. I desire to say, Mr. President, that I am of the 
opinion that the measure proposed should not be hampered in any 
way and that those who are moving in it should not be embar- 
rassed by the incorporation in this bill of any provision which is 
not agreeable to them. In other words, I desire that they shall 
have full opportunity to carry out the programme which they have 
po to inaugurate. At the same time I am anxious that 
this bill, if it passes, shall be in such lan that there shall be 
no doubt about the fact that the President of the United States is 
clothed ee by the bill with the power to call this confer- 
ence in Europe, if you please, but with power to call it, so that if 
it is not called there will be no doubt as to where the responsibility 
for nonaction rests. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There can be no possible objection to hav- 
ing that fact a distinctly if it is not now a necessary impli- 
cation of the bill. The President not only has this money to 
expend and the power to appoint commissioners, but he has the 
power to initiate a conference. 

Now, I revert, Mr. President, to the suggestion I was making 
in reference tq the amendment of the Senator from Utah, in order 
to say that 1 do not think, under the circumstances I have sug- 
gested, it would be wise for us to ask six or ten nations of Europe 
to send commissioners to the United States, when it is so much 
more easy and more appropriate for us to send commissioners to 
them. I therefore hope the Senator, to whose remarks I have 
listened with attention, will withdraw his amendment. 

1 also earnestly ask my friend of a lifetime [Mr. Stewart] not 
to precipitate upon this bill a proposition that, if an international 
conference is held, it shall then be the law of the land that the 
free coinage of silver by the United States alone shall take place. 
I ask that of the Senator from Nevada, knowing that he is sincere 
in his ae of free coinage, believes it ought to be adopted for 
the interests of the country and the interests of mankind, and does 
not wish to embarrass or defeat any honest effort to accomplish 
the result he has so much at heart. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, I have no disposition to em- 
barrass or hinder the an of this bill. I observed in the pub- 
lic press that our English friends were sraoane te the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Wotcort] that it would proper and 
necessary for the United States to first adopt free coinage in this 
country, and that if we did so England would enter into a nego- 
tiation with us in regard to our tariff, requiring a reduction of 

only 10 per cent, and then they would consider the question. It 
Was for the purpose of bringing that suggestion to my honorable 
friend here, thinking perhaps he would be willing to conform to 
this English view of the question, that I offered the amendment; 
but if he does not so desire, I shall not press it. 
ne to say a word or two about the humiliating position in 
Which this bill places the United States. My honorable friend 
speaks of it as a new movement, and then tells us that it is in the 
precise language of three other bills which have been passed. It 
ae to me that his own statement robs his other statement of 
; uch force. Weknow very well that we have been making efforts 
or about twenty years to secure the cooperation of Europe in 
establishing bimetallism. As for myself and many others, we do 
hot believe we need their cooperation. I have never heard a rea- 
“Tt ened which has any foundation in fact why we do need it. 
have ¢ — that we want the money of the world; that we must 
to satan same financial system that other countries have in order 
ignore as ae aes Ly oe —— who make this Bo gee 
money; that inte nee ances are never se w 
rnational trade consists of the oe of 
ities 


priating $100,000 for the snares of the confer- 


Commodities; that w : 
and pay them for w ¢ buy European money with our comm: 


hat we buy and what we owe with European 

eee aa do not buy French goods with American money, but 
and with it bey eam France and sell — for eee money 
French goods. Franze sends her commodities to 

country and sells them for money and with it buys 





American goods. But you say we have to send onr gold. Yes; 
we send our gold; but we send it as a commodity, not as money. 
It goes there by weight; it has no function as money in Europe 
any more than our wheat has. 

ere are many grave objections to international money which 
ought to make us hesitate before we enter into any compact with 
the world to have international ae In the first place, if we 
had an international money that was legal tender throughout the 
world our business would be subject to the fluctuations and 
changes of every country of the world. A business man would 
not only have to calculate about the business of his own country. 
but he would have to know the world in order to guard himself 
against fluctuations and disturbances which might occur any- 
where. The idea that commerce can not be carried on without 
international money is against the experience of mankind. Inter- 
national money never has existed, to my knowledge, except in one 
instance. The Latin Union in 1865 formed a com whereby 
the money of France, Italy, Greece, Belgium, and Switzerland 
should be a legal tender throughout that combination. But those 
were small countries, dependent upon France and under France’s 
protection at the time. Thatis the only instance I know of inter- 
national money. 

Money is essentially domestic. It is a great misfortune if it 
has to be exported and sold in other countries. We do not want 
to export our money. Weshould not make an effort to havea 
kind of money that can be exported as such. When we export 
our money we disturb our own business. We might as well 
export our tools and attempt to carry on farming and other voca- 
tions. If you export money you take away the tools of commerce 
and destroy the prosperity of our country. 

The idea of an international conference to establish an inter- 
national money is against experience, and will cause great incon- 
venience to every nation involved inthecomplication. Weshould 
avoid entangling alliances, if possible. This would be the worst; 
and we see what grows out of it. The London press say, ‘‘ If we 
make a —— with you in regard to finances, you must make a 
bargain with us in regard to the tariff.” Thereby they assume to 
have jurisdiction in this country, to control our domestic affairs. 
Shall we surrender it? Shall we surrender to other countries that 
jurisdiction which we think so important? The Constitution 
enjoins upon Congress the duty ‘‘to coin money, regulate the 
ew, a thereof, and of foreign coin.” Shall we give that upand say 
we have no right to coin money according to the Constitution? 
We exercised that right for over seventy years with great benefit 
to our country, and no inconvenience to anybody. 

So I am opposed tointernational money. Iam opposed toallow- 
ing any other country to participate in our domestic affairs. Iam 
in favor of the United States furnishing tothe people an adequate 
supply of money. Individuals can not supply money. If they 
attempt it it is a criminal offense. The Government has 2 com- 
plete monopoly. Itis a part of the sovereignty of the Govern- 
ment to exercise that monopoly; and here we are going to Europe 
to ascertain whether we can legislate for the people of the United 
States. We are going to Europe, to our creditors, to the creditor 
nations of Europe, to the money powers of Europe, to see what 
measure they will mete out to us—what amount of money it is to 
their interest for ustohave. Theinfluenceof Europe has brought 
this country to a sad condition. 

Mr. HOAR, I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada a 
question, if he will allow me. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Lagree myself with a good deal that the Senator 
from Nevada has said about fixing our own money; but I should 
like to ask the Senator whether, after we have fixed our own 
money, and concluded that it is for our interest to have gold and 
silver at a certain ratio, and to have all that is brought to our 
mints coined at that ratio, it would not be a good thing if we 
could persuade the other nations of the world to adopt the same 
policy in regard to it? 

Mr. STEWART. I think not. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator thinks not? 

Mr. STEWART. I think not. 

Mr. HOAR.* Very well; there is where we differ. 

Mr. STEWART. I think it would bea very bad thing. Inthe 
first place, it would rob us of the advantage of acquiring silver. 
Let them stick to gold. Every country on earth which now uses 
silver is more prosperous than it ever was in its history by reason 
of the abundant supply, the United States and Europe not taking 
it. Already Japan is threatening the markets of New England, 
and the reason assigned by the Japanese is cheap silver. They 
boast, and truthfully, that the world can not compete with them. 

Take the article of coal. Thirty years ago coal was discovered 
there. The two metals were then ata parity. They attempted to 
mine it, but they could not compete with English coal sold at 
about $6 a ton. When, however, the divergence came between 
the moneys of the two countries, the Japanese reopened their coal 
mines, and the English were compelled to sell their coal in Japan 
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at a higher price in silver—first $8 per ton, then nine, and finally 
ten and twelve dollars a ton—to get the $6in gold. Japan was able 
to mine and sell her coal for a little over $6 in her own money. 
Her money had remained stable. She opened her coal mines; she 
established a line of steamers to Bombay and another to Australia, 
and now she is establishing one to the United States. She reports 
that she can and will and is driving out English coal and all other 
coal from the Pacific on account of the difference of exchange. 
You may attempt to keep out that coal by a tariff. Suppose you 

ut a tariff of $2 a ton on coal. How would you stand then? 
Gteat could not sell any coal in the Pacific, because she could 
not sell it there for $4 a ton. Japan and China could sell it. 
Why? They would have to pay $4 in tariff duties, if the duties 
were paid in gold, and that would leave them $8. They can de- 
liver it all along there for about $7 in their money. 

Recently a cargo of coal came from China. It was assorted 
coal, different qualities—anthracite, bituminous, and other kinds 
of coal. It was there tested by scientists, and they reported that 
the anthracite coal contained as much heating power as the best 
anthracite that Pennsylvania produces, and that the bituminous 
coal was of high quality. The report is that there are unlimited 
coal fields in China. Wages in China and the difference in ex- 
change will enable her to drive out entirely from the Pacific—she 
= compete with Japan—the gold-standard countries as to that 
trade. 

Japan, in discussing her possible rivals, says she has none but 
China. No rivals in the world can compete with her in any kind 
of manufacturing but China. That is the only rival she has. 
India is put on the road to a gold standard, and her manufactures 
have fallen off. She is no longer supplying the East. Already 
Japan is invading your markets. Her wares arein every city in 
the Union. She can sell her wares for less than the cost of pro- 
duction here and make money at it, after paying the freight, 
which on dry goods is merely nominal in the great tramp steam- 
ers. The universal prosperity of silver-standard countries, by 
reason of the difference of exchange, leads me to wish that the 
United States could have like opportunities. I might trace the 
facts as to all other manufactured articles, for I have followed up 
their trade reports, among others, and show the advantage they 
have over this country, but I will not do it. 

I wish to state, however, that although the pending bill places 
the United States in a most humiliating position, although it del- 
egates to foreign countries control over our domestic affairs, 
although it proposes to deprive the United States of the power to 
make her own laws, I shall not oppose its passage, for the reason 
that a great many people in the United States have been deceived 
and have been made to believe that this country is dependent upon 
foreign countries for its legislation. You madethem believe that 
we were in a helpless condition, and secured many votes by such 
arguments. Although we have tried it for twenty years, and have 
been sent home humiliated and ridiculed, let us tryitagain. But 
I want the time to come when the sending of ambassadors to 
Europe to supplicate the crowned heads to allow us to legislate 
for our own country shall stop. It has to be repeated. Letit be 
repeated. Let us have humiliation. Letitcome. They say that 
if it does not come they must stand the responsibility. Have they 
not tried it for twenty years, and it has not come? They want to 
try itagain. Is it in good faithor is it for the purpose of keeping 
the attention of the American people on the other side of the 
Atlantic while they starve and freeze here in this cold winter? 
Is it for the purpose of diverting their attention and eng 
on the hope of relief in some other way, to prevent them from 
taking the business in their own hands and conducting it as they 
did in the better days of the Republic? Dothe Republican 
mean ever to bring this fake—I call it a fake, an old fake—to an 
end? Will they keep the American people starving and looking 
to Europe for relief? Dotheyintend to make this perpetual? Do 
they expect—they fix no time in this measure—that they can kee 
it going until another election, and another, and another, an 
keep the minds of the people diverted from the real cause of the 
evils which affect them? I do not know but that with the " 
with the railroads, with the banks, with Great Britain, with the 

wer of money, they can keep the people perpetually looking to 

urope for relief until they are prostra and enslaved. It is 
possible. 

It is said that this was a verdict of the people. If it was a ver- 
dict of the people, why did it cost millions? Does it cost millions 
to get an expression of the free will of the people of the United 
States? Ah, it savors of the verdict of money. It reflects on free 
institutions that millions should be required to obtain a verdict 
of the i and it may be possible that those—not my honor- 
able friend—who are manipulating to carry the next election 
want this same thing, this same fake with which to deceive the 
people, so as to secure enough money to get another victory. Of 
course I reflect upon no Senator; but that seems to be the move- 
ment, because the gold press almost universally since the election 
have ridiculed the idea of an international agreement and have 


rather apologized to their gold associates in & 
through this old pantomime 
suance of the promise which they made. The New York 
explains from day to day that they must go through this process 
because they put the promise in the St. Louis platform; that the 
must carry out their pledges to the people; tha 7 
another trial; that Europe must not be offended if we supp! 
them again to be our masters. That is the tone of the gold 
of the United States. There onght to be a time fixed wher 
particular movement, this new movement, as it is called, this old. 
new movement, shall be carried into effect. There should be a 
limit some time in the future, so that the people can know when 
the relief by foreign aid is to come. 
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The Government has a —e of creating money. The busi- 
or want of money. The mann- 

ple are too r to buy. 
ering to-day for clothing. 
e do not want clothing that the mills 
; it is because they can not buy it; and so in every 


. Is that 
tual? Are we to stand by always under the flimsy sin 


of the Constitution and create money in some form, to supply the 


necessities of the people? In the great emergencies of war all 


civilized nations have found a way to create money to relieve dis- 
tress, and more people are a their lives to-day from hunger 
and cold than in the same period lost their lives in battle during 
the war. They are looked upon, I know, by the rich wit. con- 
tempt. They are asked to postpone, to wait—the time will come— 
until they get favors from Europe; but in the meantime, while 
~ are waiting, they are suffering and dying. 

ow, it does seem to me that there ought to be as much power 
in a government in time of peace as there is in time of war. No 
government on earth has ever preserved its existence in emergen- 
cies of war by the use of either gold or silver as money, except in 
one instance. Germany when she fought the French war re- 
mained on the silver basis. She was on the silver basis. Gold 
never carried any nation through war; and if we can not relieve 
the extremities now, which are greater than the distress of war, if 
we have no power to do it, then peace is more horrible than war. 

Look. Every nation in Europe has resorted to the power of the 

vernment to issue leyal-tender money in emergencies. England 

id it in the Napoleonic wars for twenty-two years. During that 
period she pros in her commerce and in her trade, and in- 
creased her wealth more than in anycentury. The United States 
during the great war oe used her power to make legal-tender 
money. She issued first full-fledged greenbacks to the extent of 
$60,000,000, which remained at par with gold during the war. They 
never failed. She then issueda amount of ee. partly legal 
tender, repudiated for certain kinds of taxes. It was not receiv- 
able for customs dues or interest on the public debt. We did that. 
It was admitted by all that it was the instrumentality which 
carried us through the war, because it gave the people money with 
which to do business and develop the country, and it supplied the 
sinews of war. If a government can meet an emergency of that 
kind, why can it not meet the cies which have come upon 
the American people. Never in history of this country was 
there such suffering, such death, and destruction as now, inflicted 
by this terrible scourge, want of money. 

They say we must have the commodity gold, whether or not 
we can get any of it. Doescivilization d d upon any one col 
modity. Does the Government of the United States depend upon 
anysingle commodity? A commodityisnotmoney. If you wow 
take from gold the stamp of every government of the world. with 
fifty x supply on hand, it would not be worth 10 cents 4 
pound. The same would be true of silver if the silver countries 
would treat it as we have. Itis the fiat of government that makes 
money. The material upon which it is stamped designates what 
law bas declared. The only function that either gold or silver 
performs independent of the power of the fiat of government is the 
regulation of quantity. The value of money depends upon the 
quantity, upon the volume as com with population and a 
iness. e two metals are sufficient limitations. The trouble 
with them through all the ages has been that the quantity '@s 
been too small. When the mines were productive, civilizati? 
came into existence. When the mines failed, civilization has dis- 
appeared and barbarism has come as regularly as the sun rises °? 
sets. 


Now, we discard one of the metals, and take the one the less '°” 
ular in production, which the arts and sciences are consumi!™ 
with a rapidity never before known, and St m 
cease if that commodity gives out. The speculators an‘ a = 
nipulators of money have seized upon the situation and bought uP 
the commodity. 


ore than half of all the gold in the world 7 
of Europe under the prevext thal 











they need it in the emergency of war. The balance, nearly all of 
it, all or a sufficient amount to do an fo is held bya 
money combination as ee. If they have a monopoly of 
the money, they have a ypoly of liberty, of justice, and civi- 
lization. Those who hold this commodity also hold in their keep- 
ing the destiny of mankind, and civilization must perish. _ Avarice 
will never lose its grip. It has the gold, and civilization must 
cease unless something else is adopted upon which the sovereign 
will of the Government can be stamped. In the midst of such a 
condition we are asked to wait until the hoarders of gold will re- 
lent. When did avarice ever relent to suffering hum: ? This 

roposed conference will be as idle as the preceding erences. 
i any result is arrived at, it will be some entanglement that will 
make conditions worse. ; 4 ; ; 

I do not believe that President McKinley will appoint men who 
will betray this country. If he does not appoint men that the 
money powers can use, there will be no t. They boast of 
the great commercial power of England, of her supremacy over 
all countries, and she has supremacy because she has monopolized 
this commodity, gold. We can not get it except upon her terms. 
Her terms ure starvation and want. We see her terms im every 
city in the Union. Her terms are advertised in the it, her 
terms are advertised through the press, calling upon 
to contribute to save the tg any who are deprived of 
work from immediate death. were 40,000 im the city of 
Chicago at one time sheltered by the public. How many other 
thousands were without shelter nobody knows. That is the con- 
dition. 

Here are 5,000,000 willing hands excluded from the possibility 
of getting a living in thiscountry. They have to subsist upon the 
charity of those who have something. See the loss, the waste, that 
this is entailing. There is a loss to this Government of thousands 
of millions a year by enforced idleness in attempting to use the 
commodity gold and nothimg else, because the enemies of the 
human race, as are the usurers, have bought up this commodity 
and hold it where we can not have it. Men are going into bank- 
ruptcy every day, losing the accumulations of a ime, because 
they can not convert their property into money and Rey, their 
debts. That is the situation which confronts us oom: ith our 
fine salaries we can live, and see the country mourn, and see the 
distress; we know that the commodity hoarded and we can 
not reach it. And this is called sound money, a safe currency. 
= . r — For the men who can not get it or the men who 

ave hoarded it? 

_ Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Nevada permit me to 
interrupt him simply to theextent of having an amendment read? 

Mr. STEWART. With pleasare. 

Mr. BACON. I will not consume more of the Senator's time. 
Isend the proposed amendment to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. Add at the end of the bill the following as an 
additional section: 


Sec. 2. That the President of the United States is Sea. in the 
name of the Government of the United States, to call, in his discretion, such 
international conference to assemble at such point as may be agreed upon. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will lie on the table 
and be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to 
say that while I do not think that ent is necessary, yet, 
— consulting with the Senator from Iowa now by my side 
(Mr. ALLIsoN], I see no objection to it, and therefore I am en- 
urely willing that it should be adopted. I am very much obliged 
to Go Senator from Nevada for his willingness not to embarrass 


the bill. 


att. St EWART. Iam not willing, while I am occupying the 
ae CHAN DLER. I want to thank the Senator for making so 

Net &@ speech, that is all, and to express my gratitude to him for 
“i 1s to happen after he finishes. 
P r. STEW ART. There is one other thought to which I desire 
- - the attention of the Sate lenk that is the progress which 
tofor sy made in the last year in this great war for liberty. Here- 
— the friends of honest money, the friends of pepaty. have 

iy wwtermixed with the advocates of the commodity gold as the 
only material out of which money can be made. are se 

a me Six and a half million American people declared for 

ine the: - Be lime is drawn, and on the goldbug side of the 
deceive) ue hundreds and hundreds of thousands who have been 
7 vw and have been running after false on the other side 
tion hen vantic, and they will come to us, line of demarca- 
countn, ot drawn between those who favor country, and this 
= an, ‘rst, last, and all the time and those who willingly or 

Wi ingly do the bidding of the money powers of Europe. 
. mae Say they gained a victory. We we would have had 
+ ee majority notwithstanding, if had not voted. But 

amount of money to outvote us the next time. 


I on 
“ay to them, ou have the press, most of it; you have the cor- 
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porations, nearly all of them; you have the banks, nearly all of 
them; you have the money powers of Ear behind you; you 
have every means of subverting the will of the people, but we 
have now a solid phalanx in battle array.” In the eet campaign 
we were forced to organize our forces in the face of the enemy. 
Every effort was made by the Republicans and the gold Demo- 
crats to distract and divide the American ple who believe in 
restoring the laws of the better days of the Republic. Under all 
those difficulties, without money, without a press, without cor- 
porations, without banks, against all that combination we polled, 
as I believe, more than half of the American vote. We did not 





get the colored vote, itis true. We did not get the foreign vote 
that con ates in the cities, because when they come from for- 
eign and go into American factories and workshops they do 


not become Americans, as they did of old when they went upon 
the broad fields and breathed the fresh air. In a single genera- 
tion—yea, in six months—we could convert a European to Ameri- 
can institutions. But what do foreigners learn of American 
institutions in the fetid air of cities, where their surroundings 
are as dictatorial and oppressive as they were in the land from 
which they came? You got them; we got the independent Amer- 
ican voters who—— 

Mr. HOAR. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. When the Sen- 
ator says ‘‘ You have got them,” does he impute all these things to 
the Vice-President? 

Mr. STEWART. When I say “you,” I mean every servant of 
British power. I mean every man who likes to see the people 
miserable and the rich happy—— 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, my point 

Mr. STEWART. Every man who dislikes American institu- 
tions, every man whosays we want a stronger Government to keep 
down the rabble, — man who calls six and a half million 
American people anarchists. 

Mr. HOAR. Lrise to a question of order. 

Mr. STEWART. I mean them when I say “you.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada will sus- 





The Senator from Massachusetts rises toa parliamentary . 


airy. 
Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order, that under the rules 
of the Senate the word “you,” used by a Senator on the floor, 
means the Vice-President, and that it is out of order to attribute 
all these di eful things tohim. [Laughter. | 

Mr. STEWART. I will talk in order, and I will say-“‘the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts and all who cooperate with him in robbing 
the people of their money.” He is the person I meant by “ you.” 
I mean those who smile when the people suffer. 1 mean those 
who call the masses of the American people anarchists, those who 
deride them, those who want stronger governments to oppress 
them, those who are opposed to free institutions and ape foreign 
manners, those who make England their homes, those who spend 
a hundred million dollars a year to learn the ways of monarchy 
and oppression, those who admire the poverty of the peasant in 
Europe and desire to place American citizens upon the same level, 
those who call it anarchy to discuss economic questions, those who 
call the rule of gold kings supreme and sacred, those who call it 
the government who have confounded the Government of the 
United States with foreign influence and are not American in 
sentiment. Those are the men I mean. They had all the classes 
to which I have alluded. They had the votes of the cities, where 
ve and squalor prevail. They had the colored vote where 

colored people have not had an opportunity to understand 
economic questions. We had the votesof independent Americans, 
and now we are arrayed ene the forces of monopoly. We 
have the lines drawn, and I do not wonder that you want a bill to 
apply to Europe to get this question away. Take it away from 
the American people. Pass your bill. Show your fidelity to the 
opinions and wishes of foreign potentates. I think the people will 
begin to see it. They will see it more plainly in the next cam- 
paign. You who are engaged in this scheme know very well that 
you must have a new pretext; that you have not money and in- 
fluence enough without some new device to avoid an overwhelin- 
ing defeat at the next election. It is staring you in the face, if 
ou will not give relief, and I see no movement in that direction. 
verything has been tried by other countries to get relief under 
like circumstances. It is true onerous taxation is to be levied to 
oppress the people, but it is the first time in history. It is a new 
ition that relief can come for want of money from more 
taxation. Your plan is more taxation and less money to pay it 
with. That is the only thing you propose. Go on with your pill 
for more taxation. Goon with more revenue. Pile itup. You 
have now $225,000,000 in the Treasury. Put morethere. Take it 
away from the people, and see if you can produce good times by 
such a process. 

Isay, without fear of contradiction, that history does not furnish 
an instance in this or any other country where a depressed con- 
dition of things was ever mitigated or prosperity restored without 
more money. There has never been an instance. Weare pointed 
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by the press to the act for the resumption of specie payments. 
Prosperity came after that. It came in spite of that act, by reason 
of the Bland Act, which furnished more money. 


We are told by the New York Tribune and other pores that | N a a 


we had prosperity in 1892 after the passage of the McKinley Act. 
The McKinley Act did not give that oe , but an additional 
supply of money which was put out under the Sherman Act to 
relieve business, and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] at 
the extra session of 1893 said that that additional supply saved 
this country from panic when the Barings failed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada will sus- 
pend. The Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
the hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3247) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” 
approved February 20, 1889. 

fr. CHANDLER. Iask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
panes be temporarily laid aside for the consideration of the pend- 
ing bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be laid aside 
for the time—— 

Mr. WHITE. ene, I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatitmay be temporarily laid aside 
for the consideration of the bill which has been under discussion. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire if he intends to dispose of the bill. Is that the pur- 


se? 

wae CHANDLER. ‘Ido. The Senator from Nevada informs 
me that he does not want to talk much longer. I do not know of 
any other Senator who wants to speak, and I expect to dispose of 
the bill aed, eemeey- 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to be heard briefly upon the bill 
but 1 do not wish to speak until to-morrow. Probably I shall not 
want to speak for over half an hour. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I will only ask that the consideration 
be deferred until the Senator from Nevada has finished. Then 
the bill may go over and be taken up after the routine business 
to-morrow nh when I hope it will be finished. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. _ Is there objection to therequest of the 
Senator from New Hampshire as modified? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam about through. I wish tospeak only a 
minute longer. 

Mr. President, I had about concluded what I had to say. 1 
simply want to warn the Republican party that their movements 
are now watched; that the people are aroused on this question; 
that there is no other relief in my belief from the distress that 
now afflicts the country for more money. I want to tell them 
what they undoubtedly understand themselves, that they will be 
overthrown by the American people as surely as they do not give 
relief, and if they can give relief by any legislation other than a 
greater volume of money it will be something that has never been 
accomplished on earth before. I do not believe they can. 

I shall not offer the amendment which I pane but I shall 
allow the bill to pass in any form that its friends desire; but I 
may be allowed to make this prediction, that it will do no good, 
but will doa great deal of harm in humiliating the people of the 
United States. It isso unpatriotic, so un-American to go to Eu- 
rope to get legislation for this country that I can not look upon 
it with any favor. I can not look upon it but as a calamity. 
Still, it is a calamity which we must have in order to afford 
another object lesson, if the people have not had enough. I think 
they will have enough before this object lesson is concluded, so 
that they can see. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now make the request that the bill ma 
go over and be taken up after the conclusion of the routine busi- 
ness to-morrow roe A 

a? ICE-PRESIDENT. Inthe absence of objection, it is so 
order: 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submitted to the Senate 
the request of the Senator from New Hampshire. There is no 
objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise now to suggest that there is not a 
quorum of the Senate _—— 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Aldri 
_— Gall, — oon 
Bacon, Cameron, Faulkner, Jones, Ark. 
Bate, Cannon, e, " 
Blanchard, Chandler Gear . McMillen, 
Brice, Chilton, ” Gray, Martin, 
Brown, Clark, Hale, Mills, 













The VICE-PRESID . Fifty-six Senators have answereq to 


their names. A quorum is present. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. CULLOM. I now move that the Senate proceed to the 


consideration of executive business. 


The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the 


consideration of executive business. After two hours and eighteen 
minutes spent in executive session, the doors were reopened, 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con. 


sideration of the bill (S. 8247) to amend an act entitled “An act 


to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua.” 
proved ‘Demrenes 20, 1889. . oe 

Mr. HOAR. [ask unanimous consent that the unfinished busi. 
ness may be a laid aside in order that the bankrupte 
bill may be laid before the Senate for the purpose of being re 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to that request, on condi. 
tion that it does not displace the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair), 
The Chair will inquire of the Senator from Massachusetts pro 


cisely what is his request in connection with the bill. 


Mr. HOAR. The request which the Senate granted was that 
the formal reading of the bill might take place now, it bein 


understood that no votes were to be had. The bill has to be re: 
some time. The reading is a tedious affair, but it has to be dong 


under the rule. 


Mr. MORGAN. In order to preserve the arity of the pro- 


ceeding, I ask to have the regular order laid before the Senate, 
and then it can be informally laid aside. 


The PRESIDING OFFIC The Chair lays before the Senate 


the unfinished business, which will be stated by title. 


The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3247) to amend an act entitled “An 


act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” 
approved February 20, 1889. 


r. MORGAN. I desire to offer an amendment which I ask to 


have printed and substituted for the amendment offered yesterday, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be received 
and printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ialso present and ask that the Secretary may 
read a resolution of the National Board of Trade, now in session 


in this city, which sent the resolution to the Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the National Board of Trade reiterates its deep conviction 
that the construction of the N. Canal is of the highest importance to 
the commercial interests of the United States; that such a waterway will 
stimulate and encourage rce, both between parts of our country re 
mote from each other with foreign countries, and will afford incalcw 
lable advantages to the Government in the event of a foreign war. 

pari MoMENAMIN. 


THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the request of the Sem 
ator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be laid aside informally and without prejudice 
—_ oe Senator from Massachusetts to have the bankruptcy 

read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, tha: — 
the order. The Chair will inquire of the Senator from ——— 
setts if he desires that the portion of the bill proposed to be stricke 
OAR IT do not think it is 

r. ; o no it is necessary. 

The Secretary proveeded to read the bill (H. R. 8110) to on 
lish a uniform law on the subject of bankruptcies througho"t 
United States. 

Mr. GORMAN. It I understand the request of the _ . 
from Massachusetts, it is that the bill will merely be read; tha 
amendments will be considered this afternoon. an be 

Mr. HOAR. That is all. No amendments whatever 
acted upon. aed 

Mr. GORMAN . So that after the reading of the bill is 0” 
cluded we will ae 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir; that is it. 

Mr. HALE. I do not want any consent—— 

Mr HALE. What is the proposition? 

* c e on 

Mr. HOAR. Let me state again. Some time or other the tod 
of the bill has to be read. It will take a half or three-qu veto 
anhour. The Senate has already given unanimous consen’, 
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the Senator from Maine came in, that that might now be done, 
the Nicaragua Canal bill being laid aside informally for that pur- 
pose. No vote, however, is to be taken and no action had upon 
it. It is merely the technical 


reading. 
I have no objection to the bankruptcy bill being 


Mr. yo = 
: or the purpose of being read. 
— E OAR. That is all that is to be done. 


Mr. HALE. I have understood that that is all that has been 
consented to heretofore. Iam told that it is claimed by some par- 
ties, 1 do not know who, that the bankruptcy bill is the unfinished 
business after the Ni Canal bill. I certainly have never 
agreed tothat. Ithas un oubtedly been made a special order, but 
that it ever has been made the ished business after the con- 
sideration of the Nicaragua Canal bill is terminated is not within 
my knowledge. I have never consented to that. 

Mr. CHILTON. That was done the other afternoon. 

Mr. HOAR. It was done in a very full Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. I understood the bill was to be taken up to 
be read, not to be considered. 

Mr. HOAR. It is to be taken up to-day tobe read. 

Mr. HALE. I never understood that it was made the unfin- 
ished business. 

Mr. STEWART. I would not have consented to that. 

Mr. HALE. I should doubt—I may not have been here— 
whether the Recorp will show that the py pe bill has been 
made the unfinished business. It has been made a special order; 
it has been consented that it may be taken up and read, but the 
only thing that gives right of way inst all other measures is 
the consent given that it shall be e the unfinished business. I 
do not understand that that has ever been done. 

Mr. HOAR. Letthe question come up now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ir is informed by the 
clerks at the desk that it is their recollection such an order was 


made. 

Mr. HALE. The REcorD will show. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Recorp will show. The 
ReEcorD will be consulted as soon as possible. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator from Maine will look at the Recorp, 
he will see what has been done. 

Mr. FRYE. «There is no objection to the reading of the bill? 

Mr. HOAR. There is no objection to reading it? 

Mr. HALE. None at all. do not say that I am ee to 
the bankruptcy bill, but it is understood that upon both sides of 
the Chamber there is a committee on the order of business, which 
considers subject-matters that are to come up one after another. 
The Nicaraguan Canal bill was made the unfinished business in 
terms because it was by the committees upon both sides 
that it should so be done. The committee upon neither side has 
taken up the question whether the bankruptcy bill should come 
in next. There are a dozen important matters that will take but 
little time, which will be pushed absolutely out of consideration 
after the bankruptcy bill is taken up. That bill, if it is taken up 
in connection with the appropriation bills, will absorb all the rest 
of the time. It will drive to the wall, unless the Senator from 
Massachusetts will agree that some other matters which will take 
but little time may be taken up, and let his measure—— 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think there will be anything that the 
Senator from Maine will’object to when the matter comes up. I 
state very 20 Soe my expectation about the were ey A bill 
is that there will be a substantial agreement between the friends 
and the gentlemen who have been quite antagonistic to it. It has 
been modified, as the Senator will recollect, and it will not take a 
great deal of the time of the Senate. 

Tam aware of the s tions that the Senator makes. I expect 
that this bill, if it ough at all, will get through by a pretty 
general understanding in the Senate that it will not take up a 
= deal of time. e arrangement which has just been made, 
—_ the Senator from Maine came in, that we might spend this 
: d hour in the afternoon in the formal reading of the bill, was in 

enetance of that idea. But I am not prepared now to make any 
on lute — and the Senator, I suppose, isnot. For instance 
be Senator from Towa has a short matter, and it was unders 

phe ptcy bill would be laid aside in its favor, and I have 
~ oubt that that will be done as to any bill which the Senator 
-—. Maine asks to have considered. 

Me STEWART. What have we to? 
me as - On the statement of the Senator from Massachu- 
bill 3 ving no doubt that when he finds that the bankruptcy 
will beaten ~ a the time of the Senate, other matters 
draw any Objectie — in, temporarily laying it aside, I will with 

=t. NELSON. I wish to state with respect to the bankruptcy 
pal ae to the remarks of the Senator from Maine, that une 


cs on the Calendar of the Senate for the of which 
poy an weet demand as there is for the passage of the 


XXIX——79 





. HALE. Which bill? 

. NELSON. The bankruptcy bill. 

- HALE. The Torrey bill? 

. NELSON. Fora bankruptcy bill. 

- HALE. Or the House bill? 

NELSON. Some kind of a bankruptcy bill. 

. HALE. Iam in favor of a bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not want to state what some people think 
(they can state it a great deal better), but I will say to the Sen- 
ator from Maine, as showing the reasons for my thinking what I 
said, that the Judiciary Committee preferred a bill reported by 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]—a House bill—and au- 
thorized that report. Three of the number who so voted in the 
committee (there was a bare majority, I think, of one or two that 
way) have come to me within a few days and said that in looking 
over the Torrey bill, and seeing how it has been modified, they are 
now in favor of that bill; and I confidently hope and expect that 
the Senator from Colorado himself will give his assent, perhaps, 
to that bill, with some modification. I expect (however, I may 
be ao that it will go through by a pretty general consent. 

Mr. . I hope the Senator is correct, and I shall join with 
him, because I believe that one of the necessities, in the present 
condition of almost s mded animation in the industries of the 
country, is to wipe the slate cleanin many respects. Iam for that. 
I do not have so much confidence that the Senator can do it, but 
I am willing that he shall try it. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest that the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson] has the floor and would 
like to be heard. 

Mr. NELSON. I was under the impression that I had the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
will state his question of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood that consent was given to have 
the bill taken up for the purpose of being read, and not for the 
pu of general discussion. 

. CHILTON. That was its purpose. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I askthat the regular order may be proceeded 


with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the 
Senator from Rhode Island that the Chair does not understand that 
consent has yet been given. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not to have the bill read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not even to have it read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Chair's pardon, then. 

Mr. BROWN. I should like to ask which one of the many 
bankruptcy bills it is pro to have read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will again put the re- 

uest submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], 
t the bill be now read for information. 

Mr. BROWN. Which bill, Mr. President? 

Mr.STEWART. Evidently it is the purpose to occupy the time 
of the Senate with that bill, and it contains anything but the 
——s ere: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada will 

md. The Senator from Utah had addressed the Chair and 
will be recognized. 

Mr.BROWN. Thereis a majority report of onebill. TheSen- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], from the minority, has re- 

rted another bill. TheSenator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 

reported a third bill. Now, which bill of the three is it that 
it is asked to have read? 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave not reported a third bill. 

Mr. BROWN. There are three reports here, one with the name 
of Senator Hoar, one with the name of Senator MITCHELL, and 
one with the name of Senator TELLER. 

Mr. HOAR. Those are Senate bills. 
the Senate is House bill 8110. 

Mr. BROWN. Then, laying aside the Senate bill, the Senator 
asks to have the House bill read? 

Mr. HOAR. It does not require the Senate bill to be laid aside, 
because it is not before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes; there is objection. 

Mr. HOAR. That unanimous consent was given some time ago. 
It is merely to read the House bill, which has to be read at some 
time. It is to have the drudgery of reading it, without any vote 
whatever to be taken upon it. It is only to devote this end of the 
afternoon to its reading, when I suppose no one wishes to make a 
long speech on the Nicaragua Canal bill. It has to be read at 


some time. 
Why should the House bill be read, when we 


The one which is before 


Mr. BROWN. 
have three Senate bills to be taken up in their order? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will again submit the 
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request. Is there objection to the request made by the Senator 
from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BROWN. There is objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made by the Senator 
























from the Committee on Finance with an amendment, to stri 
all after the enacting clause and insert: te ont 


That the Secretary of the Treasury direc 
redeom in favor of Hasrist W Geemtoed tot hase ae i & 


. heirs of 
from Utah. What is the pleasure of the Senate? Henry A. Webb, of Providence, B. L. the bonds of the 
Mr. MORGAN. The regular order, Mr. President. United States, iawued under acte of July 27, 1861. and 
gust 5, 1861, y ‘08. 30049 to for each; bond 
W. H. WADE. No. 5497, for $100; bonds Nos. 18486 and 18437, for $100 each; bonds Nos. 4345 to 
+ , , 4350, inclusive, for $50 each; to $2,100, together with unpaid coupons 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from Alabama will permit, | thereof te the amount of 33, covering for sixteen and one-half 


I should like to call up and have considered at this time the bill 
(H. R. 9593) for the relief of W. H. Wade, late captain and acti 
regimental quartermaster Thirty-first Ohio Volunteers. The bi 
was reported favorably from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and there can be no objection to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator make that request without 
prejudice to the regular order? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is understood, then. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to credit the account of W. H. Wade on the books 
of the Department, as captain and acting regimental quartermas- 
ter of the Thirty-first Regiment of Ohio Volunteers, with $420.15, 
received by him as such captain and acting regimental quarter- 
master and disbursed by him to extra-duty men for extra duty. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COGSWELL & CO, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iask the wnanimous consent of the Senate 
to consider the bill (H. R. 939) for the relief of Cogswell & Co. It 
is a very short bill which has been passed by the House and is now 
pending here upon a favorable report from the Committee on 
Claims. It will only take a moment. 

Mr. MORGAN, Without any prejudice to the regular order? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Without any prejudice to the regular order, 
as a matter of course. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue to reopen the refunding claim of Cogswell & 
Co., of St. Louis, Mo., for $1,306, and allow so much thereof as he 
may find to have been paid in excess of the amount required by 


years 
poms. RE cnet hands cod paeee smcentag > ol te 179. sai 
Pebncan it 865, wh ein alle they A. Weob owned ta en 
= ‘y . when, os, 3 were estate, and 


ffi sai 
the United States against or damzge in consequence 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


BARGE BLACK DIAMOND. 


Mr. McBRIDE. I ask the consent of the Senate to call up the 
bill (H. R. 7781) to grant an American register for the barge Bluck 
Diamond. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MORTGAGES IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There is an important bill, the bill (H.R, 
8298) relating to mortgages in the Indian Territory, reported by 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. It is exceedingly important that the 
bill should be passed, and it is a very short bill. I ask unanimous 
consent that it may be considered. It is not even one page in 


length. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend sec- 
tion 4742 of Mansfield’s Digest of the Lawsof Arkansas, heretofore 


Ww. . * = . 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | Put in force in the Indian Territory, by adding the following: 


é i adi ‘ i j ‘ Provided, That if the mo is a nonresident of the Indian Territory 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. on shall be recorded ie the judicial district in which the propert 
LIFE-SAVING STATION AT POINT ARENA, CAL. fe aitanted at the time the mortgage is executed. All of person 

he executed recorded in ihe 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 3320) to provide a life-saving station at or near Point Arena, 
Mendocino County, in the State of California. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have a proposition which I desire to submit 
to the Senate. I wish to ask unanimous consent that bills on 
the Calendar may be taken up and considered in such order as 
they may be presented here without prejudice to the regular 
order, and that the regular order may be considered as still pend- 
ing before the Senate at the close of this proceeding. 

Mr. PERKINS. Dol understand the Senator to object to the 
consideration of the bill I wish to eall up? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no; I was trying to make a way for you. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama re- 

uests that the regular order shall be laid aside temporarily for 
the consideration of these bills. Without objection, that will be 
the understanding. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill indicated by the Senator from California? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME AND BELT RAILWAYS. 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senate to consider the joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 215) extending time for compliance by Eckington and 


in t 
district thereof in which the property was situated at th» time they 
were executed are hereby validated. 


_ Ln re > the —— coiecs pe een 
e. -_ Lam not going to in any objection t. ‘0 
bill; I did not know it hal hoon reported, but it seemed to me 
very strange when it was in commi and it seems to me very 
strange here that the of the United States should attempt 
to amend the statutes of Arkansas. 
Mr. CHILTON. I can explain the bill ina moment. | (id not 
introduce the bill, but it is simply one of this sort: Under the 
laws now prevailing in the Territory a nonresident can 
not give a mortgage without delivering ae of the pr is 
erty. The record of the mortgage is ineffectual. The bil! simply 
proposes to make a record effectual, sothat the mortgages will be 
valid without an actual delivery of possession to the mortyasee. 
That is all there is in the bill. 
eee Tam not complaining at all of the character of 
Mr. COCKRELL. The point the Senator from Connecticut 
makes is that we are amending a State law. We have by ow 
laws made the statute of Arkansas referred to the law in th? [n- 
— Territory; now it is proposed to amend that statute. ‘hat 


Mr. PLATT. I think the bill ought to be in a different shap*, 
and not attempt to amend the laws of the State of Arkansas. I 


Soldiers’ Home Railway Mae see and the Belt Railway nee am quite in s y with the object of the bill. 
with provisions of section 1 of an act entiticd aa act to extend the Mr. COC . It is because we have made those laws the 
routes of said railway companies, etc., approved June 10, 1896. laws of the Indian Territo 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be read l 
for information. necticut that the same idea presented itself to me, but the Dill 
The Secretary read the joint resolution, and, by unanimous con- pened the House in that shape. It did not occur to me that 
sent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its objection was too serious. It was so desirable that the bill 
consideration. should get through without having to go back to the House and 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- | into conference that we allowed it to remain in that langus<°. 4 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 2" 
HENRY A. WEBB. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R, 
1256) for the relief of Henry A. Webb be taken up for present 
consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been 


Mr. CHILTON. I will state further to the Senator from Con 


OFFICIAL TITLE OF EX OFFICERS. : 

att agi! an ‘who sorved Soles the Se Ce abellion a 
au T1Z6 war , 
the Army to bear the and. on occasions of ceremony 
wear the uniform of their 
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The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. 
“The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
THE LA ABRA AND WEIL CASES. 


Mr. HOAR. The bill (8.3588) to insure a full bench in the 
Court of Claims for the hearing of the cases entitled The United 
States against La Abra Silver Mining Company and others and 
The United States against Alice Weil and others, was reported the 
other day and was taken up and read, eee because 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN ired toexamine it fur- 
ther. He tells me that he has examined it further and is entirely 
content with it. I desire that the bill be put upon its passage. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts that while I am entirely in accord with him on the bill, 
one of the counsel engaged in the La Abra case asked me the priv- 
ilece of making some suggestions about it, which I have not yet 
been able to hear. 

Mr. HOAR. I will explain the request. I desire to say that 
that gentleman has spoken to me, and his suggestions are that the 
Chiet Justice ought not to be the person to designate the judge to 
sit in case of inability to preside, but that the power ought to be 
lodged in the President of the United States, first, because the case 
will come before the Chief Justice afterwards, and next, because 
Mexico may consider that doing it by the Chief Justice, the United 
States being a quasi party, is not the proper thing. 

| tirst had a conversation with that gentleman and then read 
something he had written, and it seems to me on full reflection 
that there is nothing in either of these objections, unless it be that 
any government would be better satisfied to have the Chief Justice 
of the United States perform such a duty than for the President 
of thé United States, the political agent of the Government, to do 
so, who may select the person to appear to represent our Govern- 
ment before the court, and next that the mere eens of the 
judge to go into an inferior court and sit, in order that there may 
be a quorum, would hardly be supposed to bias the judgment of 
the Chief Justice of the United States in the matter of a decision 
of the case if. it should go up on appeal. Still, if theSenator from 
Wisconsin thinks it best, I will not press the bill now. 

Mr. VILAS. I feel just as the Senator from Massachusetts does 
about it; still I wish Senator would give me the privilege of 
seeing the gentleman I have referred to in relation to the matter. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHanDLeR in the chair). 
The bill will be passed over. 

JURISDICTION OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Mr. HOAR. I will substitute another request for the one which 
I just made. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the next case on the Calendar, which is the bill (S. 3524) 
to remove doubts concerning the jurisdiction of district judges. 

There being no obj the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which provides that a dis- 
trict judge shall have all the powers of a circuit judge within his 
own district, and also within any district in which he shall be 
ee to hold court during the time limited by such designa- 

ion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, anno that the House had 
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 4858) for the relief of John Duncan; 

A bill (H. R. 4863) to increase the pension of J J. Hudson; 
wee (H. R. 4872) to correct the military of Homer O. 

Cuskey ; 

A bill (H. R, 6148) for the relief of Peter Young; and 

A bill (H. R. 6247) to grant a pension to Miss Jennie B. Moore. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
smendment to the bill (8S. 684) granting a pension to Marion Mc- 

ibben, agrees to the conference asked by the Senate on the dis- 
Tens votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 

HOMAS, Mr. Cro and Mr. Layton managers at the con- 


ference on the of the House. 
a message announced that the House insisted upon its 
nendment 


of the bill (S. 757) granting an increase of pension to 
ficlaide Morris, mm to the Somference asked by the Senate on 
Ar, Tasreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, maseupeinted 

7 , . ROW THER, . managers t 
Terence on the part of the — ss rr 
x. also announced that the House insisted upon its 
xucndment to the bill (S. 905) granting a pension to Mary W. 

“©, agrees to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
&recing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 


BE 








Tomas, Mr. and Mr. LAYTON managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

The message er announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 1722) to approve and ratify the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Sulphur River, in the State of 
Arkansas, by the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company, 
agrees to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hepsurn, 
Mr. Bartiett of New York, and Mr. Prick managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 


AUGUSTUS P. BURDITT. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 130) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Augustus P. Burditt. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Au- 
gustus P. Burditt, of Boston, Mass., surviving partner of the late 
firm of Burditt & Fisk, $5,130 for the services of the steamboat 
Mattie, owned by the firm of Burditt & Fisk, and used in the 
military service of the United States from the 5th of January, 1865, 
to the 31st of January, 1865, both days inclusive, at the rate of 
$190 a day, as found by the Court of Claims in its finding of facts 
dated the 9th of June, 1890. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN Y. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation at this time of the bill (H. R. 3500) to authorize the adjust- 
ment and settlement of accounts of John Y. Williams. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury toadjust and settle the accounts 
of John Y. Williams, late superintendent of Indian school at Fort 
Hall and special disbursing agent, and to give him credit for such 
disbursements as shall be shown to have been actually and honestly 
made and have accrued to the benefit of the Government or the 
Indians; but the total credits allowed under the provisions of this 
act shall not be more than $900 im excess of the balance now stand- 
ing against him. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY M. MACAULEY. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I reported this morning the bill (S. 3613) 
nting a pension to Mary Macauley, widow of the late Brig, 
Gen. Daniel Macauley, United States Volunteers. I ask unani- 
mous consent for its consideration at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments, in line 4, after 
the name “Mary,” to insert ‘‘M.;” and in line 8, after the word 
“month,” to strike out ‘from and after the passage of this act;” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 

and directed to place the name of Mary M. Macauley, widow of 
the late . Gen. Daniel uley, United States Volunteers, upon the pen- 
sion roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and 
pay her a pension of $30 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill granting a pension 
to Mary M. Macauley, widow of the late Brig. Gen. Daniel 
Macauley, United States Volunteers.” 

ESTATE OF GEORGE M’DOUGAL. 


Mr. STEWART. At the earnest request of the Senator from 
Indiana hogs VOORHEES), I ask for the present consideration of 
Senate bill 621. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is a bill which has been passed over on 
account of being objected to, and I do not think it ought to be 
called up at this time. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not think it was objected to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. All the orders of business at that place on 
the Calendar have been objected to. 
Mr. STEWART. Iwas not here when the bill was before called 
up, but I do not think it was objected to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill the title 
of which will be stated. 
The Secretary. A bill (S. 621) for the relief of the legal repre« 
sentatives of George McDougal, deceased. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Let the bill be read for information. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 
The bill was read, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PLATT. It eens | seems to me that we ought to pass a 
bill appropriating for a claim of $81,000 which has been once ob- 
jected to and has gone over into the Calendar of objected cases. 

Mr. STEWART. I will not press the bill now, but I will sa 
that the claim is a meritorious one. I have examined it wit 
great care. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs] asked 
me the other day to call the attention of the Senate to the bill, 
and I told him I would do so if there was an opportunity. I do 
not wish in a thin Senate to have the bill passed upon, but I give 
notice that if an opportunity shall present I shall call it up when 
there is a larger attendance. 

MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


Mr. CULLOM. I desire to move that the Senate adjourn, but 
will withhold the motion until the unfinished business can be laid 
before the Senate, so that it will not lose its place. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the unfinished business be laid before 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, being the bill (8. 3247) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of 
Nicaragua,” approved February 20, 1889. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, January 29, 
1897, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


—_——_ 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate January 28, 1897. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Adjutant-General’s Department. 


Lieut. Col. Michael Vincent Sheridan, assistant adjutant-gen- 
eral, to be assistant adjutant-general with the rank of Colonel, 
January 25, 1897, vice Greene, retired from active service. 

Maj. John Breckinridge Babcock, assistant adjutant-general, to 
be assistant adjutant-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 
January 25, 1897, vice Sheridan, promoted. 

Medical Department. 


Capt. John Monro Banister, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon 
with the rank of major, January 26, 1897, vice Ewen, retired from 
active service. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Wayman Crow McCreery, of Missouri, to be collector of inter- 
nal revenue for the First district of Missouri, in place of Charles 
Speck, deceased. Mr. McCreery is now serving under a tem 
rary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. This 
nomination is made to correct errorin name of Mr. McCreery, 
who was nominated as William Crow McCreery. 


POSTMASTERS, 


D. H. Lafferty, jr., to be postmaster at Sanger, in the county of 
Fresno and State of California, in the place of Lee McLaughlin, 
whose commission expired April 8, 1896. 

Charles A. Huck, to be postmaster at North Bend, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Nebraska, in the place of Albert L. Norris, 
whose commission expired December 14, 1896. 

T. W. Leeper, to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county of 
Burt and State of Nebraska, in the place of William W. Hopkins, 
whose commission expired January 17, 1897. 

John M. Smith, to be postmaster at Cozad, in the county of 
Dawson and State of Nebraska, in the place of Samuel Atkinson, 
whose commission expired December 14, 1896. 

John Alfred Potter, to be postmaster at Cranford, in the county 
of Union and State of New Jersey, in the place of John L. Derby, 
whose commission expired January 25, 1897. 

William E, Mills, to be tmaster at Rose Hill, in the count 
of Onondaga and State of New York, in the place of William E. 
Mills, whose commission expired December 14, 1896. 

William 8. Harriss, to be postmaster at Wilson, in the county 
of Wilson and State of North Carolina, in the place of Edwin 
Barnes, deceased. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Ewecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 28, 1897. 


COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


William St. John Forman, of Illinois, to be Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue. 


JUDGE OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 
Charles B. Howry, of Mississippi, to be judge, Court of Claims, 


CONSUL. 


Frank Dyer Chester, of Massachusetts, to be consul of th i 
States at Budapest, Hungary. pelted 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Capt. William T. Sampson, United States Navy, to be Chi 
the Bureau of Ordnance, in the Department of the Navy. =~” 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Infantry arm, 

Second Lieut. Samuel Burkhardt, jr., Twenty-fifth Inf 
torn wscudheandi iia, 
ond Lieut. James Edward Normoyle, Twenty-third Inf 
to be first lieutenant. . - _ 

Second Lieut. Robert Alexander, Seventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Patrick W. O'Sullivan, of Prescott, Ariz., to be register of the 
land office at Prescott, Ariz. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Charles C. Collier, to be postmaster at Blocton, in the county of 
Bibb and State of Alabama. 

Virginia A. Williams, to be postmaster at Independence, in the 
county of Polk and State of Oregon. 

Peter A. Peterson, to be postmaster at Cannon Falls, in the 
county of Goodhue and State of Minnesota. 

Miss Sebelle Knox, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the parish of 
East Feliciana and State of Louisiana. 

Mrs. Jennie Curtis, to be postmaster at Thibodeaux, in the par- 
ish of Lafourche and State of Louisiana. 

George W. Clancy, to be postmaster at Darby, in the county of 
Delaware and State of Pennsylvania. : 

Francis M. Mumford, to be postmaster at St. Francisville, in 
the parish of West Feliciana and State of Louisiana. 

John Schmelz, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county of 
Brown and State of Minnesota. 

Henry L. Waite, to be —— at Omro, in the county of 
Winnebago and State of Wisconsin. 

Isaac G. Pfautz, to be postmaster at Lititz, in the county of 
Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. 

Milton F. Moyer, to be postmaster at Lykens, in the county of 
Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles H. Riley, to be postmaster at Dedham, in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

Allen T. Hill, to be postmaster at Lyons, in the county of Burt 
and State of Nebraska. 

John A. Isaacson, to be postmaster at South Superior, in the 
county of Douglas and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 28, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N,. CoupDeEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap 
proved. 
WEAR CRAWFORD. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the Senate amendments 
to the bill (H. R. 514) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Wear Crawford. 

The amendments were read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the Senate 
amendments just read by the Clerk. 

Mr. STEELE. Is that motion privileged now? 

The SPEAKER. It isa House bill with Senate amendments, 
and is laid before the House under the rule. as 

Mr. STEELE. I move its reference to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

e motion was agreed to. 

Su a 

Mr. STEELE said: Mr. Speaker, the bill which I asked to have 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs a little while ago 18 
the bill of my colleague [Mr. Jonnson], and he is ill. Therefore 
I should like to have the bill remain on the Speaker's table until 
he arrives, and to have my former motion reconsidered. 

The SPEAKER. That can only bedone by unanimous consett. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STFFL® 
asks unanimous consent that the action of the House on the bi 
H. R. 514 be vacated, and that the bill return to the Speaker's 


table until his coll e returns. ae t 
Mr.McMILLIN. Mr. ,aparliamentary inquiry. Wha 


was the action that is sought to be set aside? 
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The SPEAKER. The action was reference to a committee. If 
there be no objection, the request will be granted. 
There was no objection. 


HOMER C. M’CUSKEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4872) to correct the military record 
of Homer C. M Y. 

The Senate amendments were read at length. 

Mr. HAGER. Mr. er, I move that the House concur in 
the amendments of the te. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETER YOUNG, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. et for the relief of Peter Young. 

The amendments were read at le Bs 

Mr. CROWTHER, I move that the House concur in the Sen- 
ate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JENNIE E. MOORE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6247) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Jennie E. Moore. 

The Senate amendments were read, and concurred in. 


JOSEPH J. HUDSON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4363) to increase the pension of 
Joseph J. Hudson. 

The Senate amendment was read at length. 

Mr. BURRELL. I move to concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Irisetoaparliamentaryinquiry. Is it in order 
to make that motion? This is a proposition that would seem to 
require its consideration in the Committee of the Whole. 

e SPEAKER. It has been already considered in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. BAILEY. My understanding is that any Senate amend- 
ment toa bill which would require consideration in Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union is subject to the 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER. But the rule of the House is where the Senate 
has presented an amendment which requires consideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole; but this is merely a difference in amount on 
a question that has already been considered in Committee of the 
Whole. It is not a new proposition, and that has been held not to 
= it to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. BAILEY. Whether the amount has been increased or re- 
duced could make no difference. Suppose the Senate amendment 
had greatly increased the amount; it seems to me that the bill 
ought to be considered in the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

_ The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that that would not affect 

it. Such has been the ruling ever since the twenty-first rule was 

ag The question is on concurring in the amendment of the 
nate, 


The Senate amendment was concurred in. 
JOHN DUNCAN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4853) for 
the relief of John Duncan, with a Senate amendment thereto. 
The Senate amendment was read, and concurred in. 


MARY W. KEEFFE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 905) granting 
& pension to Mary W. Keeffe, with an amendment of the House 
thereto, to which the Senate disagreed and asked a conference 
With the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. er, I move that the House insist 
an amendments and agree to the conference asked by the 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. THOMAS, Mr-¢ ROWTHER, and 
Mr. Layton, 

ADELAIDE MORRIS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 757) 
e anting an increase of pension to Adelaide Morris, with House 
ont thereto, » which the Senate di _ _— a 

wi i i 
Houses eee e House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
on CROWTHER. I move that the House insist on its amend- 
nts and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 
© motion was to; and the er appointed as con- 
Mr. Tuomas, Mr. CrowrTuer, and Mr. LAYTON. 


BRIDGE ACROSS SULPHUR RIVER, ARKANSAS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. Hew es. 
approve and ratify the construction of a bridge across the Sulphur 
River in the State of Arkansas by the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company, with an amendment of the House thereto, to 
which the Senate disa, and asked a conference with the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist upon 
al amendments and agree to the conference requested by the 

ate. 

The motion was to; and the Speaker appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. Hepsurn, Mr. Barrett of 
New York, and Mr. Price. 


ANNIE E. NOLAN, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2129) 
granting an increase of pension to Annie E. Nolan, with a House 
amendment thereto, to which the Senate disagreed and asked a 
conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

The amendment was read. 

The SPEAKER. What action does the House propose? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suppose, if there is no motion to the con- 
os that the bill will go to the committee for their recommen. 

tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions for their action. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MARION M’KIBBEN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 684) 
granting an increase of pension to Marion McKibben, with House 
amendment, on which the Senate insisted on its disagreement to 
the House amendment and asked for a conference. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist on 
its disagreement to the Senate amendment and agree to the con- 
ference requested. 

The motion was — to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as conferees on the 
part of the House the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. THomas, 
the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. CROWTHER, and the gentleman 
from Ohio, Mr. Layton. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the bill (S. 2237) to provide for the 
appointment of guardians for pensioners in certain cases in the 
District of Columbia, which had been referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. 2713) granting a pension to 
Miss Mary Hayne, which had been referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


THEODORE JONES. 


Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8461) grant- 
ing a pension to Theodore Jones, late brigadier-general of volun- 
teers ; 


The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Has this bill been considered at a Friday night 
session, and is it on the Calendar now? Itis apparently not on 
the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it has not been 
considered. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


ELNORA SHUMAN. 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
—— consideration of the bill (H. R. 10085) for the relief of 
ora Shuman, widow of John Shuman, deceased, and foster 
mother of W. E. Shuman and James F. Shuman, both deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elnora Shuman, widow 
of John Shuman, deceased, and foster mother of W. E. Shuman, late of Com- 

y K, One hundred and seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry Volan- 

rs, and James F. Shuman, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Cavalry Volunteers, both killed in service during the late war, and 
pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


Mr. MAHON. [ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Reserving the right to object, 
I would like to inquire about this bill. 

Mr. MAHON. the gentleman will listen to the report, I de 
not think he will object. 
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The report (by Mr. PooLe) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10085) for the relief of Elnora Shuman, widow of John Shuman, deceased, 
and foster mother of W. E. Shuman and James F. Shuman, both deceased, 
submit the following report: 

The claimant asks to be placed on the pension roll at $12 per month. Her 
case isa sad one and her cause meritorious, the history of which shall be 
briefly recited. 

John Shuman was father of James F. Shuman, of Company D, Eleventh 
Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers, and W. E. Shuman, late of Com- 
pany H, One hundred and seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry Volun- 
teers, both of whom served in the Army during the war of the rebellion. 
W. E. Shuman died from the effect of wounds received in the battle of Get- 
tysburg, Pa., and James F. Shuman was killed at Gettzs Station, Va., April 













John Shuman was dependent on said sons at time of their enlistment and 
death and drew a father’s pension (certificate 230091). He died June 22, 1895, 
and left surviving him a widow (Elnora Shuman), who married him March 2, 
1848. She is stepmother of James F. Shuman,and was to all intents and pur- 

y0Ses a mother to him from the time he was 12 years old up to the time he was 

illed. She was also stepmother to W. E. Shuman, another son of John Shu- 
man, from the time he was 8 years old until he died from the wound received 
at Gettysburg, July 2, 1863. She was im all respects (excepting birth) a 
mother of these two boys killed. 

John Shuman and Elnora Shuman, fatherand stepmother, were dependent 
on these boys until they were killed, and after their death they lived on pen- 
-- granted John Shuman. Mrs. Shuman is now without any property 
whatever. 

The proof shows that Elnora Shuman had a paralytic stroke, which has 
rendered her helpless; that she needs constant care of an attendant; that 
she is now 74 years of age. 

The bill will continue to her the same pension mted her husband. Your 
committee believe that this is a proper case in which to grant a pension, and 
report back the bill recommending its © with an amendment striking 
out the clause, in lines l0and 11, “ both killed in service during the late war;’ 
also amending title so as to read: ‘A bill for the relief of Elnora Shuman.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. As I said, reserving the right to 
object, I would like to inquire why this lady would not get a pen- 
sion in the regular way? 

The SPEAKER. Is there —T to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The amendment to the title was agreed to. 


JOHN N. QUACKENBUSH. 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 9483) for the relief of John 

. Quackenbush. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH THE OMAHA AND WINNEBAGO INDIAN 
RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. eg I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 3555) to amend an act 
eutitled “An act granting to the Eastern Nebraska and Gulf Rail- 
way Company right of way through the Omaha and ee 
Indian reservations, in the State of Nebraska,” by extending the 
time for the construction of said railway. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time prescribed by anact of Congress 
the 27th day of June, 1894, entitled Ran act quent to Seo tenteen oes 
and Gulf Railway Company right of way through the Omaha and Winne' 
Indian reservations, in the State of Nebraska,’’ for the construction of 
amg yr, be, = _ me is hereby, extended for a period of four years from 

SEC. 2. That all other provisions of said act are hereby continued in full 
force and effect. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that ‘‘four years” be 
stricken out and “three years” inserted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to amend by striking 
out the word “four” and inserting the word “ three.” 

The amendment was agreed tc. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MEIKLEJOHN , & motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


NAVAL RESERVE BATTALION IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
Coton consideration of the bill (H. R. 10066) to — for organ- 


ing a naval reserve ba’ in the District o: 

The bill was read. 

TheSPEAKER. Isthereobjection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 


Mr. BAILEY. I obj 
Tne SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


authorized and directed to 
A. Viel, formerly widow of Maj. 
Illinois Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month. 
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MRS. MARY A. VIEL. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. »T ask unanimous 


Speaker 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 6902) grant. 
ing a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Viel. c 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be ét enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is here! iy 
upon e pension roll the name of Mrs. Mary 

. D. Sanger, of the Fifty-fifth Regiment 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 


of the bill? 


Mr. TALBERT. I would just like to ask if that bill has been 


considered at the regular Friday night sessions? 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It has, and reported unani- 


mously. 
Mr, HITT. It has been reported unanimously. 


Mr. TALBERT. Has it been considered at a Friday night ses. 


sion? Reserving the right to object, I ask that the report be read, 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Let the report be read. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that it has not been con- 


sidered in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. TALBERT. Then I would like to have the report read. [ 


I do not wish to object if it is a meritorious case. 


The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


co?) granting a esis to Mary A. Viel, submit the following report: 


e claimant, Mary A. Viel, was married to Maj. W. D. auger August 27, 


1862, while he was in the service. They lived together as husband and wife 


until November, 1872, when jor San: . Claimant in 1875 remarrie 
Her second husband. Paul Vie , died ber 23, 1883. Claimant had = 
children by either marriage. is now 68 years of . She isliving in des- 
titution at Galveston, Tex., without home or means pert, and entirely 
—ae on her own labor, as a servant, doing kitchen ousehold work. 
me _——— we eee = the Fifty-fitth a —~ — oe ae served 
w regime rom organization un rch, when he was 
detailed asa member of the staff of Gen. W.T. Sherman. He was in the 
battles of Shiloh, Russell's House, Chickasaw and Arkansas Post. In 
the latter of 1862 he was mustered out of the service by order, for 
tees jatant of the Pitty aren Regime ‘who bed Suaneted bie cheenc co 
adju 0 e n absence on 
account of “ physical disability ” tead of “absent, detached on staff of 

On woes of Del. Dust Staak eanment 
reques e com the ent, Governor 
Yates commissioned him as lieutenant-colonel of the Pitty Aft Regiment. 
This commission Major Sanger,on February 9, 1863 (not having then been 
relieved from duty), declined on the very honorable ground that his own 
record had been made while serving on General Sherman's staff; that Gen- 
eral Sherman had recommended him for promotion to the rank of lieutenant- 
colonel on his staff; that the officers of the regiment in line of promotion 
— aos service, and that his promotion would be a great 
ustice m. 


order mustering him out was revoked, but for the reason alone set 
forth he was not commissioned as oe of ent, and for some 


unexplained reason he was not on 
tion, and thus he was forced out of the service. 
A number of the survivors of his regiment have petitioned Congress 


2 sees —. Rene strongly a = the = of so honor- 
soldier no’ . eTVice asa 
cook or bend over the washtub obtain a support = 

The pension asked for is a modest one, $25 per month, and the committee 
recommend the passage of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there eee tothe present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] e Chair hears none. 

bill was ordered to be for a third reading: and 
being engrossed, it was ingly read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President, by Mr. PRopEN, one of his sec- 
retaries, announced that the President had approved and signed 
bills and joint resolutions of the following tithes: 

January 18, 1897: ‘ 

An act (H. R. 7945) to provide for the entry of lands in (reer 

County, Okla., to give preference rights to settlers, and for other 


purposes; ; 
An act (H. R. eae} for the relief of William B. Ellis; and 
An act (H. R. 2328) for the relief of Patrick Rainey. 

On — 20, 1897: 

An act (H. R. 3890) granting a pension to George W\ 


An act (H. R. 8398) for the relief of Augusta Tuller; 
An act (H. R. 5782) granting an increase of pension 0 Mrs. 


Anna Wedel; 3 

An act = R. 7500) to grant a to Mrs. Keturah Wilson, 
widow of James Wilson, ; and 

An act (H. R. 3877) granting a pension to Henderson Marple. 

On January 26, 1897: . 

An act (H. R. 9733) to authorize the Union Railroad Compary 
toconstruct and maintain 


a across the Monongahela fiver; 
An act (a. R. 8676) to enable the town of Flagstaif, in the Ter 
to issue bonds to construct a water syste! 
An act (H. R. 596) for the relief of Ellis H. Roberts; 
An act (H. R. ) to incorporate the Convention of America® 
Instructors of the Deaf; 


H. R. 8726) to for the payment of certain «laims 
, Galambis by dratrbeck d 


erman’s recommen4ia- 


the District of certificates; SO HL 
4199) to correct the military record of Edward 
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Munson, late a private in Company H, Thirty-second New York 
Regiment Infantry. 

On January 27, 1897: 

An act (H. R. 4588) for the relief of John Keefe. 

The following bills were presented to the President on the 8th 
instant, and not having been returned by him to the House of 
Congress in which they originated within the time ibed by 
the Constitution of the United States, have become laws without 
his approval: : 

An act (H. R. 4281) granting an increase of pension to George 
Johnson, of Lenox, Iowa; 

An act (H. R. 1511) for the relief of Lydia Boynton Ferris; 

An act (H. R. 7127) granting a pension to Samuel D. Gilman; 

An act (H. R. 5710) granting a pension to Eleanor L. Curtiss; 
and 

An act (H.R.158) granting a pension to Mary Collins. 

The following bill was presented to the President on the 12th 
instant, and not having returned by him to the House of 
Congress in which it originated within the time prescribed by the 
Constitution of the United States, has become a law without his 
approval: 

is act (H.R.7777) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
furnish condemned cannon to Fort Thomas, Ky. 

The following bills were presented to the President on the 13th 
instant, and not having been returned by him to the House of 
Congress in which they originated within the time prescribed by 
the Constitution of the United States, have become laws without 
his approval: 

ies a (H. R. 6608) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of George W. Taylor; 

An act (H.R. 8118) granting a pension to Margaret A. Kidwell; 
and 

An act (H. R.1261) for the relief of John Kehl and to restore 
him to his former rating. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10002) making appropriations 
for the Indian Department. 

Mr. GROUT. . Speaker, I ask the gentleman to withhold 
that motion for a moment that I may make a report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on oy reported 
the bill (H. R. 10167) making appropriations for the District of 
Columbia; which was ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

_Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, is this the proper 
time to reserve points of order on that bill? 

The SPEA . This is the time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then Ireserveall points of order. 

The SPEAKER. All points of order are reserved. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of the Indian appropriation bill. 

The motion 5 ‘ 

The House secondly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Hopxmys in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question ison thé motion of the gentle- 
man from Dlinois. 

Mr. DOCKERY. At what point in the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, when the committee rose, we 
were at the foot of 50, considering the first ph under 
the head of “*Misce us,” and the gentleman from ois : 
CaNNon] had made a point of order inst one or two provisions 
im the paragraph. Since that time I have drawn an amendment 
to meet the gentleman’s objections, which I have submitted to him, 
and which I now offer, understanding that it meets his approval. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


_ Strike out lines 22, and 25.0n page 50, and all fone» line 
17, and insert in lieu ieanent the tollowine: Bor salaries of the commission- 


s iat'\o negotiate with tho Five Civilized Tribes in the 
fie tor « piece et commuiasioners.and 2 ex, ; 

m date of eae dctadl by Interior ~ 
femmission, be paid therefrom; for clerical hel: 

of commission, ‘or contingent expenses 

on all. 5.000: That out of the appropriations 
; W. H. McClendon, $33; 
. further. The disbursing it of 
self out of said fund $50, heretofore paid by 
-_ Mr. Chairman, let me say to the gentleman 
since submitting the amendment to I have 
added a clause providing that a per diem shall be paid to the 
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special disbursing agent. I have done this upon a letter received 
from the Dawes Commission, signed by Senator Dawes himself, 
in which he states that this officer was detailed from the Geolog- 
ical Survey to act with the Commission; that he has so acted since 
the 30th of August last; that while an employee of the Geological 
Survey his expenses were paid, but that when he came to the Com- 
mission they had no provision for the payment of his expenses, 
and therefore they ask that this allowance of $2 per diem from 
August 31 be allowed to meetthat charge. Otherwise the amend- 
ment is precisely as it was when I showed it to the gentleman a 
while ago. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For operating two portable steam sawmills on the Nez Perce Indian Res- 
ervation, Idaho, and for necessary repairs to the same, $3,000. 

Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin. Mr, Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend the printed bill asfollows: At the foot of page 51, after line 24, add 
the following words: “For the purchase of an electric dynamo and placing 
the same in position for electric lighting of the public buildings at the Oneida 
Industrial School, in Wisconsin, $1,000." 

Mr. SHERMAN. | think that amendment, if it is to come in 
at all, ought not to come in at this point. It properly belongs 
in the paragraph providing for schools. However, I will not 
make the point of order against it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert after the word ‘‘ doliars,”’ in line 24, page 51, the following: 

“For the survey of lands in the Indian reservations in South Dakota, the 
sum of $30,000, to immediately available; and the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office is hereby directed to survey the lands embraced in said 
reservations.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I will reserve the point of 
order against that amendment until I hear an explanation of it. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, in reference to the amendment 
just proposed by me,I will say that it embodies the same pro- 
vision that was contained in: the bill of last year. There are a 
large number of reservations in the State. The allotments have 
not been fully made. There is great necessity for the adoption of 
this amendment, so that the allotments may be made to the 
Indians and carried out as originally intended. The amendment 
is identical in its terms with a provision embodied in the bill of 
last year, except that in this amendment I have dropped the names 
of the reservations—the Cheyenne River and Rosebud Indian res- 
ervations—named in the bill of last year, and I make the amend- 
ment apply generally to all the reservations in the State. 

Mr.SHERMAN. What is the amount of appropriation pro- 


posed? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Thirty thousand dollars. The provision of the 
last appropriation bill will be found at the foot of page 24 of the 
act as ed last year. I have conferred with the Indian Office 
on this subject, and I learned there that all of the appropriation 
made last year has been exhausted and that this appropriation is 

tly needed to carry out the work in hand. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This does not pertain to Indians in the 
Indian Territory, as I understand? 

Mr. GAMBLE. It applies simply to South Dakota. 

Mr. McMILLIN. To the Sou kota reservations. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I had prepared my amendment before the 
amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin was offered, and 

ibly the references in my amendment to the numbering of the 
ae ht to be somewhat changed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why does not the provision embraced in lines 
8 to 13, on 52, cover the matter? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Simply because it is inadequate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then why not change the amount and leave 


the other age of the text as it is? 
Mr. amie Because in the State of South Dakota there are 


a number of these reservations; and I have followed the language 
of the law of last year,so as to make the provision specially appli- 
cable to that State, the object being that the money should not be 
diverted to other localities. 

Mr. FOOTE. Was this amount appropriated last year for this 


se 
.GAMBLE. Yes, sir. 


Mr. FOOTE. And it is proposed that we appropriate again this 
year $30,000? 
Mr. G , sir. 


r.GAMBLE. Yes 

Mr. FOOTE. How long at this rate will it take to complete 
this survey? 

Mr. G. . Well, asI have said, there are a number of 
these reservations, some of them of large area, and the object of 
this a iation is to carry out the provisions of law and treaty 

i ions in regard to the allotment of lands to the Indians, sQ 
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that they can be separated from their tribal relations and move 
ahead in the bettering of their condition in all respects. 

Mr. FOOTE. It seems to me the House should know some- 
thing more about this matter. I am free to confess my own igno- 
rance in respect to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to ask the gentleman from South 
Dakota {[Mr. GAMBLE] whether this provision meets with the 
approval of the Indian Office? 

Mr. GAMBLE, Yes, sir. I called yesterday at that office and 
conferred with Mr. Slayton, to whom I submitted this matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Has the gentleman any report from the office 
on this subject? 

Mr. GAMBLE. No, sir. But when I was in the Indian Office 
yesterday I was informed that all of the appropriation of $30,000 
made last year had been exhausted and that this appropriation 
will be necessary to carry on the work for the coming year. 
supposed then the bill would come up for consideration yesterday, 
and I did not have time to secure a formal report in writing from 
the Indian Office. Had I understood it would have gone over until 
to-day, I would have asked fora report in line with the suggestions 
I have made. 

Mr. FOOTE. Has the gentleman any report as to how much 
work has been accomplished by the expenditure of the $30,000 ap- 
propriated last year, how much is yet to be done, and how many 
years it will probably take to complete the work? , 

Mr. GAMBLE. I do not know that I can intelligently answer 
that question. 

Mr. FOOTE. It seezas to me that the House should be informed 
on that point. 

Mr. GAMBLE. There is a large area of land in these various 
reservations, of which there are a number in the State. It will 
take some time to carry out all the allotments under the treaty. 

Mr. SHERMAN. hy does not the provision in the bill, so far 
as it goes, reach South Dakota as well as any other State? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Because, as I have already stated, the amount 
rovided in the bill is entirely inadequate for the State of South 
akota alone. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, while, in view of the 
gentleman’s statement, a point of order would not probably be 
sustained on this amendment, I really think the amendment ought 
not to be adopted. I regret very much to oppose any proposition 
offered by the gentieman from South Dakota, but I can not allow 
such an amendment as this to pass without opposing it. I think 
this amendment ought not to be adopted. 

Mr. GAMBLE. In reply to the gentleman from New York 
a SHERMAN],I will say—not that I would. accuse him of bad 

aith or anything of that kind, because I believe he has the good 
of the service entirely at heart—that I suggested this matter to him 
yesterday, and I understood I had his permission to bring up the 
amendment, he believing, as I thought, that it was necessary that 
this work be carried out. If these Indians are to be advanced in 
civilization, if they are to be put on their allotments and separated 
from their tribal relations in conformity to the provision of the 
treaties with the different tribes, this appropriation ought to be 
made in conformity with treaty stipulations as well as the law by 
which they were ratified. I insist that the amount is not too 
large. In fact, it is really insufficient to do the necessary work in 
hand. But although I think a larger amount ought to be pro- 
vided than this amendment proposes, I am willing to modify the 
amendment and reduce the amount of the proposed appropriation. 

Mr. FOOTE. I should like to know whether attention is called 
to this matter in the report of the Indian Commissioner. Has the 
gentleman =f report in favor of the proposition? 

Mr. GAMBLE. No, sir; I can not refer toany such report. I 
can only answer the gentleman generally that these reservations 
are very large; all the allotments have not been made; it is abso- 
lutely necessary in carrying out the provisions of the treaties that 
the allotments should be made so that in addition to the school, 
industrial, and other facilities the Indians may have the advan- 
tages of the influences of civilization to the fullest extent. 

Mr. FOOTE. I did not wish to appear as opposing the amend- 
ment of the gentleman, but only wanted to obtain some informa- 
tion before voting upon the expenditure of so large a sum. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I very much regret that there 
seems to be a misunderstanding between the gentleman and 
myself. I certainly did not mean to be understood as assenting 
to the amendment. I know, of course, that the gentleman must 
have supposed I assented to it, or that he would not have so stated. 
But it was a mistake. I had no such thing in my mind during 
the conferences we had on the subject. 

I do not think, I repeat, that the amendment ought to beadopted. 
We have provided $30,000 in the next item in the general fund for 
the purpose for which the gentleman now asks the same sum to 
be used in South Dakota alone; and I think the amendment ought 
not to be adopted. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I think the gentleman from New York is in 
error, Mr. Chairman. There is a provision at the bottom of page 


52 = the amount of $20,000 for the general surveys of allot- 
ments—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman is correct; $20,000. I said 
thirty, but twenty is the correct amount. 

Mr. GAMBLE. And I clearly understood the tleman from 
New York that I had the right to offer the anientenont, as I sug- 
gested it to him. It was embodied in the law of last year; and, 
upon the further fact that I have the assurance of the Indian 
Bureau, and my own knowledge of the conditions prevailing, 
that this is necessary. I hope, therefore, that the amendment 
will be adopted. 

Mr. C ON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
in order to determine my vote on the amendment. 

On page 52, line 13, about the middle of the page, I see that 
$30,000 is appropriated for surveys of allotments, and at the bot- 
tom of the page I see a sum of $20,000 is provided for the same 
purpose. It seems to me to be two substantially similar items, 
making a total of $50,000. Do I understand the gentleman from 
New York—that this was not estimated for? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Of course the itemsin the bill were estimated 
for. The amendment pro by the gentleman from South 
Dakota was not estimated for. 

Mr. CANNON. It is clearly outside of the estimate? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I would say, in reply to the suggestion of the 

ntleman from Illinois, that when the estimates were made up in 
S ptember last the amount provided by the bill last year had not 
been exhausted and very little had er out atthattime; but 
since then it has been entirely exhausted. 

Mr. CANNON. Is there any communication, transmitted in 
the regular way, from the Interior Department regarding this 
appropriation? 

Mr. GAMBLE. No, sir; as I have already stated, there is no 
such communication. That is to say, there is no formal commu- 
nication, only to me, personally, when I called yesterday at the 
Indian Office upon this subject. 

Mr. CANNON. Do I understand the gentleman from New 
York to antagonize the provision? 

Mr. SHER . Ido, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment submitted by the gentleman from South ota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For pay of physician, New York Agency, $600. 


Mr. CANNON. I wish to reserve the — to submit a point 
of order on that provision long enough to ask a question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
the same provision was in the last appropriation bill, identical in 


language and amount. 

Mr. CANNON. It is marked ‘‘new” here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is an error. It is precisely the same 
provision. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman gof the last year’s Dill 
before him? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say to the gentleman that he falls into 
an error because this item appears in another part of last year’s 
bill. It was transposed here to make the bill more homogeneous. 

Mr. CANNON. Isit in pursuance of a treaty? as 

Mr. SHERMAN, Only in a way, I suppose; in fact, it is a 
gratuity. : 

By our treaty with the New York Indians it was provided that 
we should furnish medicines, calicoes, and so on, and we have 
furnished a physician for many years; but up to last year he had 
been paid out of some general fund, what it is I can not say; but 
last year for the first time it was put in asa ific item in the 
appropriation bill in this form. In fact, this physician attends to 
some 2,500 Indians. He spends one day each week on the reserva- 
tion, and goes there at any other time that his services muy be 
required. ; 

Mr. CANNON. This, I believe, is a wealthy class of Indians 
up in New York. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; Ido notthinkso. They havelands, but 
as a tribe there is but little wealth amongst them. The land on 
which the Indians live, I will say, is the land the title to which 
was claimed by the Ogden Land pany. They have a right . 
tenure forever, and there is some question about the ownership 0 
the land, some claim that affects the title. ; 

Mr. CANNON. It is allotted. They are living there on their 
allotments, are they not? bs , 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not allotted. They are living there 2 
tribal relations. There has been no allotment whatever. 

Mr. CANNON. If it is a treaty obligation, I am willing to pay- 
If it is not-—— F : a 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not in terms a treaty stipulation, wah 
yet it takes the place of a trea’ vision that we shall furn's 


them so much medicine, and all t sort of thing. We furnish 
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them a physician who does all this instead. I think it is entirely 
oper. 

Pithe Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read as fol- 

lows: 


For irrigation, Southern Ute allotments, including labor and material, tu 
be immediately available, $25,000. 


Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order on lines 18, 19, and 
20, that that is an appropriation not authorized by existing law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Doss the gentleman make the point, or simply 
reserve it? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I will reserve it if the gentleman desires 
to say something. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask the Clerk to read what is said on this 
subject in the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. It 
is found on pages 94 and 95 of his report. I am not contending 
that the gentleman’s point of order is not correct, but I ask him 
to hear these facts before he insists upon his point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SOUTHERN UTES IN COLORADO. 


It was stated in my last annual report that the commission which was 
appointed under the provisions of the act of Congress approved February 20, 
js (28 Stat. L., 677), was engaged in allotting lands in severalty to such 
members of the Southern Ute tribe as had elected to take them. November 
30, 1895, the commission transmitted schedules showing allotments to 382 In- 
dians. the quantity of land alloted being 65,450.33. 

While these schedules were before the Department for approval, Agent 
Day, of the Southern Ute Agency, who was alsoa member of the commis- 
sion, reported that the few Indians who had wanted their improvements a 

raised and sold with the intention of removing to the diminished reserve 
five in common with those members of the tribe who had decided not to take 
allotments had reconsidered their determination and wanted allotted to them 
the land upon which their improvements were located. Agent Day, in his 
capacity as commissioner, was accordingly directed March 27, 1896, to pre- 
pare a supplemental schedule showing the additional allotments. 

April I4 he transmitted a supplemental schedule showing 39 allotments 
aggregating 7,360.81 acres, which, added to the original schedule, makes a 
total of 371 allotments, covering 72,811.15 acres. June 12 the Department ap- 
proved the two schedules of allotments and directed the Commissioners of 
the General Land Office to issue the —— therefor. 

The surplus or unallotted lands of that portion of the reservation lying east 
of range 14 nave not yet been opened to settlement, and they probably will 
not be until the east boundary line shall have been properly located. Itis 
said now to be located about 5 miles too far west. 

A matter of much importance to the allottees on the Southern Ute Reser- 
vation is that of ae on. Agent Day has had surveys and the socomeey 
filings made for five pnt ly he was directed September | to submit esti- 
mates of cost of putting in the head gate for each of the ditches and for doing 
a limited amount of additional work on two of them, the idea being to prose- 
cute the work with “due diligence,” as required by the laws of Colorado. 
The office is delayed in the proper prosecution of this work by lack of funds. 
For the completion of the ditches a special ae will have to be 
asked, the regular appropriation of $30,000 for gation generally on Indian 
reservations being entirely too small to provide for — of the total cost 
of irrigation for the Southern Utes. It is prepeset. | owever, to use about 
$5,000 thereof in making the start, and to depend upon Congress for the re- 
maining funds necessary to complete the work. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, these Indians are the Indians 
who have been moved, or whom we have attempted to move, from 
Colorado over into Utah, and, as the portion of the report which 
the Clerk has read shows, some 70,000 acres of land have been 
allotted to some 870 Indians. As the report further shows, these 
lands, as they are now conditioned, without water, are practically 
valueless, and before these Indians can possibly maintain their 
existence there it is necessary to irrigate these lands. That work, 
as the report shows, is under way, and it will require, as is 
believed by the Commissioner, $25,000 more to finish it. I ho 
the gentleman will not insist on his point of order against the 
amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. How many of these Indians are there? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will have to refer to my friend from Colo- 
rado [Mr. BELL]. Ican not recall how many there are, all told. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. About a thousand. 

Mr. CANNON. About a thousand, my friend says. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is correct. ' 

Mr. CANNON. I find, on page 34, that the appropriation for 
nal assistance to these Indians aggregates $83,740 for 1,000 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; that is right 
‘ Mr. CANNON. Then they are beneficiaries under the general 
frre Priation, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, 

Ute construction of schools for education? 
i SHERMAN. That is right. 
Gnas CANNON, Andsoon. Then, in addition to that, my rec- 
— is that these Indians are very well off. And still, in addi- 
cin that, I find under the treaty of 1874 they are entitled to 
ithy © in perpetuity $25,000 a year, to be expended for their benefit 
¥ a the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. 
®CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist on his point of 


Mr. CANNON. Yes, I do insist on the point of order 
The Chair wi ie 


The CHA ‘ 
and the Clerk eal tease will sustain the point of order, 





The Clerk read as follows: 


For survey and subdivision of Indian reservations and of lands to be 
allotted to Indians, and to make allotments in severalty, to be expended by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, $20,000. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. ~° 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, in line 25, page 52, the word “twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “forty.” 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the committee [Mr. ne a question. I understand 
this is the amount estimated for by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. I should like to ask if the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
considered this amount sufficient for the survey and allotment of 

ds? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, it is what he has asked for, and I as- 
sume that he considered that sufficient. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, this question has already been 
raised by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE], who 
wished an appropriation of $30,000 for his State alone, for surveys 
and allotments. The bill carries appropriations of only $20,000 for 
the surveys and allotments in all portions of the Union. Last year 
the appropriation, I believe, was about this amount, and | am of 
the opinion that this was not enough. 

There are a number of reservations in the country where sur- 
veys and allotments are needed, and I have specially in mind a 
large reservation in my State where about two-thirds of the Indians 
have received their lands in severalty. The allotting agent has 
been unable to carry on allotments this entire winter for the 
reason that the appropriation for further surveys was exhausted; 
and I fear, with an appropriation of only $20,000 for the entire 
country for this very important branch of the work of the Depart- 
ment, that the same condition of affairs will exist in the coming 
year that has existed the past year. I believe that the Shoshone 
and Arapahoe Reservation alone in the State of Wyoming requires 
an appropriation of $8,000 or $9,000 to complete the surveys so 
that allotments can be made to all the Indians of that reservation 
in severalty. It is certainly highly important that these allot- 
ments should be made. The Department has already started in 
on this work of giving to every Indian his land in severalty, and 
the lack of sufficient funds for the survey operates against this 
very laudable work. It is highly important for the good of the 
Indians that the land shall be surveyed immediately in order that 
the allotments can be made at the earliest possible moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, while I do not wish to set up 
my opinion against the knowledge of the gentleman so far as his 
own locality is concerned, I do think it is fair to assume that the 
Secretary has asked us for all that he deems sufficient for this 
year; and in the absence of any subsequent report or more defi- 
nite report from him, I do think we should grant only such amount 
as the Secretary has asked for in the Book of Estimates; and there- 
fore I trust that the amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the ae made last 
ear was much short of the amount needed, and it is barely possi- 
le that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs did ask for a larger 

appropriation for this purpose than the Secretary of the Interior 
finally submitted, and no doubt the Commissioner endeavored to 
—— as low as possible. - 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment, and 
the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For completion of the survey of the lands in the Indian Territory, $100,000, 
or so much thereof as may necessary, to immediately available: Pro- 
vided, That the surveys herein authorized, or any part of them in the Indian 
Territory, shall be made under the supervision of the Director of the Geo- 
logical Survey by such persons as may be employed by or under him for that 
pores and such surveys shall be executed under instructions to be issued 

y the Secretary of the Interior, and subdivisional surveys shall be executed 
under the rectangular system, as now provided by law: Provided further, 
That when any.surveys shall have been so made and plats and field notes 
thereof pre , they shall be approved and certified by the Director of the 
Geological Survey, and two copies thereof shall be returned, one for filing in 
the Indian Office and one in the General Land Office; and such surveys, field 
notes, and plats shall have the same legal force and effect as heretofore given 
to the acts of surveyors-general: Provided further, That all laws inconsistent 
with the provisions hereof are hereby declared to be inoperative as respects 
such surveys. 

Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 53 insert, after line 20, the words: 

“To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay to the scouts and soldiers 
and their descendants of the Sisseton, Wahpeton, Medawaukanton, and 
Wapkoota bands of Sioux Indians residing off of the Sisseton Reservation 
and not parties to the agreement, who were duly enrolled and received their 
proportion of the annuities on the pay roll of said scouts and soldiers for the 
years 1893 and 1894, and whose names were omitted from the pay roll of the 
year 1895, $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
— the amendment until I have heard further in reference 

it. 
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Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Chairman, I desire now that the Clerk may 
read the statement of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs touch- 


The Clerk read as follows: 
WASHINGTON, January 19, 1897. 
Sir: Iam in receipt of your letter dated the 15th instant. inclosing copy of 


an amendment which your colleague, Mre KIEFER, proposes to introduce to 
the Indian appropriation bill when it is considered. You ask to be advised 
whether or not the amendment should be incorporated in the bill. 


in reply, l return the amendment with advice that the same should be in- 
corporated in the bill. Theamount named, $10,000, will pay twenty-five scouts 
and soldiers omitted from the pay roll of 1895, if that number were omitted. 


Very respectfully, ; 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 

Hon. J. 8S. SHERMAN, 

House of Representatives. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to say anything 
on the point of order made by the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not insist on the point of order, in view 
of the statement made by the Commissioner. 

Mr. CANNON, I will reserve it. 

Mr. KIEFER. May I be heard? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Minnesota.on the point of order, if he desires:to be heard. 

Mr. KIEFER. Yes,sir. Theamendment,in the first place,asks 
for $10,000, or so much thereof as may be:necessary, to pay a num- 
ber of soldiers and scouts of the Sioux, as they are named in the 
amendment. They were left off the pay roll by an oversight for 
the year 1895. They were paid for 1893 and 1894. They areentitled 
to that pay. Now, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs acquiesces 
in the request that they should be so paid. 

Mr. CANNON. Let -me read: 

In reply I return the amendment with the advice that the same be incor- 


porated in'the bill. The amount named, $10,000, will pay twenty-five scouts 
and soldiers omitted from the pay roll of 1895, if that number were omitted. 


Very respectfully, 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 


Mr. KIEFER. That is the number that ‘he refers to. Not 
knowing exactly how many there were omitted, he qualified it by 
stating if that number had been omitted; being the number of 
twenty-five, that would be the amount. 

Mr. CANNON. Is that a treaty obligation? 

Mr. KIEFER. Iso understand it. 

Mr. CANNON. What treaty? 

Mr. KIEFER. Ican not state. The gentleman must under- 
stand that these scouts and soldiers were scouts and soldiers dur- 
ing the Sioux outbreak of 1862, and payment authorized by act 
approved March 2, 1895. 

Mr. CANNON. Then this runs back ‘to 1862? 

Mr. KIEFER. Thisisa claim bysoldiersand scouts who served 
as such during ‘the Sioux war for 1862, as I understand, and their 
names were left off the pay roll for the year 1895. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I insist on the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihope you will. If thatisso, thatisa claim. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to reimburse the confederated Kas- 
kaskia, Peoria, Piankeshaw, and Wea tribes of Indians the amount due them 
under thetreaty of May 30, 1854, $12,123.93, to be immediately available, and to 
be in full forall money claimed by said Indians, both principal and interest, un- 

er and by virtue of said treaty; saidsum to be paid per capita to said Indians 

y the Secretary of the Interior or — fort benefit in such manner 
and for such objects and pu as he may see fit, and when so paid or ex- 
pended to be in full payment of all claim and demand against the Govern- 
ment of the United States under said treaty. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment to that paragraph. 

Mr. CANNON. Before the amendment is offered, I desire to 
make the point of order upon the paragraph, beginning at line 21, 
page 53, and extending down to line 8, page 54. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr.:Chairman, I desire to amend by 
adding after the word “treaty,” on page 54—— 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I will ask to have the point of 
order dis of first. 

r. RMAN. Let it be reserved. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the use of amending the paragraph if 
‘It is subject to the point of order? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Curtis] will withhold his amendment for a moment 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] will reserve his 
— of order, I will make a brief explanation of this paragraph. 

ck in the fifties certain treaties were made with these tribes of 
Indians relating to the sale of their lands, and they thereafter 
claimed that the United States had erroneously charged against 
‘their fund certain items of overpayments to allotting agents, pay- 
‘ments to certain counsel that were a the Saitents , and 
other matters of that kind which ‘the claimed should aot 
‘ander the treaty have been charged — them. In 1867 Con- 
passed an act which t ‘‘an examination shall 
made of the books of the Indian Office and an account current 
prepared stating the condition of their funds, and the represen- 















amendment, to come in before line 9 on page 54. 





tation of these Indians for overcharges for the sale of their lands 
in 1857 and 1858 shall be examined and reported to Congress,” 


Mr. CANNON. What was the date of that? 


Mr. SHERMAN. That was in 1867. It will be found on page 


515 of 15 Statutes at Large. That examination took place and 
as long ago as 1877, a bill was favorably reported in the Senate 
covering not only the amount included in this amendment, jut 
also interest on various items, making a total of twenty-five thou. 
sand and some odd hundred dollars. That was in 1877, twenty 
years ago. 


Mr. CANNON. That is, it was reported in the Senate as 


claim for consideration? 


Mr. SHERMAN. It was reported favorably as a separate bill, 
Mr. CANNON. Let me the gentleman, is this an appro- 


priation for the service of the Indian Office for the coming tisca] 
year? 


Mr. SHERMAN. . It is not. 
Mr. CANNON. But it is in satisfaction of a claim that dates 


away back in the fifties? 


Mr. SHERMAN. That is correct. 
Mr. CANNON. Then I must insist on the point of order. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Notwithstanding the absolute virtue of the 


ao as demonstrated by the gentleman from New York? 
ug 


ter. 
Mr. CARON. It has no place in this bill. It isa mere claim, 
Mr.SHERMAN. Ilassume, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman's 


point of order is good if it is insisted upon. 


Mr. CANNON. I insist u it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will offer my 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Before line 9 on page 54 insert: 
“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed to pay to 


G. H. Kitson, or his legal ——— the sum of $1,000 due said Kitson 
for money advanced to the 
any money due said tribe from the United States not otherwiseappropriated.” 


enominee tribe of Indians of Wisconsin, out of 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 


upon that amendment, but will hear an explanation. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, this carries no appro- 


priation at all. These Indians are very wealthy. They have no 


annuities, but they have a large amount of money to their credit 


in the Treasury, the interest of which is paid to them every year 


without appropriation. They have also a large income from the 
sale of lumber. A few years ago a member of the tribe loaned 
them $1,000 in connection with a mission to Washington. He isa 
one-armed Indian. He mortgaged his farm to obtain the money, 
and they gave him a note for it. I have a letter here, written by 
the agent in 1892, in which he makes the t that $600 of this 
amount should be paid, and this amendment provides for the pay- 
ment of the note without interest. is no reason whty it 
shonld not be paid. It takes nothing from the Treasury. This 
Indian has lost his farm. The tribe is perfectly able to pay the 
money they owe this man, and the only way he can be pa‘d is for 
us to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. CANNON. I renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Olerk read as follows: 

For the erection of a bridge, under ‘the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior, across Big Wind er, on the Shoshone or Wind River Indian 


Reservation in Wyoming, at or near the Kinnear crossing of that river, 
$10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
this until I hear an explanation of it. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield tothe gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 
MONDELL}. 

Mr. MONDELL. ° Mr. Chairman, the Shoshone Reservation 0 
Wyoming is about 75 miles square. The Big Wind River runs 
east and west through that reservation, h the center 
of it. The Shoshone and Arapahoe Indians—about 1,900 of them— 
have their allotments south of the Big Wind River, and they use 
the northern half of the reservation, on the north side of the Bis 
Wind River, as grazing grounds. From theOwl Creek Mountains, 
in the northern part.of the they obtain timber, logs, 
poles, fence posts,etc. The Big Wind River is not fordable — 
the months of April, May, and June, and generally not until | , 
middle of July. Therefore during that part of the year '' = 
possible for Indians to.cross back and forth between ther 


grazing and timber grounds and their farms. ‘ 
Further, this reservation lies between two well-settled portions 
ing—the Lander Valley and the Bis “4 
Basin country. the travel from the Union Pacific Railroa’ ™ 
the southern portion of the last-named is obliged to aa 
this reservation; there is no other way in that region try 
be reached from the south. Settlers ing in that coum 


are compelled to cross the Big Wind River, and under existing 
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ible for them to do so until after midsum- 
Further, this reservation is southeast of the National Park 
and the Jacksons Hole country, and Fort Washakie, on this res- 


conditions it is im 
mer. 


-yation, is the only place where there are any troops adjacent to 
Seat regions. During the early part of the year it would be im- 
possible, without the construction of this bridge, to transfer these 
troops, if it should be my ag without great delay. I think 
this bridge is needed by the Indians, by the settlers, and by the 

ilitary. 

OM r. CANNON. Is this appropriation estimated for? 

Mr. MONDELL. It is not. 

Mr. CANNON. Is there anything to prevent the State of Wy- 
oming from erecting a bridge within her borders? 

Mr. MONDELL. In reply to the gentleman's question, I will 
say that if the State of Wyoming or its citizens were in possession 
of the Shoshone and Arapahoe Reservation, one of the fairest _. 
tious of our State, we should be only too happy to bridge the Big 
Wind River. But unfortunately for us that great reservation 
lying in the center of the State belongs to the Government and 
the Indians. It is surrounded east and west by mountain ranges. 
There is a vast tract in the northern part of my State, as large as 
the State of Massachusetts, which it is impossible to reach from 
the south without — this reservation. If the reservation 
were turned over to the State of Wyoming, we should be very 
happy to make appropriations for bridging the river; but so long 
as the reservation remains in the hands of the Indians and the 
National Government our State has no authority to go upon the 
reservation for the purpose of building bridges. We therefore 
ask that this bridge be provided for by an appropriation through 
the only channel in which an appropriation can be made for its 
erection. 

Mr. CANNON. In the absence of any estimate and of any offi- 
cial information from the Executive Department in reference to 
this matter, I am com to insist on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Chair sustains the point of order. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
That all restrictions existing os the leasing, sale, or conveyance of 
the allotted lands of the Puyallup In 


dians, situate in Pierce County, State of 
States is 


Washington, in so far as the Government of the United 


are hereby remov: 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I reserve a point of order 
against a just read. 

Mr. SH . I ask the gentleman from preg et pe 
Doo.itTLe] to explain this provision, as it has been inse in 
the bill upon ae. 

Mr. DOOL Mr. Chairman, this matter has been up 
during every session of Congress during the last four years. 
There are only something like five or six hundred of these Puyal- 
lup Indians. These lands, lands which have been allotted to them 
for a long period of time, are a much larger body of land than 
they will require, or even be able to clear, for purposes of culti- 
vation. The allotted lands abut against the city limits of the city 
of Tacoma, in the State of Washington, a place of fifty-two or 
fifty-three thousand inhabitants. Some time since a treaty was 
made with these Pu Indians, and afterwards the ds 
were allotted to them, with the ex on of about 600 acres, 
which were retained for school, church, and cemetery purposes. 

me time since a commission was appointed to superintend the 
sale of these allotted lands and the reservation lands paper. The 
provision of law under which this commission was a ted pro- 
vided for the payment of the salaries and expenses of the commis- 
sioners out of the proceeds of the sale of these allotted lands. The 
commissioners went on and sold certain of the lands—a much 
smaller quantity, as we believe, than should have been sold in 
view of the expense incurred. About $90,000 was expended in 
the sale of a portion of these lands. 

On the 1st day of December, 1896, this commission, under an 
ee _ eee T had a talk with the 

retary © Interior, t session, on this subject 
while the I di a uring . gec 
Tequested thataf 
of this commission. He 
Proceed with the work till the ist of December last, but he was 
satisfied that if 
have sold all 


concerned, 


of a commission, 
Now, Mr. 


jnst 9s competent to transact their own 
fe, tal community in the limits of the 
Y desire to do is to sell portions of the 


the moneys received from the sale for the purpose of clearing up 
the balance of the property. Large portions of their lands are 
covered very heavily with timber, and will require an expenditure 
of $100 or $125 and in some cases even as much as two or even 
three hundred dollars an acre to clear them up. Once cleared, 
however, it is the most productive land in the United States. It 
is so fertile that a farm of 8 or 10 acres is sufficient to produce 
everything required for the consumption and to supply the wants 
of a family of six or eight persons. We have gotten these Indians 
in such a condition—they are so well educated—that they are 
perfectly competent to manage their own business affairs and do 
not longer need this commission. 

We wanted, therefore, the supervision of these commissioners 
to come to an end, for they added no value whatever to the prop- 
erty rights of my constituents. 

lam asking only that which is fair and just and proper, and it 
seems to me that there ought to be no objection, in common fair- 
ness on the part of any Representative on this floor, to this propo- 
sition. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Do I understand that this commission went on and sold 
lands after allotments had been made to the individual Indians? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Sold the allotted lands? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, sir; which, in my judgment, was a 
bad policy always. The Indians ought not to have been com- 
pelied to bear the burden of this commission. It is all wrong. 

And another thing: If an investigation were had, it would be 
shown conclusively toany unprejudiced mind that the lands were 
sold to no better advantage than if they had been sold directly by 
the Indian allottees themselves. And in 9 cases out of 10 the sale 
was made by an arrangement with the individual allottee, and was 
simply confirmed by this commission. 

I have no complaint or criticism to make so far as the commis- 
sion itself is concerned, but their effort has come to an end, as 
Congress wisely determined, on the 1st of December last. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The commissioners, as I understand it, 
had supervision over the lands in the matter of leasing, and some- 
times collected the money under the leases, but I have never 
known that they had any right, or that they ever undertook to 
interfere with the title of the Indians. 

Was that provided for by the act appointing the commission; 
that these commissioners should sell the lands of the individual 
allottees? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Assuredly. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I did not so understand. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE (continuing). And they went and sold all 
the lands they could sell under the consent of the Indians. 

A good many of the Indians possess the pride to manage their 
own affairs, and naturally would not consent to the sale of their 
lands under the supervision of any commission. 

Mr. BRODERICK. To whom did the commission report? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, To the Secretary of the Interior. And the 

ment was further made that the moneys proceeding from 
the sale should be turned over to the Indians directly without 
being covered into the Treasury. This is a further fact that the 
intelligence of these Indians is recognized in every possible way. 

Now, an effort is claimed to have been made all the time to edu- 
cate Indians to be competent to manage their own affairs. Here 
are five or six hundred people who have acquired sufficient intel- 
ligence and business capacity to do that very thing. 

. BRODERICK. hat became of the moneys received that 
were turned over from the lands sold? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Why, they took the money and improved 
the balance of the lands, so that they are now living as white peo- 
ple, educating their children, and voting the Populist ticket in a 

many cases, I am sorry to say. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I mean with reference to the lands sold by 
the commission. Did those persons whose lands were sold be- 
come paupers? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Not at all. They did not sell all of their 
lands. took the money received from the sale of a portion 
of the land and improved the balance, on which they live and 
retain the title. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Will the gentlemen allow me to ask him 


a an 
r. DOOLITTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I notice you take away, by the amend- 
ment, the prohibition against the conveyance of the land. When 
would that time expire? 

Mr. DOOLI . In about four years from the present time. 
The twenty-year limitation was done away with by the act of a 
former Congress, and was cut down to ten years. About six 
— of that time have expired, and no one expects these Indians 

ne age em oe than they are now, during the four years 
remaining, their own property. 

Mr. BRODERICR I desire to ask the gentleman if this statute 
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authorizing the appointment of a commission authorized that com- 
mission to sell all the allotted lands of any individual Indian? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Such portion of the alloted lands as they 
do not require for their own use was the provision. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Iam very reluctant to make 
the point of order against my friend. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Lassure the gentleman that I am very reluc- 
tant to have it come from that source. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I have no doubt the gentle- 
man knows a great deal more about it than I do. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Iam glad that is admitted also. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. But we have to treat these 
Indians with referenee to our general policy, and it seems to me 
this is an infraction of the general principles upon which we treat 
all Indians. They are considered as under the special guardian- 
ship of the nation. There is a way in which anyone who wants to 
buy these lands can get them. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Not now. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. That nny ating the consent 
of the Government, which acts as a trustee; but I am especi 
moved to make the point of order from the statement made in the 
report of the Indian Commissioner, in which he says, with refer- 
ence to this very proposition: 

It is believed by this office—— 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Let me just read this report. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If the gentleman will allow me, I should 
like to ask him when that report was made by the Indian Commis- 
sioner? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. It was in reference to the last 
Indian bill, in which there was a similar provision to this one. 
The dateis February 21,1886. The Indian Commissioner then said: 

It is believed by this office that if the clause contained in the pending 
Indian appropriation bill— 

Which I understand is substantially identical with this very 
clause— 
should become a law it would result in robbing the Puyallup Indians of their 
homes and lands,in bringing them to early poverty, and in making them 
dependent upon the generosity of the Government. ot aa would it result 
in their financial ruin, but tend to their moral destruction. It would, in my 
opinion, be a discredit tothe Government and a fraud upon Indian legislation 
to allow these Indians to dispose of their lands--as they certainly would do— 
worth many thousands of dollars, for a mere pittance. 

It seems to me that these Indians who own lands in the vicinity 
of a large city should especially receive the guardianship of the 
Government, if Indians anywhere should receive that guardian- 
ship. And in view of that statement of the Indian Commissioner, 
I very reluctantly—because I regret to object to anything my 
friend wishes—feel called upon to make the point of order that 
this changes existing law. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I move to strike out the last word. 

So far as the possibility of these Indians becoming a charge on 
the General Government is concerned, I wish to reply to the gen- 
tleman. These Indians are citizens of the State of Washington 
just as much as I am a citizen, and whenever an Indian has fallen 
into indigent circumstances he has been taken care of by the au- 
thorities just as a white man is taken care of. These Indians are 
recognized in every way as citizens of that State, voting at all of 
our elections, and subject to all of ourlaws. They have the right, 
under the decisions of the Federal courts in that State and under 
the decisions of the State courts, to purchase liquor and to exer- 
cise all of the rights of citizens. [Laughter.] They have at all 
times done so, and I desire to say to this House, that there is as 
much sobriety among these Puyallup Indians as there isin any 
community in your State or my State; that these Indians are 
sober, upright, self-respecting people. 

Now, so far as the observation of the Commissioner is concerned, 
he never has seen these Indians, he never has been with them, and 
knows nothing about them, and when the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. McCaL1] visited the State of Washington a short 
time since I think it was pointed out to him where this reserva- 
tion lay, stretched out in the Puyallup Valley, covered with tim- 
ber in the main. The gentleman should know how important it 
is to the interests of that city that these lands be opened up, and 
how important it is to the interests of those who now hold the 
lands under this little four years’ restriction, and I ask him, in 
common fairness as between men representing constituencies here 
on this floor, to withdraw this point of order. Hesays he is reluc- 
tant in making it. I assure him that no harm whatever can come 
to these Indians through the — of this provision in this bill. 

I am speaking earnestly, Mr.Chairman. This is the last opportu- 
nity I shall have on this floor to plead in behalf of the rights of 
these constituents of mine. Another man will soon take my place, 
residing in a more remote portion of the State, and I ask this on 
behalf of these Indians, on behalf of the citizens of the State of 
Washington, and on behalf of the fairness which I believe he 
sesses and that I simply invoke in asking the withdrawal of this 
point of order. I hope no point of order will prevail against this 
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amendment, but that it will be allowed to come to a vote here in 
the House, so that we may ascertain what the sentiment of th 
House is in regard toa matter of this kind, that is asked inc 
candor by the representative of a constituency who ought to 
know what his le want and what is best for them. 

The CHAIR . Does the gentleman insist upon his point? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, if this can be 
reserved, and this section passed over, I would be very glad to 
further look into the matter; but we have the positive statement 
of the Indian Commissioner, and if we are compelled to act upon 
it now, I shall have to insist upon the point of order. I ask that 
this paragraph be temporarily passed over. 

Mr. 8 MAN. I will consent to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the para. 
graph under consideration be temporarily passed over. Is therg 
objection? [After a ~ The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 


amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After line 18, 54, insert the following: 


page 

“That from and after the passage of dians 
Territories ot the United States for an vot tite stfenses cieaearn . = 
cunts within maid” perttenion.* ba wely by the United States 

Mr. SHERMAN. I raise the point of order inst the amen 
ment. I reserve it temporarily. , . 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that 
upon the Indian sen bill of 1891 certain offenses were 
enumerated in whic 7 could be tried in the United States 
Territories where the United States held exclusive jurisdiction, so 
that in the Territories these Indians shall be tried within the 
United States courts; but in the Territories of the United States 
there are courts with dual jurisdiction. The United States courts 
also sit as district courts, Territorial district courts, and confusion 
arises in regard to the trial of these Indians. In many cases they 
were tried in the Territorial district courts. It then became neces. 
sary on an Indian appropriation bill, approved March 2, 1889, to 
provide that— 

Sec. 11. feet bavesties the costs of the trial of the cases in the courts of 
the several Territories tried pursuant to and for the offenses named in sec. 
tion 9 of the act entitled “‘An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian ——s and seen rent stipulae 
tions with various Indian tribes for year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
other purposes,” shall be audited by the accounting aT of the Treasury 

of criminal 


and paid out of money for similar expenses in the trial 
the ja of the United States. 


Notwithstanding that provision, confusion still arose, and many 
counties having claims — the General Government found 
that they could not collect-them, and it became necessary in 1895 
for a joint resolution to be passed, as follows: 

That the First Auditor and the First Comptroller of the Treasury be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to examine all claims which may be presented 
in proper form by the different counties in Arizona Territory, and to ascer 
tain the amount due to each of said counties on account of legal costs and ex- 

mses incurred from March 3, 1889, to June 30, 1893, in the prosecution of 

dians under the act of March 3, for which the United States is liable 
under act of 3, 1889, Statutes at volume 25, 1004, and which 
have been paid by said counties, and the amounts so found due shall be cer- 
tified by the Secre of the Treasury to the Speaker of the House of Rep 
resentatives for a deficiency appropriation. 

Now, I wish to say that these Indians are tried by the same men, 
in the same courts, at the same time, and this only involves the 
machinery by which they shall be paid. Under the law as it now 
stands it is very ambiguous, and they must present their claims 
to the Treasury, and they have to be certified to the Appropriations 
Committee to provide for their a in the deficiency bill one 
year after the trials have been had. It was never contemplat 
they should be tried by those courts. The object of the amend- 
ment is simply to remove the ambiguity and hasten the collection 
of these amounts from the Department of Justice instead of 
through Con ional action. 

8 . This is purely 1 tive action, and I assure 
my friend that the Committee on Affairs, except its cbair- 
man, is a very active committee, and energetic in tak 
action upon matters submitted to it; and if its attention is cal 
to the matters it is prompt in disposing of them. If the gentleman 
will present the measure to the committee he can get it through, 
can get it reported from our committee, and it can be passed in 
the morning hours. 

The C MAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Inse “ ” the following: 

“Phat the settlers who purchased with the condition annexed of actual 
settlement on all ceded In reservations be, and they are hereby. eS " 
an extension of one year in which to make payment as now provided by law. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask my friend if this is the 
same provision we inco in the bill last year? 


cases in 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It is not the same provision a# 
incorporated last year, but substantially the same. 
Mr, . Itisthe same in effect. 





1897. 
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Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No, not exactly. That only re- 
ferred to homesteads, and this refers to the ceded lands on the In- 
dian reservations with the condition annexed. It issubstantially 
the same. It is to carry out the same purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I make no point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless objection be made, the amendment 
will be considered as adopted. [Afterapause.] The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. MONDELL. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘ter li » e 1 : 

a . — pogo Oh ors ie Wind River, on the Shoshone 
Reservation, in the State of Wyoming, the sum of $3,000." 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the provision for the con- 
struction of a new bridge across the Big Wind River has been 
stricken out on a point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
this amendment until I hear the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. MONDELL. The provision for the new bridge having 
been stricken out, I now offer this amendment. I have already 
explained to the House the necessity for some such provision in 
view of the geography of this reservation. Quite a number of 
years ago the Government erected a bridge across the Big Wind 
River. Lastyearoneendofthe bridge was washedout. Ithadbeen 
in use for many years, and it is the only means of communication 
across that stream for at least half the summer. Unless a new 
bridge shall be erected, or the old one repaired, neither the Indians, 
the military, nor the settlers can cross the river for a number of 
months during the year. The reason for asking for a new bridge 
was that the old one was too high up the river for general con- 
venience; but as the paragraph a for the new bridge has 
gone out on the point of order, I am anxious that at least the old 
one shall be repaired, so as to accommodate the travel. 

The bridge is a piece of Government property, and it ought to 
be put in good order. I would say in connection with this matter 
that when the bill was under consideration in the committee 
I went to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and asked him if 
the Indian agent on the Shoshone and Arapahoe Reservation had 
communicated with him in regard to this bridge, and he said the 
agent had called his attention to the fact that a portion of the 
bridge had been washed out, but had made no farther suggestion. 
Ithen requested the Commissioner to telegraph to Captain Wilson, 
asking that he give his opinion as to whether there should be a new 
bridge erected or whether the oldone should berepaired. This morn- 

ing | stopped in the Commissioner’s office and saw a letter from Ca 
tain Wilson stating that in his opinion it would be better to repair 
the old bridge, and that it could be repaired for the sum of $3,000. 
We can get a recommendation from the Commissioner, if neces- 
sary, for an appropriation for that purpose to that amount. I 
trust, therefore, that the House will see fit to give us this small 
appropriation for the purpose of bridging that river, so as to pro- 
vide the Indians on the reservation, as well as the settlers ina 
large portion of my State, the means of intercommunication and 
travel across the reservation. 
_ Mr. CANNON, . I will ask the gentleman if there is anything 
in the estimates covering this item? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that there is noth- 
ing in the estimates covering the item; but the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs favors this appropriation and the Indian agent has 
recommended it. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the statute been in any sense complied 
with which requires estimates to be sent from the Secretary of 
the Treasury to the Speaker of the House? Is there anything in 
Writing in the shape am estimate for this expenditure? 

Mr. MONDELL. _I do not know that there is. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask my friend further if it is not a fact 
that these Indians have a trust fund which the Secretary of the 
oe administers, and out of which he can repair this bridge, 

8 necessary? 


Mr. MONDELL. I understand that there is no trust fund that 
can be so drawn upon. 


_ Mr. CANNON, Well, I am very sorry, but I shall have to 
insist upon the point of order. 

_ Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I hold that the point of order 
‘snot well taken. This is an appropriation simply for the repair 


of a piece of Govern’ : . 
ber of years past. ment property that has been in use for a num 


Mr. CANNON. Who built that bridge? 


= MONDELL. The Government of the United States. 

“it. CANNON. Can the gentleman show me any law under 
which it was built? 

_Mr. MOND 


tion JNDELL. There was an appropriation for its construc- 
this and it was erected at the expense of the Government, and 
Mr Onment simply proposes an appropriation to repair it. 
ap ro ANNON. ell, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that if we 
ey for our great territory and our extended service in 
uance of estimates, and with official knowledge of Govern- 
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ment property and Government improvements, we shall be meet- 

ing the situation fairly well. I know that it is ungracious to make 

= point of order, but I do not very well see how I can avoid it in 
is case. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois hold that 
it is necessary to have estimates submitted and recommendations 
made before it will be in order to put in the bill an appropriation 
of the kind contemplated in this amendment? 

Mr. CANNON. I think that an expenditure made under law 
for a public work would be competent without an estimate, but I 
do not think this is such a public work in progress as is contem- 
plated by the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Evenif the construction of the bridge was 
authorized by law? 

Mr. CANN! ON. What information has the Chair upon that 


point? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only the statements of the gentleman from 
Wyoming. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, if I had the time to look the 
matter 7 could cite the gentleman to the appropriation as made. 
I do not know just when it was made, but we all know that the 
bridge was built at Government expense. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In justice to the chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole, I ask unanimous consent that this item be passed 
over, so that information may be furnished to him on which he 
can rule intelligently. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FLYNN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the last amendment insert: 

“That any sums of money hereafter to be paid per capita to individual 
Indians, including those belonging to the Five Civilized Tribes, shall be paid 


to said Indians by an officer of the Government designated by the Secretary 
of the Interior; and any provisions of law contrary hereto are hereby re- 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I reserve a point of order against this 
amendment. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe the amendmen 
is subject to a point of order. The last Indian appropriation bi 
contained the following clause: ; 

That any sums of money hereafter to be paid per capita to individual In- 
dians shall be paid to such Indians by an officer of the Government desig- 
nated by the retary of the Interior. 

In the Indian Committee it was well known that that amend- 
ment was offered by me at the last session in order to protect the 
individual Indians, especially in the Five Civilized Tribes. There 
has never been a payment made, to my knowledge, of any public 
funds to the treasurers of those Five Tribes in connection with 
which there has not been more or less scandal. 

The difference between the present amendmentand the provision 
adopted last year is just this: The amendment was - upon the 
last bill with the understanding that it included the Five Civilized 
Tribes. Later the Indian Office found that it didnot. I brought 
this matter up in the Committee on Indian Affairs in the presence 
of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] and other members. 
They sanctioned the proposition, and I was instructed to confer 
with the chief of the finance division in the Indian Office and have 
him draft an amendment which would cover thecase. The amend- 
ment which has just been read was drafted by that gentleman in 
the Indian Office. 

As to the merits of this amendment, all I have to say is this: If 
you want the Indians to obtain the money you appropriate for 
them, then you should see to it that the moneyis paid by an officer 
of the United States. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In what other way has this money been paid 
heretofore? 

Mr. FLYNN. It has been sent to the treasurers of the various 
tribes. If any individual Indian ‘‘coughed up” enough to the 
officers of the tribe, probably he would get all that was coming to 
him, or probably he would not. 

This amendment is offered solely in the interest of the individual 
Indian. I am frank toacknowledge that it is against the monopoly 
now existing. As I stated when the amendment was offered and 
adopted last year, the governor of the Seminole tribe is named 
Brown, and the treasurer is his brother. They run the only stores 
in the Seminole Nation. When the money is paid from the Treas- 
ury of the United States to the treasurer of the Seminole Nation, 
the individual Indian never gets asingle dollar, but is given a due- 
bill, upon which he can obtain goods to a particular amount at 
Brown’s store. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam not sure that I am correct; but I have 
the impression that there may be some provision of law requiring 
moneys of this character to be paid to the treasurer of the par- 
ticular tribe. 

Mr. FLYNN. There is nosuch provision. There has simply 
been a custom of that kind. As I have said, I do not believe the 
amendment is subject to a point of order, because a similar pro- 
vision will be found in the last Indian appropriation bill; and 
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while the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CurTIs] has reservedsuch 
a point, I fail to see how he, having been t when I was in- 
structed by the committee to have the Indian Office draft the 
amendment, can now raise the point. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has this proposition been submitted to the 
Indian Office and been approved? 

Mr. FLYNN. It was drawn in the Indian Office. 

Mr. DOCKERY. With the knowledge of the Conimissioner of 
Indian Affairs? 

Mr. FLYNN. I a so; for, as I have stated, it was drawn 
by the chief of the finance division upon a request of the Indian 

ommittee, which I was instructed to submit. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I had the impression that possibly the Com- 
missioner was opposed to the proposition. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. r. Chairman, I regret very much to 
be compelled to insist on a point of order against the proposition 
of my friend from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN]; but in view of the 
fact that we are now negotiating with these Five Tribes, I believe 
it would be unwise to make any a at the present time in the 
manner of making the payments to them. I know nothing as to 
the manner in which these payments are made, as related by the 
gentleman from Oklahoma; but I do want to say, in justice to 
the committee, that when the gentleman was authorized to confer 
with the Indian Office, it was e ted that he would come before 
the committee with the amendment suggested by the Indian 
Office. But no such amendment was submitted to the committee. 
Had the gentleman presented an amendment with a letter from 
the Indian Office recommending it, I should have raised no objec- 
tion. 

Now, sir, this proposed amendment must change existing law; 
otherwise the provision contained in the Indian appropriation of 
last year would be sufficient to authorize the Indian Office to pay 
out the money in the manner the gentleman desires. But the Sec- 
retary of the Interior has held that the provision is not sufficient. 
I have his letter in my hand. The truth is that the law provides 
as follows—I read from page 448 of the eighteenth volume of the 
Statutes at Large: 

That the United States assistant treasurer at St. Louis, Mo., be, and he 
hereby is, authorized to open and keep accounts with the duly constituted 
treasurers of the Cherokee, Creek, Choctaw, and Chickasaw nations of Indians 
the same as with the Government against the disbursing officer. 

This amendment changes that law. 

Then, in reference to the Seminole tribe, I find the following pro- 
vision for making payments under the treaty of 1856 (see 11 Btat- 
utes at Large, page 702): 

That the Commissioner of Indian Affa: 
tary of the Interior and the President, 

May— 
expend the same for such Siow as will best promote the comfort, civili- 
gation, and improvement of Seminole Indians; or, in his discretion, with 
the sanction of the Secretary and the President aforesaid, shall be authorized 
to pay such annuities, or any part thereof, into the treasury of the Seminole 
nation, to be used as the council of the same shall provide, 
the same per capita according to the terms of said treaty. 

(See 18 enna es 29.) 
anon aaa . The time of the gentleman from Kansas 

expired. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from Kan- 
sas forgets what occurred in the committee room. I was in- 
stru , if he will remember, to draft the amendment to cover 
= point suggested in the amendment, and to offer it as I now 

er it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
if this is new legislation? 

Mr. FLYNN. Well, I think the whole bill is new legislation, 
as a matter of fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to know whether the 
amendment in its present form changes existing law? 

Mr. FLYNN. provision was in the Indian appropri- 
ation bill: 

And any sums of money to be paid per ta to the individual Indians 
shall be to such Indians by an of 
so Eeoalanieeie.” officer eepit Government designated by 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this is obnoxious to the 
rule, and will sustain the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the clause in section 8 of the act roved February 
States Statutes at Large, volume 20) bage b sa he T= oo. 

here lands are occupied by Indians w have tenght and paid for 

same, and which lands are not needed for f or agricultural pur- 
os. and are not desired for individual allotments, the same may be leased 
y the authority of the council g for such Indians, for a period not to 


with the sanction of the Secre- 
have authority to— 


exceed five years for grazing or ears for mining purposes, in such - 
tities and upon such terms and con tions as the agent in charge of such res 


may recommend, subject to the a: of Secretary of the 
Interior,” be, and the same is See . extended, so far as the same relates to 
sooeing for mining purposes, to the lands embraced in that part of the Col- 
ville Indian Reservation, in the State of a, not restored to the 
=— domain by the act of June 20, 1892 (United Statutes at 

lume 27, page 62), and still reserved by the Government for the use 
@ceupancy of the Indians thereon, to take effect immediately. 
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55, insert: 
“To reimburse > oe + Special United States Indian nt. f 
traveling expenses him and diem ae ned 
oe t in SS cece ae 
remains of Paul F, F late United States 


nee, Okla., to Raleigh, N. C.: 
under this authority shall not exceed sum of 
estate of Paul 


here is quite small, for the present I 
ee a view to asking my friend about the precedents for 
such le 


involved is the question of principle that it establishes. 


JANUARY 28, 





Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 


to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
After line 13, 


accompanying {hs 
ng the 
inspector, from Shaw. 
however, That the total amount paid 


$106. 
P. Faison, late United States Indi; 
paid on account of board, etc., of said Faisc. — 


“To reimburse 
mspector, for the amount 


i 

ing his illness at Shawnee, Okla., and for transportation of his remains { 
that point to Raleigh, N. 0.: Provided, however, That the 8 from 
paid under this authori total amount to be 


ty shall not exceed the sum of §75."" 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, altho: the amount involved 
reserve the point of 


lation. 


Mr MAN. The facts are that this Indian agent while in 


the service was taken sick in Oklahoma Territory and there died 
and the Commissioner directed these gentlemen to proceed with 
his remains to his home in North Carolina. We have the report 
of the Secretary of the Interior in reference to the matter. The 
services were 
the Indian 
this duty was disallowed by the accounting officer of the Treas- 
ury, and therefore this provision is necessary to secure the pay- 
ment of that sum to the parties who paid the money. 


ormed as directed; but the allowance passed by 
ce for the expense incurred in the performance of 


As the gentleman from Ilinois says, it is not a large sum, and 


it seems to be an entirely just one. Ihave the letter of the Secre- 


if Ye cares to see it. 

. CANNON. I do not care about that. The only thing 
t is not 
the amountinvolved. Iams to my friend now about the 
matter of policy. It is some 3,000 miles across the continent, and 
I do not know how many, probably 300,000, United States officials 
are employed all through the country. Under the circumstances 
we ought to hesitate long, it seems to me, before we enter 
upon a class of expenditures like this, that would involve unknown 
amounts. We have not been accustomed to paying the burial 
expenses, and all that, of the various officials o ile Government 
who — died in its service heretofore, and this seems to bea 
new 5 h 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thisisasum of money that was paid ont, u- 
fortunately for him, not by the dead man, but by one of his friends 
who conveyed his remains to North Carolina, under the orders of 
the Department; and naturally it was supposed they would be 
refunded by the Government, when acting under such orders. 

Mr. © ON. Suppose these gentlemen had not been in the 
Government service; would you have paid them for their services? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Secre oa would not have at- 
tempted to ate the matter if it was somebody outside of the 

of the Interior Department. 

Mr. CANNON. But there is no more reason for entering upon 
this class of diture for an official of the Indian service than 
for any other of the two hundred or three hundred thousand em- 

of the Government. 
a. SHERMAN. But this gentleman acted under an order of 
the ent 


Mr. CANNON. I want to say to the tleman that I care 
nothing except as to the fact of esta ng a sedent. If 
there was some way to do it—to pay out this or any other 
like sum—without establishing such a ent, there would be 
little objection to adopting the course the gentleman suggests. 


would say, let it go. ; 
Mr. SHERMAN. If the has been as watchful in 


past years as he has during the past two days, he certainly ought 
to know whether there is a precedent or not. I admit that ]« 
not know whether there is ——— or not. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I it is my duty— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am not criticising the gentleman. I 40 
not want him to so understand. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest the 

estion whether under this precedent the Government would be 

ble for similar nses of the 802 inspectors from the Pension 
Office now in the fie d? There are also more than 100 —— 

. Every Department, so far as ow, has inspector. 

I think my memory is good on this point, and my recollection 1s 
that there is not a single precedent upon which to hang thes? 
claims. I should prefer to ee around the hat and take up ® Ps 
vate collection rather than to establish this precedent and sabjec 
the Government to this expenditure. . i 

Mr.SHERMAN. Shall we suspend operations until the gent 
man does that? hter. ] will 

Mr. DOCKERY. ell, I will contribute, if the gentleman 
pass the hat around, rather than involve the Government '" 


. MEREDITH. How much is the amount involved? 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, 


something over $100. 
Mr. MEREDITH. Oh, I thought it was a hundred millions, or 
I would have 
.C 


— it m (Laughter. ] 
Mr. CANNON. pS = ee 
tablish, and I must.insist. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to sustain the point 
of order, unless the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHerman) 
has something to say. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave nothing further to say than I have 


ooh CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 13, page 55, insert: 
“ That the Secretary of the seers ontorinnd ont directed to pa > 
alan pupils in September and October, 1889, to and oe = ormal 
and Agricultural Institute, amounting to $990.60, out of the umexpended bal- 


ance of appropriations for the ener of Indian day and industrial schools 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, - 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask the Clerk to read the following state- 
ment-— 

Mr. CANNON. I suggest that that is not an appropriation for 
the coming fiscal year. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Willthe gentleman reserve his point of order? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let that item go into the deficiency bill. 

Mr. CANNON. It seems to me that its proper place, under the 
rules, if it goes at all, is on the deficiency bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam inclined to agree with the gentleman, 
but if he does not object to having the statement read, I should be 
glad to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
FICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, January 19, 1897. 


Sir: The Chesa e and Ohio Railroad Company, under orders from this 
office, transported Indian pupils in 1889 to and from Hany Normal and 
Agricultural Institute, the claims for which amount to oO. 

the claims were wave le this office and forw to the Treasury for 


settlement; but owing to that the balance of gn ot of 
which the claims were payable had been covered into the ary under 
the surplus-fund act, the same were by the accounting of 
the Treasury. ° 


As there is an unexpended balance—$60,000—on the books of the 
for the support of Indian day and industrial schools for the fiscal year I 
Irecommend that the claim from said balance, and I inclose draft o 
an amendment to the Indian for 1898, with the request that it be incorpo- 


rated therei. 
Very respectfully, D. M. BROWNING, 


Hon. James 8. SHERMAN, 
Chairman Committee on Indian Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope after that statement the gentleman 
will not insist on his point of order. 

_ Mr. CANNON. item does not belong on this bill. If there 
> an estimate, it goes on the deficiency bill under the rules of the 
ouse. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I suspect that the gentleman is literally cor- 
rect about that; but if it is put in here it will be paid out of an 
existing appropriation, ae will require no new appropriation. 
The gentleman, of course, does not question the validity of the 


claim? 

Mr. CANNON, I donot know about it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This seems to me a good place to put it. 

Mr. CANNON. If itis an audited claim, then it would go in 
48 a matter of right—— 

Mr. SHERMAN ._ I think it would goin asa matter of right. 

Mr. CANNON. But not in this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Into the deficiency Dill. 

Mr.CANNON. There is perfect propriety in keeping these bills 


t. DOCKERY. And the rules so provide. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain the point of order. 


Mr. SHER ; ; 
Clerk's ee I offer the amendment which I send to the 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Ou Page 55, after line 13, insert the f wing: 
“For completion of the ay 
fe Secteur of the interis of the dochtabe of the courts saa the tad 
rs. aithorined By B elguse tn tho Ando sposeortion sek ter the Be 
cal year ending Jame 90. 1s0F 00 2 Indian appropriation act for the 
Mr. CANNON, I am com 


pelled to make a point of order on 
= St belongs in the sundry civil bill, if it belo anywhere. 
. SHERMAN, If the gentleman will reserve it for half a 


the port Ir. Chairman, I will be obliged to him. I doubt whether 
Of what w. good rE because is simply a continuation 
Will say (a begun by last year’s Indian apprapeiation bill. I 
estimated the gentleman that the of the Interior then 
mittee, in eo it would cost $5,000 to do this work. The com- 


desire to be as economical as possible, called u 
’ before Sthcsbaaiites endl snelbe 





statement as to these various items. Amongst other things, this 
item of the digest was discussed, and the Commissioner stated that 


he would to do the thing, if possible, for $3,000. He 
has found it im ible to —— the work for that amount, and 
now an additional appropriation of $3,000 to complete 


it work. 

Mr. CANNON. Is there anything in the estimates? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Not in the Book of Estimates; no. 

Mr. CANNON. This isamere communication from the Indian 
Office, from the head of the Bureau. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, in the usual form. The Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs writes the first letter, and it is submitted to us through 
the Secre of the Interior. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, the usual form would be through the 

of the Tr , and then it would come through the 
Speaker to the appropriate committee and the appropriate bill. I 
do not think it has any place in the bill; but I olleay to my friend 
that, as he has looked into this matter and we have entered upon 
the work, I will not insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. 8 MAN. Ihave looked into the work; I believe it is 
a valuable work, and I think that $2,000 is none too much to 
complete it. 

_ CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw the point of 
order? 

Mr. SHERMAN. He does. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 55, after line 13, insert: 

“Any person who shall destroy or injure or ca away without authority 
from the Secretary of the Interior any aboriginal antiquity on the public 
lands of the United States shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
upon conviction shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $100, or by im- 
prisonment of not more than ninety days.” 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will reserve the point of order until I hear 
some statement from the gentleman in reference to the matter. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. I wish to say that this amendment 
is offered because of a letter from the Bureau of Ethnology, claim- 
ing that the antiquities and ruins of the Western Territories are 
being despoiled and carried away; that later they will be of great 
interest and value to this country, and particularly to that Bureau. 
The matter went to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and, as [ 
understand it, the amendment is offered as a committee amend- 
ment, with the instructions of the committee. I am simply act- 
ing in the matter in the interest of the Bureau of Ethnology, and 
I believe that these wore yee will some day be of great value to 
this country and should reserved. 

Mr. MAN. I with the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pomt of order is withdrawn, and the 
question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the Seneca Indians in council, January 3, 1893, duly entered into 
an agreement with William B. Barker whereby said nation leased to said 
Barker the Oil ne, the Cattaraugus, and Allegany reservations, situate 
in western New York, for the pauper of boring and testing said territory 
for _— oil, under certain conditions therein stated, said agreement hav- 

ratified and confirmed by act of Congress; and 


ereas a renewal of said lease having been effected by the assignee of 

said lessee, the Seneca Nation of Indians, as to the reservation situate in Cat- 
taraugus County, in the State of New York: Therefore 

The renewal of the lease of ttre relative to the reservation in Cat- 


taraugus County e and the same hereby is, in all things rati- 
fied, accepted, and confirmed. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I offer the following amendment, which is to 
simply change the phraseology. 
e Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out lines M, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20 and insert in lieu thereof: 

“ Whereas the e of said lease has released to the Seneca Indians cer- 
tain portions of the lands and reservations included or referred to in said 
lease, and the council of the Seneca Nation of Indians, by a resolution adopted 
by said council on or about the 3d day of December, 1806, in all things ratified, 
confirmed, and extended as to the lessees thereo? and as to the assignees 

hereof the said lease, and empowered and authorized them to fulfill the said 
ease, the same and to the same extent as the original lessee might or could 
have done w was executed: Now, therefore 

2 aforesaid of the lessee of said lease and of the council of the 
Seneca Nation is hereby ratified and confirmed, as the same has been sanc- 
tioned and ratified by the said resolution of said Seneca Nation.” 


The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

That hereafter, where funds a Paes in cific terms for a particu- 
lar object are not sufficient for the object named, = appropriation, 
general in its terms, which otherwise would be available may be used to 
accomplish the object for which the specific appropriation was made., 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order upon 
that er It changes existing law, and is bad legislation. 

Mr. STEW ART of New Jersey. I offer an amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I shall not contené inst 
the point of order made by the gentleman if he insists on it. If 
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he is subject to conviction, I should like to talk to him, but if he 
is not, I would not wish to consume the time of the committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This is a departure from the policy of the 
Government which has obtained for more than sixty years. For 
the first forty years in the history of the Government it was a pay- 
ment made in a lump appropriation. Since that time the policy 
has grown from year to year to segregate the appropriations and 
make them specific. I would like to accommodate the gentleman, 
but must insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not waste my weak eloquence upon the 
gentleman. : ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That hereafter not more than $10,000 shall be paid in any one year for sal- 
aries or compensation of employees regularly employed at any one agency, 
for its conduct and management, and the number and kind of employees at 
each a mpoy shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and none 
other shall be employed: Provided, That where two or more Indian agencies 
have been or may hereafter be consolidated, the expenditure of such con- 
solidated agencies for regular employees shall not exceed $15,000: Provided 
further, That, salaries or compensation of agents, Indians, school employees 
of every description, and persons temporarily employed, in case of emer- 
gency, to prevent loss of life and property, in the erection of buildings, the 
work of irrigation, and making other permanent improvements, shall not be 
construed as coming within the limitations fixed by the foregoing paragraphs. 


Mr. BRODERICK. I desire to offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 16, on page 57: ; 

“Every Indian agent shall render to the Secretary of the Interior semi- 
annually a detailed statement under cath of all moneys received by him from 
all sources for the use of the tribe or for individual members of the tribe, 
and he shall place on file at the way a true copy of such statement, which 
copy shall be open to the inspection of all persons interested: Provided, That 
all moneys received by the agent and belonging to the tribe shall be remit- 
ted by him to the Secretary of the Interior as a 4d by the rules of the 
Department, and all moneys received for individual Indians shall be promptly 
paid by the agent to the respective persons entitled thereto.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iraise the point of order against thatamend- 
ment, but I am > a? to hear an explanation of it. 

Mr.BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, since the grazing lands have 
been largely taken up in the West, the Indian agents have been 
leasing the tribal lands upon the reservations and have also been 
superintending the leasing of the allotted lands. They receive 
large sums of money every year, and there is no statutory law 
directing how that money shall be disposed of. There is a rule 
of the Department which requires that the agent shall remit the 
money to the Secretary of the Interior, but there is no law orrule 
requiring that he shall make a detailed statement as to the amount 
of ar that he receives. There isnocheck anywhere upon the 
agent; the Department simply receives the money that he sends. 

Now, this amendment requires the agent in each case to make 
a detailed statement under oath of the amount of money received, 
and to file a copy of the statement with the clerk of the agency, so 
that anyone who is interested may go and examine that statement 
and see whether the agent has feported all the money he has 
received. It is intended simply as a check upon the agent, to 
compel him to deal honestly in these transactions. The agent 
receives not only the money derived from the leased lands that 
are held in common, but in most instances he receives the money 
derived from the leasing of the allotted lands. That money he 
pays over or should pay over to the individual Indians, and this 
amendment will require him to make a report and to place a copy 
of that report on file, so that anyone can inspect it and ascertain 
whether he has made an honest return. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman consider that an addi- 
tional oath will be a guaranty of the honesty of the Indian agent? 
— agent performs his duties now, I believe, under an oath of 
o 


ce. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Well, it is thought that this will be an 
additional check. This will require him to make his statement 
under oath, and if he makes a false statement he can be indicted 
and convicted. It may not make all Indian agents honest, but it 
may prevent some from acting dishonestly. I trust the gentleman 
will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will not make the point of order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That hereafter not more than $10,000 shall be paid in any one year for 
salaries or compensation of employees regularly employed at any one agency, 
for its conduct and management, and the number and kind of employees at 
each mcy shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and none 
other l be employed: Provided, That where two or more Indian agencies 
have been or may hereafter be consolidated, the expenditure of such con- 
solidated agencies for regular smeeves shall not exceed $15,000: Provided. 
further, That salaries or compensation of agents, Indians, school employees of 
every description, and persons temporarily employed, in case of emergency 
to prevent loss of life and property. in the erection of ‘buildings, the work of 

tion, and making other permanent improvements, shall not be con- 
strued as coming within the limitations fixed by the foregoing paragraphs. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, to come in after Reyes hh just read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


The Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, from year to 
ander such regulations as he may pececsibe, authorize the Indians residing 


on any Indian reservation in the State of Minn whether the same 


been allotted in severalty or is still unall ft hag 
otherwise dispose of the dead timber to a cut, remove, sell, op 


or on such reser 

tion, or any part thereof, for the sole t of such Indians; Se 
also in like manner authorize the Cipriani of immerses ys have 
any interest or right in the proceeds derived of ceded Indian 
lands, or the timber growing thereon, whereof the fee is still in the United 
States, to fell, cut, remove, sell, or otherwise dispose of the dead timber, 
stand or fallen, on such ceded land. But whenever there is 
oaieve i such cond aber. in aes case, pes Been killed, burnt, girdled, 
or otherw u ‘or the purpose © unde: . 

in that case such authority not be gran’ this act, thed 


_Mr. SHERMAN. I will reserve the point of order for a moment 
till I ask the gentleman whether this is the proposition that was 
submitted by my colleague and his, the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. ee to the Secretary of the Interior and received hig 
approval. 

r. HARTMAN. Itis. I have here the letter of the Secret: 
of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land Officg 
approving it. 

r. SHERMAN. Then I will not make the point of order 


against it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I merely wish to suggest, Mr. Chairman, that 
this provision in the bill will very largely promote the growth of 
dead timber. [Laughter.] 

The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment at this point. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On 57, after line 16, add: 

. t all children born of a between a white man and an Indian 
woman shall have the same rights pri to the rty of the tribe 
t —— me ey belo’ rt Py or arn as any other mem: 

ro e , and no or 80 const 
debar such children of such right.” = 


Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman wherein this amend. 
ment would oa the law as it now is? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. In 1888 a law was passed which vir 
tually disinherits the children of an Indian woman who marriesa 
white man, while it does not change the condition of the children 
of an Indian man who marries a white woman, and I think, and 
the committee thought, that there was an unjust discrimination. 
This amendment was authorized by a unanimous vote of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and was directed to be placed in the 
Indian appropriation bill, but by an oversight it was omitted, 
and I now offer it as an amendment by direction of the committee, 

Mr. CANNON. How does it affect property rights? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Only in way. In 1888, after the 
act to which I have referred was passed, for three or four years 
the Department was undecided as to what construction should be 
placed upon it. About two or three years ago the Department 
ordered that all children who were the result of a marriage betwee 
an Indian woman and a white man be stricken from the rolls an 
no further payments be made to them; and of course the effect of 
this amendment, if adopted, will be to restore them to the roll. 
Since the decision of the Supreme Court in the Cherokee case, 
holding that the rights of the children of an Indian woman mar- 
ried to a white man are the same as those of an Indian man mar- 
ried to a white woman, I think the House will be fully justified 
in adopting this amendment. That discrimination against the 
Indian woman and her children is very unjust. We think that 
the children of Indian women should be treated the same as the 
children of Indian men. The effect of this amendment will be 
simply to put both classes in the same position. 

e amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sxc. 3. That the Sec of the Interior, under the direction of the Presi- 
dent, may use any surplus that may remain in any of the said appro —- 
So a ee 

oO . 5 
Gedclenay that may occur: Provided, That funds appropriated to fulfill trest 
°o tions shall not be used: Provided further, t any diversions wh.c 
8) be made under authority of this section shall be r 
the reason therefor, to C at the session of next succeed’ 
such diversion: And i , That the Secretary of the Interior, 
under the direction of the President, may use any sums appropriated in 
act for su mee, and not absolutely necessary for that purpose, for te 

urchase of stock cattle for the benefit of the tribe for which such approprs 
ion is made, or for the assistance of such Indians to become farmers, ang in 
aiding such Indians as have taken allotments to build houses and other ball” 
ings for residence or improvement of such allotments, and shall — this 
Congress, at its next session thereafter, an account of action under 
provision. , 
f 

Mr. CANNON. For temporary purposes, I make the point © 
order against the matter from line 53, on page 58, down to line 7, 

59, inclusive. : 's 

. SHERMAN. That isnotnew matter. It was in last yet 


bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Then you have rearranged it. 4 

Mr. SHERMAN. _I do not think it has been rearrange” |. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman will find that on 
new. Whether it is or not, I should like to ask him a ae 
Under the treaty with the Sioux Indians we appropriate 1" 
numbers, if Irecollectaright, a million dollars for subsistence. 


in detail, and 
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cost of supplies varies. I su that this year they can probably 
be bought for $100,000 or ,000 less than they could two or three 
years ago. Now, I the gentleman whether, under this 


provision, whatever amount may be saved in the purchase of those 
supplies can be applied toward the purchase of dealt cattle, etc. 
r. SHER . Lpresume it could. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, then, I must insist on the point of order, 
because our treaties with the Sioux ially are very liberal— 
might say extravagant; and when we supply them with subsist- 
ence, | think we ought not to go beyond that. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Allow me to suggest to the gentleman that 
the language here used would not apply to funds appropriated 
under treaty stipulations. I think I am safe in saying that a pro- 
vision of this kind was in last year’s bill, although I have not been 
able to find it. . 

Mr. CANNON. This language is pretty broad: 


May use any sums appropriated in this act for subsistence and not abso- 
lutely necessary for that purpose for the purchase of stock cattle, etc. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the gentleman will find in lines 13 and 
19, on page 58, this proviso: 

That funds appropriated to fulfill treaty obligations shall not be used. 

That proviso, it seems to me, would meet the gentleman’s point. 

Mr. CANNON. No. I think the language here is broader 
than the gentleman realizes. This section provides in the begin- 
ning— 

That the Secretary of the Interior, under the direction of the President, 
may use any surplus t may re in any of the said appropriations 
herein made for the purchase of subsistence for the several joie tribes, to 
an amount not exceeding $25,000 in the aggregate, to supply any subsistence 
deficiency that may occur. 

That covers one thing. Then we have the proviso: 

Provided, That funds appropriated to fulfill treaty obligations shall not be 
used. 


Mr. SHERMAN. If we transfer that proviso to the end of the 
paragraph, will not that meet the gentleman’s objection? 

Mr. CANNON. It see: s to me not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that language be transferred in the man- 
ner I suggested it would certainly prevent any money appropri- 
ated for the fulfillment of treaty obligations from being used for 
any other — I am perfectly willing that the proviso be 
transferred to the end of the section, which, it seems to me, would 
surely cover the point which the gentleman desires to cover. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will transfer the proviso in 
the manner he suggests, I think that will be satisfactory. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Very well; Lask unanimous consent that the 
bill be amended so as to strike out,in lines 18 and 19, the words 
“ Provided, That funds appropriated to fulfill treaty obligations 
shall not be used” and insert the same words after line 7 on page 59. 

_The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the transpo- 
sition asked by the gentleman from New York [Mr. os 
will be made. The ir fears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

The Clerk (resuming the reading of the bill) read as follows: 
Sc. 8. That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall report annually to 
poneress, specifically showing the number of employees at each agency, 
Industrial, and school, which are supported in whole or in out 
of the appropriations in this act, giving name, when employed, in what 
capacity employed, male or female, whether white or Indian, amount of 


nsation paid, and out of what a  - h aeny paid; also the number of 


com: 
employees in the Indian Bureau in Washington, when employed, in what 


capacity employed, male or female, full name, amount of compensation paid 
and out of what fund paid, and under what law employed. 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ian page 61, after line 18, add ‘and whether, in the opinion of such Commis- 
er, any of such employees are unnecessary.” 
Mr. SHERMAN. I reserve a point of order on that amendment. 
Mr.STEWART of New Jersey. Isubmit that weshould have the 
— of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs periodically stated 
this House as to whether the services of any of these numerous 
bubloyees are necessary or not, that being a fact peculiarly within 
o knowledge. I think the amendment ought to go through, and 
€ gentleman from New York should not reserve a point of order 


upon it. 
I will ask that the Clerk report the amend- 


Mr. SHERMAN, 
Ment again. 
on DOCKERY. Before that is done, I wish to offer an amend- 
re Ap the text of the section as it stands; and I will ask - 
end from New Jersey [Mr. Stewart] to withhold his amend- 
ment for a moment. 
an CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment of 
spentleman from New Jersey will be withheld for the present. 
comma ey. I desire to inquire of the chairman of the 
ao tee whether there is any necessity for oe the Com- 
sy the In of Indian Affairs to report ‘‘the number of employees 
oe a dian Bureau in Washington, when employed, in what 
peneati,, employed, male or female, full name, amount of com- 
aie = d and out of what fund id, and under what law 
ployed." I know that a provision of this kind has been carried 


XXIX—s9 


in this bill for a number of years; but I think that has been done 
merely from force of habit, and not because of any public neces- 
sity. This provision was doubtless inserted originally when there 
were employees in that Bureau paid out of a‘‘lumpsum.” As I 
understand it, there are now no such employees in that office. Am 
I correct in that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That,as the gentleman from Missouri knows, 
does not come under the provisions of this bill. That would be 
in the legislative bill. 

Mr. KERY. I know; and that brings me to this point: It 
was found in examining the working of the Departments a few 
years since that an old statute existed which required each head of 
a Department to report to Congress every year the names of the 
employees and the compensation paid to them. That statute was 
enacted doubtless at a time early in the history of the Govern- 
ment, when it was the policy of Congress to appropriate for the 
clerical force in ‘“‘ bulk.” But that policy having been abandoned, 
and specific eee being now made and the clerks pro- 
vided for by classes, of course that requirement, as provided in 
the latter uirement of section 8 of this bill, only involves the 
Government in an unnecessary expense. It is a useless expendi- 
ture, in be judgment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I doubt not that the gentleman is entirely 
correct in that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Allow me to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
if he is quite sure that there are no employees in that Bureau ex- 
cept such as are specifically named? 

r. DOCKERY. My impression, Mr. Chairman, I will say in 
response to the gentleman from Texas, is that there are none in 
the Indian Bureau who are paid out of a lump sum. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I haveno doubt of that fact; but, as the gen- 
tleman is aware, it is regulated by the legislative appropriation 
bill, and not in this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I know; and therefore it seems to me some- 
what unnecessary to require a report of the number of employees 
and the compensation paid them in the Indian Bureau, when the 
same information is found in the legislative bill, and is open to the 
examination of all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the gentleman is right. 

Mr. DOCKERY. We repealed in the Fifty-third Congress the 
general provision requiring the heads of each Department to report 
the number of employees and the compensation paid them, and I 
suggest that unless there are employees in the Indian Bureau paid 
from a “lump sum,” the concluding part of this paragraph, after 
the word “paid,” in line 14, dowa to and including the word 
‘‘employed,” in line 18, be stricken out, for it is an unnecessary 
expense to prepare and report this information to Congress. 

r. SHERMAN, The gentleman is undoubtedly correct. Will 
the gentleman place his suggestion in the form of an amendment? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I merely suggest the matter to the gentle- 
man, as to whether it would not be proper to amend the bill in 
that way, and would be glad to have him offer the amendment 
himself. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman offers the amendment, I 
shall not antagonize it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I offer the amendment, after the word 
** paid,” in line 14, on pase 61, to strike out the remainder of the 
paragraph down to and including the word ‘‘ employed,” in line 18. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless objection be made, the amendment 
will be regarded as adopted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I now ask, Mr. Chairman, 
that my amendment be put to the committee, and that it be so 
changed as to follow the word ‘‘ paid” in line 14. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I reserve the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 
until I can hear the amendment again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 61, in line 14, after the word “ paid,’ add: 
“And whether in the opinion of such Commissioner any of such employees 
are unnecessary.” 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. It is simply to get the opinion 
of the Commissioner. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw the point of order. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 9. That the office of Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the office of 
tant Commissioner of Indian Affairs are hereby abolished. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I raise the question of order 
on the paragraph just read, and in order to save time it is my pur- 
pose, I will state to the gentleman from New York, to raise the 
same point of order on the remainder of this section, including 
the last paragraph, beginning with line 7 and ending with line 
11 on page 62, and I suggest, in order to expedite matters, that the 
point of order be considered as applicable to the entire section, 
and that the section be eotaldened as having been read. 
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The remainder of the section is as follows: 


That the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Sena 
shall appoint from civil life two Indian commissioners, who shall hold th 
office for the period of four years, unless sooner removed for cause, and 
be from different a rties. He shall also detail an officer of the Army 
for service in the Indian Bureau, and who, with the two commissioners a) 
pointed as above provided, shall be and constitute a board of Indian co: 
sioners. They shall haveand exercise such rights and power asare now exer- 
cised by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs under the provisions of law 

That each of the commissioners appointed from civil life, as above provided, 
shal! receive an annual compensation of $5,000, and the officer detailed, as pro- 
vided herein, shall receive the pay of his rank with commutation of quarters. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Of course I can not maintain that the point | bill, 


of order is not well taken, Mr. Chairman; but I believe it to be 
good legislation and in the interest of good government for the 
management of Indian affairs. I can not maintain, however, 
that the point of order is not applicable, and therefore, if the 
gentleman insists on making the point of order, I shall not con- 
sume the time of the committee in discussing it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I must insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk (resuming the reading of the bill) read as follows: 

Sxc. 1. That the following ment with the Shoshone and Arapahoe 


tribes of Indians in the State of Wyoming is hereby accepted, ratified, and 
confirmed, viz: 


Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Chairman, that “‘section 1” on page 66, 
line 17, should be “section 11.” It is a misprint. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the correction will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to reserve a point of 
order against the whole of section 11, and also pages 67, 68, 69, 70, 
71, and 72. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the point of order is good at all, it is good 
against all the rest of the bill, and so, perhaps, it would be well 
to dispose of the point of order before going any further. 

Mr. CANNON. There are two agreements. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are two agreements. My idea is that 
the point of order is not good against the agreements, because 
they are both of them agreements made in pursuance of prior acts 
of Congress. They are simply the completion of a chain which 
was begun by the act of a former Congress. I can not, at this 
minute, refer to the particular act, but the gentleman will not 

uestion that statement, 1 think. These are agreements made in 
the ordinary way that Indian agreements are made, pursuant to 
a statutory regulation that they be submitted to Congress for its 
approval or disapproval. Last year’s Indian bill ratified certain 
agreements, and, if my recollection serves me aright, certain 
agreements were also ratified in the appropriation bill passed in 
the Fifty-third Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I want to say in reply to the gentleman 


that this legislation on its face is new legislation. It reads as fol- 
lows: 


That the following ment with the Shoshone and Arapahoe tribes of 
Indians in the State of Wyoming is hereby accepted, ratified, and confirmed. 
Then, if the Chair cares to examine the bill, there are seven or 
eight pages following which contain legislation about almost 
every conceivable matter. The agreements are set out in full, and 
then follows the legislation establishing a reservation, and so forth. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All according to the agreement. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. Tt is legislation independent of the 
agreement; but this is a general appropriation , and this is 
clearly subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
faa Se to be heard further on that point? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can say nothing further than I have sai 
that these agreements are made in pursuance of former acts o 
Congress, and that therefore, in my i ent, this is not new legis- 
lation. It has been the custom of Co: heretofore to ratify 
such agreements upon appropriation ls. The agreements on 
their face carry ee necessary to be made in order that 
they be fulfilled if agreed to. Therefore I think they are proper 
on an a ——— ill. 

The CI MAN. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] that, in his opinion, while they 
may be authorized under existing law, they are not eto an 
ayy a aye bill. If the gentleman has some authorities there, 
the Chair will be glad to hear them. 2 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not looked the matter up especially, 
but my recollection is that rulings haye come from that ch 
both ways on this same proposition. I can not refer to them at 
this minute, but that is my impression, that different occupants 
of the chair, not the present occupant, when such matters have 
been under consideration, have ruled that they were in order, and 
that other occupants have ruled that they were not in order. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman is mistaken about that. 


It is true that many agreements have been ratified on the Indian 
ut generally by Senate amendments that can 
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not be gotten rid of on points of order. Of course, if i 
order was made, why, it would be in order to put the Bible ar. 
wie UE ATAALAR “thc ona of 

he q opini present occupant of 
chair is that these sections are not germane to this mppwopriation 
bill, and so the Chair will sustain the point of order. 


Mr. CANNON. That applies, as I understand it, to the bal- 


ance of the bill. 
Mr. SHERMAN, Yes; that covers the balance of the bill. 
Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. No; not the balance of the 


. That ~ only up to section 12, as I understand 
Mr. SHERMAN. No; it covers both ) agnmnann, They are 
identical. If one goes out on a t of , the other does. [f 
one remains, the other must, I assume, and I understand that 
the ruling covers the two agreements. . 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the present opinion of the Chair, 
The Chair will say that if there are any rulings that conflict with 
the present opinion of the Chair, he would be very glad to haye 
~~ call his attention to them. 

- JOHNSON of North Dakota. I would ask permission to 
offer an amendment. I had asort of understanding, Mr. Chair- 
man, with the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs that 
when we reached section 12 there would be an opportunity to offer 
an amendment. Iam ss to have section 12 stricken ont. [ 
am opposed to the ratification of that treaty with the Turtle 
Mountain Indians. : 
ae Then offer your amendment on page 66, after 

@ 16. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I will therefore send up an 
amendment, to insert the following, on page 66, after line 16. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert on paye 66, after line 16, the foll ; 
noe the snpRepriated mad placed bo thets creaie NOON a ee 
of the Secretary of the Indeebe each thereof ashe may deem just shall 
be used to pay expenses incurred by and their delegation to Washing- 
pon oes — —— their claim for ed a. and said 

_ iy, from y sum hereafter agreed upon or found to be 

Mr. SHERMAN. I reserve the point of order against the 
amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I will make a short explana- 
tion of the amendment, The bill before us proposes to ratify a 
treaty with the Turtle Mountain Indians and pay them a million 
dollars for their unceded lands, and the committee appropriates 
in this bill $50,000 as the first installment. We have stricken out 
on a point of order the proposing a ratification of the treaty, 
to which I have no objection. The bill carries $50,000 for this 

ear’s payment. That also goes out on the point of order. But 

hope that the House will — at least $10,000, which is $40,000 
less than proposed in the , to pay certain expenses that are 
necessarily involved in the prosecution of this claim, and for sub- 
sistence. These Indians are poor. They have a valid claim. 
Our Commission that made this treaty states in its 
report that they have as good a right to that land as any tribe of 
Indiansever had to any lands. There are 9,000,000 acres involved. 
The Indians have rejected this treaty, claiming that it was not 
fairly procured. As a matter of fact, none of the chiefs or mem- 
bers of the chiefs’ council subscribed to the treaty, and the lawyers 
that the Indians invited to assist them in the preparation of the 
treaty were ordered from the reservation at the time the purported 
treaty was made. On the part of the Indians it was only signed 
by unofficial and irresponsible Indians; and the tribe in regular 
council assembled voted to repudiate that treaty. Now, then. ! 
simply ask this small pittance of $10,000 to be advanced to them 
on a claim where we admit that we are owing them a million 
dollars. They have rejected the treaty, for the very good reason 
that if we owe them anything we owe them from $4.()\)(),(00 ‘ 
$10,000,000, and the amendment simply provides to pay them. 
alimony, if I may so term it, for of the further prose- 
cution of the claim, the $10,000 to be deducted finally from the 
amount to be De them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Are they all squaws? aa 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from New York insist 
on the point of order? 

Mr. . Ithink I must, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain it. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I believe under the mat 
mous consent granted a while that we es to page * 
to the provision in lines 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18. e gentleman — 
Saseatiuestte {Mr. McCa] whoraised the point of order against 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Washing‘: at ths 


point, and afterwards the point, has come to me with = 
gentleman from Washington who so vigorously conteste« t!\ ee 
of order made by the gen gentleman from Massacht 
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Mr. CANNON. I will reserve the point of order and hear the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘h restrictions exis' against the , sale, or conveyance of 
a. nes lands of the Puyallup Indians, situate yo County. f State 
of Washington, in so far as the Government of the United States is con- 
cerned, be, and are hereby, se modified that such leasing, sale, or conveyance 
may be made, subject in each case, to the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

“Mr. CANNON, If it is satisfactory to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts and the gentleman from New York, I will not 
press the int of order. : 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Then, Mr. Chairman, I re- 
new the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand that the gentleman from North 
Dakota is not strenuous in his oppositiorto this particular amend- 
ment, but does believe it is not fair to allow this amendment to 
prevail and not his. ott 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. That is it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In view of that, I will withdraw my point of 
order against the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
North Dakota. : 

Mr. BAILEY. I renew the point of order. 

The CHALRMAN. The Chair has already sustained the point. 
The gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. JoHNnson] raises the 
point of order. The Chair will sustain the point of order upon 
the original text and the amendment. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Is that upon the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. SHERMAN]? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts raised 
the point of order against the text, and that point is sustained by 
theChair. Now an amendment is offered by the gentleman from 
New York, and the point of order has been raised against that by 
the gentleman from North Dakota. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The point of order was withdrawn. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I understood my colleague [Mr. 
BaiLBY] to renew the pens of order. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. s the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Bar- 
LEY| renew the point of order upon the matter on e 54, from 
line 14 to lime 18, inclusive, as amended by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

Mr. BAILEY. I renewed the point of order against the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from North Dakota which the chairman 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs had made and had withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that that point of 
order has been sustained, and the question now is upon the amend- 
ment agreed upon by the gentleman from Massachusetts and the 
gentleman from Washington and offered by the gentleman from 
=e York [Mr. SHERMAN], regarding the Indians in the State of 

ashington. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understood that the gentleman from North 
Dakota made the point of order against that, saying that if his 
amendment could not be caientaingl he would make the point of 
order against the other. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
— that the gentleman from North Dakota withdrew that point 
or order, 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I renew that point, too. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

_ Mr. SHERMAN. The next proposition that was passed over 

is the one in relation to repairing the bridge over the Big Wind 

River, in relation to which the gentleman from Wyoming was to 

furnish the Chair some information. 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say to the Chair that I have not yet 
been able to find the appropriation under which the bridge was 
constructed, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr, Chairman, I suggest that we pass 
this item again for the time being and go to the Sioux proposition, 
Which was temporarily passed over the day before yesterday, and 
which is found on pages 31 and 82. The gentleman from Tin ois 
= ay ah oa enaeenee to the increase of the appropriation for 
Sic pay of tional employees at the several agencies for the 

ak, Nebraska, and Dakota Indians from $20,000 to $80,000. In 
reference to that I desire to say that last year there were at these 

there waeancian 488 em ; yees, at a total expense of oe a 

, appropriated or that purpose specifically only $20,000, 
= that the difference was made up out of the next item, which 
ae wes 61,000,000, whereas now it is only $900,000. The 
ter, whith } en made a ruling bearing upon this mat- 

o When & specific has been made for a particular object, a 
fpgally | appr for thas oheer otherwise might have been available can not be 


80 that, there being a specific appropriation for this purpose of 
000, — Depertasent holds at the balance n a not 
surplus of 1,000,000 a i ° ow, 

8s I before said, this is not te ya increase of expenditure, be- 


cause last year at these agencies, seven in number (at which 
ete the affairs of over a hundred thousand Indians are 
ai ded to), pone thousand dollars and some odd hun- 
dreds was expended; and, in view of the ruling of the auditing 
officers, it is absolutely essential that this amount, which has been 
heretofore $20,000, shall be increased. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion? 
Would it not be well to pay these employees from the proceeds of 
the trust fun? It seems to me it can be done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It can not be done, Mr. Chairman, for the 
reason that under the treaty a certain proportion of the trust fund 
must be use/i for specific purposes. For instance, one-half of the 
trus. fund niust be expen for educational purposes. I had the 
treaty here a while ago, containing that provision. 

Mr. GAMBLE. 1 have the treaty here, and with the gentle- 
man’s permission, I will read the language: 

One-half of such interest shall be so expended for the promotion of indus- 
trial and other suitable education among said Indians, and the other half 

ereof in such manner and for such ny geet peer a reasonable cash 

Sal 


payment per capita. as, in the judgment o Secretary, shall from time 


to time most contribute to-the advancement of said Indians in civilizatien 
and self-support. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, is it not entirely competent to adopt an 
amendment making this expenditure payable from that ‘ other 
half” of the trust fund? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think not, Mr. Chairman, because the terms 
of the treaty of 1867 have been confirmed by the act of 1889. I 
have said ‘‘ treaty,” but agreement would be a better word, for 
literally, of course there can be no treaty except with an inde- 

mdent nation, and we do not recognize these people as such. 

ese provisions of the agreement were confirmed by Congress as 
late as 1889 by the act to divide a portion of the reservation of 
the Sioux nations in Dakota, and by the act of March 2, 1889, 
which obligates the United States to carry out the specific provi- 
sions of that treaty. I think this provision is absolutely essential 
in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. What are these employees for? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ican give the gentleman a detailed statement, 
if he desires it. 

Mr. CANNON. No; a general statement will do. What are 


they? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They are physicians, clerks, farmers, butch- 
ers, laborers, stable men—all sorts of employees. 

Mr. CANNON. Would not they come under the head of this 
language in the treaty: “‘ For the promotion of industrial and other 
suitable education among the said Indians?” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Possibly a few of them might, but the ma- 
jority probably would not. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I hope that when the gentleman comes 
to prepare this bill next year, or at such time as may be conven- 
ient for him, he will take into consideration the idea of utilizing, 
in the case of these particular Indians, a considerable portion of 
the trust fund for such purposes. I do not want toembarrass the 
gentleman’s bill in any way, but I have an impression, which 
almost amounts to a conviction, that the Sioux Indians are get- 
ting a great deal of support out of the United States under traaty, 
oat are also getting a good deal otherwise than by treaty, some of 
which might well be cut off. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman’s impression is quite correct. 
They are getting a good deal. We tried for a time to get along 
with these same Indians by violating our obligations to them, and 
as a result there came uprisings and fighting and Indian wars, so 
it seems after all that we can get along cheaper with them ona 
peaceful basis than on the basis of war. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend that the “warfare” 
came when we undertook to take the Black Hills country to suit 
the wishes of the white constituents of my friend over there. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Not at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It came as a result of our failure to carry out 
our treaty obligations to those Indians. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Let me add that th>next item of appropriation 
is absolutely provided for under the treaty of 1877. These Indians 
ask only what is actually provided for by treaty. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the question to be taken, as [ 
understand, is on the proposition contained in lines 7, 8, and 9 of 


e 31. 
Pir, CANNON. I withdraw the amendment. 

am SHERMAN. Then that is considered agreed to, as I under- 
stand. 

Mr. CANNON. That, I believe, finishes the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Except the provision making an increase of 
$200,000 in reference to schools for the Sioux Indians. That ap- 
propriation in this bill is $225,000, as compared witli an appropria- 
tion of $25,000 for the same purpose in the billof last year. Prior 
to last year the oe for several successive years was 
$75,000. As it took some little time to get the machinery con- 
nected with those schools in working order, there accumulated 
from year toyearsomething of asurplus, which last year amounted 
tosomewhere between $50,000 and $75,000. Becauseof this surplus 
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which had accumulated and which remained unused, we reduced 
the appropriation last year from $75,000, which it had been the 
ear before, to $25,000, in consequence of which the Indian Office 
not had sufficient money with which to run the schools dur- 

ing the last year. 

There is a treaty obligation to educate these Indian children. 
There are upon the Sioux reservations some 8 day schools and 
5 boarding schools, at which there were educated last year 750 
pupils at the boarding schools and 2,080 at the day schools. In 
addition to those schools, there have been erected during the last 
year at the Pine Ridge Agency and at the Rosebud Agency large 
schools to accommodate over 400 pupils. If we take the number 
of pupils educated last year at the boarding schools, and assume 
the expense to be what we have been paying at all our boarding 
schools, $167 per pupil, the aggregate needed for this purpose, 
supposing the number of pupils should not increase, will be some- 
thing over $125,000. 

Now, suppose we figure the cost of educating the day-school 
pupils at $50 apiece, which is but $10 more than we pay the dis- 
trict schools in the States where we educate Indian children. In 
point of fact, it costs the Government more to educate Indian 
children at its own day schools, because it gives a better educa- 
tion and because it gives other things than education—it furnishes 
a lunch, a midday meal for the children. Therefore, adopting 
$50 per pupil as a basis, which is not too much, the education of 
the day-school children would amount to $104,000—assuming the 
number of such pupils would be no greater during the coming 
year than during the past. So that the actual cost would be in 
excess of the amount of the appropriation here proposed. 

But attention has been called very correctly to the fact that 
one-half of the interest on treaty funds may be used for educa- 
tional purposes. This would amount to $75,000. It would require 
more than this amount to educate even the same number of pupils 
that we have been educating in the boarding schools. So that, 
counting the $225,000 which this bill proposes to appropriate, 
together with the $75,000 which will be derived from the trust 
funds for the purpose of education, the ageregate, $300,000, is 
none too much for the purpose contemplated. In fact itis, in m 
judgment, too small to educate these three or four thousand chil- 
dren of the Sioux Nation which we are under treaty to educate. 
That is all I have to say on this subject. 

Mr. CANNON. It seems to me the gentleman from New York 
has covered the ground, but I do not want his statement to go upon 
record without a further statement. The great bulk of these chil- 
dren, as I understand him, are instructed at the day schools. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Two-thirds of them. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, the tuition in those schools amounts to 
$50 a year for each child? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have figured it at that. 

Mr.CANNON. That the gentleman estimates as the cost to the 
Government for the education of each child? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, it seems to me that if the cost of pro- 
viding instruction in these day schools be $50 for each child, it is 
rather expensive, especially when it is considered that this expense 
does not include clothing and subsistence. The children are sub- 
sisted and clothed at home. 

Mr. SHERMAN. With the money of the United States. 

Mr. CANNON. With the money of the United States. But 
under this bill they get, it seems to me, more food and clothing 
than they can eat or wear; and in my judgment $50 per pupil for 
bare tuition is too much. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We are under an agreement, I will say to the 
gentleman, to educate all of these children. 

Mr. CANNON. Then the fault is in the administration. For 
instance, take the schools generally throughout the country— 
well, let the gentleman make his own calculation about the average 
expense. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Where there is not avery large number of 
children, as in many of these schools, as my friend knows,they 
can not be educated at aless price than that. There is hardly any 
school in the land, unless Illinois is an exception, and I think it is 
not, where it can be done at a less price. I think the sum is none 
too large for the service of the Government for the coming year. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no amendment, the paragraph 
will be considered as adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That ends, I believe, the provisions of the 
bill which were passed over. 

The CHAIRMAN, All except the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Wyoming [Mr. MonDELL]}. 

The Chair will overrule the objection to the amendment, and 
ailow the gentleman to take the sense of the committee as to the 
propriety of its adoption. 

The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 18, 54, inse 


rt: 
“For re of the present bridge across Big Wind River, in the Shoshone 
Beservation, in the State of Wyoming, the sum of $3,000." 





Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I have already addressed the 
committee on this question, «nd I do not wish now to detain the 
House any longer. Gentlemen understand this matter. It is 
simply an appropriation to repair the Government bridge so that 
it can be used. It is absolutely of no avail at the present time 
and hence the appropriation is necessary. ’ 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Monpetr, 
it was oan to. ; 
au 7 ERMAN. Mr. Chairman, that completes the reading of 

e bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from New York in charge of this bill to 
the phraseology of a part of a subdivision of one of the sections, 
on page 66, which may os be misleading. 

It provides, beginning with line 5 on that page— 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. authorized to pa: 


over to the said Chippewa and Munsee or Christian In: 
remainder of said funds— 


And so on; and then in line 9 it provides that— 
he may, in his discretion, pay to said Indians, per capita, the sum of $42,560.38, 


I will ask if the words “‘ per capita” may not be misleading in 
that connection? It may be construed to mean that thatsum shall 
be paid to each one of these Indians. 

r. SHERMAN. That is what it is intended to mean, that the 
money is to be divided among them per capita. 

Mr. TALBERT. I know; but it may be misunderstood. | 
would ask if the gentleman had not better change the phraseology, 
so that it will not be misleading? 

Mr. SHERMAN. We might put in different words to express 
the same —-t 

Mr. TALBERT. I only ask the attention of the gentleman to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman’s suggestion is, as I under- 
stand it, to strike out the words ‘‘ per capita” in line 10? 

Mr. TALBERT. Yes, sir; that will make it more specific and 
definite. It might be construed, as it now stands, to mean that he 
is to pay $42,000 and upward to each one of these Indians. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to strike out the words “ per capita” 
in line 10, page 66. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TALBERT. The same amendment should also be made in 


ine 7. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will make the same motion in reference to 
that line. Strike out the words “per capita” in line 7. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee now rise and re- 
port the bill as amended to the House with favorable recom- 
mendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under consider- 
ation the Indian —— bill, had directed him to report the 
same to the House with amendments, and with the recommenda- 
tion that as so amended it do pass. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no demand for aseparate vote, the 
question will be taken on the amendments all together. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 4 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHER. , @ motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference 
report on the bill (S. 1832) to define the rights of purchasers under 
mortgages authorized by an act of Congress approved April 20, 
1871, concerning the Atlantic and Pacific Railroed Company, and 
to have it printed in the Recorp; and I give notice that I will call 
it up to-morrow immediately after the reading of the Journal. 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman presents a conference report, 

which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk began the reading of the conference report. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire the report printed 
in the REcorp. ; ; 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman desires the report printed in the 
RECORD, and gives notice that he will call it up to-morrow morning. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have the request of the 
gentleman from Vermont so modified as to have the report pra 
in document form, rather than in the Recorp. It is more col 
venient for the members. The REcoRD type is very small, and 
we are to get any benefit from this print, so as to see what the 
amendments are, we should have the in bill form. : 

Mr. POWERS. If we can have it printed by to-morrow mor 
ing I have no objection. 

. McRAE. Oh, that can be done. 

Tho SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman modifies his request, and asks 

that the report be printed in bill form. 


per capita, the 


1 


- 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1269 





Mr. POWERS. The report and the statement. : : 

Mr. TERRY. In the same form in which we had the immigra- 
tion bill the other oe, ee ; 

The SPEAKER. ithout objection, the request will be ac- 
ceded to. se 

There was no objection. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—CORNETT VS. SWANSON, FIFTH DIS- 

TRICT, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that on 
Wednesday next I shall call up for consideration the contested- 
election case of Cornett vs. Swanson, from the Fifth Congressional 
district of Virginia. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 3523) to provide 
for further proving the genuineness of handwriting by compari- 
son; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill was taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: : 
A bill (S. 8528) to provide for further proving the genuineness 
of handwriting by comparison—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. , 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the Agricultural ee bill; 
and, pending that, I move that general debate limited to one 
hour, if that is satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Waps- 
wWoRTH] moves that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
Agriculturalappropriation bill, and, pending that motion, he moves 
that general debate be limited to one hour. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WapsworTH, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9961) making ap- 
propriations forthe Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1898, with Mr. PAYNE in the chair. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Iask to dispense with the first reading 
of the bill. 

There was no oa ; 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I now yield thirty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. y 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, under ordinary circum- 
stances I should not occupy the time of the House to make reply to 
an attack aimed against the loyalty, honor, and integrity of the 
State of Ohio; but the circumstances surrounding the matter to 
which I shall directly refer seem to me to justify a deviation from 
my ordinary course and a reference to a matter of some public 
concern, not alone to the people of the State of Ohio, without re- 
gard to party, but to the people of the entire country. 

On last Sunday morning there appeared what purported to be a 
speech delivered by the ex-governor of the State of Illinois. The 
speech was delivered ata dinner or celebration of the distinguished 
services of that gentleman, and in nding to the sentiment in 
his honor, he proceeded to make eae and divers remarks re- 
Viewing the recent election campaign in the United States, to all 
of which I answer by silence, excepting as to asingle paragraph of 
that speech. The paragraph is as follows: 
al example, in Ohio there were nearly 200,000 more votes counted in 1896 
that State Selene jo etaieeens ae “ 000 O00 of pe = e 2 ee in 
reality there has not been an increase of a third of'a million in that time. In 
other words, it is clear that in Ohio over 94,000 fraudulent votes were counted, 
and, as the returns show that Mr. Mc ey had only a majority of 49,000 in 
that State, it is certain that Mr. Bryan ed Ohio by over 40,000. 

The matter of inducement surrounding this special utterance 
was a broad and sweeping declaration that Bryan been elected 
President and had been wrongfully defrauded of his office. De- 
— are given in which other States are assailed, notably his own 

—. and with some little knowledge of the figures of the Illinois 
elections for the past three or four years, I do not wonder that a 
gentleman who led a victorious majority in the city of Chicago 
ay recently, and then was aoa overwhelmed in almost 

the counties and vo precincts of Illinois, should select his 
fon ae as an illustration of the quality of unfairness which had 
the measure and index of this election. 


Ex-Governor Altgeld is the last mn, in my judgment, who 
nent to drag from under the ra’ closing wires of oblivion 
Of iatory and detail of the recent tion in the United States 

erica. Whatever happened in the State of Ohio was due to 


Se tential in giving victory to the Reyablicen party in that 
than e Democratic party 
There is no place in all the broad 


domain of that magnificent State where appeals were made to the 
conscience and judgment, decency and patriotism, and law-abidi 

sentiment in the State of Ohio where the least difficulty was 
experienced in creating great interest by giving assurance of the 
defeat, then hoped for, of Altgeld. The most popular speeches 
were always decorated with the awful example of the then gov- 
ernor of the State of Illinois. 

I was present at more than one vast assemblage of the people of 
Illinois during the campaign, and when all else failed to arouse 
an outburst of tremendous enthusiasm it always followed the 
declaration that one of the things that we were aiming at was to 
pores the fair record of Illinois of the name in office of Altgeld. 

e it was who in the Chicago convention demanded, as we all 
understood—as was published and declared everywhere—the in- 
troduction of those seni of the platform that arrayed hundreds 
of thousands of Democrats, independent of the question of the 
tariff and of the currency, against the Democratic party. Why, 
it is not very strange, Mr. Chairman, that that gentleman should 
feel some degree of responsibility for the results and some degree 
of soreness as he looks back over the miserable record in politics 
which he himself has made. 

The people of the State of Ohio are thus arraigned, and my 
speech shall be directed to a vindication of the people of Ohio, 
without regard to party. There has been no dishonest election in 
the State of Ohio for a great many years. The condition of the 
law of that State and its administration, and the absolute immu- 
nity of the people there from afoul ballot box, are due to the joint 
efforts of the leading men of both political parties. The last 
trouble that we had was that which related to certain poll-book 
difficulties in the city of Columbus and in the city of Cincinnati. 
No party justified the wrongs that took place there. They were 
simply vulgar. contemptible, penitentiary offenses that were com- 
mitted, and the prosecuting officers, without regard to party, 
pursued every man implicated. Some of them were arrested and 
tried, others fled from the State, others removed out of the State, 
and there is nothing left of those old, ancient, disreputable mat- 
ters, long since gone by, except a treasury of recollections, in 
which all the facts and incidents are treasured up ready for use 
if the men who perpetrated these crimes shall ever again dare to 
become prominent in the politics of the State of Ohio. They are 
well known and thoroughly marked, distinctly condemned by the 
men of all parties, justified by nobody, and the wrongs were 
righted and no harm was done. 

Shortly after that a new election law was passed in the State of 
Ohio. It was passed by the joint cooperation of Democrats and Re- 

ublicans. The ballot is the Australian ballot. The systemis the 
t developed, probably, of the study of pure elections that we have 
had inany of the States, and at least as good as that of any State in 
the Union. There was some objection to the Australian ballot be- 
cause of certain unnecessary complications in regard to it. They 
were thoroughly and promptly rectified by the cooperation of men 
of all parties. The ballot isa blanket ballot, asit is called, upon 
which the ticket of each party is printed. We have progressed 
beyond any other State in the Union in the direction of suppressing 
fraudsin the nominationof candidates by putting a provision into 
our statute, the first of any State in the Union, now being rapidly 
followed by the State of Indiana and possibly other States, for- 
bidding the putting of the name of any one man upon any two 
ballots contained in the blanket ballot. This has operated in the 
greatest degree in the purification of the matter of nominations 
and in getting rid of the trading incident to that sort of business. 

Now, let me give to gentlemen who have done me the honor to 
listen a simple outline of our system. In the first place, we have 
at the capital the secretary of state, who is chief of the board of 
elections. The law directs him to appoint four men in ever 
county of the State, two of the men to belong to one of the lead- 
ing two parties and two to another. So that the practical opera- 
tion of it in Ohio is to give two Republicans and two Democrats. 
What may happen next year Ido not know. The complication 
that may possibly grow out of the divided Democratic party will 
probably be solved by the adoption of the decision that the party 
polling the greatest number of votes will be entitled to have the 
election board. Now, these four election officers, two Democrats 
and two Republicans, are appointed upon the recommendation of 
the committees of the two parties. That is to say, the county 
committee of the Republican party names two men, the county 
committee of the Democratic party names two men, and they are 
appointed, unless there is some objection made as to their fitness 
or integrity, or something of that character. 

Now, you will see the propriety of this feature of our statute. 
The Democratic committee knows who the Republican committee 
has recommended, and vice versa; and if there is a dishonest man 
recommended they have their right of protest. Then it is made 
the duty of the secretary of state, as the head of this board, to 
— these four men. Now these four men elect a clerk; and 

t clerk is usually elected from outside of the board. Buttherecan 
not be a very bad man elected clerk, because he has to have either 
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two Republican votes and one Democratic vote or else he must have 
one Republican vote and two Democratic votes. Now, this board, 
thus constituted, appoints in every voting place in the county four 
judges, two to be Democrats and two to be Republicans; and, in 
that same connection, each one of these judges must have at least 
one vote of the opposite party from which he belongs. Then there 
is one Democratic clerk and one Republican clerk; and that board, 
thus constituted, under a law that limits the voters of a precinct 
to a small number, carries on the election. 

There are six membersvf that board. They know everybody in 
the district. We have a registration law which applies to the 
cities, and there the registration boards—that is, the boards of elec- 
tion—are created in the same manner as are the county boards of 
election, and there also the machinery of registration is absolutely 
in the hands of both parties equally balanced, so that there can be 
no election of even a minor officer and no action by any board 
that is not consented to by at least one of the minority . 
That is our system in the State of Ohio. It has worked well. 
There are divers restrictions in regard to the distance from the 
polls that everybody is compelled to keep, and then, under the 
Australian ballot law, step by step various amendments and 
improvements have come in, until, I say here, in the presence of 
distinguished Democrats of my own State, that the law has 
reached substantially perfection in administration. 

Now, we find an ex-governor of a great State, in a public 
speech, apparently without any knowledge of this entire system 
or of any prominent part of it to which I have referred, making 
a wholesale charge of corruption and dishonesty and dishonor 
against the State, and in doing that he involves necessarily an 
equal number of Democrats with an equal numberof Republic- 
ans; for there can be no dishonesty either in the registration, in 
the voting, in the machinery of the election, or in the certifica- 
tion of the returns, that is not participated in by men of both par- 
ties. Now, what has this ready malignerof other people to go 
upon when he makes this false charge that has been heralded all 


over the United States, and is being constantly repeated in the | 


hat has he to go upon? A largely increased vote in the State 

Ohio. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, there was at the last election an enor- 
mously large increase of the vote in the United States of America. 
I have not the precise figures, but I think my recollection is not 
wrong when I say that the total increase in the vote was nearly two 
millions above any vote ever before cast for a President of the 
United States. I hold in my hand and will incorporate in my 
remarks a statement of the vote of Ohio from 1803, when she became 
a State, down to 1896, when she voted to put at end, for the time 
being at least, to the domination in politics of the party of the 
gentleman who was recently governor of Illinois. Among other 
things shown by that table is the fact that the vote of Ohio has 
fluctuated greatly. In the first place, going back only to 1838, 
the Republican vote was 416,054 and the Democratic vote was 
896,455. The Democratic vote fell off in the next year to 379,423, 
and in the next year to 352,579. The next year it rallied to 365,228, 
and in 1892 it was 404,115. Then it fell off to 352,347 in the elec- 
tion of 1893, and in the election of 1894 the Democratic vote of 
Ohio was 276,902. In 1895 it was 334,519, and in 1896 it ran up to 
478,462; an increase over the vote of 1894 of 196,560. That increase, 
remember, is in the Democratic vote alone. 

The ublican vote of Ohio has also fluctuated very much along 
the same lines. Wewere beaten in 1889. We had but 363,548 votes 
in 1890 against 352,579 for the Democrats. We had but 386,739 in 
1891 against 365,228 for the Democrats, and in 1892, in the Presi- 
dential election of that year, the Republican vote was 405,187 and 
the Democratic vote 404,115. We elected 22 electors and lost 1, 
the 22 being elected by only 1,072 plurality. In 1893 we rallied to 
433,342. In 1894 we fell off to 413,988. In 1895, in the great im- 
petus of that election, the Republican vote was 427,141, and last 
year it was 525,000, an increase over the vote of 1892 of 119,813, 
while the Democratic vote of that year showed an increase over 
the Democratic vote in 1894 of 196,560. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, 
it will be seen that whatever in the Ohio election is s ing, 
whatever there is that needs explanation, whatever there is that 
the comprehension of a public and professional slanderer can not 
understand, is to be found rather in the extraordinary increase of 
the Democratic vote in the State of Ohio than in the increase of 
the Republican vote. 

I hold in my hand a statement of the vote of 1896 in the State 
of Ohio by counties, and there is not a county in the State which 
has increased its vote at such a rate as the county which. is the 
home of my distinguished friend, Mr. Layton.” His a gave 
4,899 votes last year for the Democratic ticket, while in 1895 it 
gave but 3,800 votes. In that little population there was an in- 
crease in the vo%e of over 28 per cent. In the county in which I 
live—and I thin? I may say, without arrogating very much to my- 
self, that there c@uld not get into the ballot boxes of my county a 
very large influx of fraudulent votes—in my county in 1895 there 


= when somebody happens to want to vilify a great State? 
of 


were 1,641 Democratic votes; in 1896 there were 3,256; an increase 
of 1,615 over the Democratic vote of 1895. That was the gain in 
the county in which I live; and let me say now for the county of 
Auglaize, where my Democratic friend, Mr. Layton, lives, anj 
for the county where I live, that I do not believe there was ono 
fraudulent vote cast, in the ordinary acceptation of that term. It 
may be that somebody voted who was not, under a strict con. 
struction of the law, entitled to vote. That happens in all voting 
places throughout the country, But that there was systematic. 
ally or deliberately a vote cast that was not an honest vote, I den y 
absolutely. 

What has been the matter, therefore, in Ohio? Well, I can tel] 
you what has been the matter with the vote, so far as the Demo. 
cratic party has been concerned. The same incidents, the samo 
facts, the same elements that have driven the masses of the voters 
of the Democratic party away from the present Administration 
have had their effect in the State of Ohio; and inasmuch as the 
State was hopelessly Republican, thousands of Democrats have 
stayed at home. They would not go to the election and vote the 
Republican ticket, and they cared nothing about the success of 
the Democratic ticket. So one year ago, w Governor Bushnell 
was a candidate for governor, and one of the most popular Demo- 
crats in the State—a gentleman named in connection with the 
Presidential nomination; I refer to Governor Campbell—was his 
en the latter was able to rally only 334,519 voters, while 
this year the Democratic candidate for President, as he was ac- 
cepted in Ohio, was able to rally 473,462 voters. Why? Because 
the Democrats waked up. It wasin my judgmentan unfortunate 
awakening. ughter.] That is to say, the sound of the trum- 
pet that called them from the tomb which they had occupied for 
so long a time was music that I certain! costt not have believed 
they would have responded to. But did md; they re- 

mded with wonderful alacrity. And the fraud that appears to 

e benighted observation of the gentleman who has thus assailed 
the State of Ohio has come, in a part at least, from the in- 
creased vote of the Democratic itself. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Did any leading Democrats or 
leading Democratic papers of the State of Ohio complain that 
there had been fraud or illegality in the last election? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was coming to that. I want now to 
state that the ulation of Ohio has very largely increased; and 
inasmuch as I have pointed out the county of Auglaize, where my 
friend and colleague on this floor [Mr. Layton] lives, I want to 
say that not only his county, but in all the counties of his Con- 
gressional district, where the great percen of this increase 
took.place, there has been an increase of population growing out 
of the development of the oil and natural-gas region in that sec- 
tion of Ohio. c 

Mr. LACEY. How much of this Democratic increase came 
from the Populist vote by reason of the fusion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will come to that. I hold in my handa 
statement from the Chicago Tribune, which is quite as misleading, 
although not malicious, as is the statement of Governor Altgeld. 
Referring to what Altgeld has said, this paper proceeds to say 
that ‘‘the Republicans of Ohio made a very bad and unsuccessiul 
campaign this year, inasmuch as we had 137,000 votes on one 0c- 
casion, and 92,000 on another occasion, and this year fell away 
down to 52,000.” This is one of the misleading statements that 
have tended in part to palliate the statement made y Altgeld. 
Now, the fact about it is that in 1895, when Governor Bushnell 
carried the State, as we call it, by 92,622 plurality, he carried the 
State by ey & 16,816 majority. Fitty-two thousand six hundred 
and seventy-five votes were polled for one Coxey. Mr. Chairman, 
I regret to have to make that acknowledgment. [Lauzhter.| 
But in a voting population of a million that is not so very bad. 
And Iam proud to say that in the year 1896, to the best of my 
knowledge and belief, not five of those voters voted for anyboly 
but William J. Bryan. There was an absolute fusion of thove 
elements. 

Now, again, there were 21,264 Prohibitionists. This year the’ 
mustered 5,469; nearly all of the balance of them voted for Brya”. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I should like to ask the gentleman 4 
question. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. 
— has = ‘ 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to occupy five minutes mre: 
Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman is aware that general 
debate is limited to one hour, but I yield him five minutes oT’. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, if my friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. FirzGERaLD] wishes to propound any question—— < 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman state the vote Pe 
ee ee tae eae ‘ 
. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman tell me what the Pe 
ita in Ohio is? 
. FITZGERALD. I 4o not know. = 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Neither doI. [Laughter.] We b«ve™° 
had a census since 1890. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman answer upon the | wisdom, the integrity, and the shrewdness of the Democratic 
census of 1890? party in my State. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We have passed seven years away from Mr. NORTHW AY. I hope my colleague will not forget to 
1890; we have pen aper me with great rapidity. state that that charge is not seconded by any reputable paper in 


Mr. FITZGERA Had not Ohio a census in 1895? Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; unfortunately not. Weguess, though, Mr. GROSVENOR. I thank my colleague for reminding me. 
a a } I had temporarily forgotten it. It is only necessary to state, Mr. 

So r. 


irman, instead of the Republican party a ge. Chairman, that up to this time no reputable Democrat, nor has 
made a bad campaign, as alleged, we have lifted the majority of any Democratic newspaper in Ohio, so far as I have ever seen, 
16,816 up to 51,538 by a superior organization and an absolutely | repeated the language that Altgeld has repeated. No newspaper 
perfect fusion in the State. That was all I desired to say. of any party has given the slightest countenance to the vicious 
I might go a little further and refer to some of the personal | falsehood. 
characteristics of the gentleman to whom I have alluded, but I| So, Mr. Chairman, Iam replying to nothing that comes from 
have nothing to do with that. My purpose was simply to vindi- | men who have knowledge of the facts, but only to that which 
cate the great State in which I live, and in which I have such pro- | comes from a man who hurls a slander u on the people of a great 
found pride, and to vindicate at the same time the honor, the | State without knowledge of what he is talkingabout. [Applause.] 
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claimed to be a Republican as Jefferson, but his doctrines were 
‘Administration took the name Sie. Democrat and elected Jackson President in 1828. 
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Total vote cast for President, governor, and secretary of state at the Presidential and State elections from 1808 to 1895, inclusive—Continued. 
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| EE ees President......... icin oceniiapiehpnGbiediintel Seman Th, Pe eiincnakcdaccnentcniendsaonn PEED veuncainbert tended 149, 061 
EG CRE ON dn nap docs dinleswueeieiiebsake MI <i <inieplinmieigles: nae a 155, 113 
COMB AD, TEBE occ 6s tina ncs nvsigeiatenl LON ceenbnanhagamatcad 8, 
ID tien dectnipaddnniaie QUOT ccccennetassnsvbsiinnd sitintnas a nal Te nisin Sinn decd dew ceed SE lliccatctubantneiad 146, 333 
i | RS SE 145, 062 | 
TebOewbel AIG cnc a occsiccccsonecen<cce) OED veksnden sxeseuse 8,898 | 
ORDO sebcitncs sckccinncteaeicthicnbediicdsedocddudedbabdtaasuniuak ll 
TE i cichrpecnininaclall Secretary of state............. ciitareaaniia mn rds cckas Scccpigncesehcees she wiedivaieabenaetethaseiets o~« 
RE NII sia isk i cithctiia itacin deoeienited SN ne ee NN ikea tees 118, 869 | 
EE Stim iibcnanen wathiticdnecnnt ERTS ES: 116, 484 
so cldbatithimiiidihinimneianoacnnek MEN ciple nite 10, 797 
padi h ddetbibceratadinntdasee qteseRibed diesem ee cimaeasne aaa 46 
i Riicenih dikitabaineinnis antdnebesani BORIROO oi. cctitctmbitddadidewestsmee’ nee TRG cso kc ih bcncteacesc WEE siccentatakasbiase 138, 359 
FG | Sa Ree ee eo 16, 773 | 
UE: Wee OD oo datednig wes ocacedevun il Wistinigiintidialed Cxaand 85, 347 
1848...... setthiedbiinaiee IUD... icetdtnliopiidalibeebbacaieeesae SR Ra er eee: ins, Nesncaiatke oibiialeiiancelh 14s, 756 
PS rae me PRS ’ 148, 445 
RE oo incitad vss cfkancitbedenndcpdilast ns dndetednal 742 
OR a asian ean BD wisinesicw ws acictitgticlinistiira zetieinnnics’ MMIII cath aig 133,093 | 
cpl iO a ie 121, 105 | 
asin Silica cipics wines oubiogs eislicls alll Sa halen th ctl e ec 18, 747 | 
SOR Siiiis ad cidenceniaeemaicl isiiis italics insiricaishliiaa iment Mell MN a aes a 145, 654 | 
Bamends Fete icc cceweenksccconase OE sisi iedilnnanibmsy enamel 119, 548 | 
RUE EHIIN 6 ds kine cnitecn ccndiachonascal SED beccinccacedidenl 16, 918 | 
ORIN ites cee hoe nbcctimm bast dgdbani backs attak ceca: 6 
WB ciicicne ibis oipentitied Gaoretary CF GAR «coca cccepe wnsiep soca) WR Ta cknd cenckednesin cokeesctual BIIIDEE cio ceases cole 145, 636 
clit nlacd «baat etna a Sie einGaanieMiens  ciinbiinulidtinnddbuceia 120, 256 | 
scaaitnt Spocdaniass taisiasnbninen te clack ann Gauics ie dabe’ ak aioe 15, 768 
Mi ii isicitainhable, a iit nena Franklin Pierce ...............-.-.---.--| Democrat............------ 168, 933 | 
NO IEE TROD sti anea tdibrenigainniiuniet/asnail HE ai Aniivcé chpibtiboed naan 
SORE ©. THAIG: wo cine ccassdtancbacteinn sand POE b acdisstanehcuns 
ie minitiasienihiics dnieninaat Governor ............ jidginbbnidineusiialamnpntiecnds I iva cic. dike cncesbicenns 


SR FR itiilanigucch Setendboms cous 
CRIT BIE ccititnindtinncsnsnisdameecan 


geil SOetnS wesenses Reereliny GEAR sn cccncicweccn eaniedesss 


Total votes 
cast. 


134, 469 


188, 190 


201, 196 


178, 562 


210, 087 


278, 842 


274,7 


242, 850 


2, 226 


246, 198 


828, 479 


353, 188 


283, 868 
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Total vote cast for President, governor, and secretary of state at the Presidential and State elections from 1803 to 1895, inclusive—Continued. 








Secretary 


Governor 


OF WR Matic 60s5 nctunde<n oes 


Secretary of state...........cc. 0.2.02... 


Governor 


President 


Secretary of state 


Governor 








Names of candidates. 


James H. Baker 





Politics. 





Republican and American. 


Soni cir adnanehanks onqmenibeu SN oc idatin wiicnheuatigndincian 
IE: SII os, cnecumenssnacssennes mE St icindntnndduaidameitia 
John C. _ SERRE Ey ae SE cinncinanhenecdims 
EE IND ons dcocqundanaindiaminnind ES 
ee ee Te 
i nikon baitencsigoiahelamionedl cs 
Ie We nt, cnecuginrinenacdcionins ED dmandonacesedcere 
Re Pine cncctcdcietesdcuond fea cacecdamnew 
Jacob Reinhard -. Foe I linn nice césiet imines 
och cikcrienics cintinnn;ottca tatters eninlpaniatids PINs atch wren qeienieliieas 
i ad acai anda Riba kinadiamscben acer nlntighan 
IN hie choice eoimamniied a 
Ee Be witanncctcsncdondsbensa SIN ft Seeecincoesmaitinwabe 
ot ee eee 
IGS cca cendnedaccnecsencéa DP Aiclanintuenannenas 


SE BR ni cace ckdccncccncckess 
Stephen A. Douglas 
John Bell... .... Ce cin chateau tables 


John C. Breckenridge 


0 a a 
Independent Democrat..-.. 
| Constitutional Union 
Democrat 


I li ia icie oo ultsd dees dinhinnis PR IIOG o cincse cccceseces 
I | Mepublionstl. ....cc<cccciccee 
ERASE is cndnatinnwunte 
i ee ee hed Me ha wheneammenanit 
Pe OU ic cians aennddcse ou .| Republican........ sheitasineisha 
William W. Armstrong. ................! PED dank sandhcocteeca- 
TT kbsinesnnessccbantlancdedaindas SRGdnEt intinide mie cigiapenksmaend 
William W. Armstrong................. ESE re 
Ro, ES ae 
Oe Si ietadndmbbdinntsmaeeae 
i eb eI bitte cnnaceusueacceses SIND wii ditannn enon 
Abraham Lincoln ....................... Ee 
George B. McClellan ...................- IN i lsveemasnailecianie 
William Henry Smith. .................. EE ae 
William W. Armstrong. .-............... (| Ee ae 
SS EE a ll 
HOGI W . BROTIIRTE Sa dans conccsiccs cceuce ea 


I 6 hid nb di batbncnnscaetes duceud 


William Henry Smith. ........... 
Benjamin Le Fever.................-..- 
EE Meath ede scacudintinapedipasete 
A. G. Thurman 


Isaac R. Sherwood 
IE Sahin ocncksnmciiasinmndiamade 


IB CE EE 
G. H. Pendleton. ... 
Samuel Scott.-.....- 


Isaac R. Sherwood. 
William Heisley -. 4 
IS poate b ett pdndindinnivece t-aty edie 









| Democrat 


| Dino on cnbcansacs 


Democrat 


Republican 


| Republican. ...............- 


Democrat 


CO ee ee 
Democrat 





ideas cccandawacs 


a 
.| Prohibition 


CO ee 
Democrat -.. 
Prohibition -.. 


ee IN i, sessed tenihinchis mines 
George W. MoUeok ..................... a ail ae cntiiient 
Gideon T. Stewart -..................... PPRGRIINIOM <ccctccccccescee 
EES SN ee BO eee 
crate csdtinidisdecabwatnderindinn Democrat and Liberal. -... 
aii «154, «tba ndelibibiatiiivoanchtin Ghent Temperance ............... 
Ce Sea eee I indnte Wicens cnaioe 
EE hha cc sib ace eid ace Eda eeeban Gnedeesecens 
NE 6 occa Sckndasacidanameddies BIND vniitrintad adnbn< 
TIEN tants cdnintndmnthiguitncmdoen eee 
GS SRE Se McRae | SAR 
PEE FIO ac ncctccessccmesacekes I 
I SR Bini couctsihenim endebaaied | SSeaeeaeee 

SA eee IEEE Sone ccssnccusies 
PO. Cy it bb ak dh kil eccc cccccec cenchasestnn etl Alessio aeicinatndabien 
ET Wr EES oo kdb dhwtdccticncavess ee 
oe os cnn adind I cadinietind dame cmos 
me eae ae 
St RE oduittastioassh iecct sdeceate Republican. ...............- 
EE SEC TS i iinesckantidagsied 
i td nibh dahabe ade doueneseeeienie Re 
a Soncd-ccntcndibh etddeyencansegedintthn dmipneniggntugeeetne eebeen 
i ncinebankichelbaieaciswcesis Mepeent. .....cccccebss<- 
TE PION si ckded ddedghouss nance I de a edamame 
CT Es rectdcnhannmasiqunanenens EEUUIEOD Sade coccecasdan= 
—- Tl niccpictacgininttnks edipsipticiant dhmeniiine GIN dccccaccccscoucce 






Number of | 
votes each 
received. 


168, 724 
138, 641 


170, 874 
187, 497 
28, 126 











160, 568 | 

159, 065 

10, 272 

161, 887 

159, 421 

10, 381 





170, 400 
221,809 

187, 421 

12) 198 

11, 308 

138 
206, 997 
151, 74 

109 





207, 352 
151, 912 
181 


184, 315 
178, 755 


288, 826 
187, 728 


265, 654 

205, 599 

238, 145 
183, 842 

233, 642 

193, 797 

380 

256, 802 
213, 606 

243, 605. 


240, 622 

















280, 167 | 
238, 621 
267,066 | 


249, 682 | 
' 








236, 082 
228,576 | 


679 | 





| 221,708 | 
} 205, 018 
2, 833 


238, 27: 
218. 





i we 
os 


% 
&§ 








221, 204 
238, 406 


| 7,815 


Total yote 
cast. 





886, 497 


829, 905 


831, 917 


855, 783 


855, 239 


452, 862 


858, 880 


B59, 445 


863, 070 


476, 554 


471, 253 


421, 987 


417, 799 


469, 908 


518, 788 


516, 748 


465, 337 


429, 559 


460, 446 


519, 738 


448, 878 


467, 42% 


592, 700 


; 
; 
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Total vote cast for President, governor, and secretary of state at the Presidential and State elections from 1803 to 1895, inclusive—Continued. 

































































































































Year. Office. Names of candidates. petal : ote 
St. 
eas ee 
re Secret ea eee aD Milton Bare ae, osacocenssoccese cccncccses MN cn.ctnnernssubiant 
1876 ..... a Wiles We Wie cats noes kore cicaociens Demeten onset 
BH. SB. Chapel. .....caccccesccscccccccsee| FP PGMSUNNOM cans dotecn succes 
‘ 630, 989 
OO ei Se a Sa te PR Republican. ................ , 
TET wove a Richard M. Bishop ................-....- Sa... cen 
EAGTE Ths Sccncntecnnnqennenhecs obettiiienind ciciie bechelamian ae 
Stephen Johnson..... 
SORT A. TIO ov ccesnensedenécsa] PPO aceccscocascuiie 
x 
NR iain I cliecnannctianlg onesie Milton Barnes. -........-..-.------------ Republican.............-..- ee 
pe 8 RO ee a ea 
,. eee Greenback. . 2.0. ccocceccsece 
Jeremiah N. Robinson.............-.-.--| Prohibition ................ 
REED... .nccoancnnencnecsnsl COCOEROE césccnccccsnseddnsempestonsosenl en NG. 6. i. ncadtieabameneiecsn 589, 100 
pe err ee RES 
Gideon T. Stewart....................--] Prohibition ............<<<- 
JI, cii:hie pnitvemeneninvetints G back 
FO Felis ntendienonistnicdiicdn cand eeeS 
669, 
Se ee President ............-....---.-----------| James A. Garfield. ................---.-- - 
Re gy ae pe 24, 967 
Sie ad Secretary of state............-----.-----| Charles Townsend ...........---..------| Republican..........-.-..-- bi 
1880. , |) ol Eee Rotem Jen mean nnaaiill 
Ot en ae GV ORUIEE 0ccecs cecpnnsneinnestittiena neces.) COR i ents nciettaccen sce EI, C ined oth eden eat 
John W. Bookwalter..................--| Democrat ...........-<0---- 
allah libiiapmaiebiensedyinnsedl<is cade aiediaen teed 138 - 
, 228 
ee tee Bampetet ss Secretary of state......................-| Charles Townsend...............------- 297, 759 
pipanetgitininnosienenen 816, 874 
nearhenbireiepenepi mits in tibiae wire 12, 202 
bicnn-emeepgammnenncse cnn MINNIE oan ae 5,345 
ecoencocenaasanessace sone ccasce 2,915 as. 
wee. ...... a el GOVEFNOP ...cccccescne encuctecesscccecces| COSSP ED. POTBEEE wcen encase seccoesooses] BOpu beam ..s..ciccssceuce 164 . 
sap baambtiiciioning Geiesenninelt aE or i. eae 693 
pce wasaestoemieyceliteel giaenes eemeniell Ta iA a 362 
CORREO AS TEREIIOEE, FF Ee 937 
154 
- 721,810 
280 
069 
179 
549 
‘787, 150 
597 
355 
475 
651 
785, 691 
281 
830 
081 
rt 
738, 967 
a hc itiatesieeesininin hii Secretary of state...............2.--..--| James 8. Robinson. .....................| Republican...............-.- ons 
I caniseenstantnpunces)Aeseescons-oclk MEE dice tics intial 982 
sdccnescccesentdt QUO chaos ccnbukedien = 
704, 233 
SOE cikiindirnninicnds GOVETNOP .ccoceccescsaccccesceseqeesnces=| JORSPR T. FORGE ...-.cccce enceesaccces Republican....... cicimeined 534 
Th SE ontiepyntanneekinecak cath SOND scenccundgislanbbed 205 
Union Labor -............-- 71 
hbkranetiedaeantncvse codind Prokibition 2... cccocacavss 700 
ae ielaeattdata aiming thes iis alia ce i toa nee 820 . 
746, 970 
1888..... wcecoveccsccses| SUOMI ccocsnemncnasaconssececssoncess:| POSNER TTI oie cnidins<enccnvcncescl SIRI SLL seane'cnee O54 
cele tieteibbigaieiisin euald sank TE sa alesie tatttiahivtl 455 
a A nc a ag) 356 
diepijanne diapicns chaudall MAOGIE AMEE acsinndulanacaiie 496 
B80) pu.o 
MR riincs diweneeanaay Gael OF pith ..nascednensnmeneesin DI BE sinincisnininniteiihinainnabiil 510 
aaa 305, 52:2 
618 
452 
wecnenteneteennnneeeeecenen nee] snnnnnneseneente® SO) gus, 040 
1869...... seeees coeeewews| VEU TCL AAU coneone eee eee COS eee BEEEEE SEEeee , 551 
423 
Bi 504 
195 
asesne 775, 721 
I Secretary of state......secss------------| Daniel J. Ryan .....--...-. Sa, 548 
ous  Oromley,....... t 579 
Mel'thon 0. Lockwood.......-.---- eae bition 23, 837 
a Be PE etannnctnenwvatis coesie 1,752 
NOUR soccenncnnweturnenss ee Peewee eres 4 742, 188 
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Total vote cast for President, governor, and secretary of state at the Presidential and State elections from 1808 to 1895, inclusive—Oontinued, 






































Number of | 
Year. Office. Politics. votes each wpe vate 
received. . 
— —————— 
1801... ----eeneen=--00- II Siac ncee centiesccvectecansaue William McKinley, jr ..................- Republican... 886. 730 
James E. Campbell -... nett Democrat -.... ed 365, 228 
John J. ES Probibition -.. es 20, 190 
EE pennews0e+ndthupsdansaeonwonns People’s ......... 4 23, 472 
EE tictncidientctnsednisignoeretPateulasyee wu ntuse ndonessacessauness 2 — 
008. ..cucenessenueal SINAN ci ininiatiitisinireittunataiatinibaaiasaen IIL... wctisunitlinih ndepaateenndl OO 405, 187 
EE ONE ecentiicnceunceunn INU  dtirecmacnanwotese 44,115 
James B. Weaver ..........-.....-....-- a a nine 14,850 | 
I nis cinneinichincaiccseuncuiiil Rh ciatissicnecinenoun 26,012 
Re iirentncrconadchcotccccusatneucalaiougners Siesta a 11, 461 —— 
SOUR. ..c commnsiaenaell Secretary of state.....................-- i cv cnccmeennecsiincnmee’ Daptiblion®....w<...<ccew<ou- 402, 540 
on can cnsie aetin ended I alae catien csnitatbemicniens 401, 451 
Ee I. cinidtincincteinaitniveepiiesionl 14, 54 
I ON aE NINO ci ccrtsescinsiaisipillnntivsi 25, 885 
i a i a ier ti hia an deleted, Mameimantipemesend 11, 946 
433, 312 — 
352, 347 
22, 406 
15, 5638 636,604 
418, 989 
276, 902 
23, 237 
49, 495 
1 
a 776, S19 
7,14 
334,519 
a alt acl eke Peomle’s............ e 52, 675 
iiacantieuivnnannaieiiennial ENNIO cn cccccences 21, 264 
William Watirins........................ Socialist Labor............. 1, 867 
ES CET StL RE a 3 
os 846, 996 





Lean de 


Following is the vote by counties in Ohio from 1884 to 1895, | Abstract of votes cast for secretary of state, etc., October 14, 138—Continued. 
inclusive: . To 














James 8. | James W./Peter M.| Evan J.| Scat- 


















































Abstract of votes cast for cometary ° = at the election held October 14, 1834, County. Robinson. | Newman. | Harold. | Morris. | tering. 
of Ohio. ——- —- Se 
2,176 21 198 |.....J ae 
James 8. | James W.|Peter M.| Evan J.| Scat- 
County. Robinson. | Newman. | Harold. | Morris. | tering. os = oo 
Th ihi= 
2, 202 eiscnshiel detente 
nt --.-------aeee = seal Ole SE elitiectocesetes nay snl 3, 204 8, 829 265 io| 3 
Ee a)|lU oe lh ees i aitiibsanhbnctjeinal 2, 880 9,996 j.......... 5 |........ 
pata de dee eens tae | emf] ie [oo 
ngage a) 0lU ee eee. 3, 843 3,279 58 199 i 
es -——-nee oa = ppereers aes 8, 151 | 
ia ee aS a a le RS 2,195 4,016 3 17 Me 
———phenete = _— |. eo RUIN... oconcneseaso-o1 3, 968 5, 288 1 iacecenes 
~——nena anne > seeeeete Siciehdiahonasdilgpeensaniadl 4, 716 4, 868 i Re 
ee S25] Leal “cmt | Sandusiky---—-- ooo 81) 370) 2 oi 
Champaign ----.----ccocenn fa) sa) Sf BL ao} soe) @| mol? 
Ji ws heated anal ? ee RS Fewccccns a —oS—_—_ 7T7 _ > feeeeecece 
Clermont ....... 4.335 4,263 oa = A a 
Clinton —..... 3, 770 2,208 |... = 6, 565 i006 isi — 
Columbiana ................ 6,772 4, 599 419 6 285 8 140 76 -- 
Senied cir| «sol wo 427} Se) sf) a 
I MUG .cocnsutateadinadel . . , ’ 
Cuyahoga... 2222222) 2,839) 20, 780 6 fos| soa : 2 
Defence w]e] | ks| 1750} 1.608 |... —- 
Delay hae} fim) wert cea) fea foo 
Pairficid zie Sane - Wayno......200---o ssa 4, 5A 4,921 21 
Fayette ....... 8 129 2.26 a IN tinan cincmadieiiensin 2,885 | 2, 981 77 : 
Franklin .. 10, 783 12 057 84 Re lceedintiabtreninninnigdpininl 4,517 | 8, 883 69 ! 
PURO .....ccsaseceeiee 2.798 1,957 18 Wyandot ...........-.-...-- 2, B44 | 3, 096 13 2 | 
Cele _____.__-aincnapticbipagl 3.665 2) 360 i — ' —| 
Geanga 2 748 867 19 UI waster scnningnn S01, S07 | 980,85 | 3,40) 807) = 18 
jreene 4,74 2, 648 i | 
Basie . 4 a = Abstract t t t the election h 5 
——y 2 += 188 act of votes cast for governor a e election held October 13, 1885. 
ee ee 3.795 8.425 1 | ' main 
cp Aan en awn ennen mena Joseph John W.| Pluralities. 
Garrison “Cocca eennwansde waa 2, 768 2, le 8 County. B. Fora- aocuee [Aion . Roth — 
Mighiand 7-77 ----— van aT ker. y- conare| rop. |Foraker.|Hoadly. 
Chae na-aaeeeetenenenenen 1746) = 2a Dr a tae. , . ok 
weeteeeseemnseeeee bas) B96 | a. gue) 200) tm) | ao). 
SeRO a Tra sanand 8,406) 2,72 2a) 3,000) = 235]. celeeremdl \. aa 
- 4,719 8, B47 6,202 | 2,300 728 91] 3,872 }......... 
_— 3, 595 B, 602 3,770| 2,136 310 5O/ 1,684 | 
al 2, 802 1,148 1,770| 3,518 Tc sich tga toediehicnie 1,743 
ick =" 4, 704 3, 806 5,765 | 5,130 35 7 IE aici 
IS ~-nwawnnane 4, 484 6, 057 2,726 | 3,399 Ta apes Bates 673 
Loman 77 3, 846 2, 653 8,477 | 6,080 erin <haaetnnssnnbiel 2, 663 
=o 5,336 | 3,202 2198 | 1sel| = 234 a a. 
igo cm) te ed ed ee 
sstncneeneceecnenecel 2,693) 2,463 |.......... \ ’ 2,001 |---- 
Tom B-*-202eanneen ennnen 5, 827 4,681 3,82 | 4,008 ee] 163 
Moding 2, 409 BPE ace cncst 8, 554 2,145 dance 440 t....... 
fee oa atnneennnsaned 3, 402 2, 187 6,087 | 4.218 443 | 286 | o °c 
ercer. tans === 4, 131 2, 650 2,616 3, B07 NR cit Rinks trernie 691 
lami. on nee nae 1,67 8,915 2, Bb4 4,269 297 | aad 1,905 
Monros _.--""""*""""* 5,210 4,223 19,299 | 15,189 1,106 | mt. 4... 
i eemeeenee wet| ates |i] tli | Bese tme| fem) ge) a ( van 
comneeawenes 7 y 3 ieatecarati 4 
PERI a connection 2,500| 2008 |... 2179 | 2.915 | G6 | i. a os 








gee Papeete 8 


Mia goes Sais ey git foe 


ey 


Pa ada eee ff LF ee oe ae my tet a 
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Abstract of votes cast for governor, etc., October 13, 1885—Continued. 






































Joseph G Aa John W. Pluralities. 
County. B. Fora- | 7700" na B. |" North- |———__— James | john Mc-|H . 
ker. Hoadly. Leonard.| “sop. | Foraker. |Hoadly. County. . = -¥ Bride. | Smi . 
iit... ssathmauctienall 8,069 8, 609 165 
III doo osciesclcoiiadntoed 8,038 4,570 239 Prenkiin. .......-sss< 10, 154 11, 986 544 
oe ae 2, 950 1,955 207 Fulton 2, 629 1,797 850 
ere 10, 665 11, 200 582 i 8,107 1,781 4 
OO eae 2,445 1,581 885 2,191 564 329 
TRIER. icconanéidvenen 8, 368 2, 042 84 4,579 2, 252 427 
ee 2,595 752 7 2.974 2, 354 642 
GOING 0's ctinacinuie 4, 683 | 2,298 82, 803 28, 657 712 
NE on cocked 8, 098 2,375 587 2,918 8, 5387 415 
Hamilton............ 84, 050 84, 696 1,374 8, 354 3,101 348 
Hancock ...........- 2, 800 8, 283 888 2,293 1, 707 405 
I aad oc ctisencntieil 8, 408 8, 341 401 1,545 2,814 137 
ED siccccnnneana 2,510 1,914 335 8,208 8, 146 
py 1, 460 2, 762 212 1,423 1,995 310 
OS Fe: 8, 607 8, 345 267 OS4 2, 653 240 
TROOMIE « cccnimacccsss 1, 746 2, 289 88 8,715 2, 874 488 
NS eae 1, 237 8, O41 148 2,831 2,128 
Huron... ihe 4, 082 3,044 458 4, 097 2,640 
Jackson. - 8, 226 2, 336 159 3, 294 8, 367 276 
Jefferson 4,421 2, 657 353 2,088 664 193 
MOE... 8,300 8, 448 816 8, 864 2,481 121 
Lake. -.. 2, 02 971 195 4, 088 5,312 250 
Lawrence - end 4,281 2, 852 87 8, 663 2,281 281 
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Scattering vote: Cuyahoga County, 6; Geauga, 1; Preble, 9; Summit, 1. 


Abstract of votes cast for secretary of state at the election held November 2, 1886. 


Rob- ohn Mc-\Henry R.| Charles 
inact. Bride. | Smith. | Bonsall. 
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8,427 | 6, 285 TD celineiel Rinsstadcaile 2) 255 
1,978 | 1,511 200 8, 669 
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2,024 | 8,604 253 18, 467 

18,474 | 17,412] 1,016 4,030 
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Abstract of votes cast for secretary of state, etc., November 2, 1886—Continued 


Pluralities, 
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Scattering vote; Cuyahoga County, 8; Greene, 1; Hamilton, 10; Knox, 4 
Medina, 1; Meigs, 1, Portage, 4; Summit, 1; Union,1. Total, 28. 


Abstract of votes cast for governor at the election held November 8, 1587. 
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Abstract of votes cast for governor November 8, 1887—Continued. 
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ee ee ee ee Abstract of votes cast for governor in 1889. 
Pluralities. 
Abstract of votes cast for President at the election held November 6, 1888. Sinai Joseph B. | James E. | John B.| John H es 
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Abstract of votes cast for governor in 1889—Continued. 
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Abstract of votes cast for secretary of state in 1890—Continned. 


James E. |John B.| John H. 
Cam pbell.|Helwig.| Rhodes. Fovaler. 
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Abstract of votes cast for governor in 1891—Continued. 






Abstract of votes cast for President in 1892—Continued. 
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Abstract of votes cast for governor in 1893. 
Pluralities. 
Probibi- A reerray 2 
cratic. tion, | People’s. Repub- | Demo- 
lican. | cratic. 








Gideon | Edward |William| L@W- 


Tawrenee| P. Mack-\J. Brack-| McKin-| T®2°? 


lin. en. ley. Ne 











eal. 
2, 950 13 
4,410 wo 
2, 793 227 
1, 988 413 
2,084 405 
3, 239 87 
5, 267 509 
8, 679 150 
6, 881 170 
1,610 146 
2,619 246 
4, 262 602 
4,112 192 
1, 964 224 
4, 460 670 
3, 41 208 
4,110 19 
20, 288 WT 
4,281 363 











perenne 


pages 


Toate i ee 


IE peas = 


i et or Neher et 













Fayette_- 


Franklin ......... 5 
MWROOR. 60i con ccocnews 


NEE 
EES: 
Ea ae 
Guernsey ..........-. 





SI in ccs sities 
Hancock............- 


UN Bia std nina 


Van Wert. 


County. 





02h co co mM Com Do coe DOGO m FS com ro Core Ercocom cone 


= 


oe 


Speror 


TO OTSS COST CO CO COON IS 








lican. 


es SS 


sSSSPSSERAVESRSESEESS 


SHSE 


RS 


wuss eovweuvweswrowenvwssouwewwees 


SEPREREESRAEE 


em et OT Hm CO DD CP DO Or 
oO 
= 
2 


BSE BS828; 


ERE 


> 20.0909 H DOGO SDH DOD DOTS 
£ = 
tr -) — 


eeee¥ 


ore oo 
See 


S8uss 


senses 
253 


= 
= 


— se 
— et 
com 


Repub-| Demo- 


lican. cratic. 


Sseeuguegecces 


ao 
ENDS S> Om BO O9 HCO ROTO RO G2 C9 DOO ms OLE RH TS oo CO CODD CO ETDS CO ROM ENTS C2 DO DO DO BO BO SI. DO COM DO DO 


DOW TO TOM CO 


m |Lawrence 
T. Neal. 


PP Sogo y0 


aReseze} 


SESeeuel 
= 
> 


SSSRESESE 


weceusouweevwvvwevsvvevvs 


FRSEERSRESREZEEE 


oo 
&3 


SHESZERRE 


oe 
st 
oun 


Se25S5R 52885: 


2 


Samuel | Milton 
M.Taylor.| Turner. 


BESUSERERESSENZELE 


Abstract of votes cast for governor in 1898—Continued. 
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* Scattering, 1 vote. 
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Abstract of votes cast for governor in 1895—Continued. 














Abstract of votes cast for secretary of state in 139¢—Continued. 
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Fishy) a | ae | sf - 
| EE | -~--=---}-anne-ane]-nvenn-]--nne-e0- "oP Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, the distinguished mathe- 
matician from Ohio, General GROSVENOR, has succeeded in ‘‘ steal- 
ing some of the thunder” with which I expected to make a reply 
on this occasion to the slanders of Altgeld. I will only take a few 
moments of the time of the House to supplement what he has so 
well said. 

I also have prepared a table giving a list of election returns from 
the State of Ohio since the- Republican party put in nomination 
its firstcandidate for office, Salmon P. Chase, in 1855. Inthis table 
I show the total votes cast at each election; the increase or decrease 


* Scattering, 1 vote. 
Abstract of votes cast for secretary of state in 1896. 












= $0 es year by year over the previous year’s vote; the Republican plurality 
2, 604 ee ae. | 8,111 ateach election, or the Democratic plurality, as the case may be; 
ean om 12, ; the Republican majority over all opposing candidates, and the 
2 ia0 ome of 8 | opposition majority where it exceeds the Republican vote. 

097 | 6,864 1 e ere is one feature which this table shows clearly, and to which 
ee tee Le I desire to call the attention of the committee in a general way, 


which has been alluded to by my colleague, General GROSVENORy 
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Commencing with the year 1885 and running down to the year 
1892, there was no election, either for governor, secretary of state, 
or President of the United States, in which the Republican party 
in the State of Ohio was not in the minority. These minorities 
ran from 9,000, which was the minority which Harrison received 
in 1888, up to 39,790, which was the amount of the majority of the 
opposition to the Republican candidate in 1892. I call attention 
to that fact to show what has taken place in Ohio since 1892. 
Commencing with the year 1893 William McKinley, as governor, 
had a plurality of 80,995 votes, and a clear majority of 31,030, as 
against 39,790 that the opposition exceeded the Republican majority 
in 1892. In 1894 the Republican majority had increased to 48,857. 
In 1895 Governor Bushnell received a plurality of 92,622 votes, and 

et his majority was only 7,286. But in 1889, while Major Mc- 
Kinley had a plurality of only 47,497, yet he had a majority of 
43,614. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. Was the difference between the plurality which 
the gentleman has named and the majority the extent of the 
gold Democratic vote in Ohio? 

Mr. BROMWELL. It was the Democratic vote and the coali- 
tion of all the elements with the gold Democratic party which 
had combined against the Republican ticket. 

Mr. HULL. But the gentleman does not catch my question. 
The plurality was some 47,000? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Yes; 47,497. 

Mr. HULL. And the majority about 43,000? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Yes; 43,614. 

Mr. HULL. Now, what I wish to know is as to the difference 
between the majority and plurality. Did that measure the gold 
Democratic votes for their candidates? 

Mr. BROMWELL. No; not entirely. There were others. 

I call attention to these figures to show that Mr. McKinley, in 
the election in Ohio for President, has achieved as great a victory 
as was ever achieved by any Republican candidate, and the 137,- 
000 that was given Taylor for secretary of state does not repre- 
sent as much of a victory as the 43,000 majority given to Major 
McKinley at the last election. Now, Altgeld claims that because 
Ohio had increased its vote to over a million there were neces- 
sarily over 100,000 fraudulent votes cast. My colleague [Mr. 
GROSVENOR], in alluding to this, justly said the vote of the entire 
United States has increased. As a matter of fact, every State in 
this country, with the exception of seven, did increase its vote, 
and many of the States in far greater ratio than the vote of the 
State of Ohio was increased. 

I have a second table, showing the popular vote for President in 
1892, the vote in 1896, the increase or decrease in the vote of each 
State, and the per cent of increase or decrease. I shall not read 
all of these, but from this list I have taken seventeen, so as to in- 
clude Ohio, and I will read to you the percentage of increase in 
the votes of these seventeen States, so that you may apply Mr. 
Altgeld’s theory that because the vote of Ohio increased over 
100,000, necessarily there must have been fraud in the election. 
Gentlemen of the States whose names I read can take it home to 
themselves, and see whether the increase in the votes of their 
States means, according to the same logic, a fraudulent vote. 











Election. 
Year. 

Highest candidate. Office. 
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was cast in this last election and was not cast in 1892 


cent; North Dakota, 31.2 per cent; 
31 per cent; Kentucky, 30.8 per cent; Texas, 
nesota, 27.8 per cent; Wyoming, 24.9 per cent; 











I find that the vote of Colorado in 1892 was 93,842. In 1996 it 


was 189,687, an increase of 95,845, or, on the face of the returns. an 
increase of over 102 per cent. I have i 

the Representatives of that State in this House as to 
portion of that increased vote was due to the femal 


inquiries from one of 
what pro- 
© vote that 
ws He in- 


formed me that about one-third of it was due to that canse 
Allowing that one-third of that vote was due to the female suffravs 
of Colorado in 1896, it still leaves Colorado with an increase of 
over 31 per cent. The second State in the list is Idaho, which jin 
1892 cast 19,407 votes. In 1896 it cast 26,695 votes, an increase of 
37.5 per cent. Now, without going into the details of all thes 
votes, I will read = a list of these nineteen States, with the per 
cent of increase 0: 


votes. 
Idaho, 37.5 per cent; Virginia, 35 _ cent; Mississippi, 33.6 per 
orida, 31 joy! cent; Colorado, 
-9 per cent; Min- 
, ois, 24.9 per 
cent; Missouri, 24.6 per cent; Oregon, 24 per cent; Wisconsin, 
20.3 per cent; Tennessee, 19.6 per cent; Pennsylvania, 19.1 per 
cent; and, finally, Ohio, 18.7 per cent. 

Now, if the reasoning of Mr. Altgeld is to hold good that 
because Ohio’s increase was 18.7 per cent there were 100,000 fraud- 
ulent votes cast in the State of Ohio, what have lee gentlemen 
whose States were carried by Bryan to say about them, with Vir- 
ginia gaining 35 per cent, and Mississippi 83.6 per cent, 
and Florida gaining 31 per cent, and so on down the line? 

Now, in regard to the fluctuation in the vote of Ohio, we have 
our off years and we have our years when we turn out and vote, 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Do you 9 pe te to hold the other side 
of the House —— for what Governor Altgeld said? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Ido not; and Ido not believe that one of 
them indorses what he has to say. 

To illustrate these extreme fluctuations in the Ohio vote, I wish 
to call attention to the difference between the vote the year follow- 
ing a Presidential election and the vote in the following Presiden- 
tial election, commencing with 1857 and running down to the 
present time. I shall not read this in full, but ask to have it 
printed in the RecorD. Between 1857 and 1860 there was a differ- 
ence of 103,000 votes. That was away back before the war, when 
the population of Ohio was not much more than half what it is 
now. Between 1861 and 1864 there was a difference of 112,00 
votes; between 1865 and 1868. a difference of 101,000; between 1869 
and 1872, a difference of 64,000; between 1873 and 1876, a difference 
of 211,000, and in following years differences of 170,000, 163,000, 
and 173,000 are common variations in the vote of Ohio. 

These facts also go to show whether or not Major McKinley 
carried the Republican vote of Ohio as it was expected he would 
do. Bryan’s vote over Cleveland was only 74,432. Major Mc- 
Kinley’s vote over Harrison was 122,758. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to print these tables in the Recorp 
as part of myremarks, only offering them assupplementary t» the 
remarks e by my colleague, Mr. GROSVENOR. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous 
consent to print certain tablesin the RecOérp. Is there objection’ 

There was no objection. 

The tables are as follows: 
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Rhode Island .......... 54, 785 53, 188 3 
South Carolina........ 68,: 07 TAGES Enkcdenkincee 2.2 
South Dakota.......... 82,918 70,618 17.4 
Tennessee ............. 820,000.| 267,508 19.6 
Texas wevenee-ne-| 54, TB | 422, 448 28.9 
Vermont... cccnesesl 63, 844 55, 774 14.5 
irginia onseutitnall 34, 664 202, 252 35 
Washington ........... 93, 098 87, 969 5.1 
West Virginia......... 199, 221 171,071 16.4 
MOGRTER ....ccssensiien 447,411 371, 676 20.3 
FORRING. ... ..ncnscaeuas 16, 706 24.9 
14.1 
* Or over 30 per cent. 
States arranged according to percentage increase of popular vote for President 
in 1896 over vote of 1892. 
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i of votes in Ohio for President, showing Republican gains. 
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merci Howing extract from an editorial in the Cincinnati Com- 
Mr ‘a : ribune is also submitted in this connection to show that 
legiti geld and others of his party, instead of criticising the 

mate increase in the vote of other States which gave McKin- 





ley his majorities, might well have addressed himself to a criti- 
cism of the inequality existing between the electoral votes of the 
silver States and of the four great sound-money States, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Illinois, and Ohio: 


FIGURES WORTH STUDY. 
The total ular vote cast at the recent election was 13,818,365, or a gain 
of no less than 1,708,355 over the 12,110,636 votes cast in 1892. 
Of this phenomenal and hitherto unparalleled number of electors, the four 
era, reat States of New York, Pennsylvania, Illinois, and Ohio 
‘urnished the following: 


Es 





, Electoral 
| Vote. | vote. 
NE ILL inn anpuadivanene dpchinhcadese wont aimangingehead ..| 1,358, 485 36 
IN 6 asda cuit dtinwendtibe tqatengnesnensett 1, 193, 508 2 
I rina ch eatin tlnnidean amare otdeed vosasitne 1, 088, 631 2 
ie al ahineneptnbeeicainitiie othe 1, 020, 107 z 
SEE bcidihideadednstintdh din dpthabaainactaqgenand 4, 660, 731 115 


a Se she ectieee 

From this table it will be seen that these 4 States alone cast consider- 
ably more than one-third of the total vote of the nation, and at that ratio 
they are justly entitled to at least one-third of the total electoral vute of 447, 
which would be 149. They have, however, only 115 votes in the electoral 
college, or 3 less than the number to which their proportion of the total 
vote shows them to be entitled. Ohio alone cast 7.4 per cent of the total vote 
of the country, thus fairly entitling her to the same proportion of the elect- 
oral college, or 33 electoral votes. Yet she is only allowed 23, which is 10 
less than the number her votin ora should give her. 

The total vote cast for the Republican ticket was 7,078,461, and to this 
aggregate the four States here named contributed as follows: 


RS AE ES SS Oe, Oa Se 795, 271 
a ee aca emaksiins dnatbageapesheem 728, 300 
a a Di a tees dina anain tint bansabinendahennta 607, 130 
Eats hntatlasiie beste Rekatnandaninasihtipvdppinccartneceqentngin 525, 989 

atin ahiihsh aie dct dats aiid cb abitnnnadaniitiiees senncannnbatiod 2, 656, 690 


From these figures it is also seen that this quartet of leaders among the 
Commonwealths of the Union gave not only one-third of the total Repub- 
lican vote of the country, but 801,609 votes in excess of that pene. 

These are the only States which cast over 1,000,000 votes, and of the other 
States the one which oe the nearest tothat figure was Missouri, with 
674,018, or 346,089 votes less than were given in Ohio. Nor did any other State 
than these four cast more than half a million votes for the Republican ticket. 
Next to Ohio in the list in that respect comes Indiana, with 323,754 Republican 
ballots, which is less by 202,235 than the 525,989 given by this State. 

Coming now to the consideration of some points of interest disclosed by an 
ve of the free-silver Democratic vote, the following table, showing the 
total vote cast and the electoral college representation of these seventeen 
States carried by Bryan, will be of exceptional interest: 











| 
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TEE RRND adidas cor dek idk dt died dnniinn canpmeanadinn 329,710 11 
Es <o-condénntdibiseietakdd dpaneentnng neue apnea 321, 998 12 

5 ES he SE a a 2, 105, 636 120 


Here, then, we have 17 States which give Bryan 120 electoral votes on a 
total vote of 2,105,636, though New York, Pennsylvania, Illinois, and Ohio, 
with their 4,660,731 ballots, have an electoral college strength of but 115 votes. 
Placed in a table for better comparison, the situation is this: 
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Obviously the States which are’ given 120 electoral votes on a total vote of 
2,105,636, while 4 other States can only cast 115 electoral votes on pr = ular 
vote of 4,660,731, have arelative strength in the elec‘oral college out of all pro- 
portion to that which ar deserve. Ohio cast almost half as many votes as 
the 17 States above named, and with an electoral representation in propor- 
tion she should have 57 or 58 votes in the electoral college, whereas she is given 
but 23 

Similar comparisons could be made by the score, all demonst. -ting that 
under the present system such States as Ohio ars deprived of the electoral 
st rena to which they are entitled. For instance, let us consider the follow- 
ing table: 





|Total vote. ——— 
‘ 


Nevada 
es Oe leis knees anacmnehennyetanbed tembmantiiiel 
Mississippi 
We I in cnswcdens dncsesececacceccenspensnesueneesencses 
South Dakota 





Here we have 5 States carried by Bryan at the recent election whose ag- 
gregate vote was but 229,873, yet they have 23 electoral votes, the identical 
number allotted to Ohio. These 5 States have 1 electoral vote to every 10,000 


popular votes cast. At the same rate Ohio should have 102 electoral votes 
instead of 23. 


It is inevitable that in the not distant future this entire matter of the rela- 
tive strength of the States, both in Congress and in the electoral college, must 
be taken up and readjusted upon fair and equitable lines. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Ohio having been clearly vindicated, I 
— fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 

E ARMOND}. 

' Mr. DE ARMOND. I do not care to go into the question of the 
Ohio election or the Ohio population. The discussion has taken 
a wide range, which seems to make appropriate a little wider 
range. Therefore I shall claim the indulgence of the House on 
another branch. I might remark in passing that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BRoMWELL] who last addressed the committee 
tried to devote himself to facts and figures as answer to some re- 
marks of Governor Altgeld. The gentleman from the same State 
who preceded him [Mr. GrRosvENOR] seemed to conclude that, 
the governor being absent and having no opportunity to reply to 
him, general, wholesale declamation upon the subject would be 
ample. As to the controversy between the late governor of the 
State of Illinois and the various distinguished Representatives of 
the State of Ohio, Ihave nothing to say. But I find in an editorial 
of the Post of this city, of the 20th of last November, some inter- 
esting remarks upon the election, a portion of which I will read: 


The total population of Ohio, as estimated last year by the secre of 
state, based upon the calculated increase over the census of 1890, is less than 
4,000,000—to be specific, 3,825,000. The generally accepted theory, verified by 
statistics without number, is that the voters are to the population of any 
given State as 1 to 5. By that well-established rule the total vote of Ohio 
should have been 765,000. Ohio is a great State, however, for in 18% it devel- 
oped a total vote of 840,506—nearly 100,000 more than she was entitled to under 
the one-fifth rule. The campaign was tremendously exciting. It brought 
out, as they said at the time, every voter in the State. Some skeptical per- 
sons suggested, in fact, that it brought out a great many thousands of voters 
from other States. But this year the wonder grows. is year Ohio, 
responding to the clarion call o' meouny. produces 259,494 more voters than 
it produced in 189%, when it astonished the world by its achievements in the 
voting line. Where in the name of reason did these 259,494 extra voterscome 
from? Did Ohio increase in en 1,000,000 within a year, or does Ohio 
depart from the 1 to 5 rule, and show, instead of that, 1 to 3? as the propor- 
tion of her voters to her population? 


Now, it may possibly be said in extenuation of the offense of 
Governor Altgeld, if it be an offense, that he might have read some 
such things as this in the newspapers. It may be, too, that the 
horrible example of Governor Altgeld, held up toscorn by thegen- 
tleman from i Athens district of Ohio, may have been produc- 
tive, not only cf the majority for Mr. McKinley, but also of the 
tremendous outpouring of the masses of both parties who regis- 
tered their judgment and their will upon the subjects at issue. I 
know not how that is. 

The gentleman {Mr. GROSVENOR] seems to believe that Altgeld 
made the platform adopted at Chicago last July. I have always 
been of the opinion that the representatives of the great Demo- 
cratic party of this country made that platform, and in it expressed 
their views and those of a mighty constituency. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ifthe gentleman will permit, I did not say 
that Governor Altgeld made the platform. said he demanded 
the introduction of certain planks of the platform; and if that is 
not true, some of the newspapers of Chicago misrepresented him. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The gentleman is probably just as far off 
in his way of putting it now as he was before. The assemblage 
gathered in Chicago upon that occasion was not one to approach 
with ‘‘demands.” The only demand with that body of represent- 
atives was the demand, as they understood it, of their constit- 
uents. That was not a convertion to be dominated by a single 
man. It was not a convention of which any man having any 
knowledge of it would feel that he could make a demand; it 
was not a convention that would respect the demand of any par- 
ticular man or set of men. It was aconvention gathered there to 
voice the dominent sentiment of a great party; and I am one of 
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those who believe that it did voice it, voiced it thoroughly: and 
those who were not willing to be bound by that voice, those who 
did not believe in the platform there uttered, were left to ta)co as 
some of them did take, their votes and their influence outside’ of 
that party. 

But the gentleman says Governor Altgeld demanded that this 
or that should go into the platform, and that this or that dig 
therefore, go into the platform. That certainly can not be said 
by anyone who has any knowl of that assemblage. No man 
can say that who understood the purpose which characterized 
the men assembled there, who had any knowledge of the deep 
conviction that abided and yet abides in the hearts and in the 
souls of those back of them, those whom they represented. That 
is a misunderstanding of the whole matter. But I will not dis. 
cuss that. Perhaps at some other time, perhaps in some other 
arena, possibly even in this arena on some other day, the gentle. 
man lately governor of the State of Illinois may have an equal 
opportunity with the statesman of the Athens district of Ohio to 
discuss the question of what is the relative worth or the relatiye 
worthlessness of the criticism of the one or the other. 

There is this thing about Governor Altgeld which friend and 
foe must admit and acknowledge—that he is open and bold, and 
that he makes his charges where there are people ready to meet 
them and to refute them, if they can; that he has at least the 
courage of his convictions. And, although overwhelmed with 
defeat as his party was in his State in the last election, he has 
behind him now in that State and in this nation, as the able and 
fearless exponent of principles dear to the heartsof the American 
people, millions of men who believe that he is honest and right, 
and who are grieved at his temporary political overthrow. 

I was about to direct my attention to another matter. I make 
these remarks merely incidentally, as they are suggested by the 
remarks of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] who first 
addressed the committee. There was issued from the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture recently one of those uliar educational 
treatises which have so frequently emana from that Depart- 
ment under its present management. This is The Farmers’ [n- 
terest in Finance, a document bearing date of December 4, 1896, 
and with which we are recently favored, through the frankin 

rivilege. It purports to show that the people who seoaurel 

r. Bryan in the last contest were comparatively poor in this 
world’s goods, and ignorant. The gentleman who for the time 
being presides over the ent of iculture gives to his 
subordinate this direction for the preparation .of this document: 

In preparing this “useful information on subjects connected with agricul- 
ture,” care from the work of the last national census such facts 


y. 
as may serve to bring out plainly the the agricultural wealth, and 
the inte ce, the oamataches and the investments of each 


State which at the recent election lared for the free coinage of silver at 
16 to 1 or for the present gold s' 


In the pamphlet it is further stated: 


The com: m in respect to illiteracy is confined to native whites, thus 
excluding the most illiterate classes of the population—the colored in the free 
silver territory and the foreign born in the gold-standard territory. 


Further on the pamphleteer says: 


The gold-standard list includes one State—Kentucky—whose vote was s0 
a wae oy hy OE a 
average would be altered by omission of that State. 

In this pamphlet of fifteen pages are some tables, designed to 
show, from the peculiar standpoint of the gentleman in charge of 
the Department of Agriculture, that illiteracy prevailed where the 
free-silver sentiment was largely in evidence, and that intelligence 
was the rule where the gold standard received the support of the 
largest number of the voters; that the savings were comparatively 
small where the free-silver sentiment was strong, and the people 
there comparatively poor, while in the regions where the gold 
standard was upheld by the votes of the e the savings were 
comparatively large and the e com: vely wealthy. 

I suppose—if not known , it is known to 
everybody here—whatever else may be true about the late Pres'- 
dential contest, it is beyond question that a large majority of the 
farmers of the United States, wisely or unwisely, rightfully of 
wrongfully, gave their support to free-silver candidate for 
President, William Jennings Bryan. I suppose it is a matter © 
general information outside of that Department that in this large 
majority of the agricultural portion of the people of the | nited 
States there certainly was to be found a fair representation, not 
say a marked predominance, of the intelligence of that gre“' boty 
of our useful citizens, the farming community. Poor many ° 
them may be, but honest mapieeat is yet to be esteemed above 
filthy lucre. be 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what provocation or what excuse cam 0 
found for this man, at the head ofa ent of this Gov ie 
ment, supposed to be specially interested in the concerns of oad 
agriculturists, sup to understand something about thei ! 
terests and their condition, what 


provocation, what excuse can 


be found for this man to scatter abroad over the land, by ” 
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abuse of the printing and franking privilege, phlets whicharea 
libel upon the population that he E suppen posuliadty to serve? 
That I can not . As to which Lyn doray right or which 
party was wrong, that is a question for debate, and we fear not 
But why such a pamphlet should be -— out by this 


the issue. 
Department, a travesty upon facts which are well known to the 
people generally—why such a pamphlet should be issued, with the 
apparent view of bringing ridicule upon communities a majority 
of whom voted for Mr. Bryan and were defeated in the late elec- 
tion, why that should be done no one can imagine unless he can 
fathom the remarkable mind of the gentleman who presides over 
the Department of Agriculture, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. May I ask the gentieman a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The author of that pamphlet is 
not a Republican. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. So that we are not responsible for 


him. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. You are not responsible for him, andI can 
well understand that you are very much ae that you are not 
responsible for him. [Laughter and app eee 

Again, Mr. i , poor Kentucky has to be brought in here 
for a special slap. ‘‘The gold standard list includes one State, 
Kentucky, whose vote was so nearly an even balance that its posi- 
tion in either rank will perhaps be questioned.” Kentucky, Dem- 
ocratic for generations, and finally brought into the other column 
by a scratch—Kentucky is to be ridiculed by this man from out 
in Nebraska, whose State went against his side, because, he says, 
illiteracy in Kentucky is considerable; his conclusion from his 
premises being, I ——. that if illiteracy had prevailed there to 
a lesser extent the gold standard would have prevailed to a larger 
extent. 

Mr. CLARDY. If the gentleman will take out 60,000 ignorant 
negro votes cast there, Kentucky’s vote will be all right. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Another remarkable thing isthis, that this 
gentleman, confining hisinvestigations and his comparisons to the 
white population, loses sight of a most important fact. I suppose 
he knew—it may be that he never knew it, for some men never 
know facts that all other men do know [laughter] but he ought 
to know—that in States like pene aye, and in States like 
Ohio, the majority in favor of the go d standard could well be 
ascribed to the colored population, whose votes were cast for that 
ticket. Thisman, making hiscomparisons within the ranks of the 
Caucasians, loses sight entirely of the fact that if the suffrage 
had been confined to them, if only people of our own race and 
lineage had voted at the last election, the decision would have 
been the other way. 

{Here the hammer an 

On motion of Mr. DOC Y, by unanimous consent, the time 
of Mr. De ARMOND was extended ten minutes. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. But I presume we ought not to take this 
man seriously. [Laughter.] It would be wonderful that any 
other man in the position he occupies should, without cause, with- 
out provocation, without excuse, endeavor to cast ridicule and 
odium upon the very people for whose special interests he is sup- 
posed to care; but it is not soremarkable in the present Secretary 
of Agriculture. We ought not to be surprised at many things 
coming from there. Perhaps this pamphlet should be incinded 
in the list of things that ought not to surprise us, and ought not 
to challenge serious consideration. We might expect treatises of 
the most remarkable character from that Department, while pre- 
sided over by that peculiar gentleman. We might e t him to 
furnish learned treatises upon The Woodchuck and its Availabil- 
ity for the Manufacture of Shingles; upon The Hedgehog and its 
Use for Fencin ; upon The Acute Obtuseness of the 
Triangularificationableness ofthe Angleworm! [Laughter.] We 
ment expect him to dilate upon The Admirable Capability of the 

t of the Potato for Looking into the Financial Question. 
(Langhter.] But when it comes to such things as this pamphlet, 
We are excusable for hardly expecting it. 

It was said a many years ago of a certain man in promi- 
a position, “The Secretary stood alone; modern degeneracy 
7 not reached him.” History repeats itself—with variations. 
a may say now, The Secretary stands alone; modern degeneracy 

T not passed him. Laughter. } 
= not know, but it seems to me, eee, hee suggestion of 
- y triend from Pennsylvania, that though the Republican party is 
Owe ale for this Secretary of Agriculture, it certainly does 
7 1 — . Though he may not have rendered you any 
iF ) valuable service, he has manifested the disposition to do so. 
N ES 1¢ will is to be taken for the deed, you owe him considerable. 

ow, why can not you provide a place for him? Of course you 
though in his present position. That would not be 
hav) Of Away back, a long time ago, it was the custom to 

® about the courts of kings a man something like him, There 


was a name, too, attached to this particular functionary. [Laugh- 
ter.] But he was not known as acabinet minister. I do not 
expect you people to have him about the court in any capacity. 
But why do you not find a place for him in the National Museum— 
not, of course, to point out the various attractions, the several 
curiosities and oddities—but why not find a place for him upon 
some shelf of the National Museum? 

— GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman yield to me one mo- 
men 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understood the gentleman to intimate 
that perhaps my speech was unfair, because Mr. Altgeld could not 
reply in thisforum. What special opportunity does my colleagne 
pro the distinguished Secretary of Agriculture shall have to 
repy to his speech? [Laughter.] 

r. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I can notimagineanything 
else than that, with his habit of speaking once every day (when 
he is here), and ona + many days speaking many times, the 
gentleman from Ohio will reply for him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, the suggestion that I ie with regard to pro- 
viding for this man of the Agricultural ment after the 4th 
of March next—after the chilly winds of March shall have blown 
him out—is, of course, entirely gratuitous. I submit it to my Re- 
publican friends for what it is worth. I hope they will take it into 
— consideration. Why not devote part of a shelf in the 

ational Museum to this curiosity of modern political life and 
modern political administration of the affairs of the Agricultural 
De ent? 

his man has the peculiarity of always talking when he is not 
writing, and always writing when he is not talking, and always 
doing both when he is not thinking. oes 

But, Mr. Chairman, I must not unduly detain the committee, 
and I probably can not close these desultory remarks any better 
than by quoting from what I know is a favorite poem with all of 
you— 

Full many a whim of purest ray serene 

The dark, unfathomed sargeta of Morton bear; 
Full many a wheel is formed to whir unseen 

And waste its fleetness ‘neath J. Sterling’s hair. 

pens laughter. 

e CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate has expired. 

Mr. HULL, We have had so exhaustive an explanation of this 
bill in the general debate, I suggest to the chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. WADSWORTH] that he now ask unanimous consent 
to report the bill back to the House with the recommendation 
that it pass. [Laughter.] 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, if the Committee of the 
Whole will bear with me,I will not detain it more than a few 
minutes. I wish to state a few of the leading provisions of this 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. . The time for general debate is exhausted. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Then I ask unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole can not 
change the order of the House. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. ThenI will make my remarks after the 
Clerk has read the first paragraph of the bill. 

The Clerk (proceeding to read the bill by paragraphs for amend- 
ment under the five-minute rule) read the following: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 


appropriated, in full compensation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, 
for the purposes and objects hereinafter expressed, namely. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I move to amend by striking out the 
last word. 

Mr. Chairman, the amount appropriated for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, was $3,255,- 
532. The amount carried by the bill now under consideration is 
$3,152,752—a net decrease of $102,780. The amount appropriated 
for salaries under this ‘2 for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1897, was $464,400. The amount provided by this bill for 
similar purposes for the fiscal ending June 30, 1898, is $468,690. 
The amount estimated for salaries for the year ending June 30, 
189°, was $494,350. It will thus be seen that the bill carries 

25,660 less than the amount of the estimate, while it is $4,290 
above * appropriation for the current year. The actual in- 
crease, wever, is only $1,300. The larger apparent increase has 
been caused by transferring from lump-sum appropriations to 
specific appropriations (according to the statutory rule) about 
$3,500 or $3,700. 

The amount carried by this bill for miscellaneous purposes 
(including the Weather Bureau) is $107,070 less than the corre- 
sponding appropriations for last year. Under this head the bill 
apparently carries $73,000 more than the estimates; but that is 
because the Agricultural Department made no estimate for seeds, 
so that practically the appropriations are, as I said a moment ago, 
$107,070 less than those of last year. The salaries in the Weather 
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Bureau are decreased about $330. Otherwise the appropriations 
in this bill for that service are identical with those of last year. 

The appropriation for the Bureau of Animal Industry is $25,000, 
which is an increase over last year, because of the growth of the 
work of that Bureau. It was rendered necessary by reason of 
the wonderful increase in the demand for inspection of meats 

oing abroad, as well as meats intended for interstate commerce. 

he inspection on the starting of this Bureau, some three years 
ago, amounted to only 83,000 head, and has increased to the 
enormous figure of 23,000,000, including cattle, sheep, and hogs, in 
the last year. Otherwise the bill is practically the same as the 
bill of last year. There are other small changes, many of them 
of little material difference. 

With this brief explanation, Mr. Chairman, I will be glad, under 
the five-minute rule, when we reach the bill by paragraphs, to 
further, if necessary, answer any questions that may occur to any 
gentleman with reference to changes in the bill. 

I move that the committee now rise and report progress to the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PayNzE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Wnion, having had under con- 
sideration the Agricultural appropriation bill, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


PRODUCTION OF CASTOR BEANS. 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
to offer a resolution of inquiry addressed to one of the Depart- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Saqmeatinne be, and is hereby, requested 
to inform the House how many bushels of castor beans have been produced 
in the United States each year since 1890, to 1896, inclusive; and how many 
bushels were exported each year within said period. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Indiana that the word ‘‘ request” ought to be stricken out and the 
word ‘‘ directed” inserted. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to do it, but find that I can not, 
within the rule. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, permit me one moment. I would 
ask the gentleman if he would not include also an inquiry as to 
how — bushels have been imported in the same time? 

Mr. STEELE. That is practically covered. 

Mr. PAYNE. The statistics already show that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 


WEAR CRAWFORD. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move the 
concurrence of the House in a Senate amendment to the bill 
(H. R. 514) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Wear Crawford, which bill is now, I think, on the 
Speaker’s table. 

The amendment, I will say, is merely a formal one in phrase- 
ology: to correct some tautology in the bill as it passed the House. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this bill was pre- 
sented to the House this morning, and on motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. The action of the House was afterwards vacated, 
and the bill was left on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the effect of the bill? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The bill simply corrects a military 
record. It is a bill which passed the House and the Senate in the 
last term of Congress, but did not reach the President in time for 
his action. 

It is a bill to remove a disability from a soldier charged with 
desertion. After the war was over, after all danger had passed, 
he had an encounter with an officer of another regiment when on 
outpost duty, and absented himself for fear of punishment. He 
was therefore marked as a deserter. That is all there is of it. 

I hope there will be no objection to the adoption of the Senate 
amendment. 

There being no objection, the Senate amendment was consid- 
ered, and agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Dr Wirt, for one week, on account of important busi- 


To Mr. WANGER, for three days, on account of sickness. 


to be printed. 





REPRINT OF A BILL. 
On motion of Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, a reprint was ordered of the 


bill S. 502. 


And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 5 o’clock and 7 minutes 


p. m.), the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com. 


munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 


from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Egyptian Levee, Mississippi River, in the county of Clark, Siate 
of Mi 


issouri—to the Committee on Rivers and Har , and ordered 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 


ting a copy of a communication from the Acting Attorney-General 
amending certain estimates ee 

States district attorneys—to the ittee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


to the compensation of United 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an 


extra compensation for certain members of the commission de- 
tailed to conduct an examination of the fur-seal rookeries—to the 


Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmi » With a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Crystal 
River, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, rt of examination of Babylon 
Creek, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MARSH, from the Committee 
on the Militia, to which was referred House bills Nos. 876, 2294, 


and 3361, reported in lieu thereof a bil] (H. R. 10169) to promote 


the re of the militia, accompanied by a report (No. 2667); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
refe to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

3 Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 10075) granting a pension to Martin G. Sands. 
(Report No. 2661.) 

The bill (S. 3141) entitled “‘An act granting a pension to Rachel 
Kern.” (Report No. 2673.) 

The bill (S. 877) entitled *‘An act ting an increase of pea- 
sion to Oliver P. Silvey.” ( 0. 2674.) ‘ 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the ttee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 8185) granting a pension to Rowland ©. Har- 
mon. (Report No. 2662.) ae 
The bill (8.3059) entitled “An act granting a pension to W illiam 
Soden.” (Report No. 2687.) . 
The bill (S. 3445) entitled ‘An act to increase the pension of 
—_ John H. Mullen.” (Report No. al : 

y Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 2949) entitled ‘An act ting an increase of pen- 
sen to William H. H. Wright, of McPherson, Kans.” (Report 

0. 2663.) : 

The bill (8. 3472) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Laura 
Barnes.” (Report No. 2690.) : 
By Mr. BA of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 2963) to increase the pension of George W. D. 
Wade. (Report No. 2664.) , 

By Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7772) to increase the pension of Theodore N. Cobia. 
(Report No. 2665.) a 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: 
The bill (S. 915) entitled ‘An act for the relief of Sarah R. Dres 
ser.” (Report No. 2666.) . R 
By Mr. BRUMM, from the Committee on Claims: The bil! ( !1. ; 
9985) for the relief of Oliver C. Bosbyshell, late superintenden 
United States mint at Philadelphia, Pa. (Report No. 266°.) | Ss 
By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on ‘ —— 
The bill (S. 1929) entitled ‘“‘An act for the relief of William ™ 
Crook.” (Report No. 2669.) ‘ , she bill 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: Th 






















of Samuel 
Joseph R. Anderson, deceased.” (Report No. 2670.) 
By Mr. BUCK, from the 


heirs of Pierre Sauvé, together with all the accompanying pa + 
ro ‘the Court of i Reported in lieu of House bill No. B307. 
(Report No. 2671.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


The bill (S. 2912) entitled “An act increasing the pension of Wil- 


liam C. Fo e. No. 2672.) 
By Mr. SULLOWAY, the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 8361) entitled “An act granting a pension to Sarah 

R. Frary.” (Report No. oe) 4 
The bill (S. 8870) entitled “‘An act granting a pension to Emily 

E. Atherton.” ( No. 2676.) 

The bill (H. R. 9521) granting an increase of pension to Edward 

Boyle. ( rt No. .) 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (S. 2954) entitled ‘‘An act to increase the pension of 

Margaret Custer Calhoun.” (Report No. 2677.) 
The bill (S. 3252) entitled “‘An act to increase the pension of 

Esther Brown.” (Report No. 2678.) 
The bill (S. 2959) entitled-‘‘An act granting a pension to Mrs. 

Sarah Townsend.” No. 2679.) 

The bill (S. 1551) entitled “An act “war | @ pension to Mrs. 

Selena McKay, of Suwanee County, Fla.” (Report No. 2680.) 
The bill (S. 947) entitled ‘‘An act granting a ion to Marga- 

ret Stone, widow of Benoni Stone, a soldier of Florida Seminole 

Indian war.” (Report No. 2681. 
The bill (S. 2177) entitled “‘An act granting an increase of pen- 


sion to Henry B. Conway.” or 2682.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the ittee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 10040) Lpreneng an increase of pension to George 
W. Ferree. (Report No. 2683.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (S. 3177) entitled ‘“‘An act granting a pension to 
Oscar A. Palmer.” (Report No. 2684.) 

By Mr. CROW , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
Pas Ls = 1647) py “An act by es a _— ee 

ar ; i nm, late sergeant o mpany I, Ninety-thi 
New York Infantry.” (Report No. 2685.) ” 

The bill (H. R. 4852) granting a pension to Allen Place. (Re- 
port No. 2686.) 

By Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 1933) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine G. Lee. (Re- 
port No. 2691.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
charged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5622) conferring 
jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to rehear and render judgment 
in the case of William Donnelly and Patrick Egan; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


——_——_- 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

tte following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OWS: 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 10168) to reduce the interest 
on arrearages of taxes due the District of Columbia prior to July 
1, 1895—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts (by request): A bill (H.R. 
101 ‘0) to relieve oppressed medical practitioners in the District of 
Columbia—to the ittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 10179) to establish a 
department of labor—to the Committee on Labor. 
wa Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution (House Res. No. 507) referring 
the Court of Claims House bill No. 6168, for the relief of the 


heirs of John Clemson and John C. Cookson, deceased—to the 
Cmmittee on War Clai 


. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETO. 


- nder clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
= were presented and referred as follows: 
a y Mr, APSLEY: A bill (H. R. 10171) to remove the charge of 
— now standing against Charles G. Brigham—to the Com- 
ittee on views Affairs. 
fr By ms BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 10172) for the relief of Jacob 
= ~ oe the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a. ; FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 10173) to remove the 
United of desertion from John Kelly, late an enlisted man in the 
Ale States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
So, a bill (H. R. 10174) to remove the charge of desertion from 
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(S. 19) entitled “‘An act for the relief of John L. Rhea, executor 
Rhea, deceased, and John Anderson, administrator of 









‘ ttee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (No. 506) to refer the bill (H. R. 9307) for the relief of the 
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= military record of John Scanlan—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 10175) to pension Mrs. Martha 
Frank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 10176) for the relief of James 
Eagan, late of Ceneter G, Tenth New York Volunteer Infantry— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 10177) for the relief of 
David C. Winebrener for seizure and impressment of,teams and 
loss of property by the military authorities of the United States— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10178) for the relief of Francisco Perna—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 10180) granting an increase 
of —— to De Witt C. Ayres, late of Company I, One hundred 
and second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following eee and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of Samuel G. Scott and others, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, 
and Senate bill No. 1675, prohibiting the transportation of obscene 
matter by any agency—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 


oign Commerce. 
Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of Henry L. Mitchell, Princella 
A. Blake and 154 other citizens of Bangor, Me., in behalf of the 
ge of Houve bill No. 7864, an act to amend the immigration 
aws of the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 
By Mr. COUSINS: Resolutions adopted by the Commercial Ex- 
change of Des Moines, Iowa, favoring a department of commerce 
and manufactures—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 
By Mr. GIBSON: Papers relating to the claim of James P. 
Strother, of Washington County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 
By Mr. GRISWOLD: Petition of Arthur L. Bates and 42 other 
citizens of Meadville, Pa., and woe, protesting against the 
e of House bill No. 10090, abolishing ticket brokerage—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. GROUT: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Addison County, Vt., Mrs. L. D. Dyer, president, 
favoring the of House bill No. 3203 and Senate bill No. 
1498, to raise the age of SS for girls to 18 years in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
Also, petition of N. M. Scott, and 23 other citizens of Barton, 
Vt., protestin — the passage of the Sherman bill with re- 
spect to ticket bro ers—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
mmerce. 
Also, resolutions adopted by the Vermont Dairymen’s Associa- 
tion, in favor of the bill (H. R. 4349) to protect interstate and 
foreign commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 
By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of W. H. Torbert and 118 busi- 
ness men, all citizens of Dubuque, Iowa, protesting against the 
ee of the Sherman bill to abolish ticket brokerage—to the 
mmittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. KIEFER: Paper of Kuhles & Stock, cigar manufac- 
turers, of St. Paul, Minn., asking a specific duty on cigar tobacco 
leaf—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of the Christian Citizen- 
ship Union, also petition of the Tabernacle Baptist Church, both 
of Camden, N. J., urging the passage of House bill No. 7441 and 
Senate bill No. 2846, for the prevention of gambling—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition. of the Christian Citizenship Union of Camden, 
N. J., praying for the passage of the Phillips bill (H. R. 6119)— 
to the Committee on Labor. 
Also, petition of W. F. Rose, of Camden, N. J., for favorable 
action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, resolutions of Swedesboro Grange, No. 5, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Swedesboro, N. J., relative to Armenian outrages—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MADDOX: Memorial of the commissioners of the Choc- 
taw Nation of Indians, as to the ‘‘ leased district”—to the Come 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE: Resolution of the Fort Smith Commercial 


League, protesting against the recognition of the independence of 
Cuba—to the Committee on ae Affairs. 


Also, statement of Drs. J. H. Weaver, Josh Beasley, and A. L. 


Clark, to accompany House bill No. 6105, for the relief of Daniel 
J. Smith, a scout of the Indian war of 1836 and 1887—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 
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By Mr. PHILLIPS: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to De Witt C. Ayres, of Company I, One 
hundred and second Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. QUIGG: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of James Eagan, of Company G, Tenth New York Infantry Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of the heirs of Elizabeth Gatling, 
deceased, late of Gates County, N. C., praying reference of her 
war claim to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Liddia Haslett, deceased, of Gates 
County, N. C., praying that her war claim be referred to the Court 
- Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Thomas M. Wiggins, deceased, late 
of Pitt County, N. C., praying reference of his war claim to the 
Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SHUFORD: Petition of the heirs of Jacob Sheek, de- 
ceased, late of Davie County, N. C., praying reference of his war 
claim to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of David C. Winebrener—to the Committee on War Claims, 








SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 29, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Hoar, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


CREDENTIALS. 


‘tie VICE-PRESIDENT presented the credentials of William B. 
Mason, chosen bv the legislature of Dlinois a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1897; which were read, and 
ordered to be filed. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the credentials of ORVILLE H. Piatt, 
chosen by the legislature of Connecticut a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1897; which were read, and 
ordered to be filed. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE BELT RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Belt Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. NELSON. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 40, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—40. 

Allen, Carter, Gray, Proctor, 
Bacon, Chandler, Hale, Roach, 
Baker, Chilton, Jones, Ark. Sewell, 

te, Cockrell, Lindsay, Smith, 
Berry, Cullom, McMillan, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Mills, Thurston, 
Blanchard, e, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Brown, Gallinger, Morrill, Vilas, 
Caffery, Gibson, M y, Wetmore, 
Call, Gorman, Plat Wilson. 

NAYS—12. 
Allison, Clark, Hoar, Peffer, 
Cameron, Davis, McBride, Pettigrew, 
Cannon, Hawley, Nelson, Sherman. 
NOT VOTING—37. 

Aldrich, Hansbrough, Morgan, Tillman, 
Srice, Harvis, Palmer, Vest, 
Burrows, Hill, ‘ Voorh 
Butler, Irby, Perkins, Walthall, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, Warren, 
Dubois, Kyle, Pugh, White, 
Elkins, Lodge, ay, Wolcott. 
Gear, Mantle, Shoup, 
George, Martin, Squire, 
Gordon, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 


So the motion was agreed to. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution of the le 
islature of Wyoming, praying for the examination and classifick- 
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road 
include like lands in the State of Oregon; and 


eration: 
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tion of mineral lands within the railroad land grants in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands and 
ordered to be printed in the Recor, as follows: , 


STATE OF WYOMING, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY oF STata, 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 


I, Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 


hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and correct copy of joint rege 


olution No. 1, house of representatives, passed the fourth re 
the State of W = = * es 


yoming. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed tho great 


seal of the State of Wyoming. 


&. 
Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 25th — Zepuety, A. D. 1897. 
[SEAL] ARLES W. BURDICK, 
tary of State. 


(Fourth legislature of the State of Wyo: -) Enrelled joint i 
N Tron, Bate of Wronke Telution 


o. 1, house of representatives, 


Be it resolved by the senate and house of tatives of the State 


oO 
Wyoming, That the Congress of the United States be memorialized as 1 


Whereas there is now pending before the Congress of the United St: 
easure known as the RCalifernia mineral lands bill,”’ which a ie 
tion and classification of mineral lands within the rail. 

land grants in the State of California, and, as amended in the Senate, to 


reas the State of Wyoming is situated like circumstances, hay- 


under 
large areas of mountainous lands within Union Pacific Railro: 
rast aolte pomee conalt 


own to be mineral in character, entitled to the same consid- 
Be it therefore resolved, That we are desirous of tion of li 

character for the State of Wyoming, and we es er - 

tative in Congress to use all honorable means to secure 

California mineral lands bill so amended as to include the 

State of Wyoming within its operation; and 

Be it further resolved, That his eee St es of the State of 
oming be, and he is hereby, requested to it to each of our Senators 


Ww 

and to our Representative in Congress, to the President of the United States, 
and to the Senate and House of 

of these resolutions. 


Representatives of the United States a copy 


GEORGE E. ABBOTT, 
President of the Senate, 
A. D. KELLE 
Speaker of the House, 


WILLIAM A. mPCEARDE, 
overnor, 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of the president and pro- 
fessors of Princeton University, New Jersey, and of the professors 
of the Princeton Theological ary, New Jersey, praying for 
the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with (ireat 
Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
oe ordered to be printed in the RecorD, with the names, 
as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

The unmnestnes respectfully represent that they, in common with great 
numbers of their fellow-citizens in all a be our country, are extremely 
solicitous that the treaty of arbitration between the United States and (ireat 
Britain, which is now before the Senate, should be promptly ratified, and 
they earnestly request the honorable Senators this State to do all in 
their power to b about this result. Enligh’ and Christian nations 


surely can and should settle their disputes by an to reason instead of 
force, by a reference to duly authorized and tuted tribunals. 
Parti: nations, ; 


Approved January 22, A. D. 1897. 


ly. these two great bound such innumerable 
ties, should set the example tothe world of ‘or the peaceful adjust- 
ment of every contro , and making the horrible arbitrament of war for- 


ever impossible between . The provisions of the proposed treaty seem 
to us eminently emneneeae and wise; and we sincerely hope that no hesitation 
about minor portant details which may be modified hereafter, if ez- 
rience shail show it to be desirable, may unduly delay its ratification, aud 
thus jeopard the establishment of the involved. 

W- Berra Goer be Wick Beetpe iors eroowhe 
n ® P.. rhardas Vos 
Chalmers of Princeton Theologica! Semi- 
nary; Francis J. Patten, t of Princeton University; 
James O. Murray, dean of ceton Varrerety John T. Dut- 
field, professor of mathematics; Charles W. Shields, professor 
m; Henr Cay C - 

Greek (provided amended); Wm. 
; ; 8. R. Winans, profess! of Greek; 

D 


Pac’ La’ 
H. B.Cornwall, pan ttn :W. aniels, professor 
of political economy; John Galen Hibben, professor of logic; 
nry B. Fine, professor of mathematics; Woodrow W ae 
rofessor of dence; Andrew F. West, professer © 
Ea Carter, J. Mark Baldwin, William ‘ib 
Edm -, L. W. McCay, = 
ill George orkie, 8. Stanhope 
S. Schanck, Geo. M. H. D. Smamnpoon CF 


rmond, J. 
Forsyth Crawford, J. H. Westcott, Theo. W. Hun‘, W. ! 
§ 3 , W. B. | McMillan, W. B 
Boott, HF. Govington, C/A. Young, Paylor Reed, F. 3, Water 
E . C. O. Huss, Walter M. Rankin, 
Edwin 8. Lewis, William K. Prentice, Willard Humphreys 
©. G. Rockwood, jr., Geo. M. Harper, H. 8. 8. Smith. 
Mr. CAMERON, I present a petition signed by a number of 
the most eo citizens of Philadelphia, praying ‘°° oo 
rompt ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with a * 
Britain. I ask unanimous consent that the petition be printe¢ 3 
the RECORD. —_ 
There being no objection, the petition was referred to the ‘ yw 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed in 
RECORD, with the names, as follows: 
To the honorable the Senate of the United States: 


sonvey te 
The undersigned citizens of Philadelphia desire respectfully to «."'°" 
your honorable body the universal prayer of the community for the p* mys 








1897. 
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ification of the treaty with Great Britain providing for the arbitration of 
eee questions when not settled by the ordieary process of diplo- 


nt as long been the loftiest distinction of our race that it has been fore- 
most in emancipating man from the shackles of tion and in leading 
bi Eatifeti tok as te picheery of agrem,cpening the eis oroage 
which humani yoann rise from the Gorkness and errors of the past to 
destiny of a future. In this progress there have been few ~ 
more 

Be 
Suropean popula groaning 

tho hostility of the organs of that mili 
move 


the 
of Se cou It is 


son. ° a special advantage toa na‘ ‘e ours, which refuses to be 
burdened with enormous permanent armaments, and which thus escapes 
the peril of attack while Moreover, it reduces to a minimum 
t ~ Jae of po a ee 
woun vani statesmen diplomatic encoun and prom: 
to cover t 7m by to the sensitiveness of national pride. 
Representing as we doa Re pe es hey may be 

to urge upon material advan’ to result from rati- 
fication w alone justify your early favorable action. In this 

age the Rowe & y Le TE, | FF en- 
tailed by any Cousens 2 oe nee Sa - 
itself be an the nation. Nor are such motives to be stig- 
matized as mercenary, for 

fort to the mass of the 


and com- 

while distress brings want and 

misery. It is the duty of the highest ee guard material 
can 


interests of the people,and the 
every emergency to vindicate the onal honor. 
For these and other reasons which will themselves to you, the u 
signed venture to express the that atan early day you will in your wis- 
dom, set the seal of your appro on ameasure so beneficient in its purpose 
and so stimulating to the moral sense of mankind. You will moreover, 
lead the way to farther bens phe wrt LM nations 
who are ewaiting your action prior to opening negotiations 
nsibility so has rarely fallen to the lot of legisla for in your 
hands now rests the decision whether the United States shall stand forth as 


th tle of peace in a d world. 
oe Charles of Vermont; William 


; George P. 
Butler, James P. 
J. B. McCollison, James T. 


Frazier. 
Peppery, O. W. Whitaker, John G. 6 Lea; 
Charles F. Warwick, mayor; T. K. caer resident judge 


common pleas No. 3; J C. Forge. B. 
W.N. an, Robert N. a . R. Thayer; Charles B. 
McMichael, common pleas ee 


"Bq 


Wheeler, A. J. 

Harris, Hawi en Bes Yarnall, 

E. Newbold, Samuel Frederic Houston, Henry M. Dechert, 
David Seull, William H. Rhawn, Clement A. G m, Charles 
Hartshorn, R. Dale S. Fullerton, ©. Stuart 
Patterson, Israel W. peeeie, L. Gowen, ©. Town- 
send, James W. Paal, jr., Justus C. wy illiam B. 
Gill, Edward Shi Jones Wister, Care hiller, James 
yay Dates, Ww . Singerly, Silas W. Pettit, Sidney F. 
Tyler, C. H. Clark, J. Vaughn Merrick. 

- PHILADELPHIA, Pa., January 22, 1897. 

r. CAMERON presented a petition of the Philadelphia (Pa.) 
Maritime on ing for the passage of the so-called Tor- 
rey bankruptcy bill; weieb wae ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented the memorial of W. D. Blackburn, publisher 
of the Free Press, of ere remonstrating agai 
the of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Migley ne Com- 
pany, of E. Chriton & Co., of William A. Haines, of the Tygert- 
Allen Fertilizer Com: y, of Enoch Lewis, of Thomas Bray, of 
Alfred Clegg, of R. G. Lecomte, of Gara, McGinley & Co., and 
of Batchelor Bros., all in the city of Philadelphia, Pa,, praying 
for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of the Congregational church 
Keosauqua, Iowa, and a petition of the Davenport Business 
ti en's Association, of Davenport, Iowa, praying for the ratifica- 

‘on of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which 
Were referred to the Committee on Forcign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of the Boston Plate Printers’ 


Union, No. 8, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called Chandler bill, to reduce the salaries of employees 
in the service of the Government; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

He also presented petitions of the National Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, Frances E. Willard, president; of the North 

ional Church, of Springfield, Mass., and of Edward A. 
Pennock and 11 other residents of the Ben Adhem House Social 
Settlement, of Boston, Mass., praying for the ratification of the 
ais arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were re- 
erred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I present a petition of consid- 
erable weight, and I may say of width, also. It consists of some 

letters from the most important business concerns in the city 
of Milwaukee, in favor of the passage of the Loud bill. Theyare 
original letters, and very strong letters; and they have been put 
together in such fashion that they can not be thrust into that leg- 
islative morgue, the pigeonhole. I trust they will be laid on the 
table of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and be 
read by the members with attention and benefit. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, as follows: 

The petition of the Wisconsin Marine and Fire Insurance Com- 
pany Bank; of the Wisconsin National Bank; of the First Na- 
tional Bank; of the Milwaukee National Bank; of the Milwaukee 
Harvester Company; of the Plankinton Packing Company; of 
Kieckhefer Bros. Company; of the Northwestern Malleable Iron 
Company; of the Wellaner & Hoffmann Company; of the Straw & 
Ellsworth Manufacturing Company; of the H. Zoehriant Leather 
Company; of the Bradley & Metcalf Company; of Beals, Torrey 
& Co.; of the F. Mayer Boot and Shoe Company; of Friend Bros. 
Clothing Company; of the Charles Baumbach Company; of the 
Jerman, Pflueger & Kuehinsted Company; of the Pabst Brewing 
Company; of the Val Blatz Brewing Company; of Albert Trostel & 
Sons; of the E. P. Allis Company; of the 8S. Birkenwall Company; 
of the William Becker Leather Company; of John B. A. Kerr 
& Sons; of the E. Sanderson Milling Company; of the Miller Man- 
ufacturing Company; of the Milwaukee Gas Light Company; of 
the Johnson Electric Service Company; of the O. L. Packard Ma- 
chinery Company; of the Shadbolt & Boyd Iron Company; of 
Lindsay Bros.; of the Kalamazoo Knitting Company; of the Van 
Dyke Knitting Company; of the T. A. Chapman Company; of 
Landauer & Co.; of the James E. Patton Company; of the Filer & 
Stowell Company; of the Cribb Carriage Company; of Layton & 
Co.; of Mendel, Smith & Co.; of Inbusch Bros.; of. Roundy, Peck- 
ham & Co.; of the Wilbur Lumber Company; of L. Bartlett & 
Son, and of the Gender & Paeschke Manufacturing Company, all 
in the city of Milwaukee, Wis. 

Mr. FRYE. I present a petition of Naval Post, No. 400, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation forbid- 
ding the beating of seamen upon our vessels by irresponsible and 
brutal officers, and abolishing all allotment and advance of wages 
except to parents, wife, or children. I move that the petition lie 
on the table, the bill covering the subject having been reported 
from the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I present a resolution unanimously adopted by the 
Society of the Sons of the American Revolution of the District of 
Columbia, in which it is— 

Resolved, That the District of Columbia Society of the Sons of the Amer- 
ican Revolution petition Congress that immediate action be taken to preserve 
the old ship Constitution, and for its transfer to a permanent abode in the 
capital city of these United States. 

I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of St. 
Paul, Minn., praying for the ratification of the pending arbitra- 
tion treaty with Great Britain; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign. Relations. 

Mr. CLARK. I present resolutions adopted at the twenty- 
seventh annual meeting of the National Board of Trade, held in 
Washington, D. C., January 26, 27, and 28, 1897, favoring the 
passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy bill. I move that the 
resolutions lie on the table, and that they be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Board of Trade and 
Transportation, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter: which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called Bailey-George bankruptcy bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, 





ae ete 


eins eekitie eine 






Mr. PALMER presented the petition of H. W. Everest, pe 
dent of the State Teachers’ Association and of the Southern Illinois 
State Normal University, of Carbondale, II1., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to provide for the better equipment of 
the National Bureau of Education; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition from George W. Buz- 
zell, of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Hudson, N. H., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in the Capitol building; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present the “era of Haggard & Marcus- 
son, of Chicago, Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter. I wish to state that a 
very large number of the most prominent business men of Chicago 
are anxious for the passage of that bill. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. ‘ 

The motion was agreed to. i 

Mr. CULLOM presented the memorial of J. P. Devlin, editor, 
of Chicago, Iil., remonstrating against the ratification of the pend- 
ing arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of J. Seymour Curry, of Evanston, 
Ill., anda petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Chicago, 
Ill., praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty 
with Great Britain; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petitions of the Falker & Stern Company, 
of Chicago; of Sweet, Dempster & Co., of Chicago; of I. 8S. Moore, 
of Galena; of H. Cohn & Son, of Chi ; of J. S. Stevens, of 
Peoria; of the Geneva Optical Company, of Chicago; of Grommes 
& Ulirich, of Chicago; of L. B. Mantonya & Co., of Chicago, and 
of Guthmann, Carpenter & Telling, of Chicago, ali in the State of 
Hilinois, praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rock Island, 
Ill., praying that an oo be made for certain improve- 
ments in connection with the arsenal in that city; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a petition of New Orleans Branch, 
No. 28, National Association of Post-Office Clerks, of New Orleans, 
La., praying for the passage of the so-called post-office clerks’ 
classification bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the New Orleans Stock Exchange, 
of New Orleans, La., praying for the ——— of the so-called Tor- 
rey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of H. G. Goodwyn, publisher of 
the Chronicle, of Colfax, La., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relat.ng to 
second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of sundry residents of the Ben 
Adhem House Social Settlement, of Boston, Mass., and a petition 
of the Connecticut Valley Congregational Club of Massachusetts, 
yw for the ratitication of the pending arbitration treaty with 

reat Britain; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. SMITH presented the petition of Mrs. Cornelia Collins 
Hussey, of East Orange, N. J., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the memorial of Joseph A. Dear, publisher of 
the Evening Journal, of J eee SE N. J., remonstrating against 
the passage of House bill No. , to amend the postal laws relat- 
ing to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He alse presented the petitions of H. B. Anthony, of Camden; 
of Mrs. Charles Keighley, of Vineland, and of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Vineland, all in the State of New Jer- 
sey, praying for the enactment of legislation to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class mail matter, and also to prohibit the 
interstate transportation of obscene mail matter by any agency; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


He also qpeceeatiast the petition of Jacob Stein, of the National 
Soldiers’ Home of Virginia, late of Company A, Forty-sixth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and of Company C, 
Fourteenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, praying 
for indemnification from the Government on account of hard- 
ships endured by him during his service in the late war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





referred the bill (H. R. 6215) to increase the 


D. Manion, reported it without amendment, and submitted o 
report thereon. d 


and submitted a report thereon. 


bill (H. R. 6166) granting a pension to Minnie 
Col. and Bvt. Brig. Gen. Ely S. Parker, late of the United States 


Army, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. ; 


bill (H. R. 5061) to 


Tenn., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. - 





JANUARY 29, 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 

pension of Ambrose 


r. CLARK, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was 


referred the bill (S. 3158) for the relief of the heirs at law of the late 


Duncan H. Campbell, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a 


oe thereon. 
Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


referred the bill (H. R. 1168) to increase the pension of Josiah P. 


Hill, late of Company F, Eighty-first ent of Illinois Volun- 
teers, in the war of the rebellion, it without amendment, 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
Parker, widow of 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 


sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2725 ting in- 


crease of eee to Henry Slaughter, reported it 
ment, and su 


~ 
out amend- 
bmitted a report thereon. 
Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


referred the bill (S. 617) gran an increase of pension to M 
E. Law rted it without cauiene iad 


Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


referred the bill (H. R. 4001) to reinstate William Waldrup on 


pension roll, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tho 
ion Ira Powers, of Henderson County, 


Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


referred the bill (H. R. 7821) granting a pension to Annie Schif- 
_— reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
ereon. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, the 
amendment providing for an appropriation to pay Frank P. 
Holmes for extra services as conductor of the Senate elevator from 
July 1, 1891, to January 31, 1892; and moved that it be referred 
to the pecammenen on Appropriations, and printed; which was 


MRS. MARTHA FRANK, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3612) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Martha Frank, to report it favorably without amendment. 
As this is a bill which proposes to pension an old lady in the State 
of Georgia, 1024 years old, I ask for its immediate consideration. 
wan unanimous vores > = in cients whe of the 

ole, proceeded to consider the . it to place upon 
the pension roll the name of Mrs. Marthe Weak, widew of Wil- 
liam Frank, member of the company of Capt. John Little in the 
eae war of 1818, and to allow her a pension rated at $8 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISS F. L. FAULKNER. 


Mr. GALLINGER. A resolution was referred a few days azo 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent nses of 
the Senate which provided for the payment of one year’s salary 
to the daughter of Chester R. Fa , late a messenger on the 
rolls of the Senate. The committee report a substitute for the 
resolution, the substitute providing for the payment of one-half 
year’s salary, which is in accordance, I , with the uniform 
custom of the Senate. I ask that the resolution reported as a sub- 
stitute may be immediately considered. 

The ution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved. of he hereby is, author- 
cst Tale Sear ct, s Seate tesa ere ea 
Faulkner, deceased, late a messenger on the rolls of the a sum equal 
to six months’ salary, at the rate per annum allowed by law to the messel- 

sum to be conaldered 


r aforesaid, said as including funeral expenses and 
fil other allowances. 


REPORT OF TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported the fol- 


ting, | . 
lowing concurrent resolution; which was considered by unani 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House tives concurring), That 


of Representa 

be printed 000 adidisional soplen be the annual reper tct the urer 
of the United States for the fiscal year ended J for the 
Treasury Department. 


use of the 


une 30, 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. ALLEN introduced a Dill (S. 3618) to prevent the overcap- 


jtalization of corporations, companies, and associations of ns 
doing an im te carrying trade, and requiring the out 
of a license therefor in certain cases, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commitiee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3619) to reduce the interest 
on arre of taxes due the District of Columbia prior to July 
1, 1895; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3620) for the relief of Joseph 
Prather, of the District of Columbia, for supplies and stores taken 
from him by the military forces of the United States for their use 
in said District during the war for the suppression of the rebellion; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 

n Claims. 
" Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 3621) for the relief of William 
Johnson, administrator of Thomas I. Johnson, , of Fayette 
County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under theact 
of March 8, 1888; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


INTERNATIONAL COURT OF ARBITRATION. 


Mr. BACON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 196) relative 
to the establishment of an international court of arbitration; 
which was read the first time by its title. c 

Mr. BACON. I ask that the joint resolution be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in ss assembled, That the United States of America depre- 
cate war, and desire the maintenance of and friendship with all the 
world, and that this desire is not limi to their relations with any one 
nation, but extends to their relations with all the nations of the earth, 
whether the same be great or small, or weak. 

Resolved further, That to the end that t relations of peace and amity 


now happi a — between them and all nations pest be operheebie pre- 
made 


served, an wars may be discouraged and as far 
impossible, the United States favor the principle and ice of international 
settlement of esti erence between them 


arbitration for the t of all questions in 


and any other nation which they may fail to adjust by treaty or diplomatic 
negotiation. 


esolved further, That the United States do hereby avow it as their future 
licy and intention, whenever there shall arise any question in difference 


tween them and any other nation which oe f 
or diplomatic negotiation, et a oS so far as they can con- 


sistently with the or established na pgree 
with such other nation to submit such question in difference to the arbitra- 
ment and final decision of an international court of arbitration. Such court 
of arbitration shall, in the future as in the be constituted by agree- 
ment between the parties es thereto, with reference and 
eee to the particular question in difference, and to the conditions then 
existing. 

Resolved further, That the United States hereby invite all civilized nations 
to make a corresponding and reci declaration, to the end that wars be- 
tween nations = cease, and that a universal reign of peace may be inau- 


gurated and perpe y maintained. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not pose in aon 
these resolutions to submit any remarks relative thereto. I coul 
not do so without in some measure trenching upon the subject of 
the pending treaty between this Government and Great Britain 
relative to international arbitration, which would be manifestly 
improper, 

I simply desire to say, however, in order that attention may be 

called to this matter, that it must be a mt to all that such a 
declaration as is embodied in the resolutions, when made by Con- 
gress, which is the war- ing power, must exert a much stronger 
influence in the prevention of war and in the encouragement of 
peace than can be possibly exerted by any treaty between this 
Government and any other one nation. 
_ In the hope of an ene ees in order that this matter which 
18 how occupying the public mind may have a final determination 
by the present Congress, I ask that the joint resolution be referred 
to the Committee on F Relations. 

The VICE-PRESID . The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


. Mr. DAVIS. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed 
o me to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which I ask be referred 
e the Committee on Commerce and printed. I call the ew 
7 attention of the Senator from Maine E eh the chairman 
of the committee, totheamendment. It provides for surveys and 
fhaminations of waterways and the routes thereof between 
® Great Lakes and Atlantic tide waters in the ts indicated 


by the report of the Waterways Commission itted to 
ngress Jan 


n 18, 1 $150,000. 
= VICE-PRESIDENT The proposed amendment will be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and printed. 

a BAKER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 


y him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
ommittee on Indian irs, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 


posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
seni to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
P by him to the sundry civil ns bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Health and National Quar- 
antine, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 
a ALLEN. I submit a concurrent resolution and ask that it 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That a 
master’s, marshal, or any other judicial or execution sale of the properties 
of the Union Pacific and sas Pacific railroad companies, or either of thera, 
without additional | tion by C ess, would not be binding on the Gov- 


ernment of the Uni States, or conclude it of any legal er one right 
therein now unless such sale should be subsequently ratified by 


Mr. ALLEN. Let the resolution be 
ered on the morning of the next legislative day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

INTERNATIONAL MONETARY CONFERENCE. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I ask that Senate bill 3547 may be taken up 
for consideration. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Have we disposedof the morning business? 
I should like to know. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not been 
concluded. The Senator from New Hampshire addressed tire 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that Senate bill 3547 may be taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill the 
title of which will be read. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 3547) to provide for the representa- 
tion of the United States by commissioners in any international 
mon conference hereafter to be called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill, the pending ques- 
tion being on the amendment pro by Mr. Cannon. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I desire simply to-express my op- 
position to this bill, not to engage in a tless debate. I shall 
mention but two or three points of objection, and them briefly. 

In what it says, still more in its implications, the bill is worse 
than useless—it is highly vicious. It is another of the ambi 
and timid utterances, of the projects, illusory—perhaps it is not 
too much tosay deceitful—by which those of our countrymen who 
put faith in the declarations of Congress, as guided by wisdom, 
are perversely taught misconception of the true principles of gov- 
ernment, of finance, and commerce. 

I do not charge that the scheme is not supported with sincerity, 
nor that in fact no conference is purposed ‘to be held, or, if held, 
no practical result is anticipated—though for this there might be 

ands of suspicion, as the Senator from California {Mr. Wa1TE} 
intimated yesterday. I take it rather as being what its words 
indicate, and there find it worse in effect than if merely insincere. 

It proffers again to the public as sound and wise the theory that 
bimetallism, in the sense that a stable, practicable, and useful 
standard of value — compounded of the two metals, gold 
and silver, both enjoying free and unlimited coinage at an arbi- 
trary ratio, if only many nations will try it together instead of 
ours alone. In that it defies the teaching of history, the advice of 
experience and experienced men, and the deductions of sound 
reason 


over, to be consid- 


No such bimetallism has ever existed in fact; in no country of 
the world does it exist now. Always andeverywhere the concur- 
rent unlimited coinage of the two metals, at any ratio, has resulted 
in the involuntary, unconscious, but inevitable fixation, for the 
time being, of one or the other metal as the standard, the vain 
though constant pursuit of an unattainable adjustment of relation 
between two different and contending standards at the same time 
by continual shifts of legislation, always accompanied by insta- 
bility of values of the current coins, profitable only to money 
changers, but inflicting distress on business, and especial injury 
on those who depend on their labor for life and its enjoyments. 

The pretense that any such system of bimetallism as created 
the standard out of both metals, so that the value of both became 
nD components of it, has ever had existence in the world 
is overeat by the most trustworthy historical researches and 
must be consigned to the limbo where the ghosts of witchcraft, 
astrology, demonology, and kindred superstitions have been driven 
by the advancing intelligence and wisdom of mankind. 

It would matter little if it were granted to have once had some 
footing on earth, for it has none now. As I said, no country fur- 
nishes example of it. Some base their reckoning of business on 
silver coins; some on gold; but none on a bimetallic standard, 











If such ever existed, then it has disap ; and let him who 
‘would demand its resurrection confront the experienced progress 
of human intelligence. 

In either aspect the pursuit of a bimetallic standard of such a 
character is as idle as would be human effort to divert the Gulf 
Stream or warm the climate of the poles. 

But still more this bill implies to the public mind, and the 
inference is certain that such a standard of value is far better and 
more desirable than the present. It is complete acknowledgment 
of the fundamental assumption of the Bryan campaign that a 
gold standard of monetary measurement, opener freely silver 
may be used within the sphere of its practical usefulness, is wrong, 
not right, a false, nota true, standard, the product of evil law, not 
of just and natural law, an injury done society by human error 
which can be in some way redressed, and therefore ought to be. 
And it fairly leads to the recent issue that but for the wicked 
resistance of other countries the grievous wrong might be righted 
and the woesof mankind, hereandelsewhere, vastly alleviated. Sir. 
no wonder men listened to the siren tones that lured them toward 
this fancied blessing and said, ‘* Let us try it alone, let us be free 
and independent, let us have the boon of prosperity, ‘ without the 
consent of any other nation on earth.’” 

If they had been right in their basis, which this vicious and 
misleading bill now implies, they were right in this insistence, 
for it is y a truth, sir, in my poor opinion, that any 

ople under the sun may pursue alone the sound principles of 

nance, commerce, business, and good government, without any 
exception whatever of a single principle among all that rule those 
subjects, nor of other nations, and be gainers, not losers, 
by their faithful adherence to them. Not always to the full ex- 
tent that cooperation with others would insure, but always to 
ee and benefit far beyond any attainable by not pursuing 
em. 


Why, then, if the free coinage of both metals at an arbitrary 





ratio be a principle of finance or commerce valuable to many na- | ers 0 


tions together, is it not, like all sound principles of finance and 
commerce, helpful to the nation which pursues it alone? Sir, that 
appears to mea question which the average common sense of man 
does not find answered by the refinements and mysticism which 
proffer all the benefits of principie only to some hopeless applica- 
tion of it; and it can not be thus answered to any sound judgment. 
‘The hills are green far away” is the sententious Irish saying 
that dispatches such fantastic theories. 

And well may it be applied to this dream of international bimet- 
allism. How many more conferences do we require to satisfy us 
of the futility, the fatuity, of all such attempts? How many times 
more must we be shown that the comity of nations does indeed 
forbid the world to laugh in our faces, but by no means suppresses 
their laughter in the sleeve? Of course, if the United States shall 
continue to be inspired by that sort of statesmanship which will 
try to keep an intelligent people from bothering politicians in 
their — of place, by putting them off with e tion 
of splendid results to come ‘‘in the sweet by and by” from a 
millennial concord of nations in financial affairs, why, just so a 
—_ courteous, and sympathi politicians in the countries 

rope will gravely consent to light a council fire and have a 
‘big talk” with the United States. Itis for nations as for In- 
dians, a rule of politeness. And we can undoubtedly again get 

ther at Paris, Brussels, or some other pleasant capital ate. 
lightful assem of the brainiest and brightest financiers of 
Europe, who will listen with sedate faces and blink like ow 
laden owls while our commissioners shall unfold again the glori- 
ous joys to the human race to spring from the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver at 16 to 1, with all the delectable tablesof mathe- 
matical confectionery which attend the winsome argument. And 
after a sufficient number of days have been worn away in the rites 
and ceremonials of financial mysticism until greater bewilderment 
of mind becomes impossible, and after dinners, receptions, and 
social festivities have n to pall, some one will quietly point 
out, like Mr. Forssell, of Sweden, at the last Brussels conference, 
that no such a thing as this fancied bimetallism can ibly be 
created because incapable of existence, and then it will gradually 
leak out that in point of fact the delegates from the countries 
where the arts of civilization have been most triumphant really 
were sent under instructions which practically forbid any definite 
agreement of any kind. And then, with many assurances of th 
profoundest mutual esteem, and the most distinguished mu 
consideration, and the most delightful international love, they will 
adjourn to meet again when called together, an event that will 
never occur. 

Three times the United States have caused this pretty play to be 
enacted—twice at Paris and once at Brussels— ce once even 
pee us in the invitation to the others. And the truth is, the 
nternational farce does not please Americans longer. Perhaps 
they can all, or nearly all, be fooled part of the time, but the time 
for this foolery has passed. 


We have a plain and easy path before us, and it opens to all the 
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prosperity, and especially to all the relief from afflictin 


ice, woe to them who shall be ty of it. 
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g currency 


ers, Which any le tion can give. We know that mankind 


in the whole can not made rich or 


‘ous by legislati 
If any class is so erriched, it is at the cost of the masses 
That, then, is the true of law which establishes the equality 
of privilege and right to all without distinction, and leaves the 
anes * individuals $7 ee efforts. that is the 
wisest law of currency w. a , Stable, certain : 
ard, with sufficient provision for a cireagien ger 


t w 
immediately and everywhere redeemable in it, elastic, convenion . 


and safe, and then leaves men entirely alone to : 
business without fear of change in the standard. Peet thei 


The currency should be as easy to enjoy as the air we b: 
as natural in operation, as w! on taaieaes — 


to life, and as Little liable to meddlesome infection by noe 


Sir, the people of the United States have the t to 
such notion as shall give them a sound <a ender the 


instruction of the late election. If that supreme obj hal 
ore ° 


traded off for the gain of favored coward- 
Mr. STEWART. Mr. ident, I do not rise to make a speech 
but I can not refrain from tendering to the Senator from Wiscon: 
sin [Mr. VILAs] my sincere ons. He has pictured in 
graphic language what I have long felt to be a supreme folly. 
e application to foreign powers to regulate our domestic affairs 
has always seemed to me to be so preposterous that it ought not 
to receive a moment’s consideration by _g American. 
which challenges my 


There is another of his ges 

admiration, and that is his prof frankness in advocating the 
single gold standard. He undoubtedly believes that the United 
States have no money unless it can obtain the commodity 


gold, ch European monarchs and capitalists hav 


cornered and hold in their firm grasp; that if we have money a 


all we must obtain it upon such terms and conditions as the hoard- 
f gold dictate, whether it rob us of our property and reduce 
us to slavery or not, 

Beli , as I do, that money is the creation of law, and that 
it is the duty of the Government to furnish a sufficient volume of 
money to enable the country to prosper and its resources, 
I view with astonishment any man who has conceived the idea 


that civilization must perish if the United States can not obtain 
the commodity gold u: which 


to pe Sone of its sovereign 
authority and use it for az I say his co in this 
respect c nges my admiration. I never was one of those who 
doubted the sincerity of the great mass of mankind who held to 
the theory that the world was flat, though I deprecated their 
fanaticism for the persecutions inflicted u others who 


—— differently; nor did I oubt the of the divines of the 
Middle Ages who thought it was to adopt sanitary 


measures to preserve health, when all was necessary, in their 
opinion, was faith. I have often thought and often compare: the 
feeling of those who believed that the world was flat and those 
who believed thatsanitary measuresto health were wicked 
with the unctuous and enthusiastic from the White 
House and elsewhere, that all we needed to restore prosperity was 
confidence. They are verysimilar. The confidence that civiliza- 
tion can be preserved by gold alone, it seems to me, stands upon 


the same footing as the confi that the world was flat or that 
— recautions were As to those gentlemen who 

eve otherwise, who believe that the free of silver 
would be a good thing 


, and want to apply to zeroes or it, when 
we have been three times denied it, I a eir sincerity, 
but when a man believes that the world can be saved with gold 
—. whether = —— or not, and — avows that be a 

courage in stati convictions ought to make us commen 
him at least Seaalie. 

The folly, however, of believing that this civilization must p*r- 
ish for want of —— unless we can get the commodity gold fro.n 
those who have hoarded it is a burlesque on human reason and is 
a reflection on the intelli of the age. If it were not fcr the 
misery that it entails, if country were not suffering distress 
the like of which was never before known, it would be comical to 
listen to the arguments to show that money, which Aristotle de- 
clared more than two thousand years ago was the creation of law, 
existed in any ee ; 

You may = to me, ‘‘ Why do you want to use the commodity 
of silver?’ y reply is: Because there is more of it than there © 
of gold alone, and it will come nearer rescuing this civilization 
from inevitable destruction than one metal alone, and also beca1s¢ 
that remedy is within our reach. That is my reason for it. 5\% 
and a half million people have declared for it, and hundreds of 
thousands, aye millions, of others would have declared for »'! 
money had not voted, if they had not been deceived by pene oe 
suaded that the United States must depend the will of the 

These people will be 


undeceived in the next campaign. The Republican party ™y 
devise every method of deception it pleases, but the stern realities 








1897. 


ows it. 
= am willing the Republican ae A shall try any method 
have and give us another object m of the contempt in w: 
our efforts to get others to legislate for us is held by those to whom 
we apply. Let the American le feel the full force and degra- 
dation of applying to Europe to give laws to this country whereby 

his e can . 

: Me P TTIGREW. Mr. President, I simply wish torecord my 
protest against the passage of this measure; in the first place, be- 
cause I believe that this country is capable of a own 
affairs without the assistance of any other nation on the globe. 
In the second _——, I do not believe that we should longer be sup- 
pliants at the feet of the E nations, who are the chief bene- 
ficiaries of the appreciation of gold, they being our creditors, and 
that it is humiliating enough to have asked as often as we have 
for a conference on this subject; that if we can not do this alone, 
in other words, if we can not adopt the free and unlimited 

of silver by and thus relieve our people from the depre- 
ciation of the value of their — then we should do some- 
thing that we can do alone. e should not longer — to the 
nations of Europe, who are the chief beneficiaries of the existing 
conditions, for their assistance for our relief. 

I contend, Mr. President—at least I am of the opinion—that there 
is not a Senator on this floor who believes that a bimetallic agree- 
ment with the nations of Europe will result in the establishment 
of a ratio between 15 and 16 to 1, or even 16 to1. I think there is 
no Senator who for a moment su that Great Britain will 
change her monetary system, and I can see no excuse whatever 
for the introduction of this bill, except the necessity of the Repub- 
lican party to satisfy many hundred thousands of people who are 
advocates of silver and who voted the Republican ticket, perha: 
believing that something would be done. That nothing will 
done is established usively by the result of the conferences 
already held. 

The first conference was held in 1867, at the invitation of France, 
and met at Paris on June 17,1867. Eighteen of a Euro- 
pean countries and the United States ici . They voted 
unanimously against the single silver stan , and every nation 
participating in that conference voted in favor of the single gold 
standard but the Netherlands, and they also voted to establish the 
25-franc gold piece as an international coin. 

The next conference met, at the invitation of the United States, 

at Paris August 16, 1878. Twelve countries were represented. 
Germany refused tosend delegates. It was proposed by the United 
States, first, that it is not to be desired that silver shall 
from free coinage in and the United States; second, that 
the use of both gold and silver as unlimited legal tender may be 
safely adopted by equalizing them at a ratio fixed by international 
agreement. 
_ Then the convention resolyved—what? Simply this, and noth- 
ing more: That the difference of opinion that had appeared ex- 
cluded the adoption of a common ratio between the two metals, 
and then adjourned. 

The next, or third, conference was called by France and the 
United States, and held in 1881, nineteen countri: 


es repre- 
sented. The from Sweden said that they had better reaf- 
firm the dec of 1878, and the conference reaffirmed that 
declaration and never to meet again. Thatdeclaration 


of 1878 was that the differences of opinion which appeared 
excluded the adoption of a common ratio between the two metals. 

The next conference was held at Brussels in 1892. At that con- 
ference the United States proposed, not the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver at any ratio, but this: The United States 
had at first sent an invitation to Grea’ , asking that Gov- 
ernment to us in a convention a both ata ratio 
to be upon. Great Britain ok. the invitation 
to the conference to discuss the question of g upon a ratio 


; we c the invi- 
tation so as to provide for simply snd discussing the ques 
j n the con- 
ference, and this was the of the United States in th 
conference of 1892. er 7 


That in the of this conference it is desirable that some measure 
a found for the use of silver in the currency systems of 


That was all. No greater or broader resolution would be ac- 
cepted by Great Britain, neither would she join us in a confer- 
Wik to the question of the ratio. But what more? Mr. 

uison, @ delegate from Great Britain, immediately said: 

r ‘s t did not it to t an invitati 
Sa aces a eee ecieeibeemtnemeee ee ect 
system which had in force Seiten since 1810. 

Speaking for Sir Charles Fremantle and himself, he said: 


pe shay Sle rst senerttiam ar seatae Gass 
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Early in the session the leading delegate from Germany de- 








Germany, being entinfied, with its monetary em, has no intention of 
modifying its * * * In view of the satisfactory monetary situation 
of the Empire, the Imperial Government has 
serve for its del 


on or in 
United States. 

Germany in that conference then refused to discuss or vote one 
wT, or another upon a proposition simply for the enlarged use of 

ver. 

See ans. although represented in the conference, in- 
structed their delegate to take no part in the conference, in its 
discussions or votes. 

The delegate from the Netherlands declared— 

That Holland would not enter into a bimetallic union without the full and 
complete i tion of En: d is a part of the formal instructions fur- 
nished us by our Governmen 

France made the same declaration practically, in fact absolutely 
the same declaration, that she weit not participate in any agree- 
ment unless a joined. 

The delegate from Soden. Mr. Hans Forssell, said that— 

It would be premature to vote upon the resolution of the United States 
when the means were not known by which the use of silver as a monetary 

could be enlarged. 

What — was there to discuss with them the question 
of the ratio and the free and unlimited coinage of silver? He pro- 

to postpone the vote until a future meeting. 
— Lardy, delegate of Switzerland, made the following declara- 

The Swiss Government hastened to accept the invitation of the President 
of the United States. guided by the same sentiments which caused Switzer: 
land to be represented at the monetary conferences at Paris in 1878 and 1881. 

Then he goes on to declare that they are satisfied with their money 
system and will not change it. y should they not be? They 
owe nothing, and the world owes them; their situation is the same 
as that of England in that respect. 

Prince Ouroussoff, delegate of Russia, expressed himself in the 
following terms: 

I must make the same reservations as others of our honorable colleagues, 


The Russian Government takes the most lively interest in the conference, 
and has therefore given instructions to its delegates to follow attentively the 


debates, but t may not vote upon proposals which have a definite character 
or involve ae resolutions. 


Mr. Bengesco, delegate of Roumania, made the following decla- 
ration: 


prescribed the most strict re- 
tes, who, in consequence, can not take part either in th 
vote upon the resolution presented by the delegates o 


The instructions of my Government not having arrived, I consider myself 
bound tomakethe same reservesas my honorable colleagues. I declare, there- 
fore, that I can not take part in any discussion or in any vote upon the pro- 
posals which are submitted to us. 


Mr. d@’Antas, delegate of Portugal, joined in the reserves made 
by some of his colleagues, notably by the delegates of Austria, 
Russia, and Roumania; he recalled the fact that similar reserves 
had been made by the delegate of Portugal at the last monetary 
conference. 

The del from Turkey made the same reservation—in fact, 
pretty y all of them did—simply declining even to discuss the 
question of enlarging the use of silver. 

This convention adjourned to meet again at some future time, 
to be called again, some time within the then coming year, but it 
never reassembled. Afterwards the Congress of the United 
States passed a bill providing for nine delegates to a monetary 
conference whenever we could find anybody who would confer 
with us; and we were unable to find anyone who would join in a 
conference and who would talk with us about this question. and 
the law lapsed by limitation of time. Now it is proposed to have 
another conference with the same people after more than twenty- 
five years of constant effort in this direction. I say I will have no 
part in — in that direction. It is humiliating enough to 
read the history already made without increasing its pages by 
further humiliation. 

Who is the chief beneficiary of the appreciation of gold? The 

old-using nations of the world; not their producers, not their 
ers, for farming in every gold-using nation to-day has ceased 

to pay a profit or even the expense of production; not their man- 
ufacturers, for their chief industry to-day in the line of manufac- 
tures is to create machinery to be shipped to Asiatic silver-using 
countries to produce the manufactured goods heretofore produced 
in England. The beneficiaries, then, are the rulers of those coun- 
tries, the accumulators of the wealth produced by the toil of 
others. England buysof the world $750,000,000 worth of products 
more than she sells. How does she pay for them? She pays for 
them by interest upon the money the world owes her. If she can 

t two bushels of wheat for a dollar instead of one, she has 

oubled the comforts which her moneyed classes can buy with this 
interest money. Isshe going tochange that system? Not for one 
moment. 

Mr. President, the figures in this direction onyht to alarm the 
_- the United States. Gothe world round, and there is not 

single country with the gold standard where the producers of 


se 





eo 
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wealth are prosperous. 
have made more progress in the last twenty years in the develop- 
ment of material resources, in the creation of wealth, than ever 
before. What fear, then, is there in our joining the nations of 
the world whose producers are prosperous, as we are a great nation 
of producers? 

If the people of the United States had received in 1895 the same 
gold price for their products that they received in 1873 for what 
they exported to other countries, instead of $807 ,500,00U they would 
have received $1,769,000,000. If we had paid the same gold price 
for our imports in 1895 that we paid in 1873, we would have paid 
$1,152,000,000 instead of $731,900,000. In other words, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the balance of trade, instead of being $75,000,000 in our favor, 
would have been $617,000,000 in our favor. These exports were 
principally farm products and raw material, and they declined in 
price so much more rapidly than manufactured products that the 
difference was enormously against us. If our people had had 
$617,000,000 in 1895 instead of $75,000,000, which was the balance 
of trade in our favor, we would have rapidly commenced the 
extinction of our foreign debt. 

But let us see how this rule affects Great Britain. We lost by 
it nearly $550,000,000. Let us see how Great Britain fared? Eng- 
land exported in 1895 £226,000,000 in value of manufactured prod- 
ucts. If she had received the same price in 1895 that she received, 
for instance, in 1894 the difference would have been £8,500,000. Ifshe 
had paid the same price in 1895 that a in 1894 for her imports, 
the difference would have been £17,000,000. In other words, the 
decline in price from 1894 to 1895, the result of the appreciation of 
gold, made a difference in England's favor of $40,000,000, and the 
Statist, in commenting upon this subject, says that since 1873 the 
rapid decline in the value of farm products and raw materials, 
which are the articles that England has purchased, has made 
such an enormous difference in her favor that she can well afford 
to suffer the slight decline that has come to her manufactured 
products. 

Mr. President, if we would bring prosperity to this country 
we must rescue the farmer of the country. To-day the cost of 
producing farm products is greater than the price in gold. It is 
a significant fact that if the grain crop of the United States in 
1895 had brought the same price in gold that it brought in 1873, 
the farmers of this country would have received $900,000,000 more 
than they did. If the cotton crop had brought the same price in 
1895 that it brought in 1873, the cotton raisers of this country 
would have received $350,000,000 more than they received for their 
crop, farm animals would have brought $250,000,000 more than 
they did, and the difference upon these four staple items alone 
would have been $1,500,000,000. 

I call the attention of the manufacturers of the East to these facts 
and figures. If you would start your factories and your mills, you 
a Ss to the purchasers of your manufactured 
articles. If the farmers of this country had received in 1895 
$1,500,000,000 more than they did, it would have employed every 
idle man in the United States and started every mill. Can you 
secure this prosperity by increasing the tari What argument 
do you present to the farmer for a remedy; and until you rescue 
him, no other remedy is of avail. Oh, you say —_ will furnish 
a home market for farm products. Mr. President, we can not 
have a home market for a ee and a gold standard. That 
is absolutely impossible. e must pay $200.000,000 of interest 
abroad each year. We must pay $75,000,000, theexpensesof trav- 
elers abroad. We must pay the doweries of the American girls 
who marry the decayed branches of royalty in Europe. These 
sums are paid with farm products. Eighty per cent of the exports 
are products of the farm, and the large proportion of the other 20 
= cent are mineral, oil, and silver. If we have a home market 

or farm products, how are you going to pay these charges abroad, 
to say nothing about paying for our imports? You must do it by 
shipping old, and therefore a home market for farm products 
and a gold standard are impossible unless Senators are willing to 
have a gold standard without any gold. 

Therefore if we would remedy the evils under which we suffer, 
we must raise the value of silver by increasing its use, and decrease 
the value of gold by decreasing the demand for it. I contend that 
that can be done by the United States alone; that we can take 
not only all the available silver, but many hundreds of millions 
more and enlarge our volume of metallic money, to our great 
advantage. If we should fail to maintain the parity, what harm 
would come to us? If we should fail to maintain the parity, we 
would simply join the only nations whose producers are prosper- 
ous to-day. We would simply leave the ranks of those nations 
whose producers are in ruin and distress. Not an agricultural 
conference has met in Europe for years that has not attributed 
the decline of agriculture to the demonetization of silver. 

If the people of the United States would absolutely discard the 
use of gold, withdraw the demand for that metal from 70,000,000 

ple, it would have the same effect upon the price of gold as 

e discovery of mines of hundreds of millions of dollars in value. 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


But there are silver-using nations that | Therefore, as debtors, it should be the peter of the United States 


to ——— the oe for gold, to 

upon the European market, to refuse it currency as money i 7 
to make it cheaper and easier to get. Su las eed 
leave us. It would simply inflate the gol 
and as we sell our surplus farm products in Europe, and as the 
inflation of the gold currency of Europe would raise prices in gold 
or, in other words, require less of our grain and our cotton to 


secure the gold dollar, we would pay our European debt with less 
of the pr 
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w what gold we have 


our gold should 


currency of Europe, 


ucts of our toil. It seems to me that reason, good 


ent, and common sense demand that the American people 


jud 
shall act for themselves. To longer trifle with the subject, to con- 
tinue to be the laughingstock of the financiers of E 


urope, is too 


humiliating. I trust that the United States will rise in its might— 
and I believe the 
longer to be a suppliant at the feet of the monarchies of Europe; 


that it will no longer beg the money changers of London for a 
chance to legislate for the interest of our own 


ple will at the next election—and refuse 


le. 
Mr. A N. Mr. President, I think it will 5 aserious mistake 


if the friends of monetary reform shall obstruct in the slightest 


degree the e of the pending bill. I think our friends on the 
other side want us to obstruct it. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] shakes his head at me, which is as much 
as to say that Iam mistaken in my statement. I do not abate 
one jot or tittle of my belief in the doctrine that this country can 
never see ig, 54 until we have bimetallism and general mone- 
tary reform. But our ublican friends are coming into power, 
as a result of the recent election, on two ents which they 
used last fall, to say nothing of the questionable means they 
“= in producing the result. 

hose arguments were, first, that they were bimetallists and 
that they were the friends of silver. They wanted to coin silver, 
but they could not do it because Europe would not consent to it. 
If the people of tnis country would only give them power, when 
they came into the possession of the Government they would have 
international bimetallism; we would have an international coin- 
age ratio, and gold and silver in the United States and in Europe 
would be money of equal value. Secondly, they said, “ We will 
revise the present tariff act”—the present free-trade act, as they 
called it, which was a misnomer—‘and will give the people a new 
tariff, which will protect the industries of the country and open 
the factories and bring about prosperity.” 

I think it would be a mistake on the part of the friends of silver 
and monetary reform in this Chamber or in the other branch of 
Congress to obstruct these gentlemen in the passage of these mveas- 
ures. I am so certain that an international agreement can not be 
reached, that the arguments used will fail, that I desire to see these 
gentlemen call upon Europe for a conference on the subject of 
money. I wish to witness, as I will witness if I live, their absolute 
humiliation and chagrin when she refuses to enter into a confer- 
ence; and when she does that, the le of the United States will 
understand, as they do not waiectien! now, that they have been 
deceived and hoodwinked again upon this subject, and that there 
never was any real purpose on the part of the Republican party 
to bring about monetary reform. 

We have had six international mone conferences since the 
close of the war. This will be the seventh, if this bill becomes a 
law and a conference is called. In every one of those conferences 
Europe has told us in plain terms that she would not agree to the 
free coinage of silver. In 1865, in Paris, at the very first confer- 
ence, which was attended by the senior Senator from Ohio hee 
SHERMAN] and by another delegate from this country, without 
debate and without examining the question in the slightest de- 
gree. the first thing the conference did was to resolve in favor of 

e single gold standard throughout the world. The subject was 
not —— the convention had barely met and or 1 when 
a resolution of that kind was introduced and passed, if I recollect 
aright, unanimously. In every conference from that time to th.s 
Europe has told us in language so plain that no man can mistake 
what she means that she will not agree to an international coin. 

Mr. President, we have supplicated E upon this question 
to such an extent that it seems to me any self-respecting American 
citizen would feel ashamed to importune it any more. But two 
or three years ago we put upon one of the appropriation bills an 
amendment creating a commission of Senators and Representa- 
tives to meet the representatives of Europe in conference = 
this subject. We have heard of no invitation from her from that 
time to this. Our friends upon the other side have sent one of the 
most brilliant of their number and one of the most brilliant and 
able members of the Senate to Europe to hunt up somebody to 
confer with, and we have not veceiven a report yet that anybody 
in England or elsewhere is willing to confer with him or with us. 

If we successfully obstruct the of the pen bill, then 
our Republican friends will go out to the country and say, 
“Oh, the Populists and the Democrats and the free-silver Repu)- 
licans and the Po ts and all the combination in the Senate 
obstructed us, and we could not do anything. Just continue us 
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in power one Administration longer; give us full sway in the 
White House, as we have now, and in both branches of Congress, 
and we will show you that we will form a compact with Europe 
for international bimetallism, and that prosperity will come back 
to this country and abide with us.” But if we do not obstruct 
the passage of the bill, and it does become a law, we will demon- 
strate to the world in less than eighteen months that the argument 
of international bimetallism is a pretense designed to deceive the 
voters of the country; that it is not in the power of the Repub- 
lican party or any other y to bring aboutinternational bimet- 
allism; and the people will not be deceived again by an argument 
of that kind. 

Mr. President, so thoroughly am I convinced that the Repub- 
lican party will be powerless to bring about prosperity to this 
country without domestic bimetallism and monetary reform that 
I wish to see our Republican friends come in here with a tariff 
measure of their own making. I desire to see protection from 
head to foot throughout the length and breadth and middle of the 
measure, and all through it. I desire to see them protect every- 
thing in the United States down to the point of the smallest gimlet 
that can be found—everything—and then I desire to see that tariff 
act bring to this country pros . Weknowitwillnot. If we 
give them the privilege o formulating their own laws on the sub- 
ject of silver and the tariff, and they fail to bring prosperity to 
the country, as we believe they will fail, the arguments upon 
which they won the victory of 1896 will disappear and the people 
will repudiate the party before the incoming Administration 
served out half its time. 

I shall not vote for the passage of this bill; if I vote at all I shall 
vote against it, but [ desire to see it become a law. My friend 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] says to me I ought to vote 
for it. I will not vote for it, for it is wrong; itis a mere pretense, 
but I desire the pretense enacted into law, and I wish to see its 
companion piece make its appearance upon the surface as soon as 
possible, without any obstruction, so that we can demonstrate to 
the world that the hard times that are afflicting the people are due 
in no measure whatever to their refusal to engage in international 
bimetallism or to a lack of proper legislation upon the subject of 
the tariff. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit me to 
make an inquiry? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Does not the Senator from Nebraska think that 
this bill is rather innocent than wrong? 

Mr. ALLEN. Perhaps I should stand corrected upon that sub- 
ject. It is not wrong. It is a useless thing; it is a work of 
supererogation. I am satisfied the Republicans upon the other 
side of the Chamber are hoping this minute that the bill will be 
obstructed by us. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is as unjust a suggestion, I will say 
to the Senator, as it would be for me to say that 1 think the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska hopes that the effort to obtain international 
bimetallism will be defeated, in order to strengthen his political 

arty. I do not think that kind of an argument ought to be 

ought into this discussion either way. We profess to be sincere, 
and the Senator ought to take our word for it, as we take his word 
for it when he says that he desires to see the free coinage of silver 
brought about in some appropriate way. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am rfectly willing, of course, to accord to 
the Senator from New Hampshire and all Senators sincerity upon 
all great matters, but ce litical conditions present them- 
selves here of which Iam satisted Senators upon the other side of 
the Chamber would like to take advantage. I am satisfied that 
there are Senators upon the other side of the Chamber who are 
convinced that international bimetallism can not be brought 
about; that itis a mere chimera; that there is no hope of bringing 
itabout. Therefore, they would rather have the responsibility 
for the defeat of this measure rest upon Democrats and free-silver 
Republicans and Populists than to have it rest upon their own 
party. That is what I mean when I say there is a lack of sincerity 
upon their part. 

_ Mr. President, if prosperity can be brought about by means of 
international bimetallism, I am perfectly willing it shall come 
ftrough that channel. I desire to see this country prosperous. I 
bi not care whether it comes through raising taxes or international 
imetallism, or by what means it comes. If we can only lift the 
pall of gloom that has settled over the country at this time, if we 
can only bring prosperity to the millions and millions of our peo- 
ple who are s ing, I wish to see that prosperity come, though 
ney utterly destroy the political party to which I belong. For 
ese reasons I hope will be no unnecessary obstruction to the 
passage of this measure. 
; Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, by whomsoever disputed, the 
tien remains that marked progress has been made toward the solu- 
‘on of this vexed coinage question during the past year. By com- 
ous phrases have been ecanheds party poli- 

ve been clearly defined. Last November, by 
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a vote which may be considered as substantially unanimous, the 


electors of the country pronounced in favor of bimetallism. On 
the question of the method to be employed to bring about the 
desired result the two great contending party forces divided. 
The party led by Mr. Bryan proposed to solve the problem by 
opening the mints of the United States to the free and unlimited 
coinage of ig and silver at the ratio of 16 ounces of silver to 1 
ounce of gold. The party led by Mr. McKinley insisted that such 
action would merely transfer the Government from gold mono- 
metallism to silvér monometallism, and that the transfer would 
involve disastrous consequences to the country. At the same 
time his party pledged its best endeavors to bring about bimetal- 
lism through an agreement for that purpose between this country 
and other leading commercial powers. 

Mr. Bryan and his supporters contended, and they still contend, 
that the proposed international agreement was and is an imprac- 
ticable scheme,a mere political subterfuge, adopted as a campaign 
expedient and never intended in good faith to serve any other 
than vote-getting purposes. Mr. McKinley received a majority of 
the popular vote, together with a majority in the electoral college, 
and on the 4th of March will become President of the Republic. 
en that event, members of his party in the Senate pre- 
sent this bill, and urge its passage at this time, in order to facil- 
tate prompt action by the new Executive looking to the consum- 
mation of the pronounced ree on this coinage question. 
Senators who re Mr. Bryan express sympathy with the 
alleged purpose, but proclaim an absolute want of faith in the 
means su ted for its accomplishment. They say that the con- 
templated international agreement is a mere vision, a shadow, a 
schoolboy’s dream, the plaything of an hour; that, regardless of 
any effort we may make, the movement will be doomed to failure 
from its inception. 

The Senator in charge of the bill [Mr. CHANDLER] does not share 
these evil forebodings. He has faith in the movement this bill is 
intended to initiate. He hopes and believes that this great prob- 
lem may be brought to a happy solution along the line indicated. 
Many earnest Senators on this side of the Chamber share his faith, 
and I believe it is not extravagant to assert that 99 per cent of all 
citizens of the country earnestly supplement his hopes. 

The bill was manifestly prepared to facilitate success. Words, 
phrases, or elements likely to embarrass progress were undoubt- 
edly avoided with care. It must be borne in mind, in considering 
any amendment offered, that if this bill becomes a law it will be 
the basis of all diplomatic action and correspondence preliminary 
to the convening of delegates in a conference representing the 
several nations disposed to participate with us in an effort to set- 
tle this coinage question. 

The act of Congress would be published in full in every capital 
in Christendom the morning afterits passage, and it would there- 
after at all times be considered as a part of the invitation of this 
Government to other nations to join in a monetary conference. 
lt is obvious that language might be placed in the bill which 
would render acceptance of the contemplated invitation quite 
embarrassing to well-disposed or friendly nations. 

I know it was the object of the framer of the bill to give to the 
President, on whom the burden of responsibility wiil largely rest, 
all needful authority, unhampered by needless conditions. At 
this point an amendment is presented by the Senator from Utah 
= CaNNON] changing the well-considered phraseology of the 

ill, and requiring that the conference shall be held in Washing- 
ton City. At the same time he insists thatin any form the move- 
ment will certainly result in absolute failure. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the Senator from Montana permit me? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not think the Senator desires to do me an 
injustice. Nowhere nor under any circumstances have [ ever 
stated that a mevement for an international agreement for bimet- 
allism based upon proper action by this Government would be a 
failure. 

Mr. CARTER. I am glad to have the Senator correct that 
point, because I certainly understood him to insist that this move- 
ment would not, in the nature of things, succeed. Do I now 
understand the Senator to say that he believes, if his amendment 
is adopted and made a of the law of the land, it will, in and 
of itself, result in a full and complete solution and a satisfactory 
adjustment by international agreement? 

Mr. CANNON. The Senator from Montana may understand 
me to say distinctly that if my amendment shall be embodied in 
the bill, the people of the United States will know, when we get 
through with this effort for an international agreement, whether 
it is possible or not. If wecan not get an international agree- 
ment for bimetallism, the next best thing for the people of this 
country is to ascertain that we can not get it. 

Mr. CARTER. Upon that we have no point of disagreement. 
Then, sir, from prospective failure there is no pretense that his 

roposed amendment can or will save us. The Senator in charge 
of the bill [Mr. CHANDLER] thinks the amendment proposed by 
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the Senator from Utah [Mr. CANNON] would greatly embarrass, 
if not prove fatal to, the objects of the measure. 

In this dilemma I submit that the wise course for the Senator 
from Utah is to withdraw his amendment. Should his amend- 
ment prevail, he will have accepted responsibility where he pre- 
dicts inevitable failure, It is better to be entirely frank about 
the matter. If the effort of the coming Administration to solve 
the vexed question ends in failure to secure an international 
agreement, an important result will have been achieved in demon- 
strating the futility of the scheme. But, sir, the political utility 
of the result will be measurably impaired if it can be truthfully 
said that the ardent friends of silver paved the way for the failure 
by declining to permit the advocates of international bimetallism 
to proceed according to the dictates of their own party policy. 
How can you hereafter justly charge the Administration with 
responsibility for failure or delinquency if by the record it appears 
you insisted that the Administration should act on the lines you 
prescribed or not act at all? 

The question at issue is beyond phrases and synonyms. The 
country understands it. The question is, Can an international 
agreement be secured establishing bimetallism in this and other 
countries? The people demand a demonstration, an honest demon- 
stration, on this question. The country will not accept the result 
if the movement is dominated by those who predict failure from 
the beginning. Inasmuch as the Senator from Utah has no con- 
fidence in success even with the amendment he offers, it occurs to 
me, since he disclaims, and properly so, responsibility, the wise 
and prudent course for him is to follow the lead of the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] by withdrawing his amendment. 

It has been suggested by the eminent Senator from South Dakota 
{[Mr. PETTIGREW | that repeated efforts have been made to secure 
international cooperation in the solution of this money question. 
That fact can net be gainsaid nor can it be denied; but i submit 
this observation in connection with the previous efforts made. 
Never at any time in the history of this Republic have the people, 

rior to the recent election, made a direct and unquestionable 
issue upon the methods of procedure and purposes to be accom- 
plished. The American people have made in this respect a deter- 
mined effort of their own, and during the next four years it will 
devolve upon the Administration to demonstrate its ability to 
bring about an agreement or to demonstrate to the country the 
fact that such an agreement can not be obtained. It is entitled. 
having this mighty weight of responsibility, to the cordial and 
friendly cooperation of those who would see silver remonetized 
by either national or international effort. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the Chair kindly state the status of the 
question at the present moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is upon the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, after the correction which I 
made of the statement by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Car- 
TER], I did not expect to hear him repeat it in other terms. Sub- 
sequently he avers that I have no confidence in the amendment 
which I have proposed to the pending measure and that I disclaim 
all responsibility for it. Neither assertion is correct, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I have confidence to the full extent stated by me in cor- 
recting the former assertion of the Senator from Montana. I 
think that I have fully as much confidence in the proposed amend- 
ment as the mover of the bill has in his own measure, and fully 
as much confidence in this effort for international agreement as 
has the Senator from Montana, whose record has been so long 
and so well known on this question that I may practically claim 
to have occupied with him identically the same ground up to the 
convention of last June. 

Mr. President, except for the tragic element which enters into 
the lives and fortunes of the American people under the gold 
standard, this movement and the new ethics asserted for it here 
would have the air of grotesqueness for the American people. 
This measure is supported by a caucus of a party whose com- 
manding figures do not believe that so-called ‘‘ fixity of value ” of 
gold and silver can be accomplished by the legislation of one 
nation or the agreement of all nations. It is supported by the cau- 
cus of a party whose newspapers declare that we are on the gold 
standard now, the standard of ‘‘the most enlightened nations of 
the earth,” and that it is folly to attempt international agree- 
ment—newspapers which ridicule the pledge to promote inter- 
national agreement in the platform of their own party. It is sup- 
ported by the caucus of a party whose financial pillars declare 
that ruin and national dishonor will follow further attempts in 
this direction. 

Lam willing to waive all that, however, and, as I stated, lam 
willing to vote for the bill. But, at the risk of shattering the sanc- 
tities of this place, 1 take the liberty of questioning the propriety 
of the new ethics which have been presented to us here for politi- 
cal action and for parliamentary practice. 

Both the Senator from Nebraska and the Senator from Montana 
deciare that itis our duty to submit this entire question to the 
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party recently elected to power. If it has become the duty of a 
minority here or elsewhere in this Republic to allow a majority 
to work its own sweet will upon legislation, then the seats of the 
minority should be vacated in this Chamber. So soon as a Presi. 
dent is elected, if his party shall have control of both branches of 
the National Legislature, all opposition to their purpose should 
cease; and then we would see destroyed the greatest guardianship 
which the rights of the people have had through the centuries— 
the watchfulness and the courage of a minority acting as a re- 
straint or an impulsion upon the majority. The distinguished 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Sea, whose remarks we listened 
to recently on the Maritime Canal Company, would under the 
same proposition owe it as a duty to his country and his con- 
stituency to allow the proponents of the Maritime Canal bill to 
pass it without an amendment and in their own form, because 
they have faith in it and he has not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah will please 
suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (5S. 8247) to amend an act entitled «An 
act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicarayua,” 
approved February 20, 1889. 

r. CHANDLER. Iask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside to proceed with the con- 
sideration of the pending bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before that request is put, I hope the Senator 
will give me a moment. I want to ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to name a day on which a vote can be taken on the 
Nicaragua Canal bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from Utah has not finished 
his remarks, and I ask unanimous consent that the pending order 
be laid aside temporarily until he concludes. 

Mr. MORGAN. . There will be perhaps no objection to that, 
but at the same time I want to ask the consent of the Senate now, 
before we act on that matter, to fix a day for voting on the Nica- 
ragua Canal bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest that the Senator from Alabama 
allow the Senator from Utah to finish his remarks. Then—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It will take but a short time, I think. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire withdraw his request? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw the request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits the request of the 
Senator from South Dakota that the pending order be laid aside 
temporarily in order that the Senator from Utah may conclude 
his remarks. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The Senator from Utah will proceed. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, if we shall adopt this plan on 
this question, the gravest which now confronts the American peo- 
ple, it will have become a precedent that men shall not even inter- 
pose to amend tariff laws, and if the Democracy, with a platform 
of tariff reform or free trade or tariff for revenue, shall some time 
come to the control of the Government, it will be the duty of those 
who do not believe that prosperity and success will attend upon 
the enactment of free- e legislation here to withhold all objec- 
tion thereto. 

The statement by the distinguished Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] that the friends of this measure have pre- 
pared it in peectenty e form that they desire it to become a law, 
and that efforts to modify or amend would probably result only 
in its defeat, came to me as a great surprise. The Senator sat in 
this Chamber at a time not long distant when there was proposed 
here by the opposing party a tariff measure. The proponents of 
that bill declared that it would give freedom to American indus- 
try, greater prosperity to American homes. The believers in it, 
according to this doctrine, should have had permission to enact it 
precisely in the form in which it came from the House, if ratified 
by the ee in the Senate. But the distinguished Sen4- 
tor from New Hampshire took it upon himself, in the interest of 
his fellow-citizens of this Republic, to offer numerous amendinents 
thereto, as did other gentlemen. I question, sir, whether it 15 
proper to assert, even for the sake of gaining political advantage, 
that the possession of power by any party in the Republic gives it 
the right to work its will without t, without amendment, 
without comment, or without correction. 

— CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Utah allow me 4 
word? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator has mistaken the poi 
in his discussion of what he calls an ethical principle that )s 
been asserted here. I did not notice that it was an ethical pri” 
ciple. The point is precisely what I shall state, not the on: ‘he 
Senator states now. The bill is pro in a Senate a majom'y 


of whose members confessedly do not believe that there will come 
a successful result from an international agreement, and it ca! 
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circumstances we neces- 
ily appeal to the of those who do not believe there 
oan ccessful result. “Now, if the choose to vote it down, 
that is perfectly = and legitimate. 
choose to vote it 


with amendments that may defeat its ugh " 
and if it passes may defeat the object of the conference. I think 
J make my statement so the Senator will not do me, or any other 
Senator who has made that a any injustice hereafter. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. ident, I understand the Senator per- 
fectly well, and I do not see any difference now between eee 
tion assumed by him and that which I asserted as having nm 
assumed not only by himself in his original remarks on this bill, 
but by the Senator from Nebraska and the Senator from Montana. 
I do not understand, sir, that there has been any contention by 
the majority of this body that international agreement for bi- 
metallism is an impossibility. The Senator from New Hampshire 
says that a majority of this Chamber is confessedly in favor of 
this measure, 

Mr. CHANDLER.' Excuse me. The Senator, unintentionally 
no doubt, misrepresents me. I did not say that a maj ity of the 
Chamber were not in favor of trying an international conference. 
I said that a majority of this Chamber had no faith that a success- 
ful result would ensue. The Senator from Georgia . Bacon], 
I think, has little or no faith that bimetallism will be achieved, 
but still he thinks this bill ought to pass. bias 

Mr. CANNON. Why, Mr. President, we are tting hairs 
here. If men have no faith in a method, certainly they are not in 
favor of it. Sincere and conscientious men will not be in favor of 
a thing that they have no faithin. I that a many 
Senators here will undoubtedly vote for the bill in such form as it 
shall be when finally presented upon its passage, not necessarily 
because they have entire confidence in the success of the measure, 
but because they are willing that the party about to come into 
power shall be at liberty to make the attempt. 

However, I do not think that we should be restricted in our right 
to insert such language in the bill as will make it effective and as 
will make it ey upon the President of the United States 
to call an internati conferehce. It has been stated here re- 

atedly that the record of foreign conferences has been one of 

umiliation. If we must fawn forever at the feet of those who 
control the finances of the world, let us at least preserve self- 
respect and do it when we are their hosts and they are in our 
habitation, instead of doing it when we are their guests. 

I believe the American have the right to know the man- 
ner in which international conferences to secure bimetallism are 
conducted. I believe that the very fact stated by the Senator from 
New Hampshire that the Western Hemisphere is for bimetallism 
will have its effect upon the conferees whom Europe shall send. 
We saw not long since an illustration of the effect of locality. 
Last year there was held a convention in the city of Indianapolis 
at which was nominated the only gold-standard candidate for the 
Presidency of the United States. en the bankers of this coun- 
try wanted to hold a conference in the interest of the gold stand- 
ard, they promptly called it to meet at Indianapolis. @ aroma 
of the former convention was still there. All men are affected by 
environment, and perhaps Europe’s conferees at the conference, 
if held here, might be swayed advantageously. 

It seems to me, sir, that if all else connected with the amend- 
ment which I have proposed shall be struck out, we should retain 
that provision which makes it mandatory upon the President of 
the United States to call the conference within ninety days after 
he shall have assumed his high office, and to appoint me» deorvad 
as the place of the conference. 

I presume, sir, since the introduction by the Senator from Geor- 
gia of the amendment which the Senator from New Hampshi 


says is satisfactory to him, that we can not get an ent 
which will go to the length proposed by mine, but I shall insist 
upon a vote. Failing to carry my amendment, I shall vote for 
the amendment of the Senatorfrom Georgia. Failing to get that, 
I shall be to vote for the bill in its original form, trusting 
that somet tter will come from this movement than has 
been by those gentlemen who have absolutely no faith 
in attempts for an international conference. 
Mr. LER. I now renew m 


y 
: Senator from New Hampshire permit 
me to ask that I may be ind say four or five minutes only? 
an PRESIDIN' TFICER (Me FavuLkKNerR in the chair). 
e Senator from on asks unanimous consent—— 
I for 


Mr. MORGAN. the — order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. regular order is the unfin- 
ess, which was laid before the Senate at 2 o’clock, and 


— busin 
which was displaced at the request of the Senator 
. PETTIGREW]. oe 


from South 
XXIX——82 


Mr. CHANDLER. Now1 ask that the unfinished business may 
be tem: ily laid aside, in order that the consideration of Sen- 
ate 3547 may be continued. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Ham 
. however, they do not | shire 


own, they ought to show large consideration for 
the framers of the a and not undertake to load the project 


asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business 
a laid Late, that the international conference bill may 
wi 


- CHANDLER. I think Senate bill 3547 can be finished 
to-day, if the Senator from Alabama will allow it to goon. The 
Nicaragua Canal bill, I am sorry to say, can not be concluded 
to-day. Iam ready to vote upon it, and, to propitiate the Senator 
from Alabama a little, I will say I am_ ready to vote for it now, 
but I think it could not be finished to-day, and that the interna- 
tional monetary conference bill could be completed, if the Senator 
would allow it to be proceeded with. 

Mr. MORGAN, Can the Senator me an hour fixed for voting 
upon the international conference bill? 

r. CHANDLER. I will ask that there may be a vote upon 
the bill at 2 o’clock on Monday. 

Mr. WHITE and others. Let us vote to-day. 

Mr. FRYE. Why can we not vote to-day? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is suggested by Senators that I am too 
liberal, as I usually am in such matters, and therefore I will mod- 
ify my ——— by saying 4 o'clock this afternoon. 

The P IDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to vote upon 
Senate bill 3547 and the amendments thereto at 4 o'clock this 
evening. Is there objection? 

Mr. PIE. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana ob- 


jects. 
Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from New Hampshire will see 
that I am not left any option. I am obliged to insist upon my 


a. 
. TURPIE. I will withdraw my objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana with- 
draws his objection. Is there objection to the request of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MORGAN. ow, so far as I am concerned, I consent that 
the ar order, the Nicaragua Canal bill, shall be laid aside 
until the vote is taken—— 

Mr. WHITE. That it shall be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. MORGAN. That it shall be temporarily laid aside until 
the vote is taken upon the pending measure, when it will be re- 
sumed without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire that the unfinished business 
be temporarily laid aside, that the business which has been before 
the Senate may be completed? The Chair hears none, and it will 
be so ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire, if the Senator from Georgia will pardon 
me, to address an inquiry to the Senator from Alabama, 

I am one of those, as I pee the Senator knows very well, who 
have endeavored to follow him and his committee in regard to the 
very important and interesting measure which he has in charge, 
and I hope and e to continuetodoso. But the Senator must 
see that a Senate bill which has given rise to so much discussion 
here, and about which the action of other branches of the Govern- 
ment, both at this end of the Avenue and the other, would cer- 
tainly be a subject of great anxiety to the friends of the bill here- 
after, I suppose I trangress no propriety in saying, ought not to 
prevent the Senate from accomplishing any other legislative busi- 
ness. If eight or ten opponents of the bill, the Senate having made 
up its mind and having considered the matter for years, are to ad- 
dress the Senate, as is their a and their duty—I make no com- 
plaint of that—and then they have to be answered at equal length, 
answering arguments against the bill which have not made much 
im ion on the pap d of the Senate, there is great danger 
not only that the bill will ail, but that it will drag down all other 

islation that anyone has any interest in with it. 

or one, expressing my profoundest interest in the measure and 
my p to follow the Senator from Alabama with great fidelity 
as an able leader, I desire to appeal to him to ask the Senate to fix 
a time for the disposition of the bill. If that be objected to, then 
I desire to ask that Senator to propose at as early a day as possible 
that the Senate continue in session to-night, or to-morrow night, 
or Monday night. Perhaps it would not do to propose it at so late 
an hour to-day for to-night, as the Senate has not expected to con- 
tinue in session, but I ask the Senator to propose to take up the 
bill and continue its consideration until it is disposed of. 

I beg the Senator to excuse me if I have interfered improperly 
in this matter. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not in theslightestdegree. I wish to say this 
about it: I a notice on the day before yesterday, on the inti- 
mation of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}, that I 
should ask the Senate on yesterday to sit this bill out. It was very 
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apparent, however, to Senators here that there was a necessity for 
an executive session, which was protracted until the hour of 4 
o'clock in the afternoon. It was equally apparent at that hour 
that no progress of any value could be made upon the Nicaraguan 
Canal bill, and Senators all around appealed to me that they should 
be allowed to go to the Calendar and pass unobjected cases, which 
I think is an important duty that we owe to each other, and I 
yielded for that purpose. This morning there comes this very 
important international silver question, brought up in the morning 
hour and continued over until 2o0’clock. As an act of courtesy to 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon], I yielded the floor and 
asked that he might be permitted to finish his remarks. Then 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], thinking it 
was a great matter, which should be attended to—and it is—asked 
that the further consideration of the Nicaraguan Canal bill might 
be laid aside to let his bill come to a vote. I then proposed that 
he should name an hour for voting on the silver bill, and he named 
the hour of 40’clock, which I thought was a reasonable adjustment, 
and that we could then get that out of the way. 

Mr. President, I never get as badly scolded for anything I do 
here as for those things which are exactly right, and when I doa 
thing that is exactly right I am always looking out for censure. 

Mr. HOAR. All I have done was to ask the Senator to make 
this application, which I have no doubt he would like to do. 

Mr. MORGAN. I gave notice, following up the intimation of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], that immediately 
we take up this bill and proceed with the consideration of it, and 
if Senators will remain with me here, I will stay all night, if it be 
necessary, though I am not a young man now. 

Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. Morean). First ask the Senate to fix 





*a time for taking the final vote. 


Mr. MORGAN. I was about to make that suggestion. I have 
frequently asked the Senate to fix an hour or a day for voting on 
the Nicaraguan bill. I will ask now that on Tuesday next—I 
think that is probably time enough for all debate necessary—at 
the hour of 4 o’clock we commence voting on the bill without 
further debate, except under the ten-minute rule on amendments, 
and continue until the bill is finished. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent that at 4 o’clock on Tuesday the Senate pro- 
ceed to vote upon the Nicaragua bill. Does the Chair understand 
the Senator to ask that the debate continue after 4 o’clock? 

Mr. MORGAN. On amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And thatat 4o’clock on Tuesday 
amendments to the bill be debated under the ten-minute rule, 
and that the vote be taken at what hour? 

Mr. MORGAN. That the vote be taken at 5 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And that the vote be taken at 5 
o’clock upon the bill and amendments. Is there objection? 

Mr. TURPIE. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana 
objects. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust now the Senator from Alabama will 
not give his notice to sit this bill out on Monday, but will post- 

me that also for a day. I trust that he will ask that the Senate 

egin the consideration of the bill on Monday immediately after 


. the routine morning business. I think that at the conclusion of 


a shért session there is an impediment in the transaction of busi- 
ness here by dividing our day intotwo parts. We have seen here 
the bill of the Senator from New Hampshire occupying a week 
after the routine morning business until 2 o’clock. Then we have 
seen two weeks occupied from that hour until 4 o’clock usually in 
the consideration of the important question which the Senator 
from Alabama hasin charge. If we are to transact any business 
from now until the end of the session, we must begin after the 
routine morning business with whatever we have in d and go 
on with it, certainly, until 6 o’clock every evening, and after an op- 
| metgume for reasonable debate, we must vote on it, whether we vote 
t up or vote it down. I hope also that we shall sit here nights. 
Mr. MORGAN. I accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Towa with great satisfaction, and admit the validity and force of 
the suggestions he has made in support of his intimation to me. 
That Senator knows as much about the business of the Senate of 
the United States and of Congress as any man on this floor, and 
has been a long time intima vy connected with it in the most 
important sense. I concur with him that the better way certainly 
is to commence at the conclusion of the routine morning business 
on Tuesday. 
Mr. ‘ALLISON. On Monday. 
Mr.CULLOM. And follow it up until the matter is disposed of. 
Mr. MORGAN. I will say on Monday; and I hope that the Sen- 
ate will enable me to bring this subject to a vote at some reason- 
able hour after it shall have taken the subject up as I have now 
suggested. On Monday, at the conclusion of the routine morning 
business, I desire to advise Senators that I shall move to take up 
this bill with that view. 
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Mr. HOAR. I should like to give notice that immediately after 
| Canal bill I shall ask the Senate 
ration of the unfinished business, 


Mr. BACON obtained the floor. 


Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator pardon me one moment? 
Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. 


Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Alabama gave notice that he 


would move to take the bill up immediately after the routine morn- 
ing business on Monday. 
up at that time, it would then be within the nouns hour, where 
there is no such thing as unfinished business, and the bill would 
lose its place as unfinished business. I think the Senator ought to 
ask unanimous consent that the bill may be taken up immediately 
after the routine business on Monday morning, and that it shail 
not lose its position as unfinished business at 2 o’clock. 


he succeeded in having the bill taken 


Mr. MORGAN. Perhaps I may modify the motion. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will eee that in 
ished busi- 


Mr. HOAR. What the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] sug- 


gests has not been the custom. 


Mr. ALDRICH. That has not been the custom of the Senate, I 


would suggest to the Senator from Maine. 


Mr. FRYE. It has not been? 
Mr. ALDRICH. No; Iam sure of that. 
Mr. FRYE. Then it is unn . My own impression was 


that the bill would lose its place as the unfinished business by be- 
ing taken = in the morning hour. 


r.HOA I suppose no Senator, whatever he may think, will 


object when it is understood that the unfinished business, what- 
ever it may be, is not to lose whatever rights it now has; and I wish 
it understood that this is to apply both to the Nicaraguan bill and 
the bankruptcy bill. That was understood. 


Mr. TURPIE. I do not understand that the Senator from Ala- 


bama—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana wili 
please excuse the Chair. 


Mr. TURPIE. Certainly. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts desire the request he has made to be put to the Senate, 


for unanimous consent? 
Mr. HOAR. I desire to have it understood; yes. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is the rule of the Senate. 
Mr. HOAR. If that is the rule, I will not ask unanimous con- 


sent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairsimply rules in accord- 
ance with what is his judgment upon the subject.: 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I did not understand the honor- 
able Senator from Alabama toask unanimous consent to make the 
Nicaraguan Canal bill the unfinished business immediate)y after 
the conclusion of the routine morning business, but only to give 
notice that he will at that time move to take it up. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is all. 

Mr. TURPIE. Of course, | have no objection to that. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is all I propose. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, there was one expression in the 
remarks of the honorable Senator from Alabama which I intended 
to discuss, in which he said that all debate on this bill which 
would be necessary would be finished by such atime. I do not 
think it is ible at this time for any Senator to say as to when 
necessary debate will be finished. I do not think it is possible at 
this time for the Senator from Alabama to say when necessary 
debate should be finished upon this measure, nor when necessary 
Sets would be finished on any measure which is pending be- 

ore us. 

I recollect some four or five years addressing the Senate on 
the subject of the cloture, in which = attempt was made to ley 
down the line at which resistance should eaten ty those who were 
opposed toa measure pendingin thisbody. Weare far from that 
line now. The true divisional line has not been reached. As 
soon as that trocha may have been reached, it will be time enough 
= rn fixing an hour and a day for an ultimate vote 0)02 

e bill. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, there are two resolutions 
which have been introduced by my colleague, the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], with to the foreclosure proceed 
ings instituted by direction of the President inst the Union 
Pacific Railway Company. I desire simply to give notice that I 
wish to speak on those resolutions before they are in any way ‘is- 
posed of or referred; but I have no desire to press for an op}p0or 
tunity to do so at any early ear 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, on WF rparwnend I offered an amend- 
ment to Hd ing bill, which 1 may be read. 

The PR ING OFFICER, ‘The amendment proposed by 


the Senator from Georgia will be read. 
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The SECRETARY. 
tion the following: 

Sec. 2. That the President of the United States is hereby authorized, in the 
name of the Government of the United States, to call, in discretion, such 
international conference, to assemble at such point as may be agreed upon. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not wish to be understood 
as expressing in that amendment all that I think ought to be pro- 
vided in the a bill. As an —— poe ne on, I should 

wery much prefer the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Cannon]; in other words, I think that the bill ought 
to provide definitely not onl that this international conference 
may be called, but that it be called. But I the fact 
that in order for this bill to accomplish anything, either directly 
or indirectly, it must be such a bill as the promoters and friends 
of it agree to. Therefore, my only object in offering the amend- 
ment is to make it sufficiently definite to put the responsibility for 
either the calling or the not calling of this proposed international 
conference upon the political my which seeks to promote it. 

As stated on yesterday, the bill in its present form, without the 
amendments, while it may be susceptible to the construction 
which has been put —_ it by the Senator from New Hampshire 

Mr. CHANDLER], to the effect that it does already empower the 
esident of the United States thus to call this conference—while 
this may be the proper construction, it is possible that there may 
bea difference of opinion upon it. The object of this amendment 
is simply to put that out of the pale of doubt or question. 

I repeat, M: . President, that if the Senators who favor the pas- 
sage of this bill, and who seek to promote this international con- 
ference, would to it, 1 should very much prefer the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Utah; but I think it would be a 
mistake to im upon the bill, even if we had the power to do 
so, any amendment to which they do not agree and on account 
of which amendment they may hereafter say that the bill failed 
of acco ae urpose. 

The distinguished Senator who has charge of this bill has signi- 
fied his acceptance of my amendment. Therefore it is the same, 
so far as the question of responsibility goes, as if it had been in- 
corporated in the original draft of the bill. 

I wish to say but one word with reference to the question of 
supporting this bill. There are those who have spoken to-day and 
on yesterday who agree with me on the general propositions rela- 
tive to financial matters connected with coinage, but who are not 
disposed-to give their support to this bill. The distinguished Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire called the attention of the Senator from 
Utah to the fact that I was supporting the bill while I did not have 
faith in it, and to that the Senator from Utah responded that a 
Senator who did not have faith in the bill ought not to give it his 
support. 

Mr. President, while I do not think there is any great proba- 
bility of a successful issue in this attempt, I do recognize the fact 
that there is a possibility of such successful result; but even if I 
should be of the opinion that there is no oe of success, I 
think that the bill ought to pass, for the reason that, whatever 
may be the opinion which I and others may have upon the ques- 
tion whether this matter of international bimetallism can be 
accomplished, there is no doubt about the fact that there are a 
great many people in the United States who are opposed to the 
single gold standard, who yet are standing upon the proposition 
that the only safe way to attempt bimetallism is through inter- 
national agreement, and who believe that it is practicable to 
accomplish it through international ent. ey, like our- 
selves, are opposed to the single gold standard, and yet they do 


It is proposed to insert as an additional sec- 


hot cooperate with us because they think it ought to be done 
through the medium of an international ent and not by 
independent action on the part of the United States Government. 


Now, if those who have pl themselves to promote inter- 
national bimetallism are allo to do it in their own way, if no 
impediments are thrown in the way, if, on the a, a are 
to the extent of our votesin support of the bill aided in their effort, 
one of two things must be demonstrated. It may be a success. 
If it is, I shall welcome it and be glad of it. If it is not a success, 
it will be forever an answer to the tion that this Govern- 
ment ought not to proceed because it can be done in another way 
Which is more practicable. For that reason I think the distin- 
guished Senator from Utah is incorrect in his criticism when he 
Says that one who has not faith in the success of the movement 
ought not to support the bill. On the contrary, I think all of us 
on o favor bim: ought to support the bill, to give full oppor- 
: nity to have the question tested in the fairest way, whether or 

ol it can be done in this way. 
| repeat, if it can be done in this way, although it will be an 


nee in this way, then the road is for the attempt more 
Properly and successfully to be made in the way which I think 
is Governmen 


ant ought to in the effort. 
1 do not desire, Mr. Prectdent, to follow the distinguished Sen- 


ators in any discussion which has been had upon this subject as to 
whether or not it can be a success or will not bea success. I do 
not think that is a material question in the issue whether or not 
this bill should be voted for by those of us who are opposed toa 
single gold standard. For myself I shall vote for it, and I shall 
be a7 eae to see every other Senator who is opposed to the gold 
stan cast a like vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I agree to almost all 
that has been said by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. I 
am a strong believer in bimetallism. I should be gratified beyond 
measure to have bimetallism accomplished by the concurrent con- 
sent of the great nationsof the earth. I am one of those who have 
believed that it was impossible to get the nations of the world to 
agree to bimetallism for the present, and believing that the best 
interests of the people of the Ennited States would be subserved by 
independent action if we could not procure concurrent action, I 
have favored independent action on the part of this Government. 

I believe that hundreds of thousands of people in the recent elec- 
tion voted against the party to which I belong and for the other | 
party because they had been made to believe that an international 
agreement was possible, and that the results which we all wanted 
could be brought about with less disturbance to business interests 
and with less danger to existing conditions by an international 
agreement than by our own independent action. The result of 
the election was against us. I believe that those people should 
have the opportunity to try the experiment, so as to determine 
whether or not an international agreement is feasible. 

As was stated by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer] a 
while ago, I regard the recent election as an almost unanimous 
declaration in favor of bimetallism. The method of procuring 
bimetallism seems to be the point of difference between the people 
of thiscountry. Now, we areat a point when we are to determine 
whether or not we shall try the experiment, and whether or not 
international bimetallism is practival. I am in favor of allowing 
those who believein that scheme to make a full and complete trial 
in their own way without any obstruction on our part. I confess 
that I have little faith in its success, but I feel that those who do 
believe in it ought to be allowed the fullest and freest liberty to 
do try it completely, so as to satisfy themselves and satisfy the 

ple of this country who believe in bimetallism and yet who 
Sor to take independent action on the part of the people of this 
country. 

This scheme is not ours; we have not originated it; we do not 
believe it is the proper scheme for the solution of these difficulties; 
but there seems to be a large percentage of the people of this 
country who believe it, and, they believing it, I am in favor of 
their having a full and complete opportunity to try their plan. 
If it succeeds, I shall rejoice heartily with them. I believe the 
greatest question now challenging the attention of the civilized 

le in the world will have been settied and settled successfully 
if they can bring about an international agreement. If they fail 
in this, and they demonstrate that it is impracticable and impos- 
sible, then it seems to me that their failure will be a statement to 
the American people that we must either lie down before the 
powers of Europe and surrender our manhood absolutely, or that 
we shall assert ourselves as independent men and do that which 
the interests of our own country demand, and act for ourselves. 
Itseems to me that the only question which can be presented which 
is likely to cause any difference of opinion amongst our people will 
have been swept out of the way, and that we shall have brought 
the pleadings down to a and positive issue. 

For this purpose and for this reason I agree with the Senator 
from Georgia | Mr. Bacon] that the friends of this measure ought 
to have the absolute control of it. 1 shall not vote for a single 
amendment to their bill which they do not themselves accept. I 
do not propose to become in a measure responsible forit. I think, 
for instance, if there should be a majority of silver men in this 
Senate, and we should vote for the substitute proposed by the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon], we would at once become 

nsible for its enactment; it would then become our measure, 
and not the measure of the Republicans, not the measure of those 
who believe in international bimetallism, and we should be respon- 
sible for its failure in the event that it should fail. I propose to 
allow the responsibility to rest where it belongs, on those who 
believe in international bimetallism—those who believe it can be 
accomplished. Let us give them the fullest opportunity to try. 
If they succeed, I shall rejoice and bid them godspeed in their 
efforts to bring it about. I hope they may succeed, but I have 
very little faith in the effort. 

Under these circumstances, I should be glad to see those who 
think as I do stand in the same attitude that I do toward this 
measure, and allow the friends of it to arrange it as they please 
and to put it in such shape as they choose. Let them pass it and 
take the responsibility for it if it should fail; and if it should suc- 
= ~ as I have said, I will rejoice as much in their success as any 
of them. 


Mr.SHOUP. Mr. President, it was not my intention to address 
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the Senate on the pending measure, but inasmuch as amendments 
have been offered by the Senator from Utah (Mr. Cannon] and 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], I must, in justice to 
myself and the constituency which I in part represent, explain 
my vote, which will be recorded in opposition to the proposed 
amendments and in favor of the pending bill. 

It seems to me, Mr, President, that the authors of these amend- 
ments did not take into full consideration the fact that the Presi- 
dent-elect was nominated after the adoption of a platform declar- 
ing, among other things, that: 

We demand such an equitable tariff on Soreiae imports which come into 
competition with the American product as will not only furnish adequate 
revenue for the necessary expenses of the Government, but will — 
American labor from degradation and the wage level of other lands. eare 
not pledged to any particular schedule. The question of rates is a practical 
question, to be governed by the conditions of the time and of production 

e ruling and uncompromising principle is the protection and developmen’ 
of American labor and industries, 

The platform also declared in fayor of an international agree- 
ment with the leading commercial nations of the earth relating 


to the coinage of gold and silver. On these declarations of party 


principles the President was elected. 

The measure presented by the Senator from New Hampshire 
fee Cnsseze| wee intended to give full authority to the Presi- 
dent-elect to carry into effect the declaration relating to interna- 
tional bimetallism. I wish it distinctly understood that I have 
always been, and am now, an advocate of unrestricted coinage 
when it shall come before the Senate ina proper way, but not as 
a rider to any other important bill or measure, for remonetization 
is too important a subject to be considered in connection with 
other measures. 

It is my opinion that these amendments are out of place at this 
time, inasmuch as the pending bill was intended to give the Presi- 
dent authority to appoint commissioners to an international con- 
gress for the purpose of securing an agreement for international 
bimetallism. The President-elect is pledged by the Republican 
platform to exert his influence in Ssoeenatidiien this result. 
Should he fail, it will then be proper for Congress to take action 
looking to the remonetization of silver. 

Mr. President, it is not my intention to cast the slightest reflec- 
tion upon the Senators who have offered the proposed amendments. 
I do not accuse them of bad faith, or of thwarting or trying to 
thwart the President-elect of the United States on the threshold of 
his Administration, but I believe that if these amendments should 
be adopted, such would be the result. The amendments are not 
in accord with the platform upon which he was elected, and I 
take it that ie should have an opportunity, without being tram- 
meled in any way, to carry into execution the declarations upon 
which he was elected. 

I therefore sincerely hope that my friends the distinguished 
Senator from Nevada and the distinguished Senator from Utah 
will not insist — the adoption of their amendments. 

Mr. HOAR. . President, I should like to say one or two 
words upon this matter, not to delay the vote. A good many Sen- 
ators have spoken as if they think the possibility of an interna- 
tional arrangement for bimetallism is a mere chimera or dream, 
and have almost implied that those persons who propose to make 
the attempt are endeavoring to mislead somebody or cajole some- 
body or turn the attention of somebody away from what is prac- 
tical in this matter. But I think those gentlemen fail to take into 
consideration one or two facts. There is no doubt whatever that 
a very large majority of the people of the civilized world are in 
favor of having what is known as the double standard—gold and 
silver—prevail. Look at the condition of public sentiment in the 
United States. There areafew worthy gentlemen who with 
what I understand is the opinion of my very able and industrious 
friend from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas], which he has just announced. 
But the Democratic party and the Populist party, the supporters 
of Mr. Bryan, who are counted by millions in this country, believe 
The Republ 

e Republican y, so far as it can be jud by its plat- 
form, has declared its belief in that doctrine, he pl 
itself to promote this result. There are a few exceptions, as I 
have said. There is the exception 2 ee by my honorable 
friend the Senator from Wisconsin. Then there is my honorable 


' friend the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], who says, if I 


understand him correctly, that he does not want foreign nations 
to agree to use silver as a money with us, and have it established 
for their benefit. He wants some money in this country, if I 
understand him correctly, which is so and cheap and miser- 
able that even a Jap or a Chinaman wilaek touch it. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not desire to have it so dear that an 
American can not get it, as it is now. 

Mr. HOAR. The Americans have been getting it pretty well. 
The wage earners of this country have laid up what.is represented 
by it, fifteen or sixteen hundred million dollars,in the savings 
banks, where they are not allowed to make a deposit of more 
than $500 at once or more than $1,500 in one name. The money 


power that the Senator talks about—the money power that carried 
the election last fall—was the money power of the men who earn 
it with their hands on farms and in ies, and who have laid it 
up as savings; and that money power is in favor of international 
bimetallism. 

Mr. STEWART, Did nobody contribute to the election bu; 
laboring men? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not want to = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts Seto 

Mr. HOAR. A good many thinkingmen did, as well as laboring 
men who were thinking. 

Mr. President, how is it in foreign nations? I had some excep. 
tional and unusual means of something about the matter 
this last summer when I wasabroad. I had the pleasure of a long 
conversation with the foremost bimetallist in France, M. Fougeirot, 
who last summer introduced into the French Assembly a resolu- 
tion declaring that the present depressed condition of agriculture 
and manufactures and commerce in France was owing to the 
demonetization of silver, and nap, sy Pap mee to cooperate with 
other countries in its restoration. French Assembly when 
they introduce an important measure it is not introduced by one 
person alone, but very frequently the mover goes about and cets 
the signatures of the men who agree with him before it is pre- 
sented, and that resolution bore the signatures, I think, of 367 out 
cf 450 members; at any rate, between three-fifths and four-fifths 
of the Assembly. M. Melin, then and now the premier, made a 
8 h in the nch Assembly on that question in which he de- 
c. that when other countries would reestablish silver they 
—— a to wait for Se ee - 

ow, is a pretty respectab ion. isa pretty respect- 
able capital to start with in getting this union among nations— 
the pl ee ied this country in the last elec- 
tion to do it if they can, the pl of the party who opposed 
them, except the Senator from Nevada, that gray-haired and 
hoary h t who stands alone in this matter, that they would be 
glad to see it done and would help them in e way in their 
power, and the pledge of nearly four-fifths of ch As- 
sembly. They have a bimetallic league that met, of which M. 
Melin was president, and of which his as prime min- 
ister is an honorary president. That @ represents 
among other persons delegations from every i society 
in every province of France. Those icultural societies in 
France are not merely associations of devoted to fancy 
farming and stockraising. They earemen who wield the political 
power and represent the political purpose of the farmers of France, 
now, as always, an irresistible power in shaping its policy; and 
with one accord, without exception, the representatives of those 
great French interests agree in saying that France is eager to 
unite with any other country. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr.HOAR. Allow meto make thisstatement, and I will answer 
any question afterwards. 

ow, we come toEngland. I know very well the power of that 
sq) ile in London where the accounts of the world are summed 
up and where England sits, where London sits, taking her toll 
upon the exchanges of the industries of mankind. After the great 
fire in 1660 the great English poet pictured the restoration of the 
city of London, and that picture is as true to-day as it was when 
it was first drawn: 


Mr. HOAR. I agree with the Senator from Nevada. I do not 
mean to have the people of the United States stand up to be 
counted in that company. a i 

But how is it on the question of international bimetallism 1 

land? I had the eee of a full conversation with Mr. 

our, the 1 of the House of Commons. His 0p'2- 
—_ are known. : has eet a on his _ o 

great report twelve years ago ion of which 
was chairman. He has made them known in public speeches ‘2 
the House of Commons. . 

Mr. STEWART rose. ‘ll 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to conclude this statement. Then aly 
answer any question. I have a mental infirmity which makes it 
impossible for me to resume a thread which is broken off in tha 
5 the Senator will allow me. ; 

. STEWART. That is not the only mental infirmity. 4 

Mr. HOAR, I havea good many. One of the disorders under 











which I labor is in being three score and ten years old, of which I 
do not expect to be cured. If I young, lke my Srion the 
Senator from Nevada, a get along better, 

That gentleman has made known in every way in which it can 
be made known his ayenton in favor of the estab. ent of inter- 
national bimetallism by the concurrence of the civilized and com- 
mercial nations. He has defended that opinion in the eee - 
Commons against the brutal position of Mr. Gladstone and S 
William Harcourt. 

Mr. STEWART, Let me ask the Senator right here—— 


Mr. HOAR. I do not want to be interrupt 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator from Massachusetts 
decline’ Oo jield. 

Mr. 


. Ldecline to yield, if the Senator wit pardon me, 
I will yield a little later on. I hope the Senator will not think it 
discourteous, 

Mr. STEWART. I always yield to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I know the Senator does, 

Mr. STEWART. The Senatoris making a statement in regard 
to a particular man, and I want to call his attention—— 

Mr. HOAR. I was present ata brilliant company in London 
a lunch, and spoke of this conversation with Mr. Balfour. I sai 
that I did not wish to repeat what he had said to me, because I 
did not think public men liked to have their opinions related at 
secondhand, and for that reason I do not repeat it here. They 
prefer to do it for themselves. When I said that, a gentleman, 
an eminent member of the cabinet of the present Government, 
there being two other members of the cabinet pean, said, ‘‘ Mr, 
Hoar, it is no secret that Mr. Balfour's opinions on this matter 
are those of a majority of Her Majesty’s Government,” 

I am aware, as I said, of the difficulties. I suppose if Her a 
ty’s Government were to undertake to pledge England to complete 
international bimetallism next week, they would be overthrown 
by the power that dwells within the square mile in London, and 
they know it; and I suppose, with the other difficulties they have 
on their hands, they are not ready to do it. That, I concede, is a 
difficulty which may defeat this attempt—very ame pee 

Now, how is itin Germany? I have in my hand a letter from 
one of the most eminent public men in Germany—a member of 
the Reichstag. I will not read the whole letter, and I will not give 
the name of the writer, The Senate will have to take what I say 
about it on my authority, therefore, and not on the authority of 
the writer himself. But he repeats and reaffirms this statement, 
which is in the second paragraph: 


Besides ha a bimetallic majority in our parliament, we are also backed 
up by a majo in the Prussian cabinet; and though still rene to ay, 
“Not without land as ae Te consider it not at all improbable 
a heir my under ces join a bimetallic union even 
without Eng! 

Now, the apprecia’ of the curren uestion is wing, but to 
complish that means a t ny more difficul and, worst of all, 
it —_ cause long delay great ger to the supremacy of European 
civilization. 


Then the writer makes some discussion about the personal qual- 
ities of the chancellor and the Emperor which it is not proper for 
meto read. But he goeson to express his opinion that Russia will 
be ready for this same union when the time comes, and he quotes 
a letter from a Russian friend of his, in which the latter says: 


If the present French Govergeeens, their cards I am sure that 
Russia would decide for etallism if ey © same time 


United Sta 
would adopt free silver and France commas, 29. in that direction. My 
fear in all these negotiations is that the diplomatists in gene 

ve never the question and know nothing about it, etc. 


I do not wish to be understood in saying this as expressing con- 
fidence that this consummation is at i at all, but I whik to 
state that the time has come for another effort. I wish to state 
that this opinion in these four great nations, France, Germany, the 
United States, and ep pe, bape d of Russia and of the 
smaller Latin nations or of the er nations on the north—some 
of whom, though not all, are eager to follow if France and Ger- 
many will take the lead—is growing. It will be stronger twelve 
months hence than it is now. It is stronger now than it was 
twelve months ago. And it is the opinion of a vast. majority of 
the thinking men, of the men engaged in iculture, of the men 
engaged in manufacture, and also of thescholars of the universities 
of mankind, whether this will be accomplished in three 
months or three years, it is co , and coming to stay. 
Now, Mr. President, I wish, while I am up, to say one word on 
another subject. Gentlemen in their debates here and in their 
ussions upon the stump use the word “ banker” as if it were 


a term of o bri i 
the uct al um to be a banker, and as if to be engaged in 





k were a degrading occupation; as if a 
er is a person who under and bleed the poor and 
© laboring man, buiifon and in stocks and 


land and a view of mak- 
ing his own harvest out of the operation. I saw a statement that 
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during the last political compels a pees procession in which 
were two Senators of the United States had a banner or transpar- 
ency with the inscription, ‘‘ We will yet hang bankers in 
York as they do horse thieves in Texas.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa 
chusetts yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like to have the Senator state who 
the Senators were who rode in that procession. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not propose to state who the Senators were. 
I saw the statement in the papers. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say further to the Senator that if 
any such banner was carried, if had above it that it was a quota- 
tion from Wendell Phillips. Those were his words, and it was a 
quotation from him. 

Mr. HOAR. I dare say; and the Senator could find quotations 
from Wendell Phillips in which he called George Washington 
‘*that slaveholder,” and other quotations from Wendell Phillips in 
which he said that ‘‘ the Constitution of the United States was a 
covenant with death and an agreement with hell.” I daresay. I 
do not care. Iam talking about the indorsers and not the maker 
of that sentiment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator if he in- 
dorses the last quotation which he has just made? 

Mr. HOAR. Notin the least. I do not put it on my banner, 
and I do not walk in a procession that bears it. Perhaps the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota knows who the Senators were. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, I do not, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, there never was a greater mistake 
on the face of the earth. Of course there are in commerciul cities 
men, men of wealth, men who get hold of banks, who are swindlers, 
who are defaulters, who are speculators, who are schemers, who 
are oppressors, just asin great cities there are men who are rob- 
bers and pickpockets and thieves of another kind, not any the less 
respectable, lagree. Butinthe main the bankers of New England, 
of which section I speak, are as good and respectable a body of men 
as can be found in this country. The direction of our national 
banks is made up in this way. Generally there will be eight or 
nine directors. It is true in every single instance in my city of 
100,000 inhabitants. Five or six of those directors will be men 
retired from business, elderly men, not men of large wealth usu- 
ally, but the sort of men whom you would trust, if you were to 
die to-morrow and leave an infant daughter of 2 years old, with 

our estate as her trustee, and be sure that twenty or thirty years 
ence it would be there, every penny of it safely accounted for. 
They are the sort of men selected to settle estates, that men take 
advice of in their private affairs. They have no personal end, but 
merely spend their livesin that way. Then two or three of those 
directors usually belong to mercantile or manufacturing estab- 
lishments for the sake of borrowing money of the banks. They 
borrow up to the limit. They are engaged perhaps in a wire com- 
or a woolen mill or a large dry goods house. If itis a village 
, the head of the village factory will be one of the directors. 
But they are all men who desire to borrow money at the lowest 
ible rate, not to pay — rates, and they are men to whom a 
Enancial or business disturbance or the throwing of men out of 
work is especially odious, because, if for no other reason, their 
business is destroyed or injured by it. That is the way the bank- 
ing system of New ee is carried on, and I appeal with entire 
confidence to every New England Senator within sound of my 
voice if I have not given a correct description of them. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is right. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Massachusetts ought to go one 
step further. There is an enormous sum in the savings banks of 
New England which belongs to the workingmen. 

Mr. HOA I was coming to that within a moment. 


epeoking national banks. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to call the attention of the Senator to the 
fact that all of the directors work without any pay whatever in 
seeking to invest this money for the poor _—— 

Mr. HOAR. We have $466,000,000 in the savings banks of my 
State, banks in which you can deposit, I believe, but $500 at any 
one time, and where you can not ever deposit more than fifteen 
or sixteen hundred dollars. I am not sure whether it is fifteen or 
sixteen hundred dollars. That is immaterial. The depositors in 
those savings banks are the wage earners of the State and their 
wives and children. They are the men who do the work of the 
State on the farms, in the factories, in the machine shops, and in 
all other branches of labor, and the same kind of men, as my 
honorable friend the Senator from Maine so well says, who man- 

the other banks manage these. There have been some cases 
banks plundered, and of one or two savings banks’ treasurers 
who have been defaulters. But there is no way in which the 
management of the concern makes a dollar out of any speculation. 
A director in a national bank may have a little stock. It is very 
seldom that a director will have more than a few thousand dollars 
of stock in his bank. 


ew 


I was 











Mr. HAWLEY. Scarcely any of our banks have any stock to 
be held. 

Mr. HOAR. The savings banks have no stock at all, of course. 
They are merely depositories. These banks are strictly regulated 
by law, and they are visited and carefully examined by the sav- 
ings banks commissioner on the part of the State, and in the case 
of national banks by the United States bank examiner on the 
part of the nation. 

Mr. President, I wish to protest against this public sentiment 
which has grownup. They talk about some things that have 
been said in the East about the West. You never hear speakers 
on the hustings, on the stump, in addressing any public meeting 
in the New England States or anywhere else in the East use an 
expression of opprobrium about the West. They know that the 
interest of New England is a prosperous West and a prosperous 
South. They know that we are all in one boat. They know that 
the political power of this Government is passing, like the star of 
empire, westward, and they expect it. There has not been a meas- 
ure since I have been in public life or since I have known public 
affairs, the homestead law or any other great measure, the laws 
for building those railroads, and opening the Western prairies, 
where we have not followed the statesmen of the Western States 
as our leaders. 

We do not think you can establish silver by this country alone. 
We think you must have a money which will remain stable and 
fixed in its value as near as the lot of humanity will admit, and 
that for that purpose two metals are better thanone. Most of us 
think so. We think thatif you establish and undertake to have 
the silver of the world coined without limit in our mints you will 
drive out the gold by an inexorable law; that you will get one 
metal, and not two; that you will get a metal which in that case 
will be changeable and fluctuating, going up and down like the 
thermometer on an April day. We think, also, that you will not 
have as much money then as you have now when our gold is sent 
off to Europe. It does not at all follow because you have cheap, 
»0or money that it will be plenty. You have to work to get it. 
i have known a good many men who had very cheap and nasty 
clothes, and yet they did not havea great many of them. Plenty, 
as long as civilized man has civilized tastes, is not the necessary 
accompaniment of cheapness, or worthlessness, or nastiness. 

Now, Mr. President, | wish to protest against this public opinion 
which denounces not only the whole people of the section where I 
live, but the worthy people whom the workingmen of the section 
in which I live trust to manage their savings for them in this way. 

I think these great delusions which arefomented upon the stump, 
and which we can not help, do infinite mischief to the le of 
this country, taken as a whole. They do especial mischief, Mr, 
President, to the people who believe them and act upon them and 
base their public conduct upon them. 

A great preacher, half a century ago, uttered a truth which some 
of our friends who talk about the bankers of the East and the 
crime of 1873, I think, sooner or later, will have occasion to bring 
to their own hearts. He said, ‘‘When a whole people set them- 
selves to believe a lie, God punishes them with complete success.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as a Republican and asa 
Senator representing in part a State that cheerfully and willingly 
assented to the platform adopted at St. Louis, which pledged the 
Republican party to ‘*‘ promote” international bimetallism, I give 
my hearty support to the measure now under consideration. I 
am, however, forced to feel that there is no certainty of the suc- 
cess of this scheme. Indeed, I have very grave doubts that the 
adoption of this joint resolution will result in the purposes that 
its promoters have in view; and yet I am profoundly impressed 
with the feeling that it is the duty of the American people to hon- 
estly attempt to bring about this most desirable result. 

In the discussion of this question I regret that those par- 
ticipating in it have not in every instance kept themselves to 
a strict consideration of the question that is now before the Sen- 
ate. I confess that I was pained on yesterday as I listened to 
the distinguished Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] make 
statements that in my opinion are not borne out by any facts 
which he can bring to the support of his assertions, and that are 
calculated to do great injustice and harm to the people of our 
country. I was astounded to hear the Senator from Nevada say, 
not for the first time in this Chamber, that there are five millions 
of American freemen to-day begging bread and suffering the tor- 
tures of hunger in the United States. Ido not believe that any 
such condition as that exists; and I am here to say that, in my 
judgment, it is a libel upon the workingmen of the United States, 
and an assertion that ought to be rebuked during this discussion. 
I regretted likewise that the Senator from Nevada, not for the 
first time, felt it his duty to inform the people of this great coun- 
try that the silver nations of the world are more prosperous than 
Great Britain or the United States. 

Mr. STEWART. I never made that statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Nevada? 
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Mr. STEWART. I never made that statement. I said they 


were more prosperous than they ever had been in the history of 
those countries. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I did not interrupt the Senator from No. 
vada, and if he will observe the courtesies of the Senate he wil] 
not interrupt me without my permission. The Senator will have 
an opportunity to reply. 

Mr. STEWART. I will not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have heard the Senator from Nevada time 
and time again give utterance to precisely the expressions that [ 
haye attributed to him, and I am surprised to have him enter a 
denial of the correctness of my statement. Let us see what tho 
factsare. Turning tothe Recorpof thismorning, I find the follow- 
ing in the speech of the Senator bearing on this point: 

The universal prosperity of silver-standard countries, by reason of the 


difference of exchange, leads me to wish that the United States could have 
like opportunities. 


If that does not justify the statements I have made concerning 
the utterances of the Senator from Nevada, in his own time he 
will have an opportunity to disabuse my mind and the minds of 
Senators on that point. 

Mr. President, I take issue with the Senator from Nevada, I 
take issue with the advocates of the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver in their contention, which they made over and over again 
during the last national ry sg that the condition of the silver- 
standard countries is such that the people of the United States 
need have no fears of any disaster coming to this nation if we 
—— financial policies and laws of the silver countries. 

I have on my desk a letter from a gentleman who has traveled 
extensively all over the world, a gentleman who has traveled in 
Europe, in Asia, and in South and Central America, and who, 
under date of October 15, wrote me oe the condition of 
the people in the silver countries of South and Central America. 
I want to put his letter in the Recorp. He says: 


I herewith inclose you a memorandum of the 
American states—seventeen in all. There is a po on of about 40,000,000 
in these countries. Their currency is Mexican silver, and every one of those 
countriesis bankrupt to-day. They have no credit in Europe or America 
You could not sell the bonds of many of them for 12 centson the dollar. The 
exch for gold in some of the p is 300 to 400 = cent. I invested 
about $70,000 in Santo Domingo some eight years ago; to-day it is not worth 

,000. hen my investment earns $2.30 in Mexican silver,1 only get $1 in 
gold forit. I received last month $350 coe draft on New York, and my agent 
exican)forit. The Argen’ re eerere: livia, 
ie, Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, Guatemala, are bankrupt. 
be bankrupt. Honduras, Nicaragua, Paraguay, Peru 
, San Salvador Uruguay, Venezuela, are all in a state of 
bankruptoy. ow, with these 40,000, of inhabitants, if they were to send 
$5,000, ds to E or the United States, they could not got 10 cents 
on the dollar for them. ey have been made , first, because they manu- 
facture nothing but whet proms on the top te Groand: second, because 
they have no aay which the world has an dence in. It is Mexican 
silver, and it is almost impossible for a man todo business in those countries 
on account of the depreciation in the currency. You buy a barrel of flour in 
New York for ss and ship it out there—to Santo Domingo, for instance—and 
it sells for $18.50, Mexican. 

I here quote the prices of some of the on which they live there: 

Salt pork, 3) cents, Mexican, per poun 

One pound C sugar (made there), 10 cents, Mexican. 

One barrel flour, $18.50, Mexican. 

One pound salt beef, 25 cents, Mexican. 

One pound ham, 50 cents, M 

— pouns cheese, 50 See een. 

© pound potatoes, cen e 

One pound rice, 10 cents, Mi s 

One pone onions, 20 cents, Mexican. 

One box (5 pounds) herrings, 50 cents, Mexican. 

One codfish, 15 to 20 cents. 


nd i 

One fin coal oil (5 gallons), $3, Mexican. 

The workingmen earn cents to $1 a day; that is what I pay them, 
A man could only buy 2 pounds of cheese for a day’s work, or 2 pounds of 
ham. It would take eighteen and one-half days to earn a barre! of flour, 
if he got a dollar a day; and if we have free silver in this country, we wil! be 
just as bad off as they are. The price of our products go up, and gold 
will stay just where itis. There is never change in ; it is always in 
the currency that is inflated by the apemanene. and if we have a silver 
standard, as I said before, every man would have to pay twice as much for 
his and get the same wages he does now, and there would be nothing 
left but starvation. We do not know what is in this country at «li. 
We poy oar le more than any other in the world, and they 
are r off than any other nation in the world. You may travel all over 
the world and look at the working on Sundays and feast days, and you 
will find no people that dress as as the wor! in America. 
Compare the poe, at Atlantic City and the people it. Clue on Sunday 


tion of the South 


and you will see the difference. I trust our people will never vote to degrade 
themselves. Their franchise is the only thing they have left. 


If the Senator from Nevada can extract any comfort from that 
exhibit of the condition of the silver countries to the south of us, 
he is welcome to it. : 

Mr. President, I do not care to go into an elaborate discussion 
of the gold standard or of free silver coinage. I do not think it 
is germane to the question that is now under consideration by 
the Senate. But during the last cam we were treated in 
New England by Mr. Fred W , the apostle of free 
silver coinage in our the country, to a picture of the pros 

happiness, and contentment that prevail in the sister Re 
public - oes and we were = over oe - ged = 
need not fear a of currency would put us 
a par with the people of Mexico. 


. 
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I think I need not say that we are infinitely better off than the 
people of Mexico are to-day. Our relative condition is not a mat- 
ter that ought to be dignified by debate in the Senate of the 
United States. When citizens of this great Republic point us to 
the prosperity of the people of Mexico, or South America, or Cen- 
tral America, or China, or Japan, or India, as a reason why we 
should adopt their notions on the currency question, it strikes me 
that it is an absurdity which is hardly worth mentioning in this 
debate. 

During the four years of the Administration of President Har- 
rison a citizen of my own State was accredited as minister pleni- 
potentiary to a South American republic. Very recently that 
gentleman has told me that he paid in that silver country $2 a gal- 
jon for kerosene oil and $36 a barrel for American flour. hat a 
paradise that is for the intelligent, self-respecting workingman of 
the United States! Is it not a wonder that every ship that sails 
from an American port to South America does not carry a cargo 
of intelligent, self-respecting American workingmen to a country 
where they can get kerosene oil for $2 a gallon and American flour 
for $36 a barrel? Yet this is the elysium that these gentlemen are 
picturing before our eyes, and this is the condition that they say 
we can with safety to our country and to our people fasten upon 
the people of the United States. 

Mr. President, India and China are the great silver countries of 
the world. Twodays ago an intelligent and highly educated phy- 
sician from Calcutta presented letters of introduction to me. I 
talked with him an hour in my committee room, and during that 
conversation he said to me, ‘‘ While your bricklayers in America 

et three or four dollars a day, the bricklayers in Calcutta and 
Boubes are working for 4 or 5 cents per day;” and then he added 
sententiously, ** But they live very well on that.” 

Our money is worth about twice what money is in Calcutta and 
Bombay, and I do not want to see the time come when intelligent 
American workingmen and mechanics—men laying brick, con- 
structing our great establishments and our homes—shall be com- 
pelled to work for 8 or 10 centsaday. If that is prosperity, it is 
the kind of prosperity that 1 do not want to see fastened upon the 
workingmen of the United States. 

That is the condition of things as regards India. As for China, 
we have had to enact laws prohibiting the ple of that great 
silver country from pouring by the thousands and tens of thou- 
sands into the United States to better their condition, to accumu- 
late money here to be carried back to the land from whence they 
came, 

Mr. President, that is the feast that the distinguished Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. StEwaRT] invites American workingmen to par- 
take of. They refused in the last national election to follow the 
lead of the Senator from Nevada in that direction, and, in my 
judgment, they will continue to refuse to do so. 

Mr. President, it may be that the effort which is being made to 
bring abouta wee aeons in the hope that we may secure 
international bimetall will fail. I trust it may not fail. I 
feel a profound desire that we may in some way secure the concur- 
rence of the other great commercial nations of the world with ours 
in an honest attempt to rehabilitate silver and to have the two 
metals as standard money in this country and in the other great 
commercial nations of the world. If it should fail, then we shall 
again be compelled to face the great question, and it is a great 
question, that confronted ns in the last sonoaee namely, whether 
this country shall plant itself upon the am standard alone, or 
whether we shall go to the free and unlimited coinage of silver. 

i have myself no concealments upon this question. I have no 
hesitancy to declare my attitude that if international bimetallism 
does fail, while I respect profoundly the opinion of every honest 
man in this Re aula wie differs from me, I shall stand as an 
advocate and a defender of the gold standard as against the silver 
standard for the people of the United States. 

_Mr. President, this is all I care to say. I trust that the resolu- 
tion may pass as I have no doubt it will, and that an honest, 
earnest effort will be made by the incoming President of the 
United States to fully redeem the declaration that was placed, 
after careful and conscientious consideration, in the national plat- 


form of the great blican party. 
Mr. PEF : ee ent, The people of the State that I 
have the honor to take part in representing are bimetallists. 1 
think it is safe to say that 99 per cent of them believe in the use 
rs both gold and silver as standard money. As to the methods 
or bringing about bimetallism now, as we do not enjoy it, our 
people are not I think a majority of our people are ready 
és risk the ent of national bimetallism. ey believe that 
'e people of the United States, without the aid or encouragement 
ber assistance of any other nation under the heavens, are com 
‘ent in and of themselves to late their own monetary affairs 
in their own way. While that is true, a v large proportion of 
yu People, nearly one-half of them—as suck as 40 per cent, any- 
aan —believe that it is not safe for us to return to the system that 
© had in vogue prior to 1853—not 1873, but 1853—without the 


aid and the concurrence of the great commercial nations of the 
world. And I think they are as conscientious in that belief as 
the rest of us are in ours. 

Upon that issue very largely the great battle of 1896 was fought, 
the most remarkable political contest in many respects that we 
have ever had in this country. A majority of the people, and a 
very large majority of the people, after a protracted and animated 
and earnest discussion, gave it as their opinion that we ought to 
have the concurrence of other nations. The party which took 
that position gave to the country a promise that they would hon- 
estly andearnestly endeavor to promote international bimetallism, 
a condition of monetary affairs with which all bimetallists the 
world over will be satisfied, and perhaps they will be better satis- 
fied with international bimetallism than with national bimetallism. 
The Republican party promised the country that with a trial of 

wer they would not only attempt to procure international 

imetallism, but that they would revise our tariff laws in such a 
manner as that, putting the two great policies together, the return 
tide of prosperity would come over the people, that business would 
be revived, that our people would be rendered happier, and that 
in every way the country would be benefited. 

I believe the people of Kansas expect of their Senators upon 
this floor not to place any obstacles in the way of the passage of 
this bill. Personaliy, Senators all know that I have no confi- 
dence in the accomplishment of the object sought by the bill, and 
that I do not believe it would amount to anything if it were 
accomplished, for, speaking ne, I believe the same condi- 
tions that are bringing trouble upon the gold-standard countries 
to-day will eventually bring trouble upon the bimetallic-standard 
countries of the world. But leaving all that aside (I am simply 
giving the reason for the vote which I expect to cast), I think the 

ple of Kansas with practical unanimity expect both of their 
| em ore upon this floor to place no obstacle in the way of the 
passage of the bill, and if a yea-and-nay vote is taken upon its 
passage, I shall certainly vote for the bill. 

Before leaving the floor, I wish to say to my good neighbor 
from Utah [Mr. CaNNon] and my other good neighbor from 
Nevada [Mr. Stewart] that I hope they will not press their 
amendments. I do not want to assume any responsibility for any 
amendment of any character that is placed upon the bill. It is 
presented to us by gentlemen who have been named by members 
of their party represented here. It satisfied them. They say to 
us and to the country, ‘‘ This is our measure; give us this, and it 
is a fulfillment, and we will regard it as a fulfillment, of-our 
pl during the campaign.” 

With that statement of the views of my people and my own 
—— views, [ have not anything further to say, only that I 

ope the Senators will not press their amendment. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I am one of those who be- 
lieve that this country of ours is great enough and broad 
enough and powerful enough to establish and maintain a mone- 
tary system of itsown. Therefore, in the recent election I sup- 
po that candidate and that platform which declared for an 
American financial policy, the free, unlimited, and independent 
coinage of both gold and silver; the restoration of the monetary 
laws of the country back to where they were prior to 1873. 

I understand bimetallism,as applied to practical finance, to 
mean a monetary system resting upon both metals as equal stand- 
ards of value and money of final redemption, with free access to 
the mints at an agreed ratio. The result of the last election was 
the defeat of a purely American financial system, at least for the 
present. The Republican party, it is true, in its platform pledged 
itself to promote in every way in its power the restoration of 
bimetallism. No one believes that anything whatever will come 
out of that pledge. The American people are not fooled by it one 
whit. Enough votes were returned to sustain the candidate of 
that party and its platform, but we know by what methods that 
result was brought about. This, however, is not the place to go 
into the discussion of that question. Having, though, made that 

ledge, the effort to pass the pending measure appears to be an 
Cae effort on the part of certain Republican Senators to initiate 
a movement for the establishment of international bimetallism, 
looking to the fulfillment of the pledge made. 

Mr. President, 1, for one, desire the establishment in this 
country of a bimetallic system of money, and whilst I should pre- 
fer that it be brought about in the way declared for at the Chicago 
Democratic national convention, I shall not stand upon sasthowe 
The recent election has destroyed all hope for the free, independ- 
ent, and unlimited coinage of both metals for the next four years 
at least. If, then, all hope of having enacted into law the declara- 
tions of the Chicago platform must be put aside for four years, I 
am willing to support the present movement, which looks to the 
bringing about of bimetallism by international agreement. 

We want the free coinage of gold and silver, and I am willing 
to take it via international agreement,rather than not get it at all. 
But this effort at international agreément upon this important 
question is foredoomed to failure, in my belief. Like the other 
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three attempts in that direction, this is likely to result in nothing; 
but let us on this side throw no hindrance in the way of 
effort to carry out in good faith the pledge of a great political 


arty. 

, I do not believe that under the incoming Republican Adminis- 
tration we will have anything for the next four years in the wa 
of a financial system except a continuation of the gold standard, 
with all of its ills, and added to it a high protective tariff law, 
likely to be enacted in the next few months. The prospect, there- 
fore, before the American — for four years is gold monomet- 
allism and high protection. Let us see to what it will bring the 
country and the people. 

Tie Republican party will come into power under a pledge the 
most dangerous for any political party to make, the pledge of the 
restoration and maintenance of general prosperity. I fear, Mr. 
President, that the conditions do not exist which justify the ho 
of the restoration and maintenance of general _— rity» nor do 
I believe it will come under the ~ standard and high protec- 
tion. The money question, outside of the questions which affect 
the eternal welfare of mankind, is the most important one that 
can engage the intellect of man. According as it may wisely or 
unwisely be settled, it affects every man, woman, and child living 
to-day, as well as generations yet unborn. 

This movement, in charge of which is the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], is a movement which its advocates 
promise is a step forward toward changing the present monetary 
system of the country and of the world. However much I may 
believe that nothing will come of it, I consider it my duty to sup- 
port the measure, and such is my purpose. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I rise simply to say that as there 
isan amendment pending to the bill of the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], which amendment was introduced 
by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon], and which expresses in 
appropriate phrase the principles which I think should control us, 
and as I find myself unable to vote for that amendment, I wish 
to briefly state my reasons for not doing so. 

While I think that the amendment of the Senator from Utah 
would improve this bill, yet, holding as I do that the whole scheme 
must prove abortive, and knowing that the Republican party is 
responsible for this legislation and must be held responsible in the 
future, I am unwilling to make any ch: in the measure which 
does not meet the approval of those who have undertaken the en- 
terprise. I do not wish to make the bill so virtuous that it can 
not be taken in and absorbed and approved 7 our political adver- 
saries. Iam aware that their capacity for bimetallism is some- 
what limited, and I do not wish to give them more than that 
quantity which they themselves state they are in condition to 
absorb. a, 

The Senator from Utah has very properly spoken of his amend- 
ment, and has given many reasons to show that the pending bill 
is defective; but I submit that we ought not to interfere with our 
friends, but permit them to formulate a measure which, as they 
believe, will accomplish the beneficent result referred to; and if 
they fail, having designed the bill themselves, we can not be 
charged with obstruction. 

On the other hand, if we attempt to alter or amend it in any 
material way, it will be said afterwards, in the event of failure, 
that we are responsible for that failure. Let them have their bill. 
I shall vote for it, and I hope that it will be successful. If I doubt 
it, it is because of the elements surrounding the case, which I do 
not think the Republican and Democratic parties combined could 

ibly overcome. I again submit that the amendment proposed 

y the Senator from Utah should be voted down, not because intrin- 

sically it contains anything that is not true, but because, under the 

circumstances, it is impolitic and unwise to interfere with the 
pending measure. 

Mr. ALLISON obtained the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER (at 3 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.). Mr. 
President, I find that there are three or four Senators who desire 
to speak—so far as I can learn only three or four—and rr they can 
not get through by 4 o’clock. I am very anxious that the bill 
should be concluded this afternoon in accordance with the unani- 
mous agreement, and if Senators are willing to stay here and dis- 
pose of the bill I will ask unanimous consent for an extension of 
the time for debate. 

Several SENaToRS. How long? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Until half past 4 o’clock. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And with five-minute speeches. 

Ss Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not wish to cut off the Senator from 
owa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall not want more than five minutes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will ask for a general extension of the 
debate until half past 4 o’clock, with the understanding that the 
bill is to be voted upon at that time, and I hope Senators will stay 


here. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. « Is there objection to the request of 


discussion; indeed, it was not my purpose 
all until I listened to some of the observations made on the other 
-_ both by those who oppose and those who favor the pending 


standard and an equivalence of value be 
cireulation and those who believe it is wiser and better for us to 
have a single standard of silver. So I find the Senator from Ne. 
vada [Mr. Stewart] and the Senator from Wisconsin 
Viias] in loving accord op 


circulated side by side. 
that he is mistaken, but it is an historical fact that they practi- 
cally circulated side by side for hundreds of years when the ratio 
of a given number of commercial nations was the same. 


of money are not abdicating, as the Sena 
BLANCHARD] has just said, the power and independence of our 
nation, but they are. making an honest endeavor to bring these 


nearer and nearer 


in his 











the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears ; 
is 80 ordered. : eran is 


Mr. ALLISON. I do not expect to occupy much time in this 


participate in it at 


Mr. President, this Chamber seems to be divided, ve 


> > >. mu h 
the country is divided, into those who believe in the gle lout 
standard because they think it is not ible to have a double 


the two metals in 


Mr, 
posing this measure, though I ao not 


know but both those Senators will vote for it. Iam not sure 
however, as to that. 7 


There are others who believe that the metallic money of the 


world consists of both gold and silver, that they have always con- 
sisted of these two metals, and that they are likely to continue to 
consist of them. They 
is derived from their use as money and not from their use in the 
arts, and, therefore, if their use as money can be enlarged, or the 
use of either of them can be enlarged, it will bring their values 
nearer together. 


ieve that the chief value of these metals 


The Senator from Wisconsin says the two metals have never 
I shall not take the time to argue now 


Those who believe in an international a = this subject 
r from Louisiana { Mr, 


two metals, now widely separated in their international value, 
er, and a that can be done by 
their universal use. Those of us who believe in having a stable 
money in our own country, and who do not believe it is a wise 
a us to abandon our present standard and go to the single 
standard of silver, for which a large number of people voted at 
the last election, believe that it is wiser and better y mn 
and sensible methods, which have derived their value from ex- 
perience, to see whether or not there are other commercial nations 
who will unite with us in an endeavor to secure the concurrent 
use of silver and gold without one being greater in value than the 
other in circulation. 

This — is not new. It has been the established policy 
of the United States since 1878, by repeated acts of Congress and 
by repeated statements in platforms, and only — from ina 
single instance by either of the great es—at cago in 1896. 
Therefore wre now to place wi the power of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, as we have many before placed 
i ee the money er to eo this eens to 
participate in any arrangement amongst comumercial nations 
whereby we ——— ratio thee wall the mae penmae _ ew 

+ as ore nm that ratio circulate 
side by site. ‘That is all we propose here, and we do not aven need 
to do except for the fact that we must place in the hands of 
the President of the United States the power to execute this pur- 
pose, which we have so often expressed and so often declared in 
our statutes and in our platforms. : 

ibility of ¢ from Wisconsin a at ae el com is @ 
possi of securing concurrent action o principal commer- 
cial nations of the world in this effort. He says that all the con- 
ferences we have heretofore had have been failures. They have 


been failures in a sense, it is true, and there has not been a 
single conference held which has not in the develop- 
and in the wor!d. 


ment of what we call bimetallism in this coun 
aoe eee I ee ee ns emma rethee 
regar appropriation made act ch, 1895, as 
having lapsed, or whether the President may still utilize that 
appropriation? ; 

Dag open rte me bang 2 sg not = —_ this aan. won 
possibly appro’ ion migh used, as the appr 
priation of 1808 poss bly might be used. - 

But, Mr. dent, being diverted from the ——— I was 

i mse to the argument of the Senator from 

Wisconsin, I repeat that there has never been a conference which 
has not made progress as respects the concurrent use of both gold 
and silver; and I venture the assertion that, outside of the con 
trolling portions of Great Britain and also the Scandina- 
vian states, there is not a country in is not in favor of 
the effort which is here and which will not support it 
and advocate it, Germany, which stands upon 4 


vot as to its and as to the governing 
oucmmadiong the Emperor of Germany. It is well knowa 
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that Austria will follow in the pathway of Germany in whatever 


e ma or do. 
— Genster from South Dakota [Mr. PeTTicrew] eee 
to make quotations from statements made by the delegates of cer- 
tain European powers in the conference of 1892. It is well known 
by those who participated in that conference that Great Britain 
stood in the pathway, and Germany also, because then her Parlia- 
ment or Reichstag had not exprecsed itself, as it has twice since, 
in favor of international bime So the situation now is not 
what it was in 1892, whether as to the Government of Germany, 
the Government of France, or even that of Great Britain. It is 
well known, as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has 
already stated, that all of the governing forces in France now 
favor bimetallism. Why? Because France and Belgium and 
Holland and Switzerland and Italy have in their circulation nearly 
$1,200,000,000 of silver money, which circulates there only as 
domestic money, on a par with gold, which is their standard of 
value. We have $600,000,000, or nearly so, of like money, Is it 
not the part of wisdom on the of those countries to make our 
domestic money interchangeable without having behind it, as we 
have now and are obliged to have, the power of this Government 
to keep it on a par,with gold? Should you take away that power, 
the silver money would no longer circulate, as it does circulate, on 
a parity with gold. ; St 

Mr. President, I do not advocate this policy because it is found 
in the platzorm adopted at St. Louis. 1 advocate it because I be- 
lieve it is in the interest of the concurrent circulation of these two 
metals in the world and because it — the commercial in- 
terest of the world to minimize the difference in the power of ex- 
change between great connecting trading countries. One or the 
other of those metals, so long as these conditions prevail, will be 
the paramount metal, and so long as it is the amount metal 
the other will fluctuate up and down in the markets of the world. 
That is the situation to-day. c 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator allow me just one mo- 
ment? 

Mr. ALLISON. As the Senator will see, Ican not yield to him 


now. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I simply wish to correct, a statement of 
the Senator. . 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator can correct itafterwards. Imay 
have made some error, but the statement is practically correct as 
I have made it. 

Which of these two metals is to be paramount until we have 
the concurrent action of nations? It is that which is the standard 
of money in the nations having the chief trade of the world. 


Who are those nations? Are they China, Japan, or the South, 


American States, some of them having a gold standard, some of 
them having a silver standard, and all of them upon a depreciated 
paper standard but one? Here lies Europe, with its silver and its 
gold, having the gold standard, with a trade twelve times as 
creat as all the e of all the silver countriescombined. There- 
ore it is, unless we can minimize this difference in the value of 
these two metals in the exchanges of the world, this divergence 
will go on, and the le who have the silver money are those 


ea i in the exchanges which are necessary 
e. 
Without reference to party platforms or party alliances here or 


there, can it be possible that the American people, growing as 
they are growing, in the commerce of the world, not make 
whatever effort can be made to secure as nearly as possible the 
power of exchange among the nations which use silver and gold? 

Mr. President, I shall vote for this measure. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, I shall vote for the proposition 
resented by the distinguished Senator from ean {Mr. 
HANDLER], and I think the country is to be co upon 

the result of the debate upon this proposition to-day. ith 
practical unanimity on the part of those who have spoken, it 
appears that the members of the Senate are in favor of making 
this earnest, honest effort to secure an international agreement. 
I shall vote for it, notwithstanding the fact that it gives power 
to the President of the United States to appoint the 
commissioners t this Government in whatever confer- 
ence may be held; P shall vote for it, as I have voted for all like 


propositions since I have been a member of the Senate, even the. 


one of 1895, when Congress, making the provision for calling a 
conference, elected six of the commissioners, three by the House 


of Re tatives and three this body, leaving the present 
President of the United rer Fy i a. caadaan of commis- 


Sioners. The failure to out the law of. Co as expressed 
in that resolution, in my felgieent, intensified feeling of this 
country, in the Democratic party, to such an extent 
that the declarations of the Chicago convention 
"Tee 

with 


agree the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
favor pf iat a great majority of the people of this country are in 
favor of bimetallism. i oats Pecke Gl nok ety seman 


longer, in my judgment, submit to a dalliance with this question, 
which does not bring about results, and which is not intended to 
er = gag results. But viewing the condition of the country, 
which has been produced by various causes, not only by the diffi- 
culties regarding the circulating medium, but from others, we see 
that distress prevails from one end of the land to the other, which 
does not disappear, but which intensifies, until we stand to-day 
not as well off as we were one year ago. But for the fact that the 
famine abroad has enabled our people to send their products 

ence, so that the balance of trade within the year is $300,000,000 
in our favor, no man could tell what would occur during these 
winter months. The distress of others has saved us from a great 
calamity. 

I will not impede by any act of mine any measure that will tend 
to create a better condition of affairs for our people under the next 
Administration. I prefer, because it is a mere matter of verbiage, 
that the party about to assume power shall deal with this question 
precisely as they deem best. The methods by which they may 
attain it, so far as concerns my vote, must be theirs. But having 
voted for the bill, as I shall, I wish to say to the other side that 
the great reforms which you have promised will not end with the 
pass of the pending bill. Nothing but results will satisfy the 
American people, and results which will better the condition as 
it stands to-day. A result must follow which will give sufficient 
revenue to the Government without imposing unjust burdens 
upon the masses of the people or give favoritism toafew. The 
structure, as to the ordinary currency of the country, which has 
been created not by Democratic policies, can not be permitted by 
the Republicans to remain as it is now, so that whenever there is 
a panic or a slight disturbance in business affairs runs upon banks 
and the ry will occur again. 

Having come in power, you are entitled to have fair treatment 
upon those questions which affect the Treasury, as the matter 
now under consideration affects the whole structure. I, for one, 
do not intend to obstruct that policy unless it be made purely 
political by those on the other side of the Chamber. I can not 
afford as an American citizen and as a Senator having a vote 
here, representing in part a State, to fail to take into considera- 
tion the immense em sment under which our people are 
laboring. I will not even express the opinion that this measure 
will be a failure. My belief is that we have failed in the past 
because those in the executive branch who have had the manage- 
ment of our financial affairs have never had their heart in the 
matter. Our representatives have been embarrassed by the con- 
viction on the of those whom they met in conference that if 
there was a failure the American people would quietly submit to 
it, as we have. I desire to see this commission go abroad with 
the encouragement of both Republicans and Democrats, to say to 
the other nations of the world that we intend to have this ques- 
tion adjusted fairly and in the interest of the people. 

I was gratified to hear the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], with all his learning, in his splendid speech to-day, say to 
the American Senate that the English Government, or a majority 
of that Government, is in favor of bimetallism. But he said that 
within a square mile in London there is power enough to prevent 
the achievement of a great act for the benefit of mankind; that 
they would overturn the English Government. Mr. President, 
within i mile of the city hall in New York there has been power 
enough to stay and stop the consummation of this question in the 
United States. Within the radius of a mile in the city of Paris there 
has been enough power tostay and stop the men who govern France. 
Let these representatives of the United States under the next 
Administration go abroad and say that no longer shall this power 
thus concentrated in three or four great cities throttle all the 
freemen of the world; but that if they do so on the other side, the 
American Republic will march along in the immediate future to 
relieve our le at home. 

Mr. STEWA T. Mr. President, two or three of my friends 
who have spoken have great difficulty in understanding what I 
say orininterpreting what Imean. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire made a statement that I had said that the silver-standard 
countries are more prosperous than our own country. I never 
made any such statement. What I did say is true, that since the 
demonetization of silver and the difference of exchange forced by 
that demonetization the silver-standard countries had prospered 
more than they ever did before in history; and if there is anything 
true on earth, that is. The man who does not know that the 
silver-standard countries, having availed themselves of cheap sil- 
ver, are reaping a rich reward is ignorant of current history. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar} made some sport 
at my expense. He told us how nicely the aristocracy of Europe 
treated him and what kind things they said. We have had those 
reports for twenty years. There is no doubt that you can get 
honeyed words from those gentlemen. They are very polite. In 
alluding to Mr. Balfour he was unfortunate, however. Mr. Bal- 
four understands this question as well as any man living. He is 
in sentiment a bimetallist. i But a short time ago in Parliament 
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he conceded that it was impracticable, and he was unwilling to 
place the administration against the mile square in London. He 
is as much in dread of that as the Senators on this floor are in 
dread of the mile square in New York. 

The Senator made another unfortunate allusion. 
to the savings banks, and by implication let it be understood that 
they were contributors to the vast corruption fund which did a 


He referred 


large part of the voting at thelastelection. I have heard it stated 
before that the very honest men whom he described contributed 
of the funds deposited in savings banks to swell the volume of the 
vast fund which voted in the last election. I did not believe it. 
If it is true, it speaks badly for their honesty. In regard to sav- 
ings banks, I have this to say: It is true that $1,500,000,000 has 
been deposited by the laborers and others in the savings banks of 
the United States. Those $1,500,000,000 areinvested in securities. 
It is not true that those securities are of the same value that they 
were when the investments were made. The savings banks are 
trembling on the brink of ruin. If the gold standard is main- 
tained, they can not convert their securities into money and pay 
their depositors. I will not mention, as I could do, a large num- 
ber of savings banks whose situation is very delicate, but I under- 
take to say that the gold standard, if pursued, will so depreciate 
the securities they hold that few if any of them can close up and 

vay their depositors. They can not convert the securities they 
hold into money, and in almost every city the savings banks are 
making every effort to prevent arun. In Chicago a few days ago 
they claimed that they availed themselves of the privilege of de- 
manding the full notice allowed by law. That 1s the situation 
of the savings banks. 

I did not think my friend the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON 
really misunderstood my position. He said that I am in favor o: 
the single silver standard. I am not in favor of confining the 
money to any particular commodity. I am in favor of restoring 
silver and using the two commodities, but if the two commodities 
are not enough, as they frequently have not been; I am in favor of 
our Government saving this civilization by the exercise of its sov- 
ereign power, which has been used in every emergency by every 
great government, to create money out of something else. As I 
said the other day, there is but one case in which metallic money 
was used in a great war. That was the case of Germany in the 
war with France, when she used silver. She remained on the sil- 
ver basis throughout the war. If in a great emergency of war, 
when national existence and national life are at stake, govern- 
ments have the inherent power to create a circulating medium 
which will save their existence, why is it necessary that in time of 
peace the people should be destroyed because there is not enough 
of any particular material? 1 believe the use of both metals will 
furnish a reasonable amount of material out of which to make 
money. 

It = suggested that silver will be used altogether, and that I am 
a monometallist. What lask is that the mints shall be opened 
to each, and that if silver does not come to the mints, let gold 
come. If gold does not come, let silver come. Let something 
come that will stand between the American people and the extinc- 
tion of civilization. If the misery that now stalks abroad in the 
land does not appeal to the Senate, what will? The suffering is 
= to-day than it ever was in war. I am called to account 

ause I said 5,000,000 are out of employment and in want. My 
statement was no exaggeration. There are more than 5,000,000 
people who are practically idle because enterprise is stopped, and 
those who work upon farms are toiling for comparatively noth- 
ing. Their farms have depreciated in value. ortgages have 
been converted into deeds. Misery stalks abroad in the land, and 
I say under these circumstances it behooves the American Senate 
to inquire if there is no remedy in peace for unendurable calam- 


ities. 

With this situation before us, with our people struggling to live, 
misery everywhere, we are going to Europe to ask a mile square 
in London if they have blood money enough; if they are satisfied 
to give us some of their gold; if they are satisfied to let us use 
some silver; if their greed to increase their hoards by increasing 
the purchasing power of money is satiated. That we must peti- 
tion them for that it seems to me is the depth of humiliation and 
disgrace. Suppose during the war either side had left home and 
gone to Europe to get aid and comfort. Suppose they had applied 
to Europe for the right to make their own — Everybody 
would have said they were unpatriotic. It is equally unpatriotic 
to-day to let millions starve and perish while we apply to Europe 
for relief. 

I agree with the remarks of the Senator from California and 
with others who have said that it is our duty, as a matter of ex- 
pedience, to allow the Republican party to make this fourth appli- 
cation to Europe for relief, because they have made many people 
believe that Europe has more regard for the people of the United 
States than has the Government of the United States for the 
people which placed it in power. Many have been misled to that 
extent. Let them try it again; and perhaps after twenty-four or 


twenty-five years of experiment a sufficient number of American 
people will have faith in their own Government and in the power 
of their own Government to save the people in this emergency. 
That being the case, let it goon. We can do nothing else. Let 
them have the spectacle, and I desire to have it presented in their 
own bill. I appeal to my friend, the Senator from Utah [Mr, 
renee to withdraw his amendment. Let us put no obstruc- 
tion in the way. Let them show tothe — what this thing 
is. Donotlet us bear any of the responsibility of obstructing, 
We want the object lesson. One more object lesson will suffice, 
I am satisfied. ith one more object lesson all the money in the 
savings banks in the United States, if — take it all out, will be 
insufficient to cast a majority vote in the next election. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow 
me? [ask unanimous consent that the time for a vote may be 
extended, so that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw ry} 
and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] may address the 
Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. Will we have a vote this afternoon? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Immediately thereafter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. MORGAN. [I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shall occupy the time of the Senate for but 
a very few moments. I am as anxious to come to a vote as is any 
other Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the agreo- 
ment was to take a vote at half 7 4o’clock. The Chair sub- 
mits to the Senate the request of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that the time be extended in order that the Senator from 
Connecticut and the Senator from Illinois may address the Senate, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am very anxious to get the bill through 
to-night, but not so anxious but that I would like to have the 
Senator from Illinois as well as the Senator from Connecticut 
have a chance to make a speech. No other Senators have hitherto 
indicated a desire to speak. Those are the only ones who wish to 
speak, and I h they 4 have an opportunity. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
request of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

r. PALMER. I would prefer that the request be limited to 
an extension of time soas to permit the Senator from Connecticut 


to a 
r. PETTIGREW. I shall object unless the time is extended 
so that all who choose to k can do so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from South Dakota can object 
if he pleases. 

Mr. GALLINGER and Mr. FRYE. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall not object if the time is extended 
so as to allow a Senator to speak who wishes to do so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I object to that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No other Senator has indicated a wish to 
speak until now. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that if any other Senator now indicates 
a wish to speak the extension of time can be enlar. so as to 
include him. I understand that the Senator from Illinois | Mr. 
PALMER] withdraws his desire, so that no Senator has indicated a 
wish to a except the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw ry }. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the request of the Senator from New Hampshire. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. The hour 
has arrived at which the Senate agreed to vote. The question is 
ee oqremne to the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
tah C r. CANNON], which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the e7- 
acting clause down to and including the word “conference 1° 
line 12, and insert: 

That within ninety days after the 4th day of March, 1897, the President f 
the United States shall invite the 1 commercial nations of the world to 


appoint representatives to an international mone’ conference, to convene 
on or before October 1, 1897, at such place in the city of Was! ton as the 


President may des‘ te; and also, said ninety days after the 4th day 
of March, 1807, the Prockiont shall t five ~ tate to represent 


’ commissi: 
the United States at such conference, the duty of which United States com- 


missioners shall be to urge the adoption by conference of a plan for the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver and gold at some ratio ng between 
15 to 1 and 16 to 1 by the nations represented at such conference. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Ihopethe Senator from Utah will withdraw 
the amendment. I ask him in behalf of the friends of the origina! 
bill to withdraw it. 

Mr. CANNON. I prefer to allow the amendment to be voted 
upon x the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I move to lay the amendment upo™ 
the table. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on to the 


motion of the Senator from New Hampshire to lay on the table 











1897. 


the amendment submitted by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Can- 
1 CANNON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
all the roll. 
: Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I have a general 
air with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. If he were 
ca I should vote * nay.” 
Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). I have a general 
,air with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], and there- 
ise withhold my vote. 


Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I understand 
from the Senator from New Hampshire that my colleague [Mr. 
ELKINS], with whom I am paired, would vote ‘‘ yea” on ques- 


tion if he were present. I will therefore vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If he were present, 
I should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). Ihave ageneral = 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. Not knowing how 
he would vote, I withhold my vote. If he were present, I should 
vote “* yea.” 

Mr. McBRIDE (when the name of Mr. MiTcHELL of oe 
was called). My colleague is absent from the Chamber. He 
a general pair with the senior Senator from Wisconsin —_ 
Vitas}. I = colleague were present, I have no doubt, believ- 
ing that the bill in its present form would best promote the ob- 
ject intended to be attained by it, he would vote against the 
pending amendment and all pro amendments to the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was eo I 
have a pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEwELL]. I 
understand the Senator from New Jersey is opposed to the amend- 
ment, and I will therefore vote. I vote aa , 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. Quay}. 5 

Mr. GEAR (when Mr. MoRRILL’S name wascalled). The senior 
Senator from Vermont requested me to state that he has a general 
pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris}. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hansproues). I 
do not know how he would vote, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusois}. If he were 
present, I should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I am paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MiTcHELL]}. I am in- 
formed by his colleague that he would be against the amendment. 
Therefore I shall vote in the affirmative upon this question. The 
Senator from Oregon would be in favor of the passage of the bill, 
while I would be against it. Upon this amendment I shall vote 
the same way in which he would if present. I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], and I am 
not advised how he would vote upon this question. If he were 
present, I should vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concinded. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I have a general pair with the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. PrrrcHaRD] who is absent. The money 
question, however, was excepted from the operation of the pair. 

understood from him that his sentiments upon that question are 
the same as my own, and under the circumstances I feel author- 
ized to vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. Harris], who is unable to be 
— this frening, is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 

ORRILL]. 

Mr. MCBRIDE. _I have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GeorGeE]. I am informed by his colleague 
that if present he would vote in favor of the motion to lay on the 
table. I therefore feel at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 


The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 8; as follows: 
: YEAS—41. 
Allison, Faulkner, Lindsay, Stewart, 
Bakes’ ate McBride, Thurston, 
Bla ret ‘inger, McMillan, Tillman, 
Bla urn, Gibson, Turpie, 
Behar, ’ Mitchell, Wis. Vilas 
Fae Gray, Murphy, Walthall, 
on Hale. Per Wetmore, 
er, Hawiey. Pla te. 
Cha ne ller, Hoar, , Pugh 
Ser Jones, Ark. Shern 
= Jones, Nev. Shoup, 
Allen, NAY 
Bete, Cano Pete, Beech 
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vote. 





NOT VOTING—40. 


Aldrich, Elkins, Mantle, Quay, 
Berry, Gear, Martin, Sewell, 
Brice, George, Mitchell, Oreg. Smith, 
Burrows, Gordon, Morgan, Squire, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Morrill, Teller, 
Call, Harri Nelson, Vest, 
Chilton, Hill, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Irby, Pasco, Warren, 
Daniel, Kyle, Pritchard, Wilson, 
Dubois, Lodge, Proctor, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. The amendment 
will be stated. 4 

The SECRETARY. Insert as an additional section: 

Sec. 2. That the President of the.United States is hereby authorized, in 
the name of the Government of the United States, to call, in his discretion 
such international conference, to assemble at such point as may be agreed 
upon. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 understood that the friends of the bill 
accepted that amendment when it was offered so far as they could 


do so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the amendment accepted without 
objection? 

Mr. FRYE and others. Agreed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is agreed to without 
objection. The bill is still as in Committee of the Whole, and 
open to amendment. If there be no further amendment, the bill 
will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the third reading be in full. 

The bill was read the third time, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever after March 4, 1897, the President of the 
United States shall determine that the United States should be represented 
at any international conference called by the United States or any other 
country with a view to rye ye international agreement a fixity of rela- 
tive velue between gold and silver as money by means of a common ratio 
between these me , with free mintage at such ratio, he is hereby author- 
ized to appoint five or more commissioners to such international conference; 
and for compensation of said commissioners, and for all reasonable expenses 
connected therewith, to be ~~ by the Secretary of State, including the 
proportion to be paid by the United States of the joint expenses of any such 


conference, the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated. 


Sec. 2. ‘hat the President of the United States is hereby authorized, in 
the name of the Government of the United States, to call, in his discretion 
such international conference to assemble at such point as may be agreed 
upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass 
as amended? 

Mr. BATE. On that let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THURSTON. I am compelled to leave: the Chamber to 
take a train. I ask unanimous consent that my vote may be 
—s in favor of the passage of the bill without waiting for the 
roll call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears 


none. 

a Let the name of the Senator from Nebraska be 
called. 

The Secretary called the name of Mr. THurRsTOoN, and he voted 
in the affirmative. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the passage of the bill. 

e Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

_Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I havea general 

ir with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I do not 
ow how he would vote on the bill. I therefore withhold my 


vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to inform the Senator from Arkan- 
sas that I am authorized by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
-_ to pair him in favor of the bill. 

r. BERRY. If the Senator from New Hampshire can get a 
he will do so. 
The Senator from Arkansas is at liberty to 


pair for him, I ho 
Mr. CHANDL 


Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. Not know- 
ing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

r. FAULKNER (when his name wascalled). I am informed 
by the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. aes that my 
colleague [Mr. ELKINS], with whom I am paired, would vote in 
the idicmative on the passage of the bill. I will therefore vote. 
I vote * = 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am informed that 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon], with whom I have a 
— fair, would vote, if present, in favor of the bill. There- 

ore I will vote. 1 vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general 
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pair with the Senator from New York [Mr. Hm]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was called), I haye a general 

ir with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Gzorez]. I am in- 
ormed by his colleague that he would vote for the bill. I will 

therefore vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. McBRIDE (when the name of Mr, MircHELL of Oregon 
was called). I again announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
MiTCHELL} with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Viuas]. My 
colleague, if present, would vote ‘‘ yea,” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr.SEWELL]. As 
we are of one mind on this question, I will vote. I vote “‘yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was calle } I am paired with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], but Iam authorized by 
his colleague to vote, and therefore I will vote “‘yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I beg oe to 
announce my pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr 
HanssrouGH]. I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called), I have a general pair 
with the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. ae 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I have already an- 
nounced my pair with the Senator from Oregon ag MITCHELL], 
I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopez] that 
‘we exchange our pairs so as to be enabled to vote. 

Mr. LODGE. [I agree very gladly to that arrangement.’ 

Mr. VILAS. Very well; then let the Senator from Oregon 
Mr. MiTcHELL] stand paired with the Senator from New York 
Mr. Hit}. I vote “‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK. I wish to announce the absence of my colleague 

ea WARREN] on account of severe illness, and that if present 

e would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WILSON. I again announce my pair with the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were present, I should vote 


ts 





















MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA, 


Mr. a Task the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
regular order. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Sena 
unfinished business, which will be stated. _— 
The Szecretary. A bill (S. 8247) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” 
approved February 20, 1889. 7 
tr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I take the floor on the Nicara. 
Canal bill this cones for the purpose of presenting to the 
ate a report of the Select Committee on the Construction of 
the Nicaragua Canal, which sets forth a statement made by Hiram 
Hitchcock, of New York, president of the Maritime Canal Com. 
pany, and which I will ask to have printed and laid on the table, 
r. FRYE. And printed as a document? 
Mr. MORGAN. And printed as a document, of course. 
Mr. SHERMAN. We can not hear on this side of the Chamber, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was unable to hear the 
remarks of the Senator from Alabama. The Senate will be in 


order. 

Mr. MORGAN. Isaid that I took the floor this evening on ihe 
bill for the purpose of presenting a report of the Select Committes 
on the Construction of the Nicaragua Canal, which sets forth a 
statement of Mr. Hiram Hitchcock, of New York, president of the 
Maritime Canal Company, in reference to the present relations 
between the company and the States of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, 
and it is submitted without any comment on the part of the com. 
mittee. I should like very much, as it is a matter of consequence 
to the Senate, that the report may be printed in the Recorp ag 
well as in ordin report form, unless there is objection to it. 

Mr. SHER . t it be printed in the form of a document, 
because it is easier to read in that form than in the Recorp. 
— MORGAN. Yes; in the form of a document, and in the 

ECORD. 

The VICE-PRESID. . Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

STATEMENT OF MR. HIRAM HITCHCOCK, OF NEW YORK, PRESIDENT OF THE 
MARITIME CANAL COMPANY, OF NEW YORK, BEFORE THE SELECT Com- 
MITTEE ON THE NICARAGUA CANAL OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE, ON 
THURSDAY, JANUARY 28, 1897. 

The committee met at 10.30 a. m. 

The CHAIRMAN. This eo been specially called to hear 
the statement of Mr. Hiram hcock, president of the Maritime 
Canal eer of Nicaragua, who has been summoned by the 


Mr. LODGE. Inview of the transfer which has just been made 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vinas], I desire to vote. I 
vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. BATE. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr, Har- 
RIS} is absent on account of indisposition, and is paired with the 
senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

The result was announced—yeas 46, nays 4; as follows: 


YEAS—46. committee to give the committee information with reference to 
Bacon, Cullom, Jones, Ark. Platt, the canal company. 

er, Davis, Jones, Nev. Pugh, I will first ask you, Mr. Hitchcock, what differences, if any, 
obten ee, toane?? — 2 your company has had with the Governments of Nicaragua and 

lanchard, Saline, McBride, Thurston, Costa Rica in connection with the building of the canal? 
rown ; McMillan, Tillman, Mr. Hircucock. The same is true with regard to any substan- 
| ee Mitchell, Wis. Wat hat, tial differences as was true when I was first called before the 
Cannon, ’ Gray, n, a Wetmore, Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, June, 1890. _ I then said: 
Carter, e Nelson, ite. ‘*T may as well perhapssay, as you ask me the question, with refer- 
— H wley, Perkins, ence to that, that there is no point of difference remaining unset- 
: nih tled between the company and Nicaragua at the mt time. 
NAYS—4 That leads me to say (without assuming to be able to give you 
Allen, Pettigrew, Roach, Vilas, ntlemen the least information on that point) that it is proper 
NOT VOTING—29. at you should know from us officially the relations which exist 
Aldrich, Dubois, Martin, mith, between us and Nicaragua, and in fact tral America generally. 
Nison, Elkins, Mitchell, Oreg. uire, It is, as I said eee pe unnecessary to state these facts, but 
ery; George, Morgan. ere there are compli questions. The rights to the San Juan 
rrows, Hansbrough, Palmer, Vest, River, the boundary questions between Nicaraguaand Costa Rica, 
tler, Voorhees, always come up when any question of transit across that Isthmus 
Chilton a Wilson” arises. You will find that under Tyler’s Administration, in 1542, 
Cockrell, Kyle, Quay, 7 Wolcott. this matter was somewhat considered by Mr. Webster, and it has 
Daniel, Mantle, well, been before every Secretary of State in some aspect from that 
So the bill was passed. time to this. It involves the canal question. Now, the ques‘ion 


of the respective rights in this cular route was suppose to 
have been settled under the treaty of limits between those two 
powers of 1858. Under that treaty, whiie Nicaragua owns the 
entire route, yet Costa Ricahas the right to navigation and has 
the right to be consulted. : 

‘“* Now I come down to the point where it concerns this particular 
concession. The Nicaragua Canal Association, which was formed 
in 1896, set out early in 1887 to obtain a concession to build this 
canal. Nicaragua had the right to give this concession, and in it 
gave us the fullest freedom to locate the route; but for the reason 
that the treaty of 1858 gives to Costa Rica the right of navigation 
and that in the construction of the canal waters would be made 
to overflow Costa Rican territory, Costa Rica took the ground 
that Ni should have recognized that treaty to the extent, 
at least, of o ing the consent of Costa Rica to this concession. 
Nicaragua did not do that. We the concession in £° 
faith, believing Nicaragua had the absolute right to grant it. The 
first thing we encountered was a protest, or forty days 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 3555) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act granting to the 
Eastern Nebraska and Gulf Railway Company right of way 
through the Omaha and beer wee ndian reservations, in the 
State of Nebraska,” by extending the time for the construction of 
said railway, with an amendment in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A bill (H. R. 6902) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Viel; 

A bill (H. R. 10002) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1898, and for other p ; and 

A bill (H. R. 10085) for the relief of nme Shuman. 














for any damages which the 
to her terri , but we were left to make terms with Costa Rica. 
We then, for ——. negotiated to —_ @ concession on 
e ta Rica, w. was accomplished. caragua immedia’ 
~ceeenel our concession from Costa Rica. We assured 
arage hat wo had rel rights she might ha 
mply in t aq of any ve; 
0 we our company and accepted the Costa Rica 
concession we accepted it only in so far as it did not conflict with 
the territorial rights and proprietary interests of the ublic of 


Nicaragua. Thus we were entirely open and frank in the whole 
transaction. 

* Now, you will sntithints tak tectbiabastes tvatei adie 
to talk about the sale of with the protest of either Govern- 


ment pending. Then when the first expedition, sent out after 
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could bave consulted her before, and have to the 
pos enc 


been organized, and recited to him the history of the enterprise 
up to that time, ney Neem of the numerous interests 
construction of canal, and that the opposition had in 


do | vain endeavored to induce President Cleveland not to sign the 


charter of the company. The last move of the enemies of the 
canal was to bring an ineffectual suit in New York to prevent our 
Gn age the charter of the United States. 

I gave us some valuable information with reference 
to the relations of the United Staies to the Central American 
States, and then said that the canal must be built and controlled 
by the United States, and he believed that more tonnage would 
pass through it in a short time after its construction than was 
passing through theSuez Canal. I suggested to Mr. Blaine that 
it might be proper for the Government tosay to us that it expected 
us to eae comply with the charter and build the canal, and 

to the Governments of Nicaragua and Costa Rica that 
expect them to afford us every facility for building the 
canal under the respective concessions. Mr. Blaine then said: 


the ae y was Bos peas work on the| _[ serve notice on you now that the Government does expect you to execute 
3d of June, 1889. ly 7 us that, while she | the Salthete y : touaiat the canal al, and if you doso yoa wilt have the 

you. ca n r to Centra merica to 
would protest against our concession from Costa Rica, yet she to look after our interests, and will send for the ministers to 


would not cone protesting 
tne come of the canal. But in July Nicaragua ordered the 
stopping of our workat Grey Town. Wedid not pay attention to 
that order, because she immediately modified it by saying that 
she would not the work as an commencement 
permanent work, The troubles continued and were fostered by 
parties from , Whose names I know, who wanted to have 
= 24th day of tober arrive and the Government of Ni 
no that we had our work, so that our concession 
oan lapse. On the 16th of September, 1889, the Government 
of Nicaragua notified us officially that if we did not confine our- 
selves within her limits, thereby ignoring any rights or claims 
of Costa Rica, she would not ve our surveys nor recognize 
the commencement of the work of construction, and that on the 
24th of October she should consider our concession as 
lapsed. 

“This course of Nicaragua was so unjust that I went immedi- 
ately to the Government here, through the State Department. I 
stated the case fully. Mr. Blaine met the question with great 


fairness and promptness, and immediately wired to the 
minister at’ Central America (Mr. Mizner) to go to Nica 
and say to the N Government that he was at 


icaraguan 
the report of or en of the Ni Government toward 
Sn wished him to examine into the facts and re- 
port to nD t here, and at the same time to assure 
the Government of icaragua that the Government of the United 


States would not remain passive and see the rights of its citizens had been 


threatened. That dispatch of Mr. Biaine had the desired effect. 
Mr. Mizner and Mr. Hall, our permanent agent there, arranged a 
plan by which Nicaragua “could resele recede from her position with dig- | Ci} 
nity, which was in the form of a joint declaration. On our part 
we ‘agreed to go on and build the canal in good faith under the 
concession, and the Nicaraguan Government agreed to approve 
the surveys and work, so that the work of construction was rec- 
ognized officiall “_ commenced on the 8th of last October. Iwill 
submit oe of the telegrams between the President of Nicara- 
gua and myself.” 


[Copy of telegram sent October 9, 1889.] 
His Excellency PRESIDENT OF NICARAGUA, Managua: 


Please accept sincere ions Genie termination 
all differences, and the company's assurance . wi wal viguroady presses to 
the work of the canal in the interest of Nica Tiaaet os ehaipsemananetal 


HIRAM HITCHCOCK, 
President Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 


(Translation of telegram received from the President of Nicaragua in y 
to ours of October 9.} = 


MANAGUA, October 11, 1889 
Bphpesents bn, mem moh regen, amt 
congra’ myself tly with you w the Suitiornns of Ge 
With the : test satisfaction loffer e cordial assistan 


canal Ceation, cual 
of m ty Government £0 th to the efforts of ai company for the realization of this 


ROBERTO SACASA, 


President of the Republic. 
Mr. Hitchcock explained that this was a@ repetition of 
ia, ttement before the Committee on Foreign June 5, 
The CHamrMan, Mr. Hitchcock, will you relate tothe com- 
mittee in detail your interview with Mr. 

‘ Hircncock. I have here a memorandum made at the time 
of a confidential intervie interview with the Hon. James G. Blaine, 

tary of State, aetaer Foes che et May, 1889, at w: 
Men, present ex-Chief Charles P. Daly, A. G. 
Canat aly and myself. i steno’ to Me. Blaine that the Maritime 
Canal Company Gf Wicarapee: Shemrcl by Coneress, had fas | sheat 


and would not interfere with | §° 


Ss 
icaragua and Costa Rica and talk with them. 


Our object in this conference was to determine the fact that we 
could go on with the work of building the canal and rely upon the 


of | Support and protection of the United States, the power that had 


given us the charter, and we felt fully satisfied on that point. 
I sent to Mr. Blaine, at his request, copies of all papers connected 


with the canal, ning with the concessions. 
will say here t messages of congratulation on the organi- 
zation of company, May 7, were exchanged between President 


Carazo, of Nicaragua, and myself, as president of the Maritime 
Canal Company. 
Not long after this, the Nicaraguan minister at Washington 
his Government about the organization of the canal 
company, and said: 

Costa Rica insists upon a director. If he remains, Biengen must recall 
its director. The company observes both concessions. 

After our agent in Nicaragua had talked with President Carazo 
about this, the President instructed the minister in Washington 
to limit himself to protest and assured our agent that Nicaragua 
would not hinder beginning of the work. On the strength of 
Mr. Blaine’s request to keep him fullyinformed, I wrote him, June 
21, 1889, statine that I had that day received a letter from the 
Hon. Henry C. Hall, former United States minister to Central 
America, who had become our agent at Central America, advis- 
ing me by cable that Nicaragua proposed to stop our work, which 
going on since June 3, on the ground that our surveys 
had not yet been approved by her engineers. I then wrote: 

Gresess were long since completed, at great expense, and received the 
approval of our and also of the able advisory board of five Ameri- 

engineers. Three months ago they were submitted to the two engineers 
capeiated by the Government of Nicaragua. 

And this obstruction to our work was, notwithstanding the letter 
of Minister Zavala to Minister Hall, on the 12th of October, 1888, 
in which Zavala says that the Government of Ni 
a not —— any obstacles to the construction of the canal in accordance 

her concession, but on the contrary will contribute with alli those facili- 


Saw within the power of the Government, anxious as it is to see the work 
carried on to a successful termination. 


On the 16th of July, 1889, I went to Washington by request of 
the minister of Nicaragua, and at his request endeavored to allay 
any unpleasant feeling that existed between the Governments of 
Nicaragua and Costa Rica with reference to the canal concessions. 
He requesed me to confer with the minister of Costa Rica on that 
subject. When I reached the residence of the latter he was about 
es for me, and showed me a telegram from the President of 
Costa Rica asking me, as president of the Maritime Canal Company, 
to obtain the mediation of the United States Government. The 
result of repeated conferences between us was a letter addressed by 
me July 18, 1889, as follows: 

MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA, 
New York, July 18, 1889. 
m 0 

ae disaet the Aevaciomenigners rat Central from ya a 

ae mares of serious differences 


two Governments which nat ine Maritime Canal Company 
of aS the a of — United States offers its mediation ru 


papeed 60 the one eee ts to give their resident 
at Washington he confer with the president of the 
(eens eeel Cmer So Nicaragua as to those diff differences, and then with 

to submit the same and all questions relating thereto to the President of 
the United States for his Sewhich chal be Anal and tdediog enennsck 
meas cat 

ery ; 
HIRAM HITCHCOCK, President. 
Hon. JAMEes G. BLAINE, 
Secretary of State, 


This letter is approved by the ministers of those countries. 


This letter peenaatey. did not reach Mr. Blaine, who was 
from Washington, until some weeks afterwards. 
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On the 16th of September, 1889, I addressed Mr. Blaine the fol- 
lowing letter: 

MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA, 
New York, September 16, 1889. 

DEAR Srp: A crisis in the affairs of this company being at hand, it becomes 
necessary to submit the case, through you, to the Government of the United 
States, that we may be advised and protected. This is made easy on account 
of the great interest that you personally take in the enterprise, and the full 
liberty you have always given me to come to you. That we shall be - 
tected through your wise aid and counsel I well know, and have known since 

your cordial assurances to that effect, in Washington, when I went out with 
5 udge Daly and Chief Engineer Menocal, on the 7th of May, to announce the 
organization of the company under the charter granted by the United States. 
From that day we have felt and now feel that we can goin and build the canal 
and rely —_ protection by the power that granted us a corporate existence. 

I have formally asked in writing the friendly aid of the Government, as 
will appear from my communications to you of June 21 and July 18, and [am 
aware that you directed Minister Mizner to Managua, where he nowis. I 
have also written you from time to time of the progress of our affairs. 

In my last letter, of August 1, 1 stron iV protested against the position 
taken by the Government of Nicaragua with reference to this company. On 
the 17th of August the Hon. Henry C. Hall, our agent at Nicar: a, was 
received very warmly by the new President, Dr. Sacaza, and a most 
gratifying interview. : 

On the following day, August the 8th, Mr. Hall cabled me as follows: 

‘*T have seen the President. He is favorably impressed with everything, 
ant have no doubt that matters can be settled in accordance with your 
wishes.” 

But on August 28 Mr. Hall wrote as follows: 

‘For along time I have been convinced that there is some secret influence 
at work with the Nicaragua Government adverse to the company. 
influence in my opinion is British. I do not say it comes direct from the 
British Government, but it comes from British capitalists who are anxious 
to get control of the enterprise. Mr. Climie tells me, as mentiqned in a 
former letter, that the Blackman scheme could obtain all the capital it ht 
need in London, and from what he let drop at the same time lam sati 
that his partner, Mr. Passmore, had conferred with Mr. Blackman in London, 
and that he (Climie) had conferred with him in New York. This influence 
has been more than ever apparent since the death of Mr. Carazo. I had 
counted upon Modesta Barrios as a friend of the enterprise to be relied upon. 
I now find him imbued with the same ideas that were entertained by Urtecho 
in regard to the Costa Rica contract, that is, that while that contract exists 
Nicaragua must not permit the commencement of canal work; and further, 
that if on the 24th of October next, the limit of time which they claim for the 
commencement of the work, the company shall not have released itself from 
Costa Rica, the Nicaragua Government shall then declare its concessions 
forfeited. And these views he says are those of his associates and of the 
President. A few days before Carazo’s death, he (Barrios) expressed to me 
that the action of the Government in refusing to permit the commencement 
of canal construction was unjustifiable. What influence could have been 
brought to bear upon him since he became a member of the cabinet is more 
than I can imagine. The object of all this is clear to me. They hope to 
bring about a conflict between Costa Rica and the company, then Nicaragua 
will break with the company, and the latter will be left without the support 
of either. As matters now stand, Costa Rica is in honor bound not to permit 
that the canal shall fail through her contract with the company, nor that 
Nicaragua shall so contemptuously ignore it. : 

* President Bogram, of Honduras, has sent as commissioner to Nicaragua 
and Costa Rica Sefior Manuel Colindres, one of the most prominent and able 
public men of that State. 

** He expects to receive the same appointment from the President of Guate- 
mala. His mission is solely in regard to the canal, in whose success both 
Presidents take great interest. I have had several conferences with him, and 
have given him all the information at my disposal. He considers the attitude 
of the Nicaragua Government wholly untenable. Before doing or saying 
anything to the Government, he will await the arrival of Mr. Mizner, so as 
to act in concert with him.” 

To-day Dr. Guzman notifies me, through Engineer Menocal, that he wishes 
me to call a meeting of the board of directors of this company (and which I 
have called-for Thursday, the 19th), to present an important communication 
or ultimatum from his Government, the full nature of wiich I do not know, 
but one pers of it isa demand that we shall break our contract with Costa 
Rica. The board will receive this official paper, and before acting upon it will 
undoubtedly appoint a committee to confer with you in this exigency. 

I shall be glad to know by the bearer that you receive this and at what 
time and place it may be your pleasure to receive such committee. Dr. Guz- 
man will insist on an immediate reply, which it is not likely we will be able 
to give without first having a conference with you. 

was in hopes, when you “served notice” on me personally, May 7, that 
the United States expected and required us to comply with our charter and 
build the canal—and also notified the ministers of Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica that the United States expected those two Governments would not 
obstruct, but would aid in the great work—that all danger of difficulty had 
passed; but it seems they have paid no attention to the warning. And the 
assurances of the company that it would faithfully carry out its concessions 
under its charter (which it has thus far done), and our presence there in 
force and quietly at work since June 3, has not been received by them ina 
proper spirit. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. JAMEs G. BLAINE, 
Secretary of State. 


In this I inclosed the following memorandum: 


MEMORANDUM CONCERNING THE COSTA RICA CONCESSION. 


The following is from the opinion of the Hon. Jos. E. McDonald, one of the 
incorporators of this company and formerly counsel of the Republic of Nica- 


** The Menocal-Zeledon contract has been rendered necessary by the fact 
that at the time the N: a concession was negotiated Nicaragua assumed 
that the treaty of 1858, between he: and Costa Rica, was not in force, 
and that after the President (then Cleveland) had declared it to be in force, 
and that the rights of Costa (under cle VIII) to be consulted with 


HIRAM HITCHCOCK. 


respect to any conel grams across the territory of N: that involved 
a Soe oan Saves Saneeee ess | ne Sen Sees 
necessary for the com: nD Costa or to entirely disre- 
gard her as under that treaty.” ‘ 

I will add what I have before stated to you, that Nicaragua herself wished 


the company to come to terms with Costa and the com: the 
Costa Tica concession as merely in the are a uvolaing "Kana the hi Mar- 
i ) Canal Company accepted this concession the following reserva- 


“Tt is hereby understood, however, that the said concession is accepted by 


am so to hear of 
pany. B 
ners you of your rights. 


my son on the 26th, thence to New York and 
on the 30th of September. 


its concession would be forfeited October 
referred to in their ultimatum were removed—that is, unless we 


appointed us as a committee to consult with him 
to the communication. 


sional charter — 
necessary for t: 


is a moralo 
nw It would be absurd for the Government to in 


_ The 
as sign 





the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua upon the condition tha’ hing 
therein contained shall = Conatrent to affect the sovereign aoe pro- 
— in interests of the Republic of N’ so far as the same may havo 

en established by the treaty of April 15, 1858, between the Governments of 
Nicaragua and Costa Rica.” 


To this Mr. Blaine sent the following reply: 


Personal. ] 


Bar HARBor, September 17, 1339. 

My Dzar Srp: I have your favor and the accompan 
the impending difficulties in the way of the canal com. 

ut I do not think that Nicaragua or Costa Rica or both together wil] 


go hence on the instant to Richfield, N. Y., to witness the 


marriage of 
Washington, reaching the latter 
Very respectfully, 


JAMES G. BLAINE. 
Hiram Hitcoucocg, Esq. 
On the 23d of September, 1889, I met Mr. Blaine in Boston, by 


appointment, and was accompanied by Judge Daly and other gen- 
tlemen connected with the canal enterprise. 


I stated to Mr. Blaine that we had received a communication 
from the Government of Nicaragua n the company that 


unless © causes 


broke our contract with Costa Rica. He then carefully perused 


the papers submitted and asked what answer had been made, and 


was informed that the company had made no ly, but had 


ore replying 


After a full discussion of the matter, Mr. Blaine said: 


The United States Government by granting to your company a Cosre 
ve you such support as might be 

obligation is not expressed 
implication. In other words, hare 
vernment to see that you have fair 


rotection of your r 
in the charter, but exists just the same 
tion on the part of the 


Uns aerppes of Aelars Sareea tena en GUtIaenE tee 
or u of doing a ce’ nm not to see 
deprived unjustly of your rights. — 

Mr. Blaine asked what rights were needed from Costa Rica, and 
Mr. Menocal showed him a plan of the canal route and pointed out 
to him how the dam at Ochoa would cause the flooding of the lands 
of Costa Rica. 

After further discussion, Mr. Blaine wrote and read to us the 
follo ay nae which he caused to be sent to Nicaragua, 
ad to Minister Mizner: 

The United States Government learns with surprise of rumors of an at- 
tempt to angele or deprive the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua of its 
rights as embodied in the contract granted by Nicaragua to that country. 

e United States can not understand how a compan under its 
laws should be treated with injustice by Nicaragua. hos will please ascer- 
tain whence these uieting rumors have arisen and communicate with me 
as soon as possible. You also leave a of this tch with the Nica- 


raguan secretary of foreign affairs. The United States Government can not 


remain passive when the rights of a corporation organized under its laws are 
threatened with ication oe. os 


The result was that on the 9th of October Mr. Blaine sent me 
the following dispatch: 
Hrroncock, Fifth Avenue Hotel, New York: 


Mizner tolegree “all difficulties settled. Papers executed in triplicate. 
This Government will retain one.” ANTE 


Mr. Guzman telegraphed the same day: 
Mr. Hrram Hironcock, New York: 


I sincerely congratulate the com: and yourself wu the d news 
received frees Hiareses. mat x ar. _ 
H. GUZMAN. 


The following messages were also sent October 9: 
His Excellency PRESIDENT OF NICARAGUA, Managua; 
Please accept my sincere congratulations w 


the ha termination of 
all differences and the company’s assurance t it will vigorously prose- 
cute the work of the canal in the interest of Nicaragua and whole com- 
mercial world. 
HIRAM HITCHCOCK, President. 
On the 11th of October the following dispatch was received: 


PRESIDENT OF THE MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA: 
I tulate myself jointly with u the settlement of the 
i one with the greatest antiateation Pappy 


canal a. an the cordial assist- 
ance of my Government to the efforts of the company for the realization of 
this grand enterprise. 
ROBERTO SACAZA, ; 
President of the Republic. 


On the 12th of November Mr. Hall, the agent of the company, 
cabled from Managua as follows: 


The Government of Nicaragua has approved plans submitted b Chief 
Engineer Re SE he Rages Cas, See at San Juan del Norte. 


They are pe 
ent referred to in Mr. Mizner’s to Mr. Blaine, 
in triplicate, was ares declaration that the company 02 
its part would adhere strictly to the concession, acknowledsi 
the a of the Nicaraguan Government over the ca” 
and its ports, and Nicaragua, on its part, revoked the orders pro- 
hibiting formal beginning of canal construction and approved the 


On the 18th of September, 1890, in a conference with Mr. Blaine, 
at Bar Harbor, we went over the entire canal situation, especialy 














considering the articles of noncompliance, which would cause a 
forfeiture of the concession. Wea that the only remaini 
cause of forfeiture would be the failure to do work upon the can 
to the amount of $2,000,000 on or before the 8th of ber, 1890. 
| said to him that we had put much more than that into the work, 
and therefore no —- should arise; but from the fact that we 
had had some misunderstandings with the Nicaraguan Govern- 
ment, 1 thought that I would take every precaution in the matter. 

On the following day Mr. Blaine sent the following dispatch to 
Mr. Mizner at Central ee a it 

. anagua from the 4th un r. tness settle- 
sal or pom between the Government of Nicaragua and the Nicaraguan 
Company and protect the a ond eet jadi < aa ra inant oe 

prise. uestion firm] 
print ction oh euch rights and terests. 

During the conversation reference was made to the various 
attacks of the enemies of the canal, referring particularly to the 
last one, the attempt to repeal our charter, and the admirable 
adverse report on that attempt which was made by Chairman 
Baker, of the Committee on Commerce of the House of Represent- 
atives, by the unanimous direction of the committee. 

The Nicaraguan Government ascertained that more than $2,000,- 
000 had been expended on the canal; and that therefore Article 
XLVI of the concession had been complied with; and later I 
received the following letter: 

LEGACION DE NICARAGUA, Washington, December 12, 1890. 

My Dear Str: It affords me great pleasure to inform you that I am in re- 
ceipt of a cablegram from His ce the, President of Ni in 
which he directs me to inform you that Article XLVII of the on has 
been fully and completely complied with. 

In conveying information to you, I desire to congratulate most heart- 
ily yourself and the other members of the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua for the success which so far has crowned the great enterprise. I re- 


in, dear sir, 
mae Very rely. pone H. GUZMAN. 

Mr. HinamM Hirencock 

President of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, New York. 

As will be seen by Article LIII of the concession, this last act 
in fulfillment of Article XLVII rendered the concession non- 
forfeitable. 

On the 22d of August, 1893, Minister Guzman received in 
Managua, from the minister of fomento, a full power of attorney, 
giving him authority to settle and compromise with the company, 
ad referendum, any and all differences or claims which may arise 
from the failure of the vg oe tocomply with any of the pro- 
visions of the concession. . Guzman returned to the United 
States late in September, and was present at a meeting of the 
board of directors held November 2, 1893. The following is an 
extract from the minutes of said meeting: 


_ The president asked Dr. Guzman whether, in view of his recent visit to 
Nicaragua, he had any information to present to the board. In reply. Dr. 
Guzman said that he wished to assure the company that the — between 
the Government of N and the comeeey were of thé most cordial 
nature, and that the Government was very desirous to aid the company in 
its work in every way ; that his Government had given him full au- 


thority with reference to all matters connected with the canal, which author- 
ity he had exhibited to the president of the canal company, and he wished 
to assure the board in wer, both as 


a ee ee Seen Oo every. his 
minister and as member of the board, as well as an individual, to preserve the 
friendly relations between his Government and the company, to promote 
the interests of the canal; and that when he failed to do that, he should insist 


upon resigning as the tative of his Government and as a member of 
this board; that he do everything in his power in W: this win- 
ter tosecure cooperation of thisGovernment in construction of the canal, and 


that if after a reasonable time such ration should be found not ost 
cable, then he should advocate that his Government. in cooperation with the 
company, should go abroad for such financial assistance as might be found 
necessary to carry on the enterprise to completion. 


Ihereby certify that the foregoing is a correct A 
THOMAS B. ATKINS, 
Secretary and Treasurer. 
Made January 28, 1897. 


Since the said meeting of November 2, 1893, Dr. Guzman has 
repeatedly stated that it was his Government's intention to give 
ie company all the time it needed to recover from the panic of 


Soon after that we received notice of seizures of some of our 
Toperty at Grey Town which we regarded as illegal, and I went to 
oe nete with the pees Oe case ae ns a 
vefore Secretary Gresham, and on the > 
Iso, Mr. Gresham cabled Minister Baker at Central ‘Amsecion a8 


It is reported here that of the Maritime Canal Com: has been 
eued at Grey Town as of the construction cungame. Papers 
pry ep 
Protection of the property and rights of the canal company. ret 
On May 10, 1894, I received the following letter: 
A. 


Dzan 8m: Ihave DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, May 9, ~ 
just received a telegram from Minister Baker, sa 
wn do nothing in the canal without the assistance of an able 
Wocen nderstands the au that 
and thom ble shape; the canal has been virtually confiscated 
Yours, truly, — 


Binaw Hironcock 
New York Oite'N. ¥. 


W. Q. GRESHAM. 
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On the 26th of April, 1894, I was surprised to receive a copy 
from Minister Guzman of a letter addressed by Sefior Gamez, of 
the Nicaragua cabinet, misdirected to the agent of the Inter- 
oceanic Canal Company at Granada April 7, 1894, which was in 
effect a notification that Nicaragua regarded the company’s con- 
cession as forfeited. At the same time some of the company’s 


property was seized atGrey Town. The company then sought the 
protection of the power that created it—the United States—and the 
then honorable Secretary of State, the late Judge Gresham, re- 
viewed the case, examined the concession, and arrived at the con- 
clusion that there was no —e cause whatever for the forfei- 
ture of the concession, and by his direction the United States 
minister at Managua cooperated with the general agent of thecom- 
pany, and the Government of Nicaragua withdrew the notice. 
And on the 2d of July, 1894, I received the following dispatch: 

I have just received atelegram from Minister Baker, as follows: 

“Gamez’s letter forfeiting canal franchises withdrawn. All serene.” 

W. Q@. GRESHAM. 


l also received from Minister Guzman a copy of a cable from 
President omy eR him stating the same thing. On the 8d of 
January, 1895, Dr. Guzman was present at a meeting of the board 
of directors of the Maritime Canal Company, and I will read to 
= the following extract from the records of the meeting on that 


Mr. Bryan asked for information as to the relations existing between the 
company and the Government of Nicaragua. Minister Guzman replied that 
they were of the most cordial nature; never were they so much so as at the 

resent time; that the Government were most anxious to aid the company in 

e construction of the canal, and was ready to concede whatever might be 
necessary to insure success. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a correct a s 

OS. B. ATKINS, 


Secretary and Treasurer. 
Made January 28, 1897. 


In the summer of 1895 the form of an agreement on the Tipitapa 
Canal ——- was discussed at Managua between the Govern- 
ment o a and the general agent of the Maritime Canal 
Company, and then the Government sent a special representative, 
Sefior Gamez, with our agent to New York, where the matter was 
further discussed and changes were made in the form of agree- 
ment. It was also agreed and understood that the question could 
rest without prejudice to either party for a year. 

In the summer of 1896 the special agent came again to New 
York with the agent of the company, and on the 28th day of 
August, 1896, the consideration of the subject was further post- 
poned until May, 1897. 

On the 7th of July, 1896, the Hon. Lewis Baker, minister of the 
United States to Central America, wrote to me the following let- 
ter: 

MANAGUA, July 7, 1896. 

Dear S1r: Mr. Christanto Medina, of Parisand Central America, remarked 
to me a few days ago that you and some of your confréres were uneasy lest 
this Government may take some steps to disturb or cast a shadow over the 
Matte e Canal concession; and he asked me my opinion as to such a prob- 
a . 


I answered him promptly and with perfect assurance of the absolute cor- 
rectness of my statement, that the Government of Nicaragua has no inten- 
tion of doing anything of the kind. Mr. Medina fully agrees with me in this. 

To you I will say, the fact is that the movement or threat made prior to the 
visit of General Macauley was poe more nor less than a blackmailin 
scheme of a shrewd person, but he failed to findan accomplice in the General 
and the threat was withdrawn in a legal and an honorable way. 

Since that day the company has been in no danger whatever. 

Further, I have had the positive assurance, and have had it several times 
repeated to me by the President, that nothing will be done by this Govern- 
ment to disturb the concession or to alarm its friends who are attempting to 
raise money for the prosecution of the work. : 

If both the Maritime Company and the Government of the United States 
show a desire to have the concession so changed as to permit the Government 
to build and control the canal, and therefore desire the time extended suffi- 
ciently to enable the latter to complete the work, I have the assurance of the 

ent that such a change and extension would be readily agreed to by the 
Government of Lay oy pa 

The fact is, since the crowd have been completely banished, there is no 
longer any honest ition to the canal. 

I will say this for the President. Since the nization of the Govern: 
ment he isthe undisputed master. He “sits at the head of thetable.” He is 
unselfishly in favor of the papeing of the canal by the present company, if it 
has the means, or by the United Government. 

I have satisfactory reasons for this statement, and I am assured by 
Mr. Medina that his information accords with mine, as stated. This gentle- 
man will be in New York soon, he informs me, and will no doubt see you. 

No answer is required to this letter. It is written for the sole reason of 
giving you the assurances that are set forth init. If they are worth nothing, 

y cost nothing. 
Very truly, yours, 


H. Hitcucock, Esq., New York. 


On the 23d of November, 1896, President Zelaya, of Nicaragua, 
wrote me as follows: 


LEWIS BAKER. 


MANAGUA, November 23, 1896, 
DEAR Str: Your very esteemed letter of the 29th of October last, to which 
I have the pleasure to refer, reached me in due time. 
By he contents of ree letter I learn of the efforts made you and by 
Mr. Wieser toward the tion of the works to build railroads in the 


country b which to you a of feasible realization. 
The country is at the present moment in very favorable conditions to un- 
dertake such enterprises, and offers to im ts ali sorts of guaranties. 


as soon as the electoral cam- 
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Once more I take pleasure in assuring you of my consideration and esteem, 
and aceept my thanks in the name of this Government for your wishes 
for the prosperity of the country over which it is my honor to preside. 


I remain, respectfully, yours, 


J. A. ZELAYA. 
Hrram Hrrowcock, E 


President the ‘Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, 
54 and 56 Broad street, New. York. 


I was consequently amazed to read in the ConGRESSIONAL REC- 
orD of January 22, instant, the letter addressed by Minister Rod- 
riguez to the Secretary of State, and by him transmitted to the 
Senate, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, January 22, 1897. 
Str: In the matter of the various bills now pending in Congress looking to 
the construction of an inte c canal through Nicaragua, [have the honor 
to inclose herewith for the information of your committee a communication 
just received by me from the minister of the Greater Republic of Central 
America at this capital. 
Respectfully, yours, 


RICHARD OLNEY. 
Hon. Jonn SHERMAN, 
Chairman Committee on Foreign Relations, United States Senate. 


_ 


LEGATION OF THE GREATER REPUBLIO OF CENTRAL AMERICA, 
Washington, January 15, 1897. 

The undersigned, envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the 
Greater Republic of Central ‘henaens, be the honor to aideens his excel- 
lency the er of State, informing him that, as several bills relative to 
the construction of an interoceanic canal through Nicara have been for 
some time pending before both Houses of the American a his Gov- 
ernment recently instructed him to examine them, and to e, under cer- 
— conditions, suitable representations to his excellency the Secretary of 

tate. 

bo undersigned has consequently examined said bills, which are five in 
number, to wit: 

Three introduced in the House of Representatives—one by Mr. Manon, 

ecember 3, 1895, another by Mr. DooLirr.#, and the third by Mr. BARHAM, 

th the latter having been introduced December 6, 1895. 

Two introduced in the Senate, one by Mr. PERK1Ns, December 30, 1895, and 
the other by Mr. MorGAN, June 1, 1896. 

All these bills take it for granted, with minor differences of detail, that 
the American Government is to take an important in the enterprise, 
and that it is to furnish the money necessary for the construction of the 
canal by the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, whose constitution and 
organization they essentially modify. 

Jnfortunately, the undersigned observes that the provisions of these bills 
are at variance, both generally and in matters of d with the stipulations 
of the contract of April 24, 1887, between Nicaragua and the company afore- 
said, from which contract the company derives its existence and which is 
the basis of its exterprise. 

That contract stipulates, in its eighth article, that the concession therein 

rovided for shall in no case be transferable to governments or to foreign pub- 
fic powers, and Article LIII provides that any contravention of this stipula- 
tion shall entail a forfeiture of thecontract. As it can not be denied that the 
bills to which the undersigned has reference—although they do not expresst 
say so—effect that transfer most fully, the Governmentof the nited 
States of America the absolute owner of the enterprise and of the canal | 
= ane. oe result to which they inevitably conduce is the forfeiture 

e contract. 

Article XLVII of that instrument provides that the company shall under- 
take, at its own expense, the final surveys of the ground and the location of 
the line of the canal by a commission of competent engineers, two of whom 
are to be appointed by the Government of Ni and the aforesaid 
Article LIII provides ta failure to aay with stipulation shall en- 
tail the forfeiture of the concession. The bills, however, provide that the 
canal shall be constructed under the surveillance of the Department of En- 
gineers of the Army of the United States of Semen ane according to its 
plans; and that three engineers shall be designated OY. President for that 
oem. who shall make the and . This provision 

Th ceabeatale Sationsennll volavined te tribute th ssary capi 

“The people 0: nations con the nece: - 
o ‘Of the capital w th which th shall organize, and which nee) 

m the ca’ with whic © company an it 
pone to distribate among the different countries interested in the enterprise, 

here shall be resrerved at least five (5) per cent for the Oentral American 

Government and citizens that may desire tosubscribe.”” These visions of 
Article Vil of the contract are an’ by the bills, which distribute the 
capital of the enterprise among the United States of America, Nicaragua, 
costs capital stock of the Bi shall be composed of eh: 

“ The ca s company ehares, bonds. 
or obligations of any other kind, in such proportion as it may deem conven- 
ient.”" This is another provision of the ninth article. The however, fix 
the amount of the capital stock in shares, of which they dispose in sucha way 
that they are of no use for the work of the enterprise, as they ought to be, 
according to the intent of the contract. For the work of the 
bills create bonds, which must thus be converted into capital stock or be left 
out of the contract. The undersigned need not here point out the 
which the bills involve. 

According to Article X of the contract, the board of directorsis to be com- 
posed of persons at least one-half of whom shall be chosen—by the compan 
of course— the promoters who may yet preserve their quality as su 
The bills o the board of with 11 members, 8 of whom are to 


by Naragua,’ by Costa Hea, andi by the canal com + ogee, 


by Costa Rica, and 1 by the canal . The 
between t provision and the stipufation referred to coal not be more 
marked than it is. : 

A the benefits which Nicaragua reseryes to herself, in consideration 
of the valuable privileges and rights which she surrenders, is 6 per cent of 
the shares, bonds, certificates, or such other obligations as the company ma 

© with a view to raising the capital. Now, notwithstan the tha 
the sompiny has made several issues, it has not fulfilled this ; and 
as the bills say nothing on this particular point of shares, bonds, certificates, 
or other obligations which were to be issued and have not been 
favor of Nicaragua, securities 


issued 
So either be lost in the new 
form mo the enterprise, or would be liable tevelisbens and tedious liti- 


gat 
‘T'wo of the bills in qaestion have already been reported a 
so that they may 5 austndie the other . ke 
in them with regard to the shares that would belong to N ; and it 
t happen, owing to this, that N’ would get none at 
the company were to issue a h or ahundred and fifty million dol- 


years, 

canal, a na ble canal between Lake Managua and navigable part of 
the Tipita , near uier, of sufficient dimensions to adm 

free passage of vesels Grawing 6 test and of 180 feet in length. That tons 


expired a long time but the company, notwithstanding 
solicitation, has made no pretense of seer nest 


as the holder of the x 
none of the means necessary to enable it to meet ms 


ly it is fo he Qaucet t —— = bills we and set at 
ught stipulations ° state whether i 
main neh eines latter ears oe 


among these re are very 
many which of no im: to N: in lar, 
yy Ec great importance icaragua in particular, and to 


8 convinced of the good faith of the gentlemen who hay 

introduced these bills in both Houses, and of those who advocate their pas 
sage; he takes, moreover, pleasure in =e he these efforts 
as the result of the legitimate interest which they feel in f of the con- 
stru an interoceanic canal, in which tion that he rep. 
resents is quite as y interested. And, in attention to the serious 
oe enume which would these nugatory, the on! 

object that he has in view is to protect just rights which he thinks are menac 


by the bills aforesaid. 
{t seems evident the company is unable to raise money to fulfill its 


that 

contract unless the United States of furnish it therewith, and since 
that contract excludes the —_ of attaining that result, the under- 
signed, soene meen duly authorized to do so, proposes to his excellency the 

of te that the two Governments—relying upon the favorable 
disposition of the Government of the United States of America—shal! come 
to a direct unders on the su on the basis of the Zavala-l'reling- 
huysen treaty, with modifications as may be upon, and endeay- 
oring to reach a arrangement with the Mari Canal Company of 
N so it may renounce a concession whose conditions it is unable 


to 

The undersign in thus obeying the instructions of his Gover: 
avails himself of oe occasion to reiterate to his excellency Seacctary Gtecr 
the assurances of his most distinguished 
J. D. RODRIGUEZ. 


His Excellency RICHARD OLNEY. 
Secre ry of State of the United States. etc as 


I replied to this letter on January 23, as follows: 


Tue Maritime CANAL CoMPANY OF NICARAGUA, 
New York, January 23, 1897. 
DEAR Sir: My attention has been called to the ConGREsSIONAL RECORD 
con a copy of a letter addressed by the minister of the 
Greater lic of America at Washington to you, and transmitted 


you to eee a ere ee ee ee aaa 

y of Nicaragua, a company by United States, and 
company, witha of said ‘ rts annu 

ally its transactions Government United States, i eongh the 
of the Interior, and which the Govern- 


“the bills, 7 . 3S ate in - 
surveillance Department of Engineers nited Sta 
of America and according to its plans;” adds, “ on likewise 
conduces to the f. of the contract.” But he omits toinform you that 
the final surveys and the location of the line of the canal were made and con- 
cluded by a commission of in strict with Article XLVII 
of the yy and were accepted by the Government of Nica- 
on ; 
from Article IX of the concession, “the people of all nations 


shall be invited to contribute the pecnemey eye to the enterprise,” but 
omits the remainder of the sentence, namely, “ and it shall be sufficient for 
ee tists to an advertisement for thirty 

papers of each of the cities New 
w “there shall be reserved at 


least 
desire fo subscribe,” but he omits to inform you that soon after its or aniza- 
the fully performed all these conditions of Article 1X in the 


therein. 
to the 6 per cent of shares that the concession obligates the com: 
to issue to Nicaragua, the minister says p has not fulfilled 
Kes obligations.” The fact is that the Sreraad thhe took to Nicaragas 
Government that the cer 
tificate was at its dispomal, but the Government has not yet appointed a2 
agent to receive the same as See oe er igati anks 
failed obligations 
construct the Tipitapa Sete terms of d to moty of, the oon 
comal as “pide 
Articls XIV were made, aad then the Govermment of Micaragus 905" for & 
py why tere ta iouer. pestis nogo:ia‘ions 
eted a was a otiati 
this subject, Snheebuleecbeatincaies thet the Government hs: tailed 
lace at the disposal of the company the lands required for the line of ' 


that it considered as 


then ee ally od protection oF 
the power that created it—the United States—and the honorable Secro- 
cesio and arvivedat thnconcasion tn there was aren 
and 


was no cause whet 

ever of forfeiture of the concession, + his direction the United States 

minister at Managua cooperated the generepogens of the company. a 

the Government of Nicaragua withdrew the notice. oil -— 
> snsé 


: 
| 
| 
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made in lieu thereof, are matters still under negotiation, and any dif- 
Fill be ee aay aries te the consideration thereof are nah ccainan el ta 
feiture, but are to be settled by arbitration under Article LV of the conces- 


sion. 
minister may not have intended an justice to 
ome po he must te —— tohave By. study 
of the : a concessions operations under them, and 
so, his le seems 

from his letter that a contem ion of ble Congres- 
i. i vous — ae oa oe plati possi aren 
interposed itself between him and the true relations between the 
Government of Nicaragua and Costa Rica and this company under the con- 


cessions. 
connection it is pertinent tosay that in an interview with the hon- 
colhis mien since his arrival from Central America I alluded to bills 


it connection of the it lines of this 
peed narem cna tad that, whatever the outcome ht bet Ma 

Canal Company could t of no measure that would be unjust to the pow- 
ers from om it received concessions. 

This letter of the minister is an attack upon the integrity of the Maritime 
Canal Com; and its concessions, and on ot ar compas * ook Se 
protection and aid of the Government of the United States e defense 
and ae of its concessionary rights and its property. 
~— : HIRAM HITCHCOCK, 

President of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

Hon. RICHARD bn a ieeate. 

The CaatrrMaNn. Now, Mr. Hitchcock, do you know in what 
manner the of the bill by the Senate in January, 1895, 
was received by the minister of Nicaragua, then resident at this 
capital, and wee expression he gave as to the happiness of the 
people and Government of Nicaragua over the passage of that bill, 
if any? : 

Mr. Hirencock. In eg’ I will say that on the last day of Jan- 
uary, 1895, I received the following letter from Minister Guzman: 


WASHINGTON, January 30, 1895. 


Dear Mr. Hrrcncock: I am sorry 


‘ou could not be here the day our bill 
passed the Senate, but I saw by your telegram that you were detained by a 
sad loss in your 


family. 
I should have writeen you before this about the great victory, had I not 
hoes ee I was taken with a bad attack of quinsy, and I only left my bed 
est 4 
Please nccepe my eqngratalations for thesucoess of the bill and let me hear, 
‘our am sure my ca’ 
announcing the vistory wen received with joy in Nicaragua. . 
me aia H. GUZMAN. 

Later I received a letter from the Hon. Lewis Baker, minister 
to Central America from the United States, written from San José, 
Costa Rica, on the 28th of January, 1895, saying: 

I have a te from the 
informing me the canal. 
good news is confirmed, I 
ws true, won't you do me the 

the statement of the 


‘acts? On ministe: 
tory messages to the N. and Costa Rican Governments. 

The CHAIRMAN, From the fact that you had made a full state- 
ment of all your troubles with Nicar if I may call them 
troubles, and that the Government of Nicaragua expressed 
itself as being _— satisfied that all the terms of the concession 
had been complied with, and after receiving this letter from Mr. 
Baker, which you have _— quoted, and after receiving the letter, 
which is above set out, President Zelaya, and after receiv- 
ing the letter from Mr. Guzman, which you have just quoted, did 
you have any suspicion or expectation that there was any real 
remaining culty or difference between your company and the 
Government of N ? 

Mr. Hircncock. I had not, except that the Tipita 
Was & matter that we were arranging for arbitration if necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN, And that matter been postponed for that 


——- 
r. HircHcock. That omen had been postponed. 

The CuarrMan. The Eeers Canal had no connection what- 
ever with any right of forfeiture on the part of Ni of the con- 
cession, and if was any ble default on the part of the 
company, which I understand you to deny, the arrangement or 
settlement of that matter was entirely apart from your right to go 
on and build the main canal? 

Mr. Hircncock. Entirely apart. 

The . Are you yet convinced, notwithstanding the 
America, that Nicaragua i friendly to your company and deste 

en our com an 
to see the canal succeed? ere? = 


Mr. Hitcucock. My belief is that President Zelaya and his 
present administra ner een ana eeee Seely to the com- 
ly desirous to hay 


ae hen e the canal completed, and I 
Unitny nem to be that the company shall be aided by the 
The Grates in order that the compl on ma. Ber ee cake 

CHairnmaN. Is there not a remaining ousy or antag- 
onism between N and Costa Rica, growing out of old dis- 
pates, which has not entirely q and with which you 
the IPO ee En can jenlouny be at the bottoms of 
Mr Hanent of the Greater Republ of Central America? 

- Hitcucock. That is quite possible, and may be more than 


_XXIX——83 


question 








But the company has but one 
t is to carry out both its concessions from those 


that. It cy by highly probable. 
object, and t 
Governments in the utmost good faith under the charter granted 
by the United States. 

The CHarRMAN. Has not your company put itself to a great 


deal of trouble, inconvenience, and ex 
cile those two Governments with eac 
the construction of this canal? 

Mr. Hircucock. We have done our best in that direction fre- 
a for the last ten years, as will be shown by what I have 

ady stated before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been asserted that your company is 
bankrupt; Is that true? 

Mr. Hircucock. That is not true. 


nse in the effort to recon- 
other upon the subject of 


The Maritime Canal Com- 
~ of Nic ua is and always has been entirely solvent, and 

no outstanding debts we are not able to meet. Anyone making 
a different statement confuses the Maritime Canal Company with 
the construction company, which held a contract with the Mari- 
time Canal Company to construct the canal, and which was 
obliged tosuspend and go into liquidation in 1893. Thislatter fact 
is not surprising when it is remembered that during that period of 
great financial depression such vast corporations as the Erie Rail- 
road, the Baltimore and Ohio, the Reading, and the Union Pacific 
were obliged to default on their obligations and to resort to reor- 


ganization of their companies. 
HIRAM HITCHCOCK. 


Mr. MORGAN. I wish to present one more paper, and then I 
will yield the floor. I received recently a letter. upon another 
topic entirely, from a gentleman in California, who is a very emi- 
nent man, a very learned lawyer, and was —— me about 
some questions of law. In the course of his letter he presented a 
statement that I wish now to read: 


In 1851-52 the late Commodore Van Derbilt (he always led it so eS 
was at the head of a New York company 0: i to build such a canal, an 
at his instance I spent about a twelvemonth on the Isthmus as general agent 
of the company. right on the lake shore, and frequently moving up 
and down the river, I e, of course, familiar with the route and the 
whole situation. In fact, the first 
the Machuca Rapids with m 
rbilt at the helm, and I have gone 


nger steamer that ascended the river 
foot on the safety valve and Mr. Van 
e whole 125 miles of the river in a skiff. 
That effort at interoceanic navigation seems now almost forgotten, but the 
way it came to be abandoned is worth Focalis. The company relied on get- 
ting capital in England, and Van Derbilt and Joseph L. ite (then lately a 
member of the House of Representatives from Indiana) went to London in 
the fall of 1851 and opened negotiations with the Bari for $26,000.000—th 
estimated cost of the work. ey carried with them elaborate surveys, fiel 
notes, and es tes made by a Colonel Childs, a New York engineer of re- 
pute, who had made their surveys. I think Childs accompanied them him- 
self for explanations. The project was laid before the Barings, who gave it 
close attention, and after a study of available statistics decided to take it up 
and finance the undertaking, if Colonel Childs’s estimates could pass the scru- 
tiny and win the approval of a board of English engineers, to whom they re- 
ferred the question. The canal then projected was much smaller than that 
now contemplated, and was not expected to pass a ep orae ne more than 13 
feet of water (about 800tons). Istill have atracing of Childs’s map, and some- 
where (though not now findable) of his detailed statements. After some 
weeks delay, during which the bankers were most gracious and pleasant, the 
English engineers reported favorably, and the Commodore believed the ne- 
go tion had been quite successful, but after another. though shorter delay, 
e as of things suddenly changed and the financial gentlemen having 
consulted with some Government officers and eminent merchants, etc., de- 
clined the whole negotiation. The Commodore gaye expression to his emo- 
tions in his fashion, by a little genteel profanity, but White, who was very 
deeply interested, more politic, sought the cause of the change in the 
views of the bankers, and after a little hesitation learned from them that on 
consultation with eminent authorities on the subject they had come to the 
conclusion that the canalif built as proposed would result in throwing the 
whole commerce of the Pacific into American hands, and they were naturally 
averse to embarking English capital in an enterprise likely to be destructiv 
to English interests, by building up American commerce where Englan 
then enjoyeda monopoly. The justice of thisexcuse was undeniable, and the 
American negotiators returned, disappointed. 


I yield the floor with the single remark that both of the Senators 
from California here know this gentleman, and if any Senator 
desires to inquire in respect to his character and standing, they can 
easily ascertain. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent to lay aside the pending 
order informally to take up Senate bill 3588. 


Mr. MORGAN, The Senator from Massachusetts does not seek 
to displace the pending measure? 
Mr. HOAR. No 


Mr. FRYE. It is to be only informally laid aside. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Nicaragua Canal bill will be 
laid aside informally, if there be no objection. 

THE LA ABRA AND WEIL CASES. 
Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 3588) to insure a full bench in the Court of Claims 
for the hearing of the cases entitled ‘‘ The United States against 
La Abra Silver Minin nee? and others,” and ‘‘The United 
States — Alice Weil and others.” It is a measure which has 
already been read. The Senator from Wisconsin {Mr. ViLas] de- 
sired to examine it, and he will propose a slight amendment, which 
will take but a moment. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 
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Mr. VILAS. After the word “the,” at the end of line 12,I 
move to insert the words “‘ supreme court of the;” so that instead 
of reading “of any circuit or district court of. the United States 
or of the District of Columbia” it will read “‘ or of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia.” That practically gives defi- 


nite expression to what I suppose is really intended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


EASTERN NEBRASKA AND GULF RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 3555) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act granting to the Eastern Nebraska and Gulf 
Railway Company right of way through the Omaha and Winne- 
bago Indian reservations, in the State of Nebraska,” by extending 
the time for the construction of said railway. 

The amendment was, in line 9, to strike out “ four” and insert 
* three.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Imove that the Senate concur in the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 6902) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Viel; and 

A bill (H. R. 10085) for the relief of Elnora Shuman. 

The bill (H. R. 10002) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfill- 
ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
‘oa ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, was read twice 

y its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


SUBMARINE TELEGRAPH CABLE LINES. 


Mr. FRYE. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 9149) to regulate the establishment of 
submarine cable lines or systems in the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion, subject to objection. 

The bili was read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. STEWART. I would rather that that bill should lie over. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill has been reported favorably unanimously 
by both the Committee on Foreign Relations and the Committee 
on Commerce, and there is no opposition to it. The opposition 
which appeared perhaps a month ago has been withdrawn. 

Mr. NELSON. I am opposed to that bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 1 am opposed to it, also. 

Mr. NELSON. And Ihave no recollection of the bill having 
been considered in the Committee on Commerce at all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. It is on the Calendar as having been reported from 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON. I do not know how the bill got there. 

Mr. FRYE. Lam very much surprised. We gave hearings in 
the Committee on Commerce and invited everybody to ap 
before that committee who had anything to say about the bill, 
and only one company appeared and had a hearing. 

Mr. STEWART. Under the circumstances, I think the bill 
had better lie over. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed, and the bill 
will go over. 

Mr. FRYE subsequently said: I desire to make a remark. I 
made a statement that the bill the consideration of which I had 
asked for had been reported by the Committee on Commerce 
without any objection. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NEL- 
SON} called my statement in question. I hold in my hand the 

rinted report on the bill made by the Senator from West Virginia 

Mr. need to the United States Senate. The same bill was 
pending in the Committee on Foreign Relations, and by the in- 
struction of the committee I reported it from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and it took the place of the other committee 
bill; and this is the one. Iam not in the habit of making state- 
ments which I do not know to be true. 

Mr. NELSON. I understood the Senator to say this was a bill 
which had been reported from the Committee on Commerce. 
Fn FRYE. It been reported, and I hold the report in my 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

e from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 514) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Wear Crawford. 


A message 


—— roll, at $12 








The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9707) making 
appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898; asks a conference with the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon 
appointed Mr. Curtis of New York, Mr. G ‘and Mr. TyLzr 
managers at the conference on the part of the House 

MINERAL ODL, LANDS. | 

Mr. CLARK. I ask unanimous consent for the t con- 
sideration of the bill (S. — to authorize the entry and patent- 
ing of lands containing petroleum and other mineral oils under the 
placer-mining laws of the United States. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that any person 
authorized to enter lands under the mining laws of the United 
States may enter and obtain patent to lands containing petroleum 
or other mineral oils, and chiefly valuable therefor, under the pro- 
visions of the laws relating to placer mineral claims; and further 
provides that lands containing such petroleum or other mineral 
oils which have heretofore been filed upon, claimed, or improved 
as mineral, but not yet patented, may be held and patented under 
the provisions of this act the same as if such filing, claim, or im- 
provement were subsequent to the date of its a 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amen t, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to 


the bill (H. R. 9707) making appropriations for the support of the 


Military Academy for the fiscal year en June 30, 1898. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate insist upon its 


amendments and agree to the conference asked by the House. 


The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Perti- 
GREW, Mr. Perks, and Mr. Brick were appointed. 

HARRIET F. HERRICK. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 


eration of the bill (S. 2859! granting an increase of pension to 


Harriet F. Herrick. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It ——— to place on the 
month, the name of Harriet F. Herrick, of 


verly, State of husetts, widow of Moses 8S. Herrick, de- 


ceased, late a member of Company E, Eighth Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and 


SPECULATION IN CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 
Mr. LINDSAY. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 


sideration of the bill (H. R. 6834) to prevent the purchasing of or 


speculation in claims against the 
States officers. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
ee to consider the bill, which had been reported from the 

mmittee on the Judiciary with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 10, after the word 
‘*purchase,” to insert ‘‘at less than the full face value thereof:” 
in line 11, after the word “‘indirectly,” to insert ‘‘any claim for 
fee, mileage, or expenses of;” in line 12, after the word ‘* witness,” 
to strike out ‘‘fee or claim, or the fee or claim of any;” in the 
same line, after the word “‘ juror,” to strike out ‘‘or the fee or 
claim of any:” in line 18, after the word “ or,” to strike out ‘the 
fee or claim,” and in line 14, after the word “ other,” to strike out 
sys ” and insert ‘officer of court;” so as to make the secuon 
read: 

That it shall hereafter be unlawful for any United States marshal or dep- 
uty marshal, or-any clerk or deputy clerk of any court of the United S‘ates 
or of any Territory thereof, or any United States attorney or assistant at- 
torney, or any United States judge, or United States commissioner, or 0! eT 

m holding any office, emplo t, or position of trust or profit under 
tie Govertannent of the Uni States to purchase, at less than the full face 
value thereof, either directly or indirectly, any claim for fee, mileage. 0° 
expenses of any witness, juror, deput sousubel, on of any other officer © 
court whatsoever against the United States Government. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, after the word 
“shall,” to strike out ‘‘ be guilty of a violation of the first section 
of this bill shall be liable to an indictment by the grand jury of 
the United States,” and insert ‘‘ violate this act shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor;” in line 5, after the word “ find,” to strike 
out “in any sum of not less than fifty nor more than;” in line °, 
before the word *: five,” to insert ‘* not ing; ” in the same |ine, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “thousand” and inert 
**hundred;” and after the word “dollars” to strike out “an 
final judgment against the defendant shall ipso facto oper? 


Government by United 
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as a removal of ae etn eae 


make the section read: 


Sec. 2. That any person who shall violate this act shall be deemed 
of a misdemeanor and, upon conviction, shall be fined not exceeding 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 3, as follows: 

Src. 3 That all laws or parts of laws in conflict with this bill are hereby 
repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 5 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 3 : 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

TRAFFIC BRIDGE OVER THE OUACHITA RIVER. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of House bill 6750. It is a bridge bill which has 
been favorably reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill (H. R. 6750) to authorize 
the mayor and city council of Monroe and the police jury of the 
parish of Ouachita, La., to construct a traffic bridge across the 
Ouachita River opposite said city. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ESTATE OF RICHARD LAWSON. 


Mr. BACON. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 3239) for the relief of the estate of Richard 
Lawson. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the adminis- 
trator de bonis non of the estate of Richard Lawson, late of Balti- 
more, Md., to sue in the United States Courtof Claims for the said 
Lawson’s individual interest as a partner in the late firm of John 
McFadon & Co., and also the late firm of William McFadon & 
Co., formerly of Baltimore, Md.,on account of French spoliations 
committed prior to the year 1800, the court to pass upon the facts 
and law in the case and report the same to Congress, 

Mr. PLATT. 1 do not understand that bill, Mr. President. 

Mr. BACON, I have the report here. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like some 

Mr. BACON, It is simply in the nature of a bill to authorizea 
party to sue ne a Sees See ee ee 
validity of a claim under the spoliations act. He has 
been barred, not by hi th 
claim was that of a 


the 
inally had been filed within the time limited by the act had prior 
to that time his indivi i 
_Mr. PLATT. The bill does not propose tocreate any additional 
liability in the French spoliation claims beyond that which the 
Senator has stated? 

Mr. BACON. None whatever. It simply allows this man to 
ve of the act of 1885, from the provisions of which he is 
how barred, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 1 move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 25 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 1, 1897, at 12 
o'clock meridian, 


tion vacant;” so as 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 29, 1897. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by the 


Speaker, 
Prayer by the Rev. Henry N. CoupEn. 


we of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. 8 er, I call the conference 
on the bill (S. 1882) to the rights of purchasers under mort- 
eases authorized by an act of Congress approved April 20, 1871, 


Concerning the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Com . 
The SPEAKER Fealle up a con- 


: . The gentleman from Vermont 

crence report which the k will read. 

The Cle:k read as follows: 

ont of conference on votes of the two Houses 

the rights of of the House to the bill (8. entitled “An act to define 

anpresal Sgt ener mortgages sutho by ances of Conguete 
" 1871, concerning Pacitic Railroad Com- 

pedi, Raving met. after full and free have to recommend 


occurs the second time, insert the words “ the United States; and the House 
agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered  — agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

“not,” in line 31 of thé bill, and in place of the language 
out by said amendment insert the words ‘‘ except such as may have 
been incurred for wages or supplies in the operation of the property pur- 
chased; and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House numbered 3 and 4, and agree to an amendment as follows: After the 
word “ Provided,” in line 32 of bill, insert as follows: 

“That the capital stock of the corporation herein authorized shall be di- 
vided into shares each of the par value of $100, and shall not exceed the 
amount of the funded debt existing and unpaid at the time of the decree of 
foreclosure: Provided, That addi al stock for the purchase or construc- 
tion of additional eae for equi mt or betterments, may be issued by 
the corporation upon the payment into its treasury therefor of the fall par 
value'thereof in . or in return for laber or property estimated at its 
actual value; but no such additional stock shall be issued by said corporation 
until such issue shall be approved by the Secretary of the Interior as actually 
as money, labor, ow estimated at its actual value, at the 
full or par value of said issue of stock. The total stock issued under the pro- 
visions of this act shall not exceed $100,000,000." 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 5. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

“ Provided further, That in case any uncomp!eted contracts for the pur- 
chase of land shall be pending at the e of such foreclosure sale, such new 
company shall, u yment to it of any unpaid balance of purchase money 
for such land at the time provided in such contracts for the sale thereof, con- 
vey and release to the holders of such contracts all its title, interest, and 
estate in and to the land embraced in such contracts.” 

And after the word “company,” in line 4 of said amendment numbered 6, 
insert the words “ to. any bona fide settler and occupant in a tract of 6Wacres 
or less.’ 

Also, strike out from line 7 of said amendment numbered 6 the words “ said 
contracts for the sale of lands,” and in lieu thereof insert the words “any 
such contract." 3 

Also, after the word “of,” in line 12 of said amendment, insert the word 
“an o 

‘Also, strike out from line 12 of said amendment the word “ contracts” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ contract.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 7. 

. H. HENRY POWERS, 
GEO. P. HARRISON, 
GROVE L. JOHNSON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


DAVID B. HILL, 
O. H. PLATT, 
©. D. CLARK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The amendment of the House numbered | seeks to subject the new corpora- 
tion to all the obligations and duties to the United States imposed upon the 
original company by the charter of 1866. Hence the words “the United 
States’ are added to the ; t by the conference committee to make 
such meaning clear and certain. 

The amendment of the House numbered 2 would subject the purchasers to 

yment of all the unsecured indebtedness of the old corporation, whereas on 
Hecioeuse of mo! such purchasers take no liability in respect thereto. 
The conference committee has imposed such lability to the extent of all obli- 


gations for and — incurred in the operation of the road legally 
chargeable the y: 
The amendments of the House Nos. 3 and 4 are contradictory. Amend- 


ment No. 3 restricts the issue of additional stock to cash payment at par; 
amendment No. 4 provides for such issue on prior approval of the Secretary 
of the Interior in exchange for money, labor, or property estimated at its 
actualcost value. To harmonize this the age of each amendment has 
been embodied in one amendment wherein the issue of such stock is restricted 
to the actual value of the property when exchanged therefor, as ascertained 
by the Secretary of the Interior, regardless of its original and probable in- 
creased cost. 


cost. 

The amendment of the House No. 5, wherefrom the House conferees rec- 
ommend that the House recede, requires the purchasers at foreclosure sale 
and as a condition precedent to reorganization, to relinquish to the United 
States all interest in the lands granted the original company situate opposite 
road unconstructed at date of the forfeiture act approved July 6, 188%. The 

as passed by the Senate broadly protects all rights of the United States 
in this rd. The validity of the forfeiture act is now under submission 
before the United States Supreme Court in a case wherein the United States 
has been fully heard inargument. If that court sustains the validity of such 
forfeiture act, then these ere purchasers could take no possible in- 
terest in such lands, and the amendment of the House would be unnecessary. 
Should the court decide that the grant was not so subject to forfeiture, then, 
as matter both of law and justice, the old oumgate and these purchasers 
should not be foreclosed by present legislation. The billas now framed care- 
fully preserves all existing rights of the United States against both in this 


rect. 
Tho amondmentot the House numbered 6 requires the new company to pro- 
tect the land warranties and contracts of the old. It is not clear that the 
amendment applies to executory land contracts whereon the purchaser has 
payments, and language has been added so providing in terms. 
respect to executed land contracts, the conference committee be- 
lieved that such liability should extend to actual settlers and occupants pur- 
in tracts of 640 acres or less, following legisiative precedent in thig 
as illustrated by the general railroad land-grant forfeiture act o 
September 29, 1890, section 3 (26 Stat. L., 496), where the right is so protec 
to a maximum of 820 acres on payment to the United States of $1.25 per acre, 
Here the new company is required to recoup the purchaser for loss of title to 
the extent of 640 acres, but without any compensation therefor. 
amendment of the House numbered 7, wherefrom the House conferee: 
recommend that the House recede, empowers the States wherein this railr« od 
may now or hereafter extend to require the new company to become incorpo- 
rated under the laws of each of such States. 
new company would be a Federal cx 


ration. Congress has always 


retained control of such corporations, but left the property thereof to the 
—— of State laws of taxation, police power. and lixe subjects within 

regulation and control. To reach this resalt no affirmative legislation 
is necessary in this act. Surrender of control over the corporate franchise, 
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if hereafter deemed wise by Congress, should be accomplished by general 
law applicable to all such Federal corporations and not extended to one only 


by special legislation. 
H. HENRY POWERS, 
GEO. P. HARRISON, 
GROVE L. JOHNSON, 
Conferees. 


Mr.POWERS. Mr. Speaker, there are several amendments—— 

Mr. McRAE. If the gentleman will permit an interruption, I 
should like to know if we can have some understanding about 
the time to be allowed for debate. 

Mr. POWERS. Iam content that that should be so. 

Mr. McRAE. What is the purpose of the gentleman as to call- 
ing the previous question? 

Mr. POWERS. I have not called for it. 

Mr. McRAE. How much time does the gentleman propose to 
give for debate? 

Mr. POWERS. How much time do you want? 

Mr. McRAE. I can not very well tell. I think we should have 
an hour. 

Mr. POWERS. I am content that an arrangement shall be 
made for an hour's debate on each side. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposition that the 
debate shall cease at the end of two hours, one-half to be allotted 
to either side?. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, there is a question involved in 
this report which probably does not interest the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. McRak], and if he is going to control the debate in 
opposition, it seems proper that some allowance should be made 
for my colleague from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy]. 

The SPEAKER. There is no proposition to control the debate. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. How much time do you ask for? 

Mr. POWERS. An hour on a side. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I object to that. 

Mr. TERRY. I will say to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
PoweErs}, reserving my right to object—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. hy do you not let them finish the Agricul- 
tural a propriation bill? 

Mr. TERRY. I will suggest to the gentleman from Vermont 
{[Mr. Powers] that this affects a number of States, and in the 
course of the debate a number of Representatives here will see 
that their constituents are affected by this matter. I would sug- 
“gest that we have an hour and a half debate on each side. 

Mr. POWERS. It is entirely immaterial to me, I will say to 
my friend, how much time is allotted. If the gentleman will 
make that uest, I will accede to it. 

Mr. TERRY. 1 ask that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
there be an hour and a half of debate on each side. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I object. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let him finish his Agricultural bill. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. If no 
arrangement is entered into, how much time do we have for the 
consideration of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in charge of the bill. 

Mr. POWERS. And I havean hour’s time. 

The SPEAKER. An hour’s time. 

Mr. TERRY. What was the answer of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair said that the bill was in charge of 
the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers]. 

Mr. POWERS. I will endeavor to yield to my friend a reason- 
able share of the time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. PowErs] 
is recognized. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, this was a Senate bill which came 
to the House for its concurrence. The House passed seven differ- 
ent amendments to the Senate bill, and a conference committee was 
appointed to consider the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

hat committee have made their report, and copies of it will be 
found on the desks of members. Some of these changes in the 
amendments adopted by the House are purely clerical in their 
character. Others are substantial. I assume that no gentleman 
has any objection to the adoption of such of the amendments as 
are clerical in their character. For instance, No. 1 reads: 

But such new company shall be subject to all the obligations and duties to 
which said Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company was subject under its 
charter or act of incorporation. 

The conference committee have inserted after the word “ duties” 
the words ‘‘ to the United States,” as that was the plain meaning 
of the amendment, doubtless, on the part of the gentleman who 
proposed it. I ask that that amendment be agreed to. 

: me SPEAKER. This is a conference report, and it is not di- 
Visible, 

Mr. POWERS. Can it not bea to in detail? 

The SPEAKER. This is a conference report, and as such it 
must be adopted as a whole or rejected as a whole. 

Mr. POW Very well, then, I will point out to the House 
that amendment No. 1 is simply adding the words ‘‘ to the United 


States” after the word “duties,” because in the criginal text the 
pas did not apply to anybody, and here they are specifically 
named. 

The second amendment as adopted by the House reads: 

But nothing in this act shall make such purchasers and their associates 
_ Alluding to the bondholders under this mortgage that are seck- 
ing this incorporation— 
or such new corporatio: ble laims 
oa - ration not * ae sail okt * a 

cial sale.” 

That is modified in the conference committee so as to read: 

Strike out the word “not,” in line 31 of the bill, and in place of the lan. 

e stricken out by said amendment insert the words * — such as may 
ve been employed for wages or supplies in the operation of the property 
purchased.” 

This is to make the new corporation liable for the debts of the 
old corporation that the old corporation incurred for supplies and 
wages in the operation of the pro Of course no gentleman 
would ask to have the mortgages echargeable with any debts 
of the old corporation to which their mortgage was paramount, 
But it is a principle of equity jurisprudence announced by the 
Supreme Court of the Uni tates and announced in various 
States that wages of employees and supplies that have heen fur- 
nished for the operation of a road have an equitable preference 
over the rights of the bondholders; and we have made that certain 
by incorporating in it an express stipulation that it shall be so, 

though in my own judgment there was no necessity for it, 
because the rules of law already require it. I take it that no 
gentleman has any objection to that amendment. 

Amendment No. 8 relates to the pro issue of new stock. 
When this bill was pending in the House, this amendment was 
put on; but it is not explicit enough to protect the rights of the 
stockholders and the rights of the public. Therefore the commit- 
tee of conference have given it a new draft, retaining the sub- 
stance of the amendment, but putting it in more specific and 
o- language to make it effectual to carry out the purpose. 


That the capital stock of the corporation herein authorized shall be divided 
into shares each of the par value of $100, and shall not exceed the amount of 
the funded debt existing and unpaid at the time of the decree of foreclosure. 

The conference committee have substituted for the word ‘‘ mort- 
gage ” the word ‘“‘funded;” so that it shall read, ‘‘shall not ex- 
ceed the amount of the funded debt;” because it transpires that 
this corporation has both a mo debt eo nomine, and has, in 
addition, another mo that is specified in railroad nomencla- 
ture as funded debt. Now, the object of foreclosure is to foreclose 
the debt known and described as the mortgage debt and the debt 
known and described as the funding debt. So we use the generic 
term “funded” as covering both, rather than the specific term 
‘* mortgage” as used in the amendment, with the proviso— 

That additional stock for the purchase or construction of additional road, 
or for equipment or betterments, may be issued by the corporation upon the 
payment into its treasury therefor of the full par value the in cash, or in 
return for labor or property estimated at its actual value; but no such addi- 
tional stock shall be issued by said corporation until such issue shall be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of Interior— 

And that it shall not exceed $100,000,000. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman 
a question, if he will yield. Do I understand the gentleman to 
state to the House that the limit i by the House amend- 
ment is not changed by the eo of the conference committee? 

Mr. POWERS. It is not , unless we quibble over the 
word ‘‘ mortgage.” 

Mr. MOODY. I understand the gentleman to say, and I want 
to know whether I = right or not, ee = mort- 
gages—one designa as a mortgage debt, and the other as 4 
funded debt—and that this mortgage debt eo nomine anc the 
funded debt were both to be comprised in the foreclosure? 

Mr. POWERS. Yes. 

Mr. MOODY. If that is true, there is no difference in the effect 
of the House amendment and the conference report. 

Mr. POWERS. Well, substantially none. e word ‘ mort 
gage” isa term more specific than “‘funded.” ‘ Funded” is a ge 
neric term, and it covers both debts. 

Mr. MOODY. Does it have the same effect? 

Mr. POWERS. Precisely so, as I understand. 

Mr. BARRETT. Will the gentleman allow me to state the 
difference of the effect? ; 

The SPEAKER. Does the tleman from Vermont yield? | 

Mr. POWERS. Well, I will allow the tleman to state it 
when the time comes for him to debate. I will state my view, 
and if he wants to correct me in my grammar or in my legal prop- 
osition, he can do so. 

Mr. BARRETT. I thought the gentleman from Vermont. - 
chairman of the committee ing this conference report, wou! 
be very glad, as he seems di to be, to have all the informa 


tion he can, that this eae before the House at the same time. 
Mr. thus happy, Mr. Speaker, but when 


POWERS. I should 
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I am searching for information I prefer to choose my own instru- 


mentalities. é 

Mr. MOODY. Will the gentleman yield for another question? 
This is a mere on. 

The SP. R. Does the gentleman from Vermont yield? 

Mr. POWERS. Cane: 

Mr. MOODY. I would like to ask the gentleman if, under this 
bill, together with the rights of succession to the powers of the 
corporation whose property is foreclosed, it will be possible for 
the reorganized company to issue not only the amount of stock 
which is named in this amendment, but also a corresponding 
amount of bonds, so that there shall be in existence at one time, 
in stock and in bonds ther, just double the amount of the 
actual investment under foreclosure proceedings? I ask for 
information. > 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, the practical working of the ae 
osition is this: The parties who now hold the mo bon 
upon these railroads are permitted by this act to reor, them- 
ove into a co tion and to utilize their m bonds in 
the shape of stock. That is to say, the holder of $1,000 in bonds 
may take ten shares of stock in the new corporation, converting 
his bonds into stock. That is the way the capital stock is made 
up. That is the way the capital s eS in the 
reorganization of a ae olders who reor- 
ganize and put in their mortgage bonds as stock and not as bonds. 
Now, the question of the gentleman from Massachusetts, as I 
unicretenll Mie is, Can not the corporation issue a new mortgage, 
equaling in amount the stock that will be provided for by this 
amendment? Isay ey theycan. i say unhesitatingly 
they ought to have that right. If a corporation, after it is organ- 
ined as a corporation, finds it necessary to issue a mortgage for 
proper pu it should have that right. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman what are 
“proper a “4 - 

Mt PO ERS. Any purpose that the law recognizes as proper. 
Iam sure my friend would not say—he is too’good a lawyer to 
say—that a railroad corporation ought not to have the right to 
issue, under proper circumstances, a mortgage upon its property. 
It may become necessary for new construction; it may become 
necessary for any one of a dozen lawful purposes. 

Mr. MOODY. Let me say to the gentleman from Vermont that 
I have no objection to the es of a mortgage for considera- 
tion; but I want to see very clearly that, on account of the same 
specific sum of money, there can not be in existence in the market 
two obligations of bonds and of stock, each representing the same 
money. Let me say further that it has been. asse to me—I 
know not with what truth—that the reorganization committee 
have advertised to the bondholders that under this reorganiza- 
tion they shall obtain not only new bonds in place of those they 
now hold, but an equal amount of stock in addition.’ I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Vermont if he has investigated that 
question and is ready to make a statement to the House in rela- 







































of the United States. A case was made up, and the United Stateg 
have been fully heard in argument. 

The question is ripe for decision by that court, and the decision 
is expected in the immediate future. If the court decides that 
these lands have been forfeited, then of course this new compan 
can have no rights under thisamendment. If, on the other hand, 
the courts decide that the _— a -— forfeited, then this new 
company, upon every principle of right, upon every principle of 
quite, will be entitled to those lands. They were granted to the 
original company. They were mortgaged by that company, and 
the mortgagees ought not to be taken by the throat and told by 
the American Congress that unless they relinquish the rights 
given them by their mortgage they shall not be allowed to be in- 
corporated under a law of Congress. Noone can justify any such 


ey 
# r. COOKE of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
on? 

Mr. POWERS. I will if the question is not too long. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Did not a committee of Congress in 
the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress make a report, after 
a thorough investigation of this whole subject of the forfeiture 
which should take place concerning these lands, and after the act 
of 1871, which this bill sets forth, gave the right to this company 
to mortgage its lands—did not that committee, after such exam- 
ination, report the act of 1886, which was afterwards passed, 
declaring the forfeiture? 

Mr. POWERS. My understanding, Mr. Speaker, is that Con- 
gress made inquiry into the various land grants that had been 
made to railroad companies—this, among others. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. If the gentleman will allow me, I will 
call his attention to the particular report upon this particular land 
grant, Report No. 193, made February 3, 1886; and this report 

eals only with this land grant; it is a thorough and elaborate 
examination and discussion of the entire question as to whether 
any valid mortgage had been made upon this land grant under 
the act of 1871; and notwithstanding the act of 1871, the commit- 
tee came to the conclusion that a forfeiture should be declared, 
and the House adopted their conclusion by the passage of the 
forfeiture act of 1886, which affected over 32,000,000 acres of land. 

Mr. POWERS. Iam not in controversy with the gentleman as 
to the proceedings taken by Congress, for I have already conceded 
that an act was passed declaring the forfeiture of these lands. 
What Iam urging is that this is a legal question now pending 
before the courts; and I have confidence enough in our courts to 
say that we can fully trust the disposition of this question to them. 

ow, what is the effect of this amendment? It provides that, 
no matter what the courts may decide about the legality of that 
forfeiture act, we ourselves insist that this company shall relin- 
quish its claim to these lands; otherwise we deny them the rights 
accorded conditionally by the bill. Now. I think this is the wisest 
course. I think it is most in accord with the ordinary course of 
\ judicial proceeding, most in accord with the spirit of fairness 
tion to it u his own responsibility? which ought to influence legislators, that we should say, ‘‘ If the 

Mr. POWERS. I have not investigated that question. I have | court dec the act valid, then we are entitled to the rights we 
not chased down all the rumors that interested parties may have | claim; if, on the other hand, they say that the forfeiture is invalid, 
circulated with reference to this proposition. I tie myself down | we lose those rights.” 
to the language of this bill and the language of this amendment. Mr. COOKEof Illinois. Will the gentleman allow mea moment 
The language of this amendment is that they may issue stock not | further? 1 call his attention to the title of this bill—‘‘An act to 
exceeding $100,000,000. The ane of the bill is that the new | define the rights of purchasers under mortgages authorized by an 
company shall succeed to the al rights accorded under the | act of Congress approved April 20, 1871.” Then the bill goes on 
franchise of the old company. Now, under ‘the franchise of the | and uses this language: 
old company they had no right to issue a mortgage except for a That whenever any mortgage made by the Atlanticand Pacific, etc., under 
Pe ede 5 and by virtue of acts of Congress is foreclosed, etc.,and any sale of the road, 

r. BAR. . Will the gentleman allow me time now to equipment, lands, etc., the purchaser, etc., shall be entitled to hold and pos- 
answer the question asked by my coll e? sess the franchises and property so sold, and to exercise, etc. 

Mr. POWERS. I must decline, Mr. Speaker, to have my time 
taken up by the tleman from Massachusetts in answering 
questions asked by his coil e. If I do not answer them prop- 
ris a catisfactorily, his e will doubtless apprise me of 

e fact. 

This issue of stock is limited to $100,000,000. The amount of 
the funded debt ided for in this amendment aggregates about 
$40,000,000, and the additional stock is only to be issued with the 
consent and val of the Secretary of the Interior, so I assume 
that it is s tly guarded to prevent the ‘“ watering” of stock 
or any abuse of that 

Amendment No. 5 was the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cooke] and the su ce of it is t this company shall 
not take any right under this new charter except upon the condi- 
ton precedent that it shall relinquish all its rights to the land 
grant that was given to the original omnes and which is cov- 
ered by this mortgage now under process of foreclosure. In an- 
Swer to that I have this to say: Congress has already passed an 
oe providing for the forfeiture of unearned land ts made to 

ifferent railroad ane, and the question whether the land 
aaa made to this old corporation comes within the operation of 
act has been argued, only a week since, in the Supreme Court 


Now, I ask the gentleman to answer this question—whether 
this bill, if passed, would not operate as an enabling and enlarg- 
ing act additional to the act of 1871 so as to validate still further 
by the action of this Congress the supposed right to mortgage 
those lands covered supposedly by the act of 1871—whether this 
bill does not directly recognize the construction of said act of 
1871, which is claimed on the part of this railroad company, that 
they have the _— to mortgage those lands perhaps in perpetuity? 

- POWERS. I did not yield for a speech, but I confess I am 
somewhat surprised to seéan able lawyer stand up on the floor of 
the American Congress and insist that the title of a bill has any- 
thing to do with the body of it except to state in a general way 


the purpose of the act. The point of this proposed enactment is 
in words: 


Provided further, That as a condition precedent to reorganization the 
purchasers of the railroad company, and their successors shall relinquish in 
bah and Gonvey to the United States a@ proper deed, etc., all claim, 


tle, and interest to all lands granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Rail- 
road Company, etc. 


My answer to the gentleman is that we have no right, as fair- 
minded men, to say to the mortgagees, ‘‘ You shall not have any 
power to foreclose your mortgage, you shall not have your legal 
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rights in court unless you will relinquish a portion of the pro rty 
‘that was conveyed to you by your contract of mortgage.” say 
that is a species of blackmail; and as long as that very identical 
question is pending in the Supreme Court, let that court deter- 
mine the rights of “these men, and let us not undertake to say in 
addition that these m: ortgagees shall have no rights even if the 
court says that they have. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. May I ask the gentleman 

Mr. POWERS. I can not yield any further to the gentleman, 
because he interposes a stump speech when he undertakes to pro- 
pose a question. 

The sixth amendment adopted by the House provided that “ in 
every case of failure of thetitle to any lands conveyed or contracted 
to be sold by said Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company, any 
and all rights of such purchaser or his assigns,” etc., shall be pre- 
served. This language was not explicit enough to protect the 
rights of these settlers, and the conference committee has under- 
taken to make it more clear by changing the phraseology so that 
it shall read as follows: 


Provided further, That in case any unconrpleted contracts for the purchase 
of land shall be pending at the time of such foreclosure sale, such new com- 
pany shall, upon payment to it of any unpaid balance of purchase money for 
such land at the time provided in such contracts for the sale thereof, convey 
and release to the holders of such contracts all its title, interest, and estate 
in and to the land embraced in such contracts. 


And after the word ‘‘ company,” in line 4, insert: 
To any bona fide settler and occupant, in a tract of 640 acres or less. 


Now, under the usual limitation of bills of this character the 
rights of settlers have been guarded heretofore where they claimed 
no more than 320 acres. With reference to that we have a general 
statute on this subject, an act passed on the 29th of September, 
1890 (26 Statutes at Large, page 496), where the right is so pro- 
tected toa maximum of 320 acresonly. We gofurther in thiscase, 
because the land is very poor, and in some cases the purchasers 
acquired as much as a whole quarter section; and so we extended 
the mantle of protection to double the amount to which it extended 
under the former statute. 

Amendment No. 7 the committee of conference recommend that 
the House recede from. That amendment is in substance that 
the company shall take out its charter in each State through which 
it shall pass or through which the line runs. It runs through the 
Territories now substantially, and the amendment prevides that 
when they become States they may then require this provision. 

The answer to that proposition is that the company is a Federal 
corporation, and Congress has always retained control of such 
corporations, but has left the property of such company to the 
operation of the State law of taxation, police power, and like sub- 
jects, which are within State regulation and State control. It 
seems to the committee that we ought to follow the unanimous 
practice heretofore, and we are making a charter wherein we 
retain the control of the corporation in our own hands and not 
turn it over to the States through which it may pass. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the gentleman from Vermont yield to 
me for a question? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I was not on the floor when the gentleman 
from Vermont explained the amendment of the House No. 2. I 
notice from the conference report that the Senate recedes from its 
disagreement to this amendment, which was passed on my motion 
and agree to the same with an amendment. Am I to understand 
that this amendment strikes out from the original House bill the 
words: 

Expressly assumed in the contract of purchase at such judicial sale. 


Which were the words which I objected to, and leayes in the 
words which I have substituted therefor, namely: 

Legal charge against said old corporation, 

And inserts before said last words: 

Except such as may have been incurred for wages and su es in the oper- 
ation of the property purchased— som 

So that the whole clause shall read as follows: 

But nothing in this act shall make such purchasers and their associates or 
ae new corporation liable for any debts or claims or contracts of the old 

except such as have been incurred for wages or supplies in the 


Sperasion aa the property purchased, legally ch: le against such old cor- 
, ‘poration. 


Mr. POWERS. The words “legally chargeable against said old 
corporation” are retained. I do not know whether the gentleman 
has the copy of the bill before him that I have, but these words are 
in italics in the copy before me, und following ‘that is the 

“except such as may have been incurred for wages and su 

the operation of ye ger a 

The purpose, I tate touny friend from Mew York, te thts: 
We could not, with propriety, make the bondholders liable for 
debts are an inferior lien of their 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


that provision in or not. 


J ANUARY 29, 


chargeable to the new corporation. As I have already stated at 
the outset of my remarks, that would be the case w we put 


Mr. MITCHELL. Then, as I understand it, the amendment 
recommended by the conference committee leaves the new com- 
ny liable for debts of the old company for labor and supplies, 
so, Ihave no objection to offer to the amendment of the con- 
ference committee. 

Mr. POWERS. I now yield to the gentleman from Arkansas 
{Mr. Terry}. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. TERRY. About fifteen minutes. 

Mr. POWERS. IL yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman, resery- 
ing the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BARRETT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Arkansas if 
he will yield to me for a moment to ask the gentleman from Ver- 
mont a question? 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly; but not to be taken out of my time. 

Mr. BARRETT. I understood the gentleman tosay that at the 
mae time he would allow me time to Sone some statement. [ 

o ask if I may eo on that promise out of the gentle- 
ae time, or does he expect me to acquire the floor in my 


Mr POWERS. I will endeavor to give the gentleman five 
minutes. 

Mr. BARRETT. I will require more time than that. 

Mr. POWERS. Well, I have promised to yield to my friend 
from Arkansas. I will yield to him first, and then several other 
gentlemen want to be heard. 

Mr. BARRETT. I will ask the gentleman not to move the 
any ree 2 a until I have had an opportunity of being heard 
on this 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Terry] 
is recognized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. "TERRY. Mr. Speaker, there are some very important mat- 
ters in this conference report to which I want to direct the atten- 
tion of the House to show why it should not be ad 

This House made an amendment to the Senate 

— the purchaser to pay all the debts y chargeable against 

e old company. That amendment per went too far. It 
wae further than I should have asked the She diets to go. But the 
From ee of the conference committee does not go far enouy)h. 

es for the payment of debts for wages and supplies 
in the operation of the road, but does not make any pro- 
sien for debts and liabilities otherwise incurred in the operation 
of the road. Neither does it make any provision for liabilities on 
account of damages for injuries to persons and property. That 


should be provided for. 
Gentlemen claim that to oe me in any debt that has been incurred 
or liability incurred since the mortgage is not right and proper. 
I take issue a ee there. Every man who takes the 
bond of a railr a first mortgage takes it —_ 
the knowledge that that road be got to be run and operated. «. 
the mortgage would amount to ahadneedbere: ard 
operated, bondholder takes it wi . the knowledge that there 
will be liabilities incurred for injuries to persons and property 
as well as for ope expenses and for wages of employees. 
Now, when a man takes a m upon a ship upon the hi; gh 
seas, when he goes into admiralty to foreclose that mortgage, : 
though there have been debts incurred since his mortgage, in = 
running of the ship, for injuries to persons and erty. for 
wages and salvage, and soon, the court of admiralty reyuires 
that these claims come ahead of the use, they say, 
“When you took your mortgage on this ship, o of what account 
would she be to you unless she was to be run and for the 
en which she was built? You must eee w _ 
‘ou too bottomry bonds or your mortgage t these ha- 
sey would nes ie : 
tendency of modern legislation judicial opinion is to 
require bondholders, when they ask for the tof a re- 
ceiver, to make it a condition precedent to the appointment of 4 
receiver that the bondholders submit to the payment of «ll 
debts and liabilities of the kind that I have named. That has 
been decided over and over T want to.call the attention of 
the Supreme Court and other Fed- 
and to show a the committee 
that it be unjust and ine a! 
table to put these eaanounn tana ahead of the mortgage 
Sn Law Review, of March, 1896 
to railroads, 


1 SS and fit frond ttle abroad 
btains in admiralty, Which wives to'all such’ demands 


which re- 
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ocoieiall fabrics of ere tS Sha y of the wants 
of ‘ ee Sieaibdonene laden in 
Where lies the 


of the sam: — er, pl manner, and 


a. like erence between them 
should not the ert which regulates one nee to the control of tne other! 


Where lies difference between somes the necessity 
justice of the rule which makes the Z liable or a which 
every bondholder knows when he hen! bond must be incurred in main- 


taining it as an instrument of commerce? 


Now, here is the copy of an order made by a Federal judge in 
appointing a receiver: 
alent + meen defendant compan: Sowa 

ee tn ond citizens of this 

Now, I want to anee your i caaoeed to the fact that you men who 
live in States thro which this road runs are in in this 
matter. The road not run through my State, but there are 
thousands of debts due to the residents of your districts and of 
your State— 


And i t appearing to the court that the defendant owes eohtonat 


has incw ties to the residents and citizens of the 
holders thereof could, without vo nt ne np with the legal or auobe 
rights of the com: under set out in Ge: —— 
lect by pr at law from said defendant by 
and earnings, other lawful modes, if not poppe 

= 


this court, and that it would be inequitable and unjust for the court to 


and demands by eppointne a receiver to take and receive the earnings of 
said road during 

bill, wither for the " 
therefore that this ee herein is made 
upon this express. condition, namely all demands, and liabilities 
due or owns b wie the defendant company which were con 


- 


were incurred in this district, or are due or o to any nts of this 
district, for ticket and t balances, or for work, labor, materials, ma- 
chinery, fixtures, and at every kind and character, done, goutnemned 
or furnished in the , equipment, operation, or extension said road 


and its branches in this district, and all 


ant company in the transportation of freight and dam- 

for ‘ajon Which sult bas been brought or was w have 
one pe n which Has bee or mt 
rendered in this State, within twelve m last past; and liabili —— 


said company te persons or corpo: 
ties for said compan 


in garnishment a oO 


aipkanebenmetaion 
= ‘stay or supersedeas bonds or cosh heendin, or teams 
without regard to the date of said 


bonds, or whether Siteeieee in actions or pend- 
ing in this distriet or elsewhere, together with all debts liabilities which 
the said receiver ven mung Seams Se epeselons ens , ineluding claims for 
injuries to pe r as au, are declared to be 
prefe rential de debts, 2 and — by the ver as the same shal! accrue 
out of a of the or out of any funds in his 
hands ap that and if not sooner then the 
same sha. tbe paid outot the procseds of the sala of the said which shall 
not be , pean eh e custody of this.court until said debts and 

are pal 


Now, my friend from Vermont, when this matter was in 
House here, very kindly consented to quite a number of am 
ments. I was surprised at his generosity; but I recollected that 
when he got into a the bill could go thr ae the usual 
course of shaking off all these amendments, and so it 

Now it comes or here in a condition that there is a: protec- 
tion to a large number of men who have claims against this road. 
The only one they proposed to pay is wages and supplies in oper- 


ation. 
Mr. HARRISON. What — of claims do you refer to 
tected? 


there and say they are not 

Mr. TERRY. I refer, sir, to liabilities for injuries to person 
and property; and if I had ‘time, without trespassing upon the 
kindness of the tleman in allo me as much time as he 
has, | would read the various classes of indebtedness protected in 
the order appointing receivers already quoted from. Now, this 
road "gs and he profits which the cou hands of 


pany. Now, if the the judge 
and protect these people when he made 
wagnt ‘can do it now, — 
en a & 
i d hime for the favor, to 
the hands of the court’s I 
rotect the of the citizens; 
e did not in case, it is the du 
—_ who lives in a State whose ci 
old company will in my 
here if he does not vote to dows 
Einited 8 by another conference, to protect these 


Io WERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
ma . Lacey]. 


. Speaker, this conference reportsubstantiall 
Up every point made by the House in their amendments, 


and yields up every point without contest, without resistance, 


without explanation, and without reason. This bill oughé to be 
sent back again to be reconsidered in conference, and the House 
amendments, or at least the more important of them, it seems to 
me, ought to be preserved. They ought to be insisted upon by 
the conference committee. The first proposition is one to relieve 
the Government from the litigation in regard to the land grant. 
On granting to this company a new charter, it is provided that it 
must relinquish to the Government that which is a subject of 
ey resent litigation. The Government declared a forfeiture of the 

d granted coterminus with that part of the road not built in 
1886. The company has since the forfeiture of the grant, and 
since the declaration of the forfeiture, constructed a portion 
of this road, and now claims it, notwithstanding the forfeiture. 
The House passed an amendment providing that if a new charter 
was given to the company it must relinquish this claim and re- 
lieve the Government trom this litigation and relieve the country 
through which the road runs of the blight that this claim makes 
on the land, and to provide for opening it for settlement. 

Next, the "House provided that this Federal corporation in exer- 
cising its rights in any State or Territory must doso subject to the 
right of the State or Territory to require local incorporations. 
Heretofore Federal charters have had no such provision in then. 
They ought tohave had. It has been a mistake not to insert some 
such provision in Federal charters heretofore. Now, we are 
granting a new charter to the company, and we are asked to 
ae this provision, and the reason given by the conference 

t is because we did not require it before in charters of other 
calves companies. Well, have we not learned something about 
these United States corporations? Have we not learned that we 
made a mistake when we did not require sucha corporation exer- 
cising its rights in ——— or Territory to do so subject to the 
right of the States or Territories to require a local incorporation? 
Have we not learned from past experience that the States should 
be protected in such matters? The States are not bound to exer- 
cise the right proposed. If the corporations do not abuse their 
rights and seniness the States will not demand their subjection 
to local jurisdiction. But this will be a bond held over them to 
protect the States from abuse under the charter which we are 
about to grant to this corporation. Both of these amendments, 
it seems to me, ought to be maintained, and the committee, instea: i 
of abandoning them without a struggle,should have insisted to 
the last point for both of these provisions. 

Mr. WERS. Inowyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. N}. 

Mr. RISON. Mr. Speaker, the objections of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. ns and of the gentleman from lowa 
[Mr. Lacey], who last ad the House, carry upon their face 
a plausibility that is attractive to those who are in favor of pay- 
ing debts. I agree tothat sentiment. I wish it were in the power 
of Congress to have the debts of thisold company paid. But I desire 
to ask my friends from Iowa and from Arkansas not to confound 
the holders of these bonds with the old company that incurred the 
debt. This is merely an equitable question, one that has doubt- 
less been settled by the court in this case, or, if it has not been 
settled, it will be, in adjudicating the questions involved in these 
foreclosure proceedings the rights of the different creditors of the 
old company. 

_Are we here now, by a quasi judicial enactment, to change the 

ights of these ies, and to say that notwithstanding the rights 
the holders of these bonds have secured to themselves 

“ie the acts of authorizing this company to make a 
mortgage and to go into the courts and have their rights adjudi- 
cated—are we now, by legislative enactment, to overrule the 
decision of the courts having jurisdiction in the matter? Yet 
that is the logical conclusion of the remarks of the gentleman 
from lowa. The law, as I understand it, is not changed by the 
decision which has been referred to by the gentleman from 
Arkansas. I have never examined that particular decision, but 
I noticed the a the court as the gentleman read it. and 
it was to the effect that the tendency of the courts is to protect 
the o ing e of the railroad. The language of the 
— ie now : on is “‘ for labor and supplies.” 
te ‘naeseieng or the operating expenses? The gentle- 
man from Arkansas read a Saaieioen Spades it to operating 
expenses, but when I ask him what other character of claims he 
desired to incorporate beyond that, he could only name one class, 
to wit, damages for personal injuries. Now, is there a court in 
the United States that has ever held that a first mortgage on 

ne or on any other property, is subordinate to any such a 
claim as that? 

Mr. TERRY. In the order ea @ receiver, a portion of 
which I read, it is set forth, as I stated, that that order provides 
for all liabilities on account of injuries to both persons and prop- 
erty; and there are other Sh we covered by it, as I can show the 


—— when I oe back. 
Well t I think I have stated correctly the 
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gentleman's answer to my question, and I take issue with him 
upon this being the law of the land. I do not believe that the 
eourts of last resort of this country have held, or ever will hold, 
any such doctrine as that contended for by the gentleman from 
Arkansas, the effect of which would be that when a party makes 
a contract and takes a first-mortgage lien upon any property, 
whether a railroad or anything else, that lien shall be subordi- 
nated to claims arising out of the misconduct or malfeasance of 
employees of the mortgagor. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I said in the beginning, it would delight 
me to make this old company pay all its debts, if Icould; but I do 
not think it is right for Congress to come in and, by legislative 
enactment, undertake to change or overruie the decisions of the 
courts. I regard such legislation as a direct legislative interfer- 
ence with the courts of the country, and for that reason I think the 
conference report ought to be adopted. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Suppose we refuse to pass this bill at all, 
will not the mortgagees have all the rights secured under their 
mortgage secured to them and all that they can possibly get under 
this legislation? 

Mr. HARRISON. I think not. Without the right to operate 
the road it would be worth very little to them. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Can not they get that right by a charter 
from a State? 

Mr. HARRISON. This road, I understand, runs principally 
through the Territories, so that they are obliged to come here for 
authority. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. They knew that fact when they took the 
mortgage. did they not? 

Mr. HARRISON. I suppose they did, and that they also bought 
these bonds under an implied contract with the Government that 
it would not refuse the usual remedy accorded purchasers, to wit, 
to be and exist as a corporation. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. that we are not interfering with any of 
their rights if we refuse to pass this bill? 

Mr. HARRISON. I think we are.. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I think I can answer the question 
the gentleman from Illinois propounds. He asks whether these 
mortgagees will not have the same rights if we refuse to pass this 
bill as if we pass it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. They will have all the rights under their 


contract. 
It has been held in two instances 


Mr. POWERS. Not at all. 
by the Supreme Court of the United States that where a mort- 
gage does not specifically convey the franchise to be a corporation 
the mortgagees can not be a corporation, and the object of this bill 
is simply to give these mortgagees that right. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. They knew that was the law when they 
took their mortgage. 

Mr. POWERS. No; everybody supposed the law was different 
at that time. The decision was a surprise to the legal profession; 
but the court has so held, and we have to subscribe to that doc- 
trine. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the two contentions most urged here against 
this bill are, first, the contention urged by the gentleman from 
Iowa {Mr. Lacey], that we ought to exact of this company, asa 
condition precedent, that they relinquish all right to this land 
grant. Thatcomes down to this plain proposition. Ihave amort- 
gage against a man upon his farm and I gointocourt to foreclose, 
and the court says to me: ‘‘Unless you surrender Blackacre ”— 
when my mortgage covers both Blackacre and Whiteacre—“ un- 
less you surrender Blackacre we will not allow you your legal 
rights.” It is levying a species of blackmail upon these gentle- 
men. These bondholders are innocent parties, who put their money 
into this mortgage; and the mortgage to-day is held largely by 
people holding trust funds, such asguardians, trustees, old women, 
and children, etc. It is proposed that we say to these ies, 
** You shall not have your rights in court unless you will relin- 
quish a part of your claim to the real estate which was mortgaged 
to you.” Isthat right? Does the House of Representatives pro- 
pose to establish a doctrine of that kind? I think not. 

Secondly, the gentlemen says that we ought to permit the Ter- 
ritories through which this road runs to require the road, after 
they become States, to take out a State charter. What sense is 
therein that? This company is chartered by Congress. Congress 
will retain full control over their rights. hy, then, subject these 
innocent parties to the control of half a dozen different State or- 
ganizations when they are trying to get out of this property the 
money which they, in the utmost good faith, inves in it? 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question. 

Mr. BARRETT. I understood the gentleman from Vermont to 
agree to yield to me some time. 

Mr. POWERS. I agreed to yield the gentleman some time if 
we had it; but I understand our time is exhausted. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I hope the gentleman from Vermont 
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will not ask for the previous question until I have been allowed 
to occupy a few minutes. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont has six minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. POWERS. Then I yield to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. BARRETT] three minutes, 

Mr. BARRETT. That is hardly fair. I ask the House to vote 
down the previous question and give us a chance to discuss this 
bill on its merits—not to try to ‘‘railroad” this bill through here 
for the benefit of stockjobbers. I ask the House to vote down the 
peerion-e question, and let this matter be discussed. I have some 

acts that I want to bring out, and the gentleman is trying to pre- 
vent its being done. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the demand for the previous 
question. 

The question being put, the previous question was not ordered, 

The SPEAKER. e House refuses to order the previous ques- 
tion. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT] is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, when I asked the gentleman 
from Vermont to be allowed to answer the question asked in good 
faith by my colleague, it was because I had taken the pains to get 
some facts in reference to this matter which the House is entitled 
to know. Having been the one, when this matter was first pre- 
sented in December to the House, to offer an amendment touching 
this pending subject, I thought I might be accorded the courtesy 
of occupying a little length of time in some observations on the 
amendment in dispute between the two Houses. 

Now, I wish to confine my remarks, Mr. Speaker, to the part of 
this measure which refers to the issue of stock by this company. 

I wish to say in the inning that no railroad was ever con- 
structed in this country whose history is so black with fraud and 
dishonor as the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad No railroad was 
ever constructed in this country whose securities were issued in 
such amount and under such conditions as has attached to this 
corporation. 

y friend and colleague ond Moopy] offered an amendment 
when this matter was up before that the securities in the form of 
stock to be issued by this new corporation should be confined to 
the amount of the mo debt. is amendment was accepted 
by the committee and unanimously adopted. The gentleman 
from Vermont has reported an amendment in its place, which he 
says is merely verbal in its form, which limits the stock to be 
issued to the amount of the funded debt. 

I want to make clear to the House the important difference be- 
tween the amendment adopted by the House and that reported by 
the conference committee. 

Now, what is the status of the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad? 
It is bankrupt, di , dishonored, beyond the power of re- 
demption. It pays no interest on its mortgage debt in any form 
whatever. It does not earn enough to do it. But the whole 
contention made here is that this matter of reorganization is to 
enable the innocent holders of those securities to be put on their 
feet and to reorganize the company. 

The gentleman from Vermont, who has occupied a place on the 
supreme court of his State, has affected to cast ridicule on me 
because I tried to throw a little light on this question. Yet the 
gentleman from Vermont, either willfully or not—I prefer to 
assume not—bas made a statement in this House which is abso- 
lutely void of any foundation. 

Now, what doesthe gentleman from Vermont claim? He claims 
that the innocent holders of the securities of this road are entitled 
to an opportunity to reorganize, and that it would be ‘ black- 
mail ”—he charges this House with an attempt at “‘ blackmail "— 
to put into this bill certain reasonable provisions. 

What is the fact about this reorganization? The stockholders 
of this road are not considered one bit in this reorganization. 
The holders of these minor bonds and securities which the gen*le- 
man claims that he desires to protect are not considered in this 
bill. There are on this road—I speak solely of the part known as 
the ‘“‘ Western Division,” commonly known as the Atlantic and 
Pacific—$16,000,000 of 4 per cent bonds which were issued to rep- 
resent an equal number of old 6 per cent bonds. These are held 
in the hands of the reorganization committee. There are also 
$5,000,000 of second-mortgage bonds. There are $12,000,000 worth 
of income bonds, and there are $79,000,000 worth of stock. The 
bondholders’ committee, representing this $16,000,000 of first- 
mort; bonds, has already entered into an agreement with the 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad to sell out the entire 
property, to it and transfer to it the first mortgage of $16,000,000 

return for a payment which amounts in cash at present value 
of securities to $10,600,000. The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe 


Railroad is to have, as soon as a few legal technicalities are com: 
plied with, the possession and control of this property for a pay- 
ment of $10,600,000! 

Now, my friend and colleague [Mr. Moopy] offered an amend- 
ment, when this bill was under consideration in the House, to the 
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effect that the new corporation should be confined in its gratui- 
tous issue of s te an amount equal to the mortgage debts. 
These amounts to $21,000,000. 

But this conference report provides that the Atchison, Topeka 
and Santa Fe Railroad corporation, through whose conduct the 
constituents of the gentleman from Vermont and myself have lost 
millions and millions of dollars—the amendment provides that it 
should be allowed for $10,600,000 to keep alive a mortgage debt 
of $16,000,000, and to issue in addition stock to the extent of 

,000,000. 
wr good deal has been said about ‘‘ innocent bondholders ” in con- 
nection with this matter, and the peieaee from Vermont [Mr. 
PowERs] went into a very lengthy legal statement as to how 
bankrupt railroad properties reorganized. He = us to 
infer that the whole of the mortgage indebtedness would be wiped 
out, and its place taken by the new issue of stock. 

Now, let us see how the reorganization is to take place. This is 
the way: oo Saag ce — of ap 4 aa, first- 
mor m to the treasury 0: e ison, Topeka 
and ta Fe Raflroad: it is there kept alive, and that railroad— 
not the present stockholders of the Atlantic and Pacific, but the 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad—under this act becomes 
the owner of the Atlantic and Pacific, and in return for $10,600,000, 
which it is required to pay in cash value, is to be allowed to 
issue $49,000,000 worth of securties. 

Mr. Speaker, my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] and 
myself have obj to that; and — ee 

In the first place, Massachusetts, whose legislation has blazed a 
path in almost every direction of eeeereareanee has put on its 
statute books, to the great satisfaction of all of our people, a law 
that no rai corporation shall issue securities except on full 
payment at their par value. In this bill, before it went to the 
conference committee, both. Houses, by an order of each House, 
voted that no new stock should be issued after the reorganization 
is completed, except upon full compensation, either in money or 
service, 

And yet the conference committee seeks to induce this House 
to recede from that ition, so as to authorize an issue of stock 
amounting to $33,000,000 for no consideration whatever, equal 
in value to every dollar of stock hereafter issued for full value. 
It asks us to authorize the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe road 
to issue $49,000,000 of securities for a pocgenty for which it pays 
in present values not exceeding $10,600,000. 

ut my friend from Vermont says that this extra stock should 
be issued on the “funded debt,” as it stands now on the Atlantic 
and Pacific Com aor Let us see how that is. What is tho 
funded debt? It includes, in addition to the ‘‘mortgage debt,” 
$12,000,000 of income bonds, now selling in the market at 1 cent 
on the dollar. This amendment, proposed by the conference com- 
mittee, is a pon toissue for something that is without value 
to-day stock which the succeeding sections of the bill provide 
shall be hereafter not issued except on full payment at par value! 

Now, the Dre woencws from Vermont says that this has nothing 
to do with measure, that it is only a legal matter. He pro- 
fesses not to know, and evidently does not care, about the details 
of this reorganization. He wishes to leave it all to the people who 
are buying this road. He claims that it is a mere legal matter. 
Let us see whether it is. It is a question whether Congress now 
proposes to be a party to, and to authorize, and to stand back of 
one of the greatest stock-watering schemes ever put forward in 
any legislative body. 

Mr. Speaker, how can we ask men who seek to mortgage worth- 
less farms in the West for Eastern money, or for the purpose of 
procuring money for the transaction of business, or who use un- 
warranted methods to induce the loans of money—I say how can 
Wwe expect them to be dumfounded and bring them to the light 
of day if we ourselves, by our legislation on this floor, shall au- 
thorize the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad Company to 
issue securities to the extent of $49,000,000 on property which cost 
them but $10,600,000 at present values? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the amendment offered by my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy], written in my presence and written 

. if he had known as much as we both of us 
know to-day, have been couched in exactly the form in which it 
is framed. We ought to have said: 


That the Ate . uirin 
ta iam ea Pecan Gants Yo Radzoad Conspany i coariing 
Railroad of nly represent the cost to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe 

He, like myself and others, thought that the mortgage indebted: 
hie would t actual value, and putin the language that 

is issue sh be limited tothe amount of the mortgage. That 
amount now is $21,000,000, and if the House insists upon the amend- 
ment which has already been adopted with consent of the chairman 
of the committee, the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers], 
-_ without euaeetion.—if it shall simply insist on the amendment 

as adopted—it thereby authorizes the issue of $33,000,000 of 
Securities for a property which will cost the purchaser ten millions. 
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_ I desire now to move that the House instruct its conferees to 
insist upon amendments 3 and 4, which are the amendments offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy], and which 
have regard to the preventing of the wholesale issue of stock with- 
out proper consideration, 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Also amendment No. 5, which relates 
to this enormous land t. 

Mr. LACEY. And No. 7. 

Mr. MOODY. Just insist generally. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I am on my feet to reply to the 
distinguished chairman of the committee [Mr. Powers], when he 
said, in a rather supercilious tone, that when he wanted informa- 
tion on this subject of stock watering, he knew where to ask for 
it, and did not deign to ask me. I have not proposed to offer any 
amendment except that upon which I claim to be thoroughly 
versed, but, as I thoroughly sympathize with the amendment 
offered by my friends, and fearful lest another opportunity may 
be denied, by springing the previous question, to prevent this 
House from having ample opportunity to consider it, I include in 
my motion that the conferees be instructed to insist upon amend- 
ments numbered 5, 6, and 7, so that the motion, as I now make it, 
is that the conferees be instructed to insist upon amendments 
numbered 8, 4, 5, 6, and 7. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is on agreeing 
or di ing to the conference report. 

Mr. BARRETT. AsIread the Manual, it is now in order to 
move to instruct the conferees to insist. 

The SPEAKER. But the first question thut must be disposed 
of is whether the House will agree to this conference report. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not know as this comes out 
of my time, but to show that I did it thinking that I was within 
the rules of the House, I will read from the Manual, page 359. 

Pending the consideration of the report of a conference committee, it is in 


order to instruct the conferees on the part of the House in respect to any 
matter in dispute between the Houses. 


I may be wrong, but that is the basis on which I made my 
motion. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, before I conclude I want to make one remark 
on this conference report; and I am perfectly well aware, Mr. 
Speaker, without ag eee by any members who have served 
in this House longer than I, with what supreme ridicule any effort 
on the part of a new member who tries either to inteiligently un- 
derstand the business of the House or in a respectful way to rep- 
resent what he believes to be the wishes of his constituents is 
received in some quarters. 

These conference reports are among the most important matters 
which come before the House of Representatives. We go through 
a long discussion of a measure. Amendments are accepted by the 
member wagons Soci bill in charge. They are agreed to unani- 
mously by the House of Representatives, and then we are told in 
the corridors with laughter and a sunny smile, ‘‘ We will attend 
to that in conference.” 

This particular committee went into conference, and as has 
been suggested by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], without 
making any attempt to defend the propositions of the House, this 
committee comes in here with a conference report. when, no mat- 
ter what may be their personal feelings on a measure, they are 
bound by their appointment as conferees, having the judgment 
and confidence of this House in their keeping, to insist upon and 
maintain the action of the branch which they represent. 

These conference —— make the gist of important legislation 
which comes to this House. They are all important. How do 
they come in? Do they come in like other matters of legislation, 
ordered by the rules to be printed, and the report and the amend- 
ments thus brought fo ly before the attention of the House? 
I say no. They can be brought in here, under the rule, at any 
time after the reading of the Journal. No matter what other ques- 
tion may be under consideration, after the reading of the Journal 
a proposition to consider a conference report is in order. How 
are they generally made? They are brought in here with amend- 
ments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, and so on, sometimes running into the 





res, 

In the disorder or inattention in this House it is said that ‘the 
conferees have yielded on Senate amendments 6, 8, and 12,” for 
instance, and “the Senate conferees have agreed to amendments 9, 
11, and 150f the House.” Very few members do or can know what 
are the points in issue. Then the previous question is moved. I 
say for one, having tried to give attention to the proceedings of 
this House, that it is almost impossible for a man sitting in his 
seat to understand what is the intention and purport of many of 
these conference committees. And then, in addition to that, we 
have tremendous power placed in the hands of the chairman of 
the committee, who monopolizes the floor on debate. To-day the 
chairman has attempted to prevent a gentleman who rose in his 
place and said that he has information to contribute on this spe- 
cial subject to be heard, by moving the previous question, so that 
no further discussion could be had. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, 
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that it is a parody on parliamentary performance, and that it is 
an insult to those who desire to vote right and also intelligently 
in this House. [Applause. ] 

When this bill came up, I took an interest in it by reason of the 
fact that the State of Massachusetts has conmatithed itself against 
these stock-watering schemes. My friend and colleague [Mr. 
Moopy] also took an interest in it. 1 was anxious to see this con- 
ference report when made. At length I went to the chairman of 
the committee and asked him if it had been made, He said it 
had. Isaid, ‘‘ Has it been printed?” and he said, ‘‘It is in my 
desk.” I want to be perfectly fair to the gentleman. He took it 
from his desk and I had an opportunity to read it, and yesterday 


he said he would move to have it printed and this morning call it up : 


as soon as the Journal had been approved. Now, I say, not being 
a lawyer, but after listening to the statements made by gentlemen 
on other features of the bill than the stock-issue amendments, as 
a member of this House, that any attempt to prevent honest and 
fair, and, if necessary. considerable discussion on this bill is an 
outrage and ought not to be condoned. The House evidently 
thought the same in refusing the previous question when asked. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time, asking, 
first, how much time I have left. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has forty minutes. 

Mr. BARRETT. I was about to ask, in no way to attempt to 
delay the proceedings, whether or not the Chair is of the opinion 
that a motion to instruct is not in order? 

The SPEAKER. The matter before the House is on agreeing 
to the report of the committee of conference. Upon an examina- 
tion of the authority cited by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
that was a report of a disagreement; and it resulted, although the 
Chair has not examined the entire debate as yet (has not quite 
finished it)—it seems to have ended with a proposition for a new 
conference. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that the method by which the thing could be ar- 
rived at, which he is evidently aiming at, is by voting down, if 
the House sees fit, the conference report, and then ask for a new 
conference; and, before the conferees are appointed, make a mo- 
tion to instruct them—if the House sees fit. 

Mr. BARRETT. Well, Mr. Speaker, I of course acquiesce and 
agree in the proposition made by the Chair, but it seems to me 
that this proceeding was analogous to a motion to recommit with 
instructions. 

The SPEAKER, The difficulty is that the conference commit- 
tee has discharged its duty and has ceased. 

Mr. BARRETT. If the Chair will pardon me, if the House 
should disagree to the report of the committee, it would thereb 
become deceased; but if the motion were made to recommit with 
instructions as a subsidiary motion preliminary to that, to keep it 
alive for the new conference as the House wished they should 
proceed as directed. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Massachusetts can 
ee authority upon that subject, the Chair would be glad to 

ave it. 

Mr. BARRETT. Isimply put my motion, in order that it may 
instruct the committee. 

Mr. POWERS. I yield to my colleague from Vermont five 
minutes. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Irise toa pointof order. The time of 
the gentleman from Vermont has expired. I submit that he can 
not yield to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. COOKE of Iihnois. I submit—— 

Mr. BARRETT. I make the point of order. I would like—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman in 
front to state his point of order. 

Mr. COOKE of fllinois. I make the point of order that the time 
of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers] has expired, and 
that now the members in opposition have control of the time. 

Mr. GROUT. But I addressed the Chair. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Massachusettsis in charge 
of the report now before the House, and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has reserved his time, which leaves the matter open 
for the Chair to recognize some other gentleman if any gentleman 
ae him. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] has 

one so. 

Mr. BARRETT. The point of order I make, Mr. Speaker, is 
that the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers]. having occupied 
an hour, can not occupy a further hour to the exclusion of any 
gentleman who has been recognized. 

3 se GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I addressed the Chair in my own 
r. BARRETT. 
to the other 

The SPEZ 


I beg the S- pardon; I was referring 
ntleman from Vermont. 


: R. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] 
is —— 
Mi. GROUT. Ido not insist upon being recognized now, Mr. 





Speaker, but I do wish to be heard for a few minutes on this sub- 
=<. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cooxg] can proceed if he 
esires. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Grout] kindly yielded to me, and I shall occupy only 
about ten minutes. I desire to say that when this matter was up 
before the House upon the Senate bill as it came over here the 
gentleman from Vermont {[Mr. PowErs], speaking of these land 
grants, was hardly ingenuous. He spoke of the lands as having 
no value. He used these words, which will be found on page 1:() 
of the REcorD: 


It became a part of the rights of that company to take those lands, but it 
turns out upon investigation that the lands are in the arid region; they are 


good for nothing. 

Further on, when the House was about to vote upon amend- 
ment No. 5, which requires this company to recognize the fori ei- 
ture of the land grant and to stop its litigation with the Govern- 


ment concerning the title to those lands, the gentleman from 
Vermont said: 


Mr. Speaker, the Government of the United States has already instituted 
a suit to declare a forfeiture of these lands. A suit is now pending. |t is 
being argued in the Supreme Court of the United States to-day, and it seems 
to me we should not undertake to blackmail this company as the cdndition 
upon which they shall have the right to organize into a corporation. 

Almost immediately after the utterance of those words by the 
gentleman from Vermont the House, by a vote of 78 to 43, adopted 
the amendment. ; 

Now, I submit as a lawyer that the bill which is before the 
House upon the conference report will operate, under its peculiar 
language, as an enlarging act, an enabling act. It will operate as 
a recognition of the claim which is made under the act of 1871 (by 
the terms of which latter act the company was authorized to mort- 
gage its lands) in such & way as to carry out and give substantial 
grounds for the contention of this corporation and for the con- 
struction which it attempts to place upon the act of 1871. In 
other words, it recognizes that act, and it recognizes that con- 
struction of it which is contended for by the company. This bill 
begins in its title by saying that its purpose is— 

To define the rights of purchasers under mortgages authorized by an act 


of Congress approved April 20, 1871, concerning the Atlantic and Pacific Rail- 
road Company. 


And it uses this further language: 


That whenever any mortgage made by the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad, 
under and by, virtue of acts of Congress, is f > 


Then, further down, it uses this language: 


The new company which shall have and shall be entitled to hoid and possess 
the franchises and property so sold. 

So that, Mr. Speaker, if the act of 1871 is subject to the construc- 
tion that it would give the corporation the power to mortgage 
these lands notwithstanding the forfeiture act of 1886, then this 
legislation would maintain and validate everything that is claimed 
in behalf of this corporation. 

Now, I desire to say that this is a large subject, The litigation 
concerning these Jand grants has been going on for many years. 
There have been suits brought in California concerning these 
grants, where the Southern Pacific Railroad Company have claimed 
to take the lands which did not pass to the Atlantic and Pacific 
Company, and there is litigation now pending that has come up 
from the supreme court of New Mexico concerning lands in New 
Mexico, notwithstanding the forfeiture act of 1886, which, as [ 
have already indicated, was passed by the House of Representa- 
tives in the Forty-ninth Congress, at its first session, upon the re- 
port of the Committee on Public Lands, a report made by Mr. 
Cobb, which was filed February 3, 1886. That report very ably 
and exhaustively examined the whole question as to the validity, 
the scope, and the effect of the act of 1871, and, as a result of that 
investigation and that report, the House the forfeiture act 
of July 6, 1886; and | undertake to say that the main reason !oT 
that action was that the co: tion had entirely neglected to 
a to the charter of 1866, by which it was given this enormous 
land grant. 

The land grant involved here is of enormous proportions, largeT 
than any other grant ever made to a railroad company. [| bold in 
my hand two plats which show the constructed portion and the 
lands earned up to the time of the of the act of 1886 and 
also the construction since that time. plats show the lands 
that are in controversy in these multitudinous suits between the 
Government and the representatives of this company. Without 
taking up too much of the time of the House now, I will submit 
in my remarks a table showing the lands which will be forfeited 
if we insist upon this amendment No.5. In the Indian Territory 
this co tion is ing a claim to certain lands. I think :»y- 
self that the claim is without any foundation whatever, but the 
corporation are making a claim for lands in the Indian Territory 
which, if their contention is t, would give them those lands «8 
soon as the Indian titles have been extinguished by the 
treaties now in progress. 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Ishould like to ask the gentleman 
one question. 

Mz COOKE of Minois. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. What isthe necessity of any legis- 
lation whatever at this time with respect to the subject-matter of 
this bill? Is there any urgent necessity for the passage of such a 

pill? 
Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I am not urging the bill, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. [ did not understand that the gen- 
tleman was urging the of the bill; but he is familiar with 
the situation, and I want to know whether in his opinion there is 
any urgent necessity for passing this kind of a bill now. 

Mr. COOKE of Titimoie. is. I rather think that the purchasers 
under the foreclosure ought to have a charter under proper restric- 
tions; but 1 do not think that while they are getting such a char- 
ter from Congress, Congress should override important legislation 
which has been ore enacted with respect to these enormous 
land grants. . 

Mr. MOODY. Will the gentleman pardon me a question? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. MOODY. Does not the gentleman think it would be better 
in granting a charter to these new corporators to grant one 
specifically, instead of doing so by reference to an old charter 
passed in 1866, when ht on this subject was in a very differ- 
ent stage of development what it is to-day? — 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I thoroughly agree with my friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy]. The peculiar e with 
which this bill starts out, and language which it 
employs when it deals with any property rights to be acquired 
under these foreclosures, is at least of a most suspicious character, 
in the point of view that the language may lead to ambiguity and 
misconstruction—to different constructions in different courts. 
For this reason I believe it would be better, as the gentleman 
from Massachusetts suggests, that there should be a straight out- 
and-out charter in and of itself, containing within itself > 
thing intended to be granted, and granting nothing not directly 

anted. 

O Mr. Speaker, I was about to say, concerning the extent of the 
land grants here involved, that in the Indian Territory there is 
involved, of granted lands and indemnity lands which would be 
forfeited if we insist upon this amendment No. 5, and which were 
forfeited under the act of 1886, the enormous amount of 20,800,000 
acres. In the Territory of New Mexico, from the Texas line to 
Ysleta, a mileage of about 260 miles, the total amount of granted 
and indemnity lands which would thus be forfeited reaches 
8,320,000 acres. Im California the amount of lands, both granted 
and indemnity, reaches 12,073,600 acres, making a total of granted 
and indemnity lands of 41,193,600 acres, and this leaves to the 
purchasers under this mortgage and to the corporation all its 
rights to lands earned by the construction of the road within the 
terms of the act of 1886 and the act of 1871. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we can not shut our eyes to the enormous 
amount of litigation which is going on in this matter in the differ- 
ent States. y, sir, in one case which has recently come up 
from the supreme court of New Mexico—I hold the transcript of 
the record in my hand—the court, in a very able decision, con- 
struing the act of 1871 and the act of 1886, together with the origi- 
nal grant of 1866, holds that the lands were properly, legally, and 
completely forfeited by the act of July 6, 1886. And, sir, I hold, 
as one member of this House, that we are only observing and — 
forming our duty if we require this tion to stop this liti- 
gation. to stop this contention which looks to the —— the 
grant and the a repeal of the forfeiture act— the 
abandonment of such litigation shall be required by us as a con- 
eae precedent to giving this company a charter which shall last 

orever, 

Mr. Speaker, 1 reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. GROUT addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to ask my colleague [Mr. CookE 
of ae a question in his time. 
on ) of Illinois. I should be glad to answer any ques- 

Mr. BARRETT. Has the gentleman from Illinois - CooKE] 
exhausted the fifteen minutes which I yielded to him 
q COOKE of Illinois. As I understand, I have been talking 

y Own time, 
me SPEAKER. The Chair understood that the gentleman from 
linois {Mr. Cooke] was speaking in the time of the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. Gaovr). 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. 1 did not wish to do so, but if that is 
the fact, I back to the gentleman any time I may have used. 
ot tT yield to the gentleman from iilinois (Mr. 
ite call two tninutee more > which to answer = question 

: ue . CANNON] desires to propoun 
Mr, CANNOM: Mr. Speaker, I have been — 

find out what is its effect. Section 5 of the which it is 
Proposed to strike out, provides as a condition precedent that this 


company shall relinquish any supposed right it may have to cer- 
tain lands. Now, if I recollect aright, there was in 1886 an act 
of forfeiture as to all unearned portions of this land grant, 

Mr. COOKE of Iilinois. That is right; that act applied to all 
portions of the road not constructed up to that moment. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, are we to understand that this railway 
company or its assignees claim lands that were earned, according 
to their contention, after the act of forfeiture? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Certainly; and the enormous extent 
of those lancs I have already stated. They reach, of ungranted 
lands and indemnity lands, the amount of 41,000,000 acres and 


more. 

Mr. CANNON. In other words, the time for construction of 
their road having expired and the act of forfeiture having been 
passed by Congress, they still went on and constructed additional 
road, and they now claim that they are entitled to the lands for 
such construction, notwithstanding the act of forfeiture? 

Mr. COOKE of Dlinois. That is what they claim. The lands 
so claimed run through the Indian Territory, run through New 
Mexico from the Texas line to Ysleta, and from the Needles over 
at the boundary of Arizona away up to San Francisco. 

Now, I do not concede fora moment that they have any valid 
claim to lands in the Indian Territory or in California; but they 
claim such lands, as this record shows; and because they claim 
them, and because they have millions of dollars with which to con- 
duct this kind of litigation in the face of Congress and its legisla- 
tion, I propose, for my part, that they relinquish their claim to 
such lands which they never earned, because they never built the 
a even within the terms of the act of 1871, let alone the act of 
1866. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. As I understand it, the philosophy of your 
argument is that the bondholders must suffer from the misconduct 
of the railroad company? 

Mr. COOKE of Lilinois. My argument was, Mr. Speaker, that 
we should give to these people all that the law authorizes them to 
receive by the broadest latitude of construc*ion, but nothing more. 
Weare not under any obligation to give them all they claim; let 
us give them what is their due. 

.GROUT. Mr. Speaker, the question concerning the right 
of this railroad to the land grant is now before the Supreme Court, 
has been argued, and for aught we know, the court has reached a 
conclusion, so that at this very moment all the rights of both the 
Government and of this corporation to this land are actually deter- 
mined and only await announcement by the court. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask if it would not be better to take the 
judgment of the court rather than for us to undertake to decide 
this question on the fragmentary and partial information with 
which we are furnished. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I hold the records of all these transac- 
tions in my hands. 

Mr. GROUT. I am quite willing to leave it to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and that is where thisconference report 
pro s to leave it. 

hen this bill the House, Mr. Speaker, I was, I must 
confess, astonished at some of the amendments that had been 
offered to it, many of which were put on the bill. Here, to begin 
with, was a grant of a charter by Congress to the Atlantic and 
Pacific Railway to construct a road. It granted to this company 
the power to mortgage the road under certain conditions. They 
did so, and sold the bonds; and the bondholders come before you 
now for the purpose of reorganization. They come because it 
turns out that instead of the mortgage when issued authorizing 
the road to be a corporation, in the hands of the bondholders, it 
fails to do so. Everybody supposed that it did. Lawyers would 
say offhand that authority to issue a mortgage would carry with 
it the right to be a corporation; but the Supreme Court in other 
cases where precisely the same language is used have held that 
it did not convey the right to be a corporation; and so, while the 
title is perfect in the bondholders, they can not organize into a 
corporation without this legislation. This is necessary for the 
preservation of their property rights. 

My friend from Illinois { r. COOKE], in the course of his argu- 
ment frankly stated that the company, in his judgment, is fairly 
entitled toits charter. Soitis. There is no question about that. 
If Congress withholds it, it will be an injustice to the bondholders. 
They took the bonds with the expectation that they would be 
granted the right, or had been granted the right, of reorganization 
under them. And it is only by the discovery of a defect in the 
wording of the language of the law that the bondholders are not 
possessed of that right now. 

But.I was saying, Mr. Speaker, that I was somewhat astonished 
to see this bill loaded down with some of the amendments that 
were attached to it when it passed the House. But it went tothe 
Senate, and that body nonconcurred in the House amendments, 
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and the matter went into conference; and now let us see just 
where the conference report leaves us, and see if, as fair men, we 
can sustain that report, orif, as fair men, we must insist that it be 
rejected. Let us look at it not alone as individuals, but in the 
light of Representatives, occupying the position we do here with 
reference to the interests of the whole people and for the purpose 
of preserving the consistency of our legislation. 

In the first place, in the conference report—and I can not follow 
it in detail, for I have not had time to examine it thoroughly— 
but in the first place there is an amendment put on, as members 
of the House will perhaps recall, an amendment providing that all 
the debts assumed by the original management should be assumed 
and paid by this new company before they shall have a charter. 
This makes no exception. It puts on them debts which could not 
in law be charged to the bondholders. It provides for subsequent 
debts. Just think of the idea! Gentlemen of the House surely do 
not intend to go that far. It would be dishonorable, and every 
gentleman will say so when he comes to consider it fully and the 
effect of it. But the amendment was placed on the bill. What 
has the conference committee done with it? They said simply the 
amendment should be stricken out and the words inserted, ‘‘ ex- 
cept such debts as may have been incurred for wages or supplies 
in the operation of the property purchased.” That includes just 
those debts which in equity they would have to pay in reorgan- 
izing. The courts have generally decided that this class of debts 
should be paid, though it has not been uniformly so decided; but 
the courts lean that way, and we can safely stand on that pro- 
vision, and this the conference committee has done. 

Now, who will say this is unfair? Is it unjust? I leave it to 
any gentleman here who thinks of the matter fora moment. The 
amendment leaves a debt to be paid by the new company which 
the law and the decisions of the court would leave for them to 

ay, and we do not undertake to go beyond that. Could anything 
be fairer? What more can be fairly required of this corporation? 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. DolI understand that this section 5, or pro- 
viso No. 5, is stricken out of the bill? 

Mr. GROUT. With reference to the lands? 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes. 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly; because, as I have stated, in the first 
sentences I uttered, this matter is with the court. If the court 
says that this land grant is forfeited, itis gone. If the courts sa 
it is not forfeited, then this company will have the rights whic 
belong to it, and those rights will be determined by the court. 
Who will say he is afraid to leave this to the court? 

Mr. BOATNER.. Another question. if my friend willallow. If 
section 5 were retained in the bill and the company should refuse 
to make the conveyance which this calls for, would not that be a 
legislative admission on the part of Congress that the title to this 
property lies in the railroad? 

r.GROUT. Oh, but the gentleman’s position begs the whole 
= which is before the House now on the conference report. 
he report rightfully strikes out this section and leaves the mat- 
ter where the court may leave it; and there, Mr. Speaker, is where 
we can safely leave it. 

Now, the next point is on the watering of stock, concernin 
which my eloquent friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Bannan] 
waxed eloquent. He calls this a stock-watering scheme. Now, 
never saw this conference report until twenty minutes ago, and I 
have read it carefnlly to see how it provides for this alleged scheme. 
Let us see. This is what the conferees have agreed upon and 
what you are to pass upon: 

That the capital stock of the corporation herein authorized shall be divided 


into shares each of the par value of $100, and shall not exceed the amount of 
the funded debt existing and unpaid at the time of the decree of foreclosure. 


This proposed amendment of the conference committee will 
allow stock to an amount only equal to the funded debt. It pro- 
vides for the usual conservative rule that the stock shall not exceed 
the bonds. 

Now what becomes of all the eloquence of my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. BARRETT]? 

Mr. MOODY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. MOODY. If I understand the report of the Railroad Com- 
missioner aright, the funded debt of this corporation amounts to 
about $40,000,000. 

Mr. GROUT. Ido not know what it is. It does not matter 
what it is. 

Mr. MOODY. When we are providing a limit for the issue of 
stock, does not the gentleman from Vermont think it is impor- 
tant for us to know what the limit is, and how it compares with 
the value of the property? 

Mr. GROUT. They can not go beyond thefunded debt. Here 
is the funded debt of the road which we are reorganizing, to 
which we are giving the rights of a corporation. And we say 
that we will not allow them to issue stock beyond the amount of 
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the funded debt. From the very nature of the case we can not 
be exactly informed as to the value of the pr 

_Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I had not quite finished my ques- 
tion. Now, if it be true, as the re rt of the Commissioner of 
Railroads states, that the funded debt is about $40,000,000, and if 
it be also true, as my colleague from husetts - Bar- 
RETT]| stated to the House, that this whole property has been sold 
for somewhere in the neighborhood of ten millions, ought this 
Congress to authorize the reincorporation to issue stock to the 
amount of $40,000,000 for property which has just sold for about 
$10,000,000? 

Mr. GROUT. Well, the proposition of the tleman rests 
upon the two lame legs of the two suppositions of the two gentle- 
men from Massachusetts. It is all supposition. 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, no, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, yes, Mr. aker. 

Mr. MOODY. I rested it on the truth of the report of the Rail- 
road Commissioner on the one hand, and the truth of the statement 
of my coll e from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT] on the other, 
and I would like to ask the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout} 
whether these facts are true or not? 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I do not know, and so far as what 
I am saying, it is not necessary to know. When I find my friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT] arraigning this conference 
report as a stock-watering scheme, and in the report find there is 
no ground whatever for that charge, then a question arises in my 
mind as to the correctness of the gentleman’s statement that the 
rw has been sold for $10,000,000. Now, suppose it has been 
sold for $10,000,000-—— 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Vermont yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. BARRETT]? 

Mr. BARRETT. If the gentleman questions my statement, 
will he be kind enough to read this printed report? 

Mr. GROUT. Ihave notime, Mr. Speaker; my time is limited. 

But suppose it were true that that property has been sold for 
$10,000,000. It eee happens that property is so situated 
that it has to be sold for far less than it is worth, and the bond- 
holders of this road, encountering the strangely factious opposition 
which has disclosed itself in this House, in their attempt to obtain 
their — rights might well ask themselves if they might not as 
well sell for anything they could get, no matter how little. This 
fact, if true, argues nothing. The conference report says the stock 
shall not exceed the amount of the funded debt, and when stock 
does not exceed the bonds it has always been considered a safe 
limitation on the issue of the stock, as I have always understood it. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Is it not very important that we 
should know the value of this property that the stock is to be 
issued on? As I understand, a railroad bases the rate of its 
charges _— the capital. That ordinarily is regulated by the 
amount of stock; and therefore if they are to issue new stock 
under the new charter, should we not 
value of ie perty? 

Mr.GROUT. In answer to the gentleman from Nebraska, | will 
state that of course stock should not beissued toa greater amount 
than the value of the property. That is correct theoretically. But 
how can we determine the value of the property except to rely on 
the judgment of the men who took these bonds, on which they 
= out their money—$40,000,000? They may have been misled, 

ut presumably not; and whether or not, we could not determine. 
This may, however, be noted, that there is not a syllable uttered 
by anyone in this debate indicating that they were misled, and we 
can only assume that they acted prudently. Now, this is the only 
evidence we have as to the value of the property. 

Mr. Speaker, the other day a Pacific Ra bill was before 
us showing an expenditure of several hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars, but here is a Pacific railway with a bonded debt of but 
$40,000,000. It looks to me like a reasonable and honest sum 
beside the debt of the other road. But I can not stop to argue 
this. Here is a tact: Investors have put their money into this 
road to the amount of $40,000,000, expecting, if it was not paid, 
they were to have the road. 

r. HAINER of Nebraska. He has put his money in, and 
money and interest have gone by the foreclosure. 

Mr. GROUT. Not so, sir. The are the ones that are fore 
closing. The stock has gone and all the interests of the stockhold- 
ers. But not that of the bondholders who are now asking to b¢ 
reorganized under authority of the charter they are asking. 

Mr. BARRETT. But under the foreclosure their represen(a- 
tives have purchased it at $10,000,000. 

Mr. GROUT. Who purchased it? 

Mr. BARRETT. The Atchison, T and Santa Fe. an 

Mr. GROUT. I do not believe that anybody has purchased it; 
and I will state that my authority is my colleague, and he ought 


ow the actual and true 
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to know. He says that it is not true that this road has been pur- 
chased by the Atchison, Topekaand Santa Fe road for $10,000,000. 

Mr. T T. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. GROUT. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BARRETT. I trust the gentleman from South Carolina 
will permit me. The gentleman has madea statement concerning 
my statement. 

Mr. GROUT. _I will yield to a question. ; 

Mr. BARRETT. Does the gentleman from Vermont now speak- 
ing say that my statement that an agreement had been entered 
into for the sale of this road to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa 
Fe is not true? 

Mr. GROUT. Iunderstood the gentleman to say it had been 
sold, but if he now says bargained to be sold, I say the road pro- 
vided for in this bill certainly has not been bargained to be sold— 
only the Western Division, and that is not the road. It is only a 
portion of it. : 

Mr. POWERS. Will my cotengee yield to me? 

Mr. GROUT. I yield to my colleague, who was my authority. 

Mr. POWERS. I say to the gentleman that no such agreement 
has been made, and that the paper that he reads from is only a no- 
tice to the holders of certificates of deposit, etc., to meet to-day in 
New York to consider a proposition of that kind. 

Mr. GROUT. That is what I supposed was the fact. 

Mr. BARRETT. I trust I may be permitted-— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont has the floor. 


Mr. BARRETT. I think the gefttleman will yield after a ques- 
tion of veracity is raised in this House. 
Mr. GRO I yield to a question. 


Mr. BARRETT. I wish to say, andI make the statement at 
the same time—— 

Mr. GROUT. I can not yield for the gentleman to make a 
statement in my time; but if the gentleman will take the floor in 
his own time I will accommodate him, provided I am allowed to 
resume the floor when the gentleman is through; but 1 can not 
yield to an explanation in my time, which is limited. But any- 
thing to accommodate—— 

Mr. BARRETT. I will attend fo it. 

Mr. TALBERT. I just want to ask the gentleman from Ver- 
mont a question. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. TALBERT. I see, in reading the rt of the committee 
here, that in July, 1886, there was passed what was known as the 
forfeiture act and that there is a case now pending in the court 
under that act, in which they have heard the arguments, but 
have not rendered their decision in the Supreme Court. 

Mr.GROUT. That is right. 

Mr. TALBERT. Is not this a proceeding in the dark, to con- 
sider this legislation before the decision has been rendered? 

Mr. GROUT. That is just what I think, and I think it is just 
what all intelligent members will see. 

Mr. TALBERT. I want to vote intelligently. oe 

Mr. GROUT. I am obliged to the gentleman for mentioning 
that. It is right to the point. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Why not hold this bill until the court 
decides that case? 

Mr. GROUT. Noone knows when that decision will be handed 
down. And we are to adjourn in about thirty days. Is not the 
gentleman willing to trust the court? Mr. Speaker, I assert that 
the rights of all the security holders of this road are carefully and 
conscientiously preserved by this conference report. I notice 
signed to the report the name of a Senator, and while I know it 
is out of order to refer here to the action of the Senate, it is not 
out of order to refer to a citizen of the United States, on duty in 
another body, who stands very high in my estimation, and, I believe, 
in the estimation of all who know him—and thousands through- 
out the country do know him—I notice _ to this report the 
name of O. H. Piatt, a member of the Judiciary Committee of 
the Senate, and I want to tell this House that he is not the man to 


agree to any stock-wa scheme, such as the tleman 
charges, nor to anything is unjust or unfair, if he knows it, 
and he is intelligent eno to know it. So, saying nothing of 
our own conferees nor of other Senate conferees, I am willi 


to follow where O. H. Piatt leads. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. I 

make the point of order that it is improper on this floor to allude 

me or the sentiment of a member of the other branch of 

od vonenens as to a measure of legislation, except where it is a 
0 

' Mr.GROUT. It is a matter of record. We have his name 


ere before us duly and understandingly signed to this conference 
“in and we 


ETT. ‘The centionss stated that he kn 
: eman sta e knew person- 
ally that the Senator whom he named did not favor the amend- 
ment pro by the 


House. 
Mr. GROUT. “Oh, the gentleman did not understand me, or 





else I did not understand myself. I made no such statement. I 
oo of the character of this report and of one of the signers of 
it; I said that I noticed —— to this report the signature of 
QO. H. PLATT, a man who does not believe in stock inflation or 
stock-watering performances; a man who knows what he is 
about, and who will not approve that sort of thing nor anythin 
else that is unfair or unreasonable. That is what I said, and 
felt that in saying it I was within the rules of the House. 

Now, Mr. 8 er, another thing. The gentleman {Mr. Bar- 
RETT] has referred to how the Atchison and Topeka people had 
been “swindled” by the directors of that company. I declare 
that charge to be entirely without foundation. New England 
has been largely interested in the Atchison, —s and Santa Fe 
road from its very inception, and is now. The people of New 
od including those of my own State, hold largely the stock 
and bonds of that road, and except for a few slight changes have 
held them through all the dark days that have come upon that 
great company. ey are looking confidently for better days for 
that road, and I believe those days will come. 1 believe in the 
near future all the securities of that road will yield an income to 
the holders. 

Mr. Speaker, never before have I heard it said anywhere that 
the stockholders had been swindled by the directors of that com- 
pany. The management of that road undertook to find a way 

rom Kansas City, a great competing point in the Southwest, to 
Chicago, a great competing point in the Northwest, they having 
an immense network of tracks extending over the entire area of 
the great State of Kansas, and south by one line to Galveston Bay 
and by another to the City of Mexico, and by another still—two 
others, in fact—to the Pacific Slope; and to connect these two 
great competing points they built an air line from Kansas City 
to Chicago at immense cost. Why, the terminal facilities in the 
city of Chicago alone cost over $11,000,000. In the fierce compe- 
tition that is going on between the great railroads in the West 
and Southwest, the directors of this, the greatest system of them 
all, felt that a Chicago connection was necessary. It placed an im- 
mense burden of debt on this road, which, followed by the collapse 
of business, in which many a corporation, as well as many an indi- 
vidual, has gone down within the last four years, was too much for 
the earning capacity of the road, and it went into the hands of a 
receiver. But it is already on its feet again, and with returning 
——s will take a great place in the future railroad history of 

e country. 

Mr. Speaker, so much for that. I want to say to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that when he represents on this floor that the 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe directors have been swindling the 
security holders of that company, he states something I never heard 
of before, and I believe he will find a thousand men in his own 
State of Massachusetts who will indignantly repudiate and deny 
= charge where he will find one man who will even so much as 

int it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, reserving the balance of my time, I yield 
the floor. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, it is a grave thing when a mem- 
ber on this floor makes a statement for another member to rise in 
his place and deliberately assert that the statement made by tke 
first member is untrue. When the first member asks the gentle- 
man who denounces his statement as untrue if he has any knowl- 
edge on the subject and that gentleman blandly says he has not, 
that he simply relies upon some whispered statement that has 
been made to him, the matter is worthy of attention. Now, the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] said that my statement 
that an agreement had been made to transfer this road to the 
Atchison and Topeka road was untrue. I simply state in reply 
that it is absolutely true, a fact known to all men who keep pace 
with the progress of railroad dealings in this country or who read 


what a in the ion press. 

Mr. POWERS. ill the gentleman _— to me for a moment? 

Mr. BARRETT. Certainly. I will do for the gentleman what 
he would not do for me. I will gladly yield. 

. POWERS. Oh, I yielded to you repeatedly. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I ask the gentleman if the circular which he holds in his 
hand is not merely a notification of a meeting to be held on Jan- 

28 to consider certain propositions? 

. BARRETT. I will explain that before I get through, and 
I think the gentleman will be more than satisfied. : 

Mr. PO S. lask him if that is not the fact? 

Mr. BARRETT. I will answer in my own way. 

Mr. POWERS. And I ask the gentleman further if he has any 
information on the subject outside of that circular that he can 
give to the House? 

Mr. BARRETT. Let me answer that in myownway. We all 
know how these railroads are reorganized. A reorganization 
committee is formed, in whose hands are placed all the securities, 
and authority is given to that committee in advance to make an 
SS they see fit which they think can get accepted. 
But case goes further. These securities have been deposited 
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in the hands of two committees, one in New York and the other 
in Europe. This notice simply calls for a meeting in New York 
to ratify the agreement, as is shown by the statement in the cir- 
cular; that— 

The bondholders represented by the Amsterdam and Frankfort commit- 
tees, amounting to $14,567,000 (more than seven-eighths of all the issue), at 
meetings just held, have approved the proposed sale and authorized the com- 
mittee to consummate it. 

That is to say, the thing is practically disposed of; and this 
meeting of a few scattered Set eerven in New York is held pro 
forma in order to approve and ratify what has already been done 
by more than seven-eighths of the bondholders under this agree- 
ment. 

Now, I am willing to have a fair and honest debate on any mat- 
ter in which I venture to intrude myself; but I suggest that for a 
member of this House to get up and denounce another man as 
telling an untruth, and then, when asked if he had any basis for 
it. tosay he had none except the statement made to him by another 
gentleman, and then for the other gentieman to come over here 
and for the first time scan the document from which I was giving 
my authority, and then. not reading it through and overlooking 
the vital and essential points of it, to confirm the statement that 
I have tried to deceive the House—— 

Mr. GROUT. Do you refer to mein saying that a gentleman 
asserted that you had stated what was not true? 

Mr. BARRETT. You stated that it was not true. I asked you 
if you made that statement of your own knowledge, afd you said 
you were so informed. 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly; that is precisely what I said—that 
there way not any truth in the statement. That is right, as I 
understand. 

Mr. BARRETT. But I have here the agreement for the sale. 

Mr. GROUT. But it has not been consummated. Your state- 
ment was that the property had been sold for $10,000,000, as I 
understood it. 

Mr. BARRETT. I said the agreement had been made to sell it. 
I will read it again, so that everyone may understand: 

The bondholders represented by the Amsterdam and Frankfort commit- 
tee, amounting to $14,567,000, at meetings just held have approved the pro- 
posed sale and authorized the committee to consummate it. 

Mr. GROUT. That applies to only a part of this line, anyway. 

Mr. BARRETT. Over seven-eighths. 

Mr. GROUT. Only a part of it. 

Mr. BARRETT. The courts have decided over and over again 
that where a large majority of the parties in interest agree to a pro- 
posed sale in a matter of this sort, it is valid and binding. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman does not understand me. I say 
that it is only a part of the line that is to be conveyed, not the 
whole line. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, this matter ought to have been 
more fully explained to this House. Let me explainit. The bill 
applies to both parts of the line of the Atlantic and Pacific Rail- 
road. But the only part of it at all worth considering is the 
so-called Western Division, which the gentleman from Vermont 
has so eloquently described as ‘‘spanning the continent.” How 
does it ‘‘span the continent?” Itis a miserable little piece of track 
which “‘spans the continent” to the exact length of 565 miles, a 
‘‘spanning of the continent” that has hardly paid its operating 
expenses, much less any considerable return on the investment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Vermont says that these 
people are entitled to acharter. I say that they are not. The 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad Company has bought or 
is about to buy this property, so that this company will shortly 
cease to be an independent corporation; it ceases to be an inde- 
a line; it becomes just as much a part of the Atchison, 

opeka and Santa Fe Railroad as all those other vast networks of 
tracks which that company has acquired at one time and another 
and merged into its system. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BARRETT. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. What advantage will the Atchison, Topeka 
and Santa Fe Railroad Company acquire by the passage of this 
bill granting this new charter? What additional advantages will 
this bill give that road? 

Mr. BARRETT. I will explain that; I have been trying to ex- 
plain it all the time. The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Rail- 
road Cgmpany are baying this property to-day in securities having 
a market value of $10,600,000. The bill now reported by the con- 
ference committee proposes to allow them to issue, as representing 
that value of $10,600,000, $16,000,000 in bonds and over $33,000,000 

. instock; and the only contention made by us is that they shall not 
be allowed to issue any more securities than may be equivalent to 
the value of their an 
** But,” says my distinguished friend, the second gentleman from 
Vermont who has spoken Grout], “show do we know what 
= value of this road is? How can we undertake to say what its 
value is?” 


Lanswer: We do not undertake to say what is its value. We 


assume its value to be that which its own owners 
They are selling it to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad 


for $10,600,000. Under this sale the parties wh y 
Ceneeng $ parties who havo 


it upon it. 


ad the control of this property pass entirely out of the calcula- 
tion; they cease to have anything to do with it; their equity dis. 


appears; they sell the p oo Ray, ee any reserve: 
it becomes the property of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Rail- 
road Company. 


Now, my friend has quoted from Mr. Piatt, a gentleman who 
represents the State of icut in one branch of this Congress, 
Ihaveas much respect for Mr. PLatt as any man on this floor; but 
when the gentleman from Vermont in charge of this bill has 
stated frankly that he did not know anything about thisreorganiza- 
tion plan, it is not barons the measure of belief that there may bo 
other gentlemen in this House or in Congress, however wise in 
mind or great in ability and excellent in c ter, who may not 
have — to it that attention it requires in order to enable them 
to understand clearly the exact points involved. 

Mr. POWERS. Does the gentleman say that I do not know 
anything of the matter?. 

Mr. BARRETT. My friend and colleague [Mr. Moopy] asked 
the gentleman a question, and the gentleman from Vermont, in 
response, said he knew nothing about it. I stated then that I bad 
the information which would enable me to answer my colleague, 
and asked an opportunity of being itted to ent it to the 
House, but was refused by the gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. POWERS. That was in answer to the question as to the 
— sale. I did not know anything about it at that time. 

ut since then I have been informed that there has been no sale 
effected whatever. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, it is one of thestrange things of 
men versed in the law that they sometimes seek on technicalities 
to give impressions that things are not as are. I have already 
read this statement of the Atlantic and ific reorganization 
committee, including leading financiers of Boston and of New 
York, giving the statement that the agreement has been made 
just as I have stated. This agreement has been ratified by the 
old first-mortgage bondholders. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him to 
what part of the road this would 

Mr. BARRETT. To all of the Atlantic and Pacific road that 
was ever operated as an independent p , 565 miles in length, 
a practically from Santa Fe and running west and connert- 
ing with the Southern Pacific at the Needles, between Arizona and 
California. Besides this there is, under the charter, a branch line of 
112 miles aed ieehen Louisand San ae aot. — 
never ani tequipment, never rolling »:ock, 
but was conducted and is to-day conducted as a part of the St. 
Louis and San Francisco road, an independent corporation, and 
does not come within hundreds of miles of ing any portion 
—_ ae ren road. 

r. TA , ill you permit another question? 

Mr. BARRETT. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does that apply to the same road that the bill 
under consideration — to? 

Mr. BARRETT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAWNEY. For the whole of it? : 

Mr. BARRETT. Absolutely. And I will say, also, that there is 
a contract now under consigeration for the transfer of this |12 
miles to the St. Louis and San Francisco road; and the committee 
state in their report—— 

Mr. TAWNEY (interrw ). 


I have read the report, if the 
gentleman will permit me, 


it does not indicate that the con- 
tract of which the gentleman from Massachusétts has read ¢x- 
tracts applies to all roads to which the bill lies. Therefore 
the alleged purchase of the road for $10,000,000 would rot be 4 
correct statement as to all of the as I understand it. 

Mr. BARRETT. The gentleman Minnesota, and | am 
glad he made the statement, for I certainly do not desire to ms 
lead the House in the smallest iota, is absolutely correct, but 1 
— to all of the Atlantic and Pacific road that has been evet 
talked of or suggested in this debate, which is the line runuing 
between the two points I have already mentioned. E 

Now, the amount of outstanding is $16,000,000, the first- 
mortgage bonds; $5,000,000 of second , and $18,000,000 of 
i miles. On the other 


income bonds. These apply “~s al set of bonds was eee, 


division of 112 miles an en 
entirely outside of this calc and to which I have not allud 
in this debate. Do I make myself clear? ; 
Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman conveyed the idea that $10,- 
000,000 purchase money covered the whole road. ; 
Mr. BARRETT. 1 conveyed, and ht to convey, the = 
that the $10,600,000 covered every mile of the Atlantic and Paciilo 
Railway on which there was a $16,000,000 first mortgage, a $9,00 
000 second, and $12,000,000 income bonds. That is true. 
Mr. BOATNER. Willthe gentleman from Massachusetts allow 


me to ask him a question? 













Mr. BARRETT. Certainly. 


Mr. BOA’ Does the ; understand the bill to be 
for the benefit of the and the stockholders of the At- 
lantic and Pacific road, or for the benefit of the of that 


roperty at ioreclosure sale? And that is 
Tuestion: Do the 


concern? 


.BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I think I understand the gentle- 
o tess Sas SS cotas'ty makes choot to the ouse I 
will e ante 10 Sev aaees Sey than by Gixestcategariel feniy. 


man's pro 


The Atlantic and Pacific Railroad’s first-mo 
have begun a suit im foreclosure, g which they have 

to sell the $16,000,000 of first-m: t : 
Pacific to the Atchison, T and Santa Fe Railroad, for which 
the Atchison, Topeka Santa Fe Railroad — to pay in 
securities which are to-day worth about $10,600,000. 

transfer the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad 
plete the 
O00 oO -mortgag 
which I have indicated, is to become the sole and es 
of the Atlantieand Pacific Rai , about whose bon ersand 
stockholders we have heard so much here to-day. 


is to com- 
gs, and as the holder of the $16,000,- 


The present stockholders and bondholders of the Atlantic and 


Pacific Railroad will not ve affected one iota by this measure, be- 
cause they have already agreed and directed t committee to 
proceed to the transfer of their to the Atchison, a EM 
and Santa Fe Railroad. Is the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BoaTNER} satisfied? ‘ a 

Mr. BOATNER. Then I understand the object of the bill is to 
permit the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad to capitalize 
it at the amount of stock and bonds named in the bill, not to ex- 


ceed the present bonded debt of the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad 


Company. 

Mr. BARRETT. That is right. 

Mr. BOATNER. With which, however, the purchasers have 
nothing to do. 

Mr. BARRETT. I do not understand the last statement of the 


ntleman. 
a ir. BOATNER. That is, that the present purchasers of the 
road have no a in ae eee funded of the Atlantic 
and Pacifie be: © stipulated price. 

Mr. BARRETT. hy, Mr. Speaker, they have all the interest 
in the world, because first in a block. 


buy the 

They buy these sixteen millions of first- t 
and put them into their own treasury, and instead of paying the 
ene ot Se think they were worth, 
ee Oe They pay im 52} per 

bonds, worth y 85 cents on the dollar, and they pay them in 
574 per cent of their own preferred stock, worth y 25 cents 
on the dollar. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, if there is an 
Batre beheauion oe ef it by this 

ilroad, he is out ef it by this agreement 
to be transferred to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad 
Company, so small a part of what he has invested that I should 
be glad to do anything that would increase their returns. But 
whatever is done is not done for them. It is done for the Atchi- 
, which is to become the owner 
bonds of the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad 
Company by the terms of the contract. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Would not the effect of the 
acceptance of this conference report by the House wipe out the 
entire indebtedness of the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad, with 
the exception of the first-mortgage bonds? 

Mr. BARRETT. Thegentleman asks, Wouldnotthe ce 
of this report wipe out the entire indebtedness of the Atlantic and 
Pacific Railroad, the ? 

es, Mr. . 
be wiped out. The road is 
sure proceedings brought about by the first-mortgage bondholders, 
and the holder of the it-mortgage bonds is the Atchison, Topeka 
and Santa Fe Railroad Company. By foreclosing on the bonds 
— it holds it will eer enive ownership of the Atlantic 
Pacific having by that process taken away every 
vestige of value in the second ~ celts the hinctee bonds, 
so that will not be worth y the paper on which they 
an , having taken away from these securities every cent 

value, the committee of <oulvence propose to allow the Atchi- 
Son, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad to issue, in behalf of aoe 
resenting securities which have thus been absolutely wiped out, 
To tet ts000 of new stock. 
, — 0 that we object, Mr. Speaker. Having wiped out by proceed- 
ings in foreclosure millions upon millions of ae and hav- 
a divested the owners of them of vestige of 
ne, we object to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa o Hraibosd 


g 
: 
= 
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Company being allowed to proceed to issue $23,000,000 of new se- 
curities to t what has disa from existence. 

Mr. HULICK. How much will be wiped out of the indebted- 
ness which is now a lien on this road? In other words, what is 
the difference between the amount for which it is agreed to be sold 
and the amount of the outstanding liens and claims against it? 

Mr. BARRETT. I will say, Mr. Speaker, although I am not a 
railroad man, and these gy pe I have had to get in a very 
short period of study, that the t mortgage is $16,000,000, the 

bond mortgage $5,000,000, and the outstanding receiver’s 

debt certificates amount to some $1,200,000. In addition to that, 

there are some $30,000,000 of deferred interest accounts, and $79,- 

000,000 of stock, which will be entirely eliminated; and $5,000,000 

of second mortgage and $12,000,000 of income bonds which are 
r expun from — human calculation. 

Mr. BOATNER. Except the $10,600,000. 

Mr. BARRETT (continuing). Except $10,600,000. They pay 
about $9,400,000 for the $16,000,000 of t-mortgage bonds; and 
$1,200,000 is to be paid to take up the receiver's certificates. As 
an actual fact, they only pay an actual cash value to the bond- 
holders of about $9,400,000. 

Mr. TRACEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BARRETT. Certainly. 

Mr. TRACEY. The people I represent are interested in the 
completion of this road. hat effect may reasonably be expected 
to follow the rejection of the conference report and the restoration 
of the House amendments upon the completion of the road? 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask first how 
much time I have left, because I bave some things that I desire to 
cover before I get through. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty minutes remain- 






ing. 

Nir. BARRETT. In what way are the people interested in the 
completion of this road? 

Mr. TRACEY. The Atlantic and Pacific begins at my town, 
the town in which I live. 

Mr. BARRETT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will say, in answer to 
the gentleman, that no human being that I know of can presage 
what will happen in railroad construction. But that division of 
the Atlantic and Pacific road has always been operated and con- 
trolled by the St. Louis and San Francisco road, which has recently 
been taken out of the hands of a receiver and placed in the hands 
of the security holders; and I have no doubt they will proceed to 
extend that road whenever they think it is possible to increase 
their business and to raise the necessary money to do it with. 

Mr. TRACEY. But does not this proposition submitted as pro- 
posed in the House amendments affect the possibility of the com- 

ever ane ? 

. BARR . Notatall. It simply says that they shall not 
issue any more watered stock and impose on credulous people, 
who have a right to believe when the Congress of the United 
States by deliberate enactment authorizes them to issue a certain 
amount of stock that it must contain some element of value. It 
is because we want to bring to the minds of the people of this 
country the belief that this Congress will not allow millions and 
millions of stock to be issued without full protection to stock- 
holders that we insist upon this amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me'‘to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BARRETT. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is there any class of bondholders and creditors 
that has not agreed to this reorganization plan adopted by the 

ization committee? 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, that is a question I can not an- 
swer. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand it is a fact that all the creditors, 
all the bondholders, as well as the certificate holders, have agreed 
to this oy of reorganization. 

Mr. BARRETT. Why, Mr. Speaker, I assume they have, and 
I will tell you why. The Atlantic and Pacific has not paid interest 
on its bonded debt. It was paid for a term of years, I believe, 
under acontract with theSt. Louisand San Franciscoand Atchison 
roads. These poor bondholdersof the Atlantic and Pacificcan get 
nothing in any other way, and they are going to take this. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona, Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him one question? 

Mr. BARR . Certainly. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. I would like to inquire what way 
the Atlantic and Pacific or the stockholders therein will be bene- 
fited and how can it pay at all in any shape or form unless the 


Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe does absorb it? 

Mr. BARRETT. I want the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe to 

absorb it, but I do not want them to have the right, which this 

bill in its original — would give them, to issue $100,000,000 of 
$100 per share, when you can go into the 

of that stock you want at a quarter 


stock at a par value o 
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of 1 per cent. I do not want the Congress of the United States to 
become a party to the issue of stock which represents no value 
whatever. I am simply contending for the proposition that the 
stock shall be issued, as nearly as may be, to represent actual 
value. 

The gentleman from Vermont has inferred from what I said 
that the directors of the Atchison company had cheated the peo- 

le of New England. Now, 1 want to say in regard to that—and 
it is a delicate subject—that it is the belief of many of the people 
of New England, who have invested hundreds of millions in 
Atchison securities, that contracts have been made by which the 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad, which was at one time 
a solvent and splendid corporation, whose stock sold at $150 a 
share—it is the belief of those people that great reaches of rail- 
road have been acquired and paid for by the issue of Atchison 
securities at prices far exceeding their actual value, or their pres- 
ent or prospective earning capacity. I know there have been ex- 
pressions throughout the length and breadth of New England of 
the belief that the great expansions and extensions of the Atchi- 
son system, from a few hundred to many thousands of miles, have 
been made by the sale tothat company, by persons concerned in 
its management, of properties which they owned and which they 
sold at prices far shows their actual value. Other roads in the 
West have not shrunk in value as the Atchison has. Other rail- 
roads running from Chicago west have not shrunk in the same 
degree. They have suffered somewhat, but not to the same ex- 
tent as the Atchison. 

But, Mr. Speaker, what I said was in relation to the Atlantic 
and Pacific road, and I want to say about that that it was capi- 
talized for $270,000 a mile, though it would not cost over $20,000 
a mile to build it. 

Now, to show what the capitalization of $270,000 a mile means, 
let me illustrate by comparison. 

The Boston and Albany road is one of the most perfect rail- 
roads in the United States. It is a great road, laid with the most 
perfect rails, equipped with the most magnificent equipment in 
every respect, running through a very closely settled region, with 
all its stations and appointments of the highest order, and yet the 
Boston and Albany road, with all its expenditure for that splen- 
did equipment, is capitalized at only $110,000 ~ mile. 

Again, the Lake Shore road, running from Buffalo to Chicago, 
is regarded as one of the model railroads in the United States, and 
is often held up, both by our own people and by strangers who 
visit this country, as an illustration of what honesty and good 
judgment in railroad management can accomplish. It is adouble- 
track road, thoroughly equipped in every respect. That road is 
capitalized, including stocks and bonds, at $86,000 a mile. Yet 
here is this Atlantic and Pacific road, which is laid with rails 
which, I am informed, have not been renewed for ten years, which 
has not a respectable depot on its whole line, which got its road- 
bed and right of way from the Government—this miserable apology 
for a railroad is capitalized at $270,000 a mile, and this bill as it 
originally came from the Senate, in spite of the close scrutiny 
which my friend from Vermont [Mr. Grout] says must have 
been given to it there, that bill proposed to allow that that capitali- 
zation should not only be allowed to continue, but should continue 
under the patronage and indorsement of the Congress of the 
United States. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have taken more time on this matter than 
I ever dreamed of taking. I wish simply to say in conclusion that 
the bondholders and the security holders of the Atlantic and 
Pacific road have nothing to do with this matter. They have 
already entered into, and are about to consummate, an absolute 
sale of their property to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Com- 


pany. 

‘All that we ask, in insisting on this amendment, which has been 
already accepted by the gentleman from Vermont in charge of 
this bill—all that we ask is that this House of Representatives, 
in chartering this road anew, and starting it out once more, shall 
limit it to issuing only such securities as are represented by the 
mortgage debt, which in itself will make $70,000 a mile, almost 
equal to the capitalization of the Lake Shore Railroad. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have moved, subject to the vote to be taken 
before, that the House insist upon the amendment which it has 
already adopted, but after consultation with other gentlemen 
who agree with me on this subject, it seems to me best to say that 
if the House will vote to insist I shall then be ready to offer a 
resolution of instruction to the future conferees. 

Mr. GROUT. I suppose the question is first on agreeing to the 


report. 
at BARRETT. If we do not agree. to the report, we shall 
st. 

Mr. GROUT. Without instructions? 

Mr. BARRETT. I simply say that, so far as Iam concerned, 
the motion I made for instructions is not now pressed, but will 
be presented later. 

®SPEAKER. With reference to the question of instructing 


a conference committee, the Chair desires to say that upon exam. 
ining the case referred toin the Digest he finds that the statement 
of the Digest is not justified. The p r course of procedure in 
such a case as this is for the House first to vote upon agreeing to 
the report of the conference committee. If the report be dis. 
ceioult tie then the House may insist upon its amendments and 
ask for a new conference; an nding the appointment of the 
conferees a motion may be © that they be instructed. The 
statement in the Digest is misleading. 

entary inquiry. Does the 


Mr. BARRETT. Irise to a 
Chair hold that the motion for the: previous question having been 


voted down, it is now competent to move it again? 

The SPEAKER. It is competent for the gentleman in charge 
of the report to make any motion that he sees fit. 

Mr. GROUT. I desire to be heard further. 

Mr. BARRETT. I do not desire to have the previous question 
ordered on my motion. I simply want to ask the gentleman on 
the other side whether some agreement can not be made in regard 
to a vote? A good many of us have remained here until it ic now 
8 o'clock, and some of us would like to know how long the debate 
is ee continue. 

Mr. POWERS. I do not care to prolong this discussion for any 
length of time; but I want to occupy a few moments in reply to 
the gentleman’s attack on this bill, and then I will move the pro- 
vious o., if nobody else desires to speak. 

Mr. McRae addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRaz] 
is recognized. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-four minutes left. 

Mr. MoRAE. Mr.S er, the three ——_- objections which 
I have heretofore urged against this bill have been, I think, very 
ably and fully covered by my colleague from Arkansas, Judge 
TERRY, by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Barrert], 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cooks], and by the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. LacgEy], and I shall not now attempt to do 
more than to restate these objections in brief. 

I do not believe that Congress should grant Federal charters at 
all. The exercise of such power was always of doubtful propriety 
and dangerous. The history of this road shows that Congress 
made a great blunder in granting itacharter. There is no neces- 
sity for the exercise of such power the second time in its behalf. 
The property rights of the mortgagees of this company can be 
maintained and protected by charters obtained from the States 
without coming to Congress, and, if necessary, Congress can give 
it the right of way through the Indian coun But when they 
come to us confessing that it is bankrupt, with a record showing 
that it has complied with not a single condition imposed upon it 
in the original grant, it is not only our right, but it is our solemn 
duty, in the first place, to see that the new company pays the 
debts which are due for labor, supplies, , and other debts 
incurred in connection with the operation of the road. 

Second, that no benefit shall accrue by reason of the reorgani- 
zation to the faithless stockholders who have wrecked the road. 
If the stock is worthless, it should not be recognized in the reor- 
ganization. The property is not worth more than one-fourth of 
the funded debt and not as much as the poreeae debts; and it 
is the duty of Congress to see that in authorizing stock no more 
shall be issued than the cash value of the property the company 
really owns. The House conferees have abandoned the House 
amendment in this regard. ; 

Third, we should see to it that the settlers along the line of this 
road who want the land under the public-land laws are not further 
harassed by lawsuits and contests of a concern whose mismanage- 
ment and bankruptcy are so notorious and ou ms. We have 
the power to say to this company before we give it a new lease of 
life: ‘‘ You must pay these debts and refund at the actual ‘alue of 
the road and give poe and quiet to the settlers and to the United 
States as well, so far as the lands in controversy are concerned, by 
releasing all claim, and thus make the forfeiture act of July 6, 


1886, effectual.” 

More than ten years ago Co after due deliberation and 
extensive discussion, determined that a forfeiture should be de- 
clared. And yet for all that time the Government and the people 
along the line of this road have been defiantly toid by this com 

that the forfeiture is worthless and that the lands belong 
it, although no road has been constructed, and they have assumed 
to sell the lands. The conference report pretends to protect the 
settler. How? By com them to pay this faithless com 
pany and its assigns for lands the title to which was resumed 12 
1886. It is nothing less than an indirect method of yielding = 
claim of the United States and admitting the contention of the 
railroad company. It confirms the sales made by the compary 

ers 


and puts settlers at its mercy. hat 
I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the House fairly understands W - 

this bill means, and that it will not it. It isan effort tore2® 

bilitate a defunct corporation that not deserve to live a day 
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It will have the effect to continue litigation that ought never to 

have been co It gives something to a lot of men who 

deserve no . If the bondholders are honest, invested their 

money in and shall purchase at foreclosure sale, then 

Congress, if it deems proper, may give them the right to reo - 
ve 


ize. But until done that, and as long as they seek in 
collusion with the old stockholders of the concern to reorganize on 
a basis that contunigietes the issue of watered stock, it is our duty 
to do nothing to them. 

I hope the House will vote down the report, and that then we 
will instruct = conferees to insist upon the amendments of the 

ouse to the bill. 
as GROUT. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. BLUE]. : 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, if I gather the substance of the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT], hi 
chief objection to the bill as it comes from the conference com- 
mittee grows out of the fact that some of his constituents were so 
unfortunate as to lose some money in investments in Santa Fe 
stock. It is to be regretted that any portion of our people should 
be so unfortunate as to. lose any investments they have made. 
But that happens everywhere among men who transact business. 
But because his constituents have lost some money is no reason 
why he should antagonize the measure at this time, when it is 
satisfactory, as I understand it, to all of the creditors who have 
claims against this corporation. There is no one here complain- 
ing that any creditor would be wronged by this settlement if this 
bill becomes a law. On the other hand, I understand that all of 
the creditors are entirely satisfied with the measure. 

The people of Kansas, and they are interested in the operation 
of this road, are entirely satisfied with this proposition. e great 
corporation created under the laws of the State of Kansas, the 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad Company, forming a 
large business factor in the transaction of all of the business of 
that great State, will operate this road if it can be purchased 
under the provisions of this act, and I apprehend will operate it 
successfully. 

The provision authorizing the issuance of stock is a well-guarded 
measure. I call the attention of the House especially to it. It 
provides that— 


The capital stock of the corporation herein authorized shall be divided into 
shares each of the par value of $100,and sball not exceed the amount of the 
mortgage debt due and unpaid at the time of the decree of foreclosure: Pro- 
vided, t additional and bonds may be issued by the corporation 
upon the payment into its treas therefor the full value thereof in 
cash. Nostock shall be issued until the Secre of the Interior shall ap- 
prove its issue and certify that it is issued in conformity to the provisions 
of thisact. The total stock issued under the provisions of this act shall not 
exceed $100,000,000. 

I call the attention of the House to the fact that this is a well- 

arded provision, so that investors, before they purchase, will 

ave the assurance that labor, or money, or property has been 
given for the value of the stock. 

I apprehend, also, Mr. Speaker, that a purchaser who takes 
stock buys it on the market of the country. It is no part of the 
business of the Government of this country to become the guard- 
ian of the business le of the nation as to what they shall pur- 
chase or what they shall not purchase. The purchaser of stock on 
on the market is like the purchaser of all other property—he takes 
his chances. The argument of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
is without merit or force. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. BLUE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Does the gentleman propose 
to say that the creditors of this road, or the a sey of this country, 
would support this measure that sanctions the further issue of 
stock at a Low value of 100 cents on a dollar when it is quoted now 
in the market at less than 2 cents on the dollar? 

Mr. BLUE. Ah! but the gentleman is mistaken. So far as 
that is concerned, I do not know at what price the stock of the old 
company is quoted. But the reorganization provides for the issu- 
ance of new stock, and the creditors of the ee are satisfied 
to take it and pay cash, property, or labor therefor. 

The old stock will doubtless be funded in new stock at its cash 
value. This idea that some gentlemen have that the cost of 
ransportation to the parties who carry on traffic over a railroad— 
transporte along ion * od and who ent eee the = A 

on o passenger t cis ga y the 

moat of the bonded indebtedness and stock of the is a mis- 
be en one. It is no more true as a matter of fact that the cost of 
the portation is measured by the actual cost and indebtedness of 
© railroad than that wheat raised on lands which cost $100 an 
een should rise in price proportionately above wheat raised on 
an that cost but $2.50 an acre. These are matters of competi- 
K n among the railroads that run into competitive points like 
trade in Eh cae, New thee or the o~ 7 centers é 

tion. They are not controlled charges 
the cost and indebtedness of the road, but by the law of supply 
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and demand, and by the rules that govern in the competition of 
theworld. So far as that is concerned, there is no argument in it; 
it falls ae ground. i . 

This, Mr. Speaker, is a well-guarded measure. The o ition 
to it out of the belief that some one has in the mph oteunet 
an undue advan under a former enactment, and that he ough 
to be punished. ese opponents seem to think that if he can no 
be punished, somebody else should be. Let us legislate, Mr. 
S er, from ahigherstandpoint. Let us meet the requirements 
of the people on this subject; let us do as we ought to do, regard- 
less of any desire to punish any company or set of individuals. 

The SP ; e time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Okla- 
homa [Mr. FiyYny]. 

Mr. FLYNN. r. Speaker, I realize, residing in the Territory 
where I do, that it is absolutely necessary for Congress to grant a 
Federal charter to the Central Division of thisrailroad. It is oper- 
ated in the Indian Territory, and without the consent of Congress 
it can not extend or operate its road. I feel what the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT] has said with reference to the 
bonding and the increase of stock, but I desire to call his attention 
to this fact: The people who live along these lines of railroads are 
not responsible for that. It is the people who live in his State of 
Massachusetts who are responsible for bonding the road and 
increasing the indebtedness to $270,000 a mile. This stock has 
been sold to servant girls in that State, and they are entirely 
wiped out if Congress does not at this time, or at some time, 
authorize a reorganization of this company. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. FLYNN, I have but five minutes. It is not our fault if 
the New England States, and more especially the State of Massa- 
chusetts, watered thisstock untilall the servant girls in that coun- 
try were bankrupted. Now, when honest men, interested in the 
development of this road, when settlers living along it, who can 
not afford to pay these interest charges on a bonded indebtedness 
of $270,000 a mile, come to Congress and ask the granting of this 
new charter, to see if something can be saved out of the wreck, 
I believe it should be granted to them. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, with reference to what the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] said, I venture the assertion that this con- 
ference committee have gone further in this matter than any mort- 
gagee taking possession of this property would have gone. They 
specify in this bill that the company shall be liable for the wages 
and supplies of operation of the road legally chargeable against 
the old company. As lawyers, you all know that there is no legal 
obligation with reference to those items that this company would 
be compelled to assume. With reference to the increase of the 
stock, all I have to say is that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
evidently desires to have stricken out the safeguard which the con- 
ference report retains, so that the stock can be again watered, and 
then repudiation charged to the people of the West who live along 
the road. The conference committee provide in their report that 
the stock shall be restricted to the actual value of the property 
whenexchangedtherefor. How? Asascertained by theSecretary 
of the Interior, regardless of the original and the probable in- 
creased cost. In other words, that a disinterested officer of the 
Government shall say what the value of the property is and the 
amount of stock which may be issued, prohibiting the New Eng- 
land gentlemen, as he presumes to call them, from again watering 
this stock up to $270,000 a mile. 

With reference to the clause concerning the settlers along the 
line, the conference report amply protects the only men whom 
Congress is in reality morally bound to protect, and those are the 

r settlers living along it who are trying to eke out an existence, 
What do the conferees say with reference to that? 
sik one liability should extend to actual settlers and occupants purchasing 
in tracts of 640 acres or less. 

In other words, the homestead settler on the 160 acres of land 
should be protected in the passage of this bill. Why should not 
these people be allowed to reorganize on an honest, fair basis, 
subject ta the approval not of the stockholders or bondholders, 
but subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

This road, gentlemen, as a matter of fact, has two divisions, and 
without being operated by either the Frisco or the Atchison, 
Topeka and Santa Fe, it begins nowhere and ends nowhere. We 
in my section are interested in having the road extended 70 miles, 
in order to connect with other lines in Oklahoma Territory. They 
can not extend it, and can not reorganize and operate there with- 
out a Federal charter. 

Here the hammer fell. } 
r.GROUT. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the point the 
House wants to keep in mind is that we as a body are under obli- 
gations to extend and make sure to the security holders of this 
road, the bondholders under the mortgage which we authorized, 
every right which they had good reason to expect when they took 
these securities. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN] 


t to executed land contracts, the conference committee believed 
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has stated a fact that makes it improper to remit this company to 
charters to be granted by the States. So the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas that this is bad policy is answered by the 
statement of the gentleman from Oklahoma. It is also answered 
by the further fact that Congress has a specific duty to perform 
in this particular railroad case, because it first chartered this 
company, and it should see that all the rights of all the security 
holders under that charter are suitably protected now. 

Now, a word in reference to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. ee in which he arraigned me for hav- 
ing asserted that he had made an untrue statement on the floor. 
Let us see about it. He stated to the House as a fact that this 
road had been sold, as I understood it, though afterwards he 
changed the statement to the effect that arrangements had been 
made for its sale—and he may be correct in this—that it had been 
contracted for sale at $10,000,000. On looking into the facts, it 
appears that only one division of the road had been under negotia- 
tion. That is the Western Division. The Central Division, of 
equal or perhaps, greater length and value—I am not uainted 
with the mileage of the two divisions—is not at all included in that 

reement. And yet the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. 
Moopy] assumed that to be the value of the road, and then with 
a statement of the amount of the funded debt, which is some forty 
million dollars, put to me the question he did as to the amount 
of stock that ought to be issued. 

Mr. Speaker, it is now plain how utterly lame was his proposi- 
tion, when it now appears that only one division of the road 
been talked about for $10,000,000. : 

Mr. BARRETT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. GROUT. ae always. 

Mr. BARRETT. The Western Division is that to which I alluded 
and the bonds and securities to which my colleague [Mr. Moopy] 
alinded. He alluded only to the securities which pertain to the 
road to which I had alluded 

Mr. GROUT. He referred to the bonds of the road, and pre- 
sumably the whole road, and the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. BARRETT} spoke of a sale of the road, and presumably the 
whole road, when it turns out that there has been no proposition 
for the sale of but the Western Division. Now, I will leave to 
gentiemen on the floor whether I was justified m saying that the 
gentleman's statement that the road had been sold for $10,000,000 
was not true. And as to whether the gentleman said sold, or 
bargained to be sold, I will leave to the gentieman’s colleague [ Mr. 
Moopy], who stated in his question to me his understanding to 
the effect that the gentleman said the road had been sold for 
$10,000,000. Mr. Moopy seems to have understood the gentleman 
precisely as I did, that the road had been sold—not, as the gentle- 
man now says, bargained to be sold. 

Mr. BARRETT. Why, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow 
me to correct that statement? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. BARRETT. He says at least only one-half. 

Mr. GROUT. Only a division. 

Mr. BARRETT. It is nearly six-sevenths. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, I am differently informed. 

Mr. BARRETT. Let the gentleman read the report of the 
Commissioner of Railroads. 

Mr. GROUT. I can not stop for that now. The gentleman 
from Arkansas says that it should be disposed of in a way so that 
the rights of the landholders shall be preserved. Will gentlemen 

ive their attention to the clause in the report which fully provides 

or this. It is as follows: 

That in case any uncompleted contract for the purchase of land shall be 
pending at the time of such foreclosure sale, such new company shall, upon 

yment to it of any unpaid balance of purchase money for such land at the 
ime provided in such contracts for the sale thereof, convey and release to 
the holders of such contracts all its title, interest, and estate in and to the 
land embraced in such contracts. 

What more for the protection of the landholders can the gen- 
tleman ask? There is, however, in the report of the conference 
committee a clause expressly extending this protection ‘‘to any 
bona fide settler and occupant on a tract of 640 acres of land or 
less,” in the foregoing language, making certain its application to 
the occupant of a piece of land, however small, held under a grant 
from this oethteed. How can the gentleman from Arkansas ask 
for more? 

Mr. McRAE. Will the gentleman from Vermont allow me to 
ask him one question? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. McRAE. Does not that amendment in itself concede to the 
road the right to sell and make title to the very land in question, 
thereby confessing the contention of the railroad? 

Mr. GROUT. But it compels, Mr. Speaker, the railroad to 
carry out the contract of the former corporation. That is what it 
does; no more and nothing less. Do we want to impose upon them 
-". larger duty?* I believe not. 

r. MCRAE. If my friend will allow me, my question is 
whether they have the right to sell it. It leaves them with the 


money which they get and takes title from them, which is denice 
by many of us. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman is evidently seis on the 
8 ition that this land grant should be forf 

r. McRAE, It has been forfeited. 

Mr. GROUT. If the Supreme Court forfeits it, then nothing 
more can go to the road and the land grant fails, of course, because 
they have no right or title to convey. Now, as to another amend- 
ment that is in line 31 of the bill, in the early of the report, 
The gentleman who moved that amendment said upon the 
floor that this covers all he sought to cover in his amendment 
which is to protect the wage earners and those farnishing supplies 
for the operation of the road. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill has the approval of every security holder of 
this road. They are all satisfied with it, and it would seem upon 
the most careful examination that nobody is given any oppor- 
tunity to practice mischief, unless he does it in spite of law. It 
preserves to those bondholders what they thought they had when 
they took the bonds, when they took the road, va corporate 
existence. That is all it confers. I cnush ae er, that the 
report will be approved by the good j nent of the House, as [ 

ieve it will. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes remaining. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield the balance of my time to my colieague 
{Mr. Powers}. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been very fully 
debated by the House, and I have now no doubt that members 
are anxious to get rid of it and to come to a vote. I wish in the 
brief time given me to simply review the provisions of this bill. 

The bill has been carefuily examined, not only by every party 
in interest in this property, and by the various security ho ders, 
but the conference committee of both Houses have taken two 
days’ time in the careful examination of these various amend- 
ments, and putting them in shaye so that they will carry out 
what they deem to be the good sense of the greatest numbers of 
the parties in interest of this railroad. 

Now, what is the history of that road? In 1866, or thereabouts, 
the charter for the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company wis 
—_ It started from the city of Springfield, in the State of 

issouri, and ran through to the Pacific Ocean. It was fully sup- 
— the men in the managem»nt of the road at that time that 
the could be built upon capital stock. They started in, but, 
like the best laid plans of men, they failed. They were obliged to 
come to Congress and get the right to issue a mortgage. 

That was done in 1871. That mortgage right was granted to 
them. This m in question that we are now dealing with 
was issued under the provisions of the act of 1871, to enab.e ths 
company to push the enterprise Pacific Ocean. But 
the money realized upon the sale of those bonds proved to be 
insufficient. This road, like many other struggling railroads in 
the infancy of their construction, was unable to compleie its line. 
It went into the hands of other rations. It was obliged to 
invoke their aid in order to complete the line, and so the road has 
been split eres two or three different sections. That portiono! 
it running from Springfield, Mo., to Albuquerque, N. Mex.. 's 
under control of one corporation, the portion of the road {rom 
Albuquerque west for a certain distance is under another ¢ rpo- 
ration, thence on westward it is under still a third contr«.. 

The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad, a competins !ine 
running from about the same terminal points east and west. ¢t 
control of a portion of this line, and that brings me to the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Massachusetts , BARRETT }, that 
the Atchison Company are interested in this road. They ar 
interested in it. ve taken control of a section of it. They 
furnished the money. The bondholders’ rights in tbe first mor'- 
gage have become i in value, The first-mortyace 

nds are selling in the market at a small fraction of their face 
value, and the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Company re ‘° 
only parties in the world that can take this line and push it 8.005 
as it was originally designed. The people along the line of ‘h's 
road are clamoring for its ion. 

This bill provides that the bondholders, or the purchasers from 
them, may organize into a comperntion, issue stock up to the 
amount of the funded debt of the original company, and aii: 
tional — on a cash basis, subject to the - * ——. 
tary of the Interior, for the purpose of e line. re 
gentleman from Oklahoma, the poctintenh Woe ew Mexico, al 
the gentlemen coming from the region of country intereste" |" 
the road, are clamoring to have something done by Congress '° 
the relief of the settlers along the line. The tleman from 
Arkansas {Mr. TERRY] says that the rights of settlers are 


bein, t in j . w are put in jeopardy’ 
The til provides thet’ the rights of rete along this line, 
up to the amount of an entire section of land—640 acres—sia!! be 
protected. 3 Se eee a. 
new company is brought in to contract. That pr 

vision ‘ Sao ordinarily contained 2 


covers nearly double the 
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bills of this nature. I undertake to say there is not an act of 
Congress in the world in which it is provided that the rights of a 
settler to more than 320 acres—half a section of land—are 
tected under such circumstances. This bill goes far beyond 

and is most liberal in its provision for the benefit of homesteaders 
along this line. 

Mr. McEWAN. Does not the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior of the issue of stock apply only to the additional stock 
for new roadandequipment? It does not refer at all to the stock 
to be issued to the amount of the funded debt. 

Mr. POWERS. It does not refer to that. The bill gives the 
new corporation the right to issue stock up-to the limit of the 
funded debt; and that is proper, because a share of stock, even 
though it sells for 10 cents on dollar, is still counted as a share 
representing $100 face value. These es simply get the right 
to issue new stock up to theamonunt of the original stock, w. r 
it is good, bad, or indifferent. Is not that pr ? It is further 
provided in this conference report that the rights of e wage 
earner and every man who has furnished sup to the old com- 

any shall be recognized by the new company, and that he shall 

« paid. Thatisa provision of eminent justice to the poor settlers 
along the line, and to the section men and the others who have 
worked night and day to serve the traveling public. 

Now, the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CooKE} 
is that the right to the land grant which was granted to the pro- 
jectors of this enterprise by the original charter, and was by them 
mortgaged to these bondholders, shall be preserved, to the extent 
that the Supreme Court of the United States, upon a question now 
pending before it, shall determine. 

Mr. McEWAN. One other question—and my vote will depend 
upon the gentleman’s answer. I ask him to — out the provi- 
sion in this conference report and in the bill by which the laborer 
is secured to be paid. 

Mr. POWERS. If the gentleman has the conference 
before him and will turn to page 6, about three-quarters of the 
way down the page, he will find this language: 

Stri “ ” i place of t lan- 
Pe eee te oy BP eet Bake og ‘except = as 
may have been incurred for wages or supplies in the operation of the prop- 
erty purchased.” 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker 
moment more. 

The SPEAKER, How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. POWERS. 1 will ask for ten minutes more. 

TheSPEAKER, Thegentleman from Vermontasks unanimous 
consent that he be allowed ten minutes more. Is there objection? 

Mr. BARRETT. I will not object, en vided the 
gentleman will allow ten minutes to anybody on this side who 
may desire to reply to him. 

a _ POWERS. 1 will make no objection toany request of that 
mma, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. POWERS. Now, then, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that 
this House ought not to be taken off its feet by the clamor of the 
gentieman from Massachusetts, who, I suppose, represents some 
of the security holders in some enterprise antagonistic to the 
rights of these purchasers. I do not know whom he represents. 
He professes to be loaded down with information—information 
that there is some great rascality in this proposition. Now, I ask 
the good sense of House to examine the proposition. Gen- 
tlemen on this floor are capable of Judging for t ves whether 
the language of this peed y, read as sensible men 
would read language, carries — in it that threatens the 
rights or the property interests of any of people on the face 
of theearth. There ie of such construction. 
But the gentleman comes here with his charges that there is 

‘something rotten in Denmark.” Has he proved anything of that 
kind? The man who gets upon the floor of this House and states 


, 1 ask unanimous consent for a 


not a wordsusceptib: 


that @ proposition is loaded down with iniquity is bound to prove | * 


his proposition. How has the gentleman proved it? He has proved 
it, he says, by citing Seteuler letter addressed to the security 
holders of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad Company 
Y. which they are invited to attend a meeting to be held in New 
aoe y to confirm a ition for the sale of the At- 
antic and ific Railroad pany to the Atchison, Topeka 
an] Santa Fe ey ops Well, is there anything crimiual ut 
that? I put it to the good sense of every man here, is there any- 
thing criminal in the proposition of these poor bondholders who 


it; and if they sell a bond of the par value of 


for 
$100 nee ee ee 
- acd. chav nere we amy right or obligation ae eer 


That is the simple proposition made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, which he says shows ‘“‘the African in the wood 
pile” in this transaction. ere is no ‘‘African in the wood pile,” 
so far as this committee is aware. We have prepared a bill here 
which on its face, in its letter, and in its spirit works out substan- 
tial justice and right to everybody interested in this property. 
And if anybody has come here representing any secret interest, if 
any Massachusetts interests are involved in this matter, they are 
not involved in the direction of the public good. As was sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Oklahoma, all the iniquity that fas 
ever been practiced on the line of the Atlantic and Pacific Rail- 
road dates from the city of Boston and its immediate environ- 
ment. There is where the men live who wreck railroads. There 
is where the money comes from that creates all the rascality that 
the gentleman is scolding about. And, sir, it has been said many 
and many times that ‘‘it isa dirty bird that fouls its own nest.” 
[Laughter and applause. | 

Now, Mr. Speaker, [ do not stand here to criticise the action of 
Massachusetts. husetts has furnished too much talent, 


too much respectability, too much honor to the great Republic ~ 


under which we live for me to undertake anything of that kind. 
She furnished two Presidents, the older and the younger Adams. 
But, Mr. Speaker, we are forced to admit that they are both dead. 
{Laughter.| She furnished to us the greatest lawyer, the greatest 
statesman, the most ificent expounder of our organic law 
that ever lived—Daniel Webster. But, sad as it may seem, Daniel 
Websterisdead. [Laughter.] She furnished us the most classic, 
the most learned and erudite statesman that ever sat in the halls 
of Congress—CharlesSumner. But, alas! Charles Sumner is dead. 
[Laughter.] And we are to-day left only to bask in the sunshine 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts who has come here to Con- 
eee by a strong vote of his constituents to learn how to 
o right and practice righteousness in the ways of legislation. 
He is not content to go to work and try to accomplish something 
for the public good; but he stands here as a censor upon the 
doings of this body. Why, Mr. Speaker, I have the greatest re- 
spect for him and his abilities. [ have known him for many 
years. He might be one of the most useful men on this floor, but 
the trouble with him is he assumes that there is nothing on this 
floor that is worth respecting. He came here to shed lizht. He 
knew that this was a chaos of darkness when he came. He was 
born, Mr. Speaker, to be a rose, with the destiny of blooming and 
blushing upon this floor, but his fate has been to wither and waste 
his beauty on a desert air. [Laughter and applause. } 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to have this House examine 
this bill on its merits. If the bill has in it the elements of intrin- 
sic justice to these poor bondholders who have put their money 
into this property thinking they were going to make a good in- 
vestment and get good returns and have been disappointed, do not 
turn them away from the doors of Congress under a provision 
that unless they will surrender a part of their mortgage security 
they shall have no right to reorganize. That is not a proposition 
that sensible men can ever present to an intelligent body for pur- 
poses of legislation. 

This bill, as I have already said, Mr. Speaker, more than once, 
meets the approval of the security owners of this property. If it 
be opposed by anybody, it is opposed by some secret influence that 
has not shown itself upon the floor of the Honse. No interest has 
ever come before the committee having charge of the measure in 
either House to oppose it. It has been approved by everybody in 
interest. The people on the line of the road are longing to have the 
ceiegnenient read to the Pacific completed; and notwithstand- 
ing that fact, men stand up here and scold about the security 
holders and other matters, and reflect sometimes severely upon 

ntlemen who do favor the bill, when their objections have noth- 
ing whatever to do with the road itself. The people all want the 
road constructed; and, as I have said, the security holders are all 
satisfied with this settlement. The basis of the agreement is made 
in justice, and works out justice to all. The bill is in accordance 
with precedents you have each one of you many and many a time 
on the floor of this House admitted by your action here. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, unless some other gentleman desires to be 
heard further upon this question, I will ask the House to come to 
a vote upon it. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, when I had the temerity to rise 
in the House this morning I suggested to the House that some 
old and wise member of this body whose head is silvered over 
with gray, and whose legal reputation far outspans the narrow 
confines of his own State. would probably find something humor- 
ous in the position taken by those who did not agree with them on 
thisparticular question. I did not think, however. that that would 
be the case with my friend from Vermont {Mr, Powers} or that 
humorous remarks were to come from him with reference to those 
who differed with him on this question, for | thought he at least 
would remember the delicacy of his position by reason of the fact 
that I submitted to him this very proposition when the matter 
was under di 


discussion in the House on the 15th day of December 
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Jast, and he said then that it was entirely satisfactory to him. 
The amendment was submitted to him before it was presented to 
the House on the 15th day of December, and I repeat he said that 
he accepted it. So his argument to-day, Mr. Speaker, seems as if 
it must have comefrom some further conferences than those which 
he had on that occasion, and from some other source than gentle- 
men on this floor. 

I propose before I get through to reply to the suggestions made 
hy him. Ido not believe in personalities on the floor of the House, 
but in view of the fact that the gentleman has seen proper to refer 
to me as being “interested” in the matter, I propose to draw a 
ne ey which I think the gentleman will be able to understand. 

e has introduced personalities; I shall refer to them as slightly 
as possible. 

1 wish simply to say first that the only matter in which I am 
especially interested includes amendments 3 and 4. This road is 
about to pass, as I have already stated, into the hands of the 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe road. In return for $10,600,000 
this road—that is to say, the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe—will 
receive $16,000,000 of the first-mortgage bonds of the company, 
with the right to issue without consideration a large amount of 
stock. I took it for granted that the amendment which regulated 
that issue would receive the sanction of the chairman of the com- 
mittee, since it had met his approval in December last. Various 
attempts have been made, Mr. Speaker, to obscure the issue, that 
is presented to-day, but the fact remains the same, and the House 
must vote upon it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my friend from Vermont has intimated to 
the House that I am actuated by motives other than those of the 

yublic good in my opposition to this scheme; in other words, that 
i am representing some security holders who are opposed to this 
transaction. 

I can state to the House and to the gentleman that not a single 
security holder of any character or description or of any kind 
whatever has ever spoken to me on the subject. The only gentle- 
men up to to-day with whom I have conversed were my friend and 
colleague, Mr. Moopy, from Massachusetts, and my friend and 
associate, Judge PowErs, of Vermont, of the committee. My col- 
league, Mr. Moopy, and myself did, in December last, prepare and 
present the amendment to the gentleman from Vermont, and it 
was then accepted by him. Yesterday Mr. Moopy and I still fur- 
ther conferred on this subject, and we came to the conclusion that 
this change which had been made by the conference committee 
simply authorized an additional issue of $12,000,000 worth of 
stock, which represents no value whatever. 

Now, if nobody ever came to me on this subject, why was I 
interested? I will tell you. I had the honor—and | esteem it a 
great honor—to serve in the legislature of Massachusetts, and in 
that body, while 1 was a member of it, we passed some very im- 
portant legislation regulating security issues by corporations. It 


- met not only with the approval of all the people of Massachusetts, 


but with the — of all public writers everywhere. I have 
not, by coming here, forgotten the lessons that I learned there; 
and when I found pending here a ee which in Massachu- 
setts would be = and everywhere would be esteemed by most 
men as questionable, to authorize a corporation to issue millions 
upon millions of stock without any value whatever behind it, I 
took occasion, as I had a right to do, in spite of my being in my 
first term in Congress, to advocate an amendment regulating the 
matter. 

Now, that is where my interest lies in this matter, and I defy 
any man whatever to prove in any way whatever that any person 
whatever, under any guise or form whatever, has ever spoken a 
single word or addressed a single communication to me on this sub- 
ject, except my friend Mr. Moopy and my friend Judge PowERs. 

I did this morning think it was rather strange that, having ad- 
vocated an amendment which the gentleman from Vermont had 
then accepted, and he having now reported to emasculate it, he 
would not allow me a few moments for debate—which he tried to 
cut off by the previous question—to express my views on the sub- 
ject. Surprised? No, Il was not surprised. I have noticed since 
my arrival in this Congress that my friend from Vermont is 
chairman of the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and I have 
seen that, as chairman of that committee, no proposition, how- 
ever unfavorable to the interests of the Government of the 
United States and however advantageous to the railroad corpo- 
rations with which it has relations, has failed to receive his hearty 
and constant support. 

Talk about my representing interested parties! Do you remem- 
ber the debate that went on here a few weeks ago, when a pro 
sition came up here which was called the Huntington funding 
bill? Have you forgotten that debate? Was not the grave state- 
ment made that that bill did not fairly protect the interests of 
the Government? And yet my friend from Vermont was the gen- 
tleman who reported it and the gentleman who advocatedit. Did 
not the House reject it by an a It hardly 
comes with good grace for the gentleman from Vermont to ques- 


wreck railr ; 
arms and heads, accumulate by industry and labor capital which 
they strive to invest, not to have it wrecked, but to have it pro- 
tected, and Massachusetts men have been trying through all these 
hard times, by contributions and by surrender of interest and 
dividends, to protect and maintain what they have accumulated, 
and not in any way to strike down or to wreck. 
laws of Massachusetts, thoroughly imbued with the idea of mak- 
ing investments safe and permanent, are so perfect that they are 
the models of all the other Commonwealths of this country. In 
no States in the Union are property and the rights of the individual 
investors so carefully guarded from being wrecked as in the State 
of Massachusetts. 





tion the motives of a member who is advocating a policy formally 


adopted by his Commonwealth as against the advantage of a great 
railroad corporation. 


He talks about Massachusetts men as having wrecked railroads. 


Why, Mr. Speaker, Massachusetts men are the last men to 
want to 


husetts men, by the hard work of their 


The corporation 


But how is it with the gentleman from Vermont? He alludes 


to me with withering sarcasm as having come here and withered 
away. I may have withered away. I never came here with very 
much to wither. I am still a young man, and I had no great rep- 


utation, except the reputation, if it may be called a reputation, 


of having served in my local legislature. I trust I shall never 
serve so long as to try to cover a bad case by an attempt at ridi- 
cule of anew member who is trying to do his duty. y friend 
came here with the record of a long term of service on the supreme 
bench of Vermont. What is the record of that court? Does it 


justify his attack on my State? Ask any honest man in New 
ngland who, led by false statements and interested assertions, 


invested his hard-earned money in the securities of the Central 
Vermont Railroad, and who has it taken from him by decisions 
which have never been approved by any other judicial tribunal 
on earth, what he thinks of Vermont calieeah i 

the Central Vermont Railroad, under the decisions of the supreme 
court of Vermont, is a _— for all the quintessence of rail- 
road wrecking. Let him in 

men ‘‘ wrecking railroads!” 


wrecking. To-day 


eed talk to me about Massachusetts 


Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BARRETT, I will get through, and then you can answer 


me. Yes; I will yield to my friend. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts has the 


oor. 
Mr. BARRETT. I said I was perfectly willing to yield. 
Mr. GROUT. It seems to me that we had better not have the 


war of the States over in. 


Mr. BARRETT. I didnot inaugurate this war. The members 
of the House know that. The war was made by the gentleman's 
ry pts upon Massachusetts men as being wreckers of railroads, 
and I say—— 

Mr, GROUT. Itseems to me, further, it is out of order. 1 rise 
to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. 

Mr. GROUT. That is, when a member is speaking in this 
House he can not put in question the dignity and integrity of the 
courts of any of the States, . 

Mr. BARRETT. This is not to come out of my time. ; 

Mr. GROUT. I say that the gentleman has no right in this 
place to make a deliberate attack upon the judiciary of any State. 

Mr. BARRETT. on Speaker—— 

eS agp I repudiate what the gentleman says absolutely 
as : 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Vermont must confine 
himself to the point of order. 

The Chair hardly thinks a member can be declared out of order 
on a question of that kind. 

Mr. BARRETT. I do not object to the ridicule that has been 
heaped upon me and the comparison made with Daniel Webster 
and other great men of Massachusetts. It is not funny and not 


killing. But when the charge is made Massachusetts of 
railroad wrecking—of Massachusetts, whose laws, whose courts, 


and whose people have always stood strong and steadfast 2gainst 
railroad wrecking—is dragged in here for the sake of producing 
prejudice in this House, I propose to have it understood that the 
greatest illustration of rai wrecking known in all the annals 
of New England is the case of the Central Vermont Railroad, 
which, under a receivership conducted by the supreme court of 
Vermont, was about the biggest stench in the nostrils of honest 
men ever recorded in this oe a Let anyone dispute that! 
Mr. GROUT. I dispute it, Mr. . [Laughter.| It is 
false, and absolutely so. Ca: Will the gentleman allow 
me to make a statement? [ of **Go on!” to Mr. Barnert.| 
Mr. BARRETT. I will allow the — from Vermon 
time if I can have the same amount of \ s 
Mr. GROUT. Those decisions were rendered by a court which 
were elected annually until the recently changed constitution of 
the State. But since then they are biennially elected, and al) the 
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judges of the supreme court were repeatedly reelected without 
apposition. I say that no decision such as stated by the gentleman 
could have been made by that court and not be challenged by the 
people of that State, ally os ntatives, when 
the judges came up for reelection. e decisions of the supreme 
court in the Central Vermont Railroad matter are in accordance 
with the decisions in all the States. If those decisions had beena 
stench in the nostrilsof all decent men, as stated by the gentleman, 
they could hardly be in accordance with decided cases in other 
States, and I assert that they are. I can not present in detail the 
facts and the law of those decisions, but an ysis of them would 
absolutely refute the statement of the gentleman; and it seems 
remarkable to me that heshould impute dishonorable and dishonest 
motives to a judicial tribunal of any State. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I impugn the motives of no 
tribunal. I said, when the gentleman from Vermont raised a 
question of railroad wrecking, that I referred to a fact that is 
known to all intelligent men in New England, that of all the rail- 
road wrecks that were ever made a decisions, carried 
through series of years in the Supreme Court of the United 
States—— 

Several MEMBERS. Vermont. 

Mr. BARRETT. Vermont. The greatest illustration wasin the 
case of the Central Vermont Railroad, which for a period of 
twenty years dra its slow length through legal meshes of com- 
plication, while the honest investors in that property were de- 
prived of their investments by the men who managed it under the 
management of the supreme court. The road became known in 
that connection wherever railroad management or mismanage- 
ment was ever di I do not question the legislature of 
Vermont; I impugn the motives of no member of that court; but 
I do say you can not go into Vermont and find one lawyer out of 
four who will not say that the record made in connection with the 
Central Railroad litigation was one in which the honest sons of 
the Green Mountain State had cause to blush. : 

Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman permit a question? (Cries 
of * Go on!” to Mr. ee 

Mr. BARRETT. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GROUT. Did the Vermont court make any decision from 
ae appeal would not lie to the Supreme Court of the United 

ti — 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. S er, I am not a lawyer; I can not 
answer his question; but I know that- the State of Vermont was 
agitated and torn so that families were rent asunder, all a 
divided on railroad lines, and at times men were in fear of bodily 
violence because os to take issue with the railroad bosses of 
that period. Talk’about the legislature of Vermont! I will say 
in all kindness that the majority of that body, I am afraid, when 
they elected judges and other o , were not unmindful of the 
fact that the great railroad corporations were the parties who 
controlled the politics of the State. And that legislature, withit 
my memory, to reelect a judge who had honored the 
supreme bench for years, simply because he had fallen under the 
displeasure of the railroads. 

Mr. Speaker, Llove Vermont. I lived there two years. : 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman has a strange way of showing 
his love for Vermont. [Laughter. ] 

_Mr. BARRETT. I repeat, Mr. S er, I love Vermont. I 
lived there for two years, and I would not say, unless provoked, a 
word in criticism of her. But I love Massachusetts r, and 
when you place Massachusetts and Vermont side by side, when 
you compare the judiciary of those two States, when you com- 
pare the record for railroad management of those States, when 
= contrast the records and the traditions of Vermont and of 

assachusetts, let me say that it comes with very ill oo. for 
any man from Vermont to attempt to throw mud upon hu- 
setts, as - friend Mr. Powers has done. 

It would be an act of recreancy if any son of Massachusetts— 
even though he be so poor and unimportant as my friend from 

ermont his elevation of — service me—it would 


be an act of did he not hold ay hand and raise his 
Voice in humble eulogy of his State, whose judicial decisions have 
never been called in question, but rank in the minds of all law- 
yers with those of the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
Whose legisl the control of corporations is a beacon 
= to here and elsewhere. [Applause. } 
t. POWERS. Mr. ee een ee © 
r vious question. 
The previous que was ordered. a . 
agreeing to the conference report, 
iameeh to have it. 
ATLEY, . teen time by taking th 
. . . save 6 
yepnand nays at once, ask for the yeas and nays. 
b 2 ys were ordered. 
Lndng thera Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a parliamentary 
inquiry which I want members to hear. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. BARRETT. I want to ask the Speaker whether, if this 
report is rejected, it will not then be in order to move to instruct 
the committee in further conference to insist upon the amend- 
ments of the House? 

The SPEAKER. It will be, if the House insists upon its amend- 
ments and asks for a conference. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 71, nays 142, not 
voting 142; as follows: 


YEAS—71. 
Apsley, Fischer, Kirkpatrick, Sperry, 
Arnold, R. L Foote, Lefever, Ss nad WwW 
Avery, Gillet, N. Y. Leonard, Stone, W. A. 
Bartholdt, Grosvenor, Long, Sulloway. 
Beiknap. Grout, Mahon, Sulzer, 
Bell, Tex Grow, Miller, Kans. Taft, 
Bennett, Halterman, Miller, W. Va. Tawney, 
Blue, Harrison, Minor, Wis. Tayler, 
Brewster, Hartman, Mitchell, Thomas, 
Burton, Mo. Henry, Conn. Noonan, Tracey, 
Calderhead, a. Northway, Van Voorhis, 
Curtis, Hill, Patterson, Wadsworth, 
Curtis, N. ¥ Hubbard, Payne, Walker, Mass. 
els, Hunter, Powers, Watson, Ohio 
; Hurley, guise, Wellington, 
vans, enkins, ussell, Conn. illis, 
Fairchild, Johnson. Cal. Smith, Ml. Wright. 
Kerr, Southard, 
NAYS—12. 
Abbott, Doolittle, Kyle, Owens, 
Allen, Miss. Ellett, Lacey, e Parker, 
Anderson, Erdman, Latimer, Perkins, 
Andrews, Fenton, Lawson, Pitney, 
Atwood, ‘oss, Layton, Robertson, La. 
Bailey, Gamble, Leighty, Royse, 
Baker, Gibson, Lewis, Sauerhering, 
Baker, N. H. Graff, Linney, Sayers, 
ham, Griffin, Linton, Scranton, 
tt, ager, Little, Shuford, 
Bartlett, Ga Hainer, Nebr Livingston, Skinner, 
Bell, Colo. all, Low, Snover, 
Bishop, Hardy, Maddox, Spalding, 
Black. Harris, Martin, Sparkman, 
Bowers, Hart. McCall, Tenn Stallings, 
Buck, Hatch, McCleary, Minn. Steele, 
Bull Hemenway, McCormick, Stewart. N. J. 
Catchings, Henderson, McCreary, Ky. Stewart, Wis. 
Clardy Hendrick, McCulloch, Stokes, 
Clark, lowa Henry, Ind. McDearmon, Strowd, N. C. 
Codding, Hilborn, McEwan, Talbert, 
Colson, Hitt, McLachlan, Tate, 
Connolly, Howard, McLaurin, Terry, 
Cook, Wis. Howe, McRae, Tracewell, 
Cooke, Tl. Howell, Meiklejohn, Tucker, 
Cooper, Tex. Hulick, Mercer, Tyler, 
Cooper, Wis. Huling, Miles, Updegraff, 
Corliss, Hull, Milnes Van Horn, 
Cox, Hyde, Mondell, Washington, 
Crisp, Johnson, Ind. Moody, White, 
Crowther, Johnson, N. D. Morse, Wilson, S. O. 
Culberson, Jones, Neil, Wood, 
Danford, Kem, Ogden, Woodard, 
De Armond, Kiefer, Otey, Woodman. 
Dinsmore, Kleberg, Otjen, 
Dolliver, Knox, Overstreet, 
NOT VOTING—14. 
Acheson, Crump, Loud, Russell, Ga. 
Adams, Cummings, Loudenslager, Settle, 
Aitken, Curtis, lowa Maguire, Shafroth, 
Aldrich, T. H. Dalzell, Mahany, Shannon, 
Aldrich, W. F. Dayton, Marsh, Shaw, 
Aldrich, Tl. poet, McCail, Mass. Sherman, 
Allen, Utah De Witt, McClellan, Simpkins, 
Arnold, Pa. Dingley, McClure, Smith, Mich. 
Babcock, Dockery, MeMillin, Sorg, 
Baker, ~ evens, —— Southwick, 

e raper, eyer, Spencer, 

y, Eddy, Milliken Stahle. 
Bartlett, N. Y. Fitzgerald, Miner, N. Y. Stephenson, 
Beach, Fletcher, oney, strait, 
Berry, Fowler, oses, Strode, Nebr 
Pingham, Gardner, Mozley, Strong, 
Boatner, Gillett, Mass. Murphy, Swanson, 
Boutelle, Good fs Murray, Thorp, 
Broderick, Griswold, Newlands, Towne, 
Bromwell, adley, ell, Treloas 

us, Hanly, Pearson, Turner, Ga. 
Brown, Harmer. Pendleton, Turner, Va. 
Brumm, Heatwole, Phillips, Walker, Va. 
Burrell, Heiner, Pa. Pickler, Wanger, 
Burton, Ohio ermann, Poole, Warner, 
Cannon, Hicks, Price, Watson, Ind. 
Chickering, Hooker, Prince, eeler, 
Clark, Mo. oO Pugh, Wilber, 
Clarke, uff, Raney, Williams, 
Cobb, Hutcheson. Ray, Wilson, Idaho 
Cockrell, oy. Reeves, Wilson, N. Y. 
Coffin, Kendall, Reyburn, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, Fla. Kulp, Richardson, Woomer, 
Cousins, Leise h Rinaker, Yoakum. 

wen, Lester, Robinson, Pa. 
wiley, Lorimer, usk, 


The following-named members were announced as paired until 


further notice: 
Mr. WARNER with Mr. WILLIAMS. 
Mr. Draper with Mr. Cowen. 
Mr. StMPKINS with Mr. FiTzGERALD. 
Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 
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. HANLY with Mr. Moses. 

. DiInGLey with Mr. McMILuin. 

. PICKLER with Mr. Mouser of New York. 
. BineuHam with Mr. DockERY. 

+, HARMER with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

* this day: 

. Eppy with Mr. RicHarpson. 

. Suita of Michigan with Mr. McCLELLAN, 
. HRATWOLE with Mr. Srralrt. 

. HERMANN with Mr. Denny. 

. Wiii1am F. ALpricu with Mr. SHaw, 
*, Watson of Indiana with Mr. MEYER, 

. REYBURN with Mr. Berry. 

. Kup with Mr. CumMMINGs. 

Mr. LEISENRING with Mr. MaGuIRE. 

Mr. Cannon with Mr. Turner of Georgia, 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Hurcueson. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. Lester. 

Mr. DaLzELL with Mr. Cons. 

Mr. GRISWOLD with Mr. SPENCER. 

Mr. Wiison of New York with Mr. SWANSON, 

Mr. Mauany with Mr. BoaTNer. 

Mr. TRELOAR with Mr. Kenpa.u. 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. Money. 

Mr. WooMER with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. CLark of Missouri with Mr. WHEELER, 

Mr. BuRRELL with Mr. Russe.u of Georgia. 

Mr. Moziey with Mr. BLack. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. Yoakum. 

On this question: 

Mr. BRoMWELL with Mr. Hicks. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote, 
as I find lam paired with the gentleman from Maine, Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. HICKS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
BROMWELL. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam paired with the gentleman from Penn- 
syivania, Mr. BinGHaM, and withdraw my vote. I wish to an- 
nounce that if he were present, I would vote * no.” 

Mr. COX. I desire to inquire if my colleague, Mr. Ricnarp- 
SON, is paired on this vote? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that he is paired. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House in- 
sist on its amendment, and ask a further conference; and on that 
I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion to insist and ask a fur- 
ther conference; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. BARRETT. I now offer the following resolution of in- 
structions. 

Mr. THOMAS. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BARRETT. This is the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the instructions offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the House its conferees on the bill 5.1832, 
“An act to define the rights of Pueteeore under mortgages authorized by an 
act of Congress approved April 20, 1871, concerning the Atlantic and Pacific 
a _ ee." sho insist on striking out Senate amendments Nos. 3, 

Mr. POWERS. I think, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts has misconceived the scope of the report. I suppose 
he means to insist on the House amendments. hese are House 
amendments stricken out by the Senate. 

Mr. BARRETT. I did not draw the resolution myself, but sup- 
posed, from the source it came from, that itwasright. But I will 
amend the resolution and offer it in the amended form. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That in the opinion of the House its conferees on Senate bill 1832, 
“An - to define the Soe wh oan asthe under . ye ——— by - 
tof Congress approv 71, concerning » ntic Pacifi 
Railroad Genguny” should insist on the House amendments numbered 3, 4, 
% oe 
' Mr. TERRY. |I offer the following amendment to the instruc- 
tions proposed by the gentleman from Massachusetts: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
And the conferees on the part of the House arefurther instructed toinsist 
upon a provision—— 
Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 
The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Arkansas has offered 
an amendment, and was recognized for that purpose before the 
demand was made. The Clerk will report the amendment to the 
instructions. 
Mr. BARRETT. But I called the previous question when I 
offered the resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not move it in time. 
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Mr. BARRETT. I think theChair misconceived my stavement 
I asked for the previous question when I first got up. : 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I submit that the gentleman can 
not insist on a demand for the previous question that neither t),9 
Chair nor the House has heard. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the demand for tho 
previous question. 

Mr. BARRETT. I made the request, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, of course, must take the word of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIS. I can testify that the gentleman made the mo. 
tion, for I heard it. 

Mr. TERRY. The gentleman made the motion for the previous 
question on his motion that the House insist on its disagreement 
and ask a further conference, but not on the other. : 

Mr. BARRETT. I made it on both, I am satisfied. 

TheSPEAKER. The matter iseasy of correction. If the Honse 
desires further instruction, it can vote down the previous ques- 
tion. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and 
on a division there were—ayes 39, nays 82. 

So the demand for the previous question was rejected. 

Mr.. TERRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, Il offer the amendment I send 
to the desk as additional instructions to the conferees. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The conferees on the part of the House are further instructed to insist 
—- provision to secure the payment of all debts, demands, and liabilities 
w were due or owing by the old pecan which were contracted, accrued, 
or were incu or are due or owing for tickets and freight balances, or for 
rages. work, labor, materials, machinery, fixtures, supplies of every 
kind and character done, ee rnished in the repair. equipment 
operation, or extension of said road and its branches. and all lia hlities incurred 
by said old Sas. eee freight and —Ir inelud- 
which have accrued or upon which suit had been it or was pending. of 
judgment rendered, wi twelve months prior to intment of a 
receiver or receivers in the foreclosure proceeding or since appointment 
of any such receiver. , 

Mr. TERRY. I suppose debate is in order. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is in order. 

Mr. TERRY. As this amendment is rather long. I wish to 
state its effect. It proposes to extend the vision of the bill so 
as to cover operating expenses, wages, material furnished. and work 
done, and also injuries to person or property, within twelve months 
prior to the appointment of a receiver. It does not go back of 
that; but it applies also to such claims arising since the appoint- 
ment of a receiver. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to; there 
being— vo 71, noes 38. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon agreeing to the 
pro’ instructions as amended. 

e question was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. BARRETT. I move that the various votes taken on this 
question be reconsidered, and that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. lam instructed by the Committee 
on Military Affairs to report back the Military Academy appro- 
priation bill, with the amendments of the Senate. I am directed 
to ask that the amendments be nonconcurred in, and that we ask 
a conference with the Senate on the di ing votes of the two 
Houses. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is onagreeing to the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 

The amendments were disagreed to. : : 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the motion of the 
gentleman from New York {Mr. Curtis} that a conference with 
the Senate be requested on the disagreeing votes of the two Hou~s. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr./Curtis of 
New York, Mr. Grirrin, and Mr. TYLer as conferees On the part 
of the House. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I move that the House resolve itself into 
mains of the —— on the state of the Union 4 the fur- 
ther consideration Agricultural appropriation bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. Irise toa parliamentaryinquiry. If the Sows 
should refuse to go into Committee of the Whole on the motion ° 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Wapsworts}, will not the 
unfinished business then be taken up under the regular order: 

The SPEAKER. It will be. N 

Mr. THOMAS. I hope the motion of the gentleman from New 


York will be voted down. 
Segeerion ing taken, there were—ayes 90, noes 52. 
Mr. THOMAS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 
Mr. THOMAS. Very well; I withdraw a 


So the motion of Mr. Wapsworts was agreed 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Paywe in the chair) and 
resumed the i ion of the bill (H. R. 9961) making appro- 
priations for the Department of Agricuiture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1898. 

The Clerk read the following: 

weno OF AGRICULTURE. be 

° tion of . 
oe A catens Besvanaty Of Agrioutanee, Gulty chant sak, wie snail bs 
superintendent of the Department buildings, $2,500; private to the 
Secretar of Agricuvure, SOW; stenrgrapher to the Secretary of Agricul 
oor ae \ tment clerk, $2,600; one chief of Supply Division, 32,000; one 
telegraph and telephone operator, $1,200; one clerk ciass 4, $1,800; three clerks 
class 3, 34,800; four clerks class 2, $5,600; nine clerks class 1, ; nine cierks 


at $1,000 each, $9,000; five clerks at eac’ 
be captain of watch, $1,600; one man, who shall be steam fitter, S00 


ne assistant fireman, $720; one assistant fireman, $600; four t watchmen 
at $72) each, ig toad 
charwomen, 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
the last word. 

Yesterday distinguished Representatives from Ohio arose on 
this floor to defend that great State from certam attacks made 
upon Ohio and Indiana by the governor of Illinois, Mr. Altgeld. 
In the speech made by . Altgeld he severely criticised the 
elections in Ohio and Indiana. But I do not believe that this is 
the place nor the time to ‘‘ wash the dirty linen” of the politics 
of any State. I stand on this floor to deiend Indiana if she needs 
defense, as Daniel Webster stooi in the Senate to defend the State 
of Massachusetts. ‘I will enter upon no encomium upon Indiana. 
She needs none. There sheis. Behold her! and judge for your- 
seives. There is her history. The world knows it by heart.” 

But, Mr. Chairman, with permission of the House, I desire to 
occupy the few.moments allotted to me to say a few words upon 
tae Cuban question. 

Mr. Chairman, during the first session of this Congress a con- 
current resolution was almost unanimously adopted by both 
Houses expressive of the sympathy of the Con, , as nta- 
tives of the American people, with the patriots of Cuba in the 
heroic struggle in which they were then, and still are, e in 
behalf of human liberty and the right of self-government. The 
sentiments expressed in that resolution received the indorsement 
of a very large majority of the citizens of the United States, and 
was only subjected to criticism because it was not a joint resolu- 
tion and not stronger in expression. The people of this country 
have watched with deep interest thecontest which has been waged 
in Cuba during the past two years between the patriots and 
their Spanish oppressors, and the demand of the people is almost 
unanimous that the time has now arrived for this Government to 
take such action as will stop the shedding of blood, stop the 
slaughterof the innocents by the Spanish ians, stop the dev- 
astation of the fair isle, and secure to Cuba the independence to 
which she is entitled by the laws of God, of justice. an hunanity. 

Therecan be noquestion about the justice of the Cuban revolution. 
Mr. Hazeltine, in the North American Review, in an able article, 
shows that taxation without representation is the Spanish pohcy 
of government in Cuba. Atno time has the native Cuban repre- 
sentation in the Spanish Cortes, a body comprising 430 members, 
ever exceeded six, and has seldom exceeded three. With a pop- 
ulation of 1,600.000, only 9.3 per cent of the ulation being 
Spaniards, the right of suffrage has been restri to only 53,000 
inhabitants of the island, or about 3 per cent of the population. 
While denied the right by the Spanish parliament to exercise any 
voice in the control of her own affairs, Cuba has become the 
“treasure island” of Spain, to be pillaged and robbed at will, 
which is done by the mother country imposing enormous budgets 
on the island, 

In 1880Spain commanded Cuba to furnish her $46,000,000 of rev- 
enue. In 1893 the budget was reduced to $26,000,000, but only be- 
cause the island was unable to meet a greater exaction. In 1480 
the deficit had reached $20,000,000; and all the deficits since 1878 
amount to $100,000,000. With such man»cement Cuba's debt has 
increased from $20,000,000 in 1868 to $190... 10,000 when the present 
war broke out in 1895, and on the 3ist of July, 1890, the debt was 
computed to have reached the fabulous sum of $290.000,000, and is 
to-day muchgreater. The interest on this debt imposes a burden of 
$9.79 on each inhabitant. Nota dollar of this enormous debt has 
a spent in Cuba to advance the work of improvement or civil- 

‘ion. 
_ The salaries drawn from Cuba to pay the Spanish rulers of the 
island are shameless and almost incredible in extortion. The 
governor-general of Cuba is given a salary of $50,000 a year, be- 
sides a palace in Habana and a a weg Aastra servants, coaches, 
rector- 


of the general government, $8,000. The major-general gets $7,500; 
brigadier-general, $4,500; the captains of the largest men-of-war 
receive $6,300; the captains of frigates, $4,560; the government 
clerks of the first class ob:ain $5.000 each, and those of the second 
class $4,000 each. All of these public functionaries receive, in ad- 
dition to their salaries, free lodgings and domestic service paid by 
the state. 

Under these officials is a multitude of minor employes, all mu- 
nificently provided for. Employment by the Spanish Govern- 
ment in Cuba is far more lucrative than to be an ofiiceholder under 
the United States Government at this capital. The minister of 
the colonies, who resides in Madrid, receives a salary of 596,800 
a year, which is taken from the treasury of Cuba. Not only are 
these enormous salaries paid to the Spanish officials in Cuba, 
but the Cuban treasury has been plundered by the Spanish min‘s- 
ters time and time again. As recent as 1892 Minister Romero 
Robelodo took a million dollars belonging to the Cuban treasury 
from the vaults of the Bank of Spain and lent it to the Trans- 
atlantic Company, of which he was a stockholder. When threat- 
ened with prosecution, he replied that if pros cuted, all of his 
| ag sage from every political party would have to sit beside 

im in the prisoner’s dock. In 180 it came to light, throngh a 
debate in the Cortes, that $6,500,000 had been abstracted from the 
Caja de Depositos, although the safe was locked with three keys, 
each of which was in possession of a different high Spanish official. 
It was learned at the same time. that through fa!se vouchers ior 
transportation and fictitious bills for provisions alleged to have 
been furnished during the ten years’ war in Cuba. the Cuban 
treasury had been robbed of $22,811,000. Not one of these Spanish 
officials implicated in these robberies of the Cuban treasury has 
ever been punished. 

The administration of law in Cuba is a terrible injustice. The 
lives and property of Cubans receive no protection from the Spanish 
Government even in times of peace. Personal -afety is a delusion. 
While it is said that executions for political offenses up to the 
opening of the present rebellion had not taken place since 187s, 
yet it is well known that the Spanish Government has resorted to 
asimpler method of removing political offenders—by assassination. 
The attorneys-general and the presiding judges receive their in- 
structions from the governor-general’s office. [mprisonment with- 
out warrant and for an indefinite time is common. 

No people yearning for liberty have had better cause than the 
Cubans of to-day. They havea hundred times more provocation 
than had the English colonies of Americain 1775. The revolution 
has attained a measure of success that deserves to at least be 
recognized as belligerence. es In two years the Cuban 
insurgents have overrun and continue to hold a greater portion 
of the island, while the Spanish control no considerable section of 
the island outside of the seaports and a few strongly for:ified 
towns in the interior. , The recognition of the Cubans as beiliger- 
ents would be in strict conformity with the policy of our Govern- 
ment. James Monroe acted upon a principle propounded by him- 
self when he declared that— 

As soon as the movement assumes such a steady and consistent form as to 
make the success of the province probable, the rights to which they were 
entitled by the law of nations as equal parties in a civil war have been 
extended to them. 

Again, in a dispatch dated September 20, 1836, and addressed by 
Mr. Forsyth, Secretary of State, to the Mexican plenipotentiary in 
Washington, the habitual attitude of our Government toward 
Spanish-American revolutionists is thus defined: 

It is a well-known fact that the vessels of the South American provinces 
were admitted into the ports of the United States under their own or any 
other flags from the commencement of the revolution; and it is equally true 
that throughout the various civil contests that have taken place at different 
periods among the states which sprang from revolution the vessels of each of 
the contending parties have been alike permitted to enter the ports of this 
country. It has never been held necessary, asa preliminary to the extension 
of the rights of hospitality to either, that the chances of the war should be 

anced and the probability of eventual success entertained. For this pur- 
pose it has been deemed sufficient that the party has declared its independ- 
ence and was at the time actually maintaining it. 

Another a of this principle was made in the case of 
Texas. The Texans declared their independence from Mexico on 
March 2, 1886. This was signed by but sixty men, of whom only 
two were of Mexican nationality. Nevertheless, just six months 
afterwards the United States recognized the belligerent rights of 
the Texans by proclaiming the neutrality of the United States in 
the contest between them and Mexico. 

Why, in view of well-established precedents, should this Gov- 
ernment longer hesitate to recognize the belligerency of Cuba? It 
can not be longer said that war does not exist on the island, because 
we admit the existence of war when our southern coast is patrol'ed 
by United States cruisers to stop the infraction of the neutrality 
laws. Until we a the existence of a state of war in Cuba 
we can not be neutral. Diplomats and American statesmen who 
are inspired in their opposition to recognition by the wines and 
cigars consumed while their legs cross under the mahogany of the 
Spanish minister can no longer make the people believe that Spain 
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is merely engaged in the pastime of chasing down ‘‘a few ma- 
rauding bands of Cuban bandits.” We must not forget that Spain 
has shipped to Cuba since March, 1895, a dozen great expeditions, 
aggregating nearly 150,000 troops, officered by over 10,000 skilled 
soldiers; also 170,000 magazine rifles, hundreds of pieces of field 
artillery, and over 75,000,000 cartridges. Besides, Weyler has 
under arms a “‘ volunteer” corps, mostly Spaniards, of 50,000 resi- 
dents of Cuba. The battle of Gettysburg presented no better evi- 
dence of the existence of war in onr own fair land than does the 
presence of Weyler and his 200,000 soldiers in Cuba, War does 
exist in Cuba—terrible, cruel, relentless, bloody war—a war of 
oppression on the side of Spain against as brave and patriotic a 
z ople as ever wielded a sword in behalf of justice and human 
iberty. 

Our commercial interests, the interests of humanity, the well- 
defined principles of the Monroe doctrine, and the patriotic desire 
that is found in the heart of every American citizen to see the 
dominion of Spain cease to exist on the Western Continent and 
the isles adjacent thereto demand that the great power of our 
Government be extended to the Cuban heroes who are struggling 
to establish upon their fair island home a government founded, 
like our own, upon principles of universal liberty. [Applause. | 

In 1823 John Quincy Adams, then Secretary of State, in instruc- 
tions to:our minister at Madrid, said: 

Those islands, from their local position, are natural appendages of the 
North American continent, and one of them (Cuba), which is almost in sight 
of our shores, from a multitude of considerations, has become an object of 
trenscendent importance to the commercial and political interests of our 
Union. Its commanding position with reference to the Gulf of Mexico and 
the West Indian seas; the character of its population; its situation midway 
between our southern coasts and the Island of Santo Domingo; its safe and 
capacious harbor of the Habana, fronting a long line of our shores destitute 
of the same advantages; the nature of its productions and of its wants, fur- 
nishing the supplies and needing the returns of a commerce immensely prof- 
itable and mutually beneficial—all these things give it an importance in the 
sum of our national interests with which that of no other foreign territory 
can be compared, and little inferior to that which binds the different mem- 
bers of the Union together. Such, indeed, are between the interests of that 
is!and and of this country—the geographical, commercial, moral, and political 
relations—gathering in the process of time and even now verging tematurity, 
that, in looking forward to the probable course of events for the short period 
of half acentury, it isscarcely possible to resist the conviction that the annex- 
ation of Cuba to our Republic will be indispensable to the continuance and 
integrity of the Union itseif. 

If for no other reason, humanity demands that blood should 
cease to flow in Cuba. The world knows well the character of the 
Spanish people; educated from infancy to the horrors and cruel- 
ties of the bull ring, they are a people of blood and treachery. In 
all the annals of history since the dawn of civilization, no nation 
laying any claim to enlightenment and Christianity has equaled 
Spain in its terrible and infamous record of brutality, rapine, and 
bloodshed, Its original possessions in the Western Hemisphere 
were obtained by conquest and lost by revolution. It was in Spain 
during the fifteenth century that the Tribunal of the Inquisition 
appointed by the Spanish Government commenced its terrible 
career under which tens of thousands of Christian men and women 
were condemned to the torture of the rack and the flames. It was 
under Spain in the sixteenth century that Pizarro, the conqueror 
of Peru, seized the Inca Atahualpa and treacherously put him to 
death, and whose career of blood and crime in Peru only ended 
with his own violent death. Itwas under Spain that the infamous 
Duke of Alva, prime minister and general of the Spanish army 
under Charles V, gained the victory of Muhlberg over John 
Frederick, elector of Saxony, in 1547, and had the elector con- 
demned to death, which was only averted by the commutation of 
the sentence by the Emperor. hen the Netherlands revolted 
against the tyrannies of Spain, it was this same Alva who was sent 
there with unlimited power, and who established the Bloody 
Council, over which + at first presided. This tribunal con- 
demned all without distinction whose opinion appeared dubious 
or whose wealth excited jealousy. The present and the absent, 
the living and the dead, were subjected alike, and their property 
confiscated. Alva put to death on the scaffold the Counts of Eg- 
mont and Horn, and when he left Holland he boasted that he had 
executed 18,000 men besides those killed in battle. 

Spain stands before the world to-day a nation of assassination, 
and the vietims of her crimes in Europe, on the South American 
continent, and in the isles of the sea are as countless as the sands 
of the ocean. [Applause.] Spain is by instinct and by education 
a nation of bloodshed and brutality, where children are educated 
in the use of the dagger and stiletto before they learn their alpha- 
bets, and their Sabbath diversions are the orgies and cruelties of 
the bull ring. 

Since the siding of Columbus in 1492, the Spanish nation has 
constautly and devilishly pursued a reign of rapine, ruin, and 
murder against the original inhabitants of this continent and the 
honest immigrants that sought these shores. 

Four hundred years of oathant, torture, and assassination has 
been the rule of this cruel and unrelenting harlot of monarchy. 
Haiti, Santo Domingo, Mexico, Brazil, Chile, Pern, Florida, and 
calamitous Cuba have been despoiled of more than 30,000,000 of 








human beings, through the prison, the lash, the torch, the blood. 
hound, the sword, the matchlock, and the cannon of these pirates 
of the seas and bloodthirsty bullfighters of the land. The great 
and good Las Casas shows that more than 12.000,000 of Indians 
and negroes were destroyed in the space of thirty years by the 
ravenous freebooters from Spain in her early conquests on this 
continent, and this good priest appealed to Ferdinand and Isabella 
to put an ead to the human slaughter, but without avail. From 
Cortez, Pizarro, Balboa, and Velasquez, down to the red-handed 
assassin, Weyler, a terrible track of smoldering ruins and mur- 
dered millions has been left in the wake of these Spanish fanatics 
and incarnate fiends. 

Cortez and his warriors tore down and ruined the Aztec Empire, 
invading and destroying the blooming fields and dazzling halls of 
the Montezumas, and through treachery, greed, and murder 
roasted the Aztec king on a bed of live 8 while plundering 
the palace of his ancestors. Pizarro and his religious renegades 
roasted and robbed the peaceful inhabitants of the Peruvian 
Empire, leaving a pillar of fire by night and acloud by day to sig- 
nalize the march of his conquering columns, 

Velasquez desolated the fertile islands of the West Indies and 
Cuba, while other Spanish marauders and adventurers, in the 
name of God and Spain, killed and robbed the happy inhabitants 
of Florida and Louisiana. 

With the crucifix in one hand and the sword of a tyrant in the 
other, the minions of this bastard monarchy nearly exterminated 
the original inhabitants of Central and South America, and all for 
sparkling silver and glittering gold to decorate and enlarge the 
churches, convents, monasteries, mansions, and palaces of Barce- 
lona, Saville, Genoa, and Madrid. Here was truly ‘‘a crown of 
thorns and a cross of gold,” the tortured getting the thorns and 
the tyrants getting the gold. 

At home and abroad, throughout the world wherever the domin- 
ion of Spain has held sway, her record has been written in cruelty 
and blood. 

The Spanish soldiery at home and abroad have never hesitated 
to snatch the sucking babe from its mother’s breast, dash its 
brains out, and then outrage the shrieking mother; set fire to the 
wigwam of the Indian or the palace of the prince; imprison, 
starve, and garrote those who righteously struggle for liberty and 
will not bow in abject submission to the Spanish yoke. But the 
day of the Spanish dynasty is nearly over and she Sostens to that 
setting sun that shall be for her eternal. [Applause.] She be- 
longs to the bull-fighting, licentious race of the thirteenth and 
fourteenth centuries, and in the category of civilized nations of 
the nineteenth century there is no place for her. Her pride and 
poverty ge hand in hand, and while putting on the airs of a Rod- 
erick and the prancing antics of a Bucephalus, she is only a poor 
imitation of Don Quixote and Rosinante. 

Before the dawn of the twentieth cent upon a progressive 
and enlightened world the power of Spain shall surely disappear 
from the American continent [applause], and in a short time she 
will be blotted from the map of Europe, torn to pieces by internal 
conflict, corruption, and conspiracy. The crimes she has com- 
mitted for a thousand years cry to heaven for vengeance, and 
some modern Cesar, Sulla, or Napoleon shall yet batter down her 
gates, towers, and battlements, and there shall cease to exist the 
most tyrannical, cruel, corrupt, and licentious monarchy that has 
ever disgraced the earth. , 

The foul treachery by which Antonio Maceo, that soldier of 
genius, the Sheridan of Cuba, was lured to his death is but in keep- 
ing with the Spanish idea of honorable warfare. Sweet to Span- 
ish chivalry was the news of Maceo’s assassination. The streets 
of Madrid, the Spanish capital, were aflame with bonfires glori- 
fying the event. The treachery of Spain was sounded with praise; 
the Spanish minister to the United States congratulated his col- 
leagues of the diplomatic — over the death of this Cuban 

triot. Weyler, the Spanish butcher, who has never fought & 

attle in honorable warfare, rides as a conqueror, a hero, through 
the streets of Habana, while men cheer, maidens sing songs of 
praise, and white-robed children scatter flowers to be crushed 
under his horse's feet. 

Maceo is dead; slain as was Inca of Peru four centuries before; 
slain as was the gallant Colonel Crittenden and his fifty Kentuck- 
iansin 1851. Falling as a martyr to the cause of liberty, his blood, 
like the blood of other ge ge will be the seed of the revolution; 
and the thousands that will rise to take his place, filled with 4 
patriotism that can not be conquered by Spanish armies or _— 
come by Spanish treachery, meee on, guided by the han 
of a just God, until the flag of free Cuba floats over the palace 
now occupied by the Captain-General of the island. . j 

It is the — and duty of the American Congress to recogn!z© 
the ind ence of Cuba, and the President of the United States 
onally enacted. 


must and will execute the law when it is constituti C 
If he does not, there is a constitutional remedy ready at all — 
to meet just such cases. Cuba must and shall be free. The 
beautiful queen of the Antilles will soon rise from her crimson 
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couch, and, like Aurora, tripping o’er the mountain tops of morn, 
she shall walk the vales and hills of Pinar del Rio, and blossom 
into beauty as a new State in the Western Hemisphere, dedicated 
forever to liberty, and as she lifts her eyes to the north, may she 
ever behold the Star Spangled Banner waving her a warm wel- 
come as the youngest child in the galaxy of American Republics. 
[Loud a oer. y 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARDY. Iask unanimous consent for ten minutes more. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If I can be recognized, I will yield 
my time to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Harpy]. 

r. TALBERT. I move that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Harpy] be allowed to make a few more remarks before he says 
anything. ee 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. HARDY. I ask the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Liv- 
INGSTON] to allow me ten minutes. If for no other reason—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARDY. Ihave asked unanimous consent for an exten- 
sion. 

Mr. TALBERT. Linsist on my request that the gentleman be 
allowed to continue his remarks. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman be allowed to continue for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Wituiam A. STONE] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Harpy] be allowed to continue for five min- 
utes. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOWE. r. Chairman, this talk is irrelevant and out of 
order, We are here to consider the Agricultural appropriation 
bill. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made. 

Mr. HARDY. Then I give notice that no bill shall Pp Sot 
this House by unanimous consent during this session. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to bring to the 
attention of the gentleman in charge of this bill, for information, 
the language of the bill, beginning-in line 18, on page 2: 
Messengers, laborers, mechanics, four day watchmen, and charwomen, 


I understand, Mr. Chairman, that it is the fixed policy of Con- 
gress to make these appropriations specific. find here, in the 
latter part of this paragraph which has just been concluded, the 
language which I have read. Now, Mr. Chairman, this appro- 
priation of $19,000 for laborers and messengers is for the Secre- 
tary’s office. The number of messengers or the number of labor- 
ers should be specified. It is a large sum of money to give to the 
Secretary's office indiscriminately and in bulk in this way, and I 
ask the gentleman in charge of the bill why it is appropriated in 
this form, when it has been so long the fixed policy of Con to 
make specific appropriations? How many laborers does the Sec- 
retary want? How many messengers and how many charwomen 
does he want? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That sum represents the amount neces- 
sary to take care of the building. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. i wani to ask the gentleman if he knows 
that to be true? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Itis to include cleaning and the laborers 
around the building. The item of $20,000 was reduced to $19,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I direct the gentleman’s attention to the 
other paragraphs of the bill, which also contain appropriations for 
laborers and messen 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Some of them are on the statutory rolls 
some of them are not. This lump sum is used to cover emer- 

cies. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do you not know, as chairman of the com- 
mittee, how — laborers and messengers are necessary for the 
Secretary’s office 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not exactly; no. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does not the Secretary know? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I suppose he does. Sometimes he re- 
Conan and sometimes less, according to the exigencies of the 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, Well, I want to say to the members of the 
Mey sn that this is bad cy, to be appropria ing money in 

ulk for m and la without knowing the number 
or A oy necessity for one or three or four or five. 
—. WADSWORTH. I will say tothe gentleman that this item 
that — the same as last year, and the year before 


that. 
Mr, LIVINGST IN. I understand, but we might just as well 
prove as we 


Mr older. 
Ww ORTH. Well, that is for the House to say. The | order? 
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committee felt that that appropriation was not excessive. We 
have reduced it $1,000 from last year. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, if the chairman of the committee 
thinks $19,000 is not excessive, I have nothing more to say. 

Mr. HULL. I would like tosuggest to my friend from Georgia 
another proposition, that after the 4th of March next we will have 
a Secretary of Agriculture whom my friend and others will have 
confidence in. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do you mean to say that this appropria- 
tion is iutended for that purpose? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. This is the opinion of the Secretary. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. There is no more necessity for it than 
before. You make mention of every kind of employee that you 
have now. I want to say that just such appropriations as this 
create a great many of the scandals that affect the offices in this 
Government. And here isthe harm of it. A barber,or a carriage 
driver, or anybody can be brought in under this appropriation 
and can be put down as laborers and messengers and paid out of 
this $19,000. It is not the best way of appropriating this money, 
and I do not think it ought to be done. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Division of Accounts and Disbursements: Chief of division and disbursing 
clerk, $2,500; one assistant chief of division, $2,000; one cashier, $1,800; two 
siamo class 3, $3,200; four clerks class 2, $5,600; one clerk class 1, $1,200; in all, 


v 


a DOCKERY. I reserve the point of order on that para- 
graph. 

Mr. HARDY. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana. 


[Mr. HARDY addressed the committee. His remarks appear in 
another part of to-day’s RECORD. ] 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Division of Publications: Chief of division, $2,500; assistant chief of divi- 
sion, $1,800; one editorial clerk, $1,600; one proof reader and indexer, $1,400; 
two clerks (one of whom shall be a aencaureses ), $2,000; in all, $9,300. 

Document section: One superintendent, $1,800; one clerk, $1,000; one chief 
folder, $1,000; one folder, $840; five folders, at $600 each, $3,000; four copyists, 
at $840 each, $3,360; in all, $11,000. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. [ offer the following substitute for the 
section: . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all between lines 5 and 18, inclusive, and substitute as follows: 

“Division of Publications: Chief of division, $2,500; assistant chief of di- 
vision, $1,800; one editorial clerk, $1,600; one proof reader and indexer, $1,400; 
two clerks (one of whom shall be a stenographer), $2,000. 

“Document section: One assistant in charge, $1,800; one foreman, $1,400; 
one clerk, $1,000; one chief folder, $1,000; one folder, $840; four folders, at $600 
each, $2,400; three copyists, at $840 each, $2,520; in all, $20,260." 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to reserve the point of order on that. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. This is the same thing as before, and 
makes a saving of $40 in salary. 

Mr. DOC Y. Idesire to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee why the requirement in this bill that does not appear in the 
current law that one of the clerks provided at $1,000 is required 
to be a stenographer? It seems to be new language and not in 
the current law. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That was put in at the request of tne 
superintendent of that division. He said a clerk who could write 
shorthand would be useful. That calls for no increase of expense. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserved the point of order 
merely to inquire if the amendment changed existing law. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. None at all; and it is actually a saving 
of something in salaries. It is simply a recasting of the salaries; 
that is all. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Division of Statistics: One Statistician, who shall be chief of division, 
$3,000; one assistant statistician, $2,200; one clerk class 4, $1,800; three clerks 
class 3, $4,800; five clerks class 2, $7,000; five clerks class 1, $6,000; seven clerks 
at $1,000 each, $7,000; four clerks at $840 each, $3,350; in all, $35,160. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment, 
to come in after the word ‘‘sixty,” in line 2, page 4. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting, after the word “sixty,” in line 2, the word “one,” and 
after the word “dollars,” “eighty-seven cents: Provided, That the addi- 
tional sum provided for by this amendment shall be immediately available, 
to enable the Department to supply the information asked for the use of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, House of Representatives.” 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I raise the point of order against that, 
Mr. Chairman. : : 

Mr. STEELE. What is the point? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is an increase of expenditures and 
changes existing law. 

Mr, STEELE. It does not changeexisting law. I desire tocall 
attention to the necessity for this small increase. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman reserve the point of 
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Mr. WADSWORTH. I reserve the point of order. 
Mr. STEELE. I will have a letter read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 





COMMTTTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 
House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 21, 1897. 

DEAR Srr: Will you please inform me how many bushels of castor beans 
have been raised in this country each fiscal year from 1876 to 1896, inclusive, 
and such other information as you can give me relative to the possibility of 
producing enough of these beans to supply the demandsof the United States? 

Iam, yours, very respectfully, 
GEO. W. STEELE. 

Mr. Henry A. Roprnson, 

Statistician, Department of Agriculture, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. STEELE. The reply of the Statistician is embraced in the 
letter which I subseynently addressed to the. Secretary of Agri- 
culture, which I now ask to have read. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

COMMITTEE ON WAYs AND MEANS, 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 25, 1897. 


DPAR Str: On the 2ist instant I wrote to the Statistician of your Depart- 
ment as follows (quoting letter to Mr. Robinson, as above). 

This‘morning I received from the Statistician a letter stating that ‘‘ the 
clerical force and appropriation for this office are not sufficient to warrant 
me in making investigations in regard to any but the principal farm crops.” 

Asa member of the Ways and Means Committee the information as indi- 
cated above is considered desirable, and it is hoped that the Secretary may 
be able to overcome the difficulties which seem to beset the Statistician in 
his Department. 

Iam, yours, very respectfully, 
GEO. W. STEELE. 

Hon. J. Stertane Morton, 


Secretary of Agriculture, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. STEELE. I ask now to have read the letter which I re- 
ceived from the Secretary in reply. 
The letter was read, as follows: 


Subject: Investigations in regard to production of castor beans. 
UntTep States DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 26, 1897. 


Srr: In response to your letter of the 2th instant,in regard to making 
investigations in regard to the production of castor beans in the United 
States, { have to inform you that I have referred the matter to the Statisti- 
cian of this Department, who states that he is very anxious to make an inves- 
tigation bringing out the information desired by you, and alsoinvestigations 
relative to sug.r, poultry, dairy products, fruits, hops, hemp, alfaifa, the 
canning industry, truck farming, and intensive farming; but as the clerical 
force of the Statistical Division of this Department are now taxed to their 
utmost capacit;, it is impossible to undertake any of the above-mentioned 


investigatioris. 
Respectfully, J. STERLING MORTON, 
Secretary. 


Hon. Grorce W. STEELE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. McMILLIN. What appropriation does the gentleman re- 
mire? 
- Mr. STEELE. I think the amount will be about $1.87. 

Mr. McMiLLIN. Only $1.87? 

Mr. STEELE. That is all. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then I would suggest to the gentleman, as 
he seems to think that the necessary expenditure will not be ex- 
orbitant, that the appropriations in this biil take effect only at the 
beginning of the next fiseal year, and as the Ways and Means 
Committee are now at work with such vigor upon a tariff bill to 
be considered by a future Congress—— 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I have not yielded to the gentle- 
man for a speech. 

Mr. McMiLLIN. Very well, Mr. Chairman; I will notask the 
gentleman to yield, but will make my speech when he gets through. 

Mr. STEELE. I would state to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that I ask to have this appropriation made immediately available. 
[Laughter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, I had mtended to say some- 
thing severe about the action of the Secretary of Agriculture in 
refusing the Committee on Ways and Means this information, 
which it would take so little time or trouble to supply, and I 
might do so but for the castigation administered to fim by the 
ee from Missouri [Mr. Dk ARmMonpD] yesterday, although 

must add that that castigation was administered for some of the 


. public acts of the Secretary which most commend him to me. 


{ Laughter. | 

In the matter in question it would have taken the Secretary no 
longer to have suppied this important piece of information in re- 
lation to the production of castor beans than it took him to write 
this letter. It isa matter of importance, because if castor beans 
are not being produced in sufficient quantity for American con- 
sumption, the committee ought to be informed of it, so as not to 
impose an unnecessary duty upon the imported article; and the 
Secretary need not have taken more time to give the desired in- 
formation than he consumed in giving us the information that he 
desires to make investigations as to s and poultry and. inten- 
sivefarming. For that reason I think the Secretary is open to 
criticism, and that is why I offer this amendment providing that 


he shall have as much money as I think will be really necessary 
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oo pay Deegan awe eee he says he has not money 
ay for. 

r. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I was seeking to inf ‘ 
tion concerning this question when my kind friend con indians 
~~ STEELE} suggested that he would not yield tome, and there ore 

am compelled now to take a little of the time of the House, whic) 
I do reluctantly. I was proceeding to say when the gentleman 
cut me off that without some provision to make this appropriati.n 
immediately available the Committee on Ways and Means cou!d 
not get the benefit of it until long after the tariff bill wil! haye 
been framed; that, is if the majority of the committee proceed with 
that work with the industry and dexterity which they have mani- 
fested heretofore and which they seem inclined to continue. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman overlooks the fact that I propose 
to make this appropriation immediately available. Besides. if 
necessary, I will advance the money to the Department myself, 
[ Laughter. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have not yielded to the gentleman from 
Indiana, but I will be more courteous than he was and will yield 
to him, if he desires. [Laughter. | 

Mr. STEELE. And I will apologize for not having yielded to 
the gentleman from Tennessee. [Laughter. } 

Mr. McMILLIN. I want to the attention of the gentleman 
from Indiana to the fact that he and I were called upon to forego 
our Christmas turkey at home and stay here through the recess 
and make these investigations ourselves. Therefore instead of 
castigating the Secretary of Agriculture for not doing what the 
gentleman himself and i have failed to do, he might just as well 
have summoned somebody from the uttermost of the earth 
to testify in relation to castor beans, as has been done by the com- 
mittee in so many other matters, and I think that even now if he 
will lay the matter before the chairman of the committee the 
chairman will have a hearing upon that subjectand the gentleman 
from Indiana can have castor beans ad libitum and possibly ad 
nauseam. eh 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I fear the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has taken the advantage of me, as I understand that he has 
been having his Christmas holidays since Christmas, [Laughter | 

Mr. McMILLIN. lLhad supposed from the very elegant—| wil 
not mention the reason—but I had supposed that the gentleman 
from Indiana had been having his Christmas for some time past. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman is right in that respect. 

_ WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I renew the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Division of Statistics: One statistician, who shall be chief of division, $3.0; 
one assistant statistician, ); one clerk class 4, $1,800; three clerks class 
3, $4,800; five clerks class 2, $7,000; five clerks class 1, $6,000; seven cleris at 
$1,000 each, $7,000; four clerks at $340 each, $3.360; in ail, $35,160. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman,I make apointof order against 
that peresvege This provision. from line 18 to line 25, inclusive, 
appears for the first time in the bill. I am advised, however, by 
the chairman in charge of the bill that these employees were on 
the force last year in the office of the Secretary, and that this is 
simply a rearrangement of the force and not an increase. 

r. WADSWORTH. That is the fact. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of 
thegentleman in charge of the bill to the fact that there is another 
head of ‘“‘ Experimental gardens and grounds” on page !2. and | 
suggest that the appropriations under this head ought to be con- 
centrated under one heading. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will say to the tleman that the 
appropriation on page 12 is the lump sum, while the other is the 
salary list only. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Library: One librarian, $1.800; oneassistant librarian, $1.400; one catalogu >”, 
on one cataloguer, $1,000; one clerk, $340; one messenger, $72); 10 *). 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I will reserve the point of 
order on that 2 until 1 get some information in regard to 
it from the gentleman in charge of the bill. 2 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, it is now very neat / 
o'clock, and I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The committee accordingly rose; and the ker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Payne, from the Committee of the hole, 
a that they had had under consideration the bill H. K. ‘°! 
(the Agri appropriation bill), and had come to no resolu" 
tion thereon 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Patt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following (tles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: os 

A bill (S. 2308) providing for the by the Governmen 
of yo pce station at 


(S. 3603) to extend the time for the completion of the 
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t Peal, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company through 
White Lake, Chippewa, and Fond da I Lac Indian 
reservations, in the State of Minnesota; 


ta; 
A bill (S. 3320) to provide a life-saving station at or near Point 
Arena, Mendocina County, in the State of California; 

A bill (S. 3524) to remove doubts concerning the jurisdiction of 


ct judges; 
A Lilt (S. 3613) wees & pension to aay Macauley, widow of 
the late Brig. Gen. Daniel Macauley, United States Volunteers. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments a bill (H. R. 1256) for the relief of Henry A. Webb 
in which the concurrence of the House was requ 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills and a joint rosolution of the following tities: 

A bill (. R. 9593) for the relief of W. H. Wade, late captain 
and acting regimental quartermaster Thirty-first Ohio Volunteers; 

A bill (A. R. 939) for the relief of Cogswell & Co.: 

A bill (H. R. 7781) to grant an American register for the barge 
Black Diamond; : : ? , 

A bill (H. R. 8296, zelating to mortgages in the Indian Terri- 


tory; 

A bill (H. R. 9710) to authorize officers who served during the 
war of the rebellion in the Regular Army to bear the title and, 
on occasions of ceremony, wear the uniform of their highest rank; 

A bill (H. R. 130) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Augustus P. Burditt; 

A bill (H. R. 3500) to authorize the adjustment and settlement 
of accounts of John Y. Williams; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 215) extending time for compli by 
Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company the Belt 
Railway ST with provisions of section | of an act entitled 
an act to extend the routes of said railway companies, etc., 
approved June 10, 1896. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; im which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Resolteed bythe Senate (the House of he ntatives concurreng), That there 


be printed 2,000 additional copies of the nal Report of the Treasurer of the 
United States for the fiscal year ended June 3v, I8¥6, for the use of the Treas- 


ury Department. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 2469) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to quitclaim and release unto Francis Hall and Juriah 
Hall and their heirs and assi: all the right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to the east 20 feet front by the full depth 
of 100 feet of lot 2, in square 493, in the city of W , D. C., 
as laid down on the original plan or plat of said city—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Rinaker, for to-night, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Russe of Connecticut, for one day. 

To Mr. Vas Horn, for to-night’s session, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Wiison of New York, for three days, on account of sick- 
ness. 

‘To Mr. Harner of Nebraska, for the balance of the day. 

‘ To Mr, Watson of Ohio, for to-night, on account of important 
usiness, 

. To Mr. Tart, for the evening session, on account of important 
usiness, 

To Mr. BromwELL, for the evening session, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. FLeTcuEr, for one day, on account of illness. 

To Mr. Wurre, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Noonan, for one day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. TaYLer, for this evening, on account of public business. 
. To Mr. BartHoupt, for three days, on account of important 

uSsiness, 

The House then, on motion of Mr. Payne, by unanimous con- 
Sent (at 4 o’elock and 58 minutes), took a recess until 8 p. m.; the 
Speaker having designated Mr. Lacey to act as at the 
evening session, 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock 
Pore een wae eaiind to gallos by Mir. Laaty as Spesieer gro tem- 
Ths ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the rule 
under which the House meets this evening. 
rue Clerk read as follows: 
‘ House shall, on each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m., take a recess until 8 
© clock, at which evening session bills for the removal 
of political removing charges shall be 
connidered; said evening session not to cxtead beyond 1 ovdock and 


Mr. THOMAS. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to consider business on the Private Calendar 
in with the rule just read. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Ifthe gentleman will kindly withhold that 
motion for a moment, I should like to ask unanimous consent to 
take up a bill to which I think there will be no ob ection. 

Mr. THOMAS. I shall be willing to do that after the Commit- 
tee of the Whole rises. 

Mr. MEREDITH. The bill which I desire to bring wp is a 
Senate bill which has been favorably reported upon in the rouse. 

Mr. THOMAS. There is a great pressure to bring up bills by 
unanimous consent. I hope the gentleman will not urge this re- 
— at present, though I should very much like to accommodate 

im. 


Mr. MEREDITH. I amobliged to my friend: and understand- 


ing his situation with respect to these matters, I‘withdraw my 
request for the present. 


.The question being taken on the motion of Mr. THomas, it was 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole Honse (Mr. WELLINGTON in the chair). 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the first bill in order, 


SILAS M. STEVENS. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a Senate bill; but I do not wish to have 
the request put until I have made a statement. The biil which I 
desire to bring up was introduced by Senator GaLLinGer, of New 
Hampshire, chairman of the Senate Committee on Pensions. It 
is a bill in which he has a very great interest; and he earnestly 
desires its passage. He has extended courtesies to perhaps every 
member on this floor; and I hope that. in view of the fact that 
this bill eomes from the Senate Committee on Pensions with this 
request from its chairman, there will be no objection to its present 
consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dock- 
ERY} asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the bill which the Clerk will read. 

The bill (S. 2931) granting an imcrease of pension to Silas M. 
Stevens was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Silas M. Stevens, late 
of the U. 8. 8. Lackawanna, and grant him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month, in lieu of that he iv now receiving. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Pending the reading of the report, I reserve 
the right to object. 

The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2981) 
granting an increase of pension to Silas M. Stevens, having carefully consid- 
ered the facts in the case, respectfully report: 

The clai t enlisted in the United States Navy October 19. 1862, and was 
discharged October 20, 1864. serving on the U 8. 3. Lackawannu. He was 
wounded very severely at the battle of Mobile Bay, and was pensioned 
shortly after leaving the service for shell wound of head, of right side, 

and thigh,rheumatism. and resulting disease of heart. His pension 
was ually increased to $# per month, and on January 22, 1804, he made 
a tion for further increase, which was rejected. 

q involved in this case are purely medical, there being scores 
of affidavits on file from reputable persons showing that claimant is confined 
to his bed most of the time, requiring the aid and attendance of another per- 
son. On that point there is no difference of opinion. 

It is to say that at the time the rejection was made the claim was 

oved for the itional disability of disease of eyes, it being shown that 
iritis existed as a result of the rheumatic attacks for which claimant was in 
part pensioned. 

February 20, 1894, one of his physicians certifies: 

“At present the soldier is confined to his bed all the time, and has been 
more than three-fourths of the time during the last year, his disability being 
total and permanent.” 

March 13, 1894, another physician says: 

- whole of my attendance he has needed constant assistance at 
the bedside, and has. in my best judgrfent, been confined to his bed at least 
seven-eighths of the time. In my opinion his disability is complete and per- 
manent. From a history of claimant's case, and my knowledge of th= man, 
I have no hesitancy in saying that his disabilities are the result of wounds 
and disease contracted i 
duty.” 

A test examination was made by direction of the Pension Office, and the 
surgeon reports: 

“ This applicant has been confined to his bed a long time and is extremely 
weak and emaciated; think he is bedridden, and can’t make much effort to 

> = # 


move. 
SF aes rae is hat pe disabled for manual labor and requires frequent and 
period aid.” 


while in the United States service and in strict line of 


It appears that the claimant has six or more scars, from 2 to3 inches in 
length, on different parts of his head and body caused by the bursting of a 
shell during the battle of Mobile, as before stated, and there is no doubt in 
the of your committee that his present helplessness is the result of his 
pensioned disabilities. 

The bill passed the Senate in its present form, and we respectfully recom- 
mend its passage by the House. 


There being no objection, the committee proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill, and the question being put, it was ordered 
to be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In behalf of the chairman of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Pensions, I thanx the House for the action it has so 
kindly taken 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MAHON. Idesire to make a motion; andif the Committee 
of the Whole should vote it down, all right. I do not wish to 
consume very much time in my statement of the matter. 1 am 
in a position which enables me with propriety to make this prop- 
osition because its adoption will interfere with a bill of my own 
which would probably be reached to-night in regular order. 

We have recently been passing a great many House bills grant- 
ing pensions—I think somewhere in the neighborhood of 400 have 
passed. Now, the Senate has been very kind to the House, in 
passing our bills. Senator GALLINGER, whose bill has just been 
passed, has been, as the gentleman from Missouri has remarked, 
very courteous in these matters. When our bills are sent over 
there, they are taken up and passed; but when the Senate bills 
come here, they often remain a long time on the Calendar with- 
out being considered. Now, if we donot show some disposition 
to reciprocate in this matter and give due consideration to Senate 
bills, the chances are that House bills going over to the Senate 
may, as the session approaches its close, remain in the committee. 
Iam in favor of extending proper courtesy tothe Senate. I move, 
therefore, that this evening Senate bills alone be considered. 

Mr. DANIELS. I object to that. Ihave been in attendance 
here every night, waiting for the consideration of bills in which I 
feel an interest. I see no reason why we should give any billa 
special privilege. ‘ 

Mr. MAHON. Iam not asking a special privilege for any par- 
ticular bill. Iam proposing to consider this evening a certain 
class of bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MAHON] will please state his motion. 

Mr. MAHON. It is that we consider this evening, in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, Senate bills in their order upon the Calendar. 

Mr. DANIELS. I object. 

Mr. MAHON. The Committee of the Whole can control its 
own business. 

Mr. BLUE. Before we vote upon this motion, I should like to 
know something as to the number of these bills upon our Calen- 
dar. I do not know any reason why we should give preference to 
Senate bills over House bills unless they are superior in merit. 
hope the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not be 
adopted, It is a well-known fact that so far as the Senate is con- 
cerned, it can readily take care of all the billsthat pass here. Itis 
a smaller body than this; and its rules and practices are such that 
when a bill has passed this body there is never any difficulty under 
the rules in disposing of it there. The fact that they have passed 
some bills there in their way, and sent them here, does not neces- 
sarily require of the House to show that extreme courtesy of pass- 
ing over their own bills and considering only those sent over trom 
the Senate. And, Mr. Chairman, I not only oppose the motion at 
at this time, but shall insist upon it, and I do it not to be captious, 
but on principle. 

I dislike very much indeed to oppose this motion, because I want 
to do what my friend from Pennsylvania, who offers the motion, 
desires; but it seems so manifestly unreasonable and at variance 
with the dignity of this body, that I must oppose it, and I trust the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will not compel us to use extreme 
measures on this motion. 

If anyone here has an extremely meritorious bill for some sol- 
dier, I am perfectly willing that it shall be taken up out of its 
regular order and considered; but Ido oppose the adoption of this 
motion. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, by looking at the Calendar of 
unfinished business it will be found that the House has taken 
pretty good care of the Senate bills. Ifind fourteen Senate bills 
on the Calendar of unfinished business; and we passed probably an 
equal number through the House the last time the unfinished 
business was considered. I suggest, therefore, that the Senate is 
not suffering at the hands of the House at all. 

Mr.McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I believe we have already adopted 
a rule upon this subject; at least if we have not adopted a rule, it 
is a practice that has been observed at almost every meeting dur- 
ing the Congress that when a House bill is reached, if there is a 
like Senate bill upon the Calendar, it can be substituted, and 
hence in that way we have taken care of nearly all of the Senate 
bills that come over. It seems to me that that is enough to con- 
cede. If we adopt the proposed rule, you will find that Senate 
bills will be coming over here steadily because they are easily 
gotten through the Senate under its rules, and you will have the 
pension business of the House blocked by the consideration of 
such measures. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Let me ask the gentleman ifit is not true 
that the Senate bills sent over will go to the foot of the Calendar, 
and fail or die with the session? If we send bills over to the Sen- 
ate they will fail too for the same reason, and hence we will ,et no 


* pensions at all, while if we pass the Senate bills now which have 


already been adopted by that body, it would take care at least of 
that much of the pension business that comes into our hands. 


Mr. McRAE. Ifa bill goes through the Senate you will gen- 
erally find that there is a House bill-on the same subject, and if 
we takeup the Senate bill it will be almost equivalent to passing 
a House bill, because in nearly every instance these bills are in- 
troduced in both bodies at the same time, and in that way a large 
number of the House bills can be taken care of. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken; and the motion was rejected. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the motion that I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ Ordered, That the roll be called in the usual order and each member, when 
aad in onder under the special rules tae Ssiey SER OUEEEIaRE wick 
introduced by him or one of the Senators from hate. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I raise the question of order on 
that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state the point of order, 

Mr. EVANS. 1 do not think we can change the rule of the 
House on this subject in that way. 

The CHAIRMAN. What rule of the House does it change? 

Mr. EVANS. The rule of the House under which we are 
operating to-night, which says that the bills shall be taken up on 
the Calendar in their order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think so. 

Mr. EVANS. Very well; I submit to the ruling of the Chair, 

Mr. ERDMAN. r. Chairman, under an identical rule in the 
Fifty-third Congress we endeavored to proceed, and those whose 
names came early on the roll, those that were called, got their 
bills considered, and those whose names were lower down on the 
Calendar were left. 

Mr. EVANS. And I observe that the gentleman who offered 
the resolution will come early on the list. [Laughter. 

Mr. ANDREWS. I introduced the resolution for the purpose 
of giving each member an op ere getting his bill through 
the House, those who attend these Friday nightmeetings, and 
who make up. the meetings, so that they may get through the 
business that they have attended to so faithfully. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. ANDREws; and on 
a division (demanded by Mr. ERpMAN) there were—ayes 44, noes 22, 

Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. e Chair will count the committee. 

The Chairman, having counted the committee, announced the 
presence of 101 members. 

So the motion of Mr. ANDREWS was a to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will thé roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 


RACHEL WADDELL. 


Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill "a R. 9683) 
granting a pension io Rachel Waddell, of Newport, Tenn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Rachel Waddell, daughter 
of John Waddell, sergeant in Capt. William Cherry’s company, Fourth Vir- 

iment of Foot, commanded by Cols. Robert Lawson and Thomas 


liott, Revolutionary war, at the rate of $20 per month, subject to the pro 
visions and limitations of the general pension law. 


The Committee on Pensions recommended an amendment as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out “twenty ’ and insert in lieu thereof “ twelve.” 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, let us have the report read. 
_The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the gentleman's 


time. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Yes; and I reserve the balance of mytime. I 
may want to say something. 
he report (by Mr. LOUDENSLAGER) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9%) 
sranting a pension to Rachel Waddell, have considered the same and report: 
The nt is the daughter of John Waddell. deceased, who is shown by 
= to have a * a sergeant m aby 
illiam *scompany, a of Foot, commande: 
isaac Beall and also commanded at fiferent times by Cols. Robert 
Lawson and Thomas Elliott, Revolu war. 
He was ted June 10, 1776, to serve yonrs, end Kis name appears 
apes choo 1777, to May, I a 
e claimant, w years nearly Llind, an 
Ss pemet of her friends for care and su was never Tuareied. er 


rs are 
The claimant's relationship to the soldier and all the facts relative to her 
physical and financial condition are fully attested under oath zw friends 
oS wae Sealy Woe Seve, Sewn Ser Caney Sta One of witnesses 


w rhimself. . 
with dment 
striding out the sora “twenty fie itech and sabetionting therefor the word 
“twelve,” so as to fix the rating at $12 per month. ; 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, there was so much confusion 
in the Hall that no one has heard the of the report; at 
1 glad if the gentleman in 


is the daughter of & 
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Revolutionary soldier. She a m — = I ae her 
well. She isa v respectable y, 72 or age, 
and almost totally d. She has no means of fie ct what- 
ever. She is now being a by the charity of the town. 
This is a case of exceptional merit, and I trust that the bill will 
ass. . 

Pir. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, in regard to the rule that has 
just been adopted, I desire to say that heretofore I have 
ynyself and looked over the cases, thirty or forty of them, each 
week, which would probably be reached at the Friday night session. 
l have collected the reports in each of the cases, in order that I 
might see what was in them and what was not in them, and what 
merit they . Under therule that has been adopted it has be- 
come practically impossible for me to do anything at all. Iwant 
to give notice, therefore, that hereafter a quorum will have to be 
here before going into Committee of the Whole, and that if ob- 
jections are e to requests for unanimous consent they will 
be made for the reason that I have no opportunity to examine 
these bills. I will place it purely on this ground. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

GEORGE W. FERREE. 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 10040) 
granting an increase of pension to George W. Ferree. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I think the committee ought 
to be in order and pay attention to these bills, so that there will 
be no necessity for a second reading. . 

The CHAIRMAN, The committee will be in order. Members 
will please take their seats and cease conversation. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the oe laws, the name of George W. Ferree, 
late a private in Company E —_. and first sergeant in Company 


E, Fitty-ninth, ae of Ohio 


sion of $30 per month. 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report be read. 
It is brief. 

The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10040) granting an increase of pension to George W. Ferree, having con- 
sidered the same, report as follows: 

The soldier enlisted September 28, 1861, and was honorably discharged 
November 1, 1864. Heis now pensioned at $12 per month “ for gunshot wounds 
of left hand and forearm. for vertigo, result of sunstroke.” 

It copes that one of hisapplications or increase, although finally rejected, 
va Tacumatiann ERASE GF Weare, Gueatiehe partial pasdlysie of yighs 

“Rheumatism, 8 roke, ysis o 
side, impaired hearing of t ear, impaired vision of ie eye, headache 
(vertigo, result of sunstroke), tion, and oon debility.” 

Affidavits of co ~ cians and others show that the vertigo, result- 
ing from sunstroke ved while in the service and in line of duty, has 


developed into frequent and v severe attacks of true epilepsy; that he is 
totaliy unable to perf mi 


‘orm any manual labor, and that he frequently requires 
the aid of a physician, his family, and friends. 

Your committee therefore urgently recommend the passage of said bill at 
$30 per month. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to have some- 
thing more to show why this soldier is entitled to $30 a month, an 
amount above that received by tens of thousands of others simi- 
larly situated. This is a very brief report, and it endeavors to 
conceal, instead of setting forth sufficient facts to entitle this sol- 
dier to receive a pension of this m tude under principles of 
justice and equity. I think we ought to have something more 
ae is contained in this report to justify us in giving this large 

nsion. 
_ Mr. ANDREWS. I have nothing to add beyond the statements 
in the report. The facts are fully stated in the report and sus- 
tained by the evidence. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


_Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I move that we rescind the resolu- 
a that was adopted on the motion of the gentleman from Ne- 
taska (Mr. ANDREWws] and return to the regular rule. 
_ The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks that such a motion is not 
in order at this time. 
a EVANS. if it is not in order to rescind it in Committee of 
oe how was it in order to adopt it? 
thi e CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is not in order to make 
is motion at this time. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ”] 
Mr. EVANS, Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that instead of 
Caled s as we now are doing that we call up the bills on the 


wate CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman submit his motion in 
Mr 


oa COLSON. ae. sReicmen. i pane, — a rule here, 
Mi benefi a ere on evening. 


olunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
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Mr. COLSON. Now, it is unfair for the other members of this 
committee to rescind this order. I ask my colleague to withdraw 
his motion. e 

Mr. EVANS. I will not do it for this reason: On two Friday 
evenings I have come here with a bill at the head of the Calendar 
in which I am interested. To-night I am compeiled to leave, and 
can not stay until my name is called. With my bill ahead of all 
others on the Calendar, I shall lose the opportunity to have it 
considered under this rule, without any fault of mine, for I have 
always attended the Friday night sessions. Now I am cut off 
from reaching the bill which, under the regular rule, would be 
the first one. 

Mr. COLSON. 
list of members. 

Mr. THOMAS. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Kentucky to the fact that the House very courteously allowed 
him to have unanimous consent a week ago to call up a bill, and 
I hope that he will not block legislation. 

Mr. COLSON. And once this week. 

Mr. EVANS. Iam not blocking legislation; I am simply trying 
to prevent on from being blocked on me. 

Mr. THO . Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has also had 
unanimous consent once this week. 

Mr. EVANS. I-want to say that by the gentleman’s courtesy 
this bill was laid aside, because on the call of the regular order on 
last Tuesday I was too sick to be here, and it is that bill I have 
specially attended for two Friday nights to get it acted upon first. 
[Cries of ‘* Regular order!” 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McRAE. The point of order, Mr. Chairman, is that the 
motion made by the gentleman from Kentucky is in effect a 
motion to reconsider a vote already passed by the committee, and 
that is not in order in Committee of the Whole. You can not 
onder} in Committee of the Whole. [Cries of “Regular 
order!” 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Allow me to make a suggestion 
which will bring quiet to my friend and everybody else. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Regular order!”] That is that the gentleman from Kentucky 
_ EVANS] may have unanimous consent to call up his bill before 

e goes home. 
r. WOODARD. I second that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky will submit 
his motion in writing to the Chair. 
| Mr. EVANS. All I want this committee to understand is that 
I was at the head of the list to-night and that I am compelled to 
go away. Iam the last man in thiscommittee to attempt to block 

egislation. I was only entering a very humble, and I thought 
modest, protest against having business blocked on me under the 
circumstances. Now, that is the whole of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Kentucky submit 
his motion in writing? [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. PARKER. I desire to make a further point of order, 
[Cries of ‘* Call the roll!”] I make a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. COLSON. Irise toa point of order. The gentleman from 
Kentucky has not submitted his motion in writing. 

Mr. PARKER.. I desire to make the point of order that this 
committee can not set aside the order of the Calendar except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. CROWTHER. That point of order has been ruled upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. It isin order for the gentleman to move to 
change the rule that the committee has adopted, and if the gentle- 
man will put his motion in writing it will be submitted. 

Mr. TALBERT. Toobviate all difficulty, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] 
be allowed to come up, and then we can get rid of it and let him 
go home. 

Several MemBers. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask unanimousconsent that the bill of the 
gentleman from Kentucky be considered, and then we will get rid 
of it and go on our way rejoicing. 

The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that the bill referred to by the gentleman from 
Kentucky be considered now. 

Several Mempers. I object. 

Mr. MILNES. As the gentleman has had recognition in the 
last two weeks, I object. 

Mr. TALBERT. It is too late. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, 
does not the objection come too late? 
anne a . Objection is made, and the Clerk will call 

e roll, 





The gentleman’s name comes very early in the 


WILLIAM N. WELLS. 


Mr. ATWOOD (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I 


call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6268) to increase the pen- 
sion of William N. Wells, 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and regulations of the general pension laws, the name of William N. Wells, 
late acting master, United States Navy, at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu 
of the pension now paid him. 


Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I call—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts. 


Mr. ATWOOD. The report is very short, and I ask that it be 
read. 


The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6268) granting increase of pension to William N. Wells, having considered the 
facts presented, respectfully report as follows: 

William N. Wells was appointed acting master of the United States Navy 
September 19, 1861, and faithfully served as such until October 26, 1865, when 
honorably discharged. 

He filed an appiication for pension April 27, 1891, under act July 14, 1862, 
alleging that on April 18, 1864, during the engagement between the Miami 
and the rebel ram Albemarice, he was injured, receiving a right inguinal 
hernia, a scrotal hernia, injury to testicles and right thigh, causing varicose 
veins and loss of muscular power; also contracted malarial poisoning in 
service. 

His claim was admitted October 31, 1895, for “ malarial poisoning,” at $5 
per month from April 27, 1891; at $6from March 21, 1895, and at $10 from 
August 5, 18%. The claim for other disabilities was rejected on ground of 
insutticient proof of origin in service, after special examination. 

Several witnesses testified to claimant's falling down the hatchway of the 
vessel during the engagement referred to and incurring alleged rupture and 
other severe injuries; but on cross-examination by special examiner they 
admitted that they could not specify the particular injuries received, as they 
did not examine the parts injured. 

The affidavit of Dennis Harrington, an officer of the vessel Miami, filed with 
the committee, says: 

“Toat about 3 a. m., while engaged fighting the ironclad Confederate 
ram Albemarte, April 19, 1854, weer th mouth . C., William N. Wells re- 
ceived a severe injury in right-side of his body (leg, hip, loin, and arm) by 
being thrown and falling down across the hatch combing by the com ion- 
way stairs, slipping outward, then down upon the lower deck and hatch 
combing of lower deck hatchway aft. It was a fall that seriously crippled 
him. L, being a commissioned officer of the same ahi. was near him at the 
time of the incurrence of the injary, having charge of the fire-hose division. 
Claimant was senior officer of the ship and in command, Commander Flusser 
having been killed.” 

E. F. Hilterty also files affidavit of being an eyewitness to the occurrence. 

The Boston ( Mass.) board of surgeons rated claimant August 5, 1895, ten- 
eighteenths for malarial poisoning, six-eighteenths for disease of heart, four- 
eighteenths for varicose veins, four-eighteenths for hernia, right side, ten- 
eighteenths for scrotal hernia, and two-eighteenths for varicocele, and say: 
“ in our opinion, entitled to full pension of his rank, $20; * and the same board, 
in ceraficate of examination of September 18, 1895, say: ‘“*‘ He is permanently 
incapacitated for manual labor, by reason of malarial poisoning, heart dis- 
ease, right inguinal and ventral hernia, left varicocele, and varicose veins." 

In view of the difficulty of accurately establishing disabilities of this char- 
acter by the usual proofs, your committee be ieve the claimant should be 
given the benefit of doubt, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Cries of ‘* Vote!” ‘* Vote! ”] 
he bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
motion. [Cries of **Oh, no!”]} 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Pesolved, That bills be considered in the following order: The Clerk to call 
the :irst bill on the Calendar, announce the number of it, the Calendar num- 
ber. and the name of the member who introduced it; and upon his failure to 
respond “ Present,” the bill to be passed without prejudice, and the next biil 
be called in the same way. ‘This not to apply to Senate bills. 

Cries of “*‘ Withdraw it!”) ‘ 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to the 
members of the committee—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 
equitable and just dis 

Mr. BARRETT. r. Chairman, a question of order. 

Mr. MILES. Irise to a question of order. There is so much 
disorder that we can not hear. I desire to give notice that if there 
can not be order nothing shall be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is made, and well made, that the 
committee is notin order. Gentlemen will please take their seats. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that 
this is an equitable way for the Committee of the Whole to proceed 
in the consideration of bills on the Calendar. It takes them up in 
their regular order, and gives to those present a chance for the 
ronsideration of their bills on the Calendar, and it does not pre- 
gent that unfair proposition which is presented by the call of the 
roll method, whereby a member well up in alphabetical order on 
the list, although he may have a bill only third or fourth on the 
Goieeias, is enabled to call up a bill whith is at the foot of the 

‘alendar. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GIBSON. I insist that the motion of the gentleman from 
New Jersey is not in order. 

Mr. PITNEY. The point comes too late, Mr. Chairman. De- 
bate has intervened. 


I desire to say that this is a very 
ition to make. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Ishould be glad to be heard on the 
point of order. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is too late 
with his point of order, and the gentleman from New Jersey wil] 
proceed with his statement. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I was saying, Mr. Chairman, that 
the plan proposed in my resolution is much more fair and equi- 
table than that under which we are working. The present )) .n 
gives a member whose name es to be well up on the list the 
privilege of calling upa bill which may be No. 1400 or No. 1500 on 
the Calendar, while at the same time he may have a bill that is 
third or fourth on the Calendar. I insist, sir, that in the interest 
of the old soldier and of legislation in his beha .’. the Comniitiee of 
the Whole onght to adopt this rule. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The question being taken on the resolution offered by Mr, 
ee, the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to 

ve it. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER and Mr. MILES asked for a division. 
ae members again addressed the Chair, amid much con- 

sion. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MILES. I have several times addressed the Chair, and, 
although my voice is, perhaps, as loud as that of any gentleman 
in this Hall, I have been unable to attract his attention. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
_ did Cae ms him nor hear him, but the Chair is now prepared to 

ear the gentleman upon his point of personal privilege. 

Mr. MILES. My point was that I was entitled to be heard, 
[Laughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. And the gentleman from Maryland has 
been heard. [Laughter. } 

Mr. MILES. I called for a division on the last question, and if 
it is not too late, I ask for a division now. 

The CHAIRMAN. A division is called for. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 28, noes 74. 

Mr. MILES. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused, and the resolution of Mr. LouDENSLAGER 
was rejected. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will continue the call of the roll, 


MRS. LAURA A. NELSON. 

Mr. AVERY (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I 
call up the bill (5S. 2126) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, 
Laura A. Nelson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the oer a the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on pension roll, at the rate of $25 per 
month, the name oi Laura A. Nelson. widow of the late Capt. Theodore Nel 
son, Company E, Twenty-sixth Michigan Infantry. 

Mr. MILES. Let the report be read. 

The report by (Mr. Thomas) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 21%) 
aa an increase of pension to Mrs. Laura A. Nelson, paving considered 

he same, refer to Senate Report No. 1048 for a statement of the facts and 
evidence in the case, and recommend the passage of the bill after being 
amended as follows: 

Strike out the words “of the,” following the name “ Nelson,” in line 6, and 
insert in lieu thereof the words ““ Company E.” 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, let me ask what is the number 
of that bill on the House Calendar? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that it is No. 1502 
on the House Calendar. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Has this bill ever been considered by the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions? 

The CHAIRMAN. Evidentlyso, asthe report has jast been read, 

Mr. ERDMAN. The report handed to me is the Senate “eport, 
not a House report. 

Mr. AVERY. The House re is here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that the House het oe is in the hands of the Ulers. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I havea word to say about this bill, Mr. ()«'T 
man. It seems that the Commissioner of Pensions and the med- 
ical authorities found that the cancer of the stomach was 101 (4° 
result of the nasal catarrh. It seems to me that it would rey"'T® 
very deep medical learning to determine that fact, and y«t this 
House proposes to set itself up in tuis matter and say tit & 
cancer of the stomach was the result of the nasal catarrh. 8° 
that the nasal catarrh was the result of service in the Army. and 
was therefore indirectly a disability contracted in the servic’. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 's '" 
the habit of overruling all the decisions of the medical )urest 
and of the Pension Bureau for the last fifteen or twenty a 
owen, ee of the political character of the administrations ‘4! 
may have been in control. - All that TS for —_ meer 

or 2 

ber to here and press a claim t Poo. the bill is 


inations of the pension board which are 
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passed. I have given some little attention to this kind of legisla- 
tion, and I desire to illustrate it by a case that I investigated 
recently. Latnag wey wale gy eater + Se eens ey 


report by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, an 
low that up with the true report of the case. I ask the Clerk to 
commence ing where I have made a pencil mark. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
45] granting an increase of — to*Samuel McConaughey, have consid- 
sred the same, as : 

The soldier August 22, and was honorably discharged June 17, 
1865. The soldier's captain, P. S. ting, says: 

“He (Seemed McConaughey) was a good soldier, of good habits, and a 
straightforward man.” 

Said soldier was pensioned under the law at $8 month, from 
Fel rUary &, 1800, for “ disease of eyes and alight deatneas of both - and 
at $12 per month under the law of June 27, from July 26, 1890. He isnow 
75 years of age, totally blind, poor, and permanently helpless, 

nt attendance. 
otis application for increase of pension under the ques law was re 
March 26, S os ground that “alleged loss of vision is due 
senilit " 
er the apidier's conceded blindness is due to his army service, he is entitled 


72 pe th. 
at yp law concedes that ‘“ disease 


The allowance of his claim under the general 
of eyes’ was of service origin. The evidence on file shows that said “ disease 
yes” resulted in total 


s” was permanent, progressive, and blindness. 

His captain, F. 8. Whiting, testifies that the soldier's eyes became affected 
at Helena, Ark.; that they were treated by the regimental surgeon d 
the months of January, February, and March, 1863; that his e remain 
weak during the balance of his service,and that on a subsequent raid he wore 
a handkerchief to shield his eyes. 

It is shown that his ores were sound when he entered the service. 

His brother, Thomas McConaughey, who was the soldier's bunkmate, testi- 
fies that the soldier's eyes became sore in the service, that they grew worse, 
and that total blindness ensued. 

William Scott, a neighbor both before and after the war, and who knew him 
well, swears he was strong, robust, healthy, and free from disability at en- 
listment, but that on his return, and until 1870, he was “ troubled with weak 
and inflamed eyes and was frequently disabled from work. * * * Cannot 
name the specie diene, ox weak and inflamed eyes.” 

Early in the seventies the r removed to Nebraska. The testimony is 
ample that ne saee continued to fail until about four years ago, when total 
blindness ensued. 


J. H. Hines, ial examiner, who was charged with the of 
continuance of di of eyes, reports, after examining numerous witnesses: 

“ While va (the witnesses) in any way, yet the awful 
affliction of ¢ 


ic 1 
nt oat not but tinge their feelings with pathy. The 
testimony clearly shows continuance of disease of eyes since 1871." 


Mr. ERDMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, to show how utterly 
deceptive that report is, I desire to have read a correct and true 
report prepared from evidence in the Pension Bureau. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Samuel McConnaughty, late private y M,Pourth Iowa. <<ateer 
Cavalry, applied for nsion under general law for disease of eyes. His dec- 
laration was filed February 8, 1890. 


— that his “eyes became sore 
and inflamed and grew weak; and disease become permanent. Claims 
pension on disease of eyes.” 

Capt. F. 8. Whiting, of Company M, testifies that “during the months of 
January, Fe , and March, while in camp at He’ Ark., Private 
McConnaughty wastreated forsore eyes by Assistant Surgeon Dr. Robinson.” 
He further says: “Ihave an impression that he had weak eyes during the bal- 
ance of his term of service.” 

His brother, Thomas H. McConnaughty, testifies that his eyes wereinflamed 
be 1004, aed Cone re ae Seneeane S0ene were wie Se : that “he re- 
covered,” and “had no more trouble with them in the se: 

Henry Shreiver, a comrade, testifies that “the lids of his eyes looked in- 


med.” 
Samuel V. Turner, a says “his eyes looked inflamed.” (See 
report Special Examiner N. ©. ps.) 

e evidence of Dr. F. J. Greer shows that at the time of his first acquaint- 
ance with soldier in the fall of 1866, the claimant had “sore ae that the 
were “much inflamed ’—severe conjunctivitis—and not un 
= 18% did cataract affect vision. Claimant testifies that 

came blind from cataract about 1888, and was operated on , 
oculist, Omaha, Nebr.. in and that he ‘‘did not lose the sigh entirely of 
the left eye till the fall of ” The first medical examination was had Sep- 
tember 10, 1890, which showed atten opacity of lens of right eye and 
almost complete of lens of ; vision,3-50." ‘“ Eyeballs are con- 
ne and inflamed; very much with tendency to granula- 

ions; lower lids thickened.” Age of claimant, 69 years. The examination 
of March 14, 1894, gives age of claimant 72 years, and shows “ complete opacity 
of cornea of right e; lens has been extracted by an operation, and vision 
ant — fe: is no vision of left eye, as the result of pn game 
city comp! The both ¢ are inflamed, granulated, and very 
much thickened in foves ties qqubdiie comawent inflamed. There is total 
blindness both e Left has not been operated u ss 

Examination Becenter if, i803. shows the same condition of each eye. 
ave February 28, 1896, he was examined by an expert oculist, Dr. W. L. 
Jayton. Lineoln, Nebr., who says that there exists cslight ectropion of lower 
slit up, has probably had stricture of nasal 

cicatricial. both eyes clear. 


Nero at areca em 
r t. Right iris drawn 
hua? there remains a total ocelusion of mt condition resulted from 
ammation Se eee of cataractous, over 
a good Test perception. but no shadows.” age not 
® me See, to of pegm. atucietely no vision eye.” 
the date aan & pension of $8 on June 8, 1895, 8, 1890, 
tate claim, for disease of eyes, senile cataract excl This 
C — the con men of Be on cial ctrnctages, the sure inflamed 
pct shown that soldier had an disease of the d s while in serv- 
won ence until t 1888, when he first noticed that his vision 
t and which he soon learned was due to a cataract 
be ning in the to be followed by one in the lefteye, Cataract 
a rule,a disease of age. It is never due to any disease of su 


ay te tp pene tee ee 


the leanne this case, and they are characteristic of opacity of 


The rate, as allowed, was fully commensurate with the degree of disability 


from pegmenes cause, and the Risabilit from senile cataracts was proper! 
excluded. 7 or 


DISEASE OF EYES. 
[Fuch’s (1893), page 381.] 


“ Opacity of the lens, called cataract, may be situated in the lens itself or 
in the capsule.” = 


e b 
1. Congenital cataract is caused by “either a disturbance of development 
or an intrauterine inflammation of the eye.” 

2. Senile cataract is by far the most frequent form of cataract. 
ndeed, it occurs very frequently in old people. * * * 
“It usually does not make its appearance until after the fiftieth year of life, 
but is exceptionally observed in the years between 40 and 5v." 

Senile cataract always affects both eyes, but rarely at the same time, so 
that generally one eye is in advance of the other in respect to the develop- 
ment of its cataract. 


Besides the congenital and senile, two other varieties of cataract are recog- 
nized—the traumatic and acquired. 

The “traumatic cataract results from injury to the lens, either by the 
actual contact of the foreign body or by rupture of the capsule.” (Fox & 
Gould, Philadelphia. ) 


All injuries which make an opening in the lens capsule result in opacity 
the lens. 


The opening of the capsule usually occurs through direct injury inflicted 

means of a punctu or incised wound. Contusion of the eyeball also 
cause opacity of the lens. (Fuchs, pase 3e2.) 

cequired cataract—Occurring as result of other diseases. 

Diabetic—Most frequent, mainly developed when the amount of sugar in 

the urine is nigh, and matures rapidly, 

Disease of deeper structures of eye, in the posterior sections, such as 
choroiditis (particularly iridor choroiditis chronica), myopia of high degree, 
retin:tis pigmentosa, detached retina, glancoma. (Fuchs. ) 

Not from any inflammation of the superficial structures, such as inflamma- 
tion of lids or mucous membrane of Pall, conjunctivitis, commoniy called 
“sore eyes.” 

Mr. ERDMAN. Now, sir, from a comparison of those reports 
it would appear that the medical authorities at the Pension Bu- 
reau know a little more about medicine than the Invalid Pensions 
Committee, and that the House would be very much safer in fol- 
lowing the judgment of the medical authorities in the Pension 
Bureau than that of a committee of this House or the testimony 
of outsiders offered before the committee indiscriminately. ; 

I cite that as an instance of the recklessness with which we 
overrule the Pension Bureau on technical questions. Whether 
the case under consideration now is a similar case or not. | can not 
tell. Under the rule in accordance with which business is now 
progressing, I have not had an opportunity to inform myself on 
that point. It may be that this is a meritorious case; or it may be 
entirely without merit. I shall try in future to inform myself on 
the cases that will come up ‘or consideration on Friday nights, if 
oer come up at all. 

he CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendments pro- 
by the committee. 

Mr. AVERY. Mr. Chairman, I merely desire to state to this 
committee that the reports which have been read in the time of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania are not reports made in the case 
now under consideration at all. The report first read is the report 
upon this case. The physicians whose testimony is there cited are 
among the most eminent in the profession in the United States. 
Professor Vaughn is known everywhere where medica! science is 
known or taught throughout the country. With this statem-nt, 
and with the assurance to the House that this is a meritorious 
case, I ask a vote upon it. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I have only one thing to say about 
this bill and the report, and it is that I do not know anything 
about it. I do not believe there are half a dozen members present 
who do know anything about it. That is the difficulty | have 
about this bill. i wish to say in all candor that I have been try- 
ing to-night to do the very best I could to obstruct legislation. I 
have done so for the first time since [ have been a member of this 
House. I have tried to do it in the interest of the public; I have 
tried to do it conscientiously. I do not believe that it is our duty 
as members of Congress to sit here and vote in this irresular way 
upon legislation about which, because of the rule of proceeding 
which has been adopted to-night, it is simply impossible for us to 
know anything. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LoupENSLAGER] offered 
a while ago a very sensible resolution. Under that resolution, 
which was analogous to the regular rule of the House giving pref- 
erence to members who are present over those who are absent, it 
would have been possible for us who have no special bills in which 
we are particularly interestel to wideritand upon what we are 
voting. That resolution. however, which was so much more rea- 
sonable than the one under which we are now acting, did not 
meet the favor of the Committee of the Whole. Gentlemen here 
seem to think that members who have no bills to submit have no 
rights here; that Representatives who have no pension legislation 
to ask for are not entitled even to have an oppurtunity to under- 
— and vote intelligently upon the measures coming before the 

ouse, 

This is all I desire to say, Mr. Chairman. I wish I were more 
loquacious; I wish I could talk here about nothing for an hour; I 
should be very glad to do so, if thereby I could obstruct legislation 
and prevent this Committee of the Whole from passing bills about 


- 
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which I do not believe any member here knows enough to vote 
intelligently. 

The question being taken, the amendments of the committee 
were agreed to. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move the adoption of 
the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland is not in 
order. The question is upon laying aside the bill as amended to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman, as the House seems to have 
gotten into a little snarl, I should like to make an attempt to pour 
oil ee the troubled waters. I ask unanimous consent to take 
up a bill—— 

Novatel members called for the regular order. 

_ CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the call of the 
roll. 

MICHAEL LOCHARD. 


Mr. BAKER of Kansas (when his name was called). I call wu 
the bill (H. R. 7627) granting an increase of pension to Michae. 
Lochard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized and 
directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the limitations and pro- 
visions of the pension laws, the name of Michael Lochard, late aprivate in 
Company H, Third Regiment Ohio Cavalry, at the rate of $12 per month, in 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, we possibly might hear the 


report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania desires 
to hear the report. The Clerk will read it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. And I reserve the balance of my time. 

The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as foliows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7627) granting a pension of $12 per month to Michael Lochard, late private in 
Company H, rd Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, having examined and considered 
the facts presented, respectfully mepers: 

Michael Lochard enlisted August 20, 1861, and was honorably discharged 
October 3, 1864. 2 

He filed a claim for pension April 13, 1888, alleging measles in service, re- 
sulting in disease of lungs and heart, and an injury to k. is claim was 
admitted January 9, 180i, at $4 per month from April 13, 1888, for disease of 


lungs. 

The board of examining surgeons at Osborne, Kans., March 1, 1890, rated 
him four-eighteenths for disease of lungs and four-eighteenths for lumbago, 
which diseases were fairly established by proof as due to army service. 

He filed claim April 13, 1892, under act of June 27, 1890, for ase of lun 
disease of heart, sciatica, and general debility. This claim was rejec 
pares = on the ground of “no ratable disability shown under act of 

une 27, = 

The board of examining surgeons at Stockton, Kans., December 2, 1891, 
rated him four-eighteenths for disease of lungs, six-eighteenths for disease 
of heart, and four-eighteenths for rheumatism and lumbago. 

Two cther boards examined him since, and find disease of lungs, disease of 
heart, and rheumatism or lumbago; and the last one finds chronic bronchial 
catarrh, and rheumatism affecting arms, shoulders, hips, back, and legs, and 
chronic diarrhea, but, under instructions, give no rating, but leave the 
impression that this man was rated too low. 

ther testimony filed clearly shows this man suffers much from the disa- 
bilities all , and the committee unhesitatingly recommend the passage of 
the bill without amendment. 


‘Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, of course, from the brief exam- 
ination of the report that I have been able to make it is not possi- 
ble to say whether there is any meritin this bill or not. The gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. ae who made the report says there 
is merit in it. I have not been able to examine it for myself. The 

entleman from Kansas belongs to that element in the Invalid 

ensions Committee that is very favorable to the granting of pen- 
sions to all those who ask to be pensioned. Latterly I think he 
has become a little more conservative, but whether this report was 
made in his former or later condition I do not know. 

Now, in casting around for the objects of the bounty of the Gov- 
ernment we have exhausted pretty nearly all of the fields; but I 
have observed that in the Senate, in a bill numbered 1978, another 
class or category of people is found who are to be pensioners upon 
the Government's bounty, if that bill can be enacted intoalaw. I 
will read this remarkable bill, and I have no doubt that we are 
coming to it. 

Be it enacted, etc.. That all persons released from involuntary servitud 
commonly called slaves, in pursuance of the proclamations of ex-Presiden 
Abraham Lincoln, dated, respectively, September 22, 1862, and January 1 
1863, and in pursuance of amendments to the constitutions of the several 
States wherein slavery or involuntary servitude formerly existed 
by the Federal Constitution and laws of the United States, or by any law, 
proclamation, decree, or device: whereby persons once held as slaves or in- 
Neeeanaey subjects in consequence of race or color, or Federal or State recog- 
nition of involuntary servitude, except for the commission of crime, whereof 
the ty shall have been duly convicted, shall be, and hereby are, made 

oners upon the bounty of the United States, and also such persons as may 
charged by laws of consanguinity with the maintenance and support of 
en who are unable by reason of age or disease to maintain themselves. 

Suc. 2. That an _— who may have been held as a slave or involuntary 
y reason of any law of the United States, or of either of 
States of the United States, or in co: uence of any device or custom 

thin such States or the United maaen, onetes for the commis- 

of whereof the party shall have been duly convicted, and who 

have been released from such servitude in manner before stated, and 
reached the age 


who shall at the date of the passage of this act have of 70 








{ence shall be entitled tocnd receive thioum 
nited States, hereby authorized to be paid out of 
a and to the sum of 


to male ; 
and all persons so aaa be less eae 
agoes of the age of 60 years or over shall be entitled to and ive the sum 
of $300 and also month until they shall reach the of 70 years, when 
they shall be en to and receive the greater sum asa 
montaty yment; and all persons released from servitude as before stated 
w 


be less than 60 old and of the of 50 
entitled to and receive a age years or over shall be 


old, when they shall receive $12; 
before stated who shall be less than 50 
$4 a month until 50 years old, when 
authorized to be paid shall be dispensed 
OB That relations: charged with the 
EO. 3. s 
aged or infirm pe servitude in manner afore 
said shall be entitled toand receive the monthly pension awarded to such 
ee or infirm persons in whole or in pert upon mo gty ho the 
I Goouuntng tpamnes, dive unestad of neeh padieoah Dek DEO tren) 
an manner, the amount of su 
ang 4. That t tae beevenere of th Interi av ha’ age 
EO. 6 e or ive to pre 
the carrying into effect of oct of the provnione 


and to desi 
pro hrough whom freedmen and other acne’ may 


make —— for ee and receive moneys authorized to be paid by 


all aaa herein 
e Treas. 


the provisions of this ac 

Sec. 5. That all needful rules and regulations for the into effect 
of. _ — of this act shall be approved by Congress before the taking 
e ereof. 


Sxc. 6. That the compensation of nts charged 

this law shall be sessaionnied by tan Weaetary el Uigaaierees ons 

nN, Ss. 

GRe. ? That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after the lst 
day of January, A. D. 1891. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these people are as much entitled to pen- 
sion as many of those we are putting on the rolls at the present 
time. The freedmen would be, inmy judgment, as much e titled 
to pension as a gentleman who intended to go into the war, but 
never did. Theex-slave and the aged and infirm of that race areas 
much entitled to a pension as the servant girl and the “ coffee 
cooler,” to use the language of my distinguished friend from South 
Carolina [Mr. TALBERT]—much more entitled. 

Now, I say, extend the bounty of the Government to some such 
objects as these, and not so much of it to the bounty jumpers, the 
deserters, the coffee coolers, and the like. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be laid aside 
without prejudice, in order that those of us who have not had 
any opportunity of obtaining information about it may have a 
chance to look into its merits. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman asks unanimous consent—— 

Mr. MILES. No, sir; I make the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is out of order. 
unanimous consent to do what you suggest. 

Mr. MILES. Then I ask unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
— from Maryland that this bill be passed over without prej- 
udice? 

Mr. HOWE and others objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill with 
favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SAMUEL C, TOWNE. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire (when his name was called), 
Mr. Chairman, I call up for present consideration the bill (5. 146) 
granting an increase o on to Samuel C. Towne. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the b; to the provisions 


su 
and limitations of the pe la the name ro hemseel C. Towne, late of 
Company G, Eighth ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I ask for the reading 0° the 


rt. 
. MILES. I move that this bill be laid aside—— ; 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire has 
the floor, and has requ the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. SuLLOWaY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate |il! 144 
ha carefully considered the : oe 
t New Hampshire 


t was a member of Com y G, 
Volunteer Infantry, serving from July 26, to June 10, 1865. He was pe2- 


ing i 
sioned for chronic ‘hea, piles, ont jury to back, first receiving 5+ per 
month, which was su uently Sema to $10. His necessities were such 
that he took advantage o & act of June 27, i600, and was ited a pension 
under that act at the rate of fiz per month, which amount he is now drawing. 
ve con in addition soldier 18 


nsionable disabili' ued, and ‘ 
practically blind, requiring some one to care eee: He is also in destitute 
circumstances, 


The pe 
There is medical testimony on fife to the effect that the blindness resulted 
ae ee eae That is possible, the proof is not conclusiv 
on poin » ¥ 
Being now pensioned at the maximum rate under the act of June 27, 1 
no inerense can be ssoured through the regular channel, end hence en 6? 
ie to Congress. 
bill the Senate February 19, 1896. After a 


of the your are unanimously of the 
should pass, tase” 


You must have 


examination 
that the bill 








Mr. MILES. Sregeey eukentt, Mr. Chairman, that the 
motion I made, and I now renew, that this bill be laid aside 
o0 thes Secs Ceperoaniy 60 investigate it, is in order. 


I make tha 

nae TH ATRMAN. he bl be aid aside without prea 

Mr. MILES. That the EE aside without prejudice, in 
order to have an to examine into it. 

The CHA Ponstidkaetn eaiartemeiiaate consent—— 
Mr. MILES. No; "I make the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from land is out of 
order. He can not make a motion of that 

Mr. MILES. Why can I not move that the bill ‘be laid aside? 
I res y submit that the motion is in order, to lay the bill 
aside without udice. 

The -. The Chair would state to the gentleman | jected 
from land that in order that the bill should retain its place 
upon the there must be unanimous consent, and for the 
same ee unanimous consent to displace it upon 
the Calendar 

The question is on laying the bill aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
ne ee taken, and the committee divided, on the de- 
MILEs. 


The C (ha counted the affirmative). Ninety- 
one members have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. . Mo nae, Mr. Chairman. 

The C gentleman can not make that point of 


order, because the vote in os been announced; he does not know 


whether — is a quorum or not. [Applause. 1 
——-. [ 


Fa Chair one negative. 
BARRETT |The Chair, I trust, will count gentlemen 

al and not v 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon Sh gevtion 4 
The Chair will proceed to count 

Mr. HOWE. No point of a quorum ous | on made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point not made, the ayes have it, 
“ee House with a favora- 


Mr. MILES. aaphe he point of po querme 


Sep. nays 1. 


The C . The gentleman is too late, and the Clerk 

will continue the call of the roll. » 
MARY 0. H. STONEMAN. 

Mr. BARHAM. I call at oe oe the bill (S. 205) 
grantin, ® pension to Mi 

The 

Be it enacted, fea wee and he is hereby, 
venous noman, Widow 


eeeor mos a 
ters in th ite Steams cea 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions Samet the following 
amendment: 

In line 9 strike out “seventy-five ’ and insert in lieu thereof “ thirty.” 

Mr. ERDMAN. perges nan, BA se sane Be read. 


The CHAIRMAN. from Pennsylvania 3 
Exntax] asks that the report wal The Clark ill reaa Seta 


The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 






Th the 
mgt =e Eee, fram Tiger! Sah PB 
George B from the United States 
and wan By appoin' rious grades an of 
eer ger servicedatthe tle eee stare 


PO ask 


eocerieee 


wort ” tha erenty yes fu liue and Sanna x — 
The s etapniuliih aadteandedtied committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ord Seed be laid aside to be reported | , 


to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
BENJAMIN L, NOLAN. 
wal BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 8745) 
& pension to amin L. Nolan. 
op yt ta 


"The mg read, as f. 
. the Inte 
thor creed aed aca tn Serr 
Fe yi ain Le Nolap select aoa a nent 
The Gamelan on aaa Riecteushaeennmete’ the following 


wine ta 
of the bill 
roll, 


su 
yh 
pay 
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——_s 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, let us have the re 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman eniastvania [Mr. 
— ane = that the repurt be read. The Clerk will read 
i 

The capers ‘(by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on povets enjemin LN whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
$75) granting « a \ peneeen Nolan, having carefully considered 
t creed in pany De" sight nate Infantry, from 
Rests peat Fs: 14 Heol, 0 July ii Y hab; in Troop & Fo h 
m Jan u in Trox rt: 
United States Ca poe _———_ 1865. to N November 11, 1868 ond in 
: U vate August 9, 1871, to tice 9, 1875. 
He filed an a: no ca neral law, alleging disability resultin 
from a cut on left hi was rejected ay 4, 1893, on the groun 
that the woun = not in the line of duty 


ed under the act $= gone S oA 1s ‘but was twice re- 


no — 
him lest October 6, 1895, gives the fol- 
‘tip, six-cighteenths; lumbago, four-eighteenths; 


: eres ane Wael Seneca, four-eighteenths; in all, twenty-two 


our = lieve thet the claimant is justiy entitled to $12 per month 

er the act of June 27, 1890, and therefore respectfully recommend the 
pageage of the bill with the following amendment: 

e 4, r the wo “directed,” strike out the balance of the bill and 

substitute a the follo “to “the: the pension roll, subject 

otherwise tations of t nsion laws, the name of 


Holdn. inte 0 prive: aol 
la ri 
Benjamin L. Nolan} Troop G, Third United Biates Cavalry, and pay him 
pension of $12 per month.’ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

ABNER ABERCROMBIE. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call up 
the bill (H. R. 4076) for the relief of Abner Abercrombie. 

The bill was a as follows: 


ai it enacted, e t the Secre of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
and to place on the pension roll, sub fect to the provisions 
tations of the —_ laws, thename of Abner Abercrombie, of Mon- 


Vacate hear Matis eels orn Ame 


: lor Committee on "Seesioen recommended an amendment, as 
‘ollows: 

trike out the word “twelve,” in line 9, and substitute therefor the word 
«dake :” goas to fix the rate of pension at $8 per month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendmént recom- 
mended by the committee. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. ExpMAN)] calls for the reading of the report. The 
Clerk has it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ees calls for the reading of the 
report. The Clerk will read it in the time of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania {[Mr. ERDMAN]. 

Mr. BAR TT of Georgia He may read it in my time. 

The report (by Mr. BLAcK) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4076) 


entitled “A bill for the relief of Abner Abercrombie,” beg leave to submit 
the % wing report, and recommend that said bill do pass with an amend- 
pearepacesces M. T, Ashurst 


s company of sao Volunteers 


t enrolled May 11, ho at Mount and discharged 

epee oe, mer y, ra records show = er that the com- 
y was celeod seit the service iptlaeeened . C. Clay, and marched from 
Kon ee and were = uty in the Creek | ation until June 7, 
1836, when they Tetuyned to aoe and were harged. Mr. Aber- 
cropnile on Office under the Indian war act 


iw t as at the 


of of du hort of same was rejected =e the ground that his service was 
=—s ays short short — —e Qiye = a that 
question as to the cuqueeinens of this 
seems, ho nt of the ae that { the twenty-eight s expired while he 
ae > the Cree atin, and it was not until after that that he was dis- 
at Montgom: 


e 
The testimony of W Wok We Worsham and W.C. Cleveland, citizens of Monroe 
County, Ga., shows t the claimant is about 78 years old, in feeble health, 


0 oa eutirel soem do anything by which to earn a support for hi 
4 his age bill was 
an 


rted by your committee in the Fifty-third Congress, 
the ae t fail the Senate from lack of time to consider it 


The following amendmen t is recommended: 
trike out the word ‘ e' »” in line 9, and substitute therefor the word 
ht;” soas to fix the rate of pension at $8 per month. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I desire to cor-, 
rect a clerical error in the printed bill. The word “Asheot,” in 
line 7, should be ‘‘Ashurst,” and I ask that that correction be 


made. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the correction will 
be made as indicated by the gentleman. 
There was no objection. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ia. Tinniie CLABBY, 


Mr. BELKNAP. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 5499) 
for the relief of Patrick Clabby. 


Paden. sores 
Fs 


SPB tee Nh ed peg, 


<gweoe~ 


satiehteed ee 


ak eae an ead ro a 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, anthor- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion now on the records of the 
War Department against Patrick Clabby, late a private of Company I, Fifth 
meghnent Infantry, New York Volunteers, and grant him an honorable -dis- 
charge. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. TRacEY) was read, as follows: 

Your committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5499) to grant an 
penetrate discharge to Patrick Clabby, late a private of Company I of the 

th Regiment of New York Infantry Volunteers, having had the same 
under consideration, beg leave to report as follows: 

Patrick Clabby was mustered into service as a privateof Company I of the 
Fifth Regiment of New York Infantry on the 28th day of March, 1865, toserve 
one year. He rendered faithful service until July 51, 1865, when he is charged 
" ‘The cloves appears to show conclusively that clajmant took sick and 
was given a pass on a United States transporting vessel to New York July 31; 
that he was absent at Glencoe Island about two weeks, until he was able to 
return, and that he did return to Harts Island, where he left his command, 
and found that his company and regiment had been mustered out of service. 

Your committee therefore report the bill favorably and recommend that 
it do pass. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this is a 
bill that should not be passed by the committee to-night. Iam 
sorry that it has been brought up. It seems to me that there are 
other bills and more meritorious bills which might bave been 
brought up to-night. I donot think this bill comes properly before 
the committee, anyway. As I understand it, this claimant has 
slept over his rights. 
not learned anything from the short report. It may be that the 
gentleman advocating the bill has some further information, and 
may be able to say something which will satisfy me that it isa 
meritorious bill. But, as I understand the matter, he was not 
absent from his command after having been wounded or having 
been sick. 

Mr. BELKNAP. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. TALBERT. I believe he did claim to have been sick, but 
it seems you have no evidence of that fact except the statement of 
the man himself. 

As | understand it, several bills have been passed which allowed 
deserters to come in and have the charge of desertion removed. 
The first step in that direction, I believe, was a proclamation in 
1862. Agreatmany availed themselves of that proclamation of Mr. 
Lincoln. Then it seems to me there was an act passed in March, 
1882, allowing those who had the charge of desertion standing 
aguinst them to come in and file certain evidence before the War 
Department which, if satisfactory, gave the claimants an honor- 
able discharge and allowed them, if otherwise entitled, to be 
placed upon the pension roll. But the law says that those who 
did not avail themselves of thisopportunity within five years after 
the passage of the act should beforever barred. Thatact, I believe, 
Was passed in: 1882. 

Then, again, in 1884 there was another act passed, opening the 
doors again and allowing all these men against whom a charge of 
desertion had been made to come in and produce satisfactory evi- 
dence before the War Department and still again have the charge 
of desertion removed. A great many availed themselves of that 
opportunity. There was a proviso in that law that those who 
did not avail themselves within five years afterwards were to be 
forever barred, and soon. The last act that 1 can find upon the 

ks was passed in 1889, again opening the doors to those men 
against whom the charge of desertion had been made, and provid- 
ing that if they could produce satisfactory evidence they could 
have the charge of desertion against them removed. Many of them 
availed themselves of the law, which they oughttohave done. It 
was rightand proper. But there wasa cree put in that law that 
those who did not avail themselves of that legislation within three 
years were to be forever barred. A great many came in and 
availed themselves of that law, which they ought to have done. 

Now thelimit has passed; they are ba: by thestatute of limita- 
tion, and it is not right for members here or elsewhere to continue 
to bring in such bills as this, for the removal of the charge of deser- 
tion against men, when there are a numberof others, patriotic and 
brave soldiers, whose cases could be brought up here and they 
could be given pensions. I hope this committee to-night will sit 
down upon measures for the removal of charge of desertion, and 
not let them get in the way and block legislation against honest 
soldiers and brave soldiers who ought to be pensioned and who 
will get their pensions if these bills are kept in the background. 

These are my views, which I submit without any feeling and 
without any prejudice against this man who deserted. I know 
uothing of his case except what I have heard read from the desk; 
but I submit that these men have had the chance time and again 
to have the charge of desertion removed, and L think that the 
time orght to be and ought to come sooner or later, according to: 
the law, when the door should be closed at last against men who 
deserted their flag, unless they can show satisfactory reasons why 
the charge should be removed; and it seems to me that this man 
has had sufficient time. He has now slept on his rights from, I 
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I do not know anything about it, and have | 





believe, 1889 to 1892, and slept on his. rights for five long 


now he comes here and gets in the way of some honest ee 


who 
ought to have a ion. This is bl . Isubmi 
a hope that this committee will see to it to-ni that pani 
put its foot down on this character of legislation. You can do :is 


you like. I have said what I think about the matter, and if you 
see proper to pass it, why I have nothing further tosay. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote! ”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill with 
a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TALBERT. -.I move that the committee report this bill to 
the House with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina moves 
that the committee report the bill to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do lie on the table. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 82. 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask unanimous consent that it be passed 
without ent 

Mr. BELKNAP. I object. 

Mr. TALBERT. Ihope that request will be granted. This is 
the first time I have made such a request for some time in the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be passed over without prejudice, 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I object. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom. 
mendation. : 

LAURA C. DODGE. 


Mr. BISHOP (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I 
call up the bill (S. 2347) for the relief of Laura C. Dodge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed,subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws, to increase the pension of Laura C. Dodge, ———— widow of the 
late Capt. Frederick Laighton Dedge. United States Army, from $20 to 340 
per month, said increase to take effect from and after the passage of this act. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee. 


Mr. ERDMAN,. Mr. Chairman, let us have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report in the time 
ef the gentleman from. Pennsylvania. 

The report (by Mr. LOUDENSLAGER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, towhom was-referred the bill (S. 2347) entitled 
“A bill for the relief of Laura C. Dodge,” beg leave to submit the following 

and recomm that said bill do pass, with an amendment fixing the 

rate of eye at $30 per month: 

This is a bill oT ek that the pension of Laura C. Dodge, widow of the lato 


Capt. Frederick L. , be inereased to $40 per month. 
bill i panied by Senate Report No. 45th session That report 
ra 


isaccom 
(except so much of semeas recomme: ting of $40 per month) is adopted 


by your committee as their report. 
[Senate Report No. 454, Pifty-fourth Congress, first session. } 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2347) crant- 

ing a on for the relief of Laura C. Dodge, have examined the same, and 


he claimant. under this bill is the widow of Capt. Frederick L. Dodge, 
whose volunteer military service is as follows: 


Statement of the a service of 
Sourth Massachusetts Mil 
Infantry Volunteers. 


ick L 


Frederick L. , late 
itia, and first lieutenant, Ei 


th 


vate, Forty- 
‘ew Hampshire 
Frederick L. Dodge was enrolled at Boston, Mass., A’ 29, 1862, and 
mustered into ce ber 12, 1862, as a private, eeeer F, Forty- 
fourth Massachusetts Militia (Infantry), to serve nine months, and was 1 \\s- 
—_ out of service with his company, as a private, June 18, 1863, at Read- 
e, Mass. 
He is reported present on the company muster rolls from date of muster 


in to date of muster out. 
Frederick L. Dodge was mustered into service at N.H., March 2, 
1865, as first lieutenant Company L. Eighteenth New Ham Infantry Vol- 


unteers, to serve one and was mustered out with company as 'rst 
lieutenant July 29, 18h, at DeLancy House, District of bia. 
He is re present on the muster rolls of his company from date of 
muster in to date of muster out. 
F. C. AINSWORTH. 


Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension (j/ice. 
RECORD AND PEnston OFFICE, 
War January |, 1895. 


After retiring from the Volunteer soldier the Regular Army, 
his record in the Regular Arm e to 1891. 


extending from ; 
ae ees ae from the office of the Adjutant-General gives & 
detailed account of his services: 





Wark DEPARTMENT, ‘3 OFFICE, 
Washington, January 5, 15°. 
Statement of the military sovviee of Broderick b, late of the United 
States Army, compiled the records of office. 


Private of PF, -fourth Massachusetts, August 29, 1862, to./"".° 
18, 1863; ret leutensat pighteonth New Hampshire, March 22, 1865; honor 
ably mustered out July 29, 


Sachnd, Nontenent: Pwonte-hink: Infants, Banal % 20% first lieutenan, 
January 22, 1873; quartermaster, June 10, 1888, te June 22, 155% 
captain, Sumas f 1508; retired, Apeil i 1601; died Septomber 11, 1801. 
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SERVICE. 

On duty at Fort Columbus, N. Y.. June 12 to July 1, 1867; en route to and at 
Camp Werner. , to 27, 1871; at Camp , to May 2, 1872; 
at Angel Island, to J 1, 1872; at Fort and at 
Verde, Ariz. En? 8, 1874; girecte ebr., 
to May 9, 1876; Fort Sidney, Nebr. 

Wyoming, on the Powder River expedition 

ary 12, 1877; at Fort saacenwes®, D , to ecury 18, 1879; in the field in 
the Indian Territory to June 5, ; nating ates act- 
ing commissary of subsistence at the United States Mili Prison, Fort 
Leavenworth, Kans., to October 29, 1882; with regiment at Fort Craig, N. 
Mex., to June 1, 1884; at Rort Wayne, Mich., to A 16, 1889; sick at post 
to September 7, 1889; sick leave to December 9, 
Hospital for the Insane, District of > September 17, 1800; on sick 
leave to April 18, 1801, when he was retired. H xamined by a retiring 
board Mareh 17, 1891, and the board found in his case as follows: 

That Capt. Frederick L. Twenty-third Infantry, is 
for active serviee by reason of *s disease of the 
pacity is permanent,and that it arose from causes incident to the service, 
viz. worry and overwork in the line of duty during the summer of 1889.” 

He died September 11, 1891, at Detroit, 


After the war, in recognition of his services, he was commissioned a sec- 

ond boutenaaas —e Army, and was subsequently promoted to first 
te t . 

yo in eve Fy Rowdee , from New York to and 
Arizona, and qubaved severest hardships of ae rae and — 

vice. From time to time nearly posi —— 
on weet — = his rank, until by overwork, te continued, aun 
and ruined his i 

Mrs. Dodge shared the hardships and suffering of her husband in many of 
his compel She is now a resident of Detroit, Mich., in very straitened 


sircumstances, and appeals to for relief. She is now receiving a 
ounelen of we a and asks it be increased to $50. 


In view of t distinguished services of Captain Dodge and the 
necessities al the , your My meee the case as one of special 


nerit. a recommend passage of the bill, after being amended 
by rh ee word “ fifty,” in line 7, and substituting therefor the 
word “forty.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The question was taken on laying aside the bill as amended 
with a favorable recommendation; and the Chairman announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MI . Drvision, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 0. 

So the bill was laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 


MRS. LUCY ALEXANDER PAYNE. 


Mr. BLACK (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I 
call up the bill (8. 1501) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Lucy Alexander Payne, widow of Capt. J. Scott Payne, Fifth 
United States Cavalry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
suthorized and diraeted. to put the — of Mrs. how ape oon, 
widow of Capt. J. Fifth United States vairy, pension 
roll at $50) er month, in lien of the pension she is now Seasieing. . 

Mr. MILES. Let us have the report read, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The report will be read in the time of the 
gentleman from Maryland. 

The report (by Mr. Corrin) was read, as follows: 

The © referred the bill (S. 1501 

he Committee on oh ny my ag Pe was ( ) pant 


ing an increase of pension to Lucy Alexander Payne, have 
the same and report: 


The claimant in this care, Mrs. Lucy Alexander Payne, is the widow of 


Capt. J. Scott Payne, Fifth States Cavalry, who graduated from the 
United States Academy and was ted second 


June 18, 1866; 
we Oe sCheutenant September 1874; promoted 
73, and first hi : to 
Se tae line of GREE pril 24, 1886, on account of disa y originating 
© lbne 0 uty. 
Captain Sewecenrd SO rery Wanenehiy ens, ond be vendeved very 


brilliant and gallant service in the the in 
what is known as the Milk River w the gallant Thorn- 
burgh lost his life. After the fall Thornburgh the command de- 
volved upon Captain Pa who made a gallant and 

against overwhe sessbere of Indians, his command out of the 
dangerous position eredit. He was y mentioned by his 
commanding officer for conduct in this , and was for 
promotion, whieh, for some awe came to him. 


He was ¢ 4 
om befcee Ge a ee ty referred to, and was a suf 


the strain brought on by her faithful attendance usband his 
last Illness. Sle fe withers means and dependent upon her pension for the 


Support of herself and two minor children. 
cor etain Payne died December 19, 1895, from disease originating in the 


vided Da ney ne widow is now receiving the pension of $20 per month pro- 


law. 
In view of conspicuous valuable service rendered to his 
by the deceased officer, and in the light of the widow's invalid condition aad 
“sended. however, by fixing the Fate of pension at §® por mouth. 
amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
_ The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with n favor 
recommendation. 


AMANDA M. WAY. 


Mr. BLUE (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I call 


up the bill i 
ann it LE. B. 6898) granting a pension to Amanda M. Way, 


Mr. ES. Mr, Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland. 


Mr. MILES. I have nothing to say now, Mr. Chairman. I 

t I was recognized. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland will observe 
that before he spoke the Chair had recognized the gentleman from 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb 
authorized and directed to place the name of Amanda M. Way, of Los re 


Cal., on the pension roll as army narse, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $25 a month from and after the passage of this nets ~— 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let the report be read, Mr. Chairman. 
The report (by Mr. KirkPaTRick) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 


5898) gran &@ pension to Amanda M. Way, having carefully considered the 
same, fully report: 


This claimant asks a pension by Congressional legislation on the ground 
of having served as a volunteer army nurse fora period of six months during 
the war of the rebellion. 

She ap for a pension August 2, 1893, alleging service at Nashville and 
Murfreesboro, Tenn., also on the steamer City Belle, hospital boat, on the 
Mississi River, and at Mound City, Kans. 

Her claim was rejected on the ground of insufficient proof of appointment 
by per authority and requisite length of service. 

sets forth in her affidavit that she tendered her services to the late 
Coverast Oliver P. Morton, of Indiana. and was assigned to duty in the hos- 
pi = gf Tennessee, transportation and subsistence being furnished upon 
ion. 
ames F. Hibberd, M. D., testifies that he was surgeon in charge of hos- 
ee corps at Murfreesboro, Tenn., and that he knows of his own knowledge 
hat claimant rendered efficient services under his direction, and that oke 
was appointed to this duty by Governor Morton. He further testifies that 
this service in January, 1863. 

John W. Botkin, M. D., testifies that he was surgeon in charge of hospital 
corps on hospital steamer City Belle in Juneand July, 1863, and that claimant 
rendered efficient service as army nurse under his direction. 

John B. Routh, late regimental quartermaster Twenty-sixth Indiana Vol- 
unteers, testifies that of his personal knowledge claimant was called upon by 
the late Governor Morton to look after the sick and wounded on the battle- 
fields. He particularly remembers her valuable servicesat Vicksburg. He also 
testifies that she spent most of her time during the war in nursing soldiers. 

Hon. Jeff. Fleming of Mound City, Kans., testifies to claimant’s valuable 
services among the wounded at the battle of Mine Creek, Kansas, and in the 
hospital at Mound City, Kans., in October, 1864. 

obert Fleming, esq , testifies to the same services, and particularly men- 
tions her work among the sick and wounded at Mound City, Kans. 

While it is true that no record of her services appears, and doubtless her 
appointment was somewhat informal, yet the fact that she performed the 
services of an army nurse for a period of six months and more is clearly 
established, and in equity places the Government under obligations to recog- 
nize the same. : 

Claimant is 68 years of age, poor, and needy. 

In view of all faccs, your committee recommend the of the bill, 
with an amendment striking out the word “ twenty-five,” in fine 6, and in- 
serting “‘twelve™ in lieu thereof. 


The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the 


rt was adopted. k 

"The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Miugs, the 
Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

A Memeer. A division! 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mrs] 
demands a division. 

Mr. MILES. The Chair is overcourteous to me now. I have 
made no demand for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 


oe to demand a division, but is glad that he did not. The 
that the committee rise is lost. 


CHARLES A. NAZRO. 
Mr. BOWERS (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I 
call up the bill (H. R. 6671) for the relief of Charles A. Nazro. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the Pf roll the name of Charles 
A. Nazro,a lieutenant in Compan Fand L of the Twenty-sixth Mlinois 
Infantry Volunteers in the war of rebellion, at the rate of $72 per month. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6871) for the relief of Charles A. Nazro, report thereon as follows: 

This officer served from August 29, 1861, to June 18, 1862, when he resigned 
on account of a wound causing entire !ess of sight of one eye (left) and serious 
impairment of sight in the other. He is now pensioned at $17 per month for 
loss of left eye deformity from pistol wonnd. 

In addition to the entire loss of left eye, claimant has impairment of sight 
of right eye, which has been admitted by the medicai officers of the Pension 
Bureau asa result of the loss of lefteye. When the left eye was removed 
a piece of metal was found in the optic nerve which had been there since the 
wound was received, and which had been a constant source of nervous irri- 
tation, and caused serious impairment of his nervous system. 

Besides the affection of eyes and practical loss of sight, he has rheumatism, 
which he swears he contracted in the service, and the evidence, which shows 
that he entered the service sound, and that he had a severe attack of inflam- 
matory rheumatism very soon after leaving the service, too soon. in fact, to 
have had its an sexcept in the service, proves his assertion. He 
is now totally bled and so nearly blind that if he uses his one eye for any 
jength of time for reading it becomes inflamed and he is obliged to stay in a 
darkened room. 

At his medical examination in 1891 he was rated seventeen-eighteenths 
for loss of left eye, and first grade for rheumatism and resulting heart dis- 
ease. On February 20, 1306, he was found totally disabled, a terrible sufferer 
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from rheumatism, and unable to dress and undress himself without assist- 
ance. This committee are satisfied from the evidence that this officer’s help- 
less and disabled condition is due to his army service, and therefore recom- 
mend the passage of the bill with the following amendment: 

Before the word “ lieutenant,” in line 5, insert the word “first,” and in 
same line strike out the words * ‘in Companies F and L” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘and quartermaster." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendments recom- 
mended by the committee, 

Mr. ERDMAN,. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Bow ERS] has personal knowledge of 
this case, and I should be glad to hear his statement. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, the beneficiary of this bill is a 
—_ hbor of mine in California, and I am personally acquainted 

his condition and circumstances. His left eyé was shot out, 
je a piece of metal, as stated in the report, affected the optic 
nerve so that he is to-day, or was two monthsago, when I left home, 
totally — totally helpless, and has to be taken care of like an 
infant. Hp peste y can not live more than a short time. He 
and his — e are poor and the neighbors have to help to support 
him, and the case seems to me a proper one for favorable action 
by this committee. I state these facts from personal knowledge. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN J. CROSS. 


Mr. BURRELL (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, 
I call up the bill (H. R. 2321) to increase the pension of John J. 
Cross. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 


suthorized and di to inc o ion of John J. Cross, late a mem- 

ber of Company H, th Cavalry, Thirty-ninth In Volunteers, from 

to $35 per month, subject to the conditions and limitations of the Pension 
ureau. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
-_ » = pipe the ay yee of Jo ust 31 J. Cress, submit the following report: 
J. Crogs enlis sin Company H, a ninth Indiana 


Volunteers pao -_— he the hth Indiana Cavy- 
alry. The soldier was Seems une 30, 1 He was captured 
t the battle of Bentonville was confined in Libb by Prison until April 2, 
1865, where, from unwhclesome food vation, e contracted chronic 
diarrhea and disease of eee SS for 1800 phic wee pee’ at $4 from Au- 
st 31, 1883, qu © $6 from Marc. was ares. oO eee 


mber 9, 1891. lication for oes nas ene 

He was in cal ealth on enlistment. _ Since 1880 he has 
epileptic. He is 5 toon incapacitated for manual labor. His last medi- 
— tion, ee ween iota nts ed to a pension of secon 

per soni —for ¢ RSY and hemorrhoids. 

“Ke un d forty-nine en Der or increase of his pen- 
sion. There is no question but t he S a incapacitated for manual 
labor. There — rable * + that his epilepsy results from 


contracted in t rp naable he is now pensioned. 
The communion a le to oa hee | ie ore ence that the epile y is 
actually the result in 


e a sou but as the sol 
conclusively shown y the Peake have und on enlistment wo. waien 
sad pow baghen fe hecguamey that the bul be free years n iaaceting 
word D rivate” in lieu of * a in Ath line and striking = the word 
** five,” in sixth line, soas to pension to $30 per month. 

he amendments cae in the last garegrith of the 

rt were adopted. 

r. BURRELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the word 
os aaiaa” at the ‘end of the bill, and insert “‘law;” so as to read, 
**pension law.” 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I observe in the report that 
two hundred and odd citizens have — for the granting of 
this pension, and that seems to be the chief reason ao, we are to 
grant the pension. Has it come to- this, that ins of requir- 
ing the foundation for a pension to be laid, as is required in other 
cases, by sworn testimony, satisfactory testimony, we are going 
to abandon that rule and grant a pension upon the petition of a 
couple of hundred citizens? Let it go forth to the world that this 
Congress is willing to grant pensions upon the petition of citizens 
and not upon evidence, and we shall have plenty of that kind of 
work to do. I think it is a fair inference from this report that 
that is what we are asked to do in this case. 

I should be og to have had time to examine this report to 
ascertain whether there is any merit in this case, but there has 
been no time for that, and there is no opportunity under the 
peculiar system by which we are trying to rush bills through 
to-night. Gentlemen must therefore expect casual remarks and 
reflections upon these bills, and ag robably before they get through 
the House an opportunity may be presented to some gentlemen 


who have investigated these cases to look into them further. 
The amendment of Mr. BURRELL was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ANDREW J. MOLDER. 
Mr. eee of Missouri (when his name was called). I call 
up the bill (H. R. 6757) granting a pension to Andrew J. Malder. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject tethe oo Pa 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Andrew J. er, late a 
Ba ana in Capt. John r's Company, Hempstead County Arkanees Mili- 
ja, and to pay him a pension of pee snomth troun endl aftec the passage of 


: The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
ows: 


Strike out “ subject to the provisions and limitations of the pensi ’ 
in lines 4and 5, and strike out all the printed bill after the word “y month” 
in See —— ta ak ~~ o- e oe der” instead of “ Mal. 

er; and amen 8 © 80 as as follows: granting 
to Andrew J. Molder.” — 


Mr. ERDMAN. I desire that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid we me | to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6757) ting « a pension to Andrew J. Molder, late private in Capt. John 
Miser’s com; , Hempstead County Ar kansas Militia, having e ed and 
considered oi ‘acts presented, ee report. 

Claimant testifies that he enlisted in Capt. John Miser’s com ny On oF 
about November 1, 1863, and served until on or about April 1, 1864; that he 
was wounded in the left hip by gunshot in an action between Captain Miser's 
company and Capt. Buck Brown's gue Pea 


near 
ty, Ark., an eee ae ya 6 he Bene aes wae 
ic Uaeoe rrison, of the Snes dskenens Ca’ oo = 


Kepieted ay ed ‘and wounded in this action that it was aover called into into 
ive service 


ina t's tes mony | Fors ted ts. i Jpane®. >) pares a prem. 
r of same compan neh oO near Pea 
tifies to a nneey eae by RE pen here ved. oo 


r. Joshua G. ay ae of Barry County, Mo., testifies that claimant's 


Appli ¢ diet Datu pension Maree 18,180 (No. 11 oe whi 
can ‘or oO. ich w 
rejected Jul ARE on the eae that oe ae 
service uP the 

For many years the aetna has been followed of 
officers and soldiers of tia who Seale wane == Petattle % 
endo always been that a ‘ved in Seiten was 


uivalent to muster 
our ee therefore of the bill, after be- 


ing amended b coves oe ae ee visions and limitati 
the ape seamen lee, "in y ae aa ctfiking out ‘tod bill 
Steer Fe rene word “mont Be ‘in line ‘tle bsti 
‘:Molder”” instead of “ Malder;: x; amend the title so.as to read as follows: 
bill granting a pension to Andrew J. Molder. 

Mr. TALBERT. Ido not know that I understood fully the facts 
from the reading of the = It would seem that this man was 
never in the mili 

Mr. BURTON of i. He was a member of a militia com- 
pany which was called into actual service. He was wounded in 
battle, but he has been prevented from obtaining pension because 
of the fact that he was never mustered into the service of the United 
States. It has always been the rule, I believe, under such circum- 
stances, for this House to grant a pension. 

Mr. TALBERT. There is no record of his company having 
been mustered into the service? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Norecord in the War Department, 
but there is plenty of outside testimony to that effect. 

The amendments arenes by the committee were adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 

MALACHI SALTERS. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD (when his name was called). I call up the 
bill (H. R. 9319) aan’ a pension to Malachi Salters, a sergeant 
of eee F, Ninth ent Illinois Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was "read, as follows: 

ps it enacted, etc. iste, Sane the § pee be, ant he he — 
authorized to name a cee of Com 
F, Ninth ent of ois V olun m roll of the 
United i Reguhent off Bars prudent Qhaaee onth. ae 

Mr. TALBERT. Let us hear the report. 

The report (by Mr. Baker of Kansas) was read, as follows’ 


The Committee on Invalid Fenciens, to whom was referred the bill (1. R. 
9319) granting a to Malachi Salters, ha carefully examined the 
papers in con with the same, submit the f report 

ters served in Congeny » Ninth reed with tho ran rom October 

7, 1861, to October 31, 1865, when he w with or of sergeant. 
ite also served in a oe. war with with Mexico. 7 for +. at in 
the battle of Wyatt, Miss... his cal Celaiconnt’s) was aff By by the co 
cussion cannon where he was sta’ a was after that an 
was wees on duty as testify to his doa as he was not fit for any duty. Fi Me 

commandos yosats Seaenate = om time, and "that b 
lained o and soon weak ey 
cate eye monliet tad i re his discharge. 
Pension Bureau witnesses tes 


examination by 
tity bo hie soundness prior release to existence of hernia and 


ae severe deafness, and One his t on his return from the 
reeds oie Tax eee oie eer hrs 
‘or 
dness, and ten-eigh 


for severe deafness, first grade or blin Seenths for rhea 
matism. 

One testifies that he found cataract of eyes, and upop 
the Pension Bureau rejects the or disease of eyes, and notes 
the blin is due toage, Five witnesses testify to incurrence mi 

in ear: eens ayo from the time he received the 

Rested joss with blind etnco iso. mae ees 
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ne he re st ane teh 


ph must rise and the House adjourn, see that the prediction I made 
His 


= 7 ay en —_ — at = a was correct. ae ey —_ feel = 
time within the last ten years. He is dependent y have m ‘ ” by it, just as I told them in the 
value than fe Grand Army of the Republic post of his Clay Center, 


beginning they would be. I presume that on next Friday night 
it will be perfectly fair to commence the call of the roll where we 
leave off to-night. 

Several MempBers. Certainly. 

Mr. ERDMAN. And I want to say that if you want to do that, 
go try to have at least 178 members present in order to 

o it. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee ey rose; and the Speaker pro tempore 
en Lacey] having resumed the chair, Mr. WELLINGTON reported 

at the Committee of the Whole House, having had under con- 
sideration the Private Calendar, had directed him to report with 
amendments and as so amended with favorable recommendation 
bills of the following numbers: House bills 9683, 3745, 4076, 5898, 
6671, 2321, 6757, 9819, and 7055; and Senate bills of the following 
numbers: 2126, 205, 2347, 1501. 

Also the following bills without amendments and with the rec- 
ommendation that they do pass: House bills Nos. 10040, 6268, 7627, 
5499, 8633; and Senate bills Nos. 2931 and 146. 

Also that the committee had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 7333) granting a pension to William Edwards, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

WILLIAM EDWARDS. 


Mr. COOK of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill (H. R. 7333) granting a pension to William Ed- 
wards, Company D, Tenth Regiment Vermont Volunteers, which 
was the unfinished business in the Committee of the Whole when 
the committee rose, be taken up and considered by the House at 
this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ment recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Sans. In view of the testimony of one lieutenant and se comrades to 
ot incurrence of the eye and oar Peatte, and the fact that he continued 
to suffer from troubles disabled therefrom, 
committee this a torious case. We therefore the 
passage of the bill as amend: 

Amend by striking out the word “seventy-two,” in line 7, and inserting 
“a the title so as to read: * Granting a pension to Malachi Salters.” 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 
Strike out the word “seventy-two,” in line 7, and insert the word “ fifty’ 


in place tneeeeidees astorend: “A bill granting a pension to Malachi Salters.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 
ANNA G. VALK. 


Mr. COFFIN (when his name was called). I call up the bill 
(H. R. 7055) increasing the pension of Anna G. Valk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby. 
sainesiaal ied directed to increase the pension of Anna G. Valk, wihow ° 
William W. Valk, late of the Fourth Maryland Volunteer Infantry, 
United Btates Volunteer y, to the sum of $50 per month. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 

In line 6 insert the word “‘ Volunteer” before the word “Infantry,” and 
strike ot the words “ United States Volunteer Army.” 


y. 
In line 7 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ forty.” 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MILEs) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, having considered evidence relat- 
ing to the bill (H. R. 7055) increasing the pension of Anna G. Valk, report: 

Villiam W. Valk about four years and was honorably discharged as 
surgeon of the Fourth land Volunteer Infantry. He never applied f 

nsion. Had he even aclaim his widow could have cumpleted it an 

rawn the accrued from the date of his discharge, in to the date 
of his death, in as she has since established the fact that he died from 
disease of the bh contracted in the service, and is now in receipt of a pen- 
sion of $25 a month, total of rank of her husband as a surgeon. is not 
enough to provide for her necessities, as she is now 61 years of age, and has 
dependent on her two young ters. Her only income or means of sup- 
port are her pension and the aid given by an older Gonqneee. 

The above facts are by the evidence, and in view thereof it is 
believed that her — be Increased, and to that end it is recom- 
mended that the pass, after amended as follows: 

In line 6 actee, the Li “Volunteer” before the word “Infantry,” and 
strike out the wi “United States Volunteer Army.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “fifty ”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
oe forty. ” 


The amendments by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably 
the House. 


And then (the hour of 10 o'clock and 30 minutes having arrived) 


the Speaker pro tempore under the rule declared the House ad- 
journed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
—— were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Hillsboro 
Bay, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers recommending the repeal of an act grant- 
ing to the Birmingham, Mobile and Navy Cove Harbor Railway 
Company certain rights of way through Fert Morgan a 
Mili Reservation—to the Committee on Military Affairs, an 
ord to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a communication from the Secretary of thy Interior recom- 
mending the pa ent of certain expenses incurred at the burial 
of the late Col. Paul F. Faison, United States Indian inspector— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be piinted. 


NANCY ROBERTS. 


Mr, COLSON (when his name was called), I call up the bill 
(H. R. 8633) granting a pension to Nancy Roberts, of Manchester, 
Clay County, Ky. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it 
eh cee te ees te enpeer. te tre cnt be bey 
Roberts, late a private in Company A, Forty-ninth Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, on the pension roll at $20 per month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying this bill aside to 
be reported eer to the House. 

Mr. ERDMAN and Mn MILES. Let us have the report. 


The CHAIRMAN ed to put the question. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
Mr. ERDMAN e reading of the report was called for. ting a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submit- 
The CHAIRMAN ® point was not made in time. ting an estimate of appropriation for the survey of the lands of 


. The 
The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House, 
WILLIAM EDWARDS. 


sate Ta a ee (when his me wan coBiod). I call 
e . R. 7333 ting a pension illiam Edwards, 
Company D, Tenth Bacioont ermont Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and rovisi 
and limitations of the pemainn ines ghd sane oF Willies Bigerts of Gone 
pany D, Tenth Vermont Volunteer Infantry. 


a. amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 


penainngs tand 5 strike out “ subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
At the end of the bill add, “and pay him a pension of $12 per month.” 
Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen who were so 

tutious to change the usual rule, and whose names do not 


wi with A, B, or C, can at this time of the night, when it is 
three or four minutes of the time when committee 


the Chickasaw Nation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the receiver of the Belt Railway Company of the 
District of Columbia, transmitting the report of the company for 
the year ending December 31, 1896, together with a list of tho 
stockholders of the ero the Committee on tke District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting, with a favorable recommendation, a draft of a bill for the 
cession of the old light-house site at Hog Island, Virginia—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 

several Calendars therein named, as follows: 
Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to 
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vendiaiendeeed ee 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9898) for the erec- 
tion of an equestrian statue of Maj. Gen. Henry W. Slocum in the 
city of Washington, D. C., reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2692); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. ELLETT, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, submitted the views of the minority of said committee 
upon the bill (H. R. 10090) to amend the act entitled ‘An act to 
regulate commerce;” which said views (Report No. 2586, part 2) 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MEREDITH, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9770) provid- 
ing that the Potomac Flats shall be reserved and improved for park 
purposes under the name of the Potomac Park, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2708); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar 

By Mr. PRICB, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3303) 
entitled *‘An act to authorize the construction by the Kansas 
City, Shreveport and Gulf Railroad Company of a bridge across 
the Sabine River between the States of Louisiana and Texas,” re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 


No, 2717); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Jalendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

The bill (S. 2375) entitled “An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John G. Powers.” (Report No. 2693.) 

The bill (H. R. 6754) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Scannell. (Report No. 2713.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 3196) entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George W. Walton.” (Report No. 2694.) 

The bill (H. R. 5507) for the relief of D. W. Snider. (Report 
No. 2714.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 2672) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to John 
J. Shockey.” (Report No. 2695.) 

The bill (S. 2992) entitled “‘An act granting a pension to Ellen 
O’Hara.” (Report No. 2696.) 

The bill (S. 2094) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to William 
G. Alspach.” (Report No. 2697.) 

The bill (S. 3190) entitled “‘An act granting a pension to Amos 
L. Hood.” (Report No. 2698.) 

The bill (5. 3103) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Jesse 
O. Davy.” (Report No. 2699.) 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: 

The bill (S. 3324) entitled “‘An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Allen Buckner, of Baldwin, Kans.” (Report No. 2700.) 

The bill (S. 3339) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Louise 
E. Perkins.” (Report No. 2715.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Conmmittee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 2097) entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joel M. Gibson.” (Report No. 2701.) 

The bill (S. 2908) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Frank- 
lin Andrews.” (Report No. 2702.) 

The bill (S. 2993) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Rebecca 
Gilbert.” (Report No. 2703.) 

The bill (S. 2995) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to James 
M. Dennison.” (Report No. 2704.) 

The bill (S. 3145) entitled “‘An act to increase the pension of 
William Hulsizer.” (Report No. 2705.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 5619) granting a pension to Mary Bemus. 
(Report No, 2706.) 

The bill (H. R. 1473) increasing the pension of Joseph McCune, 
(Report No. 2716.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (S. 2909) entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Schafer.” (Report No. 2707.) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (5. 1582) entitled ‘‘An act to pay to the widow of the 
late Samuel F.. Miller, a justice of the Supreme Court, a sum equal 

to the balance of his salary for the year in which he died.” ( 

rt No. 2709.) 

The bill (H. R. 8284) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay the sum of $400 to Brownell & Co., Dayton, Ohio, on account 
of ne Hey! eernee impused by the Light-House Board. (Re- 

t No. 2711. 
“~~ Mr. SNOVER, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (8, 


1122) entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief of Sall Hardmond.” Re 
No. 2710.) F — 

By Mr. BENNETT, from the Committee on Interstate and For. 
eign Commerce: The bill (H. R. 7270) to restore Lieut. Samuel 
Howard to his proper rank. (Report No. 2712.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
a ee following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 10181) specifying 
the courts in which Indians shall be tried for offenses committ:j 
within the Territories of the United States—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 10182) to confirm title to 
lots 13 and 14, in square 959, in Washington, D. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts (by request): A bill (H. R. 
10153) to provide a uniform currency for the United States of 
America—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ELLETT: A bill = R. 10184) to define and regulate 
fraternal and beneficiary orders in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: ee (H. Res. 240) 

a 


concerning the construction of the ic building at Racine, W is.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. HITT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 241) providing for 
the printing of the Consular Regulations of 1896—to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A resolution (House Res. No. 51) 
providing for occupation of the galleries at the counting of the 
electoral vote—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A memorial of the State of Wyoming, con- 
cerning the California mineral land bill—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, —— bills of the following titles 
were ted and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 10185) granting an honorable 
agg to John R. Alford—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10186) a pension to Sarah Ann 
Phillips—to the Committee of Frvalid Ponkons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10187) granting a to Mary J. Ellis, 
widow of Joel B. Ellis, Compan th Kentucky Cav- 
alry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10188) granting a pension to Ibia Dicken— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10189) for the relief of Margaret E. Cole —to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 10190) to pay the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of William Sueere—tc the 
By Mr, RUSK: A bill CEL. R M 

y Mr. : A bill (H. R. 10191) granting a ion to Mrs. 
Elmina Creighton—to the Committee at Sesto. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. BR. 10192) granting a pension to 

aaa — a yy the Committee on a > 
so, a bill (H. R. 10798) ting a pension to Willis Brady— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARHAM: Memorial of the Humboldt Chamber of 
Commerce of Eureka, Cal., ing for a public building at bu- 
reka, Cal.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, memorial of the Humboldt Chamber of Commerc of 
Eureka, Cal., asking consideration of the Nicaragua Canal |)i!|— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ; 

By Mr. CRISP: Resolution of the city council of Savannah, (*., 
recommending that Fort Pulaski be repaired—to the Comm1(tee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CURTISof Iowa: Petition of the dean of the University of 
Michigan; president of Muskingum Concord, Ohio; chan- 
cellor of Syracuse Ae University; president of Geneva ol- 
lege, Beaver Falls, Pa.; of Seminary, 


General 

New York; president of University of California; ee of 
Cornell Uaieta president of Guitord (N. C.) College; mee 
of oo and bishop of Tennessee, for the yge of the bil 
for prevention of cruelty to animals in the of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. as 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian T nce Union 0 
Earlville, lowa, urging the passage ot Senate bill No. 2485, to pt" 
tect the first day of week as a day of rest in the Distric! 


Columbia—to the Comm?**se on the Judiciary. 


- 
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By Mr. GIBSON: Paper relating to the claim of John Brouder, 
of Loudon re Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. GRAFF: Resolutions of the State Grange of Illinois, 
favorable to woman suffrage—to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, resolutions of the State Grange of Illinois, favorable to 
rural mail delivery—tothe Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the StateGrange of IMinois, in favor of pos- 
tal savings banks—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also. resolutions of George Yocum Post, No. 325, Grand Army 
of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of the Medical Society of New Jer- 
sey, protesting against the passage of Senate bill No. 1552, for the 
further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Colum- 
bia—-to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Eleventh Ward Republican Club, of New- 
ark, N. * , urging the annexation of Cuba—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the State Horticultural Society of New Jersey, 
opposing the free distribution of seeds as being unwise, unneces- 
sary, and a wasteful expenditure of the public money—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Asbury Park, N. J., 
urging the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HURLEY: Petition of Jacob Muller, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y.. for higher rate of duty on harness and saddlery—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Resolutions of Minneapolis Division, No. 117, 
Order of Railway Conductors, aaa the ge of the arbi- 
tration bill, the contempt-of-court bill, the Phillips commission 
bill, and the Sherman bill—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Petition of George R. Beutel and 43 other 
citizens of Lima, Ohio, protesting against the passage of the Sher- 
man bill to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of Dr. W. O. Trott, Judge J. L. 
Wood, Hon. J. T. Gunter, and 292 other citizens of the Cherokee 
Nation, praying that the payment rolls of 1851 and 1852, of the 
Old Settlers and emigrants, be made the basis for the new rolls to 
be made by the Dawes Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes 
of Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE: Sundry petitions of G. D. Smith, of Princeton, 
Ark.; M. R. White, of Portland, Ark.; W. W. Folsom, of Hope, 
Ark.; James Crook, of Wilton, Ark., and A. B. Bishop, of Locks- 
burg, Ark., for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend 
= ag laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Petition of F. S. Smith, 
A. B. White, and 86 other citizens of Parkersburg, W. Va., pro- 
testing against the of the Sherman bill—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Sordyn Commerce. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill No. 9990, for the relief 
of Absolom Maynard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY: Protest of 44 citizens of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, against the passage of the House bill No. 10090, to abolish 
—_ brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

AOmmerce, 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of 54 citizens of Sioux City, in 
opposition to House bill No. 10090, known as the Sherman bill, 
to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of William Wiley and other citizens 
of Marion, Ind., also petition of Edwin E. Russell and other citi- 
zens of Kokomo, Ind. ; protesting against the passage of House 
bill No. 10090, aboli ticket Techanige~to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign erce. 

By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: Petition of the heirs of 
Francis M. Hathcock, deceased, late of Wake County, N. C., 
praying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims under 
the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

_By Mr. TAYLER: Resolutions adopted at a mass meeting of 
citizens of Youngstown, Ohio, protesting against lynch law in 
the South—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Canton, Ohio, protesting against 
the passage of the Sherman bill with respect to ticket brokers—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
an Mr. VAR VOORHIS: Petition of D. W. Dye and othes 
“itizens Marietta, Ohio, protesting against 0. 
House bill No. 10090, abolishing ticket jrlsdnes~t0 the Com 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
ony dit. Woon: Petition of Martha A. De Lamater, of Craw- 
ei unty, HL. for an act granting her a pension—to the Com- 

Aleo, Detition of Willis Brady, of Coles and Camberland coun- 
ties, IIl., for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 80, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by the 
Speaker. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupeEn. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
HENRY A. WEBB. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1256) for 
the relief of Henry A. Webb, with a Senate amendment thereto, 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman interested in 
this bill what change is made by the Senate amendment from the 
bill as it d the House? 

Mr. BULL. The Senate amendment reduces the amount. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The amount of what? 

. — Reduces the amount that the House bill calls for 
y : 

Mr. DOCKERY. The Senate amendment does not describe the 
same bonds that the House bill describes? 

Mr. BULL. It describes the same bonds, but simply reduces 
the total by the amount of the bonds that were redeemed at the 


Treasury. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Reduces the indemnity bond? 

Mr. BULL. Not the indemnity bond, but the amount of the 
bonds that were stolen, by the sum of $650. The indemnity bond 
remains double the amount just the same. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ithaving been ascertained that the $650, the 
difference in the amount, had already been paid? 

Mr. BULL. Yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In all other respects, the description of the 
bonds is the same? 

Mr. BULL. Is the same; yes. 
ts DOCKERY. The same as carried in the original House 
like 

Mr. BULL. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move to concur in the 
Senate amendment? 

Mr. BULL. Yes. ° 

The Senate amendment was concurred in. 


ERIE CANAL. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a resolution 
for the printing of a House document. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the report of Thomas W.Symons, Corps of Engineers, upon 
House bill No. 7775, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, providing for widen- 
ing the locks of the Erie Canal, in the State of New York, with the accom- 
panying diagrams, be printed as a House document. 


Mr. TERRY. I should like to ask the gentleman what is the 
estimated cost of this printing? 

Mr. PERKINS. One hundred and eighty-five dollars, 

The resolution was agreed to. / 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. © 


And then, on motion of Mr. WapswortT#, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R.9961) making appro- 
priations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1898, with Mr. Payne in the chair. 

The Clerk (resuming the reading of the bill) read as follows: 

Salaries, Bureau of Animal Industry: One Chief of Bureau, $4,000; one 
assistant chief, $2,500; one chief clerk of Bureau, $2,000; one chief of inspec- 
tion division, $2.500; one assistant chief of inspection division, $1,800; one 
chief of dairy division, $2,500; one assistant chief of dairy division, $1,800; one 
chief of pathological division, $2.500; one assistant in pathological division, 

1,400; one assistant in pathological division, $40; one chief of biochemic 
ivision, $2,500; two assistants in biochemic division, at $1,400 each, $2,800: one 
assistant in biochemic laboratory, $720; one chief of miscellaneous division, 
$2,000; one zoologist, $2,250; two veterinary inspectors, at +1,800 each. $3,600; 
two veterinary inspectors, at $1,400 each. $2,800; one assistant at veterinar 
experiment station, $1,000; one clerk of class 4, $1.800; one clerk of class 3, 

600; one clerk of class 2, $1,400; six clerks of class 1, $7,200; six clerks, at 

.000 each, $6,000; one clerk, $840; three firemen, at $720 each, $2,160: four 
messengers, at $720 each, $2.880; two skilled laborers, at $660 each, §).220: for 
employment of artists, laborers, and charwomen, $5,000; in all, $69,710. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make points of 
order against the following provisions of the bill. because they are 
new legislation and also change existing law: In lines 9 and 10, 
page 7, the salary carried in the bill for the chief of the pathological 

ivision is $2,500. I desire to make a point of order agamst that, 
the existing law being $2,250. I desire to make a point of order 
against the on allowing the assistant in the pathological 
division $1,400, the salary under the law being $1,200 only. I also 
desire to make a point of order against the provision creating the 
office of one assistant in the Sone ome division, $840, it being a 
new eee also against the increase of salary of the chief of the 
division from $2,250 to $2,500; also against the increases 

of the salaries of two assistants in biochemic division to $1,400 
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each, the law allowing them only $1,200 each; also against the 
provision for one assistant in biochemic laboratory, $720, it being a 
new provision and not authorized by law; also against the in- 
crease of salary of the zoologist, in line 18, from $2,000 to $2,500. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I perhaps must admit 
that the point of order raised by the gentleman is tenable. This 
question of salaries was very carefully considered by the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. The estimates provided for an increase of 
$25,660 in the salaries of the Agricultural Department, and yet 
the committee has seen fit only to recommend $2,270, giving all 
practically to the Bureau of Animal Industry. These men are 
scientific men. technical men, graduates of scientific schools, and 
not in any ordinary sense chiefs of divisions. In raising the sala- 
ries of these chiefs of divisions in the Bureau of Animal Industry 
we have simply put them on a par with the salaries paid in the 
other scientific bureaus of the Department. During the last six 
or seven years thirty-odd of these scientific men have been taken 
away from Government employ and procured employment at 
very much larger salaries in colleges and scientific schools. I do 
not say that the small increase of $250 will retain them here. I 
only want to say that these salaries are not in excess of the sala- 
ries paid in educational institutions throughout the country, and 
that can be said of very few salaries here in Washington. 

Now, in connection with this subject, and particularly as to the 
Bureau of Animal Industry, I want again to call the attention of 
the committee to the wonderful increase of work in that depart- 
ment. In 1891 the inspections by this Bureau were only a total 
of 28,380 animals; in 1892 they increased to 2,809,440; in 1893 they 
increased to 4,885,633; in 1894 they increased to 12,944,056; in 1895 
to 18,783,000; andin 1896 they increased to 23,775,779. Sothecom- 
mittee can see the work of this Bureau has continually increased, 
and that, too, at a very fast rate. 

- hope the gentleman from Missouri will withdraw that point 
of order. 

The committee gave that subject very careful consideration and 
last year increased these salaries. The House approved of them, 
but the Senate struck them out. Now, in view of the fact that 
we have only raised the salaries $2,270, when the Department asked 
for $25,660, I do not think the committee can be charged with ex- 
travagance. I admit they are subject to a point of order if the 
gentieman insists; but I think this is a business proposition and 
that these men should be paid the salaries that we ask here for 
them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, in submitting the points of 
order, I do not desire to criticise the gentleman in charge of the 
bill or to criticise the general provisions of the bill. I have 
examined it, andthe bill bears evidence of very careful prepara- 
tion. It does credit to the accomplished chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture; but upon the merits involved in this ques- 
tion, I only Sahs to suggest that, whatever action may be proper 
in the future in respect to these proposed increases of salaries, at 
the present at least it seems inopportune to increase them, the 
revenues for the present fiscal year already being inadequate by 
more than $45,000,000 to meet current expenses. 

Then, I may add another thing, Mr. Chairman. The Senate 
struck out these proposed increases last year; and it being a very 
unusual and extraordinary action on the part of that body in the 
direction of economy and reform, I desire to encourage them in 
this direction—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will state to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri that the bill carries $107,000 less than last year. 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). And therefore must insist upon 
the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the point of 
order is insisted upon. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Then I think the easier way will be to 
substitute the paragraph of last year’s billin toto for this. I move 
to strike out page 7, commencing at line 1, all that page to line 25, 
inclusive, and page 8 from line 1 to line 11, inclusive, and substi- 
tute the new matter which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries, Bureau of Animal ere: One chief of Bureau, $4,000; one as- 
sistant chief, $2,500; one chief clerk of Bureau, $2,000; one chief of inspection 
division, $2,500; one assistant chief of inspection division, $1,800; one chief of 
dairy division, $2,500; one assistant chief of dairy division, $1,800; one chief 
.250; one assistant in pathological division, $1,200; 
one assistant in pathological division, $84); one chief of biochemic division, 
$2,250; two assistants in biochemic division, at $1,200 each, $2,400; one assist- 
ant in biochemic laboratory, $720; one chief of miscellaneous division, $2,000; 
one zoologist, $2,000; two veterinary inspectors, at $1,800 each, $3,600; two vet- 
erinary inspectors, at $1.400 each, $2,800; one assistant at veterinary experi- 
ment station, $1,000; one clerk class 4,$1,800; one clerk c 3, $1,600; one clerk 

2, $1,400; five clerks class 1 .000; seven clerks, at $1,000 each, $7,000 
clerk, at $840; two firemen, at $720 each, $1,440; four messengers, at $720 each, 
, two skilled laborers, at $660 each, ra for employment of artists, 

borers, and charwomen, $5,000; in all. $67,440. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. In connection with what I have said in 

to the Bureau of Animal Industry, I would like to have 
printed a statement and tables showing the amount of exports of 


of pathological division, 
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beef and meat during the last year. It is from the Statistica] 
Bureau department. 

There was no objection. 

The statement of exports and the tables are as follows: 


{Circular No. 17.] 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUS’ gy. 
EXPORTS OF ANIMALS AND THEIR PRODUCTS. 

The course of the export trade in animals and their protnets during the 

past eight years forms a very interesting subject forstudy. The great 
in the exports of live animals have been with ho: m and sheep. ith 
animal products a notable gain is seen in the case of fresh beef, mutton, oleo 
oil, hams, and sole leather. In 1889 the e rts of horses were 3,748 head, and 
the average of the four years 1889 to 1892, inclusive. was In 1896 the ex- 
rts of horses reached 25,126, with an average for the four years 1893 to 1896, 


clusive, of 11,831. The number of sheep ex in 1889 was 128,852. and the 
average for the four years 1889 to 1892 was 76,070. In 1896 the rt of sheep 
reached the remarkable number of 491,565, and the average for four years 
1893 to 1896 was 266,736. 

The sxperts of fresh beef have increased from 137 1 ds in 1889 to 
224,783,225 pounds in 1896. The average for the years 1889 to 1892 was 181,433,310 


pounds, and for the years 1893 to 1896 it was 204,077,065 pounds. The exports 
of hams have steadily increased from 42,847,247 pounds in 1889 to 129,096. 351 
yenats in 1896. The exports of oleo oil increased from 28,1 

889 to 108,276,756 pounds in 1896, and the average for the four years 1889 to 
1892 was 67,033,342 pounds, as com with an ave of 104, 
for the years 1893 to 1896. There also been a erable increase, about 
one-third, in the exports of sole leather during the last three years. The 
shipments of live cattle, bacon. canned and cured beef, lard, and pickled 
pork, while they have fluctuated from year to year, have not shown any 
very marked tendency toincrease ordecrease. Bacon and pickled pork have 
dimi ed somewhat, but the exports of lard have been larger for 1896 than 
for any other year of the series. 

The exports in a few items have been considerably diminished during the 
cient years under consideration. Live hogs have fallen off from 45,128 in 
1889 and 95,654 in 1891 to 21.049 in 1896. This is probably due to the risk at- 
tending the shipment of these animals and the greater profit derived from 
the exportation of their products. There was a continuous decrease in the 
shipments of tallow from 1890, when they reached 112,745,370 —_ to 1895, 
when they were only 25,864,300 pounds. ere has, however, been a recovery 
in this trade during the last es the exports reaching 52,759,212 pounds. 
The exports of dairy products have not been satisfactory. The butter trade, 
which in 1890 reached os 042 pounds, fell off to 5.598 812 
Fortunately, much of th ecrease Was overcome in 1896, when 19,373,913 
—- were exported. The cheese exports show a continuous decline since 

890, when they reached 95,376,053 pounds. The quantity exported in 1896 
was only 36,777,291 pounds. 

In order to make clear the remarkably large proportion of our exported 
animals and animal products which are marketed in Great Britain, the 
Searee have been tabulated for the total exports and for the exports to the 

nited Kingdom: 

Comparative statement of the exports of live cattle and beef products. 
(From reports of Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department. ]} 
TO ALL COUNTRIES. 


pounds in 1895. 


gEEEzE 


* Included with the oil. 
Exports of horses, mules, sheep, mutton, dairy products, and leather (sole). 


TO ALL COUNTRIES. 
eerste ieee einige 











hn Horses.| Mules.| Sheep. | Mutton. — “ol 

No. No. No. Pounds Pounds. | Pounds 
1880.....- 3,748 | 2,980 | 128,852 | 296, 84, 290, 828 | 35, 558, 945 
1890... ,501 | 8,544 | 67,521 | 256,711 95, 376, 063 | 39,505, 219 
rt 3,110 | 2,184 | 60,947 | 199,395 82, 133, 876 | 37, 50),2°0 
1893... 226 | 1,965 | 46,900} 101, 463 82, 100, 221 | 37, 053, 351 
1893... 2,967 | 1,634 | 37,260] 108,214 81,350, 923 | 33,510," 
tas --| bint | 2 | arta | "a gto as 
1996_.-2-| 25,126 | 5,918 | 401,565 ; 36, 777, 201 | 41, 818, 508 


















Exports of horses, mules, sheep, mutton, dairy products, etc.—Continued. 
TO THE UNITED KINGDOM. 





No. No. No. Pounds. | Pounds Pounds. | Pounds. 
1989.....- ly 18, 866 122,122 | 7,454. 72, 904, 393 | 27,519, 464 
1000. ..c00 Phin soos 4,927 194, 604 | 15,448,163 | 81,875,298 | 20,997,873 
1891. ....- GaP Bisoasnas 10, 946 187,720 | 4,993,180 | 71, 104,253 | 27,419,058 
1908 ..<cni 467 8 8, 584 51,251 | 5,915,185 | 70,201,769 | 28,819,708 
a |g SES 58 46,551 | 3,860,649 | 69,845,314 | 25, 655, 464 
1904. ...ccl Bp Pen ssesen 79,786 | 2,087,527 | 5,493,704 | 61,459,757 | 34,574, 222 
1995......| 5,804 }-....... 335, 882 S20, 491 868,815 | 48,286,660 | 36,764, 480 
1896.....- (*) (*) =| 307,280 (*) 11, 246, 611 | 29, 801, 334 | 32, 769,953 


* Not given by countries. 


Comparative statement of the exports of live hogs and hog products. 
TO ALL COUNTRIES. 








Hog products. 

Miscal year.| Hogs. 
‘iscal y 

No. Pounds. 
1900 ...ceaul 45,1 357, 377, 
1000 sccceaed 91,148 | 531, 899, 
ME .ncesnnn 95,654 | 514, 675, 
ee 31,963 | 507,919, 6. 
ee 27,375 | 391,758, 82, 178, 1 912, 52, 459, 722 
1804 _. 1,553 | 416,657,577 | 86,970,571 | 1,168,647 | 68,575,881 | 447,566, 807 
W655. oe 7,130 | 452, 549,976 404, $18, 58,266,893 | 474, 895, 274 
WS cscedsd 21,049 | 425,352,187 | 120, 036,351 744, 656 | 69,498,373 | 509, 534, 256 

TO THE UNITED KINGDOM. 

1908 . ..ncsaclacusaae 299,891,556 | 34,866,806 |..........- 14, 912, 087 | 117, 139, 325 
We canted 1,102 | 450,466,087 | 64,878,007 |..........- 16, 843, 194 | 150, 808, 980 
7 eee See 413, 850,146 | 68, 084, 482 771, @15 | 23,086,647 | 158,561, 052 
1892 .. , 044 | 402,091,132 | 56,340,665 334,200 | 15,362,173 | 124, 952, 485 
1898 .. 2,062 | 335,075,784 | 68,750,506 900,820 | 11,213,627 | 138,355, 415 
ee Se 334,985,389 | 73,904,248 | 1,140,850 | 13,132,207 | 149, 691,959 
ee 6O | 346,210,100 | 89, 800, 462 751, 640 | 14,268,862 | 184,251,911 
eee 500 | 344,271,225 | 108, 165,961 (*) 12, 670, 206 | 201, 924, 144 
; * Included with pickled. 
Respectfully submitted. 

as D. E. SALMON, 

Chief of Bureau of Animal Industry. 

Approved. 


J. STERLING MORTON, 
Secretary. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 21, 1897. 


Mr. TALBERT. Icall the attention of the gentleman from 
New York in charge of this bill to the provision, in lines 9 and 
10, on page 8, ‘for employment of. artists, laborers, and char- 
women, $5,000.” Task the gentleman if he does not think it would 
be better to specify how many artists, how many laborers, and 
how many charwomen? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will say to the gentleman that I think 
the Bureau onght to have some leeway in that respect. Certain 
contingencies might arise where it might become necessary to 
employ a larger or a less number. 

_ Mr. TALBERT. Well, we might get another ‘modern curios- 
ity” at the head of that Department, so I think it would be better 
to specify the details. [Laughter.] 
r. WADSWORTH. Possibly so. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Total salaries Department of Agriculture, $318,410. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask unanimous consent that the total 
be — to correspond with the amendments adopted by the 
committee, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 


: I object temporarily, Mr. 
Chairman, I 


wish to inquire of the gentleman in charge of the 


bill what is the ob of this summing up of salaries here? It is 
no proper part of bill, as it seems tome. The appropriations 
have all been summed up under each class or division, and it 


seems to me that this is unnecessary, and ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is a custom which has prevailed for 
many years, and which is followed in this bill. It is simply a 
Tesumé of the salaries in the bill. 
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Mr. SAYERS. It ought to go into the bill also, because reports 
often get scattered and lost. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Well, I see no use of it in the 
bill, but I withdraw the objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Collecting agricultural statistics, Division of Statistics: Collecting domes- 
tic and fore cultural statistics, compiling, writing, and illustrating 
statistical matter for monthy, annual, and special reports; special investi 
tions and compilations; subscriptions to and purchase of statistical pe - 
cations containing data for permanent comparative records, maps and c 
stationery supplies, blanks, blank books, circulars, paper, envelopes, post 
cards, postage stamps, freight, and express charges, and necessary traveling 
expenses: Provided, That the monthly crop report issued on the 10th day 
of each month embrace a statement of the condition of the crops, b 
States, in the United States, with such explanations and comparisons wit 
other months and years as may be useful for illustrating the above matter, 
and that it shall be submitted to and officiall agproved by the Secretary 
of Agriculture before being issued or published: Provided also, That $10,000 
of the amount hereby appropriated, or so much thereof as the Secretary of 
Agriculture may deem necessary, may be expended in continuing the inves- 
tigations concerning the feasibility of extending the demands of foreign 
markets for the agricultural products of the United States, and to secure as 
far as may be a change in the methods of supplying tobacco and other farm 
products to foreign countries, $110,000. 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out the words “ with such explanations and comparisons with other 
months and years as may be useful for illustrating the above matter” and 
insert instead the words “‘ with such explanations, comparisons, and infor- 
mation as may be useful for illustrating the above matter.” 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I make a point of order on that amend- 
ment, Mr. Chairman, until I hear the gentleman’s explanation 
of it. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. In explanation of the amend- 
ment, I will state that the provision as it stands in the bill makes 
it mandatory upon the Secretary to make these comparisons by 





| months and years. That may result in entirely unnecessary and 


redundant work. My amendment leaves it to the discretion of 


| the Secretary to add such explanations and comparisons as in his 


judgment appear to be useful. Under the provision of the bill as 


| it stands he might be required to reprint portions of his own former 


reports as well as the current report, thus increasing largely the 
cost of printing and adding a mass of useless printed matter to 
the burden of the country. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have no objection to the amendment, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. When the distinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dz 
ARMOND] on the first reading of this bill chose to make a severe 
criticism upon the Secretary of Agriculture for the publication of 
certain statistics showing the result of the last election, we on this 
side of the House naturally supposed that there would be some 
member of the party from which the honorable Secretary of Agri- 


| culture was appointed to make his defense, and the attempt of the 


py oncom gentleman from Missouri to throw the burden of 
e 


Mr. SAYERS. I would say to the gentleman from New Hamp- | 


shire that that is for the purpose of facilitating the preparation of 
a tabular statement of the ee at the end of each ses- 
Sion. The gentleman is doubtless aware that a resolution adopted 
many years ago requires the clerk of the House Committee on 
Appropriations and the clerk of the Senate Committee to jointly 
porate a tabular statement of the contents of the appropriation 

ills, so that members and all other persons desiring to get the 


a may readily ascertain the amount that each bill 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But is not that found more 


pinp ety im the report of the committee in each case than in the 


| 


the defense upon my colleague from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]| seems 
to have met with no response from that gentleman. It may be 
that the Democrats, the gentlemen on the other side of the House, 
feel in regard to this matter as Daniel Webster did about Massa- 
chusetts and as the distinguished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Harpy] felt yesterday about his State—they may feel that the 
Secretary of Kgriculture needs no defense at their hands. 

If that is their view, I think I can fully coincide with them, and 
I shall not attempt to speak in his behalf in defense of all that he 
has done in the conduct of his Department so far as the publication 
of statistics is concerned; but as one who had frequent occasion to 
use those statistics during the campaign preceding the election, I 
do want to bear witness to the great value to the country at large 
of some of the statistical bulletins that have been issued by the 
Department of Agriculture. They came in very opportunely for 
correcting the fallacious theories and arguments of the free-silver 
men of this country in their attempt to convince the farmers that 
the prices of farm pee followed the price of silver. Ina bul- 
letin issued, I think, about the middle of last July certain tables 
were printed showing the production of all the staple agricultural 
products of the country, with the average prices, for the last forty 


ears. 

* Those tables showed two or three facts conclusively to every 
man who would make a careful examination of them, and to the 
farmer especially, who was being made the particular target of 
this ar; ent of the silver men that his prosperity and the prices 
of his farm products followed the price of silver. It needed but 
a careful inspection of these tables to show conclusively certain 
facts. One of these was that almost invariably the law of supply 
and demand fixed the price of farm products. With a large cro 
of any particular production, the price was invariably low; with 
a small crop, the price was almost invariably high. And the few 
apparent exceptions to this rule only went to prove it, for the rea- 
son that in every case an explanation could be given for the varia- 
tions from it. 
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There was another thing that these tables proved. They proved | question prior to the late Cleveland Administration has contend: 


that the prices of no great staple in this country followed, for the 
last thirty or forty years, the prices of silver. When silver was 
going along at a level price, wheat and corn were jumping up and 
down with variations of 10, 15, or 20 cents, and sometimes even 
more, per bushel. They showed anotherthing. When wheat was 
going up, corn might be going down; when corn was going up, 
wheat might be going down; or they might be traveling along at 
pretty nearly a level price, while silver was going up or down 
upon an entirely different scale. The arguments that these facts 
would present to the farmer were, it seems to me. conclusive as 
showing that the prices of farm products did not follow the course 
of silver, for the reason that they did not agree with each other 
and none of them agreed with the variations in the prices of silver 
in its ups and downs. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, if we consider this one bulletin alone 
issued by the Agricultural Department—if we consider the value 
to the country at large of these arguments—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BROMWELL]| has expired. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I ask time to conclude in a few sentences 
what I was saying. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much additional time does the gentle- 
man wish? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman will 
be allowed to proceed for three minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, if the Agricultural Depart- 
ment had done nothing else than furnish to the country at the 
critical time when they were presented the arguments that could 
be drawn from these tables based upon statistics gathered carefully 
year by year long before there was any free-silver agitation in this 
country—if the Agricultural Department had done nothing else 
than furnish these statistics for the purpose of opening the eyes of 
the farmers of this country to the fallacy of the free-silver argu- 
ment, the expense incurred in the conduct of the Agricultural 
Department as a whole, and particularly this special depart- 
ment—the collection and the distribution of statistics—would be 
well repaid by the benefit that has accrued to the country at large. 

Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman allow a single suggestion? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Yes, sir, 

Mr. MORSE. I should be glad to have the gentleman supple- 
ment his remarks with the statement that the Commissioner of 
Agriculture in presenting these statistics made no deductions from 
them. He submitted simply the naked facts which the statistics 
nore embodied, leaving the people to make their own con- 
clusions. 

Mr. BROMWELL. That is true, as I understand it. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me we 
ought to have some day set apart for these political debates. I 
remem ber _ distinctly that members of the party in power in this 
House have taken recently at least four opportunities to make polit- 
ical speeches, when the speeches themselves had no application 
whatever to the pending subject, and the minority had no oppor- 
tumty whatever to reply. e had a case of that kind the other 
day, when the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JoHnson| submitted 
his remarks on the banking and currency question. know men 
on this floor who have repeatedly asked for an opportunity to 
reply to such arguments, but it has been denied them. 

ut, sir, coming down to the remarks just made by the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. BRoMWELL], I wish to say that in my opin- 
ion every distinguished economist in the world, until the te 
Cleveland Administration, took the ground that the price of wheat 
did follow the price of silver under normal conditions. Sir Isaac 
Newton took that position in the first place when he was master 
of the mint of England. He called the attention of the English 
people to the fact that every time there was a divergence, how- 
ever small, between the price of gold and the price of silver, ac- 
cording to the establis ratio, that divergence was in favor of 
the India or other foreign wheat growers. That contention has 
gone on indefinitety. And I want to say now that in my opinion 
all of the best economists of Europe osher claim that that is not 
only true as to wheat, but it is true as to other export products of 
the countries that use silver as full legal-tender money. A re- 
markable paper was produced in 1895 by a gentleman, Mr. Jami- 
son, who was then established at Shanghai as consul-general of 
Great Britain, wherein he showed beyond question that this con- 
dition of things had existed from the days of Sir Isaac Newton, 
and had destroyed wheat growing in England and now threatens 
its manufactories. 

Now, we know that in the last campaign our friends on the 
other side claimed that because wheat went up in price, while 
silver did not rise with it, the entire argument founded on this 
well-established law that I have just stated was refuted. Sir, 
there never was a well-informed man who made the t 
that silver follows wheat; but every man who has this 





at all times that wheat has followed silver when normal condj- 


tions were prevailing. But when there was a condition that ws 


not normal, when there was a condition in India because of whic} 


wheat could not be exported, then there could not be such a con. 


dition. For instance, the only reason that the price of wheat fol- 
lowed the price of silver was that the importers into this compecti- 
tive country from India and from the other silver-using countries 
sold their wheav calculated on what the result would buy in silver, 


When there was a panic or a wheat famine, the condition was a)- 


normal, and therefore we had not the exportations from that coun- 


try, and they could not export wheat, reduce the price in gold, take 
50 cents per bushel in gold, and buy $1 worth of depreciated silyer 
bullion, return to India, coin it into $1, and pay a dollar's worth 
of debt, insurance, taxes, etc., and therefore our wheat could and 
did rise independent of silver, as no competition existed from gil- 
ver-using countries during thisfamine. This should prove, rather 
than disprove, our contention. 

But now, Mr. Chairman, another thing I wish to say is that 


prior to the late Cleveland Administration in my opinion there 


was not a respectable political economist anywhere in the entire 
world who did not make the claim that the prices of all products 
were largely controlled by the amount of money in circulation, and 
if our friends will examine the reports from every country in the 
world, they will find this great economic truth established; if you 
will take the reports and hearings before the monetary commnis- 
sion in British India, you will find that the wheat raisers of that 
ceuntry went in a body and insisted that every time the diver- 
gence between gold and silver was increased that that moment 
tie wheat crop of India brought a proportionately larger price, 
and they opposed the gold standard as a detr:ment to the Indian 
wheat grower. You will find it in the report of the Indian com- 


mission, which sets out very fully the facts. 


The CHAIRMAN. Thetime of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have 
three or four minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection, the gentleman will pro- 
ceed for three or four minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Colorado to the fact that he did not make this 
statement, or his friends did not, during the last campaign. The 
statement then was that Mr. Hanna and thé capitalists had com- 
bined to put up the price of wheat and put down the price of silver. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. I made the statemént repeatedly in 
that campaign, and we all did in the portion of the country where 
I took part in the campaign, that is, that this divergence between 
gold and silver, just as stated in this report to which 1 have 
referred, was the real cause of the decline im prices here, and that 
wheat followed silver, not silver wheat. 

_Mr. MORSE. Then the Associated Press lied about your posi- 


tion. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. We made the argument from the be- 
ginning of that campaign, and all the time, that where there was 
a divergence between the price of gold and silver regarding the 
standard ratio that it became a divergence in favor of those 1n- 
tries that used silver, and that India, being a country that exported 
wheat in competition with this country, obtained the advantage 
of the existing conditions. Mr, Robert Fowler. ex-mayor of Lon- 
don, declared in 1886 that if they could keep a divergence between 
gold and silver, and if silver continued to depreciate, that India 
would soon control the wheat markets of the whole world. That 
has always been the contention of the English people, an‘ 1t 
seems founded on common sense. We never contended that 
wheat followed silver in price, but we did contend that by reason 
of the divergence between gold and silver that when the price of 
silver bullion depreciated, say, 25 per cent, that the wheat shped 
from India to Liverpool would sell for 25 per cent less than the 
gold price, and the sellers from silver-using countries woul’ )uy 
silver bullion and take it back to India and have it coined into 
rupees, recovering their reduction, which was actually the «ase 
until the mints of India were closed. The wheat growers ‘rom 
gold-using countries had to reduce their prices, but could not buy 
silver bullion and recover their reduction. 

That was all we claimed on that point last fall and all we clam 
now. 

Now, as to silver: In my opinion there is no real silver ques!}0"- 
We have made it apparent long ago in this country that this 's 
not, and can not be, a controversy between gold silver, buta 


controversy between national money on the one hand and bank 
— on the other; and that is the only controversy now agit\'"s 


mone 

Mr. MORSE. If the gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Certainly. it 
Mr. MORSE. If I understand the position of the gentleman, 
is that his party is opposed to all metallic bases for money, )4 
that they want the issue of absolute fiat money. 




















1897. 
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Mere Bs 20 Gee, - That te 208 tree, a 
Mr. RSE. Then your papers have misrepresented your 
sition—they bave lied sbout it. x 7 

Mr. B of Colorado. We are in favor of all the gold and all 
the silver that can be brought into the country from anywhere in 
the world, and in favor of having it coined, then supplemented 
by a full legal-tender paper money, not to be redeemed by a forced 
redemption, but automatically redeemed whenever we can find 
enough gold and silver to take the place of the paper money issued; 
and we are in favor, as was contended by the early economic 
writers of the country—that is, that we ought to have so much 
money in circulation every minute as will bear such a a 
to the property in the country as will hold a firm level of prices. 
This is the doctrine of Mr. Calhoun and other real patriots. He 
contended that $1 in money to every $30 of property was about 
the right proportion, and that we ought to have money and 
not bank —. This is the Populist contention. 

The C MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. eo Mr. pean I move _ —_— out = last 
word, for purpose of s ing a single thought to gen- 
tleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. BELL of Colorado] . 

I have no speech to make, but only intend to call the attention 
of my friend to-the fact that the ‘‘ tribune of his party” at the 
other end of this building, Senator Perrer, of Kansas, intro- 
duced bills after bills there, as shown by Senator MorRRILL, of 
Vermont, calling for more paper mone the entire circula- 
tion of all the civilized and semicivilized countries on the face of 
God's earth. His party, through their official organs, who have 
the right to speak for them, have declared over and over again their 
opposition to all metallic money, and in the late campaign only 
favored free —— of silver as a step in the direction of irre- 
deemable or fiat money. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. If the gentleman will permit me, I wish 
to state that [remember a few years ago when a law was proposed, 
introduced by a Republican member here, to pay the rebel soldiers 
a pension. That was infroduced by a Republican. Is that the 
doctrine of the Republican party? the gentieman feel bound 
by = any individual member of his party chooses to recom- 
menc? 

Mr. MORSE. I think if any Republican ever introduced a bill 
of that character, he would hardly have made it payable in the 
money the gentleman recommends. 

i of Colorado. It was introduced by a Republican 
member, 

Mr. MORSE. Isay I do not believe he would ever have pro- 
posed to pension them in fiat money. 

Now, Mr. i I do not want the gentleman from Colo- 
rado |Mr. BEL] to misstate or misrepresent the attitude of his 
party in tocurrency. There is a gentleman who has risen 
to the position of Senator, and who has, in a public speech in this 
city, if I am not misinformed, stated that it was an entire fallacy 
and a wicked waste of labor to mine the gold and silver in the 
mountains, but that the true basis for our money should be that 
the greenbacks should be issued by the Government the 
whole country, and that would take in the gold and silver in the 
mountains before it was mined. He might go a further, and 
issue more money nst the fish in the sea before they were 
caught. [Laughter.}| Why, Mr. Chairman, there is absolutely 
no basis for the currency as proposed by the Populist party. 

_ Now, in the course of another debate a definition of the Popu- 
list party was given on this floor. I want to offer a definition my- 
self, and my definition is that in the view of the alist party 
in this country, I say a good Populist holds that it is a crime to 
do a suocesstel business, and it is a great crime to do a large and 
Successful business. That party lives u 
fortunes of the country. If lives upon famine and pestilence, and 
short ¢ and poverty, and desolation, and misery; and the 
panacea for the ills of that party is a restoration, such as will oc- 
cur on the 4th of March next, of | the Republican party to the con- 
trol of all branches of this Government, when we shall have a 
protective tariff that will give us an income to pay the running 
expenses of the Government; a protective tariff that will restore 
Prosperity to the country and that will give us an income to carry 
on the great public works of our country. 
qual ITH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 


at WADSWORTH. Irise toa point of order. Ido not think 
® gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse] is speaking to 
the paragraph under consideration. 
Mr. MORSE. That is quite correct, Mr. Chairman. 
“ he - The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
ORSE] will in order. 
Mr. MO I confess judgment. 


e CHAIRMAN.’ The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
RSE Twat to proceed i order. My friend from 
; in : 

Virginia [Mr. Mereprru Gbtibts 00 ack uso 0 question, 


m the disasters and mis- 





Mr. MEREDITH. If all these good things are to come upon us 
through the return of the Republican party to power, why did the 
money slip from the Treasury under the last Administration? 

Mr. MORSE. The last Administration, Mr. Chairman, turned 
over the Government to its successors with money in the Treasury 
and with an income sufficient for all expenses of the Government, 
and prior to the election of 1894 this country, under Republican 
control, was enjoyins pe sr unknown before in our history. 

Mr. MERED . e gentleman knows that the last Repub- 
lican Administration left an empty Treasury. 

, = CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is not 
in order. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. - I move to strike out the last three words, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BROMWELL] has stated that the rule of supply and demand 
is what controls the price of crops. No one ever denied such a 
penenee. The rule of supply and demand is universal, and 

nows no exception whatever; but the difficulty with the gentle- 
man from Ohio is that while he recognizes the principle of supply 
and demand as applied to crops, he does not recognize it as applied 
to money. You can not have a shifting of the burdens that both 
gold and silver have hitherto borne upon gold alone without 
increasing the burden upon gold, increasing the demand for gold, 
and increasing its value. As gold is the measure of everything 
that it will buy, its increase in value means the decrease in price 
of all commodities. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I rise to the point of order that the gen- 
tleman is not speaking to the paragraph now pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WADSWORTH] makes the point of order that the gentleman is 
not aS the paragraph. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I am speaking to the circular. There is 
before the committee the statement of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BROMWELL], and it seems to me an opportunity ought to be 
given to deny his statements. 

The CHAIRMAN. The only discretion the Chair has is to 
enforce the rules of the House. The Chair thinks the question of 
silver is not involved at all in that paragraph. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This is an agricultural bill, and the gentle- 
man is plowing with his constituents. [Langhter. | 

Mr. SHAFROTH. We propose to plow well and win. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order. The Clerk 


read. 

Mr. SWANSON. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. As I un- 
derstand. we are now in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and in that committee great latitude is allowed in the 
discussion of anything that appertains to the good of the National 
Union. I think there are some precedents for that view. One is 
not confined entirely to the measure before the House, because it 
appertains to the whole state of the Union, as to whether we shall 
or shall not a particular bill. 

The CHA The Chair hardly thinks that is a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. The Chair has ruled on the remarks of the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SHarrots| that they are not in 
order under the paragraph of the bill which is under consider- 
ation. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair made his decision some time ago. 
However, the Chair will submit the question to the committee. 
The tleman from Colorado [Mr. SHarrotu]) appeals from the 
decision of the Chair to the committee. The question is, Will 
the committee sustain the decision of the Chair? As many as are 
in favor will say ‘‘aye.” 

The affirmative vote was taken. 

Mr. MOODY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is now deciding an appeal 
on a question of order. 

Mr. MOODY. It was with reference to that appeal, so that I 
might vote intelligently, that I desire to make the mquiry. Do I 
understand the Chair to rule the reason that unlimited range of 
discussion, called for by the gentleman from Virginia, is not in 
order is because the bill is being considered under special order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has made no ruling on the prop- 
osition made by the gentleman from Virginia. The committee is 
now discussing a particular item in an appropriation bill. Upon 
that the gentleman from Colorado arose and made a speech upon 
the question of silver, and other questions, which the committee 
heard. ai of order was made by the gentleman from New 
York [Mz. WapswortTH] that the remarks of the gentleman from 
Colorado were not upon the subject-matter of the paragraph 
under consideration by the committee. Upon that the Chair held 
that the remarks were not in order. From that the gentleman 
from Colorado appeals, and the question is upon sustaining the 
decision of the Chair. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 
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Several MemsBers. Division! 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 40. 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Grass and for plant investigations, Division of Agrostology: Field and 
laboratory iuvestigiitons relating to the natural history, geographical dis- 
tribution, and uses of the various grasses and forage dpe and their adapt- 
ability to special soils and climates; establishment and maintenance of experi- 
mental grass stations; employment of local and special agents and assistants; 
collection of seeds, roots, and specimens for experimental cultivation an 
distribution; materials, tools, apparatus, supplies, and labor required in con- 
ducting experiments; freight and express anaes and traveling expenses; 
the preparation of drawings and illustrations for special reports, and the 
preparation of illustrated circulars of information, bulletins, and mono- 
graphic works on the forage plants and grasses of North America, $10,000. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, following after that paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after line 15, 


14: 
“Fiber investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue 
the investigations relating to textile fibers ae in or adapted to the 


United States, including their economic gro e , and decorticatin 

preparatory to manufacture: the testin caine oa processes for catd 
decorticating; for the pur of material for said tests; for 

the pu = of fiber plants and seeds for distribution, propagation, and _ex- 


and for the rand expenses incident thereto; and for traveling 
expenses in connection with said duties, $5,000." 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Ireserve the point of order on the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know under 
what i rule the point of order is reserved? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The point of order that I make is that it 
is an increase of ditures and new legislation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And changes existing law. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, And it changes existing law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then I desire to say, with reference to its 
changing existing law, and with reference to its being new legis- 
lation, that this paragraph has been in the ic 
iation bill every year since 1888. It is in the 
iation bill now —— oes book. It therefore ~ 

any existing law. new legislation. e 
ition is simply to drop from the Agricultural ry 
‘eomaaaiananen and experiment with an to these i textile 
fibers, while the amendment I have sent to the Clerk’s desk 
restores that I Mr. Chairman, that 
not, therefore. 


Z 


i 


> 

from New York. 

SS ay Ot lon Se 

who are interested in the growth and development of the domes- 
tic fiber industry that they have received very material and valu- 
able assistance in tne growth and development of ey 
from the information which they have obtained from the - 
— " penpihenty gy atthe wie ha 

a esire to say, eee 

vestigation with respect to our domestic fibers the experiments. 
that can be made and ought to be made will be of far more value 
and benefit to the agricultural classes of our country than many 
of the investigations which are authorized by the bill now pending. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How long have these investigations been in 
operation? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Since 1888. Every appropriation bill from 
that time down to 1896 has made provision for continuing these 
ee and it is now the law upon the statute book. | 

Mr. KERY. And the investigation is made with a view 
of determining what question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Determining the adaptability of our soil and 
climate for the growth of various fibers and also to furnish infor- 
mation concerning the treatment of those fibers by farmers en- 
gaged in producing them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And after eight years’ investigation, at an 
expenditure of $5,000 per annum, the Department not been 
able to reach a judgment in respect to the matter? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not a question of reaching a judgment in 
ps gem to these fibers, but in the judgment of the present Secretary 
of Agriculture the investigation has not justified the expeiditure of 
this money, although the men who are engaged in raisins; and pro- 
ducing these fibers tell me that they have received ver)’ valuable 
aid and assistance from the information they have obtained as a 
result of the investigations that have been going on these past 
years in the Agricultural Department; and fwill say that every 

retary of Agriculture since 1888 except the present Secretary 
has recommended this appropriation for the very reason that, in his 
judgment, he believed it to be of material benefit to the American 
= engaged in the growth and development of this ind ‘ 
r. DOCKERY. Can the gentleman state the items of 
annual expenditure of $5,000? 
Mr. TAWNEY. I can not. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I will give the committee that informa. 
Mtr TAWNEY. Ton know that the investiga 
r. ‘ y tion has cov: 
the whole subject of the production and treatment of Suastine 
I know further that within the last year we have imported into 
this country foreign fibers to the amount of more than $4,000,000, 
and that we have imported of the products of these foreign fibers 
more than $30,000,000 worth. The development of this particular 
line of agriculture is a subject of vast interest to the farmers and 
—— of thiscountry. There hasrecently been formed in the 
nited States a National Domestic Fiber Association, com 
of men in almost every State in the Union who are interested in 
the es ee = — ne Se and their 
association is for the purpose of furthering wth to th 
end that we may be able to produce more of the ahite we ueome 
than we have done in the past. I think, therefore, it is but just 
to the people that they should have the benefit of scientific inves- 
tigation with respect to the treatment of these fibers, so as to 
encourage the production at eS ee we are now im- 
porting from abroad. I certainly think this investigation is of 
at least as much value to the country at as several of the 
investigations which are authorized by this bill. For example, 
the botanical investigation, the entomological investigation, the 
pathological investigation, the biological survey, the forestry in- 
vestigation, the soil investigation, the grass and forage plant in- 
vestigation, and the nutrition investigation. All of these are 
authorized by this bill, and none of them, in et, comes 
closer to the interests of the agriculturists of country than the 
investigation in relation tothe production and treatment of domes- 
tic fibers. I hope, therefore, that the committee will adopt the 
amendment I have offered. I do not believe that it is subject to 
of made by the gentleman from New York, which 
by the second paragraph of Rule XXI, for the 
reason that amendment does not change existing law nor 


. As the Chair understands, the only clause 
be the one which Siorines a apurepeieaies: forehe Eeewwsticn 

one a an app continuation 
of a public work “s shoals i 

Mr. TAWNEY. is for the continuation of a work already 
ouThe Mat A public work or object. 

. or 0 

The What constitutes a ‘‘ public work or object 
in progress” has received several in by Chair- 
men of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. It 
has been broadly held that the term ‘‘public work” contemplates 
a tangible object, like a buil or a road, and not ‘‘ duties in an 
Executive Department.” The is unable to say whether this 
So anpthang inore thant aetles ts gar Mtsculive Department.” The 

more a an Executive ent. The 
object of it is to gather information, as the Chair understands. 
.-TAWNEY. The amendment is to provide for the continu- 
ance of an investigation in relation to the production of certain 
articles, and I think it comes under the head of a public work al- 
ready in progress. It is a work that the Department has been 
en, in for a number of years. 
e CHAIRMAN. But there is no tangible object like a public 
building or a road. a 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not contend that this is a public building 
or a highway. ; 

The CHAIRMAN . The Chair said no tangible object like a 
public building or a road. The gentleman’s amendment seems to 
apply only to the duties of an Executive ent. 

r. TAWNEY. It may be that the is avery fine 
distinction between a “‘ public duty ” and a “public work.” The 
labor heretofore expended in this inv tion certainly cousti- 
tutes a work, and there can be no on about its being for 
the benefit of the public. The qu whether it is like a road 
or a highway has no reference to the question whether it is a pub- 
lic work or not. ie, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is only making the distinction 
that seems to have been made by former occupants of the chair 
in the Committee of the Whole. The term ‘ public work” has 
been held to apply to some tangible object and not to a mere work 
or duty which is — by a public officer. — 
an, DOR Es . There is something tangible here—$5,00. 

ughter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think that an aeecreriation for the work 
authorized by this amendment is entitled to be considered by the 
Chair as a provision for a public work in just as much - 
an appropriation for a or a public road or any Other pus 
lic work. The work which Agricultural Department 1s = 
rected by this amendment tocontinue is a work which the Dep® ; 
ment has been requived te nepee See , and the amendmen 
senghy contemplates that that work, in the interest of the public, 

continued in the future as it has gone on in the past. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The difference between this object and a 
yublic work like a building or a road is that in the latter case the 

building or road is the tangible object, while this simply applies 
to a duty. Is there any tangible object that has been already 
accomplished or commenced under this appropriation? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The result of the investigation is the tangible 
object that has been accomplished. People in my own State, and 
people in other States, have been benefited by that result just as 
much as they would be benefited by the partial completion of a 
public road or building, and reports showing the results of these 
investigations have been made from year to year and distributed 
among the people who areinterested in thesubject, for their guid- 
ance in the production and treatment of these fibers. 

The C MAN. Has the Department ever established an 
experimental farm, or anything of that kind, for the purpose of 
raising these fibers? That would bea ible object or work. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I was informed the other day by Mr. Smith, 
the superintendent of the Botanic Garden, that he has been grow- 
ing these various fibers under an appropriation heretofore made. 
He referred especially to jute and to ramie. These experiments 
have been going on under the direction of the Agricultural De- 
partment ever since 1888, the results being made known to the 
public in the —— ; ia : 

The CHATR. . The experimentation in the Botanic Garden 
was done under the appropriation for the Botanic Garden, was it 


not? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am unable to state under what appropria- 
tion the work was done, but it was an experiment, under the direc- 
tion of the Agricultural Department, as Mr. Smith informs me. 
I certainly fail to see wherein this amendment which I have 
offered changes ing law or increases the expenditure of 
money eee provided for. 

Mr. BARRETT. May I offer a suggestion to the chairman of 
the Committee on Agriculture? Later on in this bill I find several 
paragraphs providing for investigations very similar to the one 
pro by the gentleman from Minnesota, and if the Chair 
should hold that these investigations are not in order under the 
rule I shall take pleasure in making the a of order upon each 
one as it is reached, because I think t the gentleman from 
Minnesota.is entitled to exactly the same consideration here that 
is given to the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture. I 
make this suggestion now for the benefit of the chairman of the 
Committee on are [Mr. WapsworTH], because he may 
possibly desire to have some of these other provisions for investi- 
gations retained in the bill. . 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman is at liberty to raise a 
point of order against anything in the bill. Iam not his guardian 
in any sense. 

The CHAIRMAN, The remarks of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. BARRETT], as the Chair understands, are addressed 
to the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture [Mr. Waps- 
WORTH], not to the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole. 

_Mr. KERY. I hope the Chair will decide this ques- 
fe een by any threats or attempted intimidation. 
ughter. 

The C MAN. The Chair will endeavor to decide all these 
questions of order on their merits as they arise. The Chair thinks 
that this amendment is not in order under the rules, and there- 
fore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In view of the vast importance of this pro- 
vision, I a from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. W WORTH. Pending that, will it be in order for me 
to make an explanation, not touching the point of order, but stat- 
ing the reasons wh the committee struck out this provision? 
Would that be in cnlaa? 

bi CHAIRMAN, The question of order is debatable on the 


ap 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not want to debate the question of 
a appeal, but merely to state why this item was left out of the 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the opinion of the 
Chair stand as the Seliemapat of the committee? 

The question being talcen, there were—ayes 40, noes 23. 

Mr. BARRETT. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN (after counting the members snag rg . There 
are 114 pass prevent —e quorum. The ayes have it. The de- 
Cision of the is sustained. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk (resuming the reading of the bill) read the following, 


Agricultural experiment stations, Office of Experiment Stations: To carry 
into effect the provisions of an act approved March 2. 1887, entitled “An act 
0 es‘ablish tural experiment cations in connection with the coll: 


eges 

ssa blished in the several States under the provisions of an act ved Jul 
* 1se2, and of the acts dary thease,” and to enforce S execution 
Beerens $750,000, $30,000 of which sum shall be payable upon the order of the 
of of to enable him to carry out the provisions of section 
serie Said act of March 2, 1887; and the Secretary of Agriculture 
eaid act of Macks tae i kecmne ee theon eee tects 

5 whe expe’ e 
appropriation hereby wonton ce te ee te the 


act, and shall make report thereon to Con ; and the Secretary of Agri- 
culture is hereby authorized toemploy such assistants, clerks, and other per- 
sons as he may deem necessary, and to incur such other expenses for office 
fixtures and supplies, stationery, traveling, freight, and express charges, 
illustration and publication of the Experiment Station Record, bulletins, and 
reports, as he may find essential in carrying out the objects of the above acts; 
and the sums sepersienss to the several States shall be paid quarterly in 
advance. And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to furnish, 
to such institutions or individuals as _ eare to buy it, copies of the card 
dex of agricultural literature prepared by the Office of Experiment Stations, 
and charge for the same a price covering the additional expense involved in 
the preparation of these copies; and he is hereby authorized to apply the 
moneys received toward the expense of the preparation of the index. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish to raise a point of 
order on the clause just read, commencing with the al “and,” 
in line 18, on page 15. Pending the point of order, I wish to ask 
the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture the purpose of 
this card index here referred to, and the form in which copies are 
~0 be furnished. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. This provision is the same as that of the 
law of last year. It refers, I suppose, to the index of the libraries 
of these experimental stations, does it not? 

Mr. B of New Hampshire. I was trying to find that out 


a 
. WADSWORTH. I confess I am not positive as to the 


matter. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I donot see how acard index, 
according to the ordinary interpretation of those words, could be 
issued as tes as 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The appropriation act for the current 
year provides: 

And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to furnish to such 
institutions or individuals as may care to buy it, copies of the card index of 

icultural literature prepared by the office of experiment stations, and 
cess for the same a price covering the additional ae involved in the 
preparation of these copies, and he is hereby authorized to apply the moneys 
received toward the expense of the preparation of the index. 
_ The law is mandatory that these indexes shall be prepared, and 
it is further provided that the money received for them shall be 
applied to the expense of preparing them. 

Mr. BARER of New Hampshire. The difficulty in my mind, 
Mr. Chairman, is not so much in the interpretation of the language 
here used as it is with wo to the manner in which the provi- 
sion can be carried out.. How are card indexes to be duplicated in 
this manner? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Well, that is a matter of detail. I con- 
fess Iam not much of a librarian, and I do not know how these 
indexes are prepared. But the law for their preparation is man- 
datory, and the provision here in question provides merely that the 
proceeds shall be applied toward paying the expense of preparing 
them. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do not get the information 
that I desired, but I withdraw the objection. [Laughter. | 

The Clerk (resuming the reading of the bill) read as follows: 

Nutrition investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to inves- 
tigate and report upon the nutritive value of the various articles and com- 
modities wool tor human food, with special suggestions of full, wholesome, 
and edible rations less wasteful and more economical than those in common 
use, $15,000; and the agricultural experiment stations are hereby authorized 
to cooperate with the Secretary of Agriculture in carrying out said investi- 
gations in such manner and to such extent as may be warranted by a due 

to the varying conditions and needs of the respective States and Ter- 
ritories, and as may be mutually agreed upon; and the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture is hereby authorized to require said stations to report to him the results 
of any such investigations which they may carry out, whether in cooperation 
with said Secretary of Agriculture or otherwise. 

Mr. BARRETT. I raise a point of order on the provision last 
read, and I reserve that ct pending the amendment which the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNEy] is about to offer. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts should be first disposed of. 

Mr. BARRETT. I reserve that point of order until the gentle- 
man from Minnesota shall have an opportunity to be heard. 

The proposed amendment of Mr. TawNEyY was read, as follows: 

After line 16, on page 16, insert the following: 

“Fiber investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue 
the investigations romans to textile fibers indigenous in, or adapted to, the 
United States, including their economic growth, Snenng. and decorticating, 
preparatory to manufacture; the testing machines and processes for said 
cleansing and decorticating; for the purchase of material for said tests; for 
the purc of fiber plants and seeds for distribution, propagation, and 
experiment, and for the labor and expenses incident thereto; and for tray- 
eling expenses in connection with said duties, $5,009.” 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I renew the point of order against the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

_ Mr. TAWNEY. ow, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to the language of this amendment, which I 
think comes clearly within the rule. In other words, I submit 
that it does provide for the continuation of a public work. The 
language of the amendment is: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue the investigations rv'at- 
ing to textile fibers indigenous in, or adapted to, the United States, including 
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their sconomic growth, cleansing, and decortieating, preparatory to manu- 
facture; the testing machines and processes for said cleansing and decorti- 
cating: for the purchase of material for said tests; for the purchase of fiber 

lants and seeds for distribuiion, propagation, and experiment. and for the 
abor and expenses incident thereto; and for traveling expenses in connec- 
tion with said duties, $5,000. 

Now, the labor and the expense incident to that work is merely 
a continuation of a public work which has been going on since 
1888. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
from Minnesota if he has before him the general law under which 
the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to make the investiga- 
tion? The Chair understands there is a general law on this subject. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The paragraph I sent to the Chair is taken 
from the general law. The law now authorizes this work. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman means on an appropriation 
bill. The Chair means the general law upon the subject, if the 
gentleman can refer to it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ido not know that there isa general law on 
the subject other than the appropriation bill passed last session, 
although there may be. 


The CHAIRMAN. The recollection of the Chair is that there | 


is a general law, a section of the statutes, under which this ex- 
penditure is authorized. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That may be, although I have not access to 
the law, nor have I examined it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks perhaps some member of 
of the committee may be able to refer the Chair to the section. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, I have acopy of the general law 
now in my hands; and if the gentleman from Minnesota wishes to 
refer to any portion of it, I will gladly surrender it to him. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
vised Statutes, 6n page 88, reads as follows: 

The Commissioner of Agriculture shall procure and preserve all informa- 
tion concerning agriculture which he can obtain by means of books and cor- 
respondence, and by practical and scientific experiments, accurate records 
of which experiments shall be kept in his office, by the collection of statistics, 
and by any other appropriate means within his power; he shal! collect new 
and valuable seeds and plants; he shall test, by cultivation, the value of such 


of them as may require such tests; shall propagate such as may be worthy 
of propagation, and shall distribute them among agriculturists. 


Nw, this is merely a continuation of the present law in respect 
to one particular item that is referred to in this general provision 


of the statutes; that is to say, the cultivation of domestic fibers. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that if the attention 
of the Chair had been called to the statute the gentleman has just 
read before ruling on the amendment when first presented, the 
ruling would have been different. The Chair thinks that clearly 
the statute authorizes the work suggested in the amendment, and 
therefore overrules the point of order and will submit the ques- 
tion to the committee. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The Chair, then, holds the amendment 
to be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair holds the amendment in order 
under the statute. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. And the question is on the amendment? 

Mr. BARRETT. One moment, Mr. Chairman. I have a point 
of order pending which has been reserved on the section. Inas- 
much as [ only reserved it to enable my friend from Minnesota 
to have the amendment which has been read acted upon by the 
committee, { withdraw the point of order, that result having 
been achieved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order having been withdrawn, 
the question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the Agricultural Com- 
mittee iast year had this item under investigation, and was very 
doubtful that it possessed any utility whatever. On further in- 
vestigation the committee decided unanimously that it should not 
be put into the present bill. 

This investigation was started, I may say, in 1888, the gentle- 
man from Minnesota says, although the figures I have show that 
it was in 1892. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
rect time. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. However, that does not matter mate- 
rially. It was started, whenever it was commenced, at $10,000 for 
that year. In 1893 it was immediately dropped to $5,000, which 
shows a little suspicion in the minds of the Congress at that time 
that it was not of very much value. In 1894, 1895, and 1896, it 
was retained at $5,000. 

Now, that $5,000 is spent in this way: The chief of the division 
gets $2,000: the chief clerk gets a part; a lady clerk gets some of 
it, and these three are compelled to have a messenger to wait upon 
them at a salary of $900, making thus $4,700 of the total appropri- 
ation which is paid in salaries. 

Now, the investigation proposed by the gentleman from Minne- 
sota may have been of some value Nesctatees, but we have con- 

i the subject very thoroughly in this country, and the 


Eighteen hundred and eighty-eight is the cor- 


Mr. Chairman, I find section 526 of the Re- | 





question of raising fibers to-day is no longer an experimental one. 
lt has been established that in the South we can raise ramie. an 
in certain sections of the Northwest they raise hemp for the seed 

not for the fiber, while cn the North Pacific you can raise it 
also for the fiber. 

But, Mr. Chairman, in every State of the Tzaon there is an 
experimental station, and the committee c!eim that where experi- 
ments of this character ate to be conducted they should be con- 
ducted at the experim<atal stations in the States where the artic|e 
is to be raised and where the test of climate can be considered. 
What good, let me ask you, would it do down in the Botanic 
Garden here to raise some character of fibrous plant to be us-d 
in Wisconsin or in Dakota? It will be of no practical value: it 
would not demoustrate anything of value; and the committee 
therefore thought that experiments of this character should be con- 
ducted in the States, at the experimental stations, and for that 
reason we did not \hink it proper to make this appropriation. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Let me ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill if the same remark would not be applicabie to 
the culture of grass and forage plants and their investigation 
under the Division of Agrosiclogy, as embodied in this bill on 
page 14? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not know but it would to a certain 
extent. lam frank to say to the gentleman that very many of 
these experiments are being duplicated all over the States in the 
different experimental stations. Ido not deny that all this experi- 
mental work of the Government, generally speaking, ought to be 
reorganized and consolidated into one big bureau, so as to avoid 


| this duplication of work. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Why do you pick out this small item and 
make an exception of it? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. We seek in this small matter to avoid 
this duplication of work by doing away with the fiber investiga- 
tion, just as last year we did away with the irrigation investi- 
gation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, this is an 
item which has been in the Agricultural appropriation bill annu- 
ally since 1888. While Mr. Rusk was Secretary of Agriculture 
we got it without any fight on the floor of the House. In the last 
— or three years we have had more or less debate, but any- 

ow— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I want to correct the gentleman in that 
respect. Last year there was no debate and no dispute. It was 
put in the bill and went through. Before that I can not say for 
certain. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I accept the correction of 
the gentleman from New York, but hope the committee will not 
at the present time deprive the incoming Secretary of Agriculture 
of the opportunity to continue this investigation im case it shall 
be dee wise. Weare now importing 50,000 tons of fiber of a 
very coarse character for binding twine, and 150,000 tons of this 
low-grade fiber for gunnysacks and other similar stuff. We are 
burning on the Western a just to get rid of it, a million tons 
of fiber every year, which, if our our fiber manufac- 
turers only had a little assistance, a little more instruction, they 


| could save. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. May I ask the gentleman a question 
right there? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Yes. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Are you not burning millions of bushels 
of corn also? . 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. No; thatis a different thing. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Youare not burning corn in Kansas and 
Nebraska? : a 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Oh, they are, where 1t 18 
cheaper than coal. . 

Mr. WADSWORTH. You do not hold that the Agricu’tural 
Department should teach the le how te grow corn? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. That is a different thing. 
Flax straw is burned not for fuel, but just to get rid of it. I had 
a letter from Mr. Worden, the ent, of National Fiber 
Association, only yesterday, and I think the from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Tawney} has received one like it, in which he says 
that the progress they have made has been mainly due to follow 
ing we ae they _ —- from = gee of nes 
Agricultu partment. ow. fallacy whic e chairm: 
of the committee [Mr. Wapsworts] reiterated, that you can not 
oe seed and at the same time save the fiber of our flax. : 

ing disproved. As a matter of fact, we are raising flax «0 
saving the seed and, to a small extent, the fiber also. Now, 
instead of sending our money to the Islands ani to 
Yucatan for sisal and manila fiber, we use our own flax 


fiber now going to waste. It is these little wastes that — © 
ing on on our farms that make the difference between succe.s ‘" 
failure. We have had an 

assistance, to learn how to 
going to waste. 


rtunity, with only this picayu"® 


-product which is now 
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Mr. WADSWORTH. Isnot that in support of the Imade 
a minute ago, that it is the duty of the experiment 
stations in the several States to develop the fact whether you can 


save both ihe seed and the fiber? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. In the State of Minnesota 
they have as good an i t station as you have in the State 
of New York, and they have done the best they could; but they 
have no specialist, no expert such as we have here now in the 
Agricultural Department, who is particularly versed in this sub- 
ject: henee their experiments have not been of much value in this 
particular direction. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I suggest that it is cheaper 
that this special investigation be carried on from one place and 
the instructions issued from that place to the several iment 
stations than it is to carry on original investigations in forty- 
five different States. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Certainly; nothing could be 
plainer than 

Mr. WADSWORTH. But in the several States you suit the 
products to the soil and the climate. What you are able to raise 
here you may be unable to raise in New Hampshire. Soils and 
climates differ. 

Mr. BAKBR of New Hampshire. With a great many excep- 
tions. that is true, 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. We do not expect to get in 
the State experimental stations the collective instruction and 
scientific information which is issued from this Department at 
Washington. It is something we can not supply in the several 
States. L hope the House will not deny us this very small item, 
which we have been accustomed to getting in the Agricultural 
appropriation bill for many years, ever since we have had a Sec- 
retary of Agriculture. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes, Mr. Chairman. and the item will be 
put in the bill just so long as the House will consent to it, and 
this investigation. will go on ad infinitam. I[ never saw one of 
them discontinued voluntarily in the world. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Tawney] seeks by this amendment to overturn the 
unanimous rt of the Committee on iculture, and the ex- 
planation of the amendment is found in the statement which he 
makes that bis constituents are interested in the growth of this 
fiber. I congratulate the constituents of my fri from Minne- 
sota in having so able andso zealous a champion; but I am un- 
willing, as a taxpayer of the United States, to continue this con- 
tribution, which at last not to the benefit of the constituents 
. ~ gentleman from Minnesota, but to a salary roll amounting 

0 $4,700. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ifthe gentleman will permit me there. 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). That is the cost of administra- 
10n. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Will just permit me an inquiry there? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly, —— 

Mr. TAWNBY. It is not alone the people of Minnesota that 
are interested in the result of these in vestigations, nor are we alone 
in our enjoyment of the accruing results of these investigations. 
The investigation before our committee within the last month has 
proven conclusively that almost every State of the Union is inter- 
ested in the growth and in the devel tof this fiber industry, 
so that the benefit comes not to the peopleof Minnesotaalone, but 
to the peonts of every State. 

Mr. OCKERY. ‘Mr. Chairman, let me- y— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. But can not that be done in each of 
the experimental stations of the States? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It cam not be done in the forty-five different 
experimental stations of the States. 
an DOCKERY. The gentleman from Minnesota evidently 

id not understand the observation I made at the outset. I stated 
_ this benefit did not a all, to the constituents of the gen- 

eman from Minnesota, but it appears that it goes to four persons 
who are carried on a salary roll, thus costing the Government 
$1,700 out of $5,000 to administer this appropriation. 

- TAWNEY. What are they carried on that roll for? 

o r. DOCKERY. Now, Ihave not seen in my time here of four- 

Me more administration of public affairs. 

= TAWNBY. are they on that roll for? 

t. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to make my 


ne and then I will to him? I desire to make a con- 


that; tatement, and when I was eenireated t ine chant to say 
at this was the most expensive item of ini ion of public | 


Pees that has ever been called to my attention anywhere; and 
deg wonder is that they did not take ail the $5,000 for administra- 
Mr. W. 


a on labor. 
air, 
$5,000 got away, 


There was another item of $150 or $200 


(Laughter. } 
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+ I was astonished to see that any part of the | this country. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question there? 


Mr. DOCKERY. Let me make my statement, and you can have 


mr own time. It seems that 1 was in error somewhat, as the 

urean has in fact expended $4,850 of the $5,000 appropriated in 
= cost of administering this service of the Department of Agri- 

Now, Iam not surprised that the able and zealous gentleman 
from Minnesota fm appear here in behalf of an appropriation, 
even if it be but $5,000, which goes to the benefit of his own con- 
stituents; but I submit that this is an appropriation for the bene- 
fit of four people carried on an enormously expensive salary roll 
in the Department of Agriculture. Now, what do you ask in your 
amendment? You want— 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue the investigations re- 
lating to textile fibers indigenous in or adapted to the United States, in- 
cluding their economic growth, cleansing, etc. 

Now, here is an investigation begun, according to your own 
statement, in 1888, to determine the extent to which these fibers 
could be cultivated in the United States; and yet, after eight years, 
with an expenditure originally of $10,000 a year, dropped the next 
year, I believe, to $5,000, and continued at $5,000, this Depart- 
ment, or at least the influences back of the appropriation, are not 
yet satisfied whether these fibers can be cultivated in the soil of 
the United States. Now, if it requires eight years, with an ex- 
penditure of perhaps $60,000 of the people’s money, to enable them 
to reach no conclusion, I may ask the distinguished gentleman 
from Minnesota when he expects a judgment to be reached by this 
Department that will obviate the necessity of further expenditure? 
Now, this—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY, I should like to have five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This amendment provides also for the pur- 
chasing of— 

Testing machines and processes for said cleansing and decorticating. 

It seems that the only chance to purchase the testing machines 
under this amendment will be out of the $150 of unexpended bal- 
ance that is not swept away by this salary roll. It also provides— 

For the purchase of materials for said test. 


These purchases must be made from this enormous balance of 
$150 left after these gentlemen shall have exhausted $4,850 of the 
appropriation on account of salaries. It also provides— 

For the purchase of fiber tsand seeds for distribution, propagation, and 
experiments, and for the rand expenses incident thereto. 

This also must come from this affluent remainder of $150 left 
after this salary roll shall have satisfied its exorbitant demands. 

Mr. Chairman, I regret that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Barrett] did not carry out the threat he made a few min- 
utes ago. If the other investigations authorized in the Agricul- 
tural bill are as costly in administration and as seemingly worth- 
less in results asthe one now under consideration, I have to regret 
that the gentleman did not adhere to his announced policy and 
make a point of order against each of the other investigations 
authorized in the bill. 

Mr. TAWNBY. Mr. Chairman, thechief complaint of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. DockEry] is that this appropriation 
in the has been expended largely in the payment of salaries. 
I would like to know if the gentleman expects citizens to work for 
their Government without any compensation? The results of 
their labors and investigations have been made known to the 
poonte of the United States: in the reports and bulletins which 

ve been. distributed to those who are interested in the produc- 
tion of these various textile fibers. The legitimate conclusion to 
be drawn from the ment of the gentleman froin Missouri is 
that the appropriation has really been inadequate for an efficient 
and thorough investigation, and that a complete investigation 
would require the expenditure of a great deal more money. We 
have been able to secure in the past only $5,000 each year, but 
even with that limited sum results have been accomplished that 
have been of very material benefit to the people interested in the 
growth of these fibers. 

The gentleman says that this investigation has been going on 
ever since 1888, and heasks: ‘‘ When may we expect a final judg- 
ment?” Why, Mr. Chairman, this investigation, like neariy all 
others as they progress, opens up new fields wherein the investi- 
gation can be continued with profit to the people, and one reason 
why we are not now producing more of these fibers in this coun- 
try is that our people are not familiar with the proper manner of 
treating them so as to make them available for the production of 
the various cloths and other products in which they are used at 
the present time; and as the result of that fact, we are importing 
an enormous re of fibers grown in foreign countries. An 
inquiry y the Committee on Ways and Means only a short 
time ago, shows conclusively that these fibers can be grown in 
Even jute, hitherto supposed to be exclusively the 


product of India, has been grown and can be grown, as Mr. Pierce, 
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of St. Louis, has testified, anywhere below Lexington, Mo., and 
he said he had seen fibers of that class growing there as high as 
16 feet. The difficulty has been in the manner of treating them; 
and itis for that reason that gentlemen here representing States 
that are interested in the production of these fibers want to have 
this investigation continued, so as to obtain scientific informa- 
tion for the people as to the proper manner of treating these fibers 
and making them available for use in manufactures in place of 
the foreign fibers, which we are now importing in enormous 
quantities. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Min- 
nesota and myself do not differ as to the object to be attained; we 
simply differ as to the best method of attaining that object. I 
claim, and it is the opinion of the Committee on Agriculture, 
that the best way to attain that objeetis through the experimental 
stations of the different States, while the gentleman from Min- 
nesota believes that the best way is by making this special appro- 

oriation. 
, Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in answer to that, I want to 
remind the committee that the gentleman from New Hampshire 
Mr. BAKER] made a on a few moments ago which I 
think conclusively disposes of the view taken by the gentleman 
from New York. The experimental stations in the States do not 
have the facilities for carrying omthese investigations which the 
Agricultural Department has. 
r. WADSWORTH. hedge om ey of $5,000? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Evenso. Inthe we do not have access 
to the experts that the Government of the United States can com- 
mand, and besides that, if an investigation conducted by the 
Agricultural De t can save to each of the forty-five 
the of an independent aes this matter by each 
State, I say it is our duty to provide eee by 

t, so i the fact, we have 
If are going to 


the Departmen’ n view of 

— this policy of: ‘If we i 
make investigations of this at all, I am confident that we 
ought to include this fiber which, in my judgment, 
is of far more value to the farmers of this country than the botan- 


ical investigation, the investigation, the nutrition 
i others which are authorized by the 


in m, or any of the 
bill as it stands. 

Mr. BARRETT. . Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DockERY} I had made a mistake in withdrawing 


m int of order against the paragraph to which the pendin 
Ganda applies. Iwish to say that t mate that point of onlier 


simply to direct the attention of this committee to- what seems to 
me an inconsistency on the part of the Committee om Agriculture. 
Here comes the gentleman from Minnesota with a proposition 
which he makes in the interest of the agriculture of his part of 


the country—— 
A MEMBER. The agriculture of the whole country. 
Mr. BARRETT. re comes the gentleman from Minnesota 


of ture, and it is ruled out of order, y Committee on 
ulture have submitted a provision in this bill (which of 
course they would not do unless upon the belief that it was in 
order) which provides for an inquiry into human food, “edible 
rations,” etc. That is to say, they are going to commission the 
Agricultural Department to go to the bottom of the ocean and 
decide what kind of fish are best for human cons ion. They 
were going to make it a part of the duty of the altural De- 
t to consider how salt, a mineral, can best be used in mat- 
ters of food. They are commissioning the Agricultural Depart- 
ment to do a thing with which properly it has no concern. At 
the same time they are raising a point of order against an amend- 
ment which has to do with a very great part of the agricultural 
interests of the United States. And in order that, if the point 
of order should be sustained, we might have a fair consideration, 
and reject similar propositions made by the committee, I reserved 
the point of order. 

It seems to me that here, as in many other cases, an attempt is 
made to bring in things which are themselves out of order and at 
the same time to exclude amendments which ought to be passed 
upon on their merits. If by doing what I did I contributed in 
the smallest degree to enabling the amendment of the gentleman 
from Minnesota to be considered by the House, I am very glad 
that I took that step. 

In regard to these other appropriations included in this bill, and 
to which the gentleman from Missouri objects, I agree with him 
fully. My opinion about the Agricultural Department is that 
which is probably entertained by seven-eighths of the members on 
this floor; but out of my sincere and heart-whole respect for the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. WapswortH], I will refrain 
from giving my views expression. [Laughter.]} 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. TAWNEY, 
there were, on a division (called for by Mr. WapsworTH)—ayes 
50, noes 23. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I call for tellers, 


with his proposition for an investigation relating toe special form 
7 a 7 


Tellers were not ordered, only 17 voting in favor thereof. 

So the amendment of Mr. TawNEY was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Library, Department of Agriculture: Purchase of necessary books. pert. 
odi and rs, and for ex sori 
and for Hbeury Sstares, shelving, Musury cards ond caer ere oe 

Mr. DOCKERY. Imove, pro forma, tostrike out the last word, 
for the purpose of asking the gentleman in charge of this } || ag 
to the necessity for an appropriation of $5,000 for purchasing 
books for the library of the ent of Agriculture. We ap. 
propriate only $4,000 annually for the purchase of books for the 
Congressiona er 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The ee < the Agricultural Depart- 
ment is to-day probably one of the best technical libraries in the 
world. This appropriation of $5,000 is simply to keep it up—to 
provide a with ef latest publications, to repair the shelves, to 
prepare li cards, postage, etc. 

Mr. DOG RY. Will the gentleman state the amount which 
mes ae expended last year for the purchase of books for this 

rary 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have here a statement of the whole ex- 
pees but not an exact statement of the amount expended for 

ks. I should say, however, that the bulk of the expenditure 
was for books. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the pro forma 
amendment will as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as 


Publications, mt of Division of 
pee er tre 
bulletins. and reports, 000, of which sum 
farmers’ 
the of the different sections of the country, 
s of which shall be delivered 25 ox mnt “ 
ves, an 


Publications: For the 
and distribution of 
shali be availa- 


in : Pro . 

Senators and Representatives of 

and also of any other Bo my emer 
notsent to the as rooms of the Senate 


engravings, p li , other tions, an 
electrotypes,and for ve) expenses when nes necessary, een: for labor, 
Baan envelopes, gum, twine, and other necessary mate , $5,000; in all, 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be a mis- 
print in this ever. I move to correct it by striking out 


** $20,000” in third line from the last and inserting ‘‘ twenty” 
before “ five” in next line to the last. 

Mr. STEWAR New Jersey. I also that after the 
word ‘‘n ” we should strike out semicolon and insert 


the word ‘‘and;” so as to read: ‘‘ when necessary, and for labor,” 
and so forth. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I accept the gentleman’s suggestion. 
The CHAIRMAN. Inthe absence of objection, the phraseology 
of the ragraph will be amended as suggested by the gentleman 
from New York. 
There was no objection. ; 
Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I offer the amendment which 


I send to the desk. ‘ 
Mr. STEELE. Bef further with the bill, I desire 


consent to go back to the previous f : 
The CHAIRMAN. Thereis an etek rnow pending, which 
the Clerk will read. 


The amendment of Mr. Stewart of New Jersey was read, a8 


follows: 

In line 2%, page 17, after the Word “ distribu * insert “and on the face 
of the env said bulletins shall be ted the title and charac- 
ter of each bulletin therein.” psa 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. The difficulty at presents, 


there being upon the of its con- 
tents, we are obliged to destroy the envelope in order to ascertain 
what it contains. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is a very proper amendment. | 
assent to it with pleasure on behalf of the committee. 

The amendment of Mr. STEwaRT of New Jersey was agreed (0. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. I ask unanimous consent 0 
return to the amendment at the top of 17, a provi« 
sion rs Secretary of Agriculture to con the invest 
gations of the Department in reference to fibrous plants. | 4s 
unanimous consent to recur to this amendment, and offer ' 
additional amendment providing that not more than $3,” 
this sum shall be used for salaries. t 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I accept the amendmet 
with great pleasure. : 

Propelatod at ot wits ake encention oF $100, has eet 
appropriated, on 0) , nas 
expended for salaries. Now, it seems to me that the present 
TET DOCKERY "I suagest to the gentleman fron 


2 I suggest to the gentleman from Indiana that 
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this administration has just been overwhelmingly approved by 
the committee. 

Mr. STEELE. That may be; but I would ask the gentleman 
from Missouri if he does not think it would be wise for us to pro- 


yide that this e: diture should be limited as I ao 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. If the money gone for the 
purpose originally intended—to ascertain whether or not certain 
fibers can be raised to advantage in the United States—I should 
not have objected in the first instance; but, as a matter of fact, 
all of it went to pay salaries here in the city of Washington to 
employees of the Bureau, with the exception of about $150. But, 
as {have just suggested, that has been accepted and disposed of 
and ratified by an overwhelming approval of the committee. 

Mr. STEELE. Well, that is a matter that I desire to cure by 
the amendment, and I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. KERY. Certainly I shall not object. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Hutu in the chair). The gentleman 
from Indiana asks unanimous consent to recur to the amendment 
inserted on page 17, and to insert a proviso that not more than 
$3,000 of the appropriation for the purpose contemplated shall 
be used for salaries. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am not intending to inter- 

objection, but simply desire to call attention to the fact that 
the gentleman from esota [Mr. TAWNEY] who op the 
original amendment has left the Chamber, and I think perhaps 
that during his absence this matter should be withheld. 

Mr. STEELE, If the gentleman from Minnesota objects when 
he returns, I shall ask to have the action reconsidered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARTMAN, Ishall not object. : 

Mr. STEELE. Then I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ment I have su , “that not more than $3,000 of this sum 
shall be expended for salaries,” shall be incorporated in the amend- 
ment already adopted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
tinge xpenses, Departmen ture: Stati , purchase of 
blauk hes “a paper, gum, - goods a Greve unnte, oils, 
Ee See eaten erent een ee eee 

v . ; ' 
enn ouhaibinta, and aaet of horses; the purchase and > r of harness; 
the purchase and repair of vehicles; expenses of sales of old material; pay- 
ment of duties on im articles, and the Department of Agriculture's 
proportionate share tch agent in New York, not to exceed $400; 
actual traveling ex while on business of the Department, and other 
miscellaneous and ex not otherwise provided for and neces- 
sary for the practical and efficient work of the Department, $20,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, Mr. Chairman, I rise to ask the gentleman 
@ question. 

r. MOODY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wish to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee what is the amount eee for the contingent expenses 
in the last appre riation bill? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will state to the gentleman that there 
is a net decrease in this bill of $5,000. Last year the contingent 

se was $25,000. 
r. LIVINGSTON. How did you come to the conclusion that 
$5,000 ought to be deducted this year? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I went to the mt and looked 
over the vouchers and found an unexpended balance that satisfied 
me they could get along with thissum. They have not used the 
full amount of the a riation heretofore. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. d you think that it is now none too 


large? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Ithink this is as much of a reduction as 
they can stand. 
tr. LIVINGSTON. I wanted to offer an amendment, if it met 
the erpcovel of the tleman, to make the amount $10,000. 
Mr. VY \DSWORTH. I think that would be inadequate. I 
think the matter has been carefully considered and the money has 
n economically spent, and while there is an unexpended balance 
on hand there is noroom, in my ju ent, for a further decrease. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. What does the Secretary do with the un- 
expended balances of this appropriation? 
tr. WADSWORTH. The unexpended balance is returned into 


the Treasury. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON, It does not go for salaries? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. No, sir. 
eat DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of 
horses and vehicles” thts Carer halt a nant fon oficial 
vehicles,” . ‘or * i 
Purposes only.” That proviso is carried in every other appropri- 
ation bill, but to my surprise I do not find it in this bill. 
an WADSWORTH. I have no objection to that amendment, 
—— I do not think the use of such vehicles and horses is 
autho in the Department, or that there is any abuse of the 


ar 
. Y. Certainly not, and Iam not intimating that 
there is, Bus thls peovishen te carcied in all of the other appro- 
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priation bills; in the legislative bill notably, which carries provi- 
sions for other horses and vehicles for the various Departments, and 
for the use of the heads of the Departments. So far as I know there 
is no »,ouse of the appropriation. I therefore do not wish it to be 
understood that I intimate that there is any abuse in this Depart- 
ment. But out of abundant caution I think it wise to incorporate 
such an amendment; and therefore, Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend, in the third line, on page 20, by adding after the word 
**horses,” the words ‘for official purposes only.” 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I accept that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then, after that amendment is acted upon,I 
will offer another one, and then yield to my friend from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Moopy], who desires the floor. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. DocKERY was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In line 5, after the word “vehicles,” I move 
the addition of the same words, “for official purposes only.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ak® 20, line 5, after the word “ vehicles,” insert “for official purposes 

Mr.WADSWORTH. Iaccept that amendment, Mr. Chairman, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man from New York, the chairman of the committee, a question 
in regard to the paragraph which is just about to be read, in order 
that attention may be directed to it, because I understand that 
from another quarter some amendment is to be offered. This is 
one of the large appropriations in the bill—$120,000 for the distri- 
bution of conte. he question I desire to ask of the chairman is 
what his personal opinion is as to the amount of benefit that is 
derived by the oo community from that large expendi- 
ture of money? I should be glad if he would inform the House 
what his opinion is, as a practical farmer, upon that question. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to inter- 
pose my personal opinion against the overwhelming sentiment of 
this House. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman that 
there is a good deal of sentiment which agrees with what I believe 
to be his personal views. I think those members who are not 
practical farmers are entitled to the opinions of those who are; 
and we shall be glad to get the views of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. WaDswoRTH] on the question. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not want to open the subject of 
seeds, but since the gentleman has asked me the question, I am 
not afraid to answer it. In my own humble opinion, the seeds 
should be distributed through the experimental stations, and not 
through the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. HULICK. Not through the members of Congress, either. 
; The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read as fol- 

ows: 

Division of seeds, purchase and distribution of valuable seeds: For the pur- 
chase, pregsanion, and distribution of valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, 
vines, cuttings, and plants, and expense of labor, transportation, paper, twine, 
gum, printing, tal s,and all necessary material and repairs for put- 
ae and distributing the same, and to be distributed in localities adapted 
to their culture, $120,000. And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby author- 
ized, empowered, directed, and required to expend the said sum in the pur- 
c . propagation, and distribution of such valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, 
shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, and is authorized, empowered, directed, 
and required to expend not less than the sum of $100,000 in the purchase at 
public or private sale of valuable seeds, the best he can obtain, and such as 
shall be suitable for the respective localities to which the same are to be 
apportioned, and in which same are to be distributed as hereinafter stated; 
and such seeds so purchased shall include a variety of vegetable and flower 
a for planting and culture in the various sections of the United 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. This time, Mr. Chairman, I think I shall not make 
any remarks that will call for replies from any of the repregenta- 
tives of silver on this floor, as I shall confine myself strictly to the 
matters pertaining to this appropriation bill. 

Mr. HULICK. One moment, if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BROMWELL|] will yield. Ihave an amendment to offer to that 
section. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Well, [have one that I want tooffer further 
along, and I take this means—— 

Mr. HULICK. You have only made a formal amendment so 
far, to strike out the last word. I have an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BRoMWELL] 
declines to yield to his colleague. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say at the 
beginning that I represent a district made up largely of the city 
of Cincinnati, and that the population of the district outside of 
the city amounts to about 25,000 or 30,000 people, a large portion 
of whom are e in agriculture. I think that this provision 
of the agricultural bill that pretends to appropriate money year 
after year for the distribution of so-called rare and valuable seeds 
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and plants is a perversion of the public money from the legiti- 
mate purpose for which it was originally intended when it was 
ingrafted into the Agricultural appropriation bill, for it has de- 
generated into the lowest form of patronage by the members of 
this House. i 

There is no question that the original provision of this bill, 
which provided for the purchase of rare and valuable plants and 
seeds, and for their dissemination, was a perfectly proper one. 
The farmers of one section of the country find that after propa- 
gating seeds of certain kinds for atime, they run out, become 
inferior in results, and that by exchanging seeds with other local- 
ities they can get better crops and better results in the production 
of the various grains and vegetables which they raise. There are 
many valuable plants grown in foreign countries having temper- 
atures, soils, and surroundings similar to those of the United 
States, which can be introduced into this country with profit. 
Undoubtedly the intention of this provision of the bill was to give 
an opportunity for the exchange of the seeds of one portion of the 
country for those of another, and to introduce from foreign coun- 
tries the seeds of valuable plants that were not indigenous to the 
United States. That has degenerated, Mr. Chairman, into a mere 

urchase of the commonest seeds that are raised in the various 

ocalities of the United States and the disposition of them in the 
same neighborhood in which they are produced. Previous to this 
year the seeds had been bought by the Agricultural Department, 
examined by them, put up into packages, and sent out: I under- 
stand that this year the seeds are bought im different localities and 
sent to the constituents of the members of this House from the 
seed merchant who is nearest to the district represented by the 
mem ber. 

Now, what is going to be the result? The seeds raised on one 
farm will be taken by the seed man im that locality, will be sold 
to the Government at a higher price than he could get from his 
neighbor, will go through the expensive process of being carried 
by mail, and finally will land on the adjoining farm as a rare and 
valuable seed. 

Now, apart from any criticism that I have to make on this, I 
would like to see this whole provision thrown out of the bill, or, 
at any rate, relegated where it properly belongs, to the experi- 
ment stations. I am in favor of striking this provision out of 
this bill entirely. Assuming that this House is going to vote as 
it has heretofore, possibly, for a continuance of this evil, I have 
an amendment which I shall offer at the proper time, and which 
1 will send up and have read in my time, and will offer it at the 
proper place, to correct some of the evils of the present distribu- 


on. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


—— by inserting, after the word “represents,” in line 19, page 22, the 
words: 

“And in determining the number of packetsof flower, vegetable, and other 
seeds, respectively. which shall be placed in the quota of each Senator, Rep- 
resentative, or Delegate, the Secretary shall be controlled by the written 
instractions filed with him by such member at any time prior to the Ist 
day of May each year, indicating the relative a of the flower, vege- 
table, and other seeds which said member desires in his quota. And the 
Secretary shall furnish to each such member either his entire quota or such 
part thereof as he may desire in sealed packets containing the names of seeds 
contained therein, printed upon the cover, together with a sufficient number 
of unsealed envelopes, with properly printed blank frank slips attached 
thereto for inclosing and mailing said seed packets. If any member shall 
fail to express his wish in regard to the various kinds of seeds to be apper- 
tioned in his quota before the Ist day of May, the Secretary may apportion 
the same to said member according to his own judgment. e provisions of 
— . oe shall apply to the distributions succeeding the ist day of 

y, 1897." 

Mr. BROMWELL. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I will speak to the amendment when I 
offer it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think the question is subject to a point 
of order. : 

Mr. BROMWELL. It is not offered yet. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I beg pardon. 

Mr. HULICK. Loffer the foliowing amendment to the section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, in line 15, page 20, after the word “seeds,” the following: 

“Such as are rare and uncommon in the country, or such as can be made 
a profitabie by frequent changes from one part of our country to an- 
other.” 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, I have copied the exact lan- 
guage of the law as it now is in regard to the character of the 
seeds, of the bulbs, and plants that the Secretary is required to 
purchase and distribute. - 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I suggest to the gentleman that the 
word ‘‘rare” was the very trouble that we had a year ago? The 
Sears absolutely refused to purchase any seed ordered by the 

ouse,. 

Mr. HULICK. And the Secretary did right. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But the House did not think so. 

Mr. HULICK. But the law directed him to do that very thing. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The law is changed now, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 30, 


Mr. HULICK. This is the law as I am reading it now. 

Mr. MOODY. Will the gentleman permit me? I understang 
the gentleman refers to section 527 of the Revised Statutes. That 
has been amended. It is not the law at present. 

Mr. HULICK. It was changed in the appropriation bill last 


year. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It waschanged by a joint resolution passed 
by the two Houses. 

Mr. HULICK. I do not understand that that statute is ro. 
pealed, modified, or affected in any way by any statute since that 
enactment. 

Mr. McRAE. I have the amendment here. The section has 
been amended so as to read as follows. Just read that. 

Mr. MOODY. It has been amended. 

Mr. HULICK. Is this in an ser eelation bi bill? 

Mr. McRAE. It is in the appro ion bill, It is an amend- 
ment of the section. 

Mr. MOODY. It is the same provision that isin this appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. McRAE. The word ‘‘rare” is not in it at all. 

Mr. HULICK. It was not an amendment to the ar stat- 
ute. I understand it was an amendment to the appropriation bill, 
and is not the law governing this matter. 

Mr. McRAE. I proposed that ee Tt was a 
change of the law, and to make it read as di there. It has 
become the law and is the t.law. 

Mr. HULICK. Well, all I have to say about its being the law 
is, I will read the section as it is elai to have been adopted. 


rae section 527 of the Revised Statutes be amended so that it will read 


as follows: 

“Sec. 527. The serene and distribution of ble, field, and flower 
seeds, plants, shrubs, vines, bulbs, and cuttings be of the freshest and 
best obtainable varieties and adapted to general cultivation.” 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is just the language of the present 


bill. 

Mr. HULICK. That is the of the present bill, as I 
understand it. Now, I was not aware that that was om pee 
in the general law. It wasa part of the appropriation bill of last 


year. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is the law of the present bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio has the floor. 
Mr. HULICK. I will withdraw my amendment, as I now un- 
derstand the statute. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws his amendment. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee a question. On lines 18 and 19 I find this language. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. What page? 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Page 20. 


To be distributed in localities adapted to their culture. 


Is that the law now? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is, sir. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Has the gentleman ever investigated to 
ascertain whether there has been any attempt made during the 
last two years to live up to the law in the distribution of seeds? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have never heard any complaint that 
the law was not lived up to. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But is it not true that seeds are put up at 
remote points from members’ homes, and members are not per- 
mitted to know what seeds they are getting, or whether they are 
fitted for their particular localities or not? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. <Acertain number of vegetable seeds and 
a certain number of flower seeds are purchased at different points 
and distributed from those points. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But is there ae who undertakes to 
ascertain whether they are adapted to localities to which they 
are distributed? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You have to trust the Departmen: as to 


that. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. So far as I am concerned, I am sure there 
has been no such attempt. Certain seeds distributed in my ‘is 
trict last year were ey Penge for the locality. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. seeds are contracted for at different 
points by the Department, and the seeds in each locality 
are distributed in that general locality; for example, seeds bought 
at Minneapolis are distributed in that section of country. 
_ Mr. NORTHWAY. But the seedsman fixes them up to swt 


Mr. WILLIS. I understand that he receives instructions from 
rters 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I will say to the gentleman from bic 
that his remarks suggest one of the reasons why I believe the 
local rimental stations. - ' 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But ought not the law as it stands to 
lived = by the Secretary of iculture? - 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly. I can oaly say that the se 
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district were satisfactory, and the people want a lot more of them 
this year. 

Mr, STEELE. Mr. Chairman, my farmer friend from Cincin- 
pati {Mr. BroMWELL] complains about the character of the seeds 
that are furnished. he any more seeds that he desires to 
distribute, bad as they are, I should be glad to accept any portion: 
of his quota that he poe coon to give me. 

Mr. BROMWELL. . Chairman, if the gentleman desires to 
exchange his flower seeds for agricultural seeds, I will make the 
trade with him + now. 






































final judgment 7s until he shall have had an opportunity to 
explain it fully. year I made some remarks on this subject 
of the distribution of seeds. I do not propose to repeat them 
to-day, but I still entertain the views which I exp last year, 
and while I am on the floor I wish to pay a passing word of respect 
to the biggest humbug of all the humbugs that we see here in 
Washi . [Laughter.}] Iam sure that very many members 
of the House share my views. I want to call attention again to 
the step, and the effect of the step, which was taken in the appro- 
priation bill of last year. The law as it stood at that time pro- 


Mr. STEELE. e have a good many of zsthetic tastes | vided for the purchase and distribution of seeds by the Depart- 
in Indiana, and weare not off our flower seeds, but Ishould | ment of Agriculture, confining it to ‘‘ rare and uncommon seeds” 


be glad to accept any agricul seeds that the gentleman has to 
spare. I-look upon the distribution of seeds as one of the most 
useful functions performed by the Department. 

But, Mr. Chairman, when it comes to giving information to 
Congress, the Department of Agriculture shows itself to be utterly 
incompetent. Take, for instance, castor beans, of which gentle- 
men have heard before. [Laughter.] On the 22d of January I 
had a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, which 
was read to the House last evening, transmitting some informa- 
tion which the Statistical Bureau of the Treasury supplied as to 
the number of bushels of castor beans im into country. 
It is obvious, however, that in order to find out what the consump- 
tion was, it was necessary to ascertain what had been our own 
production, At the eee vo. ne I asked for eee: from 
the Treasury Departmen ressed my inquiry to part- 
ment of Agriculture. I was informed by the Statistician of that 
Department that for want of an ———- for sufficient cler- 
ical force he was unable to supply the desired information. And 
now | want to call attention to the fact that, in reply to a resolu- 
tion of the House, the Secre of Agriculture says in respect to 
the information which a member of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee could not obtain on the ground that the Department had 
not sufficient clerical force that the Department is unable to fur- 
nish it because it has not got the information. I send to the desk 
a letter which I ask to have read. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


UNITED STatEs DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Orrice OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 29, 1897. 

¢ Heprecentetivey paspedidiapeasy a0 oqmecting teks tegnrtansas * te inturss 
of Representatives uary 28 requ ent * to inform 
the Houses how many bushels of castor beans have been produced in the 
United States each year since 1890 to 1896, inclusive, and how many bushels 
were exported each year within said period.” The Statistical Division of the 
Agricultural Department has no data whence the desired information can 
be correctly collated. But it is tfully suggested that the Chief of the 
Bureau of Statisties of the United tes ' ury Department may proba- 
bly supply such facts and figures relative to castor-oil beans as the honora- 
ble House of Representatives requires. 

Very respectfully, yours, 


Hon. Thomas BRACKETT REED, 
Speaker of House of Representatives. 


Mr.STEELE. I callattention to the fact that this great Depart- 
ment of our Government is not able to tell the House of Repre- 
sentatives what is our home production of so important an article 
as castor beans. an article on which a duty of 50 cents a bushel is 
paid and of which we imported into the United States last year 


and to such as ‘‘ could be nade more profitable by frequent changes 
from one part of our country to another.” 

Now, that was an intelligible ground of procedure—an intelli- 
ee ground upon which to appropriate money for the general 

nefit of agriculture. We have now departed from that, and we 
propose a distribution of “ the freshest and best obtainable varie- 
ties of seeds adapted to general cultivation,” and these are to be 
distributed capita among the members of the House. 

Mr. 8’ LE. not the gentleman aware that the Secretary 
of Agriculture has admitted that he was unable to make that law 
operative because he could not find any rare seeds? 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE] I will say that if that statement was not 
true it is not entitled to respect; if it was true that the Secretary 
could no longer obtain any seeds which came within the spirit of 
the law (which had been on the statute book for so many years), 
then he ought to stop the distribution of seeds. 

as STEELE. Or we ought to have a new Secretary of Agri- 
culture. 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, the present Secretary of Agriculture ought 
not to be a burning issue. He has only about twenty days of 
active official life remaining, and then we shall have a Secretary 
with whom we can all sympathize. And I trust his view will 
accord with that of the present Secretary on one point—that is, as 
to the distribution of seeds. 

One more word andIam done. After this subject was called 
to our attention last year, I took pains to converse with some of 
my own constituents who are engaged in agriculture—and I have 
a great many constituents who are so engaged, for some of the 
best farming land in the State of Massachusetts is within my 
district—and I found that without any exception, or perhaps [ 
ought to say almost without an exception, they thought that this 
distribution of seeds was a waste of public money, a humbug, and 
a disgrace to the legislation of the Congress of the United States. 
I found this view joined in by the representative agricultural 
societies, not only of my own district, but of the State of Massa- 
chusetts. I believe that we make a mistake if we think that the 
farmers wish a continuance of an appropriation of this kind. We 
must not forget that in addition to the sum here appropriated it 
costs the Post-Office Department $100,000 to make the distribution. 

I should be glad, Mr. Chairman, to vote for an appropriation of 
$120,000, the sum named in this bill, for the improvement of our 
methods of agriculture, for the distribution of seeds where they 
can be distributed with the effect of helping the general interests 
of agriculture throughout the country. But Il am not willing to 


J. STERLING MORTON, Secretary. 


ie an vote for the division of a few seeds among the members of this 

(231 bushels. House to help them in this pitiful way among their constituency. 

aan a ee Are you going to reduce the duty under the | Why, Mr. Chairman, after we passed the bill of last year I received, 
xt tari 


as I suppose other members of this House received, a letter from 
the contractor who furnished the Government with these seeds, tell- 
ing me that he would sell me certain duplicate amounts of seeds if 
I desired them. I was notin the business of buying seeds, soI did 
not reply to the letter. But I made a rough calculation, and [ 
found that, as nearly as I could understand, the quota which would 
be allotted to me or any other member of the House under this 
provision of law could be bought for about $90, so that all this 
appropriation, or a large part of this appropriation, of $120,000 is 
to allow me, as one member, to distribute $90 worth of seeds 
which my constituents can buy at any seed store in the land—to 
distribute $90 worth of seeds among 175,000 people. 

=~ MONDELL. I move to amend by striking out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment already pending. 
Does the gentleman rise to oppose that amendment? 

Mr. MONDELL. I move to strike out the last line. 

Mr. Chairman, in connection with the passage of an Agricul- 
tural appropriation bill it may not be altogether improper tec 
discuss briefly the condition of the agricultural classes of our 
nation. That there is widespread discontent among the agricul- 
turists of our country, and that there is just cause for feelings of 
uneasiness and even alarm among the agriculturists in view of 
the depressed markets and low prices for their products, no one 
will deny. It is in the application of a remedy for this condition 
of things that men differ. During the heated campaign recently 
closed the opposing parties, with minor differences of details and 


Mr. STEELE. The tariff bill will be here for consideration in 
due time. [Laughter.] This letter of the Secretary is a confes- 
sion on the part of the Department that it has no information on 
this important subject on which the House of Representatives has 
asked to be informed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
oe 527. The purchase and distribution of vegetable, field, and flower 
¢ *. plants, shrubs, vines, bulbs, and cuttings shall be of the freshest and 

St obtainable varieties and adapted to general cultivation. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out that para- 
graph as it stands. 1 suppose everybody will agree that it ought 
= be stricken out. _ This morning | informed the gentleman from 
ae York, the chairman of the committee in of the bill, 
ee I intended to make the sere of order against the paragraph 

~ it changed existing law, but I learn from him that by the law 
. ast year the statute was amended so as to read exactly as it 
cesin this bill. Now,everybody will agree that it is entirely use- 
toon te continue to amend the statute year after year in the same 
thin It will only ‘make confusion in the session laws, and I 
a that Sn ect to this being stricken out. 

— WADSWORTH. [am willing that it shall go out. 
as r. MOODY. Now that I am on my feet, Mr. Chairman, let 
m - that I heard with a good deal of pleasure some of the re- 
it cues Teast igre et te sarees ee 

L was with the magnitude of the re- 
form which his amendment proposes, although I will not form a 
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various local explanations, held in the main to two propositions; 
the one great party holding that agricultural depression and low 
prices was resultant upon the practical establishment and main- 
tenance in this country and the world at large of the single gold 
standard of values, reducing the amount of money of final re- 
demption, it was argued, to an extent that increased the purchas- 
ing power of each unit; the other great party more generally 
accounted for this condition by the argument of overproduction, 
or, perhaps we might say more truthfully, of underconsumption 
of agricultural products. The great increase in the world’s out- 
put of agricultural staples, they argued, had the effect of lower- 
ing prices all over the world, while a system of tariff laws which 
had the effect of depriving a considerable portion of our popula- 
tion of employment at remunerative wages decreased to a vast 
extent the market at home for the products of the farm. 

Now, I am of the opinion that not one, but both of these great 
causes are instrumental in bringing about the low price of agri- 
cultural products the world over. There can be no doubt in the 
mind of anyone who believes in the theory of a bimetallic mone- 
tary basis that the general adoption by the world of one metal as 
a monetary standard has some effect upon the general level of 

orices. In fact, I believe that even those who honestly believe that 

it is impossible to maintain an unvarying ratio between two metals 
with unlimited free coinage for both, who have studied the ques- 
tion carefully, will admit that the transition from the bimetallic 
standard, imperfect though it was, of twenty-five years ago to an 
absolute gold basis necessarily brought about a readjustment of 
values, their argument being that true bimetallism is impracti- 
cable and that the world will be vastly better off when we give 
up all attempts to maintain two metals as interchangeable stand- 
ards of value, though there may be some loss to creditors in the 
transition. On the other hand, thereis much forcein the argument 
that improved methods and the opening of new fields, resulting in 
vastly increased production of agricultural staples, has, under the 
inevitable workings of the law of supply and demand, decreased 
the value of these staples as represented in monetary units, while 
the disastrous consequences of tariff changes by the increased im- 
portation of foreign goods, and the consequent closing of American 
mills and factories, have been demonstrated beyond the possi- 
bility of successful refutation by the vastly decreased consumption 
of agricultural staples in our own nation, and it is idle to attempt 
to account for the reduction in the consumption of wheat, corn, 
cotton, and wool by our people, amounting to hundreds of millions 
of dollars annually, on any other hypothesis except that the con- 
sumer has found his ability to purchase vastly curtailed by reason 
of an enormous reduction in the aggregate of wages paid in mills 
and factories consequent upon their entire suspension or reduc- 
tion of working hours. 

Mr. Chairman, at the beginning of the campaign which has 
just closed many Republicans believing in the theory of bimetal- 
ism, especially those dwelling west of the Missouri River, where 
bimetallic agitation has been most intense, found themselves 
confronted with a serious problem. The declaration of their 
party in its platform on this question, as it was interpreted by 
the people of their region—as, in fact, it was interpreted by many 
in the East to whom the party has owed nothing in the past and 
from whom, in my opinion, it can expect little in the carrying 
out of its principles and policies in the future—an interpretation 
that this declaration was really intended as an avowal of inten- 
tion to perpetuate the single gold standard of values, subjected 
them to the misrepresentation of political enemies and the criti- 
cism of party allies. On the other hand, they were confronted by 
a declaration in the platform of the opposing party with a propo- 
sition on the financial question, radical as viewed separate and 
apart from the other declarations of that platform, and danger- 
ous in the extreme when coupled with the other propositions 
therein set forth. Those Republicans who believe that it may be 
possible for this nation. alone and unsupported, to establish and 
maintain a stable bimetallic basis with a fixed ratio, must appre- 
ciate the tremendous character of the difficulties to be overcome 
in the inauguration and maintenance of such an independent 
soem, and the far-reaching and disastrous consequences to all 
classes if an attempt toward such an establishment shall fail of 
the accomplishment of its purpose; that is, the establishment of 
a true bimetallic basis at a fixed ratio and with the two metals 
freely interchangeable. 

Having in view these facts, many Republicans of this class in the 
West who have followed the standard of the party in years past 
viewed with alarm the declaration in the platform of the opposi- 
tion on the financial question, especially coupled as it was with a 
declaration virtually in favor of free trade. We felt that if this 
nation alone can accomplish so stupendous an undertaking as 
the closing of the wide gap between the commercial value of the 
two metals now existing to an equality at the ratio proposed, at 
least we must avail ourselves of all of the agencies which tend to 
make us independent of foreign nations. To prate of independ- 
ence in finance while favoring policies that would make us abso- 
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lutely dependent and defenseless in trade, was, in the opinion of 
many Republican bimetallists, the sheerest hypocrisy and dema- 
gogism. To talk of this nation establishing and maintaining 
system which greatly overvalued the silver of the world while 
advocating a policy of trade that reduces American exports and 
increases American imports, which nearly wipes out the vast trade 
balances in favor of this nation which have existed under proper 
tariff laws and compels us annually to go down into the coffers of 
the uation to pay hundreds of millions of annual interest charges, 
is equivalent to suggesting that an Atlantic liner may success- 
fully cross the ocean See or sails. 

If we may as a nation, failing in an international agreement on 
this great question, initiate legislation es to the estab. 
lishment of true bimetallism, and even accomplish that. from my 
point of view, desirable result (and I believe that under proper 
conditions this may be accomplished), it will only be by using 
every weapon and every resource which our situation and national 
conditions have armed us with. To surrender the great principle 
of reciprocity whereby we may make it advantageous for a con- 
siderable number of the nations of the earth to join us in finan- 
cial legislation; to surrender the — principle of protection to 
American labor and American industry, the operation of which 
renders us largely independent of foreign nations, ana which, 
contradictory as the statement may seem, increases the balance 
of trade in our favor and brings to our shores the flood of yellow 
coin which the nations of Europe are seeking to hoard, and then 
to plunge, thus unarmed, into that most fierce and gigantic strug- 
gle, the battle of the standards, would be equivalent to an army 
charging a height bristling with hostile guns and bayonets and 
inaugurating that charge by throwing down all weapons offen- 
sive and defensive. To deprive ourselves of the armor and breast- 
plate of reciprocity and the batteries of a protective tariff and 
then charge recklessly into what is admitted by those who favor 
independent bimetallism to be one of the most stupendous under- 
takings of history would be political suicide, lacking the halo of 
martyrdom, for it would not only mean ruin to those who led the 
charge, but irretrievable losses to millions of their fellow-country- 
men. 

But, Mr. Chairman, a considerable number of Republicans, hon- 
ored in Republican councils, raised to their positions as much by 
Republican organizations as by their own worth, advocates in the 
past of all the great policies and principles of the Republican 
party, saw fit at the opening of the last t — to cross 
the Rubicon, not to engage the enemy, but ~2 is forces. 
These men must sacrifice many of those who stood by them 
in their past history; sacrifice the tion which had de- 
fended them in the past, and, overloo the conditions which I 
have briefly pointed out, and many others, ally themselves, at least 
temporarily, with the opposition. Themotives of these men I have 
no disposition to impugn. They were ly from the region in 
which I dwell. Their personal friendship I value, and their hon- 
esty of purpose I acknowledge. But, Mr. Chairman, there is one 
feature of their action which I view in a different light from that 
in which it is viewed by some. Sincere in their convictions, no 
doubt, I can not bring myself to the acknowledgment of any 
extraordinary moral courage involved in their action. True, all 
men hesitate in sundering, even temporarily, ties which bind them 
to old associations. The tender conde of association and recollec- 
tion bind them with a power that can not be appreciated until! the 
breaking of those bonds sever them from party ties and party 
affiliations. But as for moral courage, it would have required 
vastly more to have braved the storm of denunciation of enemies 
and the infinitely more cutting sting of misrepresentation and 
covert suspicion of friends by remaining with their party than it 
required to break party ties. The opposition in the States from 
which these men hailed arrogated to themselves the claim of 4 
holy and lofty patriotism, and in their self-laudation claimed the 
crusader’s devotion to a holy cause, unactuated by selfish or un- 
worthy motives. They temporarily lauded to the every man 
who left the Republican party, and e to the seventh heaven 
the virtues of those who stood high in the councils of our party 
and left it to sit at the feet of the iels of the Populistic and 
Democratic creed.. These men were loudly ed as true, 
unselfish, devoted patriots, unaffected by any personal considera- 
tion, worthy of all oe entitled to all recognition. 

Alas, how have the scales fallen from the eyes of many of those 
Republicans who joined the ranks of the opposition in an honest 
belief, no doubt, that “ee thereby best serving their country 
and their constituency! Nowhere in any of those States where the 
Republican organization was used to further the interest of the 
candidates of the Democratic and Populistic parties has there )eet 
aught but ee and deceit practiced upon the Republicans 
who made it possible for these creatures to wield the weapons of 
their decapitation. Antenational convention pledges were cart! 
out by the opposition certainly where there was no way in which 
they could be avoided, bat wherever the silver Repa icans had 
not the “immortal cinch” the cloven hoof of their late allies has 
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been exhibited and the forked tongue of venom, slander, and mis- 
representation has been used to tear down from their high estate 


the men who helped them to win their victories. The wires 

from the State of Idaho the news of the defeat, by the Populist an 
Democratic legislators of that State, for the United States Senate, 
of a man who provided the men who defeated him with the 
weapons by means of which they accomplished his downfall. If 
there was any man in this broad land, from the standpoint of the 
Democratic-Populistic combination, who was entitled to the ear- 
nest, hearty, cordial, and sincere support of that combination, it 
was the very man whom they have but just defeated in his contest 
for a seat in the United States Senate. 

It will be claimed in extenuation of the perfidy of the men who 
defeated Dusots that the Republican nati committee was 
working against his reelection. Can any man wonder that the 
Republican national committee should work against the election 
of a man whom the Democratic national committee and every 
member thereof from the chairman down claimed to be moving 
heaven and earth to elect? And they who make this excuse in 
extenuation should remember that by so doing they are not only 
branding the members of the combination in the legislature who 
voted to defeat the election of a silver Republican to the Senate 
as guilty not only of the heinous crime of ingratitude, oo a 
to a suspicion of exercising their high prerogatives influenced by 
a money consideration. t it be remembered DuBois was de- 
feated by the men of the silver combination belonging to the Pop- 
alist and Democratic nie who held their position by virtue of 
the stand he took in the campaign. 

FrED DuBois, whose eloquent tongue and active brain made 
him a power for the accomplishment of results for which the sil- 
ver combination was made, was thrown down, unhorsed, defeated 
by the men he made in favor of a man professedly lacking in all 
the qualifications that would render him of service to the cause 
which these h tes claim to have at heart. The dispatches 
this morning bring us the news that the gentleman who succeeds 
him will go into the Democratic caucus of the Senate of the United 
States, and thusis the Republican State of Idaho turned over, boots, 
body, and breeches, to a minority representing less than 10 per 
cent of her total vote, and thus is the true animus of the campaign 
for personal aggrandizement under the guise of devotion to the 
silver cause fully and completely exposed to the execration of the 
nation. 

{During the delivery of the a E remarks, when Mr. Mon- 
DELL’s five minutes expired, Mr. BLUE asked unanimous con- 
sent that Mr. MONDELL’s time be extended; and there was no ob- 
jection. When Mr. MONDELL’s second five minutes had expired, 
his time was further extended by unanimous consent, on motion 
of Mr. LIvinaston. 

The CHAIR . The Chair understands that the pro forma 
amendment of the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoNDELL] is 
withdrawn. The question is now on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy]. 

Mr. MOODY. I understand that my amendment is assented to 
by the gentleman from New York, the chairman of the committee 

. WaDsworTas]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
ee aa {[Mr,. WapsworTH] why this clause was inserted in 

e bill? 

_ Mr. WADSWORTH. It is arepetition of the clause which was 
in the bill of last except as to the amount. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I so understood. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Does Soe understand that the 
clause which was inserted in the bill last year repealed the old law? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, sir. And upon that ground you are 
willing to let this go ont? 
wana WADSWORTH. Yes; it is repealed by the law of last 

r. 


ae question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Moopy, it 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to offer the amend- 
ment I send to the desk. I will state that I intended to offer it at 
the end of line 13, but that line being stricken out, I offer it now 
to follow line 7 on page 21. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


And the fecretary of b uired to have 
delivered all seeds jie St Wala. and to 
oie a the same to Members and Representatives from the seed depart- 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I reserve the point of order upon that 
amendment. It is new legislation, and involves an additional 
oxpendisare but 1 will withhold it if the gentleman desires it. 

tr. LIVINGSTON. Let me suggest to the gentleman that the 
Same point is embodied in the next paragraph, in line 22—— 

Mr. TALBERT. I think there is no line 29 on that page. 

= LIVINGSTON. FPtween lines 19 and 21, where it is pro- 
ti ed that these seeds sl.all be supplied to Senators, Nene of 

ves, and Delegate: + Congress for distribution among con- 


stituents, or will be directed and mailed by the Department upon 


their oes. 
Mr. TALBERT. But that does not make it specific enough. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. All of the seeds you are entitled to for 
distribution will be sent to you unless you order differently, under 
that provision. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman can order his seeds to be 
sent wherever he pleases. But the point of order is pending. 

Mr. TALBERT. My object is to send these seeds first to the 
Department and reestablish the Seed Division in the Bureau as was 
established heretofore at that place. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But I do not think the amendment of the 
gentleman covers that point. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I see no reason, Mr. Chairman, for the 
change proposed. 

Mr. TALBERT. It is to prevent confusion in the distribution 
of seeds. We do not know now, when we send our orders to the 
Department, whether the slightest attention is paid to our requests. 
In the event of the adoption of this amendment we will know 
specifically whether the seeds are sent as we require them to be 
sent. If they are sent from the Department we can see the par- 
ticular kinds of seeds also that are distributed and know whether 
they are suitable or otherwise. 

tr. WADSWORTH. This is a matter that should be left en- 
tirely to the Department. It can be best controlled there. If the 
gentleman from South Carolina wants the seeds sent to him, it is 
only necessary for him to so specify, and his request will be com- 
plied with. 

Mr. TALBERT. But my object is first to have the seeds sent 
to the Department, where they can be put up in packages, and can 
be distributed from that point. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The effect would be to spend just that 
— more money in freight, and you would get that much less 
seed. 

Mr. CLARDY. If the gentleman will permit,me the reason 
they were not so sent is that there is no place sufficiently large in 
the Department where these seeds can be received and properly 
handled. 

Mr. TALBERT. That objection did not apply heretofore. 
There was ample room until this modern, advanced idea came up, 
and the places in the Bureau were abolished. My idea is to rees- 
tablish the Seed Division, and to give to that-department the same 
number of clerks as heretofore, instead of putting this matter out 
in the hands of private individuals all through the country, and 
cutting ourselves off from all opportunity of knowing exactly what 
our constituents are getting when we give orders for seeds—— 

Mr. MOODY. Will the gentleman permit a question? I have 
in my hand a statement from the Department of Agriculture with 
reference to this very subject, and will read the exact text of the 
language it contains.. It says: 

The same amount of money secures now nearly 100 per cent more seed 
than under the ancient meth of buying in bulk and employing each year 
skilled labor to put the seeds in packages, which had to be furnished and 
printed at the Department. 

So I do not see the advantage of changing back to the old system. 

Mr. TALBERT. I do not mean to say that the seed are not 
sent out when the order is given. I do not mean to impugn the 
action of anybody. But we can not tell where the seed are sent 
or how they are sent or what are sent when our orders are deliv- 
ered. Wecan not retain the proper supervision over the Bureau. 

Mr. MOODY. And let me suggest further to the gentleman 
that under the old law and method of distribution the percentage 
of salaries to the total cost was 58, while the percentage of seed 
sent out in proportion to the total expenditure was but 42 per cent. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And let me suggest in this 
connection that the seeds sent out now are 100 per cent worse off 
than they were ever before. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I deny that statement 
most positively. The seeds are just as good, if not better, than 
ever. In fact, I think the seeds distributed last year were the best 
that were ever distributed by the Department. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. They were of inferior quality 
and not good in any sense of the word. 

Mr. TALBERT. We had better keep the matter within our 
own hands, so that we can know éxactly what we are doing. 
That is the object of the amendment. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I think the present ar- 
rangement is the best that could be devised. It would be rather a 
dangerous experiment to change it now. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would suggest to the gentleman from 
South Carolina that if he e ts action upon his amendment, it 
should go further, and provide that these seeds should be put up 
in pechere for distribution. 

Mr. TALBERT. That, of course, would be covered by the 
amendment. The Department would have to put them up, no 


aa how they receive them, in suitable packages for distribu- 
on. 
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Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I made the point of 
order against the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, What point of order does the gentleman 
make? “ 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That it increases the expenditure and 
changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any law on the subject? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. There is the law as it has been passed 
heretofore in the appropriation bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. TRACEY. I move to strike out the last word. I believe 
that thisamendment ought to be adopted, and the reason I believe 
it can be stated in a very few words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Missouri that the amendment is not before the committee. The 
gentleman from New York (Mr. WapswortH} made a point of 
order against it, and the Chair sustained it. 

Mr. TRACEY. I should like to be permitted to make the state- 
ment that I was going to make, because it is important, it seems 
to me, if this seed distribution is to go on, and I hope it will, as it 
ought to. I had my quota of field and garden seeds sent to my 
room for distribution, because I preferred it that way. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Last year? 

Mr. TRACEY. No, I mean this year. 

Mr. MORSE. You could not do it this year. 

Mr. TRACEY. It was done this year. There was one sack of 
those seeds counted. There were 110 packages in the sack. I re- 
ceived 45 sacks, and they were all apparently equally filled. I 
should have had 8,000 packages of field and garden seeds. Count 
them up and you will see that instead of receiving 8,000 I received 
a little less than 5,090, assuming that the sacks averaged alike, 
and my own opinion is, in spite of the fact that a Government in- 
a is at these several places from which the seeds are shipped, 
that there is no counting done of the packages put into the sacks 
at all, that they are just shoveled up and dumped into the sacks, 
and when the sacks areapparently filled in that way they are tied 
up and shipped; so that instead of getting the seeds that we are en- 
titled to, under the distribution, we get a little more than half of 
what we are entitled to. At least,that has been my experience. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I wiil say to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri that his statement is doubtless exactly true; but some of the 
sacks may have been delayed in the mail and will come to the 
gentleman eventually. 

Mr. TAWNEY. . Thirty more sacks may arrive. 

Mr. TRACEY. I was informed by the Secretary of Agriculture 
that 45 sacks were my quota of field and garden seeds. 

Mr. MORSE. And you got 45? 

Mr. TRACEY. And I got 45. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I shall be very glad to make a statement 
of the matter at the Agricultural Department, because that sort 
of thing needs explanation. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Did the gentleman count more 
than one sack? 

Mr. TRACEY. No; they all seemed to be filled indiscrimi- 
nately with large and small packages of field and garden seeds. 
We have sent out nearly all the sacks. They seemed to be all 
filled in about the same way. 

Mr. LACEY. Did they have flower seeds in those sacks? 

Mr. TRACEY. No; no flower seeds. 

Mr. LACEY. The packages of flower seeds are very small, and 
yet they count up in the number of packages. 

Mr. HAGER. Those would be in addition. 

Mr. TRACEY. Iam simply talking about the field and garden 


Ss. 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the House, 
since the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Tracey] has mentioned 
the fact that he did not get his quota of seeds, that I wrote to the 
Department and received a letter stating that if I would send 500 
franks I would get my quota of flower and tobacco seeds sent to 
me to my room. I sent 500 franks, and yesterday afternoon I 
received two sacks. One contained 71 alien of tobacco seed, 
and the other 377 packages of flower seeds. I have written to the 
Department to know why my full quota was not sent, and have 
not yet heard. I give the House this information, as this subject 
is up, and the gentleman states that he has been treated in the 
same way. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think there has been some error in the 
mails, or some mistake of that kind. I will take pleasure in going 
to the Department and stating these facts, because it may lead 
them to correct the error and prevent future mistakes in the dis- 
tribution of seeds. Where such a great number of packages are 
os aga there will always be a certain number of mistakes 
made. 

Mr. TRACEY. Of course I do not question the intention of the 
Department at all. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I move to strike out the last two words. I 
wish to explain to the House the purpose of the amendment which 


one . and it is impossible for him to comply wit 
the request of any constituent who wants seeds. ywith 
seeds are put in five small . inclosed in one manila wrap- 
per orj which is is nothing on the outside of 


that wrapper to indicate the character of the seeds that are within. 


Now, it is a mere lottery as to what anyone in that distri}u- 
tion. We send our franks to a ent. The 
Department takes one of our and it onto the first 
package that comes to hand, and that pa goes out. Now, 


suppose a constituent of yours wants a particular kind of seeds, 
He is interested, we will say, in the ro beets for beet suvar, 
and he writes to you and says: ‘‘ I should like to have a package 
of beet seed sent tome.” You send your frank over to the Avri- 
cultural Department, and they put it on a package, and it goes 
out to him, and that sent him may contain corn, or castor 


beans, or something for which your constituent has no earthly 
use 


Now, then—— 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. The gentleman must be mistaken about 
that, because the Department could not have had any castor-bean 
seeds under any circumstances, for we have their word for that. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I do not know about that. But in the 
flower-seed distribution there is the same objection. Certain of 
your constituents may want particular kinds of flower seeds, and 
you can not tell what kind of flower seeds they are sending you, 
because they are sent out in sealed packages, and you have no 
means of knowing what they contain. Let me narrate a little 
experience I had last year in the distribution of flower seeds. | 
had the flower seeds of my quota sent to my room. I had a cer- 
tain request for some particular seed. I wanted a particular class 
of flower seed. I 4 over sixty pac of those flower seeds, 
and undertook to find these varieties seed, and in all these 
packages there was either one or other of castor seed beans or 
sunflower. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIS. Both = 

Mr. BROMWELL. th good in a way, for certain purposes, 
but not very ornamental in a flower garden. 

A Memper. And not very rare. 

Mr. STEELE. Certainly the Department did not send out cas- 
tor-bean seeds, for they say they know nothing about them. 

Mr. BROMWELL. That is all right; just same I got them 
in the flower-seed distribution. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. This accounts for it, I will say to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROMWELL. . Ido not. One object of my amendment is 
to previde a means by which you can know what seeds you are 
sending out. In the next place, it provides that if you do not 
want to send out 40,000 agricultural and field seeds and do want 
to send out more flower seeds that you can indicate to the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture the manner in which you want your quota 
apportioned. Gentlemen representing city districts do not want 
corn, wheat, castor beans, and things of that kind, but could find 
use for plenty of flower seeds. Gentlemen gm agri- 
cultural districts may be willing to do with less flower seeds and 
want more agricultural than flower seeds. Gentlemen represent- 
ing tobacco-growing districts may be willing to part with radishes, 
lettuce, and other seeds in order to get tobacco seed. This amen(- 
ment which I offered will permit you to say to the Secretary of 
Agriculture, ‘‘1 want to distribute my quota as follows,” and you 
indicate the kind of seeds that you want. 

Now, there is some misunderstanding as to fixing that for the 
1st day of May. That would not be the tst day of May for this 
year’s distribution. It would be on the 1st day of May that you 
indicated your wishes as to the distribution in the following 
season. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. One year ahead? 

Mr. BROMWELL. In June every year the Agricultural De 

ment makes its contracts for seeds. Now, this lets the me!0- 
rs say before the contracts are made, on the ist day of May, 
what they want. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. One year in advance? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Do they not now engage the seeds *\x 
months in advance? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Is it this year? . ce 

Mr. BROMWELL. It is too late to make it for this year’s ('s- 
tribution; but if you state your wishes to the Secretary of -\s'! 
culture, he knows what will be required in time for next yea's 
distribution. 

Now, another effect of this amendment is that if you want °1y 
of your seeds sent in unsealed . 80 as to see what you “re 
distributing, or to pick out for some one certain varieti’s 


person 
that he wants, you are at liberty todo so. That is the sole purport 
of the amendment. . 
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Mr. TALBERT. 1 would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. BROMWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TALBERT. Unless these seeds are delivered here at the 
Department after we purchased, how can you carry out the 
lan that you 
; Mr. BROMWELL. The law as it is now being carried out, 
under the distribution as now conducted, permits these seeds to 
be sent to you. The only difference between the present arrange- 
ment and the one I propose is that when they are sent to you they 
shall be sent in unsealed packages, so that you can see what you 
are sor 

Mr. TALBERT. Why not have them marked? 

Mr. BROMWELL. This provides that they shall have printed 
on them the name of the contained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has 


Mr. MORSE. I move to strike out the last three words; and I 


do that for the epee of bringing the attention of the House to | 


the wholesale stealing of our documents, maps, and everything 


else that has been carried on in this city ever since I have been | 


here. 

Mr. MOODY. whom? 

Mr. MORSE. Ide not know by whom. For the benefit of the 
House I will state my experience. I will say, in justice to the 
present administration, that I think there is less stealing now 
than there was in previous Congresses. In the Fifty-first Con- 
gress I sent to the folding room the slips of my agricultural 
reports, to be there pat upon the reports, and, having heard 
about this stealing, I sent to every postmaster in my district a 
statement of the number of agricultural reports I was sending to 
his office and asked him to report to me how mary were received 
there. I got a report from, I think, every post~aaster in my dis- 
trict except two or three, and it turned out that more than 33 
per cent of those documents never reached the offices to which 
they were addressed. One of my colleagues told me that out of 
his quota of maps which he directed and sent from a post-office 
in this building, during the last Congress, fully one-third never 
reached their destination. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think it is high time that the Congress 
of the United States made an exhaustive investigation into this 
business of stealing our public documents. [Applause.] In this 
city there-are several stores where you can buy any kind of a Gov- 
ernment publication you desire, and the question is, How do they 
get them and where do they get them? I think if you will probe 
thi question to the bottom you will find that there is wholesale 
stealing of our documents and seeds carried on in thiscity. Dur- 
i g the Fifty-second Congress I brought this matter to the atten- 
tion of the then Postmaster-General, John Wanamaker—and a 
better or more efficient Postmaster-General this Government never 
had—and he said he would endeavor to make an investigation of 
the loss of the documents of which I complained. After that I 
think there was some improvement, but I found that of the docu- 
ments that I left at the Shoreham Hotel to be sent away, = a _ 
centage reached their destination; and it was my practice in dealing 
with valuable books, such as the ethnological publications and the 
book on Diseases of the Horse, to put them up in wrappers of such 
appearance that the exterior would not show the nature of the 
books, lest they should be stolen. 

Now, sir, I repeat, it is high time that this rascally business of 
stealing our maps and books and documents should be investi- 
gated and measures taken to abolish this nuisance and outrage. 
As I have already said, it is of long standing, and it is rather less 
prevalent now than it has been in past years; but let us subject it 
to heroic treatment and put an aa to it. [Applause.] To avoid 
this universal fear of having their books, coal and documents 
stolen members are compelled to register and pay for the same to 
get by the thieves who handle these documents in this city. 

_ Lhave frequently taken the precaution to send to my home office 
in bulk, registered, all my agricultural and horse books, a ete., 
and mail them to individuals from my home office; and all reach 
the people in that way. But it isa e that this is necessary 
to get by these robbers and 


scamps. 
* Mr.WADSWORTIL Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order | 


against the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I have not offered it yet. 

Mr.STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last three 
words. Weare informed by the Statistician of the Agricultural 
Department, in a letter which was read from the Clerk's desk yes- 
terday, that that Department has not the funds ceeger od dp employ 
the clerical help required to farnish information which is sought 
‘y an important committee of this House. A letter of similar 
character was written by the Secreta: 
want to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill if it provides a 
sufficient sum to enable that great Department of the Government 
to farnish desired and necessary information, such as it has failed 
to furnish in this case? 

= WADSWORTH. Thecommittee believe that it does. 

Mr. STEELE. Didnotthe committee last year give that Depart- 
ment more funds for clerical labor than it asked? 


of Agriculture. Now, | 





| 


1 
| 
| 
i 





Mr. WADSWORTH. No. 

Mr. STEELE. Did it give it all it asked? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think not. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yon are reducing the appropriation this 
year, so that we shall not get even so much information hereafter. 
‘ate — Is the Department asking for less this year than 

ear 


y 
Mr. WADSWORTH. No. Their estimate for salaries was a 
good deal larger, but we reduced it and gave what we thought 
sufficient to carry on the Department in a proper manner. 
The Clerk as follows: 


An equal pro ion of two-thirds of all seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, 
cuttings, rz ts shall, upon their request, after due notification by the 
Secretary of Agriculture that the allotment to their respective districts is 
ready for distribution, be supplied to Senators, Representatives, and Dele- 
gates in Congress for distribution among their constituents or be directed 
and mailed by the Department upon their request; and the person receiving 
such seeds shall be requested to inform the Department of results of the 
experiments therewith: Provided, That all seeds, bulbs, plants, and cuttings 
herein allotted to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress for 
distribution remaining uncalled for on the Ist of May shall be distributed by 
the Secretary of Agriculture, giving preference to those persons whose 
names and addresses have been furnished by Senators and Representatives 
in oa, and who have not before during the same season been supplied 
by the a And provided also, That the Secretary shall report, as 

rovided in this act, the piace. uantity, and price of seeds purchased, and 

@ date of purc ; but nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to 

revent the ry of Agriculture from sending seeds to those who apply 

orthe same. And the amount herein appropriated shall not be diverted or 
used for any other = but for the purchase, propagation and distribution 
of valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants: Provided, 
however, That the Secretary shall not distribute to any Senator, Representa- 
tive, or Delegate seeds entirely unfit for the climate and locality he repre- 
sents, but shall distribute the same so that each member may have seeds of 
equal value, as near as may be, and the best adapted to the locality he repre- 
sents: Provided also, That the seeds allotted to the Senators and Representa- 
tives for distribution in the districts embraced within the twenty-fifth and 
thirty-second parallels of latitude shall be ready for delivery on the 10th day 
of January, or at the earliest practicable time thereafter. 

Mr. BROMWELL (duringthe reading). Mr. Chairman, a par- 
liamentaryinquiry. Theamendment which I desire to offer comes 
in after the word * g aagper sal in line 19, page 22, and I desire to 
ask whether it shall be offered now or after a completion of the 
reading of the whole paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. If it isan amendment to the paragraph, it 
should be offered after the reading of the paragraph is completed. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the paragraph, 
as above. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I understand the chairman of the commit- 
tee [Mr. WADSWORTH] proposes to raise a point of order on my 
amendment. I hope he will consent to reserve it till I have had 
an opportunity to explain the amendment. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will do so. 

Mr. BROMWELL. When the amendment has been read and 
thoroughly understood, I believe the gentleman will not press his 
point of order. The proposition involves no additional expendi- 
ture of money and is not new legislation. It is merely a direc- 
tion as to the manner of distribution already provided for by law. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will reserve the point of order. 

The proposed amendment of Mr. BROMWELL was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Sqast by inserting after the word “represents,” in line 19, page 22, the 

words: 
“And in sossoasieing the number of packets of flower, vegetable, and otber 
seeds, respectively, which shall be placed in the quota of each Senator, Rep- 
resentative, or Delegate, the Secretary shall be controlled by the written 
instructions filed with him by such member at any time prior to the Ist day 
of May each year, indicating the relative proportions of the flower, vegetable, 
and other seeds which said member desires in his quota. And the Secretary 
shall furnish toeach such member either his entire quota, or such part thereof 
as he may desire, in sealed packets containing the names of seeds contained 
therein printed upon the cover, together with a sufficient number of unsealed 
envelopes, with properly printed blank frank slips attached thereto, for in- 
closing and mailing said seed packets. If any member shall fail to express 
his wish in regard to the various kinds of seeds to be apportioned in his quota 
before the Ist day of May, the Secretary may apportion the same to said 
member according to his own judgment. The provisions of this amendment 
shall apply to the distributions succeeding the Ist day of May, 1897." 


Mr: DOCKERY. It is understood that a point of order is 


-reserved upon this amendment? 


Mr. BROMWELL. It is. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, to begin with, this amendment does not 
change the total quota of any member. Another section of the 
bill provides that the quota of all members shall be the same. 
The first provision of the amendment is to enable a member to 
select the kinds of seeds he wants included in his quota. A city 
member may select more flower seeds than an agricultural mem- 
ber. A member having a great many market gardeners in his dlis- 
trict may select garden seeds. A member having a constituency 
that raises a great deal of tobacco may call for more tobacco seeds. 
So that the arrangement here proposed amounts to the same thing 
as the exchanges that take place every year between members. 
I have frequently found members who desired some of my agri- 


| cultural seeds and were willing to give some of their flower seeds 


in exchange. This er permits such exchanges to be made 
through the medium of the Department, and with a great deal 


less trouble than now attends the operation. 
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The second provision of the amendment enables members to 
know what seeds they are getting. As I explained that matter 
before, I will not dwell on it at anylength now. But there is 
another reason why I think this amendment, so far as concerns the 
sending of unsealed packages, should be permitted to go into 
effect. At present there is no knowledge or certainty by mem- 
bers that they are getting the seeds they are supposed to get. 
Last year, as I before stated on this floor, [ had the seeds supplied 
by the Department sent to my office for distribution. I opened 
them, and there were six varieties altogether among some forty or 
fifty packages. There were castor beans, sunflowers, nastur- 
tiums, ipomceas, and one or two other varieties that I have for- 
gotten. When I brought the matter to the attention of the seed 
merchant from whom the Department bought the seeds last year, 
he undertook—I have the correspondence with me, although I do 
not care to put it in the Recorp—he undertook to keep me from 
bringing the matter before the House by a downwright bribe of 
fifteen hundred additional packages of flower seeds. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Who is the man? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I refer to the firm of May & Co., of Min- 
neapolis. The matter came about in this way: Before the seeds 
were distributed by the Government I had written to May & Co. 
in regard to the circular they had sent out stating that they were 
prepared to furnish additional flower seeds. I had written tothem 
stating that I would like to buy 2,000 additional packages of flower 
seeds for distribution among my constituents. They sent me a 
rate of $6 a thousand for those seeds. I sent my check for $12, 
and ordered 2,000 flower-seed packages. In the meantime the 
Government quota had come to my office, and when I opened the 
packages I found the inferior kinds of seeds of which I have 
spoken. I immediately wrote to those gentlemen that I thought 
their seeds were a fraud upon the Government—that instead of 
being rare and valuable seeds, such as it would pay the Government 
to distribute, they were practically worthless. 

Mr. MOODY. The gentleman will permit me to state that Con- 
gress repealed the provision requiring the distribution of rare and 
valuable seeds. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I understand that. But the only excuse 
we can give for this distribution is that something valuable is 
supplied to our constituents. The very paragraph that we are 
now considering provides for ‘‘ valuable” seeds. If the seeds sent 
out are not valuable, we are throwing our money away in buying 
and distributing them. 

I wrote to those gentlemen, calling their attention to the mat- 
ter, telling them that I thought they were perpetrating a fraud 
upon the Government, and countermanded my order for the addi- 
tional 2,000 seeds. In the meantime, however, they had received 
my order, and before my countermand reached them had started 
1,400 of the 2,000 seeds which I had ordered. Those seeds reached 
me about the time they got my countermand by letter. I opened 
those 1,400 seeds which I had asked should be sent in unsealed 
packages, and I found thirteen or fourteen varieties much finer 
than anything included in the Government distribution. Think- 
ing that perhaps the balance of the order, 600 packages of seed 
that they had not sent, might be equally valuable, and willing to 
accept the seeds of the character they had sent, I withdrew the 
countermand of the original order and asked them, in a letter 
which I addressed to the firm, to send me the balance of the seed. 
Before the receipt of that letter, however, they had received the 
countermand, in which I had criticised the quality of the seed they 
had furnished. They then wrote me a letter in which they said 
that they never had intended to charge me a cent for the 1,400 
packages of seed, but that I was to accept them ‘‘ with the com- 
pliments of the firm.” 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Did they return your check? 

Mr. BROMWELL. They did not return my check. They had 
deposited it before the letter was received, showing that it never 
was their intention to make me a present of the seed, as they 
claimed, but L. L. May & Co. sent their own check for the amount, 
on receipt of my letter, which check I returned, saying that I did 
not propose to accept from them the gift of 1,400 packages of seed, 
and asked them to send the other 600 packages, according to the 
original order, tocomplete the 2,000 packages which I had requested 
them to send. I returned them their check at the same time. 

Mr. Chairman, the other seed came, in response to the order, 
and out of the additional 600 packages there were 93 different 
varieties. Now, if they were treating the Government as they 
were treating me, a private citizen ordering seed from them, there 
would probably have been n° special occasion to make objection. 
But when they sent to me packages of seed, including castor beans 
and seeds of that character, to be used in the suburbs of the city 
of Cincinnati as ‘‘rare and valuable plants” [laughter]—and as a 
private purchaser they had sent me 93 different varieties in 600 
ea looked as though there was some slight taint of fraud 

n the transaction. 

What protection have the members of this House in this method 

of seed distriLution against such frauds as that? You do not see 


: 


the seeds yourself. You have no access to them. You send your 
franks to the Department; you give your orders for distribution, 
and they go out to your constituents, the franks being put on the 
first package that o pens to be convenient; and let me tell you 
that there is more discontent and more dissatisfaction among 
the constituents of members in this matter of seed distribution 
than there is with reference to any public matter which the mem- 
bers of the House of ee have to deal. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. ill my colleague permit me to ask in 
what way you make selections of rare seeds from those supplied 
by the Government? 

Mr. BROMWELL (interrupting). I know what my colleague 
is going to ask, but I am satisfied that he can refer to experiences 
of his own in this connection that will be interesting to the House. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I shall do so before the debate closes. 

Mr. BROMWELL. My only object is to make it practicable 
that good seeds shall be sent to our constituents—what they want 
and what will be of some service to them in their agricultural 


affairs. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the = has expired. 
Mr. BROMWELL. I should like to have two or three minutes 
longer. : 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the gentleman be 


“given such time as he wants. 


Mr. BROMWELL. I only ask three minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will pro- 
ceed for three minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Now, I made inquiry at the Department 
and found that they make contracts for seeds in June of each 
year for the following distribution. In order to know how many 
of each kind of seeds to order in their contract, it is necessary 
that they should know what each member will call for by the ist 
of May. I have, therefore, inserted the restriction in the amend- 
ment that a member desiring specifically any particular kind of 
seed must give notice to the Secretary before the Ist of May, so 
that when the contracts are made in June he will know exactly 
what orders he has to fill and what kinds of seeds he must pur- 
chase. 

This is the 1st of May, 1897, we will say, and is the limit of time 
within which members can get their seeds apportioned by selec- 
tion for the next year’s distribution—— 

Mr. TERRY. et me interrupt the gentleman for a question. 
Does he mean the 1st of May preceding the year of distribution? 
Mr. BROMWELL. That is the idea. The amendment is so 
worded as to apply to the next distribution succeeding the Ist of 


ay. 

I hope the amendment will prevail. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 
The longer Congress has to do with the business of seed distribu- 
tion the more intricate, the more trifling, and the more ridiculous 
it becomes. I had something to do with the Department of Agri- 
culture at the beginning, and I remember that it was one of the 
provisions that only rare seeds and plants difficult to obtain in 
this country were to be distributed, coupled with the condition 
that they should be carefully and systematically cultivated and 
reports made to the Department as to success or failure in their 
culture. There was some reason for that: First, that they 
should be new to the country, and not to be purchased; and. 


ee that they should be proven by careful trial to be valua- 
ble. This understanding has been lost sight of. It belongs to 
the past. 


Now we are engaged in distributing common seeds that can be 
bought anywhere for a few cents, and sending them out free and in 
direct competition with the regular seed growers of the country, 
furnishing coarse and cheap seeds that can be had in the sma!l- 
est village in the land, and demanding no reports upon cultiva- 
tion. The present Secretary of Agriculture told me last winter 
that the proportion of reports of results attained from exper! 
iments wasso small as to be hardly worth mentioning. I think, - 
return for the millions of packages sent out, less than 1 in 10.00 

was heard from in any way. In other words, the people do not 
attach sufficient value to these common seeds to acknowledge 
their receipt. The Government seed business becomes more and 
more of a farce every year, and the same may be said of the an- 
nual discussions upon this floor, I know that many members at 
tach political importance to this gift of seeds to ir constitu- 
ents. I know that many country people expect to get the seeds 
from year to year; but they might as well expect to get farm 1m- 
plements or other things from the Government. The average 
farmer and the average gardener and householder in this country 


is willing and able to pay for seeds that he may need, and <= 
make the best choice himself. I hope the time is not far dista” 
when the Government distribution, if not discontinued. pul be 
confined to rare varieties of seed according to the original inten- 
tion, and the Department of Agriculture made useful iv large 








matters rather than devoted to petty rivalry with the great seed- 


growing interests of the country. 
Mr. . I offer the substitute for the periding amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Seth 090 TR NS BEN Bee WS, cm page 20, all of page 21, and all of 
page 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I am nota farmer, and do not know 
of my own knowledge how much benefit this seed distribution is 
to the people of the United States. I think the amendment that 
I have offered will at least — the heroic remedy that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts has askedfor. I think it will remove 
all the defects of distribution which the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. BroMWELL] has talked about. I do not offer this amend- 
ment of my own motion, but the day before this session began a 
delegation of half a dozen farmers—very intelligent and cultivated 
men—called upon me and made two requests; first, that I would 
ask that the McKinley rates on farm products be restored; second, 
that L would vote against and ask for the entire repeal of the seed 
distribution carried on by the Government of the United States. 
In accordance with that request I offer this amendment. I do 
not propose for a moment to set up my judgment against that of 
those members of this House who have had longer experience 
then thave had. I propose simply to carry out in good faith the 
request that was made in good faith by a large club of farmers in 
the State of Connecticut, and so I ask for the adoption of the 
amendment. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, Iam notparticular whether 
seed distribution shall be abolished or not. I do not propose to 
discuss that matter to-day. If it is tocontinue, I favor the amend- 
ment offered by the gentieman from the Cincinnati district [Mr. 
BROMWELL]. One great difficulty with reference to this distribu- 
tion can be overcome, if the Department, in letting the contracts 
and its other proceedings, is as particular as it ought to be. You 
may be sure that, while each member has received 8,000 pack- 
ages of garden seeds to distribute this year, we are getting the 
cheapest and coarsest garden seeds that can possibly be found. 
There is no mistake about that. Now, I know, for I have seen the 
blanks on which they advertise for seeds, that the Department 
knows exactly all the kinds of seeds that are bid for, and the price 
of each kind, and it can select the rare and valuable seeds if it tries. 
If it selects the coarser and less valuable ones, it does so on pur- 
pose, and with deliberation. 

Last year I had this experience with flower seeds: One member 
of my family has for some years raised a great many flowers, as 
is well known in the section of the State where I live. The result 
has been that during the last three or four years she has been 
applied to by her flower-loving friends for flower seeds, they know- 
ing that she would know how to choose them. Last year I ordered | 
to my room the flower seeds to which I was entitled under this | 
distribution, and she opened consecutively 60 packages. In those | 
60 packages I think we found 5 different varieties. One was the 
very rare and recently discovered variety known as the zenia. 
Another was the next raresi to that, the bachelor button. [Laugh- 
ter.} Another was the castor bean. In that way we found, I 
think, 5 different varieties in 60 packages, and we declined to send 
out any of them, for none of them were wanted. Most of my 
constituents had heard of these rare seeds before. 

Now, when the De ent bought such seeds, it knew what it 
was doing. It need never have bought any of them. It could 
have bought rare flower seeds if it had tried. The blanks were 
furnished me to be sent toa seed man in my district, and I saw that 
they were large blanks, and required that the letter should specify 
the kind of seeds and the price of each kind. So the Department 
knows precisely what it is buying. And he can buy the best and | 
rarest garden seeds and rarest flower seeds we have in our coun- 
try. I would rather have 10 packages of rare garden seeds and 10 | 
pckages of rare flower seeds than have 8,000 packages of nonsense. | 

e Department knows precisely that it is baying this, that, or the | 
other seed; and you will find the seeds sent out this year are the | 
cheapest that have ever been sent out. The very fact that we are | 
getting 8,000 packages is, I submit, evidence of that. 
' The Department of Agriculture has not been earnest about this 
usiness, They can buy the rarest garden and the rarest flower | 
seeds that we grow in this ene Three years ago I sent cer- | 

garden | 





tain of my constituents some seeds. Each package con- 
tained Sweet corn. It is pronounced as the rarest sweet corn 
srown in that region, and every farmer and gardener goes all 
omin to get some of that sweet corn, because it is of the rarest 
per Now, if they will buy that kind of seed and distribute it‘ 
submit it will prove a blessing; but if they will distribute such 
a as they have been sending out in the last year it will only 
= down the we. because it is simply nonsense. 
to r. TERRY. ‘ a not think that the Secretary was trying 
Ry a oke on the members? 
. NORTHWAY. I do not think the seed are rare, when we 
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t 8,000 ooinees: and so I am in favor of the amendment offered 
y my colleague [Mr. BRoMWELL]. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I withdraw the point of order against 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio: It seems to 
be a personal matter with each member as to what they want in 
r d to these matters. 

. FAIRCHILD. I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Commencing after the word “‘seeds,”’ in line 14 of page 20, strike out all 
following, to include line 24 on page 22, and insert in place thereof as follows: 

“ For the purchase, propagation, and distribution of valuable seeds, bulbs, 
trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, and expense of labor, transporta- 
tion, paper, twine, gum, printing, — cards, and all necessary material 
and repairs for putt ng up and distributing the same, $10,000: Provided, That 
the distribution of such seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants 
shall be made under and by the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture 
and in accordance with the provisions of section 527 of the Revised Statutes, 
and shall be confined to the experiment stations and agricultural universi- 
ties, colleges, schools, or societies of the several States and Territories, and 
only when such institutions have pledged themselves to make or procure to 
be made under their direction thorough experiments in the planting and cul- 
tivation of the same and to fully report the results of such experiments to 
en etary of Agriculture for the information of the Department of Agri- 
cu le . 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, although I indorse thoroughly 
that amendment, it is not my own amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ireserve the point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. My colleague [Mr. Poo.&], who has been 
confined to his room—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri reserves the 
point of order. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD (continuing). For a week and more, had 
drafted that amendment, and this morning requested that I should 
offer itin his absence, and in doing so tosubmit the remarks which 
he would have made in support of the amendment if he had been 
present. In my time I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have 
read the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

** Mr. Speaker, I propose the amendment which has been read in 
the interest of economy, and I believe it will, if adopted, be for 
the best interests of all the people concerned. 

‘*The aggregate expense to be incurred for the purchase and dis- 
tribution of seeds as provided for in the bill reported by the com- 
mittee, including the cost of transportation by the Government, 
will not fall short of $240,000. If I believed that this vast expend- 
iture was wise and would prove to be of corresponding benefit to 
the people, I would gladly support the bill as reported; but in my 
opinion the present system of buying common and well-known 
varieties of seeds and their free disposition to favored friends of 
members of Congress is a wasteful expenditure of the public 
money and of but little value to the farming community. 

‘*This amendment seeks to carry out the spirit of section 527 of 
the Revised Statutes, which provides for the purchase of ‘such 
seeds as are rare and uncommon to the country.’ It has of late 
years been very difficult to procure for the purpose of testing 
their value in our climate many varieties of seeds or plants, and 
the money appropriated for this purpose by the Government has 
been cxpuie in the purchase in open market of plants and seeds 
of common varieties, and these seeds and plants have in very 
many instances been distributed in the very localities where they 
were originally grown or purchased. 

‘The present system for the purchase and free distribution of 
seed, which it is proposed to continue by the bill as reported, is 
unsatisfactory for these, among other reasons: 

**1. The cost is very great and comes upon all the people, while 
the benefits, if any, fall to the favored few. 

“2. The distribution of common, well-known varieties of seed is 
a disappointment to the people who receive them and a cause of 
complaint to all who are not remembered by their Representative. 

“3. The General Government enters into direct competition with 
its own citizens engaged in the pursuit of a legitimate and useful 
branch of industry, and our national policy of * protection to home 
industries’ is ignored and violated. 

‘* The Secretary of Agriculture has called the attention of Con- 
gress to the fact that it is now impossible to find many new varie- 





| ties of plants and seeds that give promise of being of value in this 
| country, and the appropriation called for by this amendment will 


probably be amply sufficient to carry out the spirit and intent of 
the ‘aw providing for the purchase of seed. 

‘*The General Government has no farm where experiments can 
be made to determine the value or adaptability of seeds or plants 
to this climate, and this amendment therefore makes provision 
for the conduct of such experiments at the experiment stations 
and agricultural schools and colleges in the various States and 
Territories, where experts can determine the value for that par- 
ticular climate. New varieties of seed and plants found to be 
worthy of cultivation can then be distributed from these stations 
to the people of the State where they are situated. By this means 
seeds and plants suitable to the climate and of practical value to 
the people can be more wisely distributed and at slight expense. 


Renae ee 


Me ee 


real aes sak: 5 
pcan yee 








PY 
Ae 
ie 


1370 


‘* Many of the leading agricultural news s and societies have 
for years condemned the present vicious and extravagant system, 
and haveexposed its utter failure to accomplish the benefits which 
it professes to insure to the agricultural classes. They demand its 
discontinuance, and I believe they voice the sentiment of a great 
majority of the people of this country. Itis a farce that should 
no longer be played.” 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I move that debate upon the pending 
paragraph and amendments thereto be closed. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I hope the gentleman will not make that 
motion while I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York, the chair- 
man of the committee, is recognized. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I make the motion that debate on the 
pending paragraph and all amendments thereto be closed. 

Mr. MERCER. Before the gentleman insists upon that, I 
would ask if he will allow me to submit an amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment can be submitted after 
that. . 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Itcanbesubmitted after debate is closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MERCER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 22, line 24, insert: 

‘Provided, That the Secretary of Agriculture first distribute to each Sena- 
tor, Representatiye, and Delegate 6 ene oe: 6 cattle, and 6 horses, all 
thoroughbreds, and divided as to sex half and oo 
Laughter. | 
ir. WADSWORTH. I willacceptthatamendment. [Laugh- 


r. 

itr. MERCER. I am satisfied, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. What was the suggestion of the gentleman 
from New York? Does the gentleman reserve the point of order? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I supposed that was offered as a joke. 

Mr. MERCER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman 
from New York will not characterize my amendment as a joke. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair can not distinguish between 
jokes and other things. 

Mr. STEELE. I make the point of order against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the 
point of order against the amendment. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”] 

Mr. MERCER. If the Chair will allow me, and if the gentile- 
man from Indiana will permit—— 

The CHAIRMAN. s the gentleman desire to be heard on 
the point of order. 

Mr. MERCER. Yes, sir: upon the point of order. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. STEELE. I make the point of order that the point of order 
has been decided. 

Mr. MERCER. Oh, no; it has not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska arises for 
the purpose of addressing the Chair on the point of order. 

r. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to have 
members upon the floor of this House designate an amendment 
that I may send to the Clerk’s desk as a joke. 

Now, the amendment which I sent to the Clerk’s desk and 
which has just been read is not any more of a joke than the pro- 
ceedings that have taken place upon the floor of this House all 
the afternoon in reference to seed distribution. There has been 
complaint after complaint and wrangle after wrangle about this 
package and that package of seeds. Some member finds that he 
gets the wrong seeds, or that he is two or three packages short, 
and he immediately enters complaint against the Agricultural 
Department and against theGovernment in general. [Laughter. ] 

ow, Mr. Chairman, speaking on the point of order, I have 
some farmers in my district [laughter] who are against this seed 
distribution, and they have come to the conclusion that if they 
can have seeds free of cost there is no reason why they should not 
have turkeys and horses and hogs and partridges [laughter}—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. And hound pups. 

Mr. MERCER. And hound pups. I accept the amendment. 
it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that we are running into gross ex- 
travagance and are getting more and more demoralized in that 
respect every yonr Take the matter of the distribution of docu- 
ments. I understand we are spending in the neighborhood of 
$6,000,000 a year for distributing public documents, and my friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Morsg] says that half of them are stolen 
from us before we can get them distributed. [Laughter.] Now, 
Mr. Chairman, in all seriousness—— 

Mr. STEELE. And on the point of order. 

Mr. MERCER. And on the point of order, as the gentleman 
from Indiana (who is seldom in order) suggests [laughter], I 





think we ought to adopt the amendment of the gentleman from 


Connecticut, and I now withdraw my amendment, which was of- 
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fered as an argument in favor of its adoption. [Laughter and 
applause. 
The MAN. The question is on the amendment of tho 


gentleman from Ohio fed oan. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I that the amendment be 
again reported. 

~ egpenone ni ar eng Nef pg net se ag 

The question being taken, the Chairman declared the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

A division was asked for. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 32, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HiLu], to strike out the 
whole paragraph, beginning at line 13, page 20, and including the 
whole of page 22. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Chairman 
declared that he was in doubt. 

A division was asked for. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 55. 

Mr. HILL. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman designated Mr. Hiii 
and Mr. WADSWORTH. ; 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 42, 
noes 70. 

So the amendment was rejected. [Applause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Poo.g]. 

Several MemMBERS. Read it. 

The amendment of Mr. PooLE was again read. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Chairman 
deci that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. lLask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 54. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Salaries, Weather Bureau: Office of Chief of Weather Bureau: One Chief 
of Bureau, $4,500; one professor of meteorology, $3,500; two professors of 
meteorology, at $3,000 each, for service in the city of Washington or else- 
where, as the exigencies of the Bureau may demand, $6,000; two professors 
of meteorology, at $2,500 each, for the senvies in the city of Was ington or 
elsewhere, as the exigencies of the Bureau may demand, $5,006; three fore- 
cast officials, at .000-each, for service in the city of Washington or elsewhere, 
as the exigencies of the Bureau may demand, $6,000; one chief clerk (and 
executive officer), $2,500; three chiefs of division, at $2,000 each, $6,000; three 
clerks of class 4, $5,400; one property clerk, $1,600; five clerks of class 33, $8.00; 
fifteen clerks of class 2, $21.00; womty cane clerksof class 1, $33,600; thirteen 
clerks, at $1,000 each, $13,000; eight clerks, at $900 each, $7,200; one captain of 
the watch, ; one engineer, ; one instrument maker, $1,300; two assist- 
ant instrument makers, at $1,000 each, $2,000; six mechanics, at $840 each, 
$5,010; two firemen, at each, $1,440; watchmen, at each, $2,160; 
three messengers, at $720 each, $2,160; eight messengers, at each, $4,800; 
five laborers, at $660 each, $3,300; four laborers, at each, $1,920; four char- 
women, at $240 each, $960; total salaries Weather au, ; 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to raise the question 
of order against that part of the bill in lines 9 and 10, page °4, 
providing for ‘‘ one professor of meteorology ” at asalary of $3,510, 
for the reason that it is an increase of salary of $1,000. Also, 
against the proposed increase of the salary of the chief clerk from 
$2,250 to $2,500, and also against the new language in line 2), in 
parentheses, ‘‘and executive officer.” ’ 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I suppose the point of 
order will perhaps hold good, but I want to have read for the in- 
—— of this committee a letter from Mr. Moore, the Chief of 
the Bureau. 


The letter was read, as follows: 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF CHIEF OF WEATHER BUREAU, 
Washington, D. C., December 17, 1596. 
Sir: I tfully recommend an increase of eachin thesalaries of two 
of the oldest and most valuable professors on duty in the Weather Brreaa. 
This would give me for a scientific staff one professor at $3,500, two at $3.00, 
and two at $2,500. I have with me one professor who laid the mdwork for 
the present weather charts twenty-five years ago, and who is recognize: as 
robably the ablest man in air physics in this country, if not in the world. 
eis other of my Monthly Weather Review, and while not Seog on execu- 
tive officer, is recognized as an authority on technical blems : 
legical science. Another one of ae oe has_ been the service over 
twelve years, has devised and invented many of the automatically recording 
meteorological instruments. He isascientist who, if em by one of our 
leading universities, would command six toe dollars per annum. 
I wish one of these increases so that we may give him $3,000 per annum. ane 
these promotions are made the scientific s! of the Weather Bureau =' 
will be considerably less = than that of the Geological Survey and other 
scientific departments of Government. — 
I also recommend that one chief clerk per annum, be changed to on® 
chief clerk and exevutive officer, at per annum. Formerly there te k 
an assistant chief at $3,000 and an executive officer at $2,500 and a chief ¢ os 
hist of SL 700 Ger aunuin Kt the present tine the chief clerk combines 
e x r annum. presen 
within himself the functions of all three of these officials. During the time 
when I was Acting Secretary fora considerable 
the past two or these years f>e abot 


su 

tion of the offices of assistant and executive officer. The sl ght ea 
crease now asked and the slight modification in the title I be).eve wil! ap 
to the good judgment of your committee. 
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To offset the increase referred to in the foregoing paragraph I recommend 


changes in original estimates, as 

Nine chara 08 Ses Sateet to Saute, at es eae 
at $1,200, redueed to —< the watch, at 5 at 3480, be 
reduced to t laborers, at 

T increase which, as 


estimates, 

wo ware, ae ae od of ? eee 

ne on are 
eer tel the total appropriation for the Weather will be $330 less than 

t year. 

as? is also recommended that under the item ‘General expenses, Weather 
Bureau,” after the words ‘*‘for maintenance and repair of seacoast ph 
lines,” the following words be inserted: ‘‘ whose earnings may be to 
such maintenance and - ' 


‘ntil reeentl Weather Bureau em loyees on duty outside of the District 
ph onyes with Teapot to annual leas 


of Columbia all privileges ve and absence 
on account of personal with pay, as accrue to em ees on duty 
within the District of Columbia, but following the lew officer 
the practice of granting these to employees in the field was dis- 


RP 
continued during the present year. It is ore that after 
the last word, eases,” item “* General Expenses of the Weather Bureau,” 
he followin : 
; “And all Se conietenet ey of the Weather Bureau on duty outside 


of the Distriet of Columbia may be granted the same privileges with respect 

to sheenes from duty, with pay, on account of annual leave or personal sick- 

ness as now allowed employees of that Bureau stationed within the District 

of Columbia.” 

Very respectfully, WILLIS L. MOORE, 
Chief of Bureau. 


Hon. James W. WADSWORTH, 
Chairman Committee on Agriculture, 
House of Representatives, United States. 


(By permission of the Secretary of Agriculture.) 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, in further defense 
of Mr. Moore, I want to say that when he took charge of this 
Bureau he succeeded im reducing the salaries in one year $27,000. 
Now. after another year’s experience in the management of the 
Bureau, he suggests these changes, which bring about a further 
diminution in the ae of $330. I only submit to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri that it is a very small—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest that the Chief of the Bureau can 
accomplish this result by dismissing a part of his force. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That may be so. Still,e ience has 
taught him that this is the best way to manage the Bureau, and 
there is very little incentive to a man to perform his duty-——— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have quite as high a regard for the poor 
fellows who are carried on the roll at $700, $500, and $900 as I 
have for men who are now receiving $3,000 a year. 

I wish to say, furthermore, that [do not make these points of 
order by way of eriticism upon the gentleman or his committee, 
but, so far as I can do so by the interposition of points of order, I 
shall object to increases of the salaries of Federal officials until 
returning prosperity puts some increase of profits into the pock- 
ets of the people of this country. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. In view of the action just taken in 
striking out a part of the pending paragraph, I think we had bet- 
ter strike out the whole paragraph and substitute the correspond- 
ing paragraph of the law of t year. I move, therefore, to 
strike out the paragraph and insert what I send to the desk, 
which is the paragraph of the act making appropriation for the 
Department of Agriculture for the current year. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WEATHER BUREAU. 


Salaries of the Weather Bureau: Office of Chief of Weather Bureau: One 
chief of Bureau, $4,500; two professors of meteo , at $3,000 each, for service 
in the city of Washi or elsewhere, as the exigencies of the Bureau may 
demand, $6,000; three professors of meteorology, at $2,500 each, for service in 
-_ city of Washington, or elsewhere, as the exigencies of the Bureau may 
demand, $7,500; three forecast officials, at $2,000 each, for service in the city of 
.\4shington, or elsewhere, as the exigencies of the Bureau may demand, 
0,000; one chief clerk, $2,250; three chiefs of division, at $2,000 each, $6,000; three 
a S of class 4, $5,400; one assistant chief of division of supptics. $1,000; five 
oni ee 000; fifteen clerks class 2, $21,000; twenty-five clerks class 1, 
$5.00: fifteen clerks, at $1,000 each, $15,000; one telegra operator in the cit 
* Washington, or elsewhere, as the exigencies of the oes may demand, 
$1,000; six clerks, at $900 each, $5,400; three coypists or typewriters, at $310 
each, *2.520; one copyist or typewriter, $720; one chief mechanician, $1,200; 
one captain of the watch, $1,200; one engineer, $900; one batteryman, $84); 
-ur skilled artisans, at $840 each, $3,360; two skilled mechanicions, at $540 
so 51.680: three assistant messengers, at $720 each, $2,160; two firemen, at 
eS cach. $1,440; three watchmen, at $720 each, $2,160; one carpenter, $840; five 
iv orers, at $660 cack, SAS; claht messengers or lnbevers, a6 O00 each, $4,800; 
each So aeers OF . at $450 each, $2,250; three women, at $210 
eee; for tem loyment of messengers and laborers as may be 

vestary in the office of the f of the Weather Bureau, $800; in all $150,540. 


Mr. DOCKERY,. That is the provision of the current law in 
reference to the Weather Senn! 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes, sir. 
“ Mr. DOCKERY. I understand that its effect is simply to con- 
a the force as provided in the current law? 
= tr. WADSWORTH. That is it exactly. 
te x DOCKERY. And it puts back this clerk that you proposed 
. muinate by the provision reported by the committee. 
. lr. WADSWORTH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. PERKINS. I desire to submit that the point of order 
— by the gen from Missouri, instead of putting more 
oney into the pockets of the people, takes out $330. 


Mr. STEELE. no. 

Mr. DOCKERY. e chairman of the Committee on Agricul- 
ture having virtually conceded, in the provision which he reported 
and advocated, that there was no necessity for this clerk, that a 
clerk of this low class could be dispensed with, he propesed that 
the amount this clerk was receiving less $330 go toward giving 
increased compensation to this scientific officer. Now, having 
made the point of order against increasing the salaries of these 
officials, he proposes a continuance of the present law. I submit, 
however, to the chairman of the committee in all good faith that 
if this clerk was not necessary with the salary of the scientific of- 
ficer at $3,500 (a thousand dollars increase over the current law), 
he is not necessary with the salary of that officer at $2,500. If this 
bill shall become a law in the form provided by the pending sub- 
stitute, 1 want to put this responsibility for increase upon the 
Agricultural Committee. 

r. PERKINS. The provision which has gone out on the point 
of order was drawn in accordance with the recommendation of 
the Chief of the Bureau, with the view of increasing the efficiency 
of the service at a reduced expense. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes; but the reduction was accomplished by 
eliminating one of the clerks—I forget his salary—by dropping 
him from the salary roll. Now, I suggest to the chairman of the 
committee, with entire respect and in perfect good faith, and be- 
cause the logic of the situation requires it, that in offering the 
= of the existing law he should eliminate the clerk that he 

fore proposed to dispense with, assuming that the committee 
was correct in the provision reported. 

The question being taken on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
WADSWORTH, it was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 23, 25, after the word “ dollars,” insert the following: 

“ And the Chief of the Weather Burean shall furnish to each Senator and 
Representative, by postal or letter, every evening, such meteorological infor- 
mation forecastsas have been acquired by the Bureau during the preced- 
ing twenty-four hours.” 


Mr. WADSWORTH. 
amendment. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, there is no 
information so fleeting and fugitive in its utility as meteorological 
information; unless it is promptly accessible, it becomes useless. 
One way to make this information useful and get it into general 
distribution throughout the country is to have it furnished while 
fresh to Senators and Representatives. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. [f insist on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Salaries of one inspector, thirty local forecast officials, section directors, 
observers, operators, repairmen, messengers, laborers, and other necessary 
employees outside of the city of Washington. 

All other expenses, itemized as follows: Maps, bulletins, and stationery 
for stations, and the maintenance of a printing office in the District of Co- 
lumbia for printing the necessary circulars, weather maps, bulletins, and 
monthly weather reviews (including the hire of printers, lithographers, and 
other necessary working force); for traveling expenses; for freight and ex- 

ress charges; for instruments and shelters therefor; for telegraphing or 

lephoning reports and messages, the rates to be fixed by the Secretary of 
Agriculture by agreement with the companies performing the services; for 
rents and other incidental expenses of offices maintained as stations of obser- 
vation; for maintenance and repair of seacoast telegraph lines, the earnings 
of which may be applied to such maintenance and repair; for river obser- 
vations and reports; for storm and other signals; for cotton-region observa- 
taons and reports; for corn and wheat observations and reports; for aerial 
observations and reports; for special observations and pay of observers of 
West Indian, Mexican, and Central American stations during the hurricane 
season; for supplies for climate and crop services; and for investigations on 
climatology, including assistance and all necessary expenses, $717,162. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move to make a correc- 
tion in the paragraphs justread. There isa misprintthere. The 
paragraph beginning ‘‘all other expenses, etc.,” belongs to the 
first paragraph, and should be a part of it. I ask that the neces- 
| correction be made. 

he CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that will be done. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, against a portion of this par- 
agraph I desire to raise the question of order. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. I have an amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, I wish to offer here. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Missouri has raised the 
question of order, which he will state. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make the point of order against portions of 
lines 8 and 9, on page 27, reading as follows: 


The earnings of which may be applied to such maintenance and repair. 


That is new legislation, and not warranted by existing law. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I will admit that it is new legislation, 


Mr. Chairman, but the committee regarded it as desirable and 
necessary. 


I offer the amendment which 


I reserve a point of order upon the 
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Mr. DOCKERY. It is new legislation, and if Iam not inac- 
curately advised it involves an expenditure of four or five thou- 


sand dollars, and in effect increases the appropriation to that | 


amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. I now offer the amendment I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 18, on page 27, insert the following: 

“To establish and maintain a signal station at Flagstaff, Ariz., under the 
direction of the Chief of the Weather Bureau, $5,000," and in line 19 substitute 
“ eighty-eight ’ for “ eighty-three.” 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will reserve the point of order until 
the gentleman from Arizona can be heard upon this amendment. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, with reference to 
the amendment I have offered, I wish to say that an effort has 
been made for some time past to have a signal station established 
at Flagstaff, in Arizona. The reason given for the amendment is 
that there is no place in the entire mountain country, in this 
southwestern region, where warnings may be displayed of com- 
ing storms or forecasts made of existing meteorological conditions. 
That there is no better location for this purpose has been recog- 
nized by the establishment of an observatory in recent years at 
Flagstaff. 

I am informed by the Weather Bureau that they have no appro- 
priation available to establish a signal station there: But I think 
they recognize the importance of establishing one at the point in- 
dicated in the amendment. 

I can not better, Mr. Chairman, indicate to the committee the 
importance of the location at which it is proposed to establish 


this station than by saying that these peaks at Flagstaff afford a | 


view east into New Mexico, south into Old Mexico, west to the 
Pacific through a gap in the Coast Range, north to Nevada and 
Utah, and northeast to Pikes Peak. A station on Humphreys 
Peak, at Flagstaff, on the Frisco Range, where the amendment 
proposes to establish it, will be of vast interest and importance to 
the people of that region. 


There is no place in the entire mountain country, and it is so | 


conceded by all who are cognizant of the fact, better adapted than 
Flagstaff for a signal station, for warnings in case of coming 
storms. or for observations for the benefit of the whole country, 
and therefore I ask support for the amendment, which I hope will 
be adopted. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to 


raise the question of order against the amendment of the gentle- | 


man from Arizona, for while I think there ought to be a station 


in that region, yet the appropriation will not allow it; but we | 


have some information from Mr. Moore, that the Bureau has in 


view a new arrangement of all of these stations; and perhaps in | 


that rearrangement he will have a signal station at the point he 
indicates. Hence I must insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Iask unanimousconsent, Mr. Chairman, 
that the Clerk be directed to correct the footings of the bill to cor- 
respond with the various changes that have been made in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. It occurs to the Chair that the bill must be 
reported to the House immediately,and that these amendments 
ought to be prepared before the bill is reported. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Itis merely achange of the footings, and 
can be done now or hereafter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection, pnd it was so ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to line 7, on page 26, for the purpose of inserting what I 
regard as a necessary amendment at that point. 


The CHAIRMAN. Isthereobjection to recurring to the section | 


mentioned by the gentleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Chairman,I move to insert in line 
7, on this page, after the word “horses,” the words “for official 
purposes only.” 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is similar to the amendments here- 
tofore adopted in regard to the use of these horses? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WapswortTH, the committee rose; 
and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Payne, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 9961) making appropriations for the Department of Agri- 
culture for the nscal year ending June 30, 1898, and had directed 
him to report the same to the House with sundry amendments and 
with the recommendation that as amended the bill do pass. 








Mr. WADSWORTH. Will it be necessary to ask unanimons 
_ consent that in the engrossing the Clerk be authorized to change 

> b= to correspond with the changes in the various items 
of the 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put the request to the House, 
| though he thinks that such clerical changes could be made by the 
Clerk. Without objection, the Clerk be authorized to make 

those clerical chan: 

There was no objection. 
| The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
| were agreed to. 
| / The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
\Ahird time; and it was accordin iy read the third time, and passed, 
| On motion of Mr. WADSWORTH, a motion to reconsider the 
| last vote was laid on the table. 


APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the bill S. 1832 Mr, 
Powers, Mr. Harrison, and Mr. Jounson of California. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Witson of Idaho, for ten days, on account of important 
| business. 
To Mr. ODELL, for ten days, on account of important business, 
‘ = Mr. Howie, for one week, on account of sickness in his 
amily. 





ANN MARIA MEINHOFER. 


Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
| the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8942) to pension Ann 
Maria Meinhoefer, widow of Lewis Meinhoefer, Company B, 
Forty-first New York Infantry. It will only take a minute. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Ann Maria Meinhoefer, widow 
| of Lewis Meinhoefer, late a member of Company B, Forty-first New York 
| Infantry, upon the pension roll and pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 

In line 4, after the word “place,” strike out the balance of the bill, and 
add: “‘upon the pension roll, subject otherwise to the provisions and limita- 
| tions of the pension laws, the name of Ann Maria Meinhofer, widow of Louis 
| Meinhofer, late a private in Company B, Forty-first New York Infantry, and 
| pay her a pension of $12 per month.” 

_ The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
| of the bill? 
Mr. TALBERT. I should like to ask if that bill has been before 
| the House at a Friday night session? 
Mr. SPALDING. It has not. This woman is supported bya 
_church, and has been for years. The only difficulty about her 
| being pensioned under the general law is the fact that she can not 
| produce, on account of the death of the witnesses, proof of the 
| death of her first husband, who died fifty years a She was 
| married to this soldier long before the war, her first husband hav- 
ing previously died, but shecan not prove hisdeath. Her brother 
_ was with him when he died, but her brother is dead, and the only 
proof she can offer of the death of her first husband is her own 
statement. She is supported by the German Lutheran church of 
the city of Monroe, Mich. She is 77 years of age. 
_ Mr. TALBERT. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that there is a rule of 
| the House requiring that all such bills shall go before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole at the Friday night sessions. 
Mr. SPALDING. That is true. 
| Mr. TALBERT. But as this seems to be a rather remarkable 
_ case, I do not care to interpose an objection. ; 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consi(era- 
| tion of the bill? : 
There was no objection. 
| The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. f 
| The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and ed. 
The title of the bill was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting 
pension to Ann Maria Meinhofer.” 
On motion of Mr. SPALDING, a motion to reconsider the vote 
| by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


} 
| LIFE-SAVING STATION, GREAT BOARS HEAD, NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
| Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr.S er, Task unanimous consent for 


the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8356) to establish . 
life-saving station at or near Great Boars Head, on the coast © 
| New Hampshire. ? 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury 





i: 


is hereby, 
be, meh: Head, 08 


authorized to establish a life-saving station at or near Great 
the coast of New Hampshire. 





a 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Does that bill simply authorize the establish- 


ent? 

Mer. SULLOWAY. Yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will ask the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire how this proposed light-house is classed? : 

The SP R. Itisnota ga but a life-saving station. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. It isa life-saving station, and it is recom- 
mended by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

By unanimous consent, the title of the bill was amended so as to 
read: “A bill to authorize the establishment of a life-saving sta- 
tion at or near Great Boars Head, on the coast of New Hamp- 
shire.” 

On motion of Mr. SULLOW AY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 8239) for the relief of the estate of Richard Lawson; 

A bill (S. 8547) to provide for the representation of the United 
States by commissioners at any international monetary conference 
hereafter to be called; : 

A bill (S. 8551) to authorize the entry and patenting of lands 
containing petroleum and other mineral oils under the placer- 
mining laws of the United States; 

A bill (S. 3588) to insure a full bench in the Court of Claims for 
the hearing of the cases entitled ‘‘ The United States against La 
Abra Silver Mining Company ” and others and ** The United States 
against Alice Weil and others;” and 

A bill (S. 3612) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha Frank. 

The m also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3555) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act granting to the Eastern Nevraska 
and Gulf Railway Company right of way through the Omaha and 
Winnebago Indian reservations, in the State of Nebraska,” by ex- 
tending the time for the construction of said ence | 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2859) granting a pension to Harriet F. Herrick; and 

A bill (H. R. 6750) to authorize the mayor and city council of 
Monroe and the police jury of the ish of Ouachita, La., to 


oom a traffic bridge across the Ouachita River opposite said 
city. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 


(H. R. 6834) to prevent the purchasing of or speculating in claims 
against the Federal Government by the United Statesofficers with 


an amendment in which the concurrenceof the House was re- 
quested. 


The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 


its amendments to the bill (H. R. 9707) making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year endin 
June 30, 1898, di to ty the House of Representatives, h 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Perri- 
GREW, Mr. PeRKINs, and Mr. BRICE as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8. 3555) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act granting to the 
Eastern Nebraska and Gulf Railway Company right of way through 
Le Omaha and Winnebago Indian reservations, in the State of 
on by extending the time for the construction of said 
y; 


\ J oint resolution (H. Res. 215) extending the time for compliance 
Re Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company and the Belt 
a ye - pany with provisions of section 1 of an act entitled 


extend the routes of said railway companies,” etc., 
approved June 10, 1896; : = 


A bill (H. R. 4363) to increase the pension of Joseph J. Hudson; 
A bill (H. R. 6247) to grant a pension to Miss Jennie E. Moore; 
A bill (A. R. 4858) for the of John Duncan; 


A bill (H. R. 6148) for the relief of Peter Young; 
ue bill (H. R. 4872) to correct the military record of Homer C. 


A bill (H. R. 9593) for the relief of W. H. Wade, late captain 
™ A bl ee gemental quartermaster Thirty-first Ohio Volunteers; 
bill (H. R. 9710) to authorize officers who served during the 


war of the rebellion in the Re. 
occasions of ceremony, wear the uniform of their highest rank; 
A bill (H. R. 8298) relating to mortgages in the Indian Terri- 


ar Army to bear the title and, on 


tory; 

A bill (H. R. 514) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Wear Crawford; 

A bill (H. R. 3500) to authorize the adjustment and settlement 
of accounts of John Y. Williams. 

A bill (H. R. 939) for the relief of Cogswell & Co.; 

A bill (H. R. 7781) toprovide an American register for the barge 
Black Diamond; and 

A bill (H. R. 130) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Augustus P. Burditt. 


SILAS M. STEVENS. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 2931) granting an increase 
of pension to Silas M. Stevens. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Silas M. Stevens, late 
of the U.S. 8S. Lackawanna, and grant him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month, in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I will simply state that this 
bill was considered by unanimous consent at the evening session 
last evening, and comes to us with an urgent request from the 
chairman of the Senate Committee on Pensions that it should re- 
ceive favorable consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideratior 
of the bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. Resev-ving the right to object, I will ask for 
the reading of the report. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It was considered last evening. 

Mr. TALBERT. I have no objection, as it has been considered 
in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. ‘ 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Division! 

Mr. STEELE. If we do not adjourn, there will be no more 
unanimous consents. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 25. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. PAYNE. Lask for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the regular order is the call 
of committees. 

The Committees on Elections Nos. 1, 2, and 3 were called. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 38; noes 19. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred, as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Morris J. Harris against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, replying to the House 
resolution of January 28, requesting information relating to the 
production and export of castor beans—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. CORLISS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
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Commerce, to which was referred sundry bills of the followi 
titles, reported the same, accompanied by reports; which sai 
bills and reports were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, as follows, to wit: 


WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 


The bill (H. R. 4978) for the establishment of a light and fog- 
signal station on or near Hog Island Shoal, Narragansett Bay, 
Rhode Island. (Report No. 2719.) 

The bill (H. R. 9949) to provide a life-saving station at or near 
Point Arena, Mendocino County, in the State of California, (Re- 
port No, 2720.) 

The bill (S. 2782) entitled ‘‘An act to establish a life-saving sta- 
tion at or near Fort Gratiot, Mich.” (Report No. 2722.) 


WITH AMENDMENT. 


The bill (S. 2906) entitled ‘‘An act for the establishment of a 
light-house at the pitch of Cape Fear River, near Wilmington, 
N. C.” (Report No. 2721.) 

The bill (H. R. 7778) establishing gas buoys in Lynn Harbor, 
Massachusetts. (Report No, 2726.) 

The bill (H. R. 9708) to provide for light-houses and other aids 
to navigation. (Report No. 2727.) 

The bill (H. R. 1969) making ——— for a light and fog- 
signal station at or near terminus of what is known as the Straight 
Channel, in Maumee Bay, near Toledo, Ohio. (Report No. 2728.) 

The bill (H. R. 8111) for establishing a fog-signal vessel at San 
Francisco Bar, California. (Report No. 2729.) 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4808) toincrease 
the efficiency of the postal service, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2723); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CATRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8042) authorizing and 
directing the distribution of certain cannon in the Territory of 
New Mexico abandoned by the Confederate forces, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2725); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HARDY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(S. 3491) entitled ‘* An act granting an increase of pension to Capt. 
John W. Dodd.” (Report No. 2724.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 7894) for the relief of Elizabeth P. Wethers, of 
Kansas City, Mo. (Report No. 2730.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 82) granting a pension to Mrs. Millie Withing- 
ton, mother of Lewis L. Fisher, deceased, late of Company E, 
Second Massachusetts Infantry Volunteers. (Report No. 2731.) 

The bill (H. R. 9520) granting an increase of pension to John 
N. Bruse. (Report No. 2732.) 

The bill (H. R. 9838) for the relief of Johanna C. Haft, widow 
of John Haft, private Company C, Forty-first Massachusetts In- 
fantry. (Report No. 2733.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 6896) granting an. increase of pension to Henry O. 
Briggs. (Report No. 2734.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXiI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

- a following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OLIOWS: 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 10194) for the relief of parties for 
ae taken from them by military forces of the United States— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 10195) to amend section 
5498 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 10198) donating con- 
demned cannon and balls to J. P. Shepard Post—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 10199) to secure the safe trans- 
mission of public documents—to the Committee on the PostOffice 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OTEY: A resolution (House Res. No. 570) requesting 
the Committee on the District of Columbia to inquire into the 
necessity of a flagman at New York avenue and Fourteenth 
street—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
"By Mr, COPFIN (by request): A bill (HL. R. 

y Mr. CO (by request): A bill (H. R. 10196) to pa 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Henry Tolson, = 
ministrator of the estate of George W. Marriott, deceased—to tic 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 10197) for the relief of John 
W. Smart—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 10200) for the relief of Willis 
Cornwall, of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following mene and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of John J. Bart. 
lett, secretary of the White Mountain Travelers’ Association, and 
115 others, protesting against the passage of House bill No. 100, 
abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolutions adopted by the city 
council of Denver, Colo., in favor of the Cameron lation and 
the recognition of the independence of Cuba—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CODDING: Statement to accompany House bill No, 
6583, granting a pension to Charles Wells—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of the Christian and Congregational 
churches and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Carthage, 8. Dak., favoring the of House bill No. 3203, 
known as the Broderick bill, and Senate bill No. 1498—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the eS hot and Christian churches and 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Carthage, S. Dak., 

raying for the passage of House bill No. 6119, known as the Phil- 
ips bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Petition of 100 citizens of Addi- 
son, N. Y., protesting against the passage of the Sherman bill to 
abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: Petitions of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, the Epworth , and the Poplar Grove Baptist 
Church, all of Hickman, Ky., urging the of Senate bill 
No. 2485, to protect the first day of the week as a of rest in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolutions adopted at a public meet- 
ing in Des Moines, lowa, urging action by the United States 
Government in respect to the Armenian troubles—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Resolution of the California Dairy Associa- 
tion, of San Francisco, Cal., asking consideration of the Nicaragua 
Canal bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HULICK: Resolution and petition of the Christian 
Endeavor Society of the First Presbyterian Church of Batavia, 
Ohio, protesting against the outrages commi upon American 
citizens by the Turkish Government, and for the protection of 
Armenians, expressing sympathy in their behalf—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KERR: Sundry petitions of F.S. Ozier and others, F.C. 
Stevens and others, and W. F. Kemmler and others, all of Mans- 
field, Ohio, protesting against the passage of the Sherman }i!! with 
respect to ticket brokers—to the Committee on Interstate and 
a ee ‘ 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of the Central Christian Church of 
Des Moines, Iowa, in relation to the persecution and outrages 12 
Armenia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Resolution of the Newark Repub- 
lican Club, of Newark, N. J., relative to the recognition of the 
independence of Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of Fred Kimbley and 3) other 
citizens of the State of Indiana, protesting against the passaze of 
the Sherman bill with respect to ticket brokers—to the Commit 
tee on Interstate and ae Commerce. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Memorial of H. N. Loud, 1 
favor of the coinage of a universal standard dollar—to the Vom 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. TAYLER: Petition of -citizens of Youngstown, (1°, 
protesting against. the of House bill No. 10090, abolishing 
ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Fores? 


oT "Mr. WOOD: Paper to House bill No. 10192 
Vy 5 : Paper accompany use bi 0. 1019", 
granting a pension to ha A. De Lamater, of Crawford Connty, 
Lll.—to the Committee on = roa ‘sie a pen 

Also, r to accom ouse bi 0. , granting 4 pe* 
sion to Willis Brady, of Coles and Cumberland counties, 111.—t0 
valid Pensions, 


the Committee on 
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SENATE. 


Monpvay, February 1, 1897. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Muzury, D. D. 
Secretary 


The to read the Journal of the : 
of Friday last, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, by unani- 
mous the further reading was dispe 

CREDENTIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the credentials of William A. 
Harris, chosen by the legislature of Kansas a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1897; which were read, and 
ordered to be filed. 

MILITIA FORCE OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the of War, transmitting, pursuant to the provi- 
sions of section Revised Statutes, an abstract of the militia 
force of the United States for the year 1896, according to the latest 
returns received +x4 SS of the es: SSNs 
States Army; W accompanying , was ref 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and soba both gullated. 

REPORT OF THE ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual report 
of the Eckington amd Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Distriet of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink it important to have a brief executive 
session. I therefore move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of or erin business before the routine morning business 
is transacted. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will not the Senator from Ohio wait until after 
the routine business? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The executive session will take but a few 
moments. I hope the motion will be agreed to. We-will take up 
the morning business afterwards. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ishall not resist the motion, but I think it best 
to go through with the routine business. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. .The question ison agreeing to the 
motion of the Senater from Ohio... 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of exeeutive business. After thirty-seven minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 

MESSAGE PROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 

BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 


to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1256) for the | 


relief of Henry A. Webb. 

The m also announced that the House had the bill 
(S. 2981) granting an increase of pension to Silas M. Stevens. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 1897) to define the rights of purchasers under mortgages au- 
thorized by an act of Con approved April 20, 1871, concern- 
ing the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company; further insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill disagreed to by the Senate; asks 
a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses the and had appointed Mr. Powers, Mr. Jomn- 
son of California, and Mr. Harrison managers at the conference 
on the part of the House. 

The mes also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; im which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. RB. 7383 ing a pension to William Edwards, 
Company D, Tenth iment Vermont Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8358) to authorize the establishment of a life-saving 
en at or near Great Boars Head, on the coast of New Hamp- 

ire; 

A bill (H. R. 8942) granting a pension to Maria Meinhofer; and 

A bill (H. R. 9961) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 3555) toamend an act entitled “An act granting tothe 
Eastern Nebraska and Gulf cote Psa se right of way 
through the Omaha and Winnebago ian reservations, in the 
pare Nebraska,” by extending the time for the construction of 

ailway; 

A bill (H. R. 130) toearry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Augustus P. Burditt; 

A bill (H. R. 514) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
~~ record of Wear Crawford; 

A bill (H. R. 989) for the relief of Cogswell & Co.; 
et R. 3500) to authorize the adjustment and settlement 

the accounts of John Y. Williams; 








Se 


A bill (H. R. 4363) to increase ——— of Joseph J. Hudson; 
A bill (H. R. 4853) for the relief of John Duncan; 
& bill (H. BR. 4872) to correct the military record of Homer O. 
McCusky; 
A bill (H. R. 6143) for the relief of Peter Young; 
A bill (H. R. 6247) to grant a _— to Miss Jennie E. Moore; 
A bill (H. R. 7781) to provide an American register for the 
Black Diamond; 


A bill (H. BR. 8298) relating to mortgages in the Indian Terri- 


tory; 
A bill (H. R. 9598) for the relief of W. H. Wade, late captain 
and acting regimental quartermaster Thirty-first Ohio Volun- 


rs; 

A bill (H. R. 9710) to authorize officers who served during the 
war of the rebellion in the Regular Army to bear the title and, on 
— of ceremony, to wear the uniform of their highest rank; 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 215) extending the time for compli- 
one the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company and 
the Belt Railway Company with provisions of section 1 of an act 
entitled an act to extend the routes of said railway companies, etc., 
approved June 10, 1896. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Peace Asso- 
ciation of Friends, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the ratifica- 
tion of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Presbyterian Ministers’ As- 
sociation, of Washington, D.C., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
building and grounds; to raise the age of protection for girls in 
the District of Columbia to 18 years, and also to prohibit interstate 
gam ing by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the First Presbyterian 
Church, of Murphysboro, Iil., remonstrating against the sale of 
intoxicating liquors im the Capitol building; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Union League of Chicago; of 
L. H. Thomas, of Evergreen Villa, Thomasville, and of J. E. Garvin, 
pastor of the First Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Chicago, 
all in the State of Nlinois, praying for the ratification of the pend- 
ing arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry merchants and jobbers 
ef Chieago, Ill., remonstrating against the present system of rail- 
way ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of Morrison, Plummer & Co., of 
Chicago; of William Royd, of Evanston: of the North Chicago 
Association, of North Chicago; of the East Rockford Mantle 
Company, of East Rockford, and of the Northern [linois Normal 
School and the Dixon Business College, of Dixon, allin the State of 
Hilinois, praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relat- 
ing to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the J. E. Tilt Shoe Company, of 
Chicago; of the Gold Seal Oil Company. of Chicago; of the Heath 
& Milligan Manufacturing Company, of Chicago; of the Baird 
Clock Manufacturing Company, of Evanston; of T. Buettner & 
Co., of Chicago; of Hirsh, Elson & Co., of Chicago, and of J. G. 
Davis & Son, of Chicago, all in the State of Illinois, and the peti- 
tion of the Amazon Hosiery Company, of Muskegon, Mich., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Paris, M1., 
praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 3557, granting a pension 
to Emma M. Elliott; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT. Attherequest of the commissioners of the Choc- 
taw Nation of Indians, I present a memorial addressed to the 
Senate and House of Representatives by them, relating to the 
payment of money for what is called the leased district. I wish 
tostate that in presenting the memorial I do not desire to be under- 
stood as committing myself to the matter which they pray for. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT presented a resolution of the general assembly of 
Connecticut, praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration 
treaty with Great Britain; which was read, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows. 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT, 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE. 
General assembly, January session, A. D. 1897. Resolution concerning the 
proposed treaty between the United States and Great Britain. 

Resolved by this assembly, That the general assembly heartily approves of 

the principle of arbitration between nations as embodied in the proposed 
tween the Governments of the United States and Great Britain, con- 
cerning the settlement by arbitration of difficulties which may arise between 
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id nations, and that the secre be directed to forward a copy of this reso- 

ution to each of the Senators of this State at Washington. 

House of representatives, January 21, 1897, rules suspended, passed, and 
transmitted. 

Senate, January 21, concurs. 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT, 88: 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of record in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my d and affixed the seal of 
said State at Hartford, this 28th day of January, A. D. 1897. 

CHARLES PHELPS, Secretary. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of J. M. Van Vleck, acting 

resident of Wesleyan University, and sundry members of the 

Jonversational Club of Middletown, Conn., prayin for the rati- 
fication of the pending arbitration treaty wit Great Britain; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presenteda petition of the Young Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of South Norwalk, Conn., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by tele- 
graph, telephone, or otherwise; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Young Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of South Norwalk, Conn., praying for the 
passage of Senate bill No. 2485, to further protect the first day of 
the week as a day of rest in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of the Boston Plate Printers’ 
Union, No. 3, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation to reduce the wages of Government employees; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented the petition of John W. Carter, of Beverly, 
Mass., and a petition of Seavey & Co., of Massachusetts, praying 
for the passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy bill; whic 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Protestant Episcopal clergy- 
men of Boston, Mass., praying for the ratification of the pending 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was referred <o the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented petitions of the Trumbull Avenue 
Presbyterian Church, of Detroit; of the French Baptist Church, 
of Detroit; of Frederick Burgess, of Detroit; of the Universalist 
Church of Our Father, of Detroit; of the Immanuel Presbyterian 
Church, of Detroit; of the Young Men’s Christian Association 
of Detroit; of the Shiloh Baptist Church; of the Second Avenue 
Presbyterian Church; of the Second German Baptist Church; 
of the Immanuel Baptist Church; of the Fort Street Baptist 
Church, and of the Eighteenth Street Baptist Church, all in the 
State of Michigan, praying for the ratification of the pending 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Henry L. Child and 
sundry other citizens of Philadelphia; of Rev. John K. Murphy, 

tor, and members of the congregation of St. Michael’s Protestant 
piscopal Church, of Germantown, and of Group Seven of the 
Pennsylvania Bankers’ Association, of Warren, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the ratification of the pending arbitra- 
tion treaty with Great Britain; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Encampment No. 1, Union Vet- 
eran Legion, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 8354, toadjust the pensions of maimed Union soldiers and 
sailors of the late war of the rebellion; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also pa petitions of Biddle Hardnonber, of Philadel- 
phia; of William Wood & Co., of Philadelphia; of the Harrison 
Safety Boiler Works, of Philadelphia; of McIlvaine Bros., of Phila- 


Iphia; of Robert Hamilton & Son, of Philadelphia; of John T. . 


de 

Ellis & Co., of Philadelphia; of the Weeks & Smith Spice Com- 
pany, of Philadelphia; of Dorey & Co,, Limited, of Philadelphia; 
of John E. Hanifen & Co., of hiladelphia; of Andrew M. Shute, 
of Philadelphia; of William Steppacher Bros., of Philadelphia 
and of Sam G. Scott and sundry other citizens of Philadelphia, 

in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the so- 
called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the petition of 8. W. Harmon and 
110 other citizens of Eaton County, Mich., praying for the enact- 
ment of a tariff law that will adequately protect the American 
farmer and the American laborer inst foreign imports; which 
was referred to the Committee on ce. 

He also presented the memorial of Mrs. J. E. Weeks and 40 other 
citizens of Battle Creek, Mich., remonstrating against the 
of the so-called Sherman bill, providing for the abolishment of the 
present system of railway ticket brokerage; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BURROWS. I —— the petitions of Joseph H. King, jr. 
and 41 other citizens of New Castle; of Thomas Simpson and at 
other citizens of Camden; of George W. Marshall and 35 other 
citizens of the west election district of Milford Hundred, Kent 


county; of F. O. Wiswell and 59 other citizens of the Milford elec. 
tion ot of Cedar Creek Hundred, Sussex county; of Fr. 
Reedy and 22 other citizens of the east election district of Mined 
Hun Kent county; of Charles H. Sackett and 22 other citizens 
of Lincoln, Sussex County; of George W. Vantine and 20 other 
citizens of New Castle, and of William E. Cole and 9 other citi. 
zens of Little Creek, all in the State of Delaware, praying for the 
appointment of a joint commission to — into oy politica] 
conditions existing in that State, averring that they are not those 
of a republican form of government as contemplated by the Con- 
stitution of the United States. I move that the petitions be re. 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of the Eighth district of Iowa, praying for the 
enactment of legislation for the relief of the suffering Armenians 
. ce which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 

e ons. 

He also presented a petition of the Methodist Episcopal church 
of Corning, Iowa, praying for the enactment of tion pro- 
hibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Methodist mye es church 
of Corning, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation t 
raise the age of pro on to girls to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Coiumbia. 

He also ne a petition of the Peace Association of Friends, 
of Philadelphia, Pa. aying for the ratification of the pending 
arbitration treaty wi reat Britain; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the memorial of Christian Braun and 
280 other citizens of Paterson, N. J., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Council No. 5, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Mount Holly, N. J., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to relieve the Cu in their strug- 
gle for freedom; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the New Jersey Christian 
Endeavor Union, of Newark, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Ca myettatagmi pe et cana the Onnae V A = 

8 presen a petition of the e ega- 
tional Church, of Orange, N. J., praying for the ratification of 
the pending arbitration with Great Britain; which was 
referred to the Committee on  g Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Sarsfield Club of Jersey 
City, N. J., remonstrating against the ratification of the pending 
treaty of arbitration with Great Britain; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented —— of the United African Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of den; of the First Presbyterian Church, 
of Camden; of the North Baptist Church, of Camden; of the Cal- 
vary Presbyterian Church, of Camden, and of the Methodist Epis- 
copal church, of Camden, all in the State of New Jersey, praying 
for the of Senate bill No. 2485, to further protect the first 
day of the week as a day of rest in the District of Columbia; which 
were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the tions of John J. Perkins & 
Co., of Cincinnati; of the Ohio olesale Grocers” Association; 
of the Cincinnati Association of Wholesale Grocers; of Arnold & 
Morton, of Columbus; of the Hayden National Bank, of Colum- 
bus; of the Wholesale Grocers’ Board, of Cleveland; of Weaver & 
Shulze, of Circleville; of Feilbach & Co., of Toledo; of the D. 0. 
Fox Company, of Springfield; of Naughters, Kramer & Co., of 
Chillicothe; of Ulrick & Clues, of Columbus; of Babcock, Hurd 
& Co., of Cleveland; of the C. F. Wane Coffee Company, of Day- 
ton; of the r & ve Company, of Zanesville; of Ford, 
Eaton & Co., of Cincinnati; of Isaac Eberly & Co., of Columbus; 
of the Moore Bros. Company, of Lima; of the Frech Whole- 
sale Grocery Co y, of ton, and of Westerfield Bros., 
of Greenville, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of 
the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of C. M. Goheen, M. D., pub- 
lisher of the Union, of Continental, Ohio, remonatrating — 

e passage of House o. 4566, to amend the postal laws 

to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. . 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of the Church of of Glenville, Ohio, praying for the enact 
ment of legislation prohibiting the sale of ee in 
ues building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He presented a petition of Council No. 27, American Pro 


tective Association, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the pass4é® 








ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the committee on judiciary and 
legal reform of the Bar Association, of Cincinnati, . 
remo the of the so-called Bailey-George 


against the passage 
bankrupte bal: which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. PERKINS ——— — of Se Com- 
2 f Eure » praying for the ot icaragua 
ier ball; whieh: was ondaved $0 He om the table. 


He also ted a i eee oe Ceeeaenes 
Eureka, Cal., i an appropriation be made for the erec- 
tion of a public building at that place; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Mr. HOAR presented the petition of William Lawrence, Bishop 
of Massachusetts, and five other Protestant eee clergymen 
of Boston, Mass., praying for the ratification of the pe ing arbi- 
tration treaty with Great Britain; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the members of the bar of Mus- 
cogee, Ind. T., praying for the immediate appointment of an 
additional judge of the United States court for the Indian Terri- 
tory; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of J. F. Sprague and sundry 
other citizens of Monson, Me., praying for the passage of the so- 
called Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented a agen of sundry citizens 
of the Choctaw Nation, praying that the treaty with that nation 
be ratified by Congress; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of W. W. Folsem, publisher of 
the Hope Gazette of Hope, Ark., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail mat- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of So Ark 

raying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
aws relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. : 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petitions of R. P. Shanklin & Co., 
of Frankfort; of the John C. Groub Company, of Seymour; of the 
Wholesale Grocers’ Association of Indiana; of J. C. Perry & Co., 
of Indianapolis; of J h Strong & Co., of Terre Haute; of 
W. M. Shafer & Co., of Frankfort; of Elmer E. Scott, of Madi- 
son; of E. G. Niklaus, of Madison; of Kramer & Sons, of La 
Porte; of the Parsons & Scoville Company and sundry other whole- 
sale grocers of Evanston, all in the State of Indiana, and the peti- 
tion of William T. Comstock, of New York City, praying for 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HILL presented a petition of the New York Board of Trade 


and Transportation, Brazing for the ratification of Nene gesg 
© 


arbitration treaty wi reat Britain; which was ref 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. GALLINGE itions of the First Baptist 


ted 
Church, of Derry; of dhe First Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Derry; of the First Church, of East Derry; of St. Luke’s Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of , and of the Baptist Grove Meeting 
Associations, of Laconia, all in the State of New Hampshire; a peti- 
tion of the Baltimore Yearly Meeting of the Religious Society of 
Friends, of Baltimore, Md., and a petition of the Philadelphia 
Peace Association of Friends, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for 
the ratification of the ee treaty with Great Brit- 
ain; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Seno Minn., praying for the passage of the so-called Tor- 
—— pty bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

. of Wisconsin presented resolutions adopted 
by the common council, bar association, and sundry citizens of 
West Superior, Wis., relative to the bill (H. R. 9752) amending 
the act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. 
Louis River between the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a i < of the Congregational Ministers’ 
Association, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the ratification of 
the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SMITH presented a petition of Washington Camp, No. 29, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Merchantsville, N. J., pray- 
ing for the —- of the so-called Cameron resolutions, relative 
to Cuba; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the town council of Stockton, 
N. J., praying Congress to take prompt action to stop the barbar- 
ities and inhumanities now being practiced on the people of Cuba 
by the Monarch of Spain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Evangelical Alliance for the 
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United States; of the Congregational church of Paterson, N. J.; 
and of the Orange Valley Congregational Church, of Orange, N. J., 
—_—, for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with 
| Britain; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, 
FINDING LIST TO DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. HALE. I present a paper prepared by Alonzo W. Church, 
librarian, and James M. Laker, assistant librarian, United States 
Senate, being a “‘ Finding list to documents published by the Gov- 
ernment.” I move that the paper be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 9345) to enable certain persons in the 
State of Mississippi to procure title to public ani , reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9709) to better define and reg- 
ulate the rights of aliens to hold and own real estate in the Terri- 
tories, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it hg referred to the Committee on Territories; which was 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 9499) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to sell certain lands to A. L. Williams, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 29th ultimo, intended to 
be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported favor- 
ably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appeo riations and printed; which was agreed to. 

r. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3602) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to prohibit the interment of bodies in Graceland 
Cemetery, in the District of Columbia,” approved August 3, 1894, 
reported it without amendment. 

r. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3556) granting a pension to Carlton W. 
Muzzy, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

reon. 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1888) to further amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
District of Columbia,” approved the 3d day of March, A. D. 1893, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 28th 
ultimo, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was 


— to. 

. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 
22d ultimo, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and consu- 
lar appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; 


which was to. 

Mr. , from the Committee on Indian Affairs, submitted 
a report to accompany the amendment heretofore reported by him 
relative to the Santee Sioux Indians, of Nebraska, intended to be 
proposed to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE HEARING. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask that the usual number of copies of state- 
ments made before the Committee on Interstate Commerce last 
week relative to ticket brokerage be printed as a document for the 
use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Inthe absence of objection, it will be 


so ordered. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 3622) to increase the pension 
of Caroline A. Hough, widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PALMER. I wish that the bill may lie on the table. A 
similar bill has been before the Committee on Pensions several 
times, and has been reported favorably. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the bill 
will lie on the table. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 3624) for the relief of 
Anna Hunt, administratrix of George F. Hunt, late of Jefferson 
County, Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act 
of March 3,1883; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3625) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Alice Martin; which was read twics by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. CHILTON introduced a bill (S. 3626) for the relief of Calvin 
T. Hazelwood; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3627) to authorize the Corpus 
Christi and Padre Island Harbor Company to import free of duty 
certain materials for the construction of an outer harbor on the 
coast of Texas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3628) to provide for the revi- 
sion and codification of the criminal and penal laws of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3629) to amend section 5498 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the employ- 
ment of counsel by the Attorney-General or a district attorney; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3630) to consolidate the circuit and 
district courts of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to state that this is a very important 
measure indeed, and that I introduce the bill not expecting action 
upon it during the present Congress, but only that the judges and 

the profession and the i generally may be aware of the pro- 
posal and may be heard from before another session. 

I desire to state further that I have pu ly omitted from the 
bill any arrangement about the clerks of the district ‘courts, as 
the general subject of the clerks and their compensation will prob- 
ably be dealt with in another measure at the next Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 3631) to amend section 4965 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (5.3632) granting an increase 
of pension to Harriet P. Dame; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3633) concerning retirements and 
promotions in the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3634) for the establishment of a 
light-house and fog signal at a point north of the bell buoy near 
the broken part of the Pollock Rip Shoals, on the coast of Massa- 
chusetts; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 3635) for the relief of certain 
citizens of Montana claiming the benefit of the homestead laws; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

MRS. MARY GOULD CARR. 


Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 3623) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary Gould Carr, widow of the late Brig. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. 
Joseph B. Carr, United States Volunteers, deceased; which was 
read the first time by its title. 

Mr. HILL. 1 ask that the bill be read in full. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to = on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Mary 
Gould Carr, widow-of the late Brig. and Bvt. ee Gen. Joseph B. Carr, 
United States Volunteers, deceased, at the rate of $75 per month. 

Mr. HILL. A bill of which this is an exact copy passed the 
House of Representatives a long time ago, and it passed the Sen- 
ate in December last. It was one of the bills which was presented 
to the President just previous to the holiday recess, which was a 
recess for a longer period than ten days. The President did not 
act upon the bill, but it was sent to the office of the Secretary of 
State as a dead bill, it being claimed that Congress had by its 
adjournment prevented action, and that therefore the bill had ex- 
pired. [am inclined to doubt whether a mere recess, such as was 
then taken, was an adjournment within the meaning of the Con- 
stitution which would render the bill a dead bill. The question 
has never been tested in the courts, as I am advised, and this widow 
has not the money with which to test it. It is easier, as I think, to 
have the bill passed over again and sent tothe President. I ther-- 
fore ask that the bill may now have present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New York? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the request of the Senator from 
New York is a very proper one. The bill reached the President 
two days before the late recess and it was held by the President 
that ten days having elapsed during such recess, it has the.same 
bearing upon a billas though it were passed upon the final adjourn- 
ment of a Congress. 1 agree with the Senator from New York 
that that is a matter of very great doubt. I think I should take 
issue with the Executive; but it could only be tested in the courts, 
and the easiest way is to pass the bill again. 

While Iam on my feet, [ will state that the Senator from Illinois 


[Mr. PALMER] reported a bill in favor of Mrs. Hough, which w: 
passed at the same time as Mrs. Carr's bill, and which had the 
same fate. I hope the Senate will consider the bill the Senator 
from New York is interested in and then that it will likewise con. 
sider the bill that my distinguished friend from Illinois has just 
introduced, pensioning Mrs. Hough. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordereq 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

MRS. CAROLINE A. HOUGH. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask that the same course be taken with the 
bill to pension Mrs. Hough. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which will be 
read for information. 

The bill (S. 3622) to increase the pension of Caroline A. Hough, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough, was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby 
authorized and directed to place the name of Caroline A. Hough, widow of 
the late Brig. Gen. John Hough, upon the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws and grant her a pension of $50) per 
month, in lieu of the pension of $17 per month which she is now receiving. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 

Mr. BLACKBURN submitted an amendment intended to be 

ores by him to the District appropriation bill; which was re- 
erred to the Committee un the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CLARK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was re- 
oe to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Post-Office appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Post- Offices and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil a agrme y bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THURSTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Agricultural appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on A a and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURRO submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian ‘Affaire, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was submitted 


‘ to the Committee on Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPLORATION OF ALASKA. j 

Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to report to the Senate, at the earliest pap poo. the progress and result 
of the Geological Survey exploration of during the season of 150. 

ELECTIONS IN DELAWARE. . 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; wens 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 22 
ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be directed we 
inquire into the facts and circumstances of the Presidential and State °°" 
tion held in the State of Delaware on the 3d of November, 1896, and part 08 
lariy to ascertain whether or not on said day, or immediately before or at 











1897. 


gaid day, there existed for the benefit of the Democratic 


is an on the part of many evil-minded pe 
= = . in case election aw Se resnbs ba thoaneben ot 
a Republican | 3, to so change such it by fraudulent practices as 
to make the ture to be a Democratic body; and whe or not, 
as the result of said the candidates for ential electors of the 
: ture a ority of whose 


yublican party were chosen, as well as a 
oe ers were Republicans; and whether or not tk3 af 
spiracy was then and there carried out in the follo 
County by a fraudulent and coun of the 
and in Kent County by changing the returns from the various hundreds 
throwing out some of the returns and falsifying the vote of said county, so 
that in each of said counties the ublican members of the legislature who 
were actually chosen @ to be defeated, and the Democratic caadi- 
dates appeared to be elected; and whether or not, as the result of this plan 
and conspiracy, and oie done in —— Seiten > voene = 

f , composed w of thirty members, a majority of whom in tru 
Dein fa bdlicans, and changed 


and in fact were was fraudulently 

into a legislature a rity of which a ocra’ at 
the time fixed by law for assem of the legislature of the State, met 
at the capitol in a er, and coctaging § ls eonee Se 

ad to act as legislature » pass prom 

= a to elect a United States Senator; and said committee is also di- 
rected to consider whether or not the ture aa Seeennes Sse se 
entitled to be as the lawful ture of the State, or its actsand 
proceedings to be ted as valid by the Government of the United States, 
or its election of a U States Senator to be as valid by the 


Seuste; os ae 
anized col 

ores that the United States shall 
of government, and, if m 


ore id ty; sai 
oe po through subcommittees, as it may com 
to send for persons 
shington rt by bill therwise, and 

ee ae from the contingent d of the Senate. = 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted the affidavit of George W. Roberts, 
of Delaware, together with an article from the State Sentinel, of 
Dover, Del., on ‘*Democratic revolution;” which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and ordered to be 
printed. 


nate 


AMBROSE D. MANION. 


Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 6215) to increase the pension of Ambrose D. ion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was the bill just reported this morning? 

Mr. NELSON. No, sir; it was rted last week. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to increase the pension of Ambrose D. Manion, 
late of Company K, Fifth Kentucky Infantry, from $30 per month 
to $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

IMPRISONMENT OF JULES SANGUILLY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

T> the Senate: 

I transmit herewith, in response to a resolution of the Senate of the 6th 
ultimo, a report from the Secretary of State, accom by copies of cor- 
respondence concerning the arrest, imprisonment, trial, and condemnation 
to perpetual imprisonment in chains of Jules Sanguilly, a citizen of the 
United States, by the authorities of Spain in Cuba. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION. 


Washington, February 1, 1397. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
_A bill (H. R. 7333) granting a pension to William Edwards, 
Company D, Tenth Regiment Vermont Volunteers; and 

A bill (H. R. 8942) ting a pension to Ann Maria Meinhofer. 

The bill (H. R. 8856) to establish a life-saving station at or near 
Great Boars Head, on the coast of New Hampshire, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 9961) making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses 
. the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9707) making a propria- 
3) ms for the support of the Mili Academy for the fiscal year ending June 
&, 1898, having met, after full and conference have to recommend 

The their respective Houses as follows: 

. eas the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7 and 8. 

Se at the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
hate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6; and agree toe ee. 


i. IGREW, 
GEORGE C. PERKINS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


N. M. CURTIS, 
M. GRIFFIN, 
D. G. TYLER, 
Mr Managers a the part of the House. 
‘r. COCKRELL. What were the points disagreement upon 
Which the Senate conferees receded? - 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. The House agreed to all of the amend- 
ments of the Senate but two, and as to those amendments the Sen- 
ate conferees receded. Those two amendments were, first, an in- 
crease of $15,000 to put in a filter, and second, an increase of the 
total . nount to correspond with the increase for putting in a fil- 
ter. ‘fhe Senate conferees receded from the amendment increas- 
ing the appropriation for that purpose from $25,000 to $40,000. 
The House agreed to all the other amendments. I ask that the 
— be adopted. 

e report was concurred in. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 666) to amend section 4829 of the United States Re- 
vised Statutes concerning surgeons, assistant surgeons, and other 
— officers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 

ers; 

A bill (S. 1083) for the relief of George H. Plant, of the District 
of Columbia; 

A bill (8. 1675) to prevent the carrying of obscene literature 
and articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one State 
or Territory into another State or Territory; 

A bill (5S. 3303) to authorize the construction by the Kansas 
City, Shreveport and Gulf Railroad Company of a bridge across 
the Sabine River between the States of Louisiana and Texas; 

A bill (S. 3313) for the relief of John N. Quackenbush, late a 
commander in the United States Navy; 

A bill (S. 3401) to amend the act entitled “An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
the city of Lexington, Mo.,” approved July 26, 1894; and 

A bill (S. 3551) to authorize the entry and —— of lands 
containing petroleum and other mineral oils under the placer-min- 
ing laws of the United States. 

he message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3719) to provide for 
appointment by brevet of active or retired officers of the United 
States Army. 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (S. 2139) granting an increase of pension 
to Annie E. Nolan, disagreed to by the Senate; agrees to the con- 
ference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Woop, Mr. KirKpat- 
RICK, and Mr. BAKER of Kansas managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

“he message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6834) to prevent 
the purchasing of or speculating in claims against the Federal 
Government by United States officers; asks a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. GILLetTr of Massachusetts, Mr. Burton of 
Missouri, and Mr. HENDRICK managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 1948) to grant a pension to Uriah Andricks, Fifty- 
fourth Iinois Volunteer Infantry; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


THE INAUGURAL CEREMONIES, 


Mr. BACON. Some three weeks ago, by direction of the Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia, I reported a joint resolution 
looking to the authorization of the Secretary of War to give such 

rmits to the executive committee on inaugural ceremonies as 

e might see fit in the use of the reservations and public spaces in 
the city. The joint resolution has been brought before the Sen- 
ate three times, and has been postponed each time at the request 
of some Senator that he might have an opportunity to look further 
into it. It is a matter of some importance that we should de- 
termine at as early a date as possible what authority should be 
granted to this committee in order that they may know how to 
make arrangementsin accordance therewith. Itherefore ask that 
the Senate will consent to the present consideration of House joint 
resolution 214. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committe of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution (il. Res. 
214) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant permits to the 
executive committee on inaugural ceremonies for use of reserva- 
tions or public spaces in the city of Washington on the occasion of 
the inauguration of the President-elect on March, 4, 1897, ete. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution has heretofore 
been read at length, and the amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia has been read. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask the Senator from Georgia 
whether the joint resolution gives any power to the Commis- 
sioners to tear up the pavements of Washington and lay electric- 

ight conduits? 


- BACON, The provision the Senator inquires about is 
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arded. On the second page of the joint resolution itis provided 

urther— 

That the stretching and removing of the said wires shall be under the 
supervision of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, who shall see 
tha: the provisions of this resolution are enforced, that all needful precau- 
tions are taken for the protection of the public, and that the pavement of 
any street, avenue, or alley disturbed is replaced in as good condition as 
before entering upon the work herein authorized. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Suppose the Commissioners do not do that. 
Suppose the Commissioners do not execute this law. The streets 
then will have been torn up and remain. 

Mr. BACON. As I understand it, all lows with reference to the 
city of Washington, so far as they relate to the streets, are within 
the executive powers of the Commissioners, and we must look to 
them for the proper execution of the laws. The objection sug- 
gested by the Senator from New Hampshire would apply to any 
other power which was sought to be reposed in them for execution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I grant that it would, but the Commission- 
ers act strangely in some particulars. I have examined the joint 
resolution; I do not see any objection to it on the face of it; Ithink 
it is properly guarded; but I feel no certainty that the Commis- 
sioners under this law will not grant permits to the Potomac Elec- 
tric Company or the United States Electric Company or some other 
company to tear up the pavements and lay conduits. Now, sup- 
pose they do that; that the company which has the permit granted 
goes on and tears up the pavement; that there is an application 
made to one judge to restrain the company, and the judge refuses 
togrant the injunction. Iask theSenator whether this Would give 
the Commissioners power to tear up the streets? 

Mr.BACON. I understand the purport of the Senator’s inquiry 
to be whether the authority granted might not be so used as to 
grant to one of the electric-light companies here the power to es- 
tablish certain connections by tearing up the streets which they 
otherwise would not have. Is that it? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will read the joint resolution, he 
will see that it looks solely to the temporary use of streets, and 
that no such construction could be put upon it without an abso- 
lute violation of every rule of construction. 'The Senator will ob- 
serve that all the wires are to be removed within a certain time. 
Certainly there could be no object in giving to either of the 
electric-light companies the right to tear up streets for the pur- 
pose of making connections which they proposed to utilize there- 
after. Under this law they will have to be removed within five 
days, I think. They have to be removed by March 5, the day 
after, but 1 will state in this connection that I want to amend 
that and make it March 6. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is mistaken in supposing that 
they could not remain after that time. They have a much longer 
time in which to remove them. 

Mr. BACON, a ene within ten days after, so far as some 
of them are concerned. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I can state to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that the provisions of the joint resolution are copied from 
the joint resolution of four years ago, almost word for word, and 
it is a mere temporary obstruction of the streets. I am quitesure 
there is no objection to the Commissioners or anybody else tear- 
ing up the streets for such a purpose. The object is to enable the 
inaugural committee to make arrangement for temporary lights. 
I do not think there can be any objection to tearing up the streets 


for the pur . 

Mr. HALE. If I do not interrupt the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, I will state that I do not find in the statute of four years 
ago any such provisions authorizing the breaking up of the streets 
or stretching wires overhead, as the Senator from Michigan has 
referred to. Four years ago, under the act approved January 26, 
1893, Congress passed asimple, customary act giving the Secretary 
of War authority “to grant permits to the executive committee 
on inaugural ceremonies for the use of any reservations or other 
public spaces in the city of Washington,” on the occasion of the 
inauguration of the President on the 4th of March following, 
‘* which, in his opinion, will inflict noserious or permanent injury 
upon such reservations or public spaces; and the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia may designate for such and other pur- 
poses such streets, avenues, and sidewalks in the District as they 
may deem proper and necessary therefor.” That was a simple act 
hg authority to the Secretary of War over the general subject. 
The House of Representatives passed that act, word for word, 
four years ago—the customary act. It did not pat in any of the 
provisions to which the Senator from New Hampshire has called 
the attention of the Senate, only putting in a proviso: 

‘That all stands or platforms that may be erected on the publicspacesafore- 
said shali be under the supervision of the said executive committee and in 
accordance with plans an¢ — to be approved by the Architect of the 
Capitol, the Commissioner of Public Buildings and Grounds, and the building 
inspector of the District of Columbia. 

So the House in reporting this resolution went to the extent of 
not lodging any further authority in the Commissioners, but in 
restricting it, and providing that the discretion should be given 
not to the Commissioners, but to the Architect of the Capitol, the 
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¢ Buildings and Grounds, and the buildi 
inspector of the District of Columbia, and they left it there 1? 
stantially the act of four years ago, under which the ina 
ceremonies have been con: but the i 
the District of Columbia has gone much further than that, and has 
introduced subsequent sections which are found in the joint reso- 
lution, which raise the question—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator will allow me, I think that 
the laws four years a in at different times. The 
House of Representatives at session sent over the first part of 
the pending joint resolution, and we have added to it the provi- 
sions of previous acts so as to embody in one act all that is necas- 
— re to the subject. 

. HALE. Ihave been reading from the act approved Jan- 
uary 26, 1893. 

Mr. McMILLAN. But there are several other acts which 
were ee d for the inauguration in 1893. 

Mr. HALE. there were subsequent acts, I have not found 
them, but I have found this act, and it to cover the ground, 
What troubles me about it is not simply the authority given to 
the Commissioners to break up the streets and to leave the city in 
a disfigured and deformed condition, for that has already been done; 
but I predict that when the 4th of March comes, this city wil! be 
found in a deformed and disfigured condition, so far as its streets 
go, such as has never before been seen here on the occasion of the 
4th of March inaugural ceremonies. Citizens whocome here from 
all parts of the country and who do not wish to be confined to Penn- 
sylvania avenue, where the parade marches, but wish to drive over 

e city—which belongs to the entire country—will be found con- 
fronting such a condition, which has been brought about by the 
conduct of the Commissioners, as is disgraceful; and the city will 
be an offense in the nostrils of the people who come here, and who 
— to find the city ready to welcome ‘hem in its best dress. 

at being the case, and as we are likely to be confronted with 
just that condition, with a cold turn of weather upon us now, and 
continuing for weeks, quite likely only relenting and growing 
mild in the last days of February, no 7 who sees what has been 
going on here this winter can have any doubt as to what this city 
will present for the admiring citizens of the country who come 
here for the pape of enjoying and ing. That having been 
done through the obstinacy and wrong-h ess of the Commis- 
sioners--some Senators and others are inclined to visit it with 
stronger terms than that, and believe there is something at the 
bottom worse than that; but I only use this measured phrase of 
obstinacy and wrong-headedness—I do not want, without know- 
ing where I am going and without knowing what the precedent 
is, to give any more power to the Commissioners to break up the 
streets and pavements and add to the disfiguration of the city, and 
I do not want to give them the power to stretch overhead wires. 
caeee 7 "that-eetting aide the Caron f - ose rae 
is the purpose 0 i i of concealed an< 
covered wires which ee be dangerous—the stretching of elec- 
tric wires overhead in discretion of anybody, with the great 
— who will be here, a hundred thousand it may be, 
may tin great danger; it may be a very risky thing. In the 
spirit of inquiry, I should like the Senator from Georgia to tell 
me what the committee considered might be done under that pro- 
vision? Is it going to give to the Commissioners the authority to 
stretch overhead wires in every direction, the breaking of a single 
one of which might be attended with the loss of life, or the sagging 
and contact of which with a human body might result in death’ 
Has the committee considered that? Is it prepared to risk that, 
and is there anything in the precedents which would justify con- 
ferring such power as is contained in the joint resolution? 

Mr. MoM N. Will the Senator allow me? : 

The Mig 3 mmo ameia Does the Senator yield to the Sena 


tor from Mic 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator. ot 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will state thatthe object of this joint reso 
lution is to enable the inaugural committee to extend wires from 
the Pension building, where the inaugural ball is to be held. t 
the points necessary for telegraph p , and for the purpose of 
illuminating Pennsylvania avenue. is no intention of ‘o- 
ing anything more than that, and I do not think the joint reso!" 
tion gives the Co ioners any more power. Eo 

Mr. HALE. There is no limitation in the provision of the joint 
resolution. The language is: i 


That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereb authorized 
he citizens’ executive comm't- 
March, 1897, to stretch suitable conductors, 
with euficient supports, wherever necessary, tor the purpose of effecting 
the said ill a. 
Mr. McMILLAN, That is all that is intended. ‘ 
Mr. HALE. I do not know that, and that is why I make 10 


quiries. I do not discern any limitation. Ido not know but what 
under this 


dan overhead wires may be stretched 
Sere mn tee tisertional the Commissioners, and that the 
people coming here visiting these reservations or climbing thes? 
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steps may find themselves in a trap, with danger and risk to life 
and limb before them. 

One purpose I had in rising—lacking confidence that would lead 
me to lodge any more —— with the District Commissioners, to 


begin with—was that I wanted the District Committee to tell the 
Senate just what will be the scope and effect of this authority, 
which seems to be a large one, given in the provision. 

Mr. BACON. It is unfortunate if the consideration of this 
resolution is to be in any manner connected with considerations 
as to what has occurred under other powers granted to the Dis- 
trict Commissioners relative to the extension of electric wires, 
debates upon which we have recently had in this Chamber. Of 
course, if the position taken by the pape ane Senator from 
Maine [Mr. ae is correct, t no overhead wires are to be 
allowed, then that will cut off that branch of the authority pro- 

yosed to be given under the joint resolution. If, on the other 

coal there are to be any overhead wires, it is impossible to des- 
ignate with exact accuracy where they are to go and what limit 
ought tobe put upon them. Something must be left in the dis- 
cretion of somebody, and who is to exercise that discretion other 
than the District Commissioners, or who can better exercise it 
than they I am sure I am at loss to sugg Rg: 

Now, | want eae to the Senate, in to the 
made by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Cuaxpin] a | 
also in response to the remarks made by the Senator from Maine 
(Mr. HaLE], that there is nothing in this joint resolution which 
possibly contemplates the tearing up of the streets for the purpose 
of laying any of these wires. The whole authorization is for the 
stretching of overhead wires. There is noexpress authority given 
to tear up the streets; and the only thing which is in the joint res- 
olution in relation to that is a provision that if in the stretching 
of overhead wires there is any onan done to the streets or to the 
pavements, it must be, within a certain time and in acertain way, 
replaced without e to the District. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Georgia if this joint resolution is sufficiently guarded so that if 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia should see fit to 
make a contract with an electric-light company which has not 
conduits, tt would enable them to furnish this lighting by over- 
head wires? I ask whether this joint resolution is sufficiently 
guarded so as to prevent the Commissioners from doing that and 
permitting any com with which they may contract for light- 
ing to lay conduits for that parpose? 

Mr. BACON, To lay underground conduits? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BACON. I should say undoubtedly there is no such 
authority in this joint resolution—none whatever. The whole 
authority is to stretch overhead wires. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The difficuity in my mind arises from this 
fact, Mr. President, that in the matter of lighting our public 
squares or reservations the District Commissioners made a con- 
tract with a company that had not conduits, and they have per- 
mitted that company to proceed and tear up our streets for 7 or 
5 miles for the purpose cf getting connections. They tore up the 
streets for 3 miles in one instance before they came to the first 
light they were to furnish, and the Commissioners are giving per- 
mits at the present time to that very company. 

What I want to guard in this joint resolution is that the Com- 
missioners shall make contracts with a company or companies 
which have connections underground at the present time, so that 
the lighting that is contem in the joint resolution can be 
procured. If that point is well 
objection to the passage of the joint resolution. 

Mr.BACON, There is nothing in the joint resolution about the 
laying of any conduits whatever; there is no contemplated layi 
of conduits, and there is not a line in the joint resolution whi 
can be so construed, 
sige GALLINGER, I hope the Senator will put in such a pro- 


Mr. HALE. Insert, in line 5 of section 2, after the word “‘suit- 
able,” the word ‘* overhead.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. That will do. 

at BACON, Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Georgia a 
guestion, I have not examined the joint resolution with any care, 
a I should like to ask the Senator whether it in any way involves 

© subject-matter of controversy which has arisen here over the 
ar introduced by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 


a BACON. Inno ble manner whatsoever, sir. 
take, CHANDLER. e Senator from Georgia, I think, is mis- 
re en about that. My colleague [Mr. GALLINGER] put the point, 
— under this law the Commissioners au one electric 
Branch, poyrected at the end of the bridge over the Eastern 


: 
: 
: 
: 
2 
j 


I certainly have no | h 


Branch in order to get there, arguing that it is impliedly neces- 
to carry out the original provisions of the act? 

r. BACON. This joint resolution does not give to the Com- 
missioners the right or power to authorize any company to do 
anything. It simply gives the Commissioners the right to author- 
ize the executive committee in charge of the inaugural ceremonies 
to do it—nothing else. It does not authorize any contracts with 


tC 

r. CHANDLER. Suppose they say the procession may go 
over the Eastern Branch and there ought to be a light there, why 
can not the Potomac Company or the United States Electric Light 
Company be authorized to tear up the pavements and dig a ditch 
from Georgetown to the Eastern nch? 

Mr. BACON. That can not be done, because there is not a sen- 
tence, a word, or a letter in the joint resolution which would 
authorize the Commissioners to give any authorization of any kind 
whatever to either of those electric-lightcompanies. It is confined 
to overhead wires; and the authority is simply given to the execu- 
tive committee to do certain things. They are the persons who 
are to stretch the wires. 

Mr. GRAY. May Iask the Senator from Georgia to indicate 
in what more authority is being given in this joint reso- 
lution, which has been reported from the District Committee, in 
regard to the inaugural ceremonies, than has been heretofore given 
in similar cases? 

Mr. BACON. There is no substantial difference whatever 
between this joint resolution and the act read by the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hate]. They are substantially the same. It 
does not embrace all the provisions of previous legislation, but it 
is substantially the same legislation. 

Mr. GRAY. Is there anything in addition to what has been 
heretofore granted to the committees having these matters in 
charge? 

Mr. BACON. Nothing. They are substantially the same. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould be opposed to making any enlargement 
of the power heretofore given in such cases to those having the 
inaugural ceremonies in charge. 

Mr. BACON. This joint resolution does not give any enlarged 
authority. If Senators will permit me a moment, it is simply a 
question in which the other side of the Chamber, I presume, is 
somewhat interested, and if they are not, but to the contrary, we 
will acquiesce in whatever they prefer in the matter. It is a sim- 
ple question whether or not on the 4th of March there shall! be 
suitable illumination in this city, whether there shall be suitable 
facilities for telegraph offices at all points along the line of march, 
and other places where they are needed, or whether they shall be 
denied. That is a simple question. 

Mr. MILLS. I want to ask the Senator from Georgia whether 
he thinks that if in the inauguration ceremonies any of these 
wires should break, there would be any danger to life from such 
an accident? 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is now asking me a question upon 
electrical science. I understand that in the first stages of io 
tricity all of the wires were over head and that all cities had them 
over head, but they have been considered safer under ground, and 
as there is less obstruction in various ways from underground 
wires, they have all been put under ground. But it is an abso- 
lute necessity, if this town is to be illuminated on that occasion, 
that there shall be overhead wires temporarily stretched. If the 
Senate thinks they can not be made safe, of course the Senate 
will not agree that they shall be erected; but, as I said a moment 
since, the Senate must determine, so far as it can determine this 
question, whether there shall be an illumination, and if so, over- 
ead — are the only practical way in which it can be accom- 

lished. 
? Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the Senator—— 

Mr. BATE. I wish to ask a question. 

Mr. BACON. I yield to the Senator from Maine, 

Mr. HALE. Iam only going tosuggestan amendment. After 
the word “suitable,” in line 5 of section 2, to insert the word 
“overhead.” 

Mr. BACON. I have already agreed to that. 

Mr. HALE. In the same section, where the language is ‘to 
stretch suitable conductors with sufficient supports wherever nec- 


| essary,” I move to insert after the word ‘‘necessary” the words 


*‘and in the nearest practicable connection with the present sup- 
ply of light.” So that under this amendment there would not be, 
as might otherwise be claimed, authority to bring lines of over- 
head wires clear from Georgetown to the Eastern Branch, but 
that the overhead wires which are to furnish the illuminating 
light shall make the nearest practicable connection possible with 
the present supply of light. 

. BACON. I am perfectly willing to agree to that amend- 


ment. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator whether in the illumina- 
tion that is contemplated by this joint resolution it will be neces- 
ae resort to any extensive erection of new poles all over the 
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' Mr. HALE. I do not know. 
Mr. GRAY. If the amendment is agreed to, it will obviate 
that. as I understand. 


Mr. HALE. My amendment is to prevent just that, so that 
they will be obliged to tap the supply of light at the nearest pa 
sible point. The city will not then be additionally disfigured by 


long lines of poles being stretched all over it. 

Mr. BACON. I think there will be no objection to that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HILL. I should like to hear the amendment read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
of the committee will be stated. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from Georgia accept the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. BACON. I think that will be agreeable; but the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Hi] desires to have the amendment read. 

Mr. HILL. I should prefer to have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Maine will be stated from the desk. 

TheSEcRETARY. Inline 5of section 2, after the word ‘‘ suitable,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘overhead;” so as to read: 

That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized 
to permit the committee on illumination of the citizens’ executive committee 
for the inaugural ceremonies, March, 1897, to stretch suitable overhead con- 
ductors, with sufficient supports, wherever necessary, for the purpose of 
effecting the said illumination. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. HALE. Then after the word “necessary,” in line 6, I move 
to insert ‘‘and in the nearest practicable connection with the 
present supply of light.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Maine to the amendment of the 
committee. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President,I have offered these amendments 
not in the spirit of interference with the inaugural ceremonies— 
because I wish them to be successful; it will be a great occasion 
in Washington and for the people of the United States, and every 

roper action we can take here in that direction 1 think ought to 

taken—but we have had experience enough with the overriding 

of law and authority and with the aggressive seizing of power on 

the part of the District Commissioners to make us wary in dealing 

with them; and my purpose is not by any means or in any way to 

give them authority to creep in here or to intrude themselves to 
go far beyond what is the intention of Congress. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Has that amendment been adopted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thelast amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine has not yet been adopted. 

Mr. BATE. I desired a moment ago to make an inquiry of the 
Senator from Georgia. I wish to ask whether, during the previous 
inaugural ceremonies which have been held in this city, it has been 
customary to have illuminations of the kind proposed by the pend- 
ing joint resolution? 

r. BACON. The distinguished Senator from Tennessee has 
been in a much better position to judge of that than I. 

Mr. BATE. I thought the Senator, being a member of the Dis- 
trict Committee, would have all the information upon the subject. 

Mr. BACON. My impression is that the city has been illumi- 
nated on such occasions. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator is on the committee, and I su 
was familiar with the subject, and hence the question which I pro- 
posed, whether the city had been so illuminated heretofore. 

Mr. BACON. I understand from my recollection and reading 
of these acts—and I have carefully compared them with the pend- 
ing joint resolution—that they were substantially the same as this. 

Fieve to strike out the word “fifth,” in line 8 of section 2,and 
insert ‘‘sixth.” 

Mr. HALE. Has my amendment been adopted? 

Mr. BACON. It has not yet been acted upon by the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Maine to the amendment of the 
committee. The amendment to the amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 2, line 6, after the word ‘“‘neces- 
sary,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘and in the nearest practicable con- 
nection with the present supply of light.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], which 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 2, line 8, after the word ‘“‘ March,” 
it a proposed to strike out ‘‘fifth” and insert ‘‘ sixth;” so as to 
read: 


Provided, That the said conductors shall not be used for the conveying of 
electrical currents after March 6, 1897. 


Mr. BACON. I am informed by the managers on the part of 
the executive committee that there are some festivities which will 
robably require the use of these electric currents until the 6th of 


h, and they have asked me to have that change made in the 
joint resolution. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Georgia to the amendment of tho 
committees. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I offer an amendment to come in at the 
close of section 2, to follow the words “ District of Columbia,” jn 
these words: 


Provided further, it 
is specially proittted ender the pesviaunel teense ee 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire to the amendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator please explain what he under- 
stands by that amendment? 

Mr.GALLINGER. I think that I have not been so unfortunate 
in the use of lan as to offer an amendment which is not readily 
understandable by any Senator. The amendment provides that 
for the purpose of these overhead illuminations no er under- 
ground conduits shall be laid. That is precisely what the amend- 
ment says and precisely what it means. In other words, we have 
5 or 6 or 7 miles of streets torn up at the present time, done under 
a condition of things such as never existed in this city before, at 
a season of the year when it has never been itted before, and, 
in my judgment, in violation of law, and I do not want to see any 
further streets torn up between now and the 4th day of March for 
the purpose of this inaugural illumination. That is all the amend- 
— one it is what it says; and I hope it will be 
ado é 

r. HILL. When this joint resolution wasintroduced and was 
about to pass, all at once there came a universal anxiety in regard 
to the protection of the streets of the city of Washington. It was 
not because Senators were not desirous of making inaugura- 
tion a success, for they have manifested over and over again that 
they were, and that they wanted all the illumination possible, and 
they wanted the inauguration to be a grand success, in which desire 
every good citizen joins them; but it has been oe from 
time to time in order that Senators might understand these pro- 
visions. I do not know now that there isany special objection to 
the amendments which have been ———_ ut I desire to inquire 
of the distinguished Senator from rgia whether he understands, 
under the provisions of this joint resolution, whether this. addi- 
tional electrical lighting is to er subways or overhead wires, 
that the status quo will be restored after the inauguration cere- 
monies have been voncluded? 

Mr. BACON. I think that is the distinct provision in the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. HILL. If that be so, I care very little about the provi- 
sions of the joint resolution. I do not want to anticipate a con- 
test which has been waged for some time in regard to the general 
subject of electric lighting. My anxiety in to the streets 
does not depend upon whether a ing company is 
— the electric lighting or not. The amendment of the Senator 

rom Maine enables connections to be made with the lines of the 
nearest company, which, in the main, of course, means the United 
States Electric Lighting Company, but I suppose when that is 
effected there will not be such intense anxiety in regard to the 
streets. Iam not sure but that the amendment is entirely proper. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. I have not the least knowl where these differ- 
ent companies have their wires located y amendment says 
ae about the nearest companies. It says the ‘‘nearest sup- 
ply of light,” and whichever company that is will have the ben- 
efit of that provision. What I want is to cut short this stretching 
of wires and putting up of posts, and to compel the supply to be 
taken from the nearest supply of lights, whichever company |ias 
it. I have no doubt the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] ought to pass, unless underneath 
the Commissioners are lying in wait furtively upon some grant 
of power that nobody suspects. If they are, then somebody ought 
to object to the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire; 
but unless they are, nobody can object to his amendment. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I am willing to accept the statement 
of the Senator, but Iask the Secretary to read the amendment 
again for my information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. . 

The SECRETARY. At the end of section 2 it is proposed to 1n- 
sert: 

Provided further, That the construction of additional underground ©o™ 
duits is specifically prohibited under the provisions of this act. 

Mr. HILL. Will not the words “under the oe of this 
act” hereafter prevent any subways being laid the moment 
this joint resolution becomes a law? ; 

Mr.GALLINGER. Thisisa tem and the operations 
of the act expire, I take it, on the 10th day of March next. 








1897. 
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Mr. HALE. Put in the words ‘‘for the purposes of this act.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HILL. That is a different proposition. That is all right. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does not change the amendment a par- 
ticle; but 1 have no objection to it being modified in that way. 

Mr. HILL. It might otherwise mean something else. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire as modified by the Senator from New York will 
be stated from the desk. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment so 
as to make it read: 

ovided further, That for the purposes of this act the construction of 
additional underground conduits ie specifically prohibited. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is entirely satisfactory, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and it is yoy what I meant to reach. 

Mr. HILL. think that covers the point I raised, and I am 
inclined to think the amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HaLe|, whereby the connections are to be made with the nearest 
lighting plant, or the nearest supply, is all right. Therefore, so 
far as i am concerned, I make no 0 tion to the joint resolu- 
tion. The ball cen g0 on, Mr. President. im gui 

Mr. CHAND . Before the joint ution is voted upon, I 
desire to apologize to the Senator from Se [Mr. Bacon] for 
seeming to delay him in the execution of what is a worthy and 
beneficent and proper purpose. I did so through fear that the pro- 
visions of this resolution might be taken advantage of improperly. 

Last summer I made particular inquiry as to the effect of amend- 
ments reported by the Committee on Ap riations to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill, and was informed by the 
members of that committee that they had so legislated that the 
streets of this city could not be torn up by more one electric- 
light company. I went away feeling certain of that, if I felt cer- 
tain of anything, last summer. Coming back here in December, 
and having occasion to go over to Georgetown, I found the pave- 
nents torn up and a ditch there. 

I walk a little unsteadily myself at times, as possibly other Sen- 
ators do, and I do not want vy a more a oe 
city than are necessary, even for the purpose o. ng e ic- 
light conduits therein. A little later, comi wn Fifteenth 
street, there was a ditch there. Going up New York avenue, there 
was a ditch there; and, as I had occasion to say in the Senate the 
other day, one of the finest concrete pavements that I have ever 
known laid was torn to pieces by the pickaxes of the work- 
men. That thing has been going on all this session, and the Sen- 
ator from New York bas been talking all the present session on 
the subject now before the Senate. This v morning, comin 
through Judiciary Square, there was another ditch open, unfill 
In front of the Executive Mansion there has been a tearing up of 
pavements and of a ditch; and it has all happened 
either in direct disobe ce of a law of Congress or else in repu- 
diation of the assurances that were given to me by members of 
the Appropriations Committee of this body. 

There is n I can see in the proposed law which gives an 
undue authority to the Commissioners, but there was as muc 
power, in my judgment, for them to lay conduits, permanent 
conduits, in the streets of this city under it, as it read before the 
amendment of my coll e was adopted, as there was to dig up 
the streets in the manner I have described and lay conduits under 
the law of last summer. 

Mr. HILL, Mr. President, another Richmond in the field. 
The question which the Senator from New Hampshire has been 
discussing was debated about a week ago, and it is not really 
involved here. I donot know that the Senate is responsible for 
any misinformation which was furnished = any committee of 
this body to the distinguished Senator from New Teenustlte, and 
upon the faith of which he left town last summer and left this 
city to its fate. If he had remained here and looked after the 
interests of the city instead of leaving it to go to the bow wows, 
perhaps the city might have been better off. I have possibly sug- 

ested here that my friend objects to some of these ditches because 
eridesa bicyele, and therefore does not want to be interfered with. 
. There will be ample time to discuss the great subject of the 
lighting of this city and the whole electric question when it shall 
appear in its proper I do not propose to anticipate it. I 
was a little anxious, as I see our friends on the other side were, 
that nothing should be placed in the joint resolution that would 
intrench monopoly more than it is intrenched in this city. But 
in the inauguration ceremonies I have not as much interest, of 
course, as has the distinguished Senator from New Hampshire. I 
noticed, however, a little restlessuess on the other side every time 
> 'S suggested that it shall be nade a success. The poor boys 
Tom West Point were not permitted to come here, because they 
Would get their feet wet, and it might injure them, and interfere 
with their studies, their Greek and Latin. All at once there was 
a anxiety upon the pet of some for fear that injury might 
ha done to the West Point boys. The people of the country would 

Ve been delighted to see them parade the streets here. 


When this usual and ordinary joint resolution was presented 
by the distinguished Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] sub- 
stantially as was done four years ago, all at once there was in- 
tense anxiety that the illumination business should be looked 
after. I can not account for all of these things. They are per- 
haos natural, under the circumstances. It was a strange coinci- 
dence that when two or three Senators upon the other side, who 
are known to be warm friends of the President-elect, were urging 
that the boys from West Point might be permitted to come here, 
others whose sympathies before the nomination were known to 
be elsewhere were very violently opposed to it. By a close vote 
the boys are not to come, although I believe the Secretary of War 
and the President still have a right, and I hope they will exercise 
it, to send them here, that the country may see the cadets of that 
school, which costs about a half million dollars a year to support. 
I hope they will be here, notwithstanding the opposition of the 
Senate to their coming. 

Mr. President, I have said this much merely upon the general 
subject involved, and in answer to my friend the Senator from 
New Hampshire, to differ with whom I always regret very much. 
When the real monopoly question is before the Senate properly, 
then I shall very cheerfully join in the discussion with my friend 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should not say another word if the Sena- 
tor from New York——. 

Mr. HILL. I would not, then. ® 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from New York had not im- 
plied that I am sometimes guilty of neglect of duty, and that I 
am not sufficiently active concerning public questions, leaving the 
city last summer perhaps before I ought to have done so. _ I repel 
that suggestion. I keep as busy as 1 can and attend to as many 
things as I can, but I am utterly unable to keep up with my friend 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have the amendment to the 
amendment read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the ameniment 
will again be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to insert at the end of line 22, 
on page 3, the following additional proviso: 


Provided further, That for the purposes of this act the construction of 
additional underground conduits is specifically prohibited. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

* The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I have nothing to say about the 
electrical question. I have been here a number of times and have 
witnessed the inauguration of a number of Presidents, and I think 
this measure pursues the line that has been adopted all along of 
obstructing the streets, of —s to favorites the parks which 
belong to the entire people of the United States, enabling certain 
favored persons, in order to make revenue which they ought to 
contribute from their own kets to the inauguration fund, to 
obstruct. the view from windows and doors, all of which do not 
legitimately belong to the Government of the United States, but 
are rights belonging to the citizens of the District which the Gov- 
ernment usurps to grant for a moneyed consideration to certain 
beneficiaries. . 

I do not see why the citizens of the United States who wish to 
witness the great pageant that occurs here every four years should 
not have a right to stand on the streets. They come here and 
crowd the streets by hundreds of thousands, and yet on every pub- 
lic square from here to the White House, on every reservation, 
these obstructions are erected by authority of Congress, the privi- 
leges being sold out for revenue to the committees who have charge 
of the inauguration ceremonies. They obstruct the view from 
houses, and they obstruct the view from the streets. I believe the 
streets and parks belong in common to all the people, and that 
they ought to be permitted to enjoy them. My objection to the 
joint resolution goes to its very foundation, and I hope that some 
time we will stop the business of selling the public highways and 
parks of the District to individuals, and that we will permit the 
entire body of the people to enjoy the rights to which they are 
entitled. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which is 
Senate bill 3247. ; 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3247) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act 
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to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” ap- 
proved February 20, 1889. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate that to-morrow at 4 o’clock a vote may be taken on the bill 
and all pending amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
request of the Senator from Alabama, that at 4 o’clock to-morrow 
a vote may be taken upon the pending bill and amendments. 

Mr. VILAS. I beg to state that I understand there are several 
Senators who wish to present their views on this subject. The 
stage of debate has not yet been reached when, in our opinion, 
unanimous consent for a vote can fairly be asked. 

Mr. MORGAN. Objection being made, I hope the gentlemen 
will go on and make their arguments upon the bill. 

Mr.HALE. Suppose the Senator from Alabama makes a propo- 
sition to extend ita day. It is very important—— 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest even three days. 

Mr. HALE. This is Monday. What was the Senator’s sugges- 
tion—for a vote on Tuesday? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. Suppose the Senator, to give ample space, makes 
the suggestion that on Thursday at 4 o’clock we shall vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. That gives three full days. 

Mr. CULLOM. That certainly ought to be time enough. 

Mr. HALE. Suppose the Senator from Alabama asks that on 
Thursday at 4 o’clock a vote be taken upon the bill and pentling 
amendments. That is practically four days. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will make the request as stated by the Sen- 
ator from Maine. 

Mr. VILAS. I simply desire to state that the space of time 
which shall be comme by the opponents of this measure they 
feel they are entitled to consider themselves, and that it ought 
not to be farmed out to them by the friends of the measure at this 
time. Objection will be interposed to any request at this stage of 
the debate for unanimous consent to fix a time for taking a vote. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose the Senator from Wisconsin realizes 
how immense from this time to the 4th of March will be the pres- 
sure upon us of other matters of business, increasing every week. 
There will be less pressure this week than next week; there will 
be less pressure next week than the week after. The greatest 
pressure will be in the last few weeks. 

Now, it seems to me we are not likely to be able to give much 
time to the pending matter after this week. Then there is the 
bankruptcy bill, which comes next, and in which there is great 
public interest; there are the Hawaiian cable and other matters of 
great importance, and it does seem to me, while I do not wish in 
any way to constrain the Senator in his action, who is opposed to 
this measure, that if we can agree upon an time which will give 
everybody an opportunity to debate it it help other matters, 
I take it that debating and the making of speeches upon the bill 
will be largely —— by those o d tothe measure. I 
am in favor of the Nicaraguan Canal bill, but I do not wish to 
make a speech. I would rather take a vote. If the Senator can 
agree upon any time it will help other business. It will help the 
minds of Senators who are interested in other measures, so that 
they may know when they willcomeup. If the Senator can agree 
to any time, I appeal to him to give us an opportunity to fix a 
time. 

Mr. LODGE. Ishould like to make aninquiry. I thought that 
when the Senate adjourned the other day the yeas and nays had 
been ordered on the motion to recommit the bill? In that case, 
nothing is in order but the calling of the roll, I take it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays were not ordered, 
the Chair is advised. 

Mr. LODGE. They were not ordered? I thought they had 
been ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I should liketo reenfores the ap of the Senator 
from Maine {[Mr. Hae] to my honcvable friend the Senator from 
Wisconsin f} . Vias]. Everybody knows his zeal, his diligence, 
and his ability. I suppose it is not out of place, as the Senator's 
term of office is growing to a close, to say that both in committee 
and on the floor of the Senate there is no single member of this 
body who has more faithfully, ably, to the satisfaction and respect 
and regard of his associates, done his duty than the Senator from 
Wisconsin. But the refusal, after a measure has been so long 
discussed, to allow a time to be fixed for a vote does not hurt the 
bill at all, because it has the right of way; and of course ifa 
majority of the Senate choose to insist upon a vote on it, it will 
be voted upon during the present Congress, because I do not sup- 
pose anybody would take the ——— of killing the appro- 
ncn | a If they do, there be another session pretty soon 
to em. 

ut what it does is to kill every other measure that stands be- 
hind it, which have been diligently perfected, which the public 
desire to have considered, and to which Senators have given their 


best pains and efforts to perfect and get ready. So to say, after 
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this measure has been before the Senate for three or four weeks 
we will not agree that at the end of four days there shall be ; 
vote is simply to say we will not let any other meas D 
It will not hurt this bill one particle. It will not give any ad- 
vantage to its opponents or do any injury to its friends, but it 
will a — matters. I hope the Senator from Wisco 
not object. 


mand for the early consideration of the bankru 


Senators that I am not now speaking for any one 
ity in this country, but am giving the tone of multitudes of letters 


Nicaragua Canal, is such that those who 
present shape are not able to consent toa 

ing a vote on the measure. I beg leave to call the attention of 
Senators who have appealed to others to set a time to the fact 
that a good deal of new matter has recently been introduced into 
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ure come up, 


msin wil] 


Mr. WHITE. I desire to state, su mting observations 


already made, that from a considerable favestigniion I do not be- 
lieve the friends of this measure, of whom I am one, intend to con. 
sume much time in its discussion. Personally I had intended to 
go over the matter and perhaps in detail, but desi 
ing that friendship toward the measure is better evidenced by 
abstention from elaborate discussion, the end of the session being 
so near, I think there will not be very elabora i 


a vote, feel. 


te discussion on be- 


half of the friends of the measure. Of course there will be some 
remarks. If it were possible for Senators who oppose it to agr 
upon any time for a vote it would undoubtedly be desirable to do 
so. Of course no one criticises them for faili 
would certainly be acceptable, if it were possible, to agree upon 


e0 
to do so, but it 


some day. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I wish to add the expression of my 
own approval to the considerations submitted bythe Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], not in a general way, but upon a 
special ground. From the West and Northwest has gone up a de- 
bill which 
— to be heeded. There isa vast deal of complaint not justified, 
I think, because of the delay in the consideration of that measure. 
It comes from multitudes of people of business and capacity, 
whose affairs are in such condition that their personal efforts can 
not be turned into the channels of business. It is an important 


element in any return to prosperity in this country that that vig- 
orous talent and business ability shall be Sp tent 


a hand to a return to prosperity and the resumption of general 


soas to lend 


business. 
I to my friend the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vis] 


and others of his way of thinking to join with us in agreeing upon 


a day when a vote upon this measure can be taken, for I assure 
particular local- 


received from almost everywhere pra for the immediate con- 
——, or as soon as possible, by the Sena 


te of the bankruptcy 


ill. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the situation of this case, the 
the bill in its 

cular time for tak- 


the consideration of this measure, matter introduced diplomat- 


ically by a foreign minister, and matter in roply thereto, which 


was submitted to the Senate but very recen 
course of this debate. 

The friends of the measure have already commenced to change 
the structure of their bill and to provide an amendment or amend- 
ments to meet the shifting condition of affairs. For one. I hope 
to offer some amendments to the bill, and I t to offer them. 
I have heard other Senators say that they expect to offer amend- 
ments to the bill, and I anticipate offering an amendment to the 
amendment which the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moraav | has 
submitted to the bill. There are other Senators besides the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin who have not yet spoken upon the bill and 
who desire to address the Senate co! it. One of them, the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Oarrery], who I understand is not 
well, is absent to-day. 

Ialso call the attention of theSenate to the fact that the friends of 
the measure have already occupied many times more time than has 
been occupied by the opponents. Indeed, sir, very few speeches 
have been made and very little time has been consumed so far by 
the opponents of a measure which involves the e diture ini- 
tially of $100,000,000 and has a perspective of — ture of many 
million dollars beyond. I have never known of any measure 4p- 
proximating in magnitude, in im and in far-reaching 
consequences what the pen contemplates that has been 
so little considered pro and con in its detail in the Senate. | join 
with the Senator from Minnesota Se Davis] in saying that I 
hope no impediments will be put to the consideration of the bank- 
rupt bill. In the present attitude of the on om Canal bill, 
with the grave objections which have been w nst it from 
quarters which are deserving of with the divided sentt 
ment with which that bill is contemp. I do not think it ought 
to be urged with whip and spur before the Senate. I believe there 
are many Senators here to-day, who havea — —* in a] 
of the bill and who consider it simply as a Nicaraguan Canal bi 
and who, being in favor of the canal, are in favor of any bill that 
looks toward its construction, who, had they the time and opp" 
tunity to scan and analyze, and fully comprehend the de 


y and during the 

















this bill, would say it ought to be reshaped and entirely remolded 
before it is put upon its passage in the Senate. 

There is another reason why this measure ought not to be 
upon the Senate in any hasty fashion or by any attempt at thi 
juncture to force a vote upon a particular day. At this stage of 
the session Senators are not masters of their own time. They are 
engaged upon committees night and day, which have in nant the 
current and instant business of the Senate, business which can not 
be postponed, ai riation billsinvolving millions and hundreds 
of millions of @ , details of legislation which exact their pres- 
ent attention. They can not withdraw themselves from those in- 
sistent duties which now compel their attendance and attention 
to go into the details of sifting and considering this momentous 
and important legislation. It is not consistent with the fitness of 
things that such a measure should be urged before the Senate in 
any i or peremptory fashion. The world will not suffer and 
is not s eens © ne Oaee Seas Sa eee ane 
or two months orsix months or ayear. It is not of those exigent 
things that appeals to Congress to act upon it, and to act upon it 
now. 

It has been upon the tapis for three hundred years, in one sha 
or another, in the attention of nations. The conditions of 
diplomatic relations between the United States and other coun- 
tries affected by the bill are in an unsettled and in a very dubious 
state. There are treaties with Nicaravua, treaties with Great 
Britain—— 

— Will the Senator from Virginia allow me to 
say a word? 

Mr. DANIEL. I will allow the Senator from Illinois to inter- 
rupt me for a question. 

Mr. CULLOM. I merely wishtomakearemark. Itseems very 
evident that we are not going to get an agreement for a time to 
vote upon the bill now, and I therefore suggest that we proceed 
to the consideration of the measure instead of debating the ques- 
tion whether we can fix a day. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will be very glad to entertain the Senator's 
suggestion in a few moments. 

Meantime, sir, as I was observing—and -_ remarks are.ap 
to the discussion of the bill—we should take into consideration 
the condition of Congress, the condition of the country, the condi- 
tion of the Senate, pending measures before the Senate in the na- 
ture of a and existing treaties with foreign nations, a pro- 
test made by minister of a foreign nation, all of which combine 
and concentrate their influences in objection to any hasty or im- 
perious consideration of this measure. 

While it may be said that it has been before one Congress and 
another, while it may be said that the Senate has passed favorably 
upon it in one form and another, it has never been considered 
under such conditions as are presented now. It has never been 
considered under the shadow of a tful protest sent to us by 
the minister of a f state. It is true that that protest was 
somewhat irregularly laid before the Senate. It was a communi- 
cation from that foreign minister to the Secretary of State. The 
irregularity was not u his part. There was no message from 
the President of the United States accompanying that protest; 
there was nocommunication from the Secretary of State expound- 
ing the Government’s view of the relation created by that protest; 
but a mere naked protest, a communication to the Secretary of 
State, was in an irregular and side-long fashion interjected into 
the Senate without the default of that minister and without 
explanations or & itions from the executive ete oa of 
our Government. Therefore, Senators had for themselves to study 
out what was the effect of that communication, They were not 
advised or pted, nor have they had any light shed upon it by 
the executive department of the Government. And we do not 
know from any intimation or from any view of the Executive or 
from any statement accompanying this document what may be 
the views of the executive department concerning this matter. 
It may be that all our labors here at this session would be in vain 
if we were to withdraw ourselves from the pressing legislation 
that demands our attention and bestow our attention upon the 
canal. There is nothing from the executive department, how- 
ever delicate, from which we may draw implications and infer- 
ences as to what its position would be. : 

So, Mr. President, in the present condition of affairs, I ask the 
gentlemen who are so anxious about the condition of the people, 
who say there is a public outcry for the passage of a bankruptcy 
— to heed their constituents and move to take up the bankruptcy 

ill and proceed to deal with a measure in which our own imme- 
diate constituents are so much concerned. Sir, the millions of 
people in this country who have been wrecked, ruined, prostrated, 
and almost d by those peculiar brands of i 
have been served out to them under recent systems of legislation 
are much more interested in trying to reestablish themselves in 
business and join the industrial throng who are to build up 

1 this country than they are in some ill-considered and but poorly 
digested scheme, as I conceive, to spend $100,000,000 of money that 
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does not exist and must be wrung out of them by taxation to build 
a canal in a foreign state, which as soon as it is built will become 
a highway of the world at the use of the very British brethren 
whom it is said we should be in rivalry with to get hold of it. The 
very moment that the canal is built, by treaty between Great Brit- 
ain and Nicaragua, Great Britain is to have the advantages on the 
canal of the most favored nation. However much you may favor 
the United States in the bill, however much our negotiators with 
Nicaragua may incline to favor the United States in their treaty 
of cession or in any provision in their charter or in any inclination 
of partiality to us, the moment that partiality is extended, the 
moment that favor is granted, Great Britain has a treaty with 
Nicaragua that grants it to her upon identically the same terms; 
and yet, Mr. President, we are urged to expedite the passage of 
the pending bill in order to obtain some visionary and undefined 
advantage over Great Britain. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I simply desire to supplement 
that which has been so well stated by my colleague [Mr. Wurrr]. 
The friends of this measure merely desire an expression from the 
Congressof the United States as to whether they tavor the passage 
of the pending measure. For twenty years or more, in some form 
or other, it has been before Congress. During the past three years, 
in which time I have had the honor to occupy a seat upon this 
floor, the measure has been before us. It has been discussed in all 
of its various phases, and at this session I have, for one, remained 
silent as a friend of the measure, hoping by doing so that its oppo- 
nents, after having presented all of their objections, would be will- 
ing to give usa vote upon the question. 

It is a measure of great importance not only to the whole coun- 
try, but especially so to the 3,000 miles of coast bordering on the 
Pacific Ocean. California, Washington, and Oregon, through 
their respective legislatures, by joint resolution, and through their 
different commercial organizations, have, as well as Alaska, by 
petition, again and again memorialized Congress to vote upon the 
measure. Only two weeks ago in San Francisco, the great me- 
tropolis of the West, the great commercial city of the Western 
empire, there assembled a mass meeting of 10,000 representative 
citizens, and they resolutions in favor of the measure, after 
setting forth in a preamble the great advantages which they be- 
lieved would accrue to this country, and especially to the Pacific 
Coast, by its passage. 

I have data and figures which I should like to present to the 
Senate showing why, from a commercial point of view, I believe 
the canal would be worth to the United States three times, aye, 
ten times, its estimated cost; but I forbear inflicting the Senate 
with the figures and with such an argument, because every Senator 
upon this floor has well weighed the question in his own mind 
and is ready to-day to vote in accordance with his judgment and 
with his own convictions of his duty to his country and this great 
measure of national importance. 

I wish, however, to say a word in answer to the distinguished 
Senator from Virginia |Mr. DANIEL]. I want to say parenthet- 
ically that Virginia, Georgia, the Carolinas, and all the States upon 
the Gulf of Mexico would profit by the building of the canal quite 
as much as the great States on the Pacific Ocean or the States of 
New England. They have inexhaustible mines of iron and great 
mineral wealth, and they would find a market for it in the West. 
They would find it by manufacturing rails and sending them to 
Russia, where they are now constructing one of the great rail- 
roads of the world. 

I wish to say that the United States will have an advantage in 
this canal that England or no other country can have unless our 

resent navigation laws are repealed. We have on the Atlantic 
ean from Maine to the Gulf 2,500 miles of coast line, while on 
the Pacific Ocean from San Diego up, with 800 miles on the coast 
of California, and with the coast of Oregon, Washington, and 
Alaska we have nearly 4,000 miles bordering on the ocean. No 
foreign ship, no vessel flying a foreign flag, can engage in this 
coasting trade. That commerce belongs alone to our 6wn people, 
to our own country, and therefore our vessels will take the prod- 
uct of Virginia, they will take the coal from their inexhaustible 
coal fields, and find a market for it on the Pacific Coast. It will 
be transported in American vessels manned by Americans. That 
is one of the great advantages which will accrue to the United 
States over that of any other country. 

Mr. President, the opposition to the pending measure has surely 
been presented with all legal acumen, with all ingenuity and 
shrewdness, by the legal gentlemen from Indiana, Wisconsin, and 
Virginia. It has been presented in all of its most offensive phases, 
if I may use the term, by which it could be made objectionable to 
our friends representing tae interior States of the country. If 
there has been a weak spot they have probed it. If there has 
been anything in the bill that they could so present, upon which 
there was a shadow of doubt, it has been presented to us with the 
most specious argument possible to convince us laymen that it is 
not a wise measure for Congress to pass. But the distinguished 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan], who in his great learning, 
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his legal ability, his zeal and persistency in whatever he under- 
takes, in whatever he advocates, with his conviction of right and 
duty to his constituents and his country, has, I think, substan- 
tially answered every objection that has been presented. 

Now we come to you and say, give us the opportunity, give the 
Senators upon this floor the privilege of voting upon the measure. 
Each one is the custodian of his own conscience. Each one is 
responsible to his constituents and to our whole country for his 
act here. While I claim to be guided by patriotic and honest 
motives, although perhaps mistaken in some of my views, I cheer- 
fully concede to those who differ from me that they are equally 
as honest and equally as conscientious and patriotic as I. But let 
us vote, and whatever the majority vote may be, every one of us 
will bow in acquiescence to the will of the majority when so 
expressed. 

r. GALLINGER. I inquire what is the question before the 
Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair). The 
question before the Senate is on the recommittal of the bill to the 
committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought there was a question of unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not so understand. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, no; the bill is before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
recommittal of the bill to the Special Committee on the Nicaragua 
Canal. ; 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I hope the bill will not be 
recommitted. We have spent many years in trying to do some- 
thing, and the present condition surrounding the canal project, it 
seems to me, makes it important to have some affirmative action. 
To recommit the bill would look too much like an abandonment 
of the scheme altogether, and I think if we should do that we would 
be very sorry. I think we ought to pass the bill. 

With regard to giving way to the bankruptcy bill, there is no 
doubt that there is great necessity for a voluntary bankruptcy act, 
and one could be passed without debate; but if it should be accom- 
panied by an involuntary bankruptcy feature it would be the 
greatest calamity that could happen to this country at the present 
time. Whatever may have been the cause of the depression, it 
will not be denied that many thousands of enterprising business 
men are unable to convert their assets into money and meet their 
obligations. That condition is almost universal. Almost every- 
one is behind in payments. I am not willing to place those people 
at the mercy of their creditors. There is no danger that the cred- 
itors will force a person really insolvent into bankruptcy. That 
they will not do, because there are not assets enough to divide; 
but the temptation to collect a debt through the instrumentality 
of the bankruptcy law and destroy a man’s property when there 
is enough to pay all the creditors is very great, and it would be 
indulged in to an extent that would prove alarming. 

I have had some experience with bankruptcy laws. I have ob- 
served their operation for a good many years. Every one has 
been repealed in pursuance of the most urgent demand of the 
people. Very soon around the bankruptcy courts, around the 
commissioners connected with the administration of the law, 
there congregates an army of lawyers’ strikers, and it so disgusts 
the community that they petition for the repeal of the law. If 
the bill passes there will be petitions here for its repeal in less 
than six months, and particularly if we join with it involuntary 
bankruptcy and make a general war upon the creditors, we shall 
add to the difficulty which already exists. 

Now, I think it is about time for a year of jubilee to those who 
are really insolvent, and we should pass a voluntary bankruptcy 
law this year. If that does not fill the courts enough, if there is 
any necessity to amend it so as to extend its operations at the next 
session, very well. You can pass the measure that is most needed 
now without debate, but if you accompany it with an involuntary 
bankruptcy law, which, in my opinion, in the present condition of 
the country, would be a scourge and would produce more distress 
than the act could possibly do good, then we shall have to resist 
it, and it would probably take as much time to pass such a measure 
ang agree upon its terms as would be left of the present session, 
independent of the time required for the appropriation bills. 

I hope that those having charge of the bankruptcy bill will not 
present anything more at this session than the voluntary portion of 
that measure. ou can get that, and when that is in operation, if 
more is needed to accomplish the purpose, you can easily amend 
it by adding toit an involuntary provision. I hope there will not 
be pressed upon the Senate at the present session an involuntary 
bankruptcy law. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it is not to be sup or not 
to be taken for granted that the opponents of the pending bill are 
opponents of the scheme to connect the Pacific and the Atlantic 
oceans by an interoceanic canal. When a similar bill was before 
this body, I took occasion to say that, while I was in favor of con- 


necting the two oceans by a canal, I was opposed to the i 2 
mentality of connection by and through oh a bill. : 

Since that period grave complications have surrounded the 
question. The minister plenipotentiary of the Greater Republic 
of Central America has made a protest which has gotten before 
this body involving considerations of great moment, in my opinion. 
The main point in the protest of the minister is that an article of 
the treaty of cession, as it is called, prohibiting foreign govern- 
ments from taking control of the canal, is violated by this bil] 
After the protest was read, and after an argument was made on 
the protest a Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], the Sena- 
tor from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] attempted to amend the bill in 
certain particulars so as to obviate the objections or the protests 
made by the minister from the Greater Republic of Central 
America. 

In view of the serious character of the , in view of the 
possible complications between the United States and the Govern- 
ment of Nicaragua arising out of the protest and the facts sur- 
rounding the protest, it occurs to me that the bill ought to be 
discussed with the greatest deliberation and care. Moreover, the 
report of the Ludlow commission throws such a flood of light 
upon all the engineering problems surrounding the building of 
the canal and gives facts and data so utterly opposed to the find- 
ing of the chief engineer of the canal, Mr. Menocal, that in my 
opinion the Senate of the United States ought to take due care 
and wisely deliberate before it adopts this bill for a canal to be 
constructed upon the plan of the chief engineer of the Maritime 
Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

All these considerations are such as to warrant the gravest and 
the most deliberate discussion of the bill. 

Mr. President, while I sympathize with the people of the Pacific 
Slope in their desire to have such a water communication as will 
compete with the railroads, ora water communication that will 
answer the ends of their commerce, I think it is better to make 
haste slowly. I think that undue and precipitate action in adopt- 
ing an ill-considered bill, or a bill tha not effect their pur- 
poses, will produce more delay and more embarrassment to them 
than if they now wisely consider, patiently consider, industriously 
consider the terms of the pending bill to see whether the bill wiil 
accomplish the purposes which they have in view. I do not think 
it will. While I am in deep sympathy with the people of the 
Pacific Slope and desire to accord them, so far as the Government 
of the United States may, the privilege of water communication 
between their country and the Atlantic, I do not think that it 
will advance their purpose by undertaking to pass the bill in its 
present shape. , 

Therefore, I coincide with the Senator from Virginia in the ap- 
peal he has made for such careful deliberation of the bill as will 
insure, first, the oe of the canal, and second, all the rights 
of the United States; and as incidental to those rights, and as in- 
cidental to the proper attitude of the United States, care should be 
taken lest by passing the bill in its present form we antagonize the 
Republic of Nicaragua and violate concessions under which the 
present company is undertaking to construct the canal. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the remarks which have been made 
by the friends of the bill, and the appeal which has been addressed 
to those who oppose it, require some observations to be made be- 
fore entering upon its discussion on the merits. 

This project for a canal across the Isthmus at some point has 
been a historical dream almost from the very hour when Balboa— 
first of Europeans—gazed upon the unknown waters of the Pacific 
seas from the mountain tops of the Isthmus. The United States 
have always testified their interest in the great scheme. The 
— of this country have been challenged to its consideration 
n every way which could engage them or appeal to their imagi- 
nation. That the United States should give countenance and 
favor to the project for the construction of the canal has been 
pressed in various forms and ways upon the people. Political 
conventions have ex themselves in favor of a Nicaraguan 
canal, .r an isthmian canal more generally, and within the ‘ast 
three Congresses there has been much debate and much effort 
made otherwise to bring to the public mind every suggestion, 
every argument, every feature of statistical information which 
could win it public favor. 

Speeches, — of committees, various newspaper presenta- 
tions of the subject, all have been put before the country, and they 
have almost altogether, with two or three v 
been favorable to the scheme, with little of t ment in oppo- 
sition presented. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurpPi£] has 
done great service, not only in his speech a few days since, but 12 
the Fifty-third Congress, on this subject. ‘The Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Davis] challenged attention to the great risk which 
would be undertaken in a most admirable and beautiful speec!, 
Ske peessstat & porerfal sogement agi ie, end iniroduced 

presented a pow argument it, and introduc 
in the Fifty-third ( Congress a measure which was so obviously 
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just and proper that it was adopted instead of the bill and became 
the law for a commission of examination. But, with the excep- 
tions named, and some others, perhaps, which for the moment I 
do not recall, the argument of years in Congress in every various 
form in which it could be presented has been put before the pec 
ple to enlist their sympathy with this project and to engage their 
patriotism in support of it. — 

Indeed, sir, it is a thing which appeals to the imagination of 
any man; and this particular project is especially — One 
pictures ships—the ships of the world—in the mind’s eye climbing 
the mountain sides to an elevation of 110 feet above the level of 
the sea, and then, passing to and fro as upon a thread in mid-air, 
descending again into the great deep upon the other side. It in- 
deed presents a project captivating tothe mind. But the propo- 
sition with which we have to deal has not been by any means 
a-gued to the people of the United States. Few of them realize 
that it stands not now upon the old lines of public policy settled 
by the wise men of this weaned Fens. the last ae but is 
a new scheme—a scheme which proposes that the United States 
alone shall load u the overburdened shoulders of its taxpayers 
the entire cost, all the risks, and all the responsibilities, financially 
and internationally, which are involved. ; 

That proposal was not originally presented by this Maritime 
Canal Company. It has worked itself into the present form ste 
by step, with — encroachment, until at last we are presen 
with the simple proposition that we will pay directly in bonds to 
this company four million and a half dollars for the privilege of 
building the canal at our own cost, besides $7,000,000 more in the 
paid-up stock of the company. s 

Sir. the kindly favor of the people of the United States to this 
general project is by no means, in my judgment, one which they 
would yield to pee we now have under discussion. _ And 
1 beg to say that after all this array of argument, after all the 
speeches that have been made here through years in favor of the 
general plan and circulated among the people, it is not unfair, it 
is not ungenerous opposition on the part of those who oppose this 
scheme to insist 7 looking at it as now before us face to face 
and considering all that it involves as matter of national public 
policy as well as of cost and expediency. 

It seems to me that this demand for an immediate vote now 
pressed upon the Scarce of the bill is peculiarly an unreason- 
able one in view of the time and the circu.nstances under which 
this bill is now brought forward. It will be remembered that 
the result of the brief discussion in the Fifty-third Congress was to 
send an inquiry to a board of engineers toreport whether, first, the 


scheme proposed was feasible at all at any cost; and, next, what 


would be the probable cost. The board was created, money was | All 


appropriated, and they entered upon their duties. There was 
the chance for the friends of this scheme to have silenced their 
enemies. If it had the merit which had been claimed for it, might 
we not have expected that those merits would have been exhibited 
by that report? But what happened? That board reported with 
promptness. Commissioned in the early part of the year 1895, 
with diligent labor it visited the scene, collected all the informa- 
tion within reach, gathered by previous surveys, by observations 
and examinations, and on the 3ist of October it filed with the 
Secretary of State its report. 

Sir, the friends of this measure, I have grounds for belief, knew 
pretty soon what that report was. They seem to have been 
struck breathless. Well they might have been. We could not 
learn its details for a little while. It was through the public 
_— that gradually, toward the end of that year, after Congress 

assembled, it began to be known that the report of that board 
of engineers had condemned this project as one already ripe for 
execution so completely that had it been made to a board of 
directors of any ation in the United States there would 
have been an end of ject at once, unless, after careful and 
particular further examination, the difficulties which the board 
presented, and which seemed almost insuperable, could be sur- 
mounted by ages skill. 

The friends of the bill did not yet ask for the publication of the 
report. By and by, however, nearly two months after Congress 
had assembled, in the long session of this Congress, a resolu- 
tion was addressed to the President, requesti 
report, which was promptly sent forward, I believe transmitted 
on the 7th of February, 1896. There it lay on the table of the 
Speaker undisturbed until the 4th of March, 1896, when it was 
referred to a committee and ordered to be printed. That report, 
80 strong seemed to be the control which the friends of the scheme 
exerted for the subject, was not then printed, with its large ad- 
denda and appendices and tables and maps and illustrations. We 
looked for them. The report came half fledged before Congress, 
and for the first time I have just been enabled to obtain the other 
part of the report, this large document (exhibiting), bearing the 
imprint of the Government Printing ce,under date of 1897, 

is present year. 

Sir, hearings were had by a committee in another body, which 





a copy of that) 


have been printed, and which are accessible to us, in which it 
would seem as if that board, composed of one of the best engi- 
neers of the Army, another of the Navy, and another illustrious 
in this country for his great works of engineering skill, was 
simply subjected to cross-examination with a view to possibly 
discredit the public service which they had rendered in patriotic 
fidelity to the obligation assumed by their acceptance of the 


appointment. 

en, at the last session of this Congress, when there was ample 
time for the discussion of this great measure, why was it not 
brought forward? A day ortwo—I think not so much as a week— 
before the adjournment of that session, this bill was reported. 
Weall remember that the last long session of Congress was an un- 
usually short long session. There was little of special importance 
to engage the body beyond the appropriation bills and political 
speeches, and they were perhaps less in number than are usually 
made anticipatory of a coming Presidential campaign. ‘This bill 
might easily have been debated then, but, as I said, it came before 
this body only as the time for its adjournment was nigh. Since 
then we have had a Presidential election, absorbing to a very 
great degree in its nature, obliterating and sweeping from mind 
many of the matters which before were prominent in our atten- 
tion. Now, this measure is brought in here at this short session 
of Congress, and demand to suspend all their opposition is made 
upon those who feel a public duty —- upon them to resist it, 
in order that its friends may hurry the scheme through. 

In what can it be supposed that this plan has been so much im- 
proved by merely waiting, as that now we shall rush it into exe- 
cution in defiance of that report of the board of enginvers which we 
ourselves invoked because its perilous character was so fully ex- 
hibited in advance? Yet it was a week ago last Thursday that 
the Senator from Indiana concluded his remarks upon this bill, 
somewhat in advance of the expectation of those who were intend- 
ing to join him in resistance to it; and when a little time was 
asked, only until another day, for the collection of papers neces- 
sary to discussion, we had the insinuation given against us that 
our purpose was only to filibuster; it was denied that we should 

roceed to debate, and appeals were made at once for an imme- 
iate vote on the bill. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I suggest that there is not a 
quorum of the Senate present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum being 


suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 
e Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Aldrich, Daniel, McBride, Roach, 
en, Da Mc Millan, Sewell, 

n, Faulkner, Mantle, Sherman, 
Bacon, atte Martin, Smith, 
Bate, Gallinger, Mills, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Gear, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Morgan, Thurston, 
Burrows, Gray, Morrill, Tillman, 
Caffery, Hale, Murphy, Turpie, 
Call, Hansbrough, Pasco, Vilas, 
Cameron, Hawley, Peffer, Walthall, 
Cannon, Hoar, Perkins, Wetmore, 
Chilton, Irby, Pettigrew, White, 

k, Jones, Ark. Platt, Wilson. 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-nine Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The Senator from 
Wisconsin is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, as I was remarking, after but a 
single speech had been made in opposition to the measure, so long 
ago as a week preceding last Thursday it was attempted to deny 
to the opponents of the bill privilege to discuss it further; and yet, 
sir, although seven legislative days have been passed since that 
time, the opponents of this measure have secured opportunity to 
enjoy butone. The Senator from Virginia {Mr. DANIEL] on Tues- 
day of last week—if I remember the date correctly—made a speech, 
which engaged the attention of the Senate by its strength and elo- 
quence. Two full days have been consumed in speeches by the 
chairman of the select committee. Sir, I do not complain of it. 
Very necessary indeed was it that the bill should have defense; 
very necessary indeed was it that the friends of the bill shoald be 
rallied again, if possible, to the support of a scheme which had 
been justly condemned, as this measure was, to immediate recon- 
sideration in the proper legislative way by committees, if not for 
immediate and entire suspension, until proper diplomatic repre- 
sentations had been made between our Department of Foreign 
Affairs and the Government which had interposed its dignified 
and respectful objections to this measure. 

The Senator from Alabama tells us. indeed, that the people are 
in a high state of feverish excitement to have this bill passed, and 
he denounces upon those who have ventured opposition the thun- 
derbolts to flash from the sky of public wrath. oo to differ 
with him in respect to the judgment of the people on this subject. 
I dare to think he is mistaken, and if I believed he was correct, 
then, indeed, I would feel a double duty incumbent on all those 
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who entertain the opinions I do to challenge that public judgment 
by renewed discussion, knowing or believing that they did not 
understand the subject who thus so flippantly would cast the 
United States under such a mountain weight of difficulty in de- 
fiance of its historical policy. 

I wish to say to my very greatly esteemed friend the Senator 
from Massachusetts — Hoar] and to the Senator from Maine 
{Mr. Hae], with whom I enjoy the utmost cordiality and kind- 
ness, who have with other Senators upon this floor, including my 
good friend the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], appealed to 
me to withhold objection and permit a vote to be taken, that I 
think they ought to recognize the sense of great public duty which 
those who oppose this measure conceive demands of them to pre- 
sent the arguments against it in full, elaborately, and abundantly 
untilits entire nature and character shall be exhibited from one 

art to the other. Not one of us, my distinguished friend on the 
eft [Mr. CArFrERY], our generous and chivalrous coadjutor from 
Virginia {[Mr. DANIEL], the learned and powerful Senator from 
Indiana [ Mr. aren oe would interpose objection to any request 
which justly appealed to our courtesy, or for any personal consid- 
eration that could be shown to the men who occupy so high place 
in the Senate andinthecountry’sestimation. Buttheduty which 
rests upon us is not of a personal character. It carries no personal 
reasons with it. It is a public duty which we can no more avoid 
or shun than we could sacrifice manliness, patriotic love, or desire 
for the glory and welfare of our country. 

Nor, sir, is there any occasion or need for this course, and ‘I wish 
that the Senators who made this appeal would reflect upon that. 
Our venerable friend the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who 
is to be the chief character in the Cabinet of the next Administra- 
tion, though he himself has repeatedly reported this bill or some 
bill, not this one exactly, though he has made elaborate reports in 
favor of engaging in the project, has now told you plainly that no 
incorporated company can be intrusted to build the canal. He 
speaks with foreknowledge of tht diplomatic duties which will 
devolve upon the next Administration in respect perhaps to this 
very project, and with forecast of the difficulties which will ensue. 
He told us other things still more important to the just considera- 
tion of the appeal which is made to us here to-day. He told us 
what many hope, that this bill can not in any case pass the pres- 
ent Congress, because it has yet to go to the House of Representa- 
tives, and I suppose he felt himself able to assure us what would 
be the result of its consideration in that body, and I fervently 
trust he is right. But, sir, with what cogency, with what effect, 
can either our sense of duty or our courtesy be addressed by Sen- 
ators to yield and permit a reckless and inconsiderate vote to pass 
the bill before its character is known, when we are to receive in 
another House the rebuke for our precipitancy? 

if, under such circumstances, we are here obstructing public 
measures by insisting upon debate of this scheme, is it not singu- 
lar that that obstruction be not instantly removed? I am not 
desirous, much as J have studied and labored over this project, of 
engaging the attention of the Senate to declare my views, except 
only if the passage of this measure is to be demanded, I feel I 
ought to resist it by every means of fair debate until its character 
can be brought home to the knowledge of those who favor it, and 
especially to the minds of the people of this country. I shall 
readily yield the floor at any moment to proceed to the considera- 
tion of any other measure which, as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] says, is urgently pressing for our legislative 
attention. Let them, therefore, who stand here in the attitude of 
declaring that the work which we are doing in reference to this 
bill is pure futility, the mere expression of sentiment on the part 
of the Senate, not even the first step to the enactment of a bill 
which will become a law, remove the obstruction to other impor- 
tant legislation if they will. I protest that no appeal is justly 
addressable to us who desire to argue it. 

Mr. President, I shall make one or two other observations before 
I undertake the discussion of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Would it interrupt the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin if I were to ask him a question? 

Mr. VILAS. No, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator, if he is going 
to address himself to this subject, to give us some information 
upon a point as to which I have been unable to get information. 
I have been out of the city for a week, and perhaps it has been 
discussed here. I should like to know something about the cost 
of the canal. I am quite well aware that there is difference of 
opinion between the engineers of the old company and those of 
the Government. It is not a very large difference, I believe—sey- 
enty or eighty million dollars, or some trifling amount like that. 
I should like to know whether the Senator can assure me that 
even the sum which has been fixed will build the canal. I have 
been informed by very good engineers that, taking even the Gov- 
ernment engineers’ estimate, it will not complete the canal. 

I have taken some interest in this matter for several years, and 
if the Senator is going to address himself to this question, I wish, 


if he can, that he would give us some idea as to what the canal is 
to cost; if he can not, I hope some Senator who is in favor of the 
bill will do so. Ido not want to interrupt the Senator now, how- 
ever. I thought perhaps it would suggest to him to take up the 
point and give us some information u it. 

Mr. VILAS.. I intend at a point in the course of my discussion 
to draw attention to that subject. It will not take long to present 
it. But at this juncture I should prefer not to divert my argu- 
ment to enter upon it. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not mean to ask the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin to do it now, but at sometime in his argument I wish he would 
give us his view as to the cost of the canal, if he can. 

Mr. a I shall do it somewhat fully, and I will therefore 
postpone it. 

I wish to make one other observation. The Senator from Ala- 
bama {[Mr. MorGAn], very much to my gre the other day 
when I made a motion to recommit the bill, use I wished to 
relieve the Senate, in response to such suggestions as had been 
most ably made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HaLx] and the 
Senator from Massachusetts = Hoar] and others, spoke of it 
as if it were a personal affront. No man could be more surprised 
than I by the suggestion. 

If there - in — ona way —- = as affront in a 
proper and parliamentary motion against a bill, especially like 
this, which seems to me peculiarly a subject for Socuemenitea). if 
we can judge by the constant repetition of amendments to it by 
the very distinguished and honorable Senator himself, if there be 
anything to warrant the idea of offense, I would prefer that the 
motion should be withdrawn. I stand ready at any moment, if 
that be possible, to ask leave of the Senate to withdraw it. That 
Senator is greatly my senior in years and in service in the Senate. 
Nor do I in any wise assume to put my feeble powers in competi- 
tion with his. But while I have only the warmest personal kind- 
ness toward him, and will show him every personal courtesy and 
every official courtesy, yet when we stand wu this floor we are 
in the contemplation of the Constitution of the United States 
equal members of this body, I not less than he an ambassador 
from one of the sovereign States of this Union, and no less is it 
mine than his duty to exert my powers, feeble and insufficient 
though they are, to present all such arguments, all such views as 
may be entertained by me as a Senator, in reference to whatever 
subject may come before the Senate. 

I shall continue to do it in the same spirit of personal and fra- 
ternal regard, but with no withholding of anything that appears 
to me necessary either to say or todo in opposition to this measure. 
I trust that the assurance which I give now may be accepted for 
everything that shall be said in the course of the discussion to 
which I shall have the honor to ask the Senate to listen. 

That Senator said of himself and this company which stands as 
the first great beneficiary of the bill: 

Thave been studious and diligent about it; Ihave been faithful and honest, 
and there is not a spot on the escutcheon of the Maritime Canal Company or 
aes else connected with this business. It is perfectly pure and ciean 
and free, and I would despise it if it had any stain upon it at all. 

I accept every word of it, and accredit that honorable and dis- 
tinguished Senator with entire ignorance of the bill in any other 
respect than as it appeals to him from the standpoint of a mode 
of promoting what sarees to his imagination as a great interna- 
tional project which the United States ought to assume and carry 
forward. But the rest of us must be at liberty to look at the 
Maritime Canal Company with the eyes which we have, and to 
judge of the measure proposed with the ju ents which we pos- 
sess. If we seein it a “‘job,” we shall be at liberty even to char- 
acterize it as it is to us, and to do so with no sort of reflection, 
express or implied, upon the Senator from Alabama, and with- 
out, directly or indirectly,in any way whatever impugning his 
high personal character, credit, or honor. 

regret, sir, that the Senator sees fit so freely to indulge in pe'- 
sonal an ism to everybody—not in the Senate, I mean, but out 
of it—who seems to differ with his jud: t upon the bill. He 
was severe in his arraignment of the i and amiable 
gentleman who represents a country whose dignity we ought to 
regard even almost as our own—the Greater Republic of Central 
America. He was severe and vigorous in his criticism upon the 


chairman of the Board of Engineers, whose has been so 
complete a demonstration of the unwisdom of this measure. Put 
I trust that it may be possible for us to with the debate 


upon the pending bill without in any wise being thought for 4 
moment to contravene any obligation of kindness and 
courtesy which we should show, and w we most warmly 
desire to show, to the distinguished and honorable Senator whose 


heart is so much en in this \ 
Mr. President, I desire, as my first proposition, to assert, and to 
cause it to be understood in its full import, that the . he 


_ is not one of Government favor and countenance 
i 
of the 


Canal. It is not even the creation of a corporation 
That has already been 


nited States to execute that work. 











done, most wn som aangy Aepenes as I shall try to show. But this 
bill is m ——_ er that the United States Gov- 
ernment shall entire undertaking. , furnish 

dollar of its cost, become its owner and proprietor, and, with al 
it implies, take upon its own shoulders all the charges, risks, and 
responsibilities, and the chances not only of success or failure in 
work, but of international complications and entangling alliances, 
of vexatious controversies, and possibly of war. 

Now, let us observe the truth of this thro a careful, but as 
speedy, analysis of the billasIcan make. The bill declares, first— 
const the OEOOD aheres of $100 Ae Re ge Ae gt 
more than number of shares be issued except by the consent of 
Congress. 

That strange declaration is that the capital stock of this enter- 
prise shall not furnish a cent of a 

The second section of the bill is definitive: 

+e ” the 
whe ne mepdinnt hl» Held tte i real ahd Da 
sonal p rs, em- 

G tal to the 
ea a oS 
The third section comes to the —_ ae 
‘ ft shall 

Cra eae of this act show to the entisfnction of the Secretary of the 


T that all the stock of the Maritime Canal Company of Ni 
ss eeeT sr cokoainel turer naael, apeame tant havehetete teued te the he 
can- 


tt 

publics of Nicaragua and Costa Hien, has been eniled tn returned to, and 
celed by the treasurer of the company, or that satisfactory arran ts 
have been made for the return and cancellation of said stock, that all 
bonds issued by said company and obligations to deliver bonds have been re- 
deemed and canceled or that satisfacto nents have been made for 
their redemption and cancellation, and all liabilities of the said company 
have been sai and all contracts and agreements heretofore by 
said company, including all contracts with the Nicaragua Canal Constructi 
Company, have been canceled, or that has been made for the cate. 
faction and cancellation of said liabilities and contracts— 

I do not pause, notwithstanding the emphasis I give to some of 
these words, to comment upon their extraordinary character, but 
only to point out the result of this section on my proposition— 
the Secre of the Treasury in behalf of the United States, subscribe 
for 700,000 shares of the capital s of said company— 

Which is declared to be nonassessable, whatever the subscrip- 
tion may be— 
and said com: shall thereu issue to the said of the Treas- 
ury of the U States 700,000 shares of the capital stock of said company 
herein provided for, to be deposited with the Treasurer of the United Sta 
_ Seven-tenths of the whole, and of course a — ee 
interest so far as this nonassessable and purely fictitious capi 
stock represents the corporation— 
which stock shall be issued in consideration of the guaranty by the United 
; hereinafter vided for, and shall be 
copital stock of eald Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua 
shall be issued and delivered to such person or persons as be 
by those stockholders of thesaid company stock ins boon surrendered 


and canceled, as 
Mr. SMITH. Mr. President—— 
_The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

r. VILAS. With pl b 
Mr. SMITH. I to ask the Senator from Wisconsin if h 
knows whether the members of the Maritime Canal Company are 

citizens of the United States? 

Mr. VILAS. I do not. I am not aware what the fact is in 
reference to their citizenship. 

Mr. MORGAN, They are all citizens of the Uni*ed States. 


Mr. VILAS. I know in reference to that point that the 
a u which the company was really created requires 
e 


shall be offered to the people of other nations, and 
a 5 per cent shall be reserved for the inhabitants of Central 
erica. 
Mr. MORGAN. Iwill say to the Senator from New Jersey 
that they are all citizens of the United States except as to Nicara- 


the 

Mr. VILAS. Ishould be glad to ask the distinguished chair- 
man of the special committee if he can point to my By nth 
reports or padi a kee which states the facts with 
reference to the of the company or with reference to 
the money expended and other things of that kind? 

Mr. MORGAN. one of the reports that has been made, 
except the Imade Friday, contains a statement as to the 
citizenship of the partiesand theexpendituresinvolved. A detailed 
jiatement is given in a great man of eee the expendi- 
ures. Then, the president of the Maritime anal Company every 
year has eu under oath to the Secretary of the Interior a 

- statement of the whole operations from the first organization 

of the company down to the present time. 

: = pn Has ens eement ever been laid before the Sen- 
ay, So as prin 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh 


> yes. 
Mr. VILAS. Or in : 
know where to get z it any printed form? I should like to 
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Mr. MORGAN. Itisin printed form, and can be obtained in 
the document room, and is also in these reports. 
Mr. WHITE. I will state to the Senator from Wisconsin that, 





so far as the of the Interior is concerned, he will find it 
in his filed recently. 
Mr. . It will be observed how significant the third 


section is in support of the ;roposition which I made, since it 
places the entire control of the capital stock of the company in 
the United States by giving them seven-tenths of all of it. 

I next draw attention to section 8 in respect to this point, which 
further provides— 

That the United States hereby reserves the right to purchase the stock is- 
sued as hereinbefore provided for, other than that issued to the United States 
and the States of N and Costa at any time, at such sum as may 
be upon az Se Secretary of the Treasury and the said stockholders, 
w sum shall in no event exceed the par value of said stock, together with 
3 per cent per annum therecn from the date of its issue to the opening of 

tocommerce. No dividend upon said stock shall ever 
be made by said directors except from the net earnings of said corporation. 

Costa Rica is entitled to 14 per cent, Nicaragua to 6 per cent, of 
the capital stock under the concession made by those two States— 
$7,500,000 at value—of the $100,000,000 of stock. The United 
States, then, by this act, forbids the sale of the remaining $22,- 
500,000, of which $7,000,000 in amount is bestowed upon the stock- 
holders of the Maritime Canal Company, as now existing, for the 
surrender of their stock. 

Mr. MORGAN, If the Senator will allow me to interrupt, I 
will state that those are not the facts. The concession from 
Nicaragua, and also from Costa Rica, provides for the issue of 
the original stock, and Nicaragua is entitled to $6,000,000. 

Mr. VILAS. Six million dollars to Nicaragua and one and a 
half million dollars to Costa Rica. 

Mr. MORGAN. And $6,000,000 to the promoters of the Mari- 
time Canal Company. 

Mr. VILAS. Iam not raising any point there. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, these gentlemen in this bill gave up that 
$6,000,000 of stock. 

Mr. VILAS. Iam not at this point raising an inquiry into the 
wisdom of this trade orits expediency. I am simply pointing out 
that while the bill does leave $22,500,000 of stockin other hands than 
the Tnited States, yet it prohibits that stock from being sold, re- 
serving to the United States the right of being the sole purchaser 
of it, thus absolutely putting our grasp upon every dollar of the 
stock of that company, nominal though it may be, which is not 
vested in Ni and Costa Rica. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is admitted. 

Mr. VILAS. There can not be much doubt about that from the 
terms of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the p , 

Mr. VILAS. Now let us turn to section 4, and see what is pro- 
vided. After the stock is thus taken care of in these two sections, 
we come next to the following, in the fourth section: 

That upon the issuance and moe of the stock and bonds provided for 
in sections 3 and 7 of this act the places of the directors of the Maritime 
Canal Company of Nicaragua, except euch as represent the States of Nicara- 
gua and Costa Rica— 

One for each of these stockholders— 
shall become vacant. The board of directors of the Maritime Canc | Company 
of Nicaragua shall consist of eleven directors— 

I have forgotten whether that changes the number. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; it was fifteen. 

Mr. VILAS. Formerly fifteen. Section 4 proceeds— 
one to be appointed by Costa Rica, one by Nicaragua, and one by the stock- 
holders of the Maritime Canal Company other than the said Governments, 
and eight to be appointed by the President of the United States, by and with 

advice and consent of the Senate, and removable by the President of the 
United States for cause. In case of avacancyin the membership of directors 
appointed by the President the same shall be filled, etc. 

And then follows a a prohibiting a director from being 
interested in the stock or otherwise pecuniarily in the company, 
and other provisions in respect to their character. 

Thus the control of the direction of the company is entirely with- 
drawn from the directors now in office and a new board is substi- 
tuted, to be appointed in the way in which the Constitution of the 
United States provides for theappointment of officers of the United 
States. 

Let us now take the next section. Section 5 provides that these 
directors shall classify themselves into three classes, by !ot, to hold, 
respectively, for two, four, and six years, etc., and that 6 of the 
11 divectors, of whom 5 at least must be directors appointed by the 
President, shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of busi- 
ness, thereby again guaranteeing to the States of Costa Rica and 
Nicaragua and to the stockholders of the alleged stock, the 
twenty-two and one-half million dollars, that they shall have no 
voice in the board of directors except for argument’s sake and so 
far as they can persuade the Government directors to yield to them. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the Senator, if he will allow me, 
that the concession provides that Nicaragua shall have one di- 
rector and Costa Rica one director, and if the company went to 
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Great Britain to get their money they would be limited by the 
same restrictions. 

Mr. VILAS. I recognize that perfectly, and at a proper time, 
when I reach that stage of the discussion, I shall point out that 
those concessions provide a great many other things which are 
ruthlessly trampled upon by this bill and disregarded, and, in re- 
spect to this particular feature of it, that those concessions stipu- 
late not for a nonassessable and worthless representative of nothing, 
but for an actual share in the true contribution of creative and 
constructive capital in whatever form of stock, bonds, securities, 
or otherwise that capital should be actually put into the enter- 
prise. Now, it appears that the United States is crawling into 
the skin of this corporation. 

The sixth section provides the compensation of the directors and 
other officers, etc., and directs the duty of examination by them 
and their report. 

The seventh section, appropriately placed about the middle of 
the bill, in my mind is the section which represents the mouse in 
the meal, it provides— 

That as Soon as practicable after the pacnege of this act an account shall be 
stated with the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, which shall include 
all necessary and proper expenditures which have been made or ageare oy 
said company or for its account by its agents since the 3d day of June, 1889, 
in and about the construction of said canal, or in any way incident thereto, 
or connected therewith, ntetes railroad and telegraph lines built by 
the said company, and all administration and promotion expenses. The 
amount of said expenditures shall be ascertained and determined by a com- 
mission consisting of two members, one of whom shall be a inted by the 
President of the United States, and the other by the stockholders of the 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, whose stock is to be surrendered, 
as hereinbefore provided; and in case the said commissioners should fail to 
agree upon the amount of said expenditures, they shall select soms third 
person as arbitrator, whose decision in the matter shall be final. For the 
reimbursement of said expenditures so ascertained, and in liquidation of the 
amount thereof, including interest thereon, there shall be issued and delivered 
to the person or persons selected by the stockholders of said Maritime Canal 
Company of Nicaragua, whose stock has been surrendered and canceled as 
provided for in secton 3 of this act— 

The same beneficiaries, it will be observed, to whom, for the same 
reason, $7,000,000 of the capital stock was previously assigned— 
bonds of said company in an amount equal at their par value to the sum of 
such See so ascertained, which sum shall not in any event exceed 
$4.500,000 and the interest thereon. Said bonds so to be issued shall have the 
guaranty of the United States indorsed thereon, as provided in ion 10 
of this act, and the acceptance of the same shall be in full satisfaction of all 
claims against the United States or the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

Mr. President, I shall by and by have occasion to draw attention 
to the fact that that section is the one absolute section in the bill. 
Whatever becomes of all the rest of it, that section takes effect by 
the passage‘of the bill. We may never, if we should have a good 
board of directors, engage even in the construction of this alread 
discredited route; we may never be able to realize the least parti- 
cle of right under the concession of Nicaragua; but whatever we 
get or do not get, the stockholders of the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany obtain $4,500,000 of bonds, and so much more as the interest 
on their expenditures amounts to up to the time. 

I shall not pause now to discuss the question whether the United 
States ought to exert the great power of Congress to force upon 
this poor and weak corporation the acceptance of this proposal to 
take their all for four million and a half dollars and interest nor 
any of the questions of expediency involved init. I simply call 
attention to the fact that that section, supplementing the section 
in regard to the stock, completely crushes out and extinguishes 
the entire interest of those people who had stock in that canal and 
leaves the United States supreme in its control. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
an yield to an interruption by the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I simply desire to ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin whether the interest stipulated to be paid to the stockhold- 
ers of the old company by this bill is to be paid upon the amount 
of their expenses, whatever they may be, or upon the gross amount 
of $4,500,000 as the largest amount the United States is to pay? 

Mr. VILAS. I think there can be no occasion for any miscon- 
struction. The language is: 

For the reimbursement of said expenditures so ascertained, and in liquida- 
tion of the amount thereof, including interest thereon. 

The bonds shall be delivered equally at par value not to exceed 
$4,500,000 and the interest. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Soifthe expenditures arein excess of $4,500,000, 
interest will be paid upon the sums in excess? 

Mr. VILAS. That is the way I interpret the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. If I may be allowed to make a statement, the 
Senator from Wisconsin understands the bill, I believe, from what 
he says, as providing for interest upon the sum of $4,500,000? 

Mr. VILAS. For interest on all their expenditures. 

Mr. MORGAN. To the amount of $4,500,000—that they are 
entitled to interest on that sum? 

Mr. VILAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not so understand the bill. Interest was 
due under the sum of $4,500,000 upon whatever sum the expendi- 





tures have been, so as to raise it not beyond $4,500,000. Now 
another point—— , 


Mr. VILAS. -If the Senator will it me at that point, | 


should like to ask him what, then, is the significance of the words 


in the third line on page 7, ‘‘ and the interest thereon,” the second 
mention of interest? 


Mr. MORGAN. That is the interest on the sum expended up 
to $4,500,000. 


Mr. VILAS. No; but these words follow the declaration that 


the bonds shall not exceed $4,500,000 “‘and the interest thereon.” 


Mr. MORGAN. That means, and was intended to mean, the 


interest on the sum expended by them under the sum of $4,500,000, 


which is the outside limit of all that they can ever receive. 

Mr. VILAS. But that is or provided for previously. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, the tor says that feature of the bill 
goes into effect immediately on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. VILAS. And the a of the company. 

Mr. MORGAN. None of the bill goes into effect except upon 
the acceptance of the company. It does not become a legislative 
act because this isan amendment to an existing law, and its valid- 
ity and efficiency and effect depend upon its acceptance by the 
ee Canal Company under the conditions pres«ribed in the 

Mr. VILAS. At some proper time in the course of this discus- 
sion I shall submit to the distinguished Senator from Alabama 
whether he thinks the — salvation to the United States of this 
money, if we pass this bill, will lie in the conscience of the Mari- 
time Canal ee iy 

Mr. MORGAN. Not by any means. 

Mr. VILAS. It certainly will not lie in their interest, for the 
property they possess at this date, judging from what has been 
shown both by the engineers and from other sources of informa- 
tion, can hardly be estimated to be worth $500,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, the company can 
sell a million acres of land and also the concession, which is their 
nee and notours. This whole measure is a mere proposition 
to them that we are willing to make a certain deal with them. 
If they do not accept it there is nothing in it. 

Mr. TURPIE. I will remark that the company has no lands 
and will have none until the canal is cmaicel. The title of the 
land isin the two Republics that made the concession and the 
treaty of cession expires on the 24th day of April next. 

Mr. VILAS. Iwas about to observe that the title to the lands is, 
like everything else in respect to it except the personal property, 
machinery, etc., dependent wholly upon the maintenance of the 
concession and the completion of the canal. 

Mr. MORGAN. We gs to complete the canal. That is 
what we are trying to do. But it does not depend upon that. 
There is a fee-simple title conveyed by these concessions, and I (lo 
not a ve the Senator from Wisconsin will be found here, if the 
bill is defeated, trying to rob the concessionaires of that million 
acres of land in favor of Nicaragua. 

Mr. VILAS. Lhope I should be found in no place and at no 
time trying to rob anybody, and I assure the Senator that among 
those whom I feel, in my capacity as a Senator here, I am most 
eves to defend from robbery are the taxpayers of the United 

tates. 

Mr. President, at some time in the course of the discussion I[ 
intend to speak upon the character of this section 7, but I am only 
alluding to it now for the purpose of showing the completeness of 
the eopuition that the United States alone are to undertake this 

n 


canal. 

Section 8 I have already mentioned. Section 9 steps in next 
and recognizes that the whole capital stock is of no value; that 
$4,500,000 of bonds will have no effect toward construction, and 
it reads: 


That to secure the means toconstruct and complete said canal, and to meet 
the expenditures made on account thereof, the Maritime Canal Com pe ny 
of Nicaragua is hereby authorized to issue cou or registered bonds, or 
both, of the said company, in denominations of less than $50 nor more than 

.000, to an amount not ae pane. dated on the Ist day of 
uly, 1896, to be payable on the 1s y of July, 1926, but redeemable at the 
pleasure of the United States at any time after the Ist day of July, 1%", ot 
per, with interest at the rate of 3 cent annum, le quarterly on 
© ist daysof October, January, pril. and July of end peer, trom the deliv: 
ery of the bonds to said company by the Secre of the Treasury from time 


to time as by this act required: President of the Unit 
tates may at any time suspend the issue of said bonds until Congress. being 

inform Wy him of the reasons f. shall wise direct. 

And said bonds shall be secured by a first mo: on and rights 


its 
of property now existing or hereafter acq of all and descriptions, 
real, reonal, and mixed, of all franchises and rights of the said.company 
inclu its rignts and franchise to be a corpo: Such mo shal 


contain a pee on for asinking fund sufficient for the ent of dd bonds 
at maturity in accordance with the provisions of section 12of this act. Sv‘ t 
mortgage shall be so framed as to be valid as a first lien under the laws © 


Nicaragua and Costa Rica. 


ina United aoc is then to ey : - the —_— - =a eee 
e guarantor of a mortgage, and is oO ic 

Sisieatan to discover the terms in which its liability shall be 
safely declared, And it is the property of this concern that w® 











think so much of and hear so much about that is to be mortgaged 
and subjected to the jurisdiction of the courts in Nicar and 
Costa Rica. The United States, which can be sued only by their 
own consent, file here this ~ 5 to confer a jurisdic iction 
against them upon the courts of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, and 
the Attorriey-General is then directed to see to it that the mort- 
gave is sufficient; and provision is then made for its execution in 
triplicate and recé : 

Section 10 then provides how the mortgage bonds shall be printed 
by the United States, and this very deft and shrewd phrase is 
introduced to show that we are to be saved from that expense: 


At the expense of said Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 


And provision is made for the form of the bonds. Then comes 
this declaration: 

Before the issue of said bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury he shall 
cause to be cngrares and 
the guaranty of the Uni 
“The Uni States of America guarantees to the 
the payment by the Maritime Canal Com 
of said bond the interest thereon as 
the Treasury is hereby authorized terest on said bonds 
as it becomes due is not paid into the re of the United States by the 
Maritime Sis te erdie cogreplintl cat ef eny eusany'n the Toomaary 

0 a 
= othe appropriated. 

Thus by that section every dollar that is to be contributed to 
the construction of that canal or its completion is to be provided 
by the United States: Y : 

Section 11 directs the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua to 
pay the — the Treasury to pay the interest on these 
mortgage bon 3 ; 

Mr. President, who is it who is thus to pay the interest into the 
Treasury of the United States? The United States Government 
itself, for it is the only stockholder. Where is the interest money 
to come from so that the canal company can pay it into the Treas- 
ury of the United States? From the sale of the bonds guaranteed 
by the United States, the only source in the world from which a 
dollar can be derived by that Maritime Canal Company, every 
dollar of that subscribed capital stock being nonassessable. Until 
the canal is built, nobody knows how many years hence, that 
declaration is simply a a. 

Mr. MILLS. After the expenditure of the $70,000,000 which 
are expected ‘to be realized from the sale of the bonds, suppose 
there should require to be more money raised, more capital with 
which to finish this work, where is that money to come from? 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, eon ge stockholders who own the 
stock of that company; the United States, that is to say, would 
probably be obliged to appeal to Congress to issue another $100,- 
000,000 of bonds, 

Mr. MILLS. That is it exactly. 

Mr. VILAS. And I should be gratified if Icould be assured 
that the repetition of that process would stop before we reached 
$500,000,000, if we actually complete the work. 

Section 12 is another ingenious section to express the idea of this 
independent entity, called the Maritime Canal Company, into 
which the United States has thrust itself, until all else there is of 
true life is expelled from its being. Let us look at it: 

_ Src. 12. That for all sums that the United States may pay u the prin- 
cipal or interest of said bonds under their said guaranty the United States 
shall be sub ted to all rights and liens under the said mortgage which the 
holders of said t bonds or any of them would have had in respect thereof if 
the same had remained un by the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua 
and had not been paid by the United States under their guaranty. 

That is to say, the same right to enforce collection against itself 
that the holders of the bonds would have. The er and the 
guarantor being the sam< person, the guarantor reserves to him- 
self the right to enforce upon himself as the maker the privileges 
which would be enjoyed it they were different persons by the law 
of subrogation. 


But until the expiration of five years after the said canal shall be put in 
operation, and sc, long as, during said five years, the canal shall be in ar 
ation and remain under control of the time Canal Company of Nica- 
Tagua, this subrogated lien and right of the United States as aforesaid shall 
hot be enforced by foreclosure. 


Then provision is made for a foreclosure of the mortgage, which 
Ishall not weary the Senate by reading. 

I want to turn to one other section in ampet of the proposition 
with which I set out the reading of this bill: 
according So She eee aneee eareenerueted pies tngeupervision ond 
ment of the United States Army. o ej “ 
: The Army of the United States is directed to become the servi- 
Ri, of this corporation. The rights reserved by the States of Costa 

icaand N icaragua, making the concession in the stipulation how 
the engineering work should be done, are brushed away as if they 
Were of no consequence. 
en President of the United States, upon the recommendation of the Chief 


Corps of the United States Army, shall detail thrce compe- 
tent engineers from the War Department to eter regularly the service of 
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the Maritime Canal Company, and said engineers shall select one of their 
number as chief engineer, and thereafter shall detail such additional num- 
ber as may be requ from time to time by the rd of directors for the 
construction of said canal, provided the same can be done without detriment 
to the public service. 

Then provision is made for the chief engineer, his duties, sal- 
ary, etc., and authority given to the President to appoint a board 
of three civil engineers to inspect the route, etc., and make recom- 
mendations. 

Mr. GRAY. And $200,000 appropriated for that. 

Mr. VILAS. And $200,000 appropriated for that, as the Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. Gray] very pertinently suggests. 

Provision is then made for representation in the board of direct- 
ors, and a limitation put upon the corporation as to the issue of 
any more mortgages, as of course they could not do, being wholly 
made the creature of Congress; and there is a direction that the 
— shall not be sold for less than their par value. That is the 

It will be observed that in every particular of importance there 
can be no qualification to the proposition with which I set out, 
that the United States undertake everything whatever in respect 
to this canal at this stage, undertake its risks of construction, the 
mischances of all the surveys hitherto made, all the perils of 
international complications and quarrel. 

Why should the United States Government, if we are to do that 
thing, undertake thus to invest itself with a false guise? Why 
should the United States Government put on a mask when it sets 
forth before the world to perform this great contribution to the 
progress of civilization? Sir, masks always mean deceit. What 
is the purpose concealed under this subterfuge? Is it to gain from 
the State of Nicaragua the advantages of the concession which this 
company bought from that State? Nicaragua stands before us 
with open hands, with the kindest expression of national good 
will, the desire to unite with us in the construction of that canal. 
From the time when government began to exist in that territory 
it has been seeking in its feebleness the strong hand of capital and 
aid sufficient to construct this canal. The very objection filed by 
its minister, Mr. Rodriguez, proffers at once to the United States 
immediate negotiation to effect that result. Weare in no need to 
try to cheat Nicaragua, we need wear no false mask in order to 
deceive her as to the character in which we present ourselves on 
her soil to do this great work. 

Who, then, do we aim at? Is it that enemy who lurks behind 
every bush whenever any project of international consequence 
arises; that enemy which threatens us from Halifax, from Jamaica, 
from the islands of the Pacific; that old, constant, dreaded night- 
mare of America, as some men would have us to believe—is it 
England? Why do we wish to cheat England? Why do we wish 
to pretend to England that it is not the United States which is 
about to build this canal, but the Maritime Canal Company of 
Nicaragua, a concessionaire of the poor States of Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica? I shall have occasion to point out, perhaps, why that 
idea may be entertained by some. It may be that it is thought 
that in that way we can violate with impunity the international 
obligations which we contracted by the Clayton-Bulwer treaty; 
but if so, sir, there is as little necessity for that as there is for any 
other course of deceit. 

I can conceive of but one other possivle motive that can actuate 
the disposition to put a sham cover on the kindly countenance of 
our great Republic when it shall step beyond the boundaries of its 
own territory, and that is that there may be some pretext of ex- 
cuse for bestowing upon this corporation, whose concession expires 
on the 27th day of April next, the four millions and a half of bonds 
and the seven millions of nonassessable capital stock. If there 
be any other reason in the world why we should pretend to be 
what we are not; why the United States should crawl into the 
skin of a corporation of its own creating; why, instead of going 
forth in our sovereign capacity to do our duty among the nations 
of the earth, we should go there as the poor creature and subject 
of Nicaragua, with no other right but that which had been con- 
ceded to a corporation dealing with and purchasing a concession 
from that State, I am unable to see. 

Now, Mr. President, I come to the next point. I will pass from 
the trivial—I mean only comparatively speaking—the mere insig- 
nificant details connected with this enterprise, to the greater 
question, Should the United States proceed to undertake that 
canal, and, if so, for what reasons and in what manner? 

The distinguished and honorable Senator from Alabamaargued 
to us at great length—no; I should not say that, but at some length 
and with some particularity—that this project would be one that 
would yield great profits; that it would be, indeed, a splendid in- 
vestment of our millions, an investment from which for a period 
of ninety-nine, and possibly one hundred and ninety-eight, years 
we might derive annual compensation that would, perhaps, be a 
consolation and comfort to the taxpayers of the United States. 
The expectation of profit asa matter of probability may very well 
be left where the eloquent and cogent Senator from Indiana has 
left it, for, as he said, at least two-thirds of a century the project, 
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after having engaged the attention of the great promoters and 
capitalists of the earth, has stood blacklisted, under taboo, with 
nobody to consider it even as worthy of investment. 

Sir, it is almost difficult to maintain a sobriety of consideration 
when one reflects on the report of the board of engineers, which 
I shall have occasion to discuss at a little later stage, upon the 
history of government subsidies in general and especially upon the 
experience of France at Panama. Think of our Pacific railroads 
as an investment of a profitable character for the United States! 
Think of the $240,000,000 which have scratched the dirt and sunk 
out of sight on that isthmus where the savings of France found 
their burial place! It may be that a keen imagination can sp 
the morning sky of this project with golden hues, but it certainly 
requires an imagination as happy, a temperament as sanguine, a 
composure as serene to carry men through poverty as have be- 
come famous in the distinguished promoter and projector of 
America—Colonel Sellers. 

Whence is the profit to come out of an enterprise which can 
not but cost unknown millions, when the best engineers dare not 
declare they know yet how it can be safely built? But, sir, I need 
spend no time upon that subject. I must, of course, do the hon- 
orable Senator from Alabama the justice to recognize what I am 
sure he must have intended, not the presentation of a reason why 
the United States should enter upon this project, in that it would 
prove profitable, but only a sort of balm to our fears while engag- 
ing the moneys of the United States in so vast a scheme. It can 
require no discussion before this body to establish the proposition 
that the United States can not engage in an enterprise for the pur- 
poseof making money. The United States have no such function 
of government. Our Constitution has delegated to the Federal 
Union only certain limited powers within its sphere of action, and 
no one of those is to raise taxes or borrow money for the purpose 
of making profitable investments in foreign lands. If, then, any- 
body indulges in the theory, the rosy hallucination that golden 
showers will follow the possession of stock in this canal company, 
let him at least acknowledge that that a furnishes noth- 
ing in the nature of argument why the United States should un- 
dertake this scheme. 

But another argument is presented, and presented seriously. It 
is claimed that the canal is necessary to the defense of the United 
States against her enemies; that we should enter upon this grand 
scheme out of a military necessity for it pressing upon us. High 
sounding words about the national defense aye inserted occasion- 
ally in resolutions procured from some assemblage. Such resolu- 
tions are easily to be procured and are commonly passed inconsid- 
erately. We had one presented the other day signed by four 

ntlemen as a committee, I believe, of the National Board of 
Trade, in which they declared to this body, constituted as it is, 
presumably, at least, made up of men of intelligence, such as the 
Constitution contemplated would occupy these seats—they declared 
to us that this canal should be built because it would “‘ afford in- 
calculable advantages to the Government in the event of a foreign 
war.” Sir, they will be incalculable, indeed, for they will be ex- 
ceedingly difficult to discern or realize. I think such a declaration 
as that is not creditable to any body who pretends to understand 
the relations which such a canal would bear to the American 

ublic. 
2 Sir, I think Senators will recognize, with reflection upon this sub- 
ject, that the canal is more likely to be an element of weakness 
than of strength, were we to have a foreign war with any power 
sed of great naval strength; and I do not believe that even 
this committee of the National Board of Trade would feel their 
knees knock together much at the peril of the United States if 
engaged in war with a country that possessed no naval strength, 
It can only be as against the former that we need ‘‘ incalculable 
advantages” in this canal. 

Without arguing which it should be at this stage, it is obvious 
that the canal must be either neutralized as to all the world, like 
the Suez Canal, so that all vessels of war as well as of peaceful 
commerce may pass it in time of war as well as in time of peace. 
or else the canal must be under the exclusive control of the United 
. States, at least in time of war. Suppose the first case—that the 
canal is neutralized. Then what do we find? We shall have 
created a waterway of intercommunication between the Atlantic 
and the Pacific by which our western coasts are exposed to the 
naval strength of Europe, against which now they sre defended 
by Cape Horn. That point was seen by a Secretary of State in 
1882, and Mr. Frelinghuysen, in his dispatch to our minister to 
England, drew his attention to the peril in time of war to which 
ouch a canal would expose our Western coasts. I read from his 
dispatch of May 8, 1882: 

A canal across the Isthmus for vessels of all dimensions and every char- 
getes, sacter possible conditions hereinafter referred to, would affect this 

public in its trad> and commerce; would expose our western coast to 
attack, destroy our isolation, oblige us to improve our defenses and to in- 


crease our Navy, and ihly compel us, contrary to our traditions, to take 
@n active interest in the affairs of European nations. 
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our peace whic 

— will be greatly facilitated, when there shall set forth again 
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Well put, so far as it relates to the question of military i 
nh derived from it in case of Gubeeien wae te, 
of war. In that event, the dreaded menace to 

the Senator from Alabama has so often appro- 


——nariners of England, 
. * . * 


* 
Whose has braved, a thousand years, 
The pattie sud thee Levent 


uppose he would contend, therefore, for the other course, and 


Is 
that if the canal were to be built it must be assumed that, being 
built by us, it shall be under our exclusive control. What does 
that mean? It means that we shall either shut out vessels of war 
in time of war or that we shall exercise the right to shut out not 


only vessels of war, but vessels of peace also in time of peace, 
Let us assume that our exclusive control takes the form most fay- 
orable to this contention; thatthe United States simply claims the 
right to shut out from the canal vessels of war in © of war 
with us. Then where are we with our military and naval! advan- 
tagesin the canal? We have established a great work at immense 
cost which any enemy, almost, can destroy. The report of the 
engineers to that point. 
. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiconsin 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainl y; 

Mr. DANIEL. Would the Senator yield to a motion to go into 
executive session? I desire to make that motion. 

Mr. VILAS. If the Senator from Virginia will withhold the 
motion for a few moments, I shall be ‘ 

Mr. DANIEL. With pleasure. _I do not desire tointerrupt the 


Senator. I an he had probably reached a point where it 
would be agreeable to him to yield 


Mr. VILAS. I will yield to the Senator for that purpose ina 
few moments. 

I read from the report of the Board of Engineers, page 50, just 
a brief clause now, to this point: 

It is proper to note the — points at which the canal would be ex- 

to injury after construction— 

Mr.GRAY. Whatreportisthatfrom? - 

Mr. VILAS. From the report of the Board of Engineers. 

Mr. GRAY. Is it a recent report? 
"a VILAS. Itis the report of the board which we sent there 


and the com 
on the lon 
should be 
closed. 


ive facility with which a breach could be made at any point 
e of embankments, if, for any reason, military or malicious, it 
tended to destroy the canal navigation until the breach could be 


Sir, we should be obli to ) on the line of the canal great 
fortifications. We should be obliged to maintain navies at both 
the ocean ports, at either terminal. Weshould be obliged in time 
of war to keep anarmy there pa the route of the canal all 
the time. Otherwise we should be at the mercy not only of the 
naval powers of Europe, but even of the poor—I only of 
them with reference to their mili strength—feeble powers of 
Central America. This Republic, w. for a hundred years has 
feare. no enemy, would, werful as it has become, be, with that 
canal, in a condition of os puerile weakness, so far as that is 
concerned. There would be our vulnerable t. There our 
millions and hundreds of millions would be obliged to go to main- 
tain fortifications and naval defenses and to support armies and 
powers in case of war. There this and powerful nation 
would find the fatal spot a e heel of Achilles, exposed 
its tremendous strength to the of the feeblest sneer. That, 
sir, is what = do for a — nation. That, sir, is what a 
board of trade knows about the ‘‘incalculable advantages” for 
mili defense of an isthmian canal. ; 

Mr. ITE. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me to 
make an inquiry? 

Mr. VILAS. With pleasure. . 

Mr. WHITE. Is not the argument which the Senator is now 
making directed against the construction of any canal under any 
auspices or at any time? 

r. GRAY. Asa military defense of the United States. 
Mr. VILAS. No, sir; and when I resume my discussion | will 
point out how I think that ; pea work of civilization should be 
constructed and how the United States should be the glorious 
leader to its consummation. it 

Mr. GRAY. I suppose, if the Senator from Wisconsin wil 
allow me, that he will contend that any canal to fulfill the objec ” 
and purposes which are laimeé for it must be a work of pea’ ; 
and that it is idle to talk about it asa part of the machinery ° 


war. 
Mr. VILAS. Precisely. I intend to point that out wher I 
pretty soon reach that part of the discussion. But I am dea!ing 
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with it now only in 


ad 5 ee i es tisasimple dem 
f mili vantage eriv m i a ple # 
eee which no man can gainsay that if we allow the vessels 


ent in its favor 


of our enemies to it as a neutral waterway in time of war, as I 
shall show we are bound to do, then we expose our Western coasts 
to an enemy against which they are now perfectly defended, and 
if, on theo hand, we maintain an exclusive control and under- 
take to shut out vessels of war in time of war, we have exposed 
ourselves to all the weakness which I have in the last few minutes 
inted out. 

P put I wish to ask, What is the supposed theory of ay which 
the canal can be made a valuable auxiliary to our national defense? 
Itcan be no more than that we can pass our ships of war more 
readily from the Atlantic coast ‘to the Pacific, or the other way. 
That is all. But why do we wish to pass them? Do we need 
send ships of war to our Pacific coast to defend it? Sir, against 
what enemy? There is the guaranty of nature for our safety. 
Three thousand miles of a vast wilderness of water, yea 5,000 
miles, lie there defen our coasts. 

Mr. MILLS. Will Senator from Wisconsin yield for a 
moment? ; 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLS. Does the Senator prefer to go on further to-night, 
or would he _— to a motion to adjourn? I suppose he must be 
fatigued by this time. i 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] desires 
to make a motion for an executive session. I promi to give 
way to him for that purpose. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to consult the Senator’s convenience 
about it. 

Mr. DANIEL. So doTI. 

Mr. VILAS. I shall not go further to-night, although there are 
afew more observations which I desire to make in reference to 
the point on which I was speaking. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
day, February 2, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 1, 1897, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Adjutant-General’s Department. 

Capt. William Harding Carter, Sixth Cavalry, to be assistant 
adjutant-general with the rank of major, January 29, 1897, vice 
Wilson, deceased. 

Capt. Thomas Henry Barry, First Infantry, to be assistant 
adjutant-general with the rank of major, January 29, 1897, vice 
Babcock, promoted, 

Pay Department. 

Capt. John Lapham Bullis, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be pay- 

master with the rank of major, January 29, 1897, vice Bates, pro- 


moted, 
Subsistence Department. 


First Lieut. George Burwell Davis, Fourth Infantry, to be com- 
missary of subsistence with the rank of captain, January 29, 


1897, vice Canes, promoted. 

Lieut. Col. uel Tobey Cushing, assistant commissary-general 
of subsistence, to be assistant commissary-general of subsistence 
with the rank of colonel, January 26, 1897, vice Sullivan, who 
} rm on accepting on as commissary-general of sub- 

nee. 

Maj. Charles Patrick Eagan, commiseary of subsistence, to be 
assistant commissary-general of subsistence with the rank of lieu- 
tenant-colonel, January 26, 1897, vice Cushing, promoted. 

Capt. Henry Brown , CO of subsistence, to be 
commissary of subsistence with the rank of major, January 26, 
1897, vice promoted. 


S.H Post chaplain. 
- Henry Bell, of Pen ; in 7 
States Asa a B) ia to be post chaplain in the United 


Ca: sale Corps of Engineers. 

ol. John M. Wilson, Corps of Engineers, to be Chief of Engi- 
neers with t - 
Oraighill, he rank of ‘brigadier aes February 1, 1897, vice 
; Infantry arm. 
woe = Charles A Wikoff, Nineteenth Infantry, to 

‘ an 
retired f uary 28, 1897, vice Casey, Twenty-second Infantry, 
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Maj. Charles Crook Hood, Seventh Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
eee January 28, 1897, vice Wikoff, Nineteenth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Capt. Constant Williams, Seventh Infantry, to be major, Jan- 
uary 28, 1897, vice Hood, Seventh Infantry, promoted. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 

Martin A. Knapp, of New York, to be an Interstate Commerce 
Commissioner; a reappointment. 

UNITED STATES CONSUL. 

Frederick W. Kickbusch, jr., of Wisconsin, to be consul of the 
United States at Stettin, Germany, vice Frederick W. Kickbusch, 
resigned. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 

Henry E. Davis, of the District of Columbia, to be attorney of 
the United States for the District of Columbia, vice Arthur A. 
Birney, whose term expires February 6, 1897. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 

William H. Munger, of Nebraska, to be United States district 
judge for the district of Nebraska, the nomination of William D, 

cHugh having been withdrawn. 





WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn February 1, 1897. 


William D. McHugh, to be United States district judge for the 
a = Nebraska, which wus delivered to the Senate on Decem- 
r 8, 1896. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 1, 1897. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Wayman Crow McCreery, of Missouri, to be collector of inter 

nal revenue for the first district of Missouri. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Commander Joseph B. Coghlan, to be a captain. 

Lieut. Commander William I. Moore, to be a commander. 

P. A. Engineer William N. Little, to bea chief engineer. 

Asst. Engineer Cleland N. Offley, to be a passed assistant engi- 
neer. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Mary Kirtley, to be postmaster at Salmon, in the county of 
Lemhi and State of Idaho. 

Nehemiah Jennings, to be postmaster at Southport, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 

Gilbert S. Benham, to be postmaster at Hamden, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

Rufus K. Sanders, to be postmaster at Saltville, in the county of 
Smyth and State of Virginia. 

Elizabeth C. Adams, to be postmaster at Radford, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Virginia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDay, February 1, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HeEnrRyY N. CoupeEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 


PURCHASE OF OR SPECULATION IN GOVERNMENT CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6834) to pre- 
vent the purchasing of or speculating in claims against the Gov- 
ernment by United States officers, with Senate amendments. 

The bill and amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, that is a very important bill. 
I desire to know if the Judiciary Committee have examined the 
Senate amendments. It seemed to be an exactly proper measure 
as it left the House. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman any motion to make? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to know if the amendments of the 
Senate have been called to the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee on the Judiciary. I see the gentleman is present; and 
I would be glad that it lie on the Speaker’s table until the gentle- 
man can examine it. It seems the Senate has made some very 
important amendments. 

. HENDERSON. I did not understand the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

Mr. DOCKERY. My inquiry was whether or not you had 
examined the amendments of the Senate to the bill prohibiting the 
purchase of fees by United States officers? 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Ihavenot. TheSenate amendments have 
not been before our committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There are a number of important amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. HEn- 
DRICK} introduced the bill, and the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. GILLETT] had charge of it. The amendments of the 
Senate have not been before us. 1 suggest, Mr. Speaker, that it 
lie on the table for the present, until I can have time to look at 
the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will remain on 
the Speaker's table. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees. 

The committees were called. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE (when the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures was cailed). Mr. Speaker, I ask that the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures be passed without 
prejudice, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, when the Committee on the 
Judiciary was just called, I happened not to have a bill that I 
wanted to call up. I ask that the committee be again called. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Committee on the 
Judiciary will again be called. 

There was no objection. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
resolution were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 


A bill (S. 8551) to authorize the entry and patenting of lands 
containing petroleum and other mineral oils under the placer- 


ane laws of the United States—to the Committee on Public 
ands. 


A bill (S. 3588) to insure a full bench in the Court of Claims for 
the hearing of the cases entitled ‘‘ The United States against La 
Abra Silver Mining Company and others” and *‘ The United States 
against Alice Weil and others”—to the Committee on the Judi- 
clar. 


y: 
A bill (S. 8612) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha Frank—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 8613) granting a pension to Mary M. Macauley, widow 
of the late Brig. Gen. Daniel Macauley, United States Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 2308) providing for the purchase by the Government 
of the quarantine station at Portland, Me.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3524) to remove doubts concerning the jurisdiction of 
district judges—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 8603) to extend the time for the completion of the 
St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway ot through 
the White Earth, Leech Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du Lac Indian 
reservations in the State of Minnesota—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Concurrent resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring). That there 

be printed 2,000 additional copies of the annual report of the Treasurer of 

he United -tates for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1896, for the use of the 
reasury Department— 


To the Committee on Printing. 
UNITED STATES COURTS IN UTAH. 


Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (S. 

87) providing times ard places for holding terms of United 
States courts in Utah. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the circuit court of the United States in and for 
the State of Utah shall be held at the timeand place peoeeed by law for hold- 
ing the United States district court in and for said State. 

Sec. 2. That for the purpose of holding terms of the district court, said dis- 
trict shall be divided into two divisions, to be known as the northern and cen- 
tral divisions. The counties of Weber, Davis, Morgan, Rich, Cache, and 

xelder shall constitute the northern division, the court for which shall be 

eld at the city of Ogden; and all remaining counties of the said State shall 
ete the central division, the court for which shall be held at the city 
Lake. 

Sec. 3. That all civil suits not of a local character which shall be brought 
in the district or circuit courts of the United States for the district of Utah, 
in either of said divisions, againsta single defendant, or where all the defend- 
ants reside in the same division of said district, shall be brought in the disi- 
sion in which the defendant or defendants reside, or where the cause of 
action arose, or if there are two or more defendants residing in different 
divisions, such suit may be brought in either division; and all mesne and 
final process subject to the provisions of this act issued in either of said 
divisions may be served and executed in either or both of said divisions. 

All issues of fact in civil causes triable in any of the said courts shall be 
tried in the division where the defendant, or one of the defendants, reside, 
or where the cause of action arose, unless by consent of both parties the 
case shall be removed to some other division. 

Sec. 4. That the clerks of the circuit and district courts for said district 
shall each appoint a ay oy | clerk at each of the places where their roars 
courts are required to eld in the divisions of the district, except in the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY I, 


division in which such clerk shall himself reside, each of which deputies 
shall, in the absence of the clerk, exercise all the powers and perform all the 
duties of the clerk within the division for which he shall be & ted: Pro- 
vided, That the appointment of such deputies shall be app by the court 


for which they shall have been ively appointed, and may be annulled 
by such court at its pleasure; and the cler be Tesponsible for the ofi- 
cial acts and negligence of all such deputies. 

Sec. 5. That the terms of the district court for the district of the State of 
Utah shall be held at the city of Salt Lake, on the first Monday of 
May and the first Monday of December in each year, and at the city of Ogden, 


beginning on the first Monday of March and th tember 


© first Monday of 
of each year; and ts, prosecu ces, bail bonds, 


tions, process, recog 

and other things pending in or returnable to said court are hereby transferred 
to and shall be made returnable toand have force in the said respective terms 
in this act provided, in the same manner and with the same effect as thoy 
would have had had said place of holding been nn in the original act, 

Sec. 6. That no action, suit, pr , information, indictment, recozni- 
zance, bail bond, or other process in either of said courts shall abate or be 
rendered invalid by reason of the change of time in the ho of the terms 
of said courts, but the same shall be deemed to be returnable to, pending, 
ané triable at the terms herein provided for. 


The amendments were read, as follows: 

In section 3, lines 6 and 7, strike out the words “or where the cause of 
action arose;” and in lines 14 and 15strike out the words “ or where the cause 
of action arose.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the ameni- 
ments to the Senate bill. 

tS amendments were agreed to. 

e bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRODERICK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SUPPRESSION OF TICKET “‘SCALPING,” ETC. 


Mr. SHERMAN. By direction of the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, I call up the bill (H. R. 10090) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘ An act to regulate commerce.” 


The bill was read. 

Mr. QUIGG. May I inquire of my coll e [Mr. SHerman) 
whether this is the so-called ‘‘antiscalpers’ bill?” 

Mr. SHERMAN. This bill comes from che Committee on Inter- 
— and Foreign Commerce, and is kn« wn as the ‘‘ antiscalpers’ 

i Fan 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. MayI ash the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Has the committee directed that 
this bill be called up at this particular time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thecommittee directed that the bill be called 
up in the morning hour. This is the first time the committee has 
been called in the morning hour since the direction was given. 

Mr. TERRY. I should like to t to the gentleman in 
charge of this bill that it is a very im t measure, and it 
would be best that some time be set for its consideration, so that 
all may know when it is to come up, It should not come up here 
like a ‘‘ jack-in-a-box.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will very gladly enter into an a rangement 
for the bill to be called up at some future timeand have sufficient 
time assigned for the fullest discussion. I have no desire to cur- 
tail debate. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I raise the question of considera 
tion on the bill. 

The question being taken, Will the House consider the bill? it 
was decided in the negative—ayes 35, noes 88. 

So the House refused to consider the bill. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER NEAR CHATTANOOGA. 


Mr. PATTERSON. By direction of the Committee on [nter- 
a and Foreign Commerce, I call up the bill which I send to the 


The bill (H. R. 9799) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the a Western Railway Company to construct 4 
bridge across the Tennessee River near Chattanooga,” giving the 
said company more time in which to begin and compleve said 
bridge, was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 5 of an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
Chattanooga Western Railway Company to construct a across the 
Tennessee River near Chattanooga,” approved January 27, is)4, be. and 
the same is preer amended to as fi ¢ 

“Src. 5. That the right toalter, amend, or repeal thisact is hereby oxpresy 
reserved; and any alterations or that may be required by Congress 
in the bridge constructed under this or its entire removal, shall be tade 
hv the corporation owning or con the same at its own expense. 
Furthermore, if the construction of bridge shall not be commenced 
before January 1, 1898, and completed before January 1. 1901, all privileges 
conferred hereby and this act shall become null and void.” 


Mr. PATTERSON. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. FLETCHER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce have had under ii 
sideration House bill 9799, Fifty-fourth second session, being % 
to amend an act entitled “‘An act to authorize the Chattanooga Western Rail- 
way Company to construct a bridge across the Tennessee River near (hatt@ 

” ving the epeny ms in w! to te said bridge. 

Bere ee aaa Nees ee peter Gate teas 
Ba : oO 
as the of navigation are post yeport is horewi 











1897. 


Orrice OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., January 9, 1897. 


SIR: I have Ge hener to acknowledge the reference to this office of a let- 
ter, dated the 7th instant, from the ttee on Interstate and —— 
Commerce of the House of Representatives, incl for the views of 
War De t thereon bill 9799, y-fourt! oaen pene ses- 
gion, *A bill to amend an act entitled ‘An act to authorize the ttanooga 
Western Railway 7% construct a bridge across the Tennessee River 
near Chas - 


gi 
nplete said ,” and in re 
tion Dknows to the. passage of the 
navigation - as ‘ ¥ x 
"2 ; A. MACKENZIE, 


Acting Chief of Engineers. 


to say that no objec- 
oc the on the interest of 


Hon. DANTEL 8. LAMONT, 
Secretary of War. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. PATTERSON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI NEAR LEXINGTON, MO. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman; I have another bill which I 
am directed by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce to call up. 

The bill (S. 3401) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
the city of Lexington, Mo.,” approved July 26, 1894, was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled ‘An act to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of Lexington, 
Mo.,” aera July 26, 1894, ve, and the same is hereby, amended so as to 
extend the time for the commencement of the construction of said bridge to 
one year and its completion to three years from the approval of this act. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This bill merely extends the time within 
which this bridge may be constructed. The original act was in 
the usual form of bridge bills. The committee has unanimously 
reported in favor of the passage of this bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 

sed. 
.~ motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA RIVER, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam also directed to call up the bill (A. R. 
9736) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Colum- 
bia River, in the State of Washington. 

The bill was read. 

The amendment reported by the committee, to insert, after the 
word “Secretary,” in line 8 of section 2, the words ‘‘of War,” 
was read, and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was ingly read the third time, and ; 

On motion of Mr. , @ motion to reconsider the 
vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS ALABAMA RIVER, NEAR MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. By instruction of the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign . Lalso call up the bill (H. R. 9101) 
to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to authorize the Montgomery 
Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Alabama River near the city of Montgomery, Ala.,” approved 
March 1, 1893. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That section 6 of an act a ved March 1, 1893, to au- 


thorize the Montgomery Bridge Com to ct and maintain a bridge 
across the Alabama Mivar nent Monteomary. Ala., be, and is hereby, amended 


to read as follows: 
“ SEO. 6. companies aes equal 
lines across 


That all telephone and 

rights and peiviages in the enivneclion am operation of 

said bridge; and if actual construction of the 

within three trom same date, the rights and privileges hereby granted 
shall cease and be determined.” 7 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was ly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
Vote was laid on the table. : 


TO PREVENT TRANSMISSION OF OBSCENE LITERATURE, ETO. 
Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. Mr. S$ , on behalf of the Com- 
mitten on Interstate and Foreign ,» I call up the bill 
a 10. 


bg bill was read, as follows: 
et 


or printed card, 
Dotice of any kind giving information, or 
of whom, or by what means any of hereinbef tioned 
ters, or - a and omy person who shall know- 


or other 
nited States 
of the United 
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or who shail take from such express com- 
pany or other common carrier with intent to sell, distribute, or circulate an 
matter or thing herein forbidden to be deposited for carriage, shall for eac 
offense, u conviction thereof, be fined not more than $5,000 or imprisoned 
at hard labor not more than five years, or both, at the discretion of the court. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and 5 

On motion of Mr. ALDRICH of Dlinois, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
BRIDGE ACROSS SABINE RIVER BETWEEN LOUISIANA AND TEXAS, 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce,I call up the bill (S. 3303) to 
authorize the construction by the Kansas City, Shreveport and 
Gulf Railroad Company of a bri across the Sabine River 
between the States of Louisiana and Texas. 

The bill was read. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and ft was accordingly 
read the third time, and . 

On motion of Mr. BENNETT, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MONONGAHELA. 

Mr. BENNETT. On behalf of thesame committee, I call up the 
bill (H. R. 9168) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Mono ela River from the city of McKeesport to the township 
of Mifflin, Allegheny County, Pa. 

The bill was read. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of . BENNETT, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

SPECULATING IN CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Judi- 
was passed temporarily. I now ask, on behalf of that com- 
mittee, that the House take up the bill (H. R. 6834) to prevent the 
purchasing of or speculating in claims against the Federal Gov- 
ernment by United States officers, nonconcur in the Senate amend- 
ments, and ask for a committee of conference. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
_ GILLETT of Massachusetts, Mr. Burton of Missouri, and Mr, 

ENDRICK. 


States or the District of Columb 


APPOINTMENTS BY BREVET. 
Mr. HULL (when the Committee on Military Affairs was called). 
Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 3719) to provide for ap- 
intment by brevet of active or retired officers of the United 
tates Army. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
Mr. HULL (during the reading). Mr. Speaker, this is simply 
a question of concurring in a Senate amendment. 
r. DOCKERY. Let us have the bill read, Mr. Speaker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That all officers of the Regular Army of the United States, 


active or re d, who served in the volunteer forces during the late war, 


shall receive a brevet in the Reguizr Army equal to the highest rank hejd or 


the highest brevet received in the said volunteer forcesand be commissioned 
egocniingly as of the date of such brevet: Provided, That they have not 
already received a brevet of equal or higher grade in the Reguiar Army. 
The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 
‘ Line 5, strike out “shall” and insert “may, at the discretion of the Presi- 
ent.” 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad if the gyntle- 
man would explain this bill for the benefit of an untutored civilian, 
who is not familiar with military matters. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the original bill simply provided for 

iving officers now in the Army the brevet rank which they had 
n the volunteer service, allowing them to wear the unifoym on 
ceremonial occasions, and soon. The bill as it passed the Liouse 
made it imperative on the President to give them this rank, but 
the Senate amendment leaves it discretionary with the President. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does it involve any expenditure of public 
money? 

Mr. HULL. None whatever. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does it involve, in case of death, any addi- 
tional sion? 

Mr. HULL. Notatall. We do not pension on brevet rank. 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 


ROCK ISLAND BRIDGE, 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, I call up the bill (H. R. 9775) to repeal so much of 
chapter 189 of the Statutes of the United States of America, passed 
at the third session of the Fifty-third Congress, and approved 
March 2, 1895, as requires that the lower portion of the Rock 
Island Bridge shall not be occupied by any street railway com- 
pany without paying a reasonable rent therefor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the proviso in “An act making appropriations for 
sundry civil ex of the Government for the fiscal year ending June % 
1896, and for purposes,” approved March 2, 1895, being chapter 169 
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the Statutes of the United States of America, passed at the third session of 
the Fifty-third Congress, and which proviso is in the appropriation for the 
Rock Island Bridge, in the following words: “ Provi oy Aether, That the 
Secretary of War shall not, under the act ‘to empower the Secretary of War 
to permit the establishment, under certain conditions, of a horse railway 
upon and over the island of Rock Island, and the bridges erected by th 
United States connecting the cities of Davenport and Rock Island therewith,’ 
approved March 3, 1885, permit the lower section of said bridge to be occu- 
pied by any street railway without paying a reasonable rent therefor,” be, 
and the same is hereby, repealed. 

An amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out the word “‘ repealed,” in line 20, and add the following: 

“ Amended by adding after the final words, ‘paying a reasonable rent 
therefor,’ the following words, ‘unless said company, lieu of such rent, 
shall furnish and deliver at the electric motor on the draw of the bridge the 
necessary and proper electric power for operating the draw, to the satisfac- 
tion of the Secretary of War,’’’ so long as said company occupies or uses 
said bridge for railwgy purposes. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr.Speaker, I would like to have some explana- 
tion of that bill. It seems to me that it ought to have come from 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. That part 
of it which pertains to the bridge certainly ought to have been 
referred to that committee. The other part might legitimately, I 
suppose, have been referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
If I caught the purport of the bill correctly from the oo it 
is to allow this street railway company to occupy a portion of the 
bridge without compensation, changing what has been the law 
heretofore, requiring them to pay for the privilege of using this 
bridge. Without some explanation, I feel bound to object to the 
bill, and coming from the committee that it does, it seems to me 
that it is out of order. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the Rock Island Bridge is entirely 
under the control of the War De ent, and the gentleman is 
mistaken in his statement that this bill allows the street railway 
company to use the bridge without eee. The bridge, 
I repeat, is under the control of the War Department. The . 
inal act provided that the rental to be _ by the company should 
be agreed = by the wy of War and the street railway 
company. That rental was fixed at $2,400 a year, but the Secre- 
tary and the company, after consultation, have ee ae 
that it will be better for both parties if the company be re- 

uired to furnish the power for operating the draw. The War 

epartment estimates that it will cost the Government $3,600 a 
year to operate it as an independent piece of machinery. It is 
arranged for operation by electricity, and the street railway com- 
pany, having abundant power, can draw off — to operate the 
draw without any great expense to themselves, while at the same 
time there will be a marked saving to the Government. The 
amendment proposed by the committee was submitted by the 
War Department, providing that this street railway company, as 
long as they use the bridge, shall furnish the power to operate the 
draw. ‘The Government, of course, has the machinery there and 
a man to take care of it, but it will have to put in a dynamo to 
manufacture the power unless some such arrangement as this can 
be made. Therefore this provision of the bill, while it does make 
a saving for the railway company, makes at the same time a sav- 
ing to the Government. 

. DOCKERY. What is the rental now paid by the street- 
railway corr 

Mr. HULL. They have never paid any. Under the old law 
they used this bridge free, just as it was used by wagons. This 
lower part of the bridge is free, and wagons, teams, foot passen- 
gers, and traftic generally are permitted to go free; but the act 
establishing a new bridge provided that the railroad company 
should pay certain rental for the use of the bridge. 

Mr. DOCK ERY. How much? 

Mr. HULL (continuing). And the amendment is recommended 
by General Fiagler and the Secretary of War as being highly ad- 
vantageousto the Governmentand strictly fair tothe street railway 
company. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Did I understand the gentleman tostate that 
they pay a rental fixed at $2,400 a year? ; 

Mr. HULL. That was the amount fixed by the Secretary of 
War; but ay! Bay nothing, as a matter of fact, now. 

Mr, DOC Y. But there is a provision in the sundry civil 
bill which you are seeking to repeal 


which requires that pay- 
ment. 


pa 
Now, what is the amount contemplated in the bill for that 


e? 

r. HULL. As I have stated, there is a cash rental of $2,400; 
but the Department has thought it better for the Government to 
have therailroad company furnish the power at all times to operate 
the draw of the bridge than to pay the cash rental; that it would 
be for the benefit of the Government to adopt that course. 


Mr. DOCKERY. And you estimate the expenditure for that 


pu at $3,600? 
r. HULL. That is what it would cost the Government. 
Mr. DOCKERY. What would it cost the street railway? 
Mr. HULL. Well, they have their plant necessarily; and it is 
estimated that it will not cost them so much as that. Of course, 
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it will not cost them as much as it will cost the Government, bo- 
cause the Government will have to establish a new plant, furnish 
dynamos, and other n machinery to te the draw, so 
that this arrangement will be a decided saving to the Government, 

Mr. MILES. Does this proposition meet the approval of the 
Secretary of War? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, sir; and of General Flagler and the Orda- 
nance Department generally, which has charge of this matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand that the gentleman from IIli- 
ae = CANNON] has looked into this matter, and is satisfied 
with it. 


Mr. CANNON. I think it is probably the best that can be 


one. 

Mr. BLUE. I would like to know whother or not the responsi- 
bility of maintaining the draw is cast upon the company in lieu 
of the rental. 

Mr. HULL. The Government has control at all times, but the 
responsibility of furnishing the power is thrown upon the com- 


pany. 

Mr. BLUE. By this bill? 
_ Mr. HULL. Yes, sir; the amendment of the committee makes 
it imperative upon the company to furnish the power at all times 
to o te the draw. 

- DOCKERY. Mr. er, I understand the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, has looked into this matter and is satisfied with 
it, and perhaps it is the best that can be done in the interest of 
the Government. IS seems, however, from the presented 
by the chairman, to inure largely to the benefit of the street rail- 
way ae: 

Mr. CANNON. I think a word will explain the matter, if the 
gentleman will yield to me. 

Mr. HULL. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. ns I think I can cover the condition in a single 


remark. 

Prior to the erection of the new bridge at Rock Island, which by 
agreement is to be constructed and maintained half and half by the 
railway company and the Government, and which was originally 
constructed three-fifths by the railway and two-fifths by the Gov- 
ernment, under legislation the railroad Saree over the 
bridge free of all rent. That was the condition with reference to 
the old bridge; and the new bridge was constructed, and it was 
cages in the appropriation that the of War should 

a rental for the use of the bridge _— street railway com- 
pany plying by m Rock Island and Davenport, and the rental 


_Now the street railway company kicks, the common council 
kicks, all the people kick, because, they say,‘ It is a free bridge, and 
everybody else has a right to use it, wh should it not also be free 
to the railway company?” In this condiieten therailway company 
says, “ We can not afford to pay the rent you demand and comply 
with certain other obligations that have to be performed, but we 
will furnish you the power, that is worth $3,600, to operate the 
draw continually.” 6 Chief of Ordnance says that this will be 
for the interest of the Government; that it cost the Govern- 
ment at least that or more to furnish the power. The amount it 
will cost this company therefor is $1,200 more than the rental, 
according to this statement, and it seems to me that it amounts 
to practically a fair trade; because if we donot accept the proposi- 
tion, if it is not ed in this manner, an effort will undoubt- 
edly be made, and there may be some possibility of succeeding in 
time, to secure the free right of the company to the use of the 
bridge anyway by striking out the provision of the last appropria- 
tion bill bearing upon the question. So that I expect the best 
thing is to allow the bill to pass in its present form. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote. 
The question being taken on the amendment, it was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 


time; and it was accordingly read the er eet 
,; @ motion to reconsi last vote 


On motion of Mr. H 
was laid on the table. 
SALES IN SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY. 

_Mr. HULL. Mr. ee, I call up the bill (H. R. 6352) to 
simplify the system of making sales in the Subsistence Depart 
ment to officers and enlisted men of the Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
; f th 
oil Sarit, Pht estima mens abl the Revie Sat 


are hereby, i spealed, 
those statutes be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 
44. The officers of the Subsistence 1 shall re and 
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Mr. DOCKERY. I ask for a brief by any omer ou Wp Derk ergertneen dans, shall be exits 
Mr. HULL. Do you want the report read? Ta to a penalty of not $100 or more than $1, 
Te 7 we os the —_ ee oyees, by force, to eject such person 


Mr. DOCKERY. I think the gentleman ought to make a brief 
The See ittee on Military Affairs recommended the following 




















explanation. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
ill. 
" Mr. DOCKERY. I think the House is entitled to at least a brief 
explanation of all these bills. 
“Mr. HULL. The only change this makes in existing law is in 
regard to furnishing ted credit to officers and men at these 
ts. This bill des for exten credit to men who have not 
n paid, but cuts off credit to those who have been paid regularly, 
and lets them pay their bills as they go along. The bill is recom- 
mended by the Subsistence Department, as it simplifies accounts, 
and will work to the advantage of both the soldiers and the depart- 
ment, preventing a soldier getting in debt beyond what he should. 
It is simply to prevent the Government from —s soldiers 
from mee to month, when they are maulany paid, am vides 
for carrying them where they are not regularly paid, so that this 
works no hardship if the paymaster does not get around regularly. 
Mr. BLUE. It makes no increase? 
Mr. HULL. It es no increase. 
Mr. TERRY. sectic: of the law is repealed? 
Mr. HULL. Section 1144. 
Mr. TERRY. What does section 1144 relate to? 
Mr.HULL. The sale of supplies from the quartermaster’s sup- 
plies, to enlisted men and officers. 
Mr. TERRY. This is a bill in the interest of the men and not 
in the interest of the sutlers? 


In the title out the w: - ckama’ ooga,” 
ae rene Pease ee en casement cacteanspes 
and insert ‘ er any,” and after the werd “Park add the lettos fant 
In line 2, page 2, poten 5 aot the yore “the ee ae and 
the letter *s Z a a a ar and after the word “Park” add 
e ou an section 5, 4, line 2, strike out the 
words “the ttan: * and inse - " 
after the word "Park add the letter @a a So 
Mr. COX, I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa one ques- 
tion before he proceeds. The bill seems to confer on the guardian 
of the park the power to arrest, and it does not confine him to the 
inside of the Now, I call your attention to this. If it is 
confined to the inside of the park, that is all right; but does not 
the gentleman think the bill confers power outside of the park? 
Mr. HULL. The bill was prepared by the commissioners of the 
k, and we have amended it as we think it should be amended 
deprive anyone of power outside of the park. We have made 
several amen ts. 
Mr. COX. I do not think the bill says that. 
Mr. HULL. The keeper of the park has no jurisdiction outside 
of the park, and I can not see how he can go outside of the park to 
orm any duty whatever. I do not believe he has any power 


: act outside of ie 
Mr. HULL. It has nothing to do with the sutlers. It relates} Mr. COX. It would do no harm to putin an amendment which 
to the sale of Government supplies from the Subsistence would make that certain. 


Depart- 
ment, and it is recommended by the general in charge of that 
department. 

he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and > 
On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


PROTECTION OF NATIONAL MILITARY PARKS. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to call up the bill (H. R. 


7820) to prevent m and providing for the protec- 
tion of the Chickamauga and Ohattanooga National Military Park. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Mr. HULL. If you desire to offer an amendment making that 
— and imperative, I shall not object to it. me opinion of if 

that the power ceases at the ns the park. 

Mr. HEN DERSON . Thatis right. ese powers are conferred 
upon him within his jurisdiction. 

Mr. COX. Ofcourse that is theregularrule. He has no juris: 
diction outside of that, and we do not want to confer jurisdiction 
beyond the park. 

. EERSON. The bill treats and discusses him as the 
as of the park, and only gives him powers as such, 
a a I think the amendment I suggest should be put in 


Mr. HOLL. Ithink the billisall right. We went over it with 
the commissioners, and eliminated a great many provisions that 
we thought should be eliminated, which conferred extra jurisdic- 
by | tion. e bill confines him entirely to the pom and the passage 
of the bill is necessary in order to preserve the parks. 

Mr. MADDOX. I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa a 
uestion. The park is in my district, and I want to know if this 
ourth section is stricken out of the bill? 

Mr. HULL. I ask the Clerk to report that part of the amend- 
ments reported. 

The committee amendments were again reported 


shall hunt kind of thereon or or 
net or other doviep wiiienaser therees or 5 tal or ca 
ing game of any kind, shall be ty of 

one 


of not less than fifty Or more thousand dollars imprisonment 
not less or 
jor not less than yo days or more than thirty days, or by ioe and 


t. 
So. 8. That the tendent or any of such parkis author- 
led to arrest forth any person om whe mee Og Sonenane 
com: aD 

ting any this act, shall g su per- 


within which the 
has been 


I call for a vote on the amendments. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. § er, I understand that section 4 of 
the original bill was stricken out. 

Mr. HULL. Section 4 of the original bill is stricken out. 

Mr. HENDERSON, And what was No. 5 is now marked No 4, 

Mr. MADDOX, All right. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amends 
ments. 

Mr. TERRY. I wouldlike tosuggest to the gentleman in charge 
of the bill that the minimum punishment for hunting is too high, 
You have got it not less than $50. Some fellow might stray in 
there with an old flint-lock musket and be caught hunting. 

Mr. HULL. The line is well established, so that no man can 
stray in there. 

Mr. TERRY. Have you a wire fence around it? 

Mr. oe, eae © monuments are there, the line is very 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to suggest an amendment, 
The minimum punishment is too , especially if a fellow should 
happen to goin there hunting. This is 10 miles square. It hag 
no inclosure, and some innocent country fellow might get in there 
with a flint-lock gun and shoot a squirrel, and you punish him by 
infli @ fine on him of $50. Leave it to the courts. 

Mr. L. Had we not better adopt the committee amend- 
ments, and then you can offer an amen mt? 

Mr. TERRY. I donot know. I came over and talked to you, 
but could not get any consideration, and I thought I had better 
talk to the House. 

Mr.HULL. Thatisnotan amendment tothe committee amend- 
ment, but an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. TERRY. I wanted to get you to agree to strike out that 
$50 and say not to exceed $1,000, 


Mr. HULL. The fourth section is stricken out. It is all right. 
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_ Mr. HULL. I do not think I could agree toit. Of course, if 
the House should choose to make that amendment I will accept it. 

Mr. TERRY. I move to amend, then, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments proposed by the committee. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, that the amendments of the 
committee are disposed of, I move to strike out “fifty” as the mini- 
mum amount of the fine and amend the bill so as to read that it 
shall not exceed a thousand dollars, wherever it occurs. 

Mr. HULL. There is a wide range between $50 and $1,000, and 
if no minimum is fixed the court will go over $50 all the time. 

Mr. TERRY. I think the court will be able to fix a minimum. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In the penal statutes that have been enacted 
in recent years the minimum has been stricken out and the maxi- 
mum given, so as to leave the court discretion in the matter. 

Mr, HULL. I have noobjection; but I have no authority from 
the committee to accept it. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the committee says 
he has no objection. 

Mr. HULL. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that the amendment is 
to strike out the minimum, and simply leave the maximum of not 
to exceed $1,000. 

Mr. TERRY. That is it. I think that is the way that these 
statutes should be. That is the tendency of the age. Put it that 
way all the way through. 

Mr. MADDOX. That is the statute of Georgia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will submit his amendment. 

Mr. TERRY. My specific amendment is to strike out “‘fifty;” 
60 as to read ‘“‘ not exceeding a thousand” in the section where 
** fifty” occurs for hunting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 7, strike out “not less than fifty;” so as to read “‘ punish- 
ment by a fine not more than $1,000." 

Mr. MADDOX. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MADDOX. I also move to amend section 4, line 13, in old 
section 5. 

Mr. HULL. You must remember that section 4 of the original 
bill is out entirely. 

Mr. MADDOX. This is section 4 of this bill, and I move to 
strike out the words ‘‘ hundred dollars.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 4, line 12, strike out the words “less than $100 or,” so as to read, 
“liable to a penalty of not more than $1,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

The amendment to the title was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SECTION 4829, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 666) to amend 
section 4829 of the United States Revised Statutes, concerning 
surgeons, assistant surgeons, and other medical officers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4829 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be amended by the addition of the following words: ** Provided, That 
surgeons, assistant surgeons, and other medical officers of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and the several branches thereof, 
may be appointed from others than those who have been disabled in the 
military service of the United States." 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does this change the compensation at all? 

Mr. HULL. No, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It simply opens the field to those who have 
not heretofore been eligible? 

Mr. HULL. That is all. It simply enlarges the field from 
which selections can be made. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CONGRESSIONAL MEDAL OF HONOR. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. McCLELLAN]}. ; 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, I call up the bill (H. R. 9822) for the recogni- 
tion of officers of the Army to whom the Congressional medal of 
honor has been awarded. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete.. That officers of the Army to whom medals of honor 
have been awarded in the name of Congress, under the joint resolution ap- 
proved July 12, 1862, or the act approved March 3, 1 shall be —— 
spon each published ~ of the Army of the Uni States by the letters 

. H., which shall be borne immediately after the names of said officers 


where arranged in said register according to departments, corps, regimen 
and the retired list. ms ~ 


Mr. HENDERSON. What do the letters “M. H.” stand for? 
Me MoS, Well ae 
: f ought th ht stand for “ 
Hanna.” ae oe —— — 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. MCCLELLAN, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I yield now to the gentleman from 
New Jersey. : 
Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
——— Affairs, I call up the bill (H. R. 8890) as to medals of 
onor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President may present medals of honor not 
ey to such officers, noncommissioned officers, and privates as have most 
distinguished themselves in action, but toany persons who have been attached 
to the Aten oun perform service therewith and who have distinguished 
themselves by conspicuous bravery and military service in 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman 
whether any estimate is ens in the report as to the number 
of individuals to whom this legislation will apply? 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. S r, a surgeon in the Army, a Dr, 
Nagle, had a special bill brought in rears for the presenta- 
tion to him of a medal of honor upon the ground, which he under- 
took to establish by evidence, that on a certain occasion he had 
taken command of a battalion, or of several companies of troops, 
and had —— them with efficiency and bravery, but that the 
Secretary of War had held that he had no —_ to give the recog- 
nition of a medal of honor to any person who was not regularly 
enlisted in the service, this doctor having been only a contract 
surgeon. Under the circumstances, the committee did not think 
it proper that they, or this House, should assume the power of the 
Secretary of War to determine in any particular case whether a 
man should have a medal of honor or not, while they did think 
that if a man had been attached to the Army and serving with it, 
whether under contract or otherwise, and had been distinguished 
by conspicuous bravery inaction, heought not to be deprived of the 
right to receive a medal of honor merely by the fact that he had 
a definitely enlisted in the Army when the service was 
rendered. 


Mr. McMILLIN. But by this pa legislation you put 
upon the Secretary of War the probability of having to consider 
a very large number of claims to this distinction. ow, does not 
the gentleman think that if the facts in this case are as he has 
stated them, it would be better for the committee to recon mend 
the a of a medal to this particular officer than to « ntail 
upon the War Department the amount of labor that wi. be 
entailed py ing this general bill? 

Mr. PARKER. No, sir. It seemed to. the committee that the 
distinction of a medal of honor, which is granted now by the De- 
partment with great care and upon the record, should not be ow- 
ered by permitting individuals to procure special separate acts of 
Congress granting the honor. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But by this bill you allow the medal to be 
given under a general statute to men who never determined to 
enlist in the service. 

Mr. PARKER. We do that only where they were actually at- 
tached to the Army and performed service there. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What kind of attachment and what length 
of service do you require? 

Mr. PARKER. It seemed to us that if a man ha4 been in any 
kind of service in the Army and, while he was not bound to fight, 
had distinguished himself in battle by conspicuous bravery, by 
services that would be distinguished if performed by a man who 
had regularly enlisted, he would be better entitled to the medal 
of honor than a man who had simply done his duty. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But heretofore, as I understand it, the medal 
of honor has been granted only to those who have manifested a 
willingness to take ‘* pot luck” with the Government, to enter the 
service and stand or fall with it. 

Mr. PARKER. The medal of honor has been granted hereto- 
fore only to officers regularly in the service who were bound to do 
their best, and if in any case a man who was not ly enlisted 
performed the same kind of distinguished service, it seemed to the 
committee that recognition ought to be granted to him, not by 
single act of Congress, but by the Department, because we do not 
believe in Congressional recognitions in such matters, wich 
usually amount to very little. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. If the gentleman will permit me, the rulo 
of the War Department heretofore has been to give the medal of 
honor only to those officers and enlisted men who most distinguis}ed 
themselves in action by acts of individual bravery outside the |12° 
of their ordinary — : 

Mr. HULL. ‘And I would suggest this further idea, that the 


War Department will bea great deal more conservative in gran” 
ing medals of honor than the Congress of the United States wo uld 








1897. 
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i ce set the t of 
be 5 ee ‘special ae re tniek, therefore, that in the interest of 
the men who are to come after us on this ffoor, it is well for us to 
establish a —— and say to the people who claim to be entitled 

i ons 


to such : “You can go to the rtment, and if you 
can show that you performed sufficiently D ed services, 
you can get this medal there.” Weall knowthat it isan easy matter 
for mem 6 eee ee a a apy ether = 
ring before and I am sure a many m 
on ae receive such inctions if we esta the rule of 


granting them here to individuals than if we leave the whole mat- 
ter to the War ent. 

Mr. McCL . Certainly. Y 

The bill wasordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. McCLEL , @ motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. HULL. That is all the business, Mr. Speaker, that our 
committee desires to call up now. 


PASSED ASSISTANT SURGEONS, UNITED STATES NAVY. 


Mr. HULICK (when the Committee on Naval Affairs was 
called). Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs to call 
up the bill — ; — to the desk. ce ao 

The bill (5. commission passed assistant surgeons r 
United Stone Navy and to provide for their examination prelimi- 
nary to their promotion to the grade of surgeon was read, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That assistant surgeons now borne upon the Navy 
Register shall oned as such the President, such commissions 
to bear the dates u which said assistant respectivel 
received their ap tments as such; and hereafter t surgeors shail 
be regularly promoted and commissioned as assistant surgeons, and 
passe — an eurqnene, sume tp cud sanumnations os meg 
be prescri Secretary 0! © Navy: Provided, however, Tha’ 
exaiaah ion oy assistant su: shall be ordered until the expiration 
of six months the tions 


this act, during which time promo 
shall be made as now provided wy law. 

Mr. DOCKERY and Mr. McMILLIN. Is this bill on the House 
Calendar? 

Mr. HULICK. It is. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It strikes me that the bill belongs properly 
to the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, though I can not decide positively whether such is the 
fact until I hear the report. If the bill carries any additional 
emoluments, which a casual reading would seem to imply, then it 
certainly must be considered in Committee of the Whole under the 
rules, 

Mr. HULICK.~ This bill does not carry any increase of pay or 
emolument. It merely i the rank of passed assistant 
surgeon and authorizes and Tirec ts the President to grant com- 
missions in that rank. At present such commissions are not 
issued. Itis proposed by the bill that commissions be issued, based 
upon an examination. At present a person serving as assistant 
surgeon may be promoted to the rank of passed assistant surgeon 
without an examination. The Secretary of the Navy t it 
ingertens for the good of the service that an examination, phys- 
ical and professional, should be required—that no one shall be 
promoted to and commissioned as a passed assistant surgeon or 
surgeon until the bed examination has been successfully 

. ‘The object of this bill is to authorize and direct such an 
examination before the eet a commission. 

Mr. McMILLIN, The bill not entitle these officers to any 
additional ? 

_ Mr. HULICK. The bill does not affect their pay or their rank 
in any way. The Secretary of the Navy believes it proper for the 
- good of the service that this examination be required 

Mr. MoMinam, What compensation do these 

receive 
_Mr. HULICK. Iam not advised as to that; but the compe 
tion wil! not be in any wise affected by the passage of this bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. the gentleman sure that there is no increase 
of compensation after the of the examination? 

Mr. HULICK. No increase whatever except what would ac- 
crue under the t law without an examination. The object 
of the bill is simply to require an examination as a preliminary 
Step to advancement from the grade of assistant surgeon to that 
of passed assistant surgeon, or from assistant surgeon to 
Surgeon, A man may serve fifteen years or more before passing 
from one grade to another, and may in the meantime become phys- 
ically or mentally unable to satisfactorily perform the duties of the 


officers now 


next higher e, and hence the necessity of an examination. 
on a LIN. Is the bill recommended by the Secretary of 
vy 
Mr, 


HULICK. It is; also by the Surgeon-General. 
. Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman have the report read or 
incorporated in the Recorp? 


Mr. HULICK. 
mation of the I call for the reading of the report for the infor- 


granting such medals to indi- | The report (by Mr. Hat) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred Senate bill No. 
1296, it back with the recommendation that it be ; and the com- 
mittee — adopts the Senate report on said bill, which is as follows: 
The r on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the above Senate 
bill. repost it back with the recommendation that it be passed. 
The has the approval of the honorable Secretary of the Navy, who 
states in an official communica to this committee that its adoption will 
tend to promote the efficiency of the Medical Corps of the Navy. The bill 
has also the support of the Surgeon-General of the Navy, who states that the 
acting so injuriously to the interests of the Naval Medical 
as soon as possible. 

bill provides for examinations for promotion, which are deemed by 
the Secretary of War essential to the efficiency of the Naval Medical Corps. 
Applicants for the position of assistant surgeon are obliged now to passa 
rigld examination,and in about three years after entering service they are 
subjected toa second, previous to admittance to ths rank o sed assistants. 
They are not subj to another examination for a period which averages 
thirty-one years, including promotion, and no effort is made to ascertain 
their physical, mental, or professi q cations for advancement until 

they come up for promotion to the grade of medical inspector. 
ere seems to be no good reason why medical officers should not be 
ly commissioned on reaching the grade of passed assistant surgeons, 
and be required to show their fitness for advancement to the grade of sur- 
geon. The bill herewith presented provides for the establishment of the 
grade of assistant surgeon and for the examination of officers in such 

grade before their promotion to that of surgeon. 

The Surgeon-General of the are, in his annual reports for the past three 
years, has set forth arguments facts relating to the necessity for the 
ex tion of passed assistant surgeons ener to their promotion to 
the grade of He states that under — laws passed assistant 

ms are not commissioned and are not a to pass the usual phys- 
and professional examinations prior to their yao to the = of 
surgeon. This, he says, is most harmful to the Medical Corps and to the 


service at 
Passed assistant the Dg? wong law, remain in that grade for 
an 


a period not less than m years, then without either professional or 

ace examination are promoted to surgeon, in which rank they remain 

met long before they are examined for the next grade of medical inspector. 

e Surgeon-Gene therefore recommends that all assistant surgeons, 

when examined and found qualified for promotion to the grade of passed as- 

t surgeon, be commissioned in that 6,and be required to passa 
further examination prior to promotion to the grade of surgeon. 

6 bill herewith returned provides for such examination and commission, 

and as it is clearly in the interest of the medical service of the Navy, your 

committee recommend that it be passed. 


Mr. HULICK. There is evidently a mistake in that part of the 
report which states that the bill provides for the establishment of 
a new _ That is an error. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I observed that there seems to be contem- 
or the establishment of a grade to which the officer is to pass 

y reason of this examination. Now, if the gentleman can show 
that there is no increase of pay contemplated upon the establish- 
ment of that grade or passing to that grade, then the bill is in 
order for consideration during this hour; otherwise it is not. If 
the gentleman is not prepared to show that, he does not show that 
the bill comes within the rule. 

Mr. HULICK. I did not prepare this report. It was prepared, 
under the direction of the committee, by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. HA]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman object to having the bill 
go over until some future day which may be suggested (reserving 
whatever rights may now exist), in order that we may ascertain 
whether there is to be any increase of emoluments upon the estab- 
lishment of this grade? 

Mr. HULICK. I can state to the gentleman that there is to be 
no such increase of emoluments, and it is not the intention to 
establish a new grade, as can easily be seen by reading the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understood the gentleman to say that he 
did not know what the pay of officers of this grade is. 

Mr. HULICK. Idid not present thisreport. Icalled the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hat], who prepared 
the report, to the fact that there was the mistake to which I have 
referred. The bill itself provides merely that the assistant sur- 
geons shall pass to a grade already established, and passed assisi- 
ant surgeons to that of surgeon, upon examination. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Would the gentleman object to allowing the 
bill to go over until to-morrow? 

Mr. HULICK. Oh, no, not at all, if there is any serious objec- 
tion to immediate action. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest that the bill ought to be fully 
understood before final action is taken upon it. We ought to 
know exactly what its effect is to be if passed. 

Mr. HULICK. The only effect will be to require the examina- 
tion of passed assistant surgeons before they advance to the rank 
of surgeon. As stated in the report, a passed assistant surgeon is 
required to remain in that grade at least fifteen years before being 
entitled to promotion to the rank of surgeon. At present no exami- 
nation is required as a prerequisite to such promotion. In some 
cases an officer may serve in the subordinate rank as long as thirty 

ears before coming up for promotion. During that time he may 

me physically or mentally disqualified for passing to the 
higher grade. The object of the bill is merely to require an exami- 
nation without affecting in any way the grade or the pay. The 
bill requires this examination, and upon this examination it 
requires the President to commission this class of assistant and 
passed assistant surgeons as they are promoted. 


under 
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Mr. McMILLIN. I will ask consent to lef this go over—— 

Mr. HULICK. Butif the gentleman insists, I will not object 
to letting it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let it go over until the day after to-morrow, 
so that I can have an opportunity of conferring with the Secretary 
of the Navy with reference to it. Isuggest to the gentleman that 
he withdraw the bill temporarily. 

Mr. HULICK. I will withdraw the bill until Wednesday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman from 
Ohio that if he withdraws the bill he can present it again when 
the committees are called, 

Mr. HULICK. Ido not care to consent, Mr, § er, if this is 
to be longer delayed. It is a matter that should have been acted 
upon some time ago. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have only a desire to get the information 
from the Navy Department, and no purpose of delaying the bill. 
I want to ascertain exactly the additional expense to the Govern- 
ment, 

Mr. HULICK. It does not in any wise affect the pay, so far as 
that is concerned. I prefer not to pass it over unless, of course, 
the gentleman insists, in which case I will accommodate him. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think there will be no difficulty in reaching 
the bill hereafter, as the Speaker suggests there will be another 
call of the committee undoubtedly. 

Mr. HULICK. I will not object, as the gentleman seems to 
insist upon the point. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemax withdraws the bill; and the 
Clerk will resume the call of committees, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LACEY (when the Committee on the Public Lands was 
called). Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Public Lands haveno 
bill on the House Calendar, but there is, we find, a somewhat 
urgent bill presented from Louisiana by the gentleman from that 
State [Mr. Ropertson], which is on the Union Calendar and 
ought to be acted upon. If admissible, I would ask consent to 
take that a 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would only make con- 
fusion if unanimous consents are presented on the call of the 
committees, when there is no reason for the action any more than 
at any other time. The Chair thinks it is better not to interrupt 
the call in that manner. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well, Mr. Speaker. 

The Clerk resumed the call of committees. 

The Committee on Claims was called, 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up for _—_ considera- 
tion the bill (S. 1929) for the relief of William H. Crook. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that this bill is on the 
Private Calendar. This call only considers bills in order on the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. BARNEY. I supposed when the committee was called, it 
would be in order to take up a bill on either of these Calendars. 

The SPEAKER. It would not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I take it, from the caption of the bill, that it 
is a bill requiring an cop pam or involving an expenditure. 
In that event it is not in order. 

Mr. BARNEY. I will withdraw the bill. 

JOHN N. QUACKENBUSH. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (S. $313) for the relief of John N. Quackenbush, late 
commander, United States Navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of ae regulating appointments in 
the Navy by promotion in the line, and limit ag the number o commannes 
to be appointed in the United States naval service, are Denmey Syevennes or 
the purpose of this act only, and only so far as they affect John N. Quacken- 
feel? and the President of the United States is hereby authorized, in the ex- 
ercise of his discretion and judgment, to nominate and, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, to a + said John N. enbush, 
mander in the Navy of the United States, to the same grade and rank of com- 
mander in the United States Navy as of the date of A t 1, 1883, and to 
place him on the retired list of the Navy, as of the date of June 


vided, That he shall receive no pay or emoluments except from the date of 
such reappointment. 


_Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a second on that mo- 


on. 
i — HENDERSON. Iask that a second be considered as or- 
e . 

There was no objection. 

Mr. EVANS. r. Speaker, I will yield as much time as he may 
desire to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, this bill permits a very tardy 
act of justice to be done to this officer. Some four or five times it 
has received the favorable action of the House. I think on three 
occasions, certainly twice, it has passedand gone to the President 
im the last days, or last hours, of the Congress, and has been lost 
in the general shuffle incident to those hours. 

is officer, Commander Quackenbush, was court-martialed 
more than twenty years ago, and one of the very last acts of Presi- 
dent Grant was to commute the punishment, which was, by order 
of the court, dismissal from the service, to ten years’ suspension 





from rank and pay. That time expired 


the place of the officer had been filled in the service, so 


the term of punishment had expired it was not possi 
Navy Department to restore him. meet the 


ment which is now being inflicted upon him 
bill proposes to do that. Itis a just and precast eteare which 


ought to receive the support of every mem 
I hopeit will. Iknow 


in full to members of this House. 


question? 





in 1882, I think; bu 
sats: an bo takin: os thee 73 


when 


6, clearly 


Now, he has been since 1884 to have this double punish- 


- This 


of this H . 
at least four times the Maas bentont 


a u sm ———- 
. Lamo to the of this bill; 
I shall not enter into the de 2a es bill; but 


, which have been heretofore given 
This bill passed at the last session, after a very full and exhaustive 


examination of the reasons for and against it. Ido not propose 
to revive that contention by any presentation of facts or argum 

at this time, but will simply o pe noninct 
the bill, as 1 do not think {i 


ly content myself with voting against 
nyeel? think th 
Mr. EVANS. I do not myself that there is any necessity 


for any further discussion of the bill, because the House hes fully 
considered it, and, by an almost unanimous yea-and-nay vote, 
ene By its merits at the last session. 

:. 


NOLLY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
Mr. EVANS. Yes. 


Mr, eens How many times was this officer court- 


Mr. EVANS. He was court-martialed once, to my knowledge, 


That is the fee we are concerned with now. 


Mr. CONN Y. Do you not know that he was court- 


martialed more than once, or was just on 


ce? 
_Mr. EVANS. He may have been court-martialed one other 
time; I am not sure. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. What was the offense? 
Mr. EVANS. The offense of which he was convicted in 1874 


was being drunk. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. How many times was he convicted of that? 
Mr. EVANS. I do not know. Certainly once, and only once 


so far as [know or believe. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. What was the other court-martial for? 
Mr. EVANS. I can not tell that, if indeed he was ever court- 


martialed before. He was only placed upon waiting orders the 


other time. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It seems to me this is pressing this matter 
to a very hasty vote, to ask that this man be restored to the rolls 
when comrades in the Navy convicted him of unfitness to 
serve, and he was tried more than once by them and convicted 
more than once. It seems to me it is rather a ion of the 
facts here to ask a vote so hastily. I havemainnd on opportunity 
to, cad the separ this winter, bah I remamber reading it let 
winter, it is a very ou us ore Repre- 
sentatives here and ask them to restore that man to the service 


even, as I remember, while he was a student at Annapolis. 
Mr. EVANS. Iwas about to matters have been 
— upon in the fullest manner udiciary Committee after 
udiciary Committee and by this after an elaborate dis- 
cussion. I do not desire to enter into any further discussion of it 
now, but only to remind the House of these facts. The bill would 
have doubtless become a law at the last session but for the fact 
that it did not reach the President in time for him to consider it. 
Whether that is so or not, this House has expressed itself upon it, 
and I am sure, from a pretty accurate knowledge of the indisputa- 
ble facts in the case, that the House acted correctly and justly. 
For that reason, if nobody else desires to speak, I call for a vote. 
Mr. HENDERSON. If the gentleman will yield to me for 
moment, I want to say just a word about this bill. It is legisla- 
tion that I would have been averse to but for the fact that General 
Grant gave it careful examination. This officer’s only fault, get- 
ting a little too enthusiastic his brother officers, is a fault 
of course unknown to all of us, and yet from reading and from 
observation of others we can make some allowance for it. General 
Grant looked the matter up and concluded that he had inflicted 
punishment enough. This man is to-day far advanced in years, 
with two lovely daughters, without means, and I think one-tenth 
of the good women of this District are knocking at our doors and 
our hearts to have this action taken. But for a mere mistake it 
would have been done without asking. The matter was consid- 
ered by our committee, and after being considered twice no dis- 
ee was heard in the committee. 
Mr. ICK. What was that ‘“‘mere mistake”? 
Mr. HENDERSON. Taking alittle too much Budweiser. ‘That 
was his mistake. I sin our hearts will be open to the 
— on behalf of this gen’ e S 
. HULICK. I will ask if he has been “enthusiastic” at any 
time since then? 


- 


Mr. HENDERSON. Not to my knowledge. 
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4 then (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were 
_ nad the bill was passed. 


ANNIE E. NOLAN, 
on the 


The Committee 


Invalid Pensions, to was the of 
the Senate foe conference on the re Totes of the two Hotes 
tho bill (218) granting an i the recommen: on that Nolan, report 

its amendme conference y the 


nt and agree to 


The Senate disagreed to the amendment of the House, and asked 
for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 
The SPEAKER. The 


gentleman moves that the House insist 
on its amendment and to the conference requested. 
The motion was to. 


The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. Woon, Mr. reerarsace, and Mr. Baker of Kansas. 


STEAM-VESSEL INSPECTORS. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Committee on Mer- 
Fisheries be 


hant Marine and discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk, and I move to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. to amend “An act to amend ‘An act to amend section 4400 
efi Herrin soerirel Savers Cie "eal dos oad oes 
iis Title LIL of the Statutes, “ Regulation of steam vessels.” 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That “An act ‘An 
Mile Lif of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning the 


expenses [for 
which shall be-certified and sworn to under 
given by the Secretary of the Treasury.”” 
Mr. DOCKERY. I demand a second. ; 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
second be considered as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
considered as ordered. Is there 


gestion of the 
which was printed as 
the bill is to save the 
that is a novel 
that the House 
these i 


Secumeenie ans 
Treasury a sum of $22,000 a 
tion, but yet I 

pass the The 
riage nieae big t pent fariaer ae 
of 10 cen e. 6 law 0 a gene w 
allowed ia Shans tcoveling eupunees dar ates 
Government; and we lived under that law from 1874 down 


wing them i 
cents per mile, Under that law, for 
tor an eineibemeas © 
or tray expenses at 8 cents per 
mses were only $35,000." So that the 
aveeg $190 apiece to oi lcapesten; ieee 

verage i ; or, ino’ 

io crease a nary bye that provided ts e's 
increase rovi e 

salaries in the bill. Now the Secre : 
8 cents a mile ei cee eon heen 
expenses, an save $22,000 a year 
; and in the condition of the I thought 
er perhaps this little leak ought to be stopped, and that the House 
; g ‘Choe the bill. Iaskforavote. The 


2. 

I desire to make a few remarks—— 
KERY. In opposition? 
OR. In regard tothis bill. What does thegen- 
Missouri say? 
Mr. DOCKERY. I Siieve I am recognized in charge of the 


Tn. es ern oe geetiomen some time. 
-& OR. In opposition? I am in favor of the bill, 
= DOCKERY. Well, how much time do you want? 

t. GROSVENOR. About two minates. 
Mr. PAYNE, I will yield the gentleman time. 





Mr. GROSVENOR. I am delighted, Mr. ker, that there 
are so many evidences of the intense desire on part of the out- 
Administration for economy in the curtailment of fees and 


es of the officers of the Government. I regret only that the 
of Departments were not able to discover some of these dif: 
ficulties some years ago. This very distinguished Secretary of 
= Treasury did not —— that —— was getting toomuch 
zens until it appeared to within a short time. 
Mr. P YNE. I will yield to the gentleman some time if he will 
permit me fora moment. I think I ought to state that this letter 
22d of May, 1896, being a communication to the 
— of the House, and referred to the first year under the law 
1895. The letter had been overlooked, so that the Secretary of 
the Treasury is not to blame for this bill. The letter was referred 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. I over- 
looked the letter myself, and I only introduced the bill to the 
a when my attention was again called to the matter a short 
while ago. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well; I am glad to hear it. 
was not the subject that 1 wanted to speak upon, however. 
- DOCKERY, Evidently not. 
Mr. PAYNE. I felt it incumbent upon me to make this state- 


ment. 
nas GROSVENOR. I want to congratulate the country that 


distinguished Secretary of State, in charge of a Department 
of the Government that turned 


This 


f was over, absolutely assaulted, 
rifled, and looted by the spoilsman of Massachusetts, the president 
of the Massach Civil-Service Association, who came here 


and in a period of sixty days turned out of office 80 per cent of 
the whole incumbents and filled the offices with unfamed, unex- 
amined, and, in nine cases out of ten, incompetent men. 

Then the State Department did not discover that the fees of 
those tlemen, thus turned loose upon inoffensive foreign coun- 
tries [laughter], were too large until within the last few months 
the i Secretary of State has found out that the fees 
and emoluments of the consuls and consular agents of the Gov- 
ernment abroad are entirely too high, and has issued an order, 
which will go into effect shortly after the 4th of March, if it has 
not already, absolutely a those officers of even respectable 
compensation. I am deligh that a streak of economy has 
appeared in that direction, but it would have been much more 
consonant with a just ap ion of the necessities of the Gov- 
ernment if it had shown itself about three and a half years ago. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I presume my friend from Ohio is more re- 
joiced at this streak of eae Se he has little hope of any 
such streaks at any day in the future. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Mr. Speaker, I hope that if we do 
have wae streak it will be an intelligent streak. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is likely to be a well-oiled streak. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, if debate is exhausted, I ask fora 
vote. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] 
desires to be heard. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker,I wish toask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill whether it would not be better in his opinion to fix this 
tate of 5 cents per mile as a maximum? Why should we pay 5 
—_ a mile for transportation when it costs only 2} or 3 cents a 
mile 

Mr. PAYNE. In that I have followed the suggestion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, who says that this will about cover the 


actual e Five cents a mile will amount to within a few 
hundred dollars of the amount that was actually expended in 1895. 
Mr. LOUD. The traveling of these officials is generally con- 


fined to short distances, is it not? 
Mr. PAYNE. It is; but sometimes their stay at a place is pro- 
lon; and this will help to pay their hotel expenses. 

. McMILLIN. As the officer has to swear to his expenses, 
anyway, what is the objection to providing that he shall be al- 
lowed not exceeding 5 cents a mile, so that if the actual expense in 
= case = less than that, the Government will get the benefit of 

sa 

Mr. LO This provision for 5 cents a mile relates only to 
traveling expenses, and does not include hotel bills. It is my 
opinion that the act which the gentleman from New York referred 
to would have allowed the Department to cut down these expenses, 
because I think it simply fixed a maximum rate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. r. Speaker, I do not think the suggestion of 
the gentleman from California would meet the situation. When- 
ever you fix a maximum rate, in some way or other the expense 
always reaches that point. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, they are bound to reach it any way under 
the bill as it stands; so, even if the gentleman from Tennessee is 

ight, we should be no worse off. 

. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to striking out 
the 5 cents a mile, so as to provide that the actual traveling ex- 
penses shall be paid in all cases. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, I think there should be a limit. 

Mr. PAYNE, Striking out the 5 cents a mile and allowing 
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actual expenses would put them on a par with other Government 
officials in this respect. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thatis a substantial, tangible amendment, 
and I hope the bill will be amended in that way. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to strike 
out the words ‘‘ at the rate of 5 cents per mile,” so that the allow- 
ance will be for actual traveling expenses. 

Mr. LOUD. I hope the gentleman will consider that for a mo- 


ment. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make that request, and if the gentleman from 
California sees fit to object, he can do so. 

Mr. LOUD. I thinkif the gentleman will consider the question 
for a moment he will see that that would be opening a very dan- 
gerous door. I think there should be a maximum rate. Every 
other Department of the Government has a limitation fixed. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman is mistaken. The law of 
1894 fixes no limitation but actual expenses. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does not the gentleman from New York 
think that the amendment I suggested to him a moment 
would cover the case? The reports show that this is above the 
amount required to meet these expenses. Now, if he will put that 
as the maximum rate and let these officials go up to that, but not 
beyond it, he will close the door which the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia thinks so dangerous. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Secretary of the Treasury, in his letter, said 
that in some rare instances actual expenses exceed 5 cents a mile. 
That happens in cases where the distance traveled is shart and 
— the official is compelled to stay at a hotel for a number of 

ays. 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not think it was ever contemplated that the 
Government sltould pay the hotel bills of these officials. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Government pays the hotel bills of all its 
pry who travel on official duty. It does that under the law 
of 1874. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I call attention to 
the fact that at the last session we passed a bill known as the 
salary bill to regulate the compensations of marshals and district 
attorneys, and that bill provided for paying actualexpenses. The 
tendency has been to abandon the old mileage system and pay the 
actual expenses of officials. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thatis correct. And I think that proposi- 
tion is better for the further reason that whenever you fix the 
maximum an account is always rendered for the full amount. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, I think the gentleman from New York 
had better make it for actual expenses. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman understands, of course, that 
I do not object to his — the bill in the wayhe desires. What 
I suggested was only by way of suggestion. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask to modify the bill by striking 
out the words ‘‘at the rate of 5 cents per mile.” 

Mr. LOUD. I shall have to object to that, Mr. Speaker. I 
would rather have the bill as it stands. 
gare PAYNE. I ask for a vote, then, on the original proposi- 

on. 

The question being taken, the motion to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


EXTENSION OF TIME TO SETTLERS. 


Mr. ELLIS. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9493) to amend an act entitled “An act to forfeit certain lands 
heretofore pens for the purpose of aiding in the construction of r-il- 
roads, and for other purposes,” approved September 29, 1890, and the sey- 
eral acts amendatory thereof. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 3 of an act entitled “An act to forfeit cer- 
tain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of 
railroads, and for other purposes,”’ Sr September 29, 1890, and the sev- 
eral acts amendatory thereof, be, and the same is, amended so as to extend 
the time within whic — entitled to purchase lands forfeited by said 
act shall be ——— o purchase the same in the quantities and upon the 
terms provided in said section at any time prior to January 1, 1899: Provided, 
That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to interfere with any 
adverse claim that may have attached to the lands or any part thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The qvestion is on seconding the motion to 
suspend the rules. 

r. PAYNE. In order that an explanation of the bill may be 
made, I ask unanimous consent that a second may be considered 
as ordered. 

There being no objection, the motion to suspend the rules was 
seconded. 

Mr. KLLIS. Mr. Speaker, the only change proposed to be made 
by this bill in the existing law is to insert ‘‘1899” instead of 
“1897.” By the act of September.29, 1890, the unearned lands of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad grant from the town of Walulla, in 
the State of Washington, to Portland, Oreg., were forfeited; and, 
by the provisions of that act, persons who had settled upon those 
lands under license from or contract with the railroad company 
were permitted to buy the land thus settled upon in tracts not to 
ex 320 acres each. The time within which this might be done 













has been heretofore extended to January 1, 1897; but 
the extreme hard times and the failure of crops, this 
principally located in eastern Oregon, where there has been a par- 
tial failure of crops during the past two or three years, some of 
those settlers have, by reason of the facts given, been unable to meet 
the requirements of the law. They are now living on the land 
having established their homes there. Under the visions of 
the act heretofore passed and the amendments to the same they 
were to pay the Government $1.25 _ acre for the land. But for 
i — I have just stated they have been in some cases unable 
o this. 
On the 8ist of December last, upon the recommendation of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, the Acting Secretary 
of the Interior suspended all entries on the land coming within 
the provisions of this act until Congress should have time to act. 


Treason of 
being 


In other words, those officers considered it so im t in the 
furtherance of equity and justice that the rights of these settlers 
be preserved that they e an order withholdi ds from 


entry until Congress might have time to legislate on the subject. 
The officers named have given the yeating measure their hearty 
oo in a letter which is made a part of the report. They say 
it is a measure of substantial justice, and it has the unanimous 
7 rt of the Committee on the Public Lands. 
ere are comparatively few cases which this bill will reach. 

Almost all the persons who were Se under the provisions 
of law to make these purchases have done so, as they had no 
assurance that there would be any act passed for their relief. 
The order to which I have referred, ding entries on this 
land, was made on the very last day on which the purchase could 
be consummated. As appears by communications which I have 
received from home, these settlers have in some instances paid as 
as high as 22 per cent interest and commission in order to raise 
money to make their payments to the Government. Those men 
who have not made their payments have failed to do so because 
they were absolutely unable by any honorable means to procure 
the money. This bill proposes ——_ 2 they be permitted to 
complete within the next two years the purchase of the lands on 
which they have established their homes for years . If this 
legislation be , the Government will receive pres per acre 
for the land. If the extension is denied, the land will be thrown 
back on the market as of the public domain, to be taken up 
under existing laws. ere are a in the vicinity of these 
lands who are hoping that this bill may not pass in order that 
they may ‘‘ jump” the claims of the unfortunate settlers who, by 
reason of the want of funds, have been unable to complete their 
purchases. The ‘‘jumper” would then come into possession of 
all the improvements on the land without paying anything for 
them, and the settler would lose hisland and the Government would 
lose its $1.25 per acre, which will be paid by these settlers if the 
two years’ extension as —— be granted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If I correctly understand, this bill does not 
ago ig remit any part of the price the Government is to get for 

is land. 

Mr. ELLIS. Not one cent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The bill merely postpones for two years the 
aa which were required to be made not later than January, 


Mr. ELLIS. That is the effect of it. It gives the present occu- 
pants the opportunity to complete the purchase of the land at $1.25 
per acre rather than allow it to revert to the Government for occu- 
pancy under existing laws. 


Mr. LACEY. The bill as reported proposed to include certain 
amendments which had been made to the act. Are those 
amendments embraced in the bill as pro: to be passed under 


a suspension of the rules? 

Mr. ELLIS. I was about to meet that point. I ask unanimous 
consent to correct the bill by inserting in line 11, after the word 
‘**section,” the words “and the amendments thereto.” 

The SPEAKER. The proposed correction will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “section,” in line 11, insert “and the amendments thereto.” 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the proposed cor- 
rection will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will not ask that time be ane in read- 
ing the sem but I hope that the gentleman from Oregon [ Mr. 
EL.Is] will embody in his remarks the recommendations of the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office in favor of the passage of this bill. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will do so, and submit the report of the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, which contains the recommendations 
referred to by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN}: 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred House |! 


k ing had di d report: 

*NThat by oof the thir pan ae aT the ant aestatens mentioned those 
licenses from Northern Pacific Rail 

road Company, made prior to the forfeiture of its t by the act of Sep: 

tember 29, = were pe te purchess said held viene of ie 

set tof or} dt lands so claimed, by paying therefor the 


That by virtue of the third 
persons who had contracts with or 

















B of +, the $ a the tne fe watch 
entitled to purchase said lands on Jan 1897. 

par tice ccomber 31. 1898, the Acting Of the Interior upon the reo- 

ommendation of the Commissioner of the Land issued an order 


Offi 
withholding all lands covered LA visions of said act trou 
any way being disposed of un’ 


SS in 
time as Congress should act in the 
premises. 


Owing to the late date of the issuance of said order, all those entitled to 
purchase under said act who could possibly procure the means made pur- 


chivnose who would be the beneficiaries of the bill now are compar- 
atively few, and have been prevented from ones tle to the land set- 
tled upon by reason of the failure of crops and general stringency of the 


es. 
tinjould this bill fail to pass, all who would receive a direct benefit 
by reason of the same becoming a law will be compelled to lose the land Gey 
have hitherto held under laws existing prior to January 1, 1897, coqeteer wi 
all the improvements uw the same. In every instance parties 
claiming t to purchase have placed valuable im: ments upon the 
land, and would beo to lose the same should this fail topass. Most 
cases covered by the provisions of this measure are of persons of small m 
who were by reason of their poverty utterly unable to avail themselves 
the benefits of the laws heretofore ; 

By the passage of this bill the Government will also be benefited, as it will 
receive the sum of $1.25 for every acre disposed of under the same. The fail- 
ure to the bill will deprive the Government of said amount, and the land 
can only be disposed of under existing laws. 

In view of the opinion of the Department, submitted herewith and made a 

rt of this report, itis the eee ee aoe 

ds that the passage of the said bill give a much-needed relief to those 
who will be the beneficiaries, while the failure to pass the same will leave 
them entirely ess. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, January 19, 1897. 

Sir: In reply to your note of the 13th instant, inaioting: for my considera- 
tion and such suggestions as I might think proper with relation thereto, H. R. 
9493 * To amend an act entitled “An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore 
granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for 
other purposes,” approved September 29, _— and the several acts amenda- 
tory thereof,” I have to say that the report of the assi-tant commissioner of 
the General on inc herewith, sets forth all the facts relative 
to the le tion heretofore had on the subject-matter of this bill. It also 
sets forth the fact of the action of this ent on December 31, 1896, 
directing the local officers at Vancouver and Walla Walla, in Washington 
and The Dalles and Lagrande. = Coca, to reserve all lands granted in said 
districts from any disposition except to receive applications and money ten- 
ere by persons protected by said section 3, pending the action proposed in 
this bill. 

Asthe purpose of the legislation a seems to be for the relief of 
actual settlers and purchasers of the lan referred to in the bill, I have no 
as to urge its passage. é 

er iN 
7 e D. RB. FRANCIS, Secretary. 
Hon. Jonn F. LACEY. 


Chairman Committee on the Public Lands, House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE inemgeer, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
we ngton, D. C., January 14, 1897. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by your reference for re- 
port induplicate and return of papers. of a letter from Hon. Jonn F. LACEY 
chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands, United States House of 
Representatives, submitting for your opinion and su on, to aid the com- 
mittee in its consideration, a bill for the amendment of section 3 of the rail- 
—_ fort act of September 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory 

ereoi. 

The bill provides for the extension of time within which persons entitled 
to purchase lands forfeited ——_ act shall be permitted to purchase the 
same, = eT 4 upon the terms provided in said section, at any time 
prior to January 1, 

In reply, I have the honor to state that section 3 of said act of September 
29, 1890 (25 Stat., 496), which granted to pusshesers under its provisions two 

ears from its . was ame the act of February 18, 1891 (26 

tat., 764), whic’ vided that said period to run from the date of pro- 
mulgation of the Soesuniestoner of the General d Office of the instructions 
to the local officers for their direction in the disposition of the lands, and not 
from the date of the of said act. 

By the act of December 12, 1893 (28 Stat., 15), the period allowed such pur- 
chasers was extended to January 1, 1897, with a proviso that such extension 
should not “ be so construed as to interfere with any adverse claim that may 
have attached to the lands or any part the 

A further amendment was made by the act of January 23, 1896 (29 Stat., 4), 
which made no further extension of time of : 

At the nee eae R. Ellis, of , this office, with the 
approval of Hon. William H. Sims, Acting Secre of the rior, on 
December 31, 1896, by to the local officers at Vancouver and Walla 
Walla, Wash., and The es and Lagrande, Oreg., reserved all lands 
claimed in said districts under said section from any disposition, ex- 
Cept to receive a tions and money tendered by persons protected by 
said section pending the action in this bill. 

Pe purpose of bill seems proper, and I have the honor to recommend 
AS: ¥ 
e bill and accompanying letter are herewith returned. 
Very respec 4 
E. F. BEST, 


Assistant Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
The question being taken on the motion to suspend the rales 
and pass the bill as modified, it was agreed to, two-thirds voting 
in favor thereof. 
GEORGE H. PLANT. 
Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 


pass the bill (S. 1 i H. Plant, of the Di 
trict of Cok be Poesy for the relief of George lant , e Dis- 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby 
authorized and directed oe to George H. Plant, of the District of Colum- 


bia, out of any mone in not otherwise a’ ted, the sum 
of $5,216.85, the same belng the amount found tobe duete bin by the Court 
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of Claims for losses and damages sustained by him reason of a collision 
between the U. 8S. 8S. Gettysburg and the steamboat y of the Lake, on the 
Po River, and to be received by him in full satisfaction of all claims 
and demands in consequence of said collision. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. SWANSON. [ask unanimous consent that the second be 
considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. I only wish, Mr. Speaker, to say a single word 
to the House in reference to this matter. 

I objected to this bill the other day, and the objection was 
based on the ground that the owner or commander of the steamer, 
Lady of the Lake I think is the name of the vessel, seemed to be 
at fault just as much as the officer in command of the U.S. 8. 
Gettysburg. And I think the reading of the report, which I have 
made since, fully bears out the suggestion. I was mistaken about 
the law of admiralty. It is different from the law of the road in 
such cases as this, and the negligence on the part of the party in- 
jured is not a bar to recovery, but the damage is divided between 
the parties who are at fault; that is, the party who causes the dam- 
age on the one side and the party who contributes to the damage 
by his own n mce on the other. 

I think the bill ought, probably, to pass, but at a lower rate 
than that proposed. hile I think the claim is a good one against 
the Government, and one that ought to be paid, still I am inclined 
to think that the beneficiaries should receive only one-half of the 
amount that is recommended here. I believe the claim is a good 
one to that extent. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from California 

Mr. LouD] was the first member who reported this bill to the 

ouse from the Committee on Claims, and his report has been 
subsequently adopted in the report now before the House, drawn 
by. Mr. DENNY. 

I would like to say, in connection with this claim, that it grew 
out of an accident on the Potomac, a collision between a war ship 
belonging to the United States Government and the Lady of the 
Lake, a vessel panera to Mr. Plant, who is the beneficiary 
under the pending bill. Under the rules governing navigation on 
the Potomac River, ships are required to keep to the right; but in 
the same rule it is provided that a a. which is, for instance, 
coming up the river on the left, by blowing a signal of two 
whistles, can notify a vessel coming in the opposite direction 
that it desires to keep on that same side. 

In the present case the Lady of the Lake was coming up the river 
on the left or the Virginia side of the river, and met the U.S. S. 
Gettysburg going down the river on the same side. The rules re- 
quire a steamer going down on the left side of the river when sig- 
naled, as the y of the Lake signaled the United States steamer, 
to answer by two blasts of the steam whistle, which meant that 
it accepted the offer so made and would allow the steamer coming 
up to continue on its course. The Lady of the Lake then came on 
up the river, governed by the rules of the road, and acting under 
the assumption that the war vessel would observe the agreement 
thus made. After going some distance, for some cause the Gov- 
ernment steamer tried to change to the other side, and biewa blast 
on its steam whistle, indicating to the Lady of the Lake that it 
desired to go on the other side. The Lady of the Lake promptly 
responded that it would not change; and it could not make the 
change desired by the Gettysburg by reason of the proximity of 
the two vessels, which made it impossible, according to the testi- 
mony, for the Lady of the Lake to cross the bows of the other 
steamer and take the other side. The collision therefore came by 
reason of the action of the Gettysburg in endeavoring to change 
its course after it had been agreed upon and accepted by the other 
vessel, and this bill is simply to pay the loss sustained by the Lady 
of the Lake on account of the collision and injury caused by the 

vernment vessel under the facts stated. 

Then a naval board was appointed by the Secretary of the Navy 
to ascertain who was at fault on account of the collision. That 
naval board was the board referred to by my friend from New 
York [Mr. PayNE] when this matter was up before. The mem- 
bers of the board stated that while technically there was some 
blame which might be laid on the pilot of the Lady of the Lake, 
yet under the law governing the movements of steamers upon the 
river she was not responsible for the accident. And you can 
readily see, Mr. Speaker, that it was impossible, after the Govern- 
ment steamer accepted the signals of the Lady of the Lake 
indicating the course that she would pursue, to shift that course 
and change it when the vessels were close together; and for that 
reason the Lady of the Lake could not revoke the acceptance of 
the first signal made by the Gettysburg. 

But the most important investigation of allin connection with 
this collision, where a United States steamer was concerned, was 
made by the board of local inspectors of steamers in Baltimore 
who were appointed to investigate the case, and their findings are 
set out in the report of the committee signed by James D. Lowry 
and William O. Saville, in which they exonerate the Lady of the 
Lake entirely, and state that the accident was not the fault of 
the owners of the Lady of the Lake at all. 
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Then, subsequently, with the on of the inspectors, show- 
ing that the Lady of the Lake was not to blame—first the findi 
of the naval board and then the findings of the board of ins 
ors—a bill was brought here and was sought to be passed. An ob- 
jection was urged, and it went to the Court of Claims, for the pur- 
— of establishing the right of this party torecover. That court 
ound the facts as stated, and the findings are set forth fully in 
the report, showing that the Government was responsible for the 
injury and that these people are entitled to recover the same. 

The amount that was appropriated is simply the money that 
was spent in getting the boat in good condition and the loss that 

as sustained while she was undergoing repairs, as computed 

om an average of years. Now, three departments of this Gov- 
ernment, commissioned under the law to ascertain the fault and 
cause of this accident, have all concurred in saying that the Lady of 
the Lake was not at all at fault, but that the Government’s vessel 
was entirely at fault, and that this amount should be recovered. 

1 yield the baiance of my time to the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Loup]. 

Mr. HULICK. This amount is made up of the actual damages 
to the vessel, and the damages that accrued by loss of services of 
the vessel while she was undergoing repairs. Now, what was the 
amount of actual damage to the vessel, and what was the amount 
that was charged up for loss of services? 

Mr. SWANSON. There was a bill introduced here which in- 
cluded estimated damages. 

Mr. LOUD. Consequential damages. 

Mr. SWANSON. But this bill only gives the actual damages 
as ascertained by the court. 

Mr. HULICK, I understood the —_— to say that it con- 
sisted of actual damages to the vessel—— 

Mr. SWANSON, That is right. 

Mr. HULICK. And also damages sustained by the owner 
because of the loss of use of the vessel. Now, what is the amount 
of actual damages to the vessel, and what is the amount of dam- 
ages for loss of service? , 

Mr. SWANSON. The court finds the cost of the repairs to be 

.216.85, and the actual loss of earnings while undergoing —_— 

be $3,000. That is the finding of the Court of Claims. ese 
sums aggregate $5,216.85, and that is what the court recommends. 
The gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] is better acquainted 
_— this matter than I am, and any time that I have I yield to 


m. 

Mr. LOUD. I think the gentleman is getting along very well, 
and probably I would defeat the bill if I should get in. 

And then (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were 
suspended and the bill passed. 


JOSEPH B. VANTINE, 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. - age I move to suspend the rules and 
- the bill (H. R. 7969) to increase the pension of Joseph BE. 
antine. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is nour 
thorized and directed to place the name of J om E. Vantine, la: 
fireman on the U. 8. 8. Richmond, United States Navy, on the pension 
Toll at the rate of $72 per month, in lieu of bie present pension. 


Mr. WILLIS. I ask for the reading of the report. 


The SPEAKER. There will be no debate unless a second is 
demanded. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second, 


S ask unanimous consent that a second be considered as or- 
red, 


There was no objection. 
The report (by Mr. MILEs) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7969) to increase the pension of Joseph E. Vantine, late first-class fireman on 
me 0. 8. S. Richmond, United States Navy, having carefully examined and 

y considered the facts presented, respectfully report: 

Joseph E. Vantine enlisted in the United States N. 7 May 19, 1857, as 
second-class fireman on the U.S. S. Minnesota; promo to first-class fire- 
man May 26, 1857, and served as such to June 10, , when disc ; 

He reenlisted as first-class fireman July 13, 1861, and served on North 
— to July 27, 1861; on the Richmond from —_= 1861, to August 29, 

a ; on the a from August 80, 1864, to September 9, 1864, when honor- 
ably dischar; . 

voseph E. Fantine was the first man to suggest the use of chain cables hung 
over the sides of vessels for protection from the enemy's missiles, and the 
efficiency of the device was demonstrated a ae Farragut’s squad- 
yon on the Lower Mississippi in April, 1862, in the passage of Forts Sacheun 
= St. Phillip, and the encounter with the Confederate ram, and it —— 

the capture of New Orleans, La. chain armor was used 
on board the Kearsarge in her capture of the Alabama. 

in the attack om Fort Hudson, La., March M, 1863, a shot from the enemy’s 

struck the boilers of the Richmond, and the fire room and other parts of 

fie vessel were filled.with steam, when he, under great difficulties, drew the 
from under the boilersand prevented them from exploding, thus saving 

ship and perhaps aay lives. While this was done he became ex- 

from the heat cooking steam to 
moments, until by his nt intrepidity and assiduous efforts the grand 
work ae on - 8 this heroic act he received special compliment- 
men dmiral’s report, afterwards presented with a 
“medal of honor,” by act of 


J h E. Vantine is now pensioned at $12 per month under the act of June 
rechuns. 


and was 


+ ‘The proof submitted to You se shows that claimant recei a; 
tajury his back abort July, 186), while removing part of an iron ventila. 


Baroy {30 the t a heetenl oe tee ao : 
that a stroke ‘August and ts now salieten ona 
complete rafyela of the Fight side and aieeion fe ot apeect 
Will probably never be kag er.” He minor and ig 
wife, entirely with no income except his ; and 
he is now in su on as to require the care and attention of another 


In view of the tystince » from it conclude 
—- is a result of iaval eee a i view of he gallant eee 
sosious pervies your committee y recommend the passage of the bill 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know how much this 
bill carries? 


Mr. WILLIS, This bill carries a month, which the law 


would allow to this man vided disability could be shown 
to be of service origin. ey claim not to be able toexactly show 
that this man incurred this disability in the service. is a 


wreck. He has been going down since his discharge from the 
Navy. He is now a paralytic, and has to have the attention of 
one person all the time, and sometimes two persons. He is old 
and r, and unless we help him he is, in a sense, hopeless, 
Senator Gray is perfectly conversant with this case. His brother. 


in-law, Dr. Black, is this man’s ph I have taken the pai 
to go down to his home and pe pains 


the facts. He has been a 
brave servitor of the Government. Congress gave him a bronze 
medal, but that is a very hard and and unyielding substance, 


and will neither be a supplement to 


larder nor to his ward- 
robe. He will not live long. 


He will probably be dead within a 
year, and = will have only to pay his pension for that time. 

Mr. LOUD. That isa very full answer. I want to say to the 

tleman and the House that so far as I amconcerned, I would 


willing to waive all doubt that Sele in the minds of any 
—— as to whether this sailor received his present 
bility in the service; but, Mr. §; er, we are attempting b 


the passage of this bill to correct pages of history, which 
rather regret. History has handed down to us the statement, 
which has gone broadcast over the world, that Admiral Farragut 
conceived idea of putting these chains around this vessel, and 
we have admired his brilliancy for having conceived that idea. 
Now, while I would not object to the a month, I do not think 
we should at this late day, in an act and in a report, 
seek to change a condition of history about which there is at least 
—_ doubt. I think the gentleman will admit the force of that 
imself. This is an endeavor here by an act of Congress to take 
away the credit from a very gallant officer—— 
eee . - beg yourpardon. Wetake nothing away from 
arragut. 
Mr. LOUD. The credit of having first adopted this method of 
ee vessel of war. Of course Farragut has over 
the er side, and, as the gentleman sugeoets, can not lose 
an g; but still it blasts many a hope many a kindly and 
patriotic feeling toward Admiral F. which I think his 
memory should be allowed to retain so long as this generation 


ma exist. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I think the tleman is hyper- 
critical. I know of no of history which attributes the first 
suggestion of hanging armor over a vessel to Admiral Faz- 


t. 

itr. LOUD. This report says this man was the frst. 

Mr. WILLIS. This report says that this ion was made 
by this man tohim. But that not touch the merits of the 
question. The question is whether this man’s t physical 
condition may be attributable to his service in the Navy. [If 50, 
if we could satisfy the Pension Bureau that this was so, then they 
would immediately give him $72. oe anxious to do it. 
They feel that it is a genuine case; but they walk along the lino 
of technicalities so close that it absolutely reminds one of the num- 
berless mistakes that have been made by the physicians from the 
time of as to the present. 

me Toye fh hy - you not = the man a —. on the 
merits of his case without seeking’ existing history. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Wul'tes House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill? ; 

The question was taken; and in the on of the Chair, two- 
thirds having voted in favor of the bill, the rules were suspended 
and the bill was passed. 


TO REPEAL TIMBER-CULTURE LAWS. 
Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. ker, I move that the rules be sus 
ed and the bill S. be passed. 
e Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 3328) to amend an act entitled “An act to repeal the timber-culture 
laws, and for other 


purposes. 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of an act entitled ‘An act to re al the 
timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,” on United States 


page I 
Statutes at Large, Fifty-first Congress, volume 26, be amended so as to re 
as 


ows: 
6. That section 230! of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to re"! 


i 2301. Nothing in this shall beso construed as to prevent any 
=e oi taselt of the benefits of section 2289 from 


a = who shall 








ceand 
of this section as to 
resid: shall 


rvation in 
ment ander the nate 
sha 
ony Sane said lands to settlemen 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. 8S er, Lask for a second. 

Mr. G I unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LOUD. Iwould like to the gentleman if he is satisfied 
it is so guarded as not to include anything outside of what is 
mentioned? 

Mr.GAMBLE. Yes, sir. There is no _—- but what it 
simply includes the land within the Great Sioux Reservation. 
Most of these lands are ir the State of South Dakota, and the bill 

the Senate simply covering the lands within the State of 
South Dakota, but the amendments pro also include the 
lands of the reservation in the States of North Dakota and Ne- 
braska, because the Great Sioux Reservation projects slightly into 
both of those States. I can state to the gentleman that under the 
act of 1889, by which the Great Sioux Reservation was 
lands were opened to settlement under the homestead law. Set- 
tlers were required to pay $1.25 an acre for the land when they 
filed on it within three years from the date of the ratification of the 
treaty opening the same. The next two years it was 75 cents, 
and after that 50 cents per acre. There was no right to commute 
given under the act. That .aw was amended in 1891, 
giving the settlers the right to commute, and pay the amount the 
Government was to compensate the Indians for these lands under 
the treaty. By a recent ruling of the Interior Department, in case 
the settlers commuted, they were not only — to pay the 
amount for the tand provided by the act of 1 es res- 
ervation, but in addition the $1.25 under the law. It was 
never intended, Mr. er, under the treaty or the act ratifying 
the same, that the ers should be obli to pay any more for 
the lands than $1.25, 75 cents, or 50 cents per acre, as the treaty 
and original act contemplated. 

Mr. LOUD. I want ors the gentleman that I do not know 
Oat Lon ee , because I am not familiar with that 
section. Neither do I know that there can be any objection to 
extending it to the rest of the country; but Iam rather of the 
impression, from the reading of the bill, that unless you insert 
the word “ only” you are going to make this apply to all the coun- 
try. lask the gentleman’s attention to that especially. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I would me 4 reply to the gentleman that it 
can apply to this reservation alone by the express Visions of 
the section to which this act is an amendment, such is the 
opinion of the Assistant Commissioner of the Land Office, whose 
report on this bill goes with it, and I will ask to have the report 
and fe letter of the Assistant Commissioner made a part of my 
remarks, 

The report and letter are as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom wasref: the bill (S. 3828) 


to amend an act entitled “An act to repeal the tim ‘ture laws, and for 
other purposes,” have had the eame under consideration and report it back 


with the ollowing amendments: 
After the word fe A Pat ~ insert ‘‘ North Dakota;” and after the word 
a in line 21 “and Nebraska.” 


recommend the of the bill as amended. 
pata cubase cea cnn ues mere ners 
homestead law, but the bill See piser, rentence hetero Seat peact 
was or 
the ial te an act w | | settler 


: y ed my t of this 
or them They can 
that enpowen ws it. "These 
sag By mee da | anditisa to offer 
homestead law. el oaisiaiienen bee. 
limited can be sus- 


am: tie D. C., December 9, 1896. 
TR: ve the honor toacknowledge the iptof your letter of Decem- 
ber 5, 1896, requesting information as to the ruling requiring homestead 
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settlers on lands formerly embraced in Indian reservations to pay the Gov- 
ernment for the land in addition to the payment required for the benefit of 
the Indians, as you desire to have the law amended, if an amendment is re- 
quired, for the relief of the homestead settlers. 
In sevty have to state that the only requirement of the nature indicated 
=f os the lands formerly embraced in the Great Sioux Reservation, in 
States of North Dakota, th Dakota, and Nebraska. 


lands were 2 to settlement and entry under the provisions of the 
act of March 2, 1889 (25 Stat. L., 888). Said act provides that the lands— 
“Shall be the United States to actual settlers only, under 


the — of the homestead law nos section 2301 thereof) and under 

the laws rela to town sites: Provided, That each settler under and in ad 

cordance with provisions of said homestead acts shall pay to the United 

Btates for the land so talzen by him, in addition to the fees plovided by law, 

the sum of $1.25 per acre for all lands of within the first three years 

after the effect of this act, and the sum of 75 cents per acre for all 

within the next two years following thereafter, and 50 cents 

r acre for the residue of the lands then un: of, and shall be entitled 

a eo therefor according tosaid homestead laws, and after the full pay- 
ment of said - 


It will be noticed that under said act no commutation of homestead entries 
was permissible. 

Section 6 of the act of March 3, 1891 (26 Stat. L., 1095), which amended seo- 
tion po eg States Revised Statutes, relating to commutation of home 


entries, provided: 
And the ions of this section shall apply to lands on the ceded por- 
tions of the by act approv h 


Reservation 2, 1889, in South Dakota, 
but shall not relieve said settlers from an pervente now required by law." 
Under date of May 13, 1896 (22 L. D. 5505, e honorable Secretary mavens 
under consideration the application of the State of South Dakota * for 5 
cent of the net proceeds of sales of lands within the boundaries of what 
known as the opened portion of the Great Sioux Reservation,” held that the 
provision of section 6o0f the act of March 3, 1891 (supra), “clearly recognizes 
the trust character of the payments o: y required of entrymen of Sioux 
and means that when such entrymen soelect they may commute, after 
the time named, by paying the minimum price for the land, in addition to the 
pa: a under the act of 1889.” 
ts) 


view of morable Secre *s decision, the district land officers hay- 
jurisdiction over the Sioux were instructed by ~ Cof June 23, 
to collect from —_— applying to commute homes for said lands 
$1.25 r acre in addition to the payments required under the act of March 2, 
Gunee), and similar action was taken on all cases pending in this office 

un; ted. 


a settlers who make ordinary five-year proof are not affected by 
said ruling, which sagtes only tocommuted homestead entries. 
ed F E. F. BEST, Assistant Commissioner. 
Hon. R. F. Perricrew, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. LOUD. I notice that the reading of the bill does not say 
that it shall a ply to that section only. 

Mr. GAMBL . It unquestionably applies to that section only, 
because in its terms it is limited to the t Sioux Reservation, in 
South Dakota, and the committee amends the act by including 
also the remainder of the reservation within the States of North 
Dakota and Nebraska. The act can not by any possible construc- 
tion be extended so as to include other lands in addition to those 
specifically mentioned and brought within the provisions of the 

t. 


ac 

Mr. LACEY. Let me call the attention of the gentleman to the 
fact that this ruling was not made until 1896, and from 1889 down 
until 1896 the amount paid to the Indians was accepted by the 
Department in full payment in commutation, and patents issued 
accordingly. But unquestionably a strict construction of the act 
of 1889 requires that $1.25 shall be paid in addition to the Indian 
price. That construction having been adopted, the bill becomes 
necessary simply to give to the settlers who commuted prior to 
1896 the same benefits as to those who commuted after that time. 
When this construction was adopted, it was a construction un- 
doubtedly right according to the strict letter of the law. But that 
never was the intention of Congress—to require that the $1.25 
should be paid, and in addition thereto the Indian price. 

Mr.LOUD. The gentleman is of course fully aware that “‘ strict 
construction” varies very materially in different minds. The gen- 
tleman might assume to be strict construction what another man 
might regard as very lax construction. Why not make the bill 

ific by inserting the word “only,” so there can be no possibility 
of misconstruction? 

Mr.GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, in compliance with the suggestion 
of the gentleman from ifornia, I ask consent that the bill be 
amended by inserting the word “only” after the word “apply,” 
in line 19, on page2. I ask also that the amendments proposed by 
the committee be agreed to. 

Mr. KEM. Do those amendments contemplate embracing the 
whole reservation? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes,sir. The amendments were recommended 
with the object in view that all the lands within the reservation 
would be brought within its provisions. In the first instance it 
applied only to South Dakota, but it has been amended so as to 
cover Nebraska and North Dakota. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota {Mr. Gam- 
“a asks consent to modify the bill as he has suggested. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


FORT LYON MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H. R. 4985) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to convey to the State of Colorado, and so forth, 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby granted to the State of Colorado 
the right to occupy, improve, and control, for the purposes of a soldiers’ 
home, to be established and maintained thereon by said State, the Fort Lyon 
Military Reservation, to include the buildings located thereon, on condition 
that said State shall, within three years, establish such home, at which pro- 
vision shall be made for the care and maintenance of officers, soldiers, sailors, 
and marines who have served in the Army, Navy,or Marine Corps of the 
United States, their dependent parents, widows, or orphans, and under such 
rules and regulations as said State may provide: Provided, That the United 
States reserves to itself the fee and the right forever to resume possession 
and dispose of the said lands whenever it shall appear that the State of Colo- 
rado has ceased to use the same for such public purpose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Roush, I ask unanimous consent that 
a second be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, this bill is to authorize the 
State of Colorado to occupy, for the purposes of a soldiers’ home, 
an abandoned military reservation. No soldiers have been quar- 
tered there for twelve or thirteen years. There is no possibilit 
that the Government will ever again need the reservation for mil- 
itary purposes, and it has been turned over from the War Depart- 
ment to the Interior <y wpe On the back of the report will 
be found a letter from the Interior Department, stating that part 
of this reservation (which consisted originally of some 5,000 acres) 
has been thrown open to homestead settlement, only the part on 
which the buildings stand being reserved. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How many acres are in that? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Over 500 acres, a little short of a section. 
The buildings are going towreck. The Government has an officer 
there in charge of them, at an expense of $1,000 a year; but the 
windows are being knocked out, the roofs are leaking, and the 
buildings are naturally decaying, not having been occupied for 
twelve or thirteen years. There is at present a soldiers’ home, 
maintained by the State of Colorado at the State expense, at a 
town called Montevista. There are a number of buildings there 
which have been erected by the State; but it has been found that 
the location is not a good one for a soldiers’ home on account of 
the altitude, which is perhaps seven or eight thousand feet above 
the sea level. The old soldiers find that the atmosphere affects 
their nervous systems and they become unwell and discontented. 
Fort Lyon is on the Arkansas River, about 3,500 feet above the 
level of the sea, and is well adapted for sucha home. As Ihave 
already said, there is no use to which the Government can put 
those buildings, there being no longer any occasion to use them 
for military purposes. 

Mr. STEELE. You ask these buildings for a State home, as I 
understand? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir; for a home to be maintained at 
State expense. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the value of this land? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Probably not over $5 an acre. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And there are about 557 acres? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes; there are some buildings upon the land 
that would make it worth considerable if they could be used for 
any useful purpose. 

Mr. DO KERY. What is the probable value of the land, in- 
cluding the buildings? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. If you put it up at public auction you prob- 
ably could not get $10,000 for the land and buildings, although 
the buildings cost, I think, some $46,000. They probably would 
not bring the cost of moving them off the land. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What assurance have we that, in the event 
of this bill passing, the State will locate a soldiers’ home there? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. There has been a general request for it. 
The gentleman will observe also that’ we do not ask for title to 
the 1.nd, but only for the use of it and the buildings. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has the legislature taken any action toward 
the erection of a home there? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. I will say to the gentleman from 
Missouri that both houses of the legislature have petitioned for 
the of this bill and every State officer. 

r. ‘KERY. Isthere any precedent for this proposed action 
by the Government? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes; I think there are quite a number of 
precedents, though the reservations have generally been ceded for 
school purposes. This land is not near any city and is of no par- 
ticular value. There is no water right attached to it which would 
give it —— value. 

— ; KERY. Is this bill approved by the Secretary of the 
rior 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The Commissioner of the General Land 
Office favors it, although he says it is not the province of the Inte- 
rior Department to indicate to Congress what disposition shall be 
made of the public lands. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Has the Secretary of the Interior been con- 
sulted in regard to it? 


Mr. ROTH. Yes; there is a letter written by the Com- 


priety of the pro 








FEBRUARY 1, 
missioner of the General Land Office, in which he gives the history 
of this reservation-—— 


Mr. DOCKERY. But does the Secretary of the Interior ap- 


prove it? 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes; in thesame manner. They approved 


it so far as they approve Ss these bills. They do not formally 
approve any measures of thi 
to determine what should be done with these lands. Here is the 
language of the Department: 


kind. They say it is for Congress 


This office does not feel called upon as to the pro- 


legislation, as it os 2 tter foe wi 
ion and subject to the legislation of Congrean, eee emcre- 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has either the Secretary of War or the Gen- 
eral of the Army expressed himself on this proposition? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It vote cet found that this land was not 
needed for military purposes, the War renee turned it over 
to the Interior Department. The reservation originally embraced 
some 5,000 acres, all of which, except the part on which the Goy- 
ernment buildings were situated, was thrown open to homestead 
entry. The bill affects only that part of the land on which the 
buildings are situated. If the property at any time should not be 
used as a soldiers’ home, the title will revert to the Government. 

Mr. MILNES. Has the legislature of Colorado expressed any 
desire with reference to this matter? 

Mr. SHAFRCTH. There is a petition here signed by all the 
members of the legislature. It is not in the shape of an official act. 

Mr. MILNES. I should suppose that if the State wanted this 
land, the legislature would have passed some formal resolution on 
the or 
Mr. 8 ROTH. A memorial, as I have just stated, has been 
sent here requesting that the Jand be ceded for the purpose con- 
templated. Every officer of the State concurs in this request. 

The question being taken, the motion to suspend the rules and 


pass the bill was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


IMPROVEMENT OF EASTCHESTER CREEK, NEW YORK. 


Mr. FAIRCHILD. I move to suspend the rules and the 
bill which I send to the desk. - 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10012) relating to = pnonqvennen t of Eastchester Creek, State 
0 ow 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized, in his discretion, to expend the whole or any portion of any ap ropria- 
tion heretofore made for the improvement of r Oreek, in the State 
of New York, in accordance the surveys and report for such improve- 
ment, upon that portion of the improvement included in recent surveys ex- 
tending the improvement to the head of tide water. 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. I ask that the report be read. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Leta second be first ordered on the motion 
to suspend the rules. 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Iobject. + 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockrry] 
— the gentleman from New York [Mr. FatrcuI.p] will act as 
ers. 
Mr. BLUE. Before the vote is taken, I should like to hear an 
explanation, in order that I may vote intell ( 
he SPEAKER. Debate is not in order until a second has been 
ordered on the motion to suspend the rules. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. I withdraw my objection. My 
object was merely to hear the report read. 
e SPEAKER. Under the present order of procedure, it is 
necessary that a second be ordered on the motion to suspend the 
rules, if debate is desired. Is there objection to the request that 
a second be considered as ordered? The Chair hears none. 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, the in this case is short, 
and it explains this matterin a nutshell. I ask that it be revi. 
The report (by Mr. Hooker) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Rivers and + whom was referred the bill 
a R. 10012) relating to the improvement of Eastchester Creek, State of New 
ork, ha’ had the same under consideration, report the same back an! 
The improvement of the stream to which this bill relates has been in prog- 
ress for man: and numerous have been made therefor. 
ec eies boca ei neem 
A provision was included in the river and harbor 


bill for onal surveys to extend improvement to the head of tide 
water, a distance of about 2,000 feet. Such survey has been made. The pro 
extension will the 











1897. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from New 
York whether this proposition has the approval of the Secretary 
f War? 

. Mr. FAIRCHILD. I do not know that the proposition has 

either his approval or his disapproval. There has been a survey 
de. 

mir, DOCKERY. Has this been submitted to the Secretary of 

War? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. _ This bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Ido not know that the bill itself has been 
submitted to the Secretary of War. But all that the bill provides 
for having done is to be subject to the discretion of that officer. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has the matter been submitted to the Chief 


of Engineers? 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. Not the bill itself. Surveys have been 


ade and reported u by the Engineer Department. 
he. DOCRERY. Who responsible, then, for the suggestion 
contained in the bill? 


Mr. FAIRCHILD, Members of the Board of Trade and other 
citizens of Mount Vernon, a city of 20,000 population. I will add 
that I also, residing in that same locality, am responsible for the 
suggestion. 

* appropriation of $12,000 was made in last year’s river and 
harbor Pi. Although the report speaks of extending this im- 
provement an additional distance of about 2,000 feet, my opinion 
is that the distance may be less than 2,000 feet. The question is 
simply whether the money already appropriated shall be expended 
in deepening the improvement already made, or in extending the 
improvement this additional 2,000 feet, which would bring it into 
the heart of the section to be benefited, reaching a main highway 
of the city of Mount Vernon. 


character to a certain extent as to the work to be done. 


is to be tolerated, and especially when it appears that it has not 


been submitted to the proper authority for es it seems to 


If this 


me that we are opening the door to very much vicious legislation 
in that direction. This bill itself may be all right. I know noth- 
ing to the contrary. But it is bad policy, in my judgment. and it 
is a precedent that we ought not to establish. Therefore I think 
it ought not to _ 

Mr. CANNON. With the consent of the gentleman from New 
York, I would like to ask him a question. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. This is a new survey, I believe, upon which 
the gentleman seeks to apply, in the discretion of the Secretary of 
War, an ene y made. Now, what is the work to 
cost under the new survey when it is completed? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I will say that I am not able to answer that 
question in figures, but I can make a statement in regard to the 
work which I think will not only satisfy the gentleman from 
Illinois, but also the gentleman from Kansas {Mr. BLuE] and the 
gentleman from Missouri a DOCKERY] as well. 

Mr. CANNON. What I wished to know was whether or not we 
are in a great scheme, because they come quite often enough in 
passing river and harbor bills, but whether, on a single scheme, 
where we are not embarrassed by “‘log rolling,” we are not enter- 
ing m an exceedingly large expenditufe without exactly know- 
ing what we are doing. 

. FAIRCHILD. I would like to answer the gentleman from 
Illinois in this way: The Hutcheson River, or,as it is officially 
named in the report of the Chief of Engineers, Eastchester Creek, 
is a river emptying into Pelham Bay and Long Island Sound just 
to the south of the city of Mount Vernon, in Westchester County, 
N.Y. The improvements heretofore made in Hutcheson River 


Mr. DOCKERY. The proposition which the gentleman seeks have carried ar improved channel up to just the southerly bound- 


to change by the bill under consideration was approved, I assume, 
by the Secretary of War, the Chief of Engineers, and the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. That is right. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, that proposition having received the 
approval of the Department and of the proper committee of this 

ouse, the gentleman proposes to change its terms by a bill which 
has not been. submitted to the Secretary of War or to the Chief 
of Engineers or to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. It has been submitted to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and favorably or The report has just 
been read. The provisions of the bill can not be carried out ex- 
ee the consent of the Secretary of War and the Chief of 

ngineers. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is the bill approved by the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. It is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Unanimously? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD, Unanimously. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Did that committee seek any information from 
the War De ent? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I am not here to answer for the committee. 
I can not tell what they did in the matter. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. 8 , if I caught the reading of that bill 
correctly, it seeks to make available not —_ this appropriation 
particularly, but any appropriation and appropriations for 


this pu: 
the gentieman’s pardon; he mis- 


rpose, 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. No. I 
apprehended the of the bill. 

r. BLUE. I would like to have that bill read in my own time 
to see what it does seek to accomplish. 

The bill was in e 
r FAIRCHILD. The gentleman will observe that the bill re- 
fers to a propriations heretofore made. 

Mr. B That is precisely the objection that I have made. 
It includes all of the appropriations. It might reach not only the 
$12,000 suggested by the gentleman from New York as being made 
last year, but any other peeeeeenes heretofore made. 

Mr. FAIR Se . gentleman from Kansas will permit 
me, I will say, for his information, that there is only one appro- 
priation heretofore made and unexpended for this improvement, 
and that is the ow made last . 

_ Mr. BLUE. I the gentleman from New York is certain of that, 
it would be a explanation, of course. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I will say again that the ‘‘ gentleman from 

wt is certain; that improvement is in his own town and 
adjoining city, where he has resided for a number of years, and 
he knows all about it.  « 

Mr. BLUE. I wish to say further, Mr. Speaker, that I desire 

give my approval to the remarks of the gentleman from Mis- 
— {Mr. Dockery) with reference to this method of | tion. 
oe it as very obj able. Here is an appropriation made 
y the recent river and harbor bill, and this bill now pending 
Seeks to set aside that appropriation—to divert it, to change its 





ary of the city of Mount Vernon, or the northerly boundary of 
the city of New York. The character of the improvement, so far 
as it has been carried on, has been dredging through marshy lands, 
without rock or other obstructions, and is the simplest and cheap- 
est kind of work of this character; and the improvement, so far 
as completed, reaches within about 2,000 feet, or — less, of 
the main highway of the city of Mount Vernon, and only to the 
southerly portion of the city of Mount Vernon. 

Now, if this bill is not passed, the $12,000 heretofore appropri- 
ated would be expended in further dredging the channel below the 
northerly portion of the present improvement, where it is not so 
necessary, because the channel there is now suflicient for traffic, 
although it is not in the very best condition, whereas if the 
improvement be extended the additional 2,000 feet it would make 
a safe and suitable channel along the whole line of the improve- 
ment, reaching up to a main highway of the city of Mount Vernon, 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman know what the additional 
survey is estimated to cost? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. No, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman does not know whether it is 
$10,000 or $50,000? ~=—«y 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I do not suppose the additional work will 
cost to exceed $5,000, and I make that statement with some per- 
sonal knowledge and experience of the conditions existing, and of 
the cost of such work. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, will my friend aliow me one other ques- 
tion? Is this a river and harbor improvement for navigation, or 
is it an improvement that is merely local to the town of Mount 
Vernon to give them drainage, or something of that kind, at the 
— S of the Federal Treasury? 

. FAIRCHILD. It is a river and harbor improvement for 
the purpose of navigation, and will bring building material and 
other material used in the city, by this route, to a population of 
about 35,000 people, including the 20,000 in Mount Vernon and 
the additional population to the east. : 

Mount Vernon not only at present contains a population of 
20,000, but its growth has been, is, and promises to be unprece- 
dented and wonderful. Within a few yearsit has developed from 
@ Village of about 9,000 to the present city of 20,000 population. 
Located at the northerly border of New York City, at the first 
station. on the New Haven Railroad from the Grand Central De- 
pot, and with the rapid-transit service of the Harlem Railroad 
and an electric railway to the city of New York, giving additional 
facilities to the commuters, situated upon high and undulating 
ground in a section made historical by the Revolutionary armies, 
and itself having a history connected with the name of Horace 
Greeley, one of its founders, with well-paved avenues made beau- 
tiful by perfect arbors of trees whose overhanging branches meet, 
this city has attracted some of the best of New York City’s popu- 
lation, and has lacked only in the disadvantage of being an inland 
city, with the consequent greater cost of building = other ma- 
terials. The harbor improvements completed have already at- 
tracted a line of freight steamers in competition with the higher 
rates of the railways, and the improvements now under way and 
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contemplated by this bill will make Mount Vernon an important 
seaboard town. 

Mr. CANNON. Youhave gotit now within 1,500 feet of where 
you propose to extend it. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. We have got it now at the southerly point 
of Mount Vernon, at a locality requiring a longer baul to the 
rapidly growing portion of the city, and in part reached by going 
through private land, whereas this additional improvement wi 
bring it to a main highway of the locality. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the additional improvement look to the 
condemnation of land by the United States? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. It does not, and I can say of my own knowl- 
edge that so far as the straightening of the stream is concerned 
in accordance with the surveys which have been made, the land 
through which it goes will be given to the United States in ex- 
gotly the same manner as was done in straightening the stream 

low. 

Mr. BLUE. Will the gentleman from New York it me to 
ask him a question? If 1 understand correctly, the chief p 

of this legislation is to change the course of the stream that S to 
be mproved, applying the $12,000 above the point to which it 
would apply under the general bill. Am I correct about that? 

Mr. FATRCHILD. You are correct. I would state this—— 

Mr. BLUE. Let me ask you another question. By diverting 
this $12,000 to another place, it will leave the improvement below 
that point, as you say, in a rather unsatisfactory condition, will it 
not, under the general ———— made by the bill heretofore 
passed for the purpose of deepening and improving that part of the 
stream? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. No, I did not say that; and the answer that 
I was about to make to the gentleman’s first question will 
answer both questions. The a that have heretofore 
been expended have improved that channel to the point to which 
it has been improved, to acertain depth. So far as that depth is 
concerned, it is entirely completed, so that it is used for —. 
tion by the steamers coming _ to the dock at that point. i 
appropriation, if not expended for the purpose of continuing that 

annel at the same depth for this additional 1,500 to 2,000 feet, 
to the main highway, would —- be expended in deepening 
still further a portion of the channel that has already been deep- 


ened. 

Mr. STEELE. If you are certain that this land will be given to 
the Government, why do you not make it a provision in this bill 
that it shall be given? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. That would be unobjectionable; but I will 
gay to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] that this whole 
matter is referred 7 the bill to the discretion of the Secretary of 
War, so that if in his discretion it would be more economical 
and advisable in this coming year to expend a portion of the 
money on this additional portion of the improvement instead of 
on the old portion of the work, then, and only then, it shall be 
done. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why did you not take the opinion of the Chief 
of Engineers on this bill? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. The billitself leaves it entirely discretionary 
with theSecretary of War and the Chief of Engineers, who will have 
to be communicated with before this additional work is done. I 
will say further that the moment it was communicated to me 
that the surveys had been completed, owing to the short time 
remaining in this short session, the bill was immediately drafted 
and the matter submitted to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to add only a word, 
This bill is in — harmony with the — which seems to 
have received the approval of this House for the last two years, 
and that ia to utterly ignore the fact that we have a Chief of 
Engineers whose recommendations ought to be considered in con- 
nection with river and harbor works. 

In the last river and harbor bill there were items appropriating 

,458,000 against which this officer had reported as being abso- 

utely unworthy. There were $10,696,000 of items in that bill on 
which the Chief of Engineers had made no report whatever, 

Now, then, I suggest that the time has come when this House 
and when Congress ought td call a halt on this line of legislation. 
It may be that in the $10,696,000 carried in the last river and har- 
bor bill those projects were among the most worthy. The fact 
remains, however, that there was no opinion ressed by the 
Chief of Engineers either for or agai them. It is, however, 
known that there was $1,453,000 carried in the bill for items which 
the Chief of Engi had declared to be unworthy. 

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, I want to make a public announce- 
ment, because of the fact that at the last session of Congress gen- 
tlemen came in here with repeated resolutions calling upon the 


Secretary of War for estimates of cost in to certain public 
works. At the time I did not com full signiticance of 
ose resolutions. I want to give notice to tlemen now that 
like resolutions are to be o' in the fu unanimous 


and 
sonsent asked for their consideration, they must carry with them 
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a request that the Secretary of War report on the proposed bh 
ects as to their worthiness or unworthiness. Bro} 

Now, as to this particular bill, it seems to be a small matter 
only $12,000 involved. I am not sure whether it inaugurates 
— women sr as ve by _ Treasury. I know 
nothing o . e gentleman in c of the bill is no do 
se eo eee eee 

at the Chief of Engineers is en to respectful treatment 
from this House, which should call u him for a report 
eee, oe cS 

Mr. : would like to ask the gentleman fro 
Missouri if it is any disrespect to the Chief of Engineers to refuss 
to ask his consent to accord him permission to do as he pleases? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, it may not be » but it is 
much more satisfactory to the House to have his opinion upon the 
matter before we are called upon to That is what he is 
there for. He is paid a salary to pass upon this and other like 
questions, and it seems to me that it is an oversight on the part 
of the gentleman in charge of the bill not to have called upon the 
Chief of oe for his opinion in to the legislation. 

The SPE The question is, Will the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill? 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 40, noes 15. 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were sus. 
pended and the bill was passed. 


ALBERT AUGUSTINE, 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
—_ — eomity tee —_ — to the heirs of Albert 
or p yuse war. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., t there 
not others ADrapnted, tho rum of Boo bepala to th eater 
Army in the Cayuse war, in 1847 and we — 

The SPEAKER, Is a second demanded? 

Mr. MILNES. I ask for a second. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask that a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that a second be considered asordered, Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I think a word or two in explana- 
tion would be ee the House. In the Cayuse war pos- 
session was taken of cattle, ox teams, horses, cows, and other 
animals to be used in that war. A commission was appointed 
eer: — the war to wee list of the a 14 taken, 
an re it for payment to Secretary ar. is par- 
ticular ¢ was not presented until after the discharge of the 
commission, when the commission’s time expired, and this old man 
failed to get his claim presented in time. - It has been hanging 
ever since. The claim was an old one, and it is a small one. 

Mr. MILNES. Howl was the commission in existence? 

Mr. LACEY. Forseveral years. This man came back to lowa, 
but he was unaware of the existence of the commission until it 
had expired by limitation. The case is simply this: They took 
his ox teams, six or eight yoke of cattle, and his cows, and killed 
them and fed them to the soldiers, The matter has been investi- 
— by the committee and evidence has been furnished of the 


Mr. PAYNE. How long was this? 
Mr. LACEY. This was in Cayuse war. 

Mr. PAYNE. When was the Cayuse war? [Laughter.] _ 
Mr. LACEY. Mr.Speaker, this is nota fit occasion for enlight- 
ening the gentleman as to the history of the United States. 


TheSPEAKER. The question is u the rules and 
passing the bill with the cmen dient ae 


ote queetd on being taken, the Speaker declared the ayes seemed 
ve it. 
Mr. HARRIS. I ask for a division. 
The House divided; and there - 
So (two-thirds having voted in the 
suspended and the bill was passed. - 
PATENTING OF PETROLEUM LANDS. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. 
pass the bill which I 


49, noes 4. 
ive) the rules were 


, move to the rules and 
to the desk, H. R. 9983, to authorize 





































and patenting of lands containing petroleum and other 
peri under the placer-mining lara the United States, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

i c tho: der the 

niPi ce td et ibed Skdtarase cntaceat esate sans ee 


i troleum or other mineral chiefly valuable therefor, under 
a eerisions of the laws relating to r minesal claims: That 


lands containing such petroleum or Tr mineral oils which have he ‘ore 
been filed u or —— as mineral, but not yet patented, — 
be held and patented under provisions of this act the same as if suc 


filing, claim, or improvement were subsequent to the date of the passage 
hereof. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 
Mr. MONDELL. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 

considered as ordered. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. PAYNE. I trust the gentleman from Wyoming will explain 
his bill. 
: Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report be read in 

explanation of the bill. 

e report (by Mr. MEIKLEJOHN) was read, as follows: 


‘committee on the Public Lands, having had under consideration House 
bill exh, report the same back with the recorumendation that 1t do pass. 
Public lands containing roleum and other mineral oils have held 
and patented under the r-mining acts of the United States for many 
years past. In 1 Land [ad poh Ry SG RY 
the Interior, said minerals so found “subjected the tract to the opera 
tion of the ws, as has been held under other with 

to * * * 7s and other substances under like conditions.” 


by 
a 2s —m was in the in Califo 
pa Bo ys No. March 22, 1880. Cie ee have been made an 
Pope States, notabl in‘ the t States of Calffopnis and Wyoming. 
ee first ruling in the matter was that contained in the letter of instruc- 


tions written b oner Burdett to the United States surveyor. ral 
of California, Jeaunay 30, 1875, and was to the effect t inp lending 
lands were enterable under the -land laws. (Copp’s Land Owner, 
volume 1, 179; Copp’s Mineral second edition, page 160.) Another 
letter to the same was written by er McFarland, March 31, 
1882. (Copp’s Land Owner, —- 9. a) anor an and in 
view of the uniform partment for many years, con- 
siderable quantities of lands have been filed upon, held, and improved for the 
urpose of developing oils in various of the public-land States, and in many 
stances large sums of money have been expended in such deve t. 

nsueee a e No. 140, sneak 1 oe Cali as Sec _ 
e case Oo! en’ oO. ‘0 e Secre- 
tary held that lands con oils not be patented under the placer- 


mini for the reason that the acts did not ¥, contemplate the 
heli b oan an ny that the a, koa acts were ot adequate 

any au ol D ua 
to matt tie conditions ae d t of 


ees the de 
effect of the shoveoan decision of A: 27, 
bility of ne to lands con = oils, and 


; < : jane Office, to ano the bill 
was referred, states that urgent necessity for some legislation on this 
sabject, and in this view the Secretary of the Interior concurs. The bill 
simply provides for procedure in the entry and patenting of 
these lands along that have been oy in the past under the de- 
cisions of the General Office, so that there is no departure whatever 
from Sor procedure in the past for the development and acquirement of such 
pro 

itis quite bable, as recited by the honorable Secretary of the 
Interior in ~Toctien of August 27, 1896, the provisions of the placer acts 
were not nally in to extend to lands containing 
a that time, 


legislato: bly, having in mind onl tallizors a 
rs c me erous . 
erals, and the pearcivums on the public lands being at that time 


not generally known. nevertheless true that the provisions of these acts 

are calculated to aid in the development and purchase of lands of this char- 

a and La ty wine paving kg oxveneed sae note in the past, 
er rulings Department well understood, entirely proper 

ine provisions of these acts shall now be extended so as toembrace oil- 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the bill extends the provisions 


of the placer- law to oil-bearing lands as, until last A t, 
they had been app for seventeen years under the order of the 
Department. 


Mr. STEELE. This bill is intended to change the rule, is it? 
Mr. MONDELL. They made a new ruling last August, and 
bill is for the purpose of returning to the rule which prevailed 
or seventeen years previous to that time. During all that period 
the Department held that the provisions of the placer-mining act 


jac  Seeataace to these oil lands, but they changed that rule last 
u 


r, LACEY. Let me say to the gentleman that at present 
there is no method provided by law for acquiring title to oil lands; 
but, by a construction of the Department, the placer-mining act 
was held to be applicable to such lands up to a recent period, 
when the rule was changed by the Department. ; 

Mr. STEELE. The mining of oil is a very expensive operation. 
, Mr. LACEY. Certainly. The work is done by boring and drill- 
ing, but the principles applying to the acquisition of title to such 
lands are the same as those involved in the placer-mining law. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As I understand it, the yerpene 
of this bill is simply  oaied to oil lands the same laws that 


*pply now to 
» LACEY. No; it is to apply the provisions of the placer- 
XXIX——389 
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mining law to the acquisition of title to public lands where they 
are valuable for oil. ere being no method pointed out by the 
statute, the Department adopted that method and followed it for 
a on many years, but now they have changed the rule. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. What are the provisions of the 
placer act? 

Mr. MONDELL. It would take some time to state them in full, 
but I will say to the gentleman that for seventeen years these 
mineral-oil lands were held and patented under the provisions of 
the placer-mining law. Then the Commissioner decided that the 
ori intent of that law was not that it should apply to lands 
of this character and that there ought to be legislation on the sub- 
ject; not that the law was not adequate and applicable in itself 
to this character of land, but that the original intent was not to 
extend it to such lands and that there ought to be legislation, 


of the General Land Office has approved it. 

Mr. STEELE. Does it apply only to public lands? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will this bill, if passed, be a benefit to the devel- 
opment of oil lands? 

Mr. MONDELL. Under the ruling of last August there is no 
way by which we can obtain title to oil lands in the West, and 
this bill is intended to prescribe a way; and it prescribes the same 

rocedure under which the business was done for years, until the 
rtment ch its ruling. 

. WILLIAM A. STONE. In other words, I understand the 
gentleman to say that there is no method by which to-day a per- 
son can acquire title to Government lands containing petroleum, 

Mr. MONDELL. That is correct. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Can he not buy it? 

Mr. MONDELL. Not since last August. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Senate bill 
&. 3551), which is exactly the same, be substituted for the House 


There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9707) making 
appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for the 


tiscal year ending June 30, 1898. 


The message announced that the Senate had passed with- 


‘| out amendment the bill (H. R. 6215) to increase the pension of 


Ambrose D. Manion. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolution (H. Res. 214) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant 
permits to the executive committee on inaugural ceremonies for 
use of reservations on public space in the city of Washington on 
the occasion of the inauguration of the President-elect on March 
4, 1897, etc., with amendments in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6750) to authorize the mayor and city council of 
Monroe and the police jury of the parish of Ouachita, La., to 
construct a traffic bridge across the Ouachita River opposite said 


city; 
x bill (H. R. 1256) for the relief of Henry A. Webb; and 
A bill (H. R. 2859) granting a pension to Harriet F. Herrick, 
PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN LOUISIANA, 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I move to suspend the rules 
and pass, with the amendments reported by the Committee on 
Public Lands, the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 1624) to quiet title and possession with respect to certain uncon- 
Saak and located private land claims in the State of Louisiana. 

Be it enacted, etc., That all the right, title, and interest of the United States 
in and to the lands situate in the State of Louisiana, known as the located but 
unconfirmed private land claims therein, aggregating about 80,000 acres, and 

ifically described in the list or tabular statement accompanying report, 
ted February 19, 1880, made by the surveyor-general of Louisiana to the 
ioner of the General Land Office, under a resolution of the United 
States Senate of December 2, 1879, and which report and list were communi- 
cated to the Senate by the Secretary of the Interior on March 8, 1880, as Sen- 
te Executive Document No. 111, Forty-sixth Congress, second session, shall 
oe and the same are hereby, directed to be granted, released, and relin- 
quished by the United States in fee simple, to the respective owners of the 
uitable titles thereto, and to their respective heirs and assigns forever, as 
fully and completely, in every respect whatever, as could be done by patents 
issued therefor according to law. ‘ 

Sxc. 2. That nothing contained in this act shall in any manner abridge, 
divest, impair, injure, or prejudice any valid right, title, or interest of an 

rson or persons in or to an Ve or part of the lands mentioned in sai 

section, the true intent o act being torelinquish and abandon, grant, 
give, and concede any and all right, interest, and estate, in law or equity, 
which the United States is or is supposed to be entitled toin said lands 
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This bill was drawn to meet that difficulty, and the Commissioner + 


The rules were then suspended and the Senate bill was passed, ¥ 
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favor of all persons, estates, firms, or corporations who would be the true and 


lawful owners of the same under the laws of Louisiana, including the laws of 
eee, in the absence of the said interest and estate of the United 
tates. 

Src. 3. That the Department of the Interior shall cause patents to issue for 
such lands, and such patents shall issue in the name of the original claimant 
as appears in the list or schedule aforesaid, and when issued shall be held to 
be fur the use and benefit of the true and lawful owners, as provided in see- 


tions | and 2 of this act. : 

Mr. LACEY. I demand a second on the motion to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
a@ second be considered as ordered. 

There being no objection, the motion to suspend the rules was 
seconded. 


[Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana addressed the House. See 
Appendix. | 


Task unanimous consent that 


The question being taken, the motion to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 
PIER-HEAD LIGHT, SOUTH MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


Mr. OTJEN. I move to suspend the rules and*pass the bill 
(S. 733) authorizing the establishment of a pier-head light at or 
near South Milwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to establish a pier-head light at or near South Milwau- 
kee, in the State of Wisconsin, at a cost not to exceed $5,000. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on seconding the motion to 
suspend the rules. 

Mr. OTJEN. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

There being no objection, the motion to suspend the rules was 
seconded. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
work? 

Mr. OTJEN. This bill provides no appropriation at all, but 
allows the establishment of the light station at a cost not exceed- 
ing $5,000. 

This bill has passed the Senate, is recommended by the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and I have a letter from 
the Light-House Board saying that it is urgently necessary. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let that letter be made 

The letter was read, as follows: 


What will be the expense of this 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE LIGHT-HoussE BoaRD, 
Washington, January 27, 1897. 
Sire: In compliance with your verbal request for further statement as to the 
necessity for the proposed South Milwaukee light station, Wisconsin. whichis 
recommended in the estimates recently submitted to Congress, the board has 
the honor to state that in compiling the estimates for new works only those 
were included which the board decided after careful investigation were 
urgently required by the demands of commerce in the various districts. 
These new works thus determined upon were ar for each district as 
nearly as practicable in the order of their noceeetsy- It will be noted that of 
the six new “ fixed aids * recommended for the Ninth di 
Lake Michigan and Green a the South Milwaukee light was placed third 
in order of necessity. The bill in question is inclosed herewith. 
Respectfully, yours, 
JOHN MILLIS, 
Captain, Corps of Engineers, U. S. A., Engineer Secretary. 
Hon. THEOBOLD Orgen, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 
The motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 
T. J. PITZER. 


Mr. COLSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H. R. 4842) for the relief of T. J. Pitzer, with an 
amendment which is indicated in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill as proposed to be amended by the 
a and passed under a suspension of the rules will be 
re 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby 
is, directed to pay to the heirs or legal representatives of T. J. Pitzer, of 


Barbourville, Ky., out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum of $400, for mules taken from him and used for the public 
service during the late civil war. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask a second, Mr. Speaker, on the motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I ask unanimous consent that a 
second be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now let us have an explan-tion of this bill. 

Mr. COLSON. I ask for the reading of the report, which is per- 
haps the best explanation of the bill that can be made. 

e report (by Mr. Puau) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
for the relief of T. J. Pitzer, report as follows: or ' = 


facts out of which this bill for relief arises will be found stated 
House report from the Committee on War Claims of the F ‘inh Gon. 
gress, a copy of which is horeto appended and made = part of this report. 
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Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and recommend 
the bill referred to them do paas. thas 
[House Report No. 1625, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 

The claimant, Thomas J. Pitzer, of Knox County, Ky., brings this claj 
for $400, ne pare of two good mules taken from him in at or a 
boursville, Ky. The is conclusive that claimant was a loyal citizen, 
and it is equally as weil shown that the two mules were taken and used |) 
the Army of the United States. The witnesses differ a little as to the valno 
of the mules, one witness fixing the value at $150 each, and the other at #09 
each. The committee fix the value at the sum of $200 each, making $4)‘, 
the two, and this sum they recommend claimant. The committee 
think there is nothing in the statement of tne agent of the Quartermaster. 
General that claimant arenes these mules from some men residing in a 
State in insurrection, there being absolutely nothing in the record to show 
any collusion or bad faith in any part of the transaction. 

e committee are of the opinion that the claim should be allowed, and 
therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. PAYNE. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Kentucky what evidence the committee had in the Forty-ninth 
Congress that these mules were not purchased from some one in 
the Confederate States who was engaged in the rebellion? 

Mr. COLSON. Well, Mr.S er, the committee had sufficient 
information to warrant them in making the report which has just 
been read. It is entirely satisfactory to the committee, and [ sup- 
pose the House will be willing to accept the report of the com- 
mittee based on their own investigation of facts. IF know the 
party who is interested in the bill, and I am aware of the fact that 
it is a meritorious measure and ought to be passed. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask the gentleman why the claim was 
not paid years ago? 

Mr. COLSON. Simply because the Government refused to pass 
on the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. 
it paid. 

Mr. COLSON. Well, you know yourself that there are thou- 
—_ of bills, meritorious bills, that can not pass through the 

ouse. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; that may be as to a bill; but is it not 
true that the Quartermaster-General, under the general law. was 
authorized to settle all claims for a period of ten or twelve years? 

Mr. COLSON. Yes; that is probably true. 

Mr. CANNON. Anda number of them were so settled, anda 
limitation was fixed upon their presentation. 

I will ask the gentleman if this claim was ever presented to the 
Quartermaster-General? 

Mr. COLSON. I think not. . 

Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman knowledge of the facts? 

Mr. COLSON. Iam quite sure it never was. 

Mr. CANNON. Then it must be barred. 

Mr. COLSON. I think not. At all events, it is within the 
power of Congress. ; 

Mr. CANN a Oh, yes; we may appropriate for any possible 

on earth. 

Mr. COLSON. And it is sometimes done. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I do not say that we can not. But I am 
asking if there has been any action taken upon this by the partes 
heretofore? Now, if these jes have lost their right to com- 


Well, there have been many chances to have 


nsation by ect to avail themselves of their rights under tle 
w, why, it is their own fault. 
Mr. COLSON. I think not. We have the right to grant them 


relief, and, Mr. Speaker, we ought to do it in good conscience. 
The Government secured these mules, which the owner had just 
bought and paid for. They were worth what the bill calls for, 
and I certainly would not plead limitation on an honest debt. [| 
do not think the Government ought to. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well; I know it is ungracious to resist the 
payment of a little claim of $400—it looks so small. But what are 
the facts, and what are the effects of it after you do pass it? Ina 
case of this kind, where property is taken by the Army for t! « use 
of the Army, in the first place they took a voucher for it, or had 
some evidence if not paid for at the time, and if they were not 
paid then, as I understand it, under the act of Congress it was 

rovided that everybody might present his claim and submit !t to 
the proper authorities for action. 

Mr. COX. In the Court of Claims? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, they might 
but they were not put to that trouble. They were settled, as! 
understand it, by the rmaster-Gen That was away 
back about the time of the close of the war, or shortly after. The 
law authorized the ter-General to settle the claims, 
and then finally an act was that all claims must be pre 
sented within a certain time, and great quantities of claims a 
ac se and allowed, while many others were presented a0 

owed. 

Now, if the gentleman can state that he has examined, and that 

is claim was never presented, why then it would be for Congt:ss 
to say whether they would appropriate for it, notwithstandins 1 
is barred by the statute. 

Mr. COLSON. The gentleman well understands that there wer? 


to the Court of Claims; 
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who had meritorious claims who were not 
ts under the law. 
Mr. CANNON. I never heard of any. Now, what I want to 
know is whether this is one of that kind. 
Mr. COLSON. Well, I should say it was. 


a good many pe 
allowed their 


Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman any knowledge of that 
ter? 

= ; COLSON. Ihave knowledge of the fact that it is a merito- 

rious claim, and I think they did not apply to the Quartermaster’s 


Department. 
Then it never has been acted upon by the 


Mr. CANNON, 
Government? 

Mr. COLSON. It never has been acted upon. 

Mr. BOATNER. The Committee on Claims gave it a very 
thorough investigation. . 

Mr. COLSON. Yes; we investigate all claims thoroughly. 

Mr. HUNTER. The agent of the Department did examine that 
claim. 

Mr. COLSON. I think not. 

Mr. DOCKERY, There seems to have been some 
tion, indeed, as to the value of the mules, and the dou 
have been resolved against the Government. 

Mr. HUNTER. claim has been examined. 

Mr. COX. Examined by whom? 

Mr. HUNTER. By the agent of the ¢ 

Mr. LOUD. I hope the gentleman 
pass simply because it is small. 

Mr. COLSON. I nowremember that the question involved was 
the claim that the bought the mules from a person who 
resided in a State + was in insurrection, and therefore some 
doubt was thrown on the claim. 

Mr. CANNON, So that the gentleman was in error—— 

Mr. COLSON. Yes. ° 

Mr. CANNON. About this claim never having been submitted 
to the Quartermaster-General. Now— 


The committee think—— 


Mr. COLSON. That report which the gentleman has is a for- 
mer report. 

Mr. CANNON (reading): 

The committee think there is nothing in the statement of the agent of thn 
Qua: tersentes Sa that ns ae ee memnaese 
Sreordl to show any collusion or bad faith in any part of the transaction. 

Now, it does seem that. we are authorized to suppose that these 
parties were vigilant, that they preferred their claims before the 
Quartermaster , that the agent of the (Quartermaster- 
General, as the law directed, reported and found that these claim- 
ants purchased these mules from parties residing in a State in in- 
surrection, and therefore rejected the claim, as they properly 
ought to have done. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to ask the gentleman another question. 
I want to ask him whether §200is not a very high price for a mule? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh,I do not know; I think mules, especial! 
Kentucky mules, away back at the time of the war, were w 


$200 apiece. 
Mr. COLSON. The testimony shows that this gentleman paid 
for the mules, and I submit to this House 


ve ques- 
seems to 


rtermaster-General. 
not allow this claim to 


that much 
— in equity and good conscience, this bill ought not to be 
paid. 


Mr. BOATNER. Was there any law against buying mules 
from people in insurrection? 

_ Mr. CANNON, Qh, well, gentlemen understand what the leg- 
islation was. 

Mr. COLSON. I donot wantto understand the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] as objecting to paying for anything which 
ee ved and yes to its own use. Ths Govern. 

) property, used it for its own purposes, and now this 

party comes here and seeks relief. He had purchased these mules. 

ey belonged to him. It is a question for this House to say 
whether he not to be reimbursed. 

_Mr. HOPKINS. Let us take a vote on it. I think you are en- 
titled to a vote. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. These were Kentucky mules, and 
not Indiana J 
_, Mr. COLSON. I conn not come here and present this claim 
if | did not believe it to be meritorious. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I am authorized from the statement in 
this report which I have to infer that this claim was pre- 


gy to the and adjudicated under the 
Mr. COLSON, And on a mere technicality. 
Mr. CANNON, And rejected, Now, as it was rejected, that is 


peg unless Congress intervenes and gives it life. 


- BOATNER. Does not the tleman from Illinois think 
= ilionneuet 


ON. Now, the gentleman asks Congress to inter- 





vene and give it life. Upon what information? Upon the bare 
statement of the committee, of which he says he is a member, back 
in the Forty-ninth Congress, that they think the Quartermaster- 
General was mistaken. 

Mr. LOUD. That is a bad Congress, too. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend knew so little about it himself that 
but a few minutes ago he thought it had not been presented to 


that ent. 
Mr. COLSON. Thatslippedmy memory. I have been familiar 
with the facts. 


Mr. CANNON. Well, now, this is a matter of $400. Ido not 
care whether the House passes it or not; but I do say that I have 
no doubt there are millions of dollars of just as worthy claims as 
this that have been rejected by the Quartermaster-General. 

Mr. COLSON. This gentleman has been here with this bill 
a and it is not his fault that Congress has not given him 
relief. 

Mr. HULICK. On what ground was this claim rejected by the 
Quartermaster-General? 

Mr. COLSON. On some technicality. 

Mr. HULICK. What was it? 

Mr. COLSON. That some party from whom he purchased the 
mules seems to have resided in a State that was in insurrection. 

Mr. BAILEY. We would like to hear what the gentleman is 


saying. : 

The SPEAKER, The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I have some of my time left, 
and I desire to yield as much as may be necessary to the gen- 
tleman from California. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I am much surprised that a case of 
this character, involving so great a principle as it does, should 
occupy the time of this House and that we should occupy the time 
of the House in rejecting a case that had been adjudicated in days 
gone by, or that such a case could have got the eye of the Speaker. 
Now, the gentleman from Lilinois [Mr. CaNNoN] seems apparently 
willing to act upon this case, because it involves but $400. But 
is it not just as important, let me ask the gentleman from Illinois, 
to resist it with the means in his power as chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, who as such is supposed to look 
after ruthless attempts to appropriate public money by this body, 

every means in his power, as though it carried $400,000? Why, 
if this bill passed, Mr. Speaker, we have added but another prece- 
dent to a line that has been established, and the principle made 
come here to-morrow. If we have a case perhaps of $800 or 
$8,000, it would be claimed that this House has already established 
a precedent in passing bills of this character. 
ow, while it may seem, perhaps, a waste of time to many gen- 
tlemen who have cases that they would like to have passed this 
afternoon to take up the time of this body to save to the Govern- 
ment the small sum of $400, yet I feel myself mean enough, 
if you feel inclined to express it in that way, to resist this claim 
as strongly as I would if it carried $4,000,000. The claim should 
not be paid; it has not a spark of equity or justice in it from 
beginning to end; and I appeal to the judgment of any man on 
the tioor of this House—Ii even appeal to the judgment of the 
gentleman who presents it to know if he will apply the rule he 
invokes in this case to another one in some other district of the 
country? I hope the House will most emphatically, by an em- 
phatic vote, defeat the passage of this bill, small as it is in amount. 
. COLSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentieman from California 
refers to the principle involved. I regret to consume the time of 
the House and the time that has been consumed in the considera- 
tion of this measure; but so far as the principle involved in this 
bill is concerned, I agree with him that it is just as important as 
if the bill carried $4,000,000; and the Government is under as 
much obligation to pay this $400 that the bill carries as it would 
be to pay $4,000,000 due to somebody else. It would be under 
as much obligation to pass the bill if it carried $4,000,000 as it is a 
bill carrying only $400. You talk about the principle involved. 
The Government took the perty. The owner of the property 
was powerless to prevent the Government from taking it. And 
now the question is whether this Congress will sit here and say 
that this great Government of the United States should not pay a 
poor man for the two mules which it took from him the sum of 
$400 that he demands when he shows he paid that for the mules. 
That is the only question I submit to this House. The gentleman 
from California is a constitutional! objector. He objects to these 
measures regardless of the right of the thing. I do not believe 
that this House will support the objections of the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from California 
needs no defense at my hands. His oe record as a Repre- 
sentative is his best defense. So far as the criticism which has just 
been laid at his door—a *‘ constitutional objector "—I may say that 
I commend him most heartily and fully for the consistent course 
he has pursued in this House in attempting to defend the Treasury 
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of the United States from unwarranted assaults. I remember to 
have read a few days since an interview with a distinguished pub- 
lic official in which, by way of explaining the fact that the expendi- 
tures of the Government were constantly increasing, he stated that 
in the organization of the House and the Senate there were no com- 
mittees clothed with the express duty and power of defending the 
Treasury. 

I recognize the fact that to a certain extent our organization is 
defective in that respect, and I am willing to stand here, even 
though it involves odium, to uphold the efforts of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and the gentleman from California 
{Mr. Loup] in defense of the Treasury when gentlemen seek to 
pass bills calling for the expenditure of public money for musty 
old claims that ought never to have been presented to this House. 
We need an organization, Mr. Speaker, to speak for the taxpay- 
ers of the United States. Under the unwritten law and custom, 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is perhaps the 
only one that can stand in the way of these unwarranted expendi- 
tures without risk of incurring the odium that may be involved in 
the idea expressed by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

This bill has had its day in court. As to amount, it involves, 
to be sure, only $400; but in principle it involves very much more 
than that. If we are to go back and disturb the settlements made 
heretofore of questions growing out of the war, then I can pre- 
sent from Missouri, from my own district, hundreds and thou- 
sands of claims just as worthy, just as equitable, just-as honest 
as the one now presented by the gentleman from Kentucky. I 
hope that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CaNNon] and the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Loup] will not be deterred by the 
criticism which has fallen from the lips of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, but will stand in the future, as they have stood in the 
past, against all these bills involving expenditure of the people’s 
money where it is not necessary for the honest, frugal admuinis- 
tration of governmental affairs. 

Mr. HULICK. Does the gentleman mean that he is opposed to 
these bills whether they are right or not? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, sir. I am in favor of all bills that are 
right; but this bill comes here tainted with suspicion. 

Mr. COLSON. Ideny that. The gentleman does not dispute 
the fact that the Government took this property? 

Mr. DOCKERY. In the first place, Mr. Speaker, these were 
~ very high-priced mules. [Laughter.] There is a doubt as to the 
value of the mules, and the doubt, as in all these casés, is resolved 
against the Government. One witness testified that they were 
worth perhaj s $150 apiece, and another that they were worth $200, 
and thereupon the committee proceeded to allow $200 apiece. 
Then, from a statement in the report we are authorized to infer 
that there was a question raised as to whether or not these mules 
were not purchased in an insurrectionary district. I do not know 
what the facts were, and this House does not and can not know 
what the facts were, and that only illustrates still more strikingly 
the absurdity of going back and, by special legislation, ripping 
up settlements made by authorized tribunals in the years imme- 
diately succeeding the war. As I understand it, the Quartermas- 
ter-General was authorized to settle all claims of this character. 
This claim was presented to him; it had its day in court; it was 
rejected, and now, more than thirty years after the war, it is 
attempted to be put through here by a special act. I hope the 
House will vote down this bill. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CoLson] 
is entitled to five minutes more. 

Mr. COLSON. I yield my time to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. McCat.]}. 

r. McCALL of Tennessee. I thank the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. In my short experience as a member of Congress I have 
at of tenes endeavored to speak in favor of reasonable economy 
and have voted that way, but I have observed that claims against 
the Government of a certain class, coming from a certain section 
of the country, invariably excite an interest and an opposition 
which is to me remarkable and astonishing. Why, sir, it seems 
to me from my brief experience here that if a claim against the 
Government has the merit of being a large one it may pass, but 
if it has the misfortune of covering but a small amount, then, 
however meritorious it may be, itis sure to meet with determined 
opposition. My distinguished friend from Missouri [Mr. Dock- 
ERY] is always an economist, but why he should find such a great 
principle involved in this bill as to call forth this animated dis- 
cussion I do not understand, unless it be upon the ground that it 
is wrong to pay a loyal man who lived in the South for property 
taken from him by the Government during the war. 

Now, sir, on that question I want to repeat what I said on a 
former occasion on this floor, that if there is any class of men in 


this country who deserve just consideration at the hands of this |. 


Government, in my — it is the loyal men of the South, the 
men of Kentucky, of Tennessee, of all the border States, as well 
as farther south. [Applause.] That is my sincere belief, and I 


of appropriation bills, with the view of taki 


like to make an 








do not understand why it is that these little claims, coming from 

that section, are always found to involve such importan 

ples and to be so objectionable. 

were subjected to ostracism, to corpor 

to death, at the hands of those who surrounded them, and yet 

- stood faithful to the Union. Such a man lived, say, in Ken- 
uc 


wou 
destroy his 

sweep over t 
in their turn would devastate and destroy. 


t princi- 
The ee men in those States 
punishment, sometimes 


y or in Tennessee, where at one time the armies of the South 
d drive back the Union troops and would devastate ana 
property, and then the Union Army would avain 

e same territory, drive back the Southern army, and 


Such a man comes here saying, ‘‘I was a Union man; you took 


my mules, for which I paid $200 each; you ought to pay me for 
them.” But the Government says to him, ‘‘ Your claim is too old: 
why have you not had it paid before?” The answer is to be found 
in the obstacles such as I have witnessed to-day thrown in the 
= of men urging these justclaims. In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, 


believe that these claims of loyal men of the South against the 


Government for property taken to maintain the armies of the 


Union when they were surrounded by enemies in that country 


should receive respectful consideration and _— payment at 
the hands of the Congress of the country. 


: c y. [Applause. 
The question being taken on the motion to suspend the rules 


and pass the bill, there were on a division (called for by Mr, 


DocKERY)—ayes 68, noes 37. 

So (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the rules were not 
suspended. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HITT. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration 
up the consular 
motion, I should 
po ge se with my friend on the opposite side 
[Mr. McCreary of Kentucky] as to the time to be occupied in 
general debate. I do not desire — more than five or ten 
minutes. This is a purely business bill, as to which there is no 
dissent whatever. 

Mr. McCREARY of ey This bill is almost exactl 
identical with the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill 
passed at the last session. I know of no necessity for any ex- 
tended debate. 

Mr. HITT. Shall we say ten minutes? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I think not exceeding ten min- 


and diplomatic appropriation bill. Pending t 


_utes will be sufficient. 


Mr. HITT. Then I make that proposition a part of my former 
moti 


on. 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. I desire to present a conference 


report. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hirt], the gentleman from New York [Mr. Curtis] 
submits a conference report, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the di 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. ) making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 3, 
1898, having met. after full and free conference have to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7 and 8. 

That the House recede from its ment to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6; and the Senate agree to the same. 

N. M. CURTIS, 
e ee 
Managers on the part of the House. 
R. F. PETTIGREW, _ 
GEORGE C. PERKINS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 


report. 
Mtr. STEELE. We should like to hear some explanatior of it. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. There ought to be a written statement 
accompanying the report. 
R. Does the gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. 


votes of the two Houses on 


The SP 
RICHARDSON] make the objection that there is no written state 
ment from the House conferees? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think there ought to be a statement of 
some kind. : 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I can explain the matter in a 'ew 


minutes. ; 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not object to the gentleman submit- 
ting an oral statement. ; 
r, CURTIS of New York. I think I can make a statement 12 
a few moments which will be acceptable. 7 
Mr. BAILEY. I think that on a general appropriation bill the 
uirement of the rule ought to be adhered to, and I feel dis)” sed 


to insist upon it. Ea 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas . BalLeY] 
makes the point that the conference report can not be received in 


the absence of a written statement of the House conferees, «5 '® 
quired by the rules. The Chair sustains the point. 
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CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. HITT. Inow renew my motion. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois . Hirt) 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 


nsideration of general riation bills. that 
ae neral debate in Committee of the Whole 


motion, he moves that , 

on the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill be limited to 

ten minutes. The pi ow is on agreeing to the motion for a 
ebate. 


limitation of 


The motion was — to. : E 

The gestion being taken on the motion to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the chair, and 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10134) making 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. ; ; 

Mr. HiTT. . Chairman, before proceeding with the general 
debate, I move that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the first read- 
ing of the bill will be dispensed with. 

“Phere was no objection. <¥ 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, this bill makes provision for the 
foreign service of the United States; and in doing so it repeats 
largely the existing law. The amount which the bill pro to 
appropriate is $1,676,908.76. The Secretary of State in esti- 
mate, transmitted by the Secretary of the Treasury, estimated for 
nearly $400,000 more than thissum. But owing to the provision 
in the twenty-first rule of the House, forbidding the committee to 
report any appropriation not authorized by existing law, we were 


t at liberty to rt in this bill those large expenditures. The 
principal a was ,000 for the world’s fair at Paris in 1900. 
There was another for an art e ition at Munich, $20,000. 


These and other propositions submitted, we were prohibited by 
the rules from incorporating in the bill. : 
There is an increase of ,350 in the amount which the bill 
appropriates over the amount provided in the law of last year. 
That, however, is not in fact $33,000 of additional expenditure by 
the Government or additional charge upon the Treasury. 
larger than the amount appropriated in this particular bill last 
year simply because we have, at the request of the Secretary of 
tate, inserted in the bill a provision which was formerly in the 
sundry civil a iation bill for the survey of the water bound- 
ary between te United States and Mexico, and a provision for 
the i co . ; 
There is also, Mr. , an apparent increase in the bill of 
about $10,000 in the salaries paid to consuls, but instead of that 
being an increase of expenditure, or an increased charge upon the 
Treasury, it is retrenchment; it is a compliance with a law which 
requires the Secretary, in the estimates, and impliedly requires 
the committee, to provide in salaries for the offices where the 
fees are such large sums that it is deemed better to pay salaries 
and turn the fees into the Treasury. In these newly salaried con- 
sulates, to the amount of about $10,000—or, to be exact, $9,500 in 
new salaries and one increase of $500—the fees paid are $12,936.50; 
and the retrenchment in fact by the apparent increase will be, in 
exact numbers, $3,436.50. 
That explains the apparent increase of $33,000 above the law of 
last year, and I may say generally, as to the bill, that while the 


It is 


sum seems @ one, a considerable part of it is in the nature of 
provision possibilities or contingencies which may not arise 
rather than a ion for certain expenditures. For instance, 


a provision 

$5,000 of the appropriation in one of its paragraphs, fees and costs 
in extradition cases, is an appropriation that will all be reimbursed 
by foreign countries who reclaim their criminals in this country. 
Of the $5,000 to bring home our criminals, a large part is reim- 
bursed by the States where the offenses are against State laws, but 
not where the offenses are against the Federal laws. With refer- 
ence to the neutredity-act item of $8,000, only one-half of that ap- 
propriation is sonietimes expended; we have cut it down from the 
$10,000 | ee appropriated to $8,000. An emergency fund 
is provided which may be needed or may not be needed. But 
whether it be expended or not expended, it ought to be there, ready 
and available for use if required. 

So, too, with reference to the fund for the protection and relief 
of seamen, which in certain cases in the past was all required and 
in other years has involved far less expenditure. For this fund 

These and similar items, Mr. Chairman, make up about $100,000 
of vhe bill, which will probably not be all expended. 
Pas too, with reference to the $28,000 which is provided for the 

ureau of American ublics. We pay that out as an actual 
€xpenditure, but $12,000 is to be reimbursed to us by the other Gov- 
ernments, es to the agreement and controlling the Bureau 
Jointly with us. Our portion is about $16,000. 

There is no substantial increase, except contingent allowance 


increase of $5,000; tingent expenses 
of foreign missions, an increase of $5,606. on 


Generally the bill is similar to that which the House has so often 
considered and ted 


I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky the remainder of the 


e. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Before the gentleman from Illinois takes 
his seat, I would like to ask a question for my personal informa. 
tion. I see it stated that portions of the foreign service are under 
the civil-service law, and it does not appear in the report of the 
Civil Service Commission what the officers are. Can the chairman 
of the committee throw light upon that point for the information 
of the House or for my own information? 

Mr. HITT. I have aletter here from the Assistant Secretary of 
State in my hands, which I will quote. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, » 189—. 

Str: In reply to your letter of . I would state that, under the Execu- 
tive order of September 20, 1895, vacancies in consulates or commercial agen- 
cies the salary of which is not more than $2,500 or less than $1,000, or the 
official fees of which do not exceed the former or fall below the latter sum, 
will hereafter be filled by the appointment of either: (1) Persons holding 
positions under the Department of State; (2) persons having previously 
served under the Department; or (3) from among persons who, having fur- 
the customary evid ter, responsibility, and capacity, and 








nish ence of ¢ 
having been thereupon selected by the President for examination, have been 
found upon such cxamination to be qualified for the position. 

Apytications for offices falling within the above limits should be addressed 
to the Secretary of State, the name of the vacancy applied for being indi- 
cated, as well as the ‘ial qualifications for such office of the applicant, and 
this application should be accompanied by such indorsements as to appli- 
cant’s character, responsibility, and capacity as he oe able to furnish. 

W. W. ROCKHILL, 
Assistant Secretary. 

I may state, as a matter of information, that of the nominations 
so made by the President, I am informed that more than a major- 
ity have been rejected by the examination adopted. 

I will insert also in the RecorD with my remarks, for the in- 
formation of members, the circular statement of the Department, 
the letter of the Secretary of State to the President of September 
17, 1895; the Executive order of President Cleveland of September 
20, 1895; the order of the Secretary of State of September 23, 1895; 
and Assistant Secretary Rockhill’s letter, all bearing upon this 
subject. 


‘They are as follows: 


EXAMINATIONS FOR THE CONSULAR SERVICE. 

By an Executive order, dated September 20, 1895, the President of the United 
States directed that thereafter any vacancy in a consulate or commercial 
agency with an annual salary or one from official fees of not more 
t $2,500 nor less than $1,000 should filled by transfer or promotion from 
some other tion under the Department of State of a character tending to 
qualify the incumbent for the position to be filled; by the appointment of a 
person not under the Department of State, but having previously served 
thereunder to its satisfaction ina capacity tending to qualify him for the 
position to be filled; or by the appointment of a person who, having been 


selected by the President for examination, is found, upon such examination, 
to u ied for the position. Posts which pay less than $1,000 being usually 
fill selection from residents of the locality, it was not deemed prac- 


ticable to put them under the new system. Excluding these places, number- 
71 at present, and also the places above $2,500, numbering 53, the number 

of consular positions within the scope of the order is 196. Butas the consular 
officers who receive less compensation than $1,000 are paid by fees, and these 
fluctuate and will probably increase with the return of improved business 
conditions, the number of places that mae be included in the new system of 
appointments is, as yet, undetermined. For this reason, an attempt to give 
a of places accessible under the Executive order would be misleading. 
LETTER OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 

The action of the President was based upon a communication from the 
Secretary of State, as follows: . 
The President: 


Sir: Complaints of the consular service of the United States, of the incom- 
petency of consuls, and of the injurious consequences to spas public inter- 
ests, are not infrequently pengns to the notice of the artment, some- 
times by direct communication, but more commonly through the medium of 
the public press. t they are not always well founded is clear, and 

tances are by no means rare in which interested parties indulge in the 
severest condemnation of officials whose ‘- fault has been a proper adher- 
ence to the line of their legitimate duties. erchants or others who demand 
that public functions be ignored or exceeded for the promotion of par- 
ticular and private ends ought to find themselves eee nted, and if they 
are, may be ex to rail without stint at the officer who has refused to be 
their tool. Nevertheless, the consular office is of great importance in its 
relation to the commercial interests of the country (every consul should, so 
far as practicable, be chosen for his special fitness for the particular position 
in which he is to serve), and it can not be denied that while complaints 
consuls are in some cases unwarranted, there are only too many 

° no wale oom, pot Sone sean ; 

It is contended by boards of trade, chambers of commerce, and other like 
bodies all over the country that if our consular service were what it should 
be and our consuls were officials chosen for their fitness for the duties to be 
discharged 7: them, the results to the trade and commerce of the country 
would be of the most favorable character. The contention seems reasonable 
in itself, and is supported by the practice and experience of “reat Britain 
and other European countries. Congress has, to some extent, recognized its 
oe by the statutes providing for consular pupils and consular clerks to 

in upon satistactory evidence of qualification, derived through 
ex: tions or otherwise. By the act of 1864, these officials, originally lim- 
ited to Coe ae in number and called consular pupils, are designated as 
consular clerks and limited to thirteen in number, and are not to be removed 
from office except for cause stated to Congress in writing. It is pertinent to 
note also, in this connection, that at the last session of Congress bills to im- 
prove the consular service, by securing competency and fitness in its officers, 
were introduced into the Senate by representatives of both political parties. 
It is the executive branch of the Government, however, which might be ex- 

to be most strongly impressed with the defects of our consular service, 
hy: y which appropriate measures for removing them would most naturally 


Hence it is not surprising to find that in 1866 the Department of State pro 
an order requ all applicants for conmaiates to present them- 
for examination at the Department. Neither the original order nor 
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any copy of it can now be found. But the board of examiners, consisting of 
the Second Assistant Secretary of State, the examiner of claims, and the 
officer in charge of the consular division, met, organized, and held examina- 
tions under the order, and out of 9 applicants approved 7 as satisfactory. 
The other 2were held not to be qualified, one because lacking in knowledge 
of foreign languages, the other because of general incompetency. It dves 
not appear that more than one examination was held under this order of 1866, 
and the next step taken in the same direction seems to have been by an Execu- 
tive order of April 16,1872. How much wasdone under this regulation is not 
clear, and at all events it was soon superseded by the Executive order of 
March 14, 1873. This order, made like that of April 16, 1872, under the civil- 
service act of March 3, 1871, and during the life of the commission organized 
under that statute, isas follows: ‘ Vacancies occurring in any grade of consu- 
lates or clerkships in the Department may be filled either by transfer from 
some other grade or service, clerical, consular, or diplomatic under the De- 
partment of State, or by the appointment of some person who has previously 
seryed under the Department of State to its satisfaction, or by the appoint- 
ment of some perso: who has made application to the Secretary of State 
with proper certificates of character, responsibility, and capacity, in the 
manner provided for applications for consulates of which the annual com- 

sensation is more than $1,000 and less than $3,000, and who has, on examina- 
Pion, been found qualified for the position.” 

Under this order, an examination board was organized by the Secretary 
of State, consisting of three officials serving in the State Department at 
Washington. A generai regulation was also adopted, by which, upon a con- 
sulate becoming vacant, notice in writing in a form preseribed by the Secre- 
tary of State was sent to applicants for consulships. 

This notice stated in substance that the vacancy had occurred; that the 
applicant was to attend for examination at the State Department on the day 
named; that, in addition to the usual subjects, he would be examined upon 
the third and eleventh chapters of the first volume of Kent’s Commentaries, 
and wpon the “ Regulations for the consular service of the United States;”’ 
that reasonable time would be given an 7 to familiarize himself with 
such “ regulations,’ copies of which could be had for 80 cents, and that be- 
fore such examination the applicant must file with the Department a paper 
certifying to his honesty, trustworthiness, good repute, steady habits, and 
capacity to perform the duties of a consul. and signed either by a person 
personally known to the Secretary of State or by some person with means 
of information vouched for by one personally known to the Secretary of 
State. Conformably to these regulations made under the Executive order 
of March l4, 1873, quite a number of persons were examined during the 
years 1873 and 1874. The examinations were conducted through questions 
and answers in writing, and the examination rs are still on file in the 
Department. Thesystem thus generally deseri is said to have worked well 
in practice, and to have both improved the consular service and relieved the 
Department of muchembarrassment. It was, nevertheless, short lived, and 
though the necessary connection between the two things is not obvious, it 
seems to have been pe up simultaneously with the relinquishment of its 
functions by the Civil Service Commission of 1871, a relinquishment brought 
alk i t by the refusal of Congress to make any appropriations for that branch 
of the service. 

The civil-service act of 1871, now in force as section 1753 of the Revised 
Statutes, authorizes the President “to prescribe such regulations for the 
admission of persons into the civil service of the United States as may 
promote the mony mee | thereof, and ascertain the fitness of each candidate in 
respect to age, health, character, knowledge, and ability for the branch of 
service into which he seeks to enter; and for this purpose he may employ 
suitable persons to conduct such inquiries, and may prescribe their duties 
and establish regulations for the conduct of persons who may receive appoint- 
ments in the civil service.” It may be that these statutory provisions can 
not be so utilized as to bring about that complete reform and improvement 
of the consular service which are universally conceded to be desirable. 
It may be that costly and elaborate machinery of the character provided 
by the Senate bills already referred to will be found necessary to that end. 
But, even if that be so, it is still to be remembered that the provisions of 
those bills have not yet been enacted by Congress and may never be, and 
that meanwhile it can.do no harm, and may do much good, to make a thor- 
ough trial of the efficiency of such regulations as are authorized by section 
1758 of the Revised Statutes. I therefore venture to recommend the adoption 
of an executive order in the terms of a paper which is hereto a ; 
marked B. It differs in detail, rather than in principle, from the other exec- 
utive orders already referred to. It assumes that consuls may properly be 
chosen from two classes of persons without examination, namely, from per- 
sons already in the service of the State Department or from persons for- 
merly in its service, agd who in each’case have not only satisf 
records of service, but of service tending to qualify them for the duties of 
consul. It requires all other persons, being first selected as eligible for ex- 
amination upon the ordinary proofs of competency and good character, to 
submit themselves to an examination @ to test their aptitude and fit- 
ness for the special functions of the co office. Thus, on the one hand, 
the appointing power is left at liberty to avail itself of whatever special ca- 
pacity and fitness for the consular o’ actual service has demonstrated to 
exist. On the other hand, by reserving to itself the designation of the per- 
sons eligible for examination, the ap’ ting power protects itself to some 
extent at least from the errors sure to follow from absolute reliance upon 
purely academic tests of fitness. Finally, it should be borne in mind that the 
order now recommended is in no sense final or exhaustive. Experience will 
doubtiess prove in what respects it may be amended or ee to the advan- 
tage of the public interest. But meanwhile it may surely be claimed for it 
that it will be at least a step in the right direction, and a step to be judged of 
not by the advance it itself makes, but by the advance it may rightly be ex- 
pected to inevitably lead to. 

The incumbents of such consular offices as are scarcely inferior in 
and importance to that of minister must, it is believed, continue to be 
as heretofore at the personal discretion and upon the personal msibility 
of the Executive. It is to be borne in mind, too, that there are a large num- 
ber of such offices, the emoluments of which are less than $1,000—the lowest 
salary attached by law to any consular position—which are paid only by fees, 
and which, as a rule, must be filled from the residents of the particular locality 
where the office is establisisd. The annexed order, therefore, does not apply 
to either of these classes. On the other hand, it does in terms y to com- 
mercial agents, so called, officers with functions to all intents an a 
the same as consuls, and thus embraces within its operation nearly three- 
fourths of the whole number of consular and quasi-consular offices of such 
rank and yielding such compensation as to be desired and sought for by citi- 
zens resident within the United States. 

Very respectfully, RICHARD OLNEY. 

SEPTEMBER 17, 1895. 

EXECUTIVE ORDER. 


It being of great importance that the consuls and commercial agents of the 
United States shall possess the proper qualifications for their respective posi- 
Cate, So Neccrertained Aha thse sentemaeteryeenere at previousactual 
service under the Department of State or through an appropriate examina- 


‘is heteby ordered that any vacancy ina consulate or commercial agency 


under the Department of State, but having previously served 


ination to be qualified for the position. 


Assistant pooseteey of State, the Solicitor of the State 


President and applying for sue 
included within “f 
or such ip 

desirable, will be dealt with by additional re; 


give them reasonable o 


experience. ! 
(2) The country in which the consul or 





now or hereafter existing, the salary of which is not more than . 
than $1,000, or the com g $2,500 nor less 


tion of which, if derived from official fees, ex: 
sive of notarial and other unofticial ts, does not exceed $2,500 Any ms 
below Sand be filled (a) by a r or promotion from some other 
tion un 


the Department of State of a character tending to qualify ¢}). 
cumbent for the position to be filled; or (6) by appointment of eee, - 


its satisfaction in a capacity tending to qualify him for the re 
filled; or (c) by the a iene of a ies who, having furn the a“ 
tomary evidence of <asenten bility, and capacity, and being thers. 
upon selected by the President for examination, is found upon eXam- 


For the pur s of this order notarial and unofficial fees shall not }o 


regarded, but the compensation of a consulate or commercial 
ascertained, if the office is salaried agency shal! be 


priation act, and if the office is not salaried, by reference b the ret one 


. by reference to the last 
urns of 


official fees for the last preceding fiscal z 
The examination hereinbefore provided for shall be by a board of threo 
persons designated by the Sec who 


subjects to which such examinations shall and the general mode of 
conducting the same by the board. 


ry of 8 shall also prescribe the 


A vacancy in a consulate will be filled at discretion when a suitable 


appointment can not be made in any of the modes indicated in the second 
paragraph of this order. 


GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, September 20, 1895. 


ORDER OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
In pursuance of the Executive order of September 20, 1895, the Third 


ent,and the 


Chief of the Consular Bureau, or the persons for the time being respectively 


discharging the duties of said offices, are hereby constituted a board, whose 
duty it Shall 


be, by appropriate examination, to determine the qualification: 
for the respective lieu of —— selected for such exnenination by the 
i consulates and commercial ies as are 
the scope of said order. Vacancies occurring in said board, 
in the membership thereof as experience may prove to be 
ons aseccasion may require. 
vided for be held from time to time at the 
gton, upon such notice to as shall 
ty to attend for the in question. 
be by questions and answers in writing, unless for 
er it desirable in any particular case to con- 


The examination herein 
State t in Wi 


Such examinations 
reasons the board 


duct an examination viva voce, in which case, however, a stenographer sh: 
be present and shall re . = 


all the seen 
e subjects to a on examination relate shall be: 
(1) General education, knowledge of languages, business training and 


ant = A etn t is ponte, its 
overnment, c magistra phical features, cities, chief 
production, and its Commarea! intepeounus and relations with the United 

(3) The exequatur, its nature and use. 

(4) Functions of a consul or commercial agent as compared with those of a 
viee-consul or consularagent; relation of former to latter, also to the United 
States minister or ambassador at the capital of the country. 

(5) Duties of a consul or as 


commercial t as regards: 
(9) Correspondence with the Gente Dagermans and the form thereof. 


b) Passports, ting and visaing. 
(c) United Soules. gueeehans veauule in a foreign port,and their crews, 
whether deserting, or destitute. 


d) Wrecks within the a 
e) Wrongs to United States citizens within jurisdiction. 


Invoices. 
) Official fees and accounts. 
® ties between the United States and the f country. 
(7) Relations of ambassador and minister to laws of the country to which 


they are accredited, as compared with those of consul or commercial avent 
to those of the countries where they reside. 


(8) Acts of ambassador or minister, how far binding upon his country. 
ane - ggermae judicial, and commercial functions of consuls or commer- 
agen 


(10) an See it is and where ee. 
(11) Consular Regulations of the United States, copy of which (to be re- 
turned to the Department) will be supplied to candidate upon applica- 


tion. 
(12) Such other subjeet or subjects as the board may deem important and 


appropriate in an. 


> eas is authorized = issue such potioeent ane 
such rules as they may deem nec accomplish the of this regu- 
Y oon of such uae 


am = ee ty, i a - ~ —_ 
to re @ repo: writing, stating whether eir judg- 
ment the ae akone is or is not qualified for the particular tion applied 
for, and if the decision is adverse to the candidate, also summarizing 
the grounds of such decision. 
RICHARD OLNEY. 
Secretary of State. 


SEPTEMBER 23, 1895. 


CIRCULAR TO APPLICANTS. 
r DEPARTMENT OF STaTEB, Washington, ——. )*’—- 
Sir: In y to your letter of ———-, I would state that, under the «xect- 
tive order of September 20, 1895, vacancies in consulates or commercia! 1¢°n- 
cies the salary of which is not more than or less than $1,000, or the official 
fees of which donot exceed the former or the sum, will here- 
iver the Departunent of Stater (i) persons having previously served unser 
under the Departunent o ; persons pre ser e 
Department; or (3) from among persons who. furnished the cus 
‘on e of clagushee, y, and having beet 


vidence C 
thereupon selected by for examination, have been found upo! 
such examination to be qual for the il 
Applications fone cmices tau within the above ne nae la eel. 
as well as the cehdeme aon of the t, and this 


to the 
special qualifications . 
lication should be nccompanied by such indorsements as to applicants 
character, res . ey aa eS tea 
to Gil euy vacmney cocartes tori 
Aan pe tad a 
their applications and indorsements will date 0 
the examination and of the on which a ceeaieeies wil bear, 

Silhguisetine puneenes the examining 


L. 
W. W. ROCKHIL ‘ony 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Is this a board of the State Department 


or of the Civil Service Commission? 

Mr. HITT. It is aboard appointed by the of State. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It is not done under the civil-service law? 

Mr. HITT. It is not under the act of 1883, commonly called the 
civil-service law. It is done under the act of 1871. 

Mr. WILLIAMA.STONE. Dothese requirements apply to all 
éousular and diplomatic appointments? ‘ 

Mr. HITT. of twenty-five hundred dollars and under which 
gre over $1,000. 

Mr. McCREARY of er. 
that is allowed I wish to say that I served on the subcommittee 
with the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs [Mr. Hert] and it is hardl for me to add very 
much to what he has said; but I desire to say that this bill was 
carefully p and that in its details it is substantially the 
same as the diplomatic and consular a riation bill that was 

yassed last year. The increase which has made was abso- 
fately necessary. The pesoinue es State recommended certain in- 
creases that were not made. ey were not allowed by the rules 
of the House of Representatives. The estimates that were sent to 
es by the Secretary of the Treasury amounted to $405,620 more 
than theamount which we have appropriated. Itcan besaid, also 
in favor of this bill that the appropriations for the consular an 
diplomatic service are smaller ten in any other of the general 
appropriation bills. It is also a fact t we receive about 
$1,000,000 from our consular service, which, when sul tracted from 
the whole amount of this bill, $1,676,908.76, leaves only about 
$600,000 as the cost of our diplomatic and consular service for 
one year. This bill carries a net increase of $33,000 over the last 
bill, and every increase that has been made was deemed by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs to be absolutely essential. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Will the gentleman from Kentacky 
[Mr. McCreary] inform us whether the present bill continues 
our relation as it has hitherto stood to the Samoan Islands? Are 
we | y this bill contributing to the support of the Samoan Govern- 
mert or the maintenance of a government in that country? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, there was a 
treaty entered into some years ago known as the Berlin treaty. 
The United States, England,and Germany were represented in 
the negot'ationof that treaty. Itwasa tripartite agreement. One 
of the gentlemen who represented the United States was our distin- 
guished friend, Hon. William Walter Phelps, who served in Con- 
gress several terms and was afterwards minister to Germany. 
Under that treaty, I would say to my friend from Georgia F r. 
TURNER], England, Germany, and the United States were each to 
pay a portion of the expense of maintaining the King of Samoa and 
a chief justice, and other expenses if deemed necessary by the 
parties to the treaty. Every year since that treaty was made Con- 
gress has appropriated a smal] amount of money to pay the part 
due from the United States, and England and Germany have also 
paid their respective portions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for pam debate, by order of the 
House, has expired. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. TU R of a on I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Kentucky {[Mr. McCreary] be allowed to com- 
plete this interesting chronicle. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair hardly thinks that can be done 
after the House has ordered the debate closed, but the Chair will 
suggest that the moment a paragraph is read debate under the five- 


minute rule will be in order. 

Mr. McCREARY of Rastethy, 5 ah my to wy friend frie 
Georgia that after the reading of the bill is commenced I shall be 
glad to give him further information, if desired. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, sever- 
ally appropriated, in full compensation for the di tic and eee 
ice for the fiscal year une 30, 1898, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise a: , for the objects hereinafter expressed, namely: 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word, im order to elicit from my friend from Kentucky 
[Mr. McCreary] this very interesting information of which I am 
in pursuit. I have not forgotten the story of this treaty. 
never, however, been able to reconcile it with my judgment as to 
the duty of this Government in its relations to foreign peoples, and 
have never been able to feel that we were occw aw oe 
uttitude which was most consistent with the tie our institu- 
Hons in this Samoan affair. The —— from Kentucky [ Mr. 


McCreary] has no doubt y recited the inception of this 
affair, but to my recollection the President or Secretary 
of State, or both, have i inst the continuance of this 
state of I think sometimes that they stated in their annual 
reports that have in vain called the attention of to 
~ If such is the case, I should like to know why this state of 
tucie” +s Still continued, and I yield to the gentleman from Ken- 
a - McCrEaRY so Ses peepee. 
oat Y of ; . Chairman, the amount of 


to pay our part under the Berlin treaty to which 


Mr. Chairman, in the brief time | 


| friend from Georgia wanted to know the time. 


I have referred is no new matter in this House. It has been 
called up repeatedly, and I have said in this House repeatedly 
when the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill was under 
consideration that I did not approve of that part of the treaty 
which required the United States to assist in maintaining a king 
on the throne of Samoa. It is not necessary for me to repeat it, 
for I do not approve of it now. But here is a solemn treaty obli- 
tion, en into between the United States, Germany, and 
ngland, and subsequently ratified by the Senate, which has that 
power under the Constitution; and Congress has been making an 
appropriation every year since that ratification in about this lan- 
guage: 
PROTECTING INTERESTS OF THE UNITED STATES IN THE SAMOAN ISLANDS. 


For the execution of the obligationsof the United Statesand the protection 
of the interests and property of the United States in the Samoan Islands, 
under any existing treaty with the Government of said islands and with the 
Governments of rmany and Great Britain, 36,000, to be expended under 
the direction of the President. 

The proper way to be relieved of the necessity for making the 
appropriation now criticised is by negotiations between our Gov- 
ernment and the Governments of Germany and Great Britain 
abrogating the treaty, or by the passage of an act of Congress an- 
—— that part of the treaty requiring the appropriation to be 
made, 

Mr. HENDERSON. What is the $6,000 expended for? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It is, under the treaty, our 
part to help pay the expenses of the King and the chief justice, 
and for the benefit of American interests. 

Mr. HITT. lt is the judge’s salary and the expenses of the 
court. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. And the chief justice is an American. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. He was originally an English- 
man; but the chief justice is now an American. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONF, Is the King under the civil service? 
ee 

Mr. McMILLIN, This matter, as stated by the gentleman from 
Georgia, has been called to the attention of Congress heretofore. 
It has been commented on in this House, and for one I suppose 
there is no chance to break through this appropriation bill and 
prevent this a but I do not believe that it is consist- 
ent with our duties as Representatives nor is it a proper dis- 
charge of the duty we owe to our Government to tax the people 
of the United States for the purpose of paying the salary of any 
king in the world nor the expenses of any kingly government. I 
have never favored it and never shall. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. May Laskif this King is under the 
same protection of the civil-service laws as the rest? [Laughter.] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not catch the inquiry of the gentleman. 

Mr. BAILEY. He is still looking after the offices. 

Mr. MORSE. He wants to know if the King is under civil- 
service rules. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The payment of the King was started by a 
rule that ought never to have been adopted by this country. 

Mr. HITT. But the gentleman will agree with me that this is 
a treaty obligation, and it does not lie in the House to set aside a 
treaty obligation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But Congress can repeal it, and the House 
can refuse to appropriate, and ought to doso. It is as un-Ameri- 
can as anything can be. If the principle is right to pay tribute of 
$6,000, it may not be wrong to contribute $6,000,000. ‘The princi- 

le is the same in a small amount asin alarge one. This thing 
been called to the attention of the House time and time again, 
and there ought to be no let up by this House until it is gotten rid 
of in some way. I am not saying this by way of reflection upon 
the gentlemen who have framed this bill. They have framed itin 
accordance with what they considered were treaty obligations, 
but there onght to be nothing in the bill to force this Government 
to contribute to the support of a king. 

Mr. MORSE. Not even the Queen of the Sandwich Islands? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Not even anybody. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, this treaty was 
made — the Administration of Mr. Harrison—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Thatiscorrect; and we rebelled against it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky (continuing). In 1890. My 
It was in 1890, 
during the Administration of President Harrison. 

Mr. LEWIS. Was it made then, or ratified? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It was made in 1890, when our 
friend Mr. Phelps and others went to Berlin, and ratified shortly 
afterwards by the Senate of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be con- 
sidered as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CLERK HIRE AT LEGATIONS. 

Clerk hire at the legation to Spain, $1,200. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out lines 9, 10, and 
11, which provide $1,200 for clerk hire to the legation to Spain. 
The reason is that in the paragraph following there is a provision 
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for $110,000 for contingent expenses of foreign missions, and 
among those you will see one item, in line 18, for clerk hire. The 
provision of a clerk at Madrid was put in many years ago, and the 
reason given for it was that in consequence of dispensing with the 
consul-general at that point it was supposed that there would 
be a good deal of work thrown on the legation. It is a very bad 
precedent to appropriate a specific sum of money for clerk hire, 
and when it is necessary it can be had from the following section, 
where we have made provision for clerk hire. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would like to inquire of the gentleman if the 
Department allows generally in the larger legations $1,200, or does 
it come under the general provisions? 

Mr. HITT. In the larger legations it will be $600, $800, or $900, 
and rarely $1,200, except where there is a deficiency in clerks in 
some particular way. Of course, I can not go into all the details. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. HITT. The report of the Auditor for the State and other 
Departments, pages 20 to 33, gives the amount allotted to every 
legation in the circle of our service. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HITT. I offered that amendment after consultation with 
the State Department. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
PROTECTING INTERESTS OF THE UNITED STATES IN THE SAMOAN ISLANDS, 

For the execution of the obligations of the United States and the protec- 
tion of the interests and property of the United States in the Samoan islands, 
under any existing treaty with the Government of said islands and with the 

overnments of Germany and Great Britain, $6,000, to be expended under 

he direction of the President. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- 
graph just read. The committee having already been told of the 
nature of this —— and notified of it, I do not propose to 
take up time with further argument of the question. It strikes 
me that the statement of it already made is sufficient. . 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, as the question has already been 
covered by the discussion, I will not make any reply to the gen- 
tleman except to say that this provision is in the form presented 
by the Secretary of State, as the better way to get at the object, 
if a change of policy is desired, is by negotiation, rather than by 
disregarding the treaty. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois 
whether this provision is not in pursuance of existing treaties? 

Mr. HITT. It is in fulfillment of existing treaties. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. McMILLIn, the 
amendment was rejected. , 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman,I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Illinois how long he proposes to go on this 
evening? It is now after 5 o'clock. 

Mr. HITT. We can finish reading the bill in ten or twenty 
minutes, I think. 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that is likely, 
because a number of us here desire to get some information, and 
I am sure that more than ten minutes will be required to impart 
it, even at the rapid rate of speaking which characterizes the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HITT. Well, let us proceed with the bill until the point is 
reached on which the gentleman desires information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Consul-general at Habana, $6,000; ; 

Consuls-general at London, Paris, and Rio de Janeiro, at $5,000 each, $15,000. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, at this point I would like to have 
the chairman of the committee impart some of the information 
that has been spoken of here. I notice that the consuls-general 
at London, Paris, and Rio de Janeiro get $5,000 each by this bill. 
Now, we see it frequently published in the papers that the consul- 
generalship at London is worth from $25,000 to $30,000 a year; 
and I would like the chairman of the committee to explain to us 
how it happens that on a salary of $5,000 a year that office can be 
worth $25,000; whether it arises from the appropriation by the 
consul-general of the fees; and if so, whether the low need: not 
be amended so as to provide that the salary in each case shall in- 
dicate the actual amount of the compensation of the office. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I think we had better proceed 
with this in the morning. 

Mr. HITT. Iwill answer this question, and ther the committee 
can rise. Fees have for many years been collected at these con- 
sulates, both notarial or unofficial and fees for the administra- 
tion of the oath attached to invoices, which, by the English law, 
was not permitted to be administered by a foreigner. The consul 
made a private contract with a British subject close at hand at a 
salary, who administered the oaths and collected the fees, which 
really went to the consul. The amount collected for that kind of 
service sometimes piled up a largesum. Protests and complaints 
by merchants and others were made against the system. That has 
been in great part stopped. Then there is also a body of notarial 
fees, collected for acknowledging deeds, taking affidavits, making 
wills, etc. , for which formerly no rates were fixed, and the receipts 
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were large. The rates recently fixed are much lower than those 
which used to be charged. ere had been a good deal of com- 
laint by American citizens about fees of several pounds or guineas 
in Great Britain, and about fees of hundreds of francs for some 
services on the Continent—a few minutes’ work—in the consulates, 
That has been —— and the scale of fees for notarial services 
is fixed and required to be kept publicly shown. It is a scale that 
the Secretary can change if, after the 4th of March next, the fees 
are found to be too low. They are, in fact, far below the charges 
that have usually been made. 
os LACEY. Why should they not be covered into the Treas- 
ury 

Mr. HITT. The reason is that they are, in some respects, at 
least, for voluntary service. They are fees for services rendered 
to Americans—men or women—who require them while traveling 
abroad. They are not a official duties, but more like the 
work of a notary or lawyer, although rendered valid by the con- 
sular seal. The truth is that the American is attracted to the 
consulate by the fact that the consul is clothed with official char- 
acter and therefore not, like a foreign lawyer unknown to him or 
anyone else that he might employ outside, possibly irresponsible. 
The advertisement of a consul by his title brings the American 
traveler to him, and the service done the American generally goes 
from him after having _ a good fee. The notarial fees and the 
notarial services are all voluntary. Such services ought to be 

aid for and paid to the men who render them. The Government 
as no claim for them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to ask the gentleman how long this 
abuse has been going on? 

Mr. HITT. I suppose it runs back to a period that, measured 
b aa life of individuals, might be considered antiquity, 

ughter. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And the distinguished head of the State 
Department, now that he is going out of office with his civil-service 
crowd, has just discovered the fact. 

Mr. HITT. I may say, Mr. Chairman, that I have mentioned 
the existence of these usages several timeson the floorof this House 
in the last fifteen years, and have several times tried to have meas- 
ures adopted that would correct them. The attention of the 
House has been often called to the subject, and many attempts 
have been made to apply remedies. I think this is rather a tardy 
awakening on the part of the Executive. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do I understand that the abuse has now been 
corrected? 

Mr. HITT. I can not tell what will be the operation of the rules 
just promulgated, but I think there will be an improvement—that 
is, as to irregular fees. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do the rules contemplate the covering of 
those fees into the Treasury? 

Mr. HITT. Not at all. 

“oe DOCKERY. In what line, then, does the reform manifest 

Mr. HITT. It manifests itself in the protection given to Amer- 
ican citizens against being required to pay ino te fees for 
small services. The service, however, being a voluntary service, 
it is right that the officers should keep the fee, whatever it may be. 

Mr. CKERY. But theservice is rendered in the time of the 
United States—time for which the consul receives his salary, is it 
not? 

Mr. HITT. Itis; but the time of our consular officers is not 
very severely tried by strict duties. I have known consuls to de- 
vote days to the work asked for by American citizens on their 
private business, in lawsuits, for instance, taking depositions. 

Mr. LACEY. And the service is asked for and rendered by 
virtue of his office. 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the chair- 
man of the committee in charge of this bill state, if he can, wt 
will be the reduction in the compensation of these different officers 
under the new order. I have en leavored to procure that informa- 
tion myself, but have been unsuccessful. I have no doubt, how- 
ever, that the diplomatic chairman of the committee has been able 
to a it, and if he will now impart it, I am sure it will be 
valuable. 

Mr. HITT. ‘The answer to that question depends altogether 
upon one’s skill in guessing. There are no available sources of 
accurate information. No high-paid consul is zealous to proclaim 
the amount of his income from all sources. No consul cares t0 
state in detail all the services that he has rendered in the way of 
giving legal advice or ae pa or aiding his countrymen 
at their request in what are really their private interests. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. IfIam wrong about this matter, I want to 
be set right. I will ask the gentleman whether the operation of the 
new order will not be this: An American citizen in a foreig? 
country who is compelled to employ the services of a native notary 

ublic or other public officer will not be charged the extravagant 
ees that we are all familiar with for such services, while if one of 
the citizens of that country requires the official act of the Ameri- 
can consul, he can secure it at the meager rates charged in the 
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District of Columbia. If that be so, it seems to me we are making 
avery strong effort to distinguish between the value of the services 
of our own citizens and that which our citizens are compelled to 


pay for the services of citizens of foreign countries. 

Mr. HITT. I can not answer as to the rate which would be paid 
to an officer of the foreign country. By an act of Congress these 
officers of the United States in the consular and diplomatic service 
are given notarial powers. Documents authenticated by them can 
be used immediately, without other intervention, in the courts 
at home. Therefore an American naturally goes at once to the 
American consul when he has an affidavit to make which is to be 
used in a lawsuit at home or a deed to be executed and acknowl- 
edged. Those fees have heretofore been without any special limi- 
tation or regulation. They are not fees that regard foreigners; 
and I donot think onciaraoaae 1 have occasion to pay those fees, 

The new list of fees c ble by consuls for various forms of 
notarial service is, I understand, taken from the laws of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. But the reason, as I understand, for makin 
those fees no higher than they are here is that the man abr 
who affixes the seal is already under a salary as an officer of the 
Government of the United States, whereas the man to whom you 

o in the District of Columbia with a deed, an affidavit, or other 
S cemente for verification or acknowledgment, is a man who gets 
no salary, but supports himself and receives no pay from the 
Government, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. a not the ae of this House, 
in preparing legislation with reference to the _— or compensa- 
tion of consuls, always taken into account the fact that they 
could earn other fees than those denominated official fees? 

Mr. HITT. Toanswer that question truly, I must say that they 
have not or but partially. There are onlya few posts in the world 
where the notarial fees amount to a considerable sum, say $2,500 
and upward; and at a few they have been very — The differ- 
ence between the receipts at those few points and at others near 
at hand is astonishing, as between London and Manchester, where 
they are not one-tenth as great. In Paris I have known them, from 
information that I have reason to believe was true, to run up to 
$15,000 in a single year, in addition to the salary allowed the con- 
sul by law. In London they have been at one time more than 
that. In places of resort by Americans in Italy, like Genoa, 
Venice, and Milan, where it is supposed the great stream of Ameri- 
can travel passes, and where you would suppose the nonofficial 
fees would be very large, they are insignificant. In Germany they 
are generally small. en in that great center, Berlin, the sums 
received for this work last year were not considerable—only a little 
above $3,000, I am told. ae in the few great cities these 
notarial fees are so small it would surprise gentlemen who remem- 
ber the comparative importance of those consulates as commercial 
posts; for instance, Chemnitz, Plauen, Mayence. Very few Ameri- 
cans are residents in Europe except ata few cities. The two great 
American colonies are at London and Paris. And then, of course, 
there are mercantile interests at Liverpool, Hamburg, Hongkong, 
Marseilles, and similar posts, and a small colony of business 
Americans at each, 

Mr. DOCKERY. As this bill will not be voted upon to-night, 
but is to go over until to-morrow, I suggest, for the consideration 
of the eminent chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
[Mr. Hirr], the preparation of a legislative provision which would 
cover into the Treasury of the United States the fees received by 
these consuls in excess of their ag yee wae as fixed by law. 

= =_ I do not know that I understand the gentleman 
perfectly. 

Mr. DOCKERY, I suggest that some provision ought to be 
carried on this bill to cover into the Treasury the fees earned by 
these consuls in addition to their salary. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] that if an amendment of that kind 
is to be prepared, he should prepare it himself. If he will take 
the pains to read the annual report of the Auditor for the State and 
a Departments he will find there published the amount of fees 

ected, 

Now, while I am up, I wish to say a word in response to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENOR]. He made an inquiry 
this morning and again this afternoon in regard to a recent order 
issued by the State Department which I understood him to claim 
reduces the amounts that consuls are to receive hereafter, and he 
also asked this evening whether, in preparing this appropriation 
bill, we did not, when fixing the salaries of the consuls, take into 
oe the amounts which they would collect in the way of fees. 
; have been a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs for 

Welve years, and I want to say to him that when fixing the sal- 
a of consuls in a bill of this kind I have never estimated what 

‘ose gentlemen would receive in fees. A salary of $5,000 per 
et ll is allowed to the consul at Paris and also to the consul 
a London. Efficient men can be obtained at that salary. The 
or _ which has been issued by the State Department is, as 1 
= erstand, for the of correcting certain abuses con- 

ected with the tion of consular positions. As the 


chairman of the committee said a while ago, this is an abuse which 
has been going on for a number of years. Various efforts have 
been made to correct this abuse, and I think that instead of criti- 
cising the Secretary of State for trying to correct it he ought to 
be applauded for his efforts in that direction. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am not criticising the Secretary. I am in 
accord with him in his efforts to correct this abuse. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I approve hisaction. I think 
he deserves praise instead of censure. 

There are, Mr. Chairman, only a few places where large amounts 
are reported to be collected by consuls in fees. When consuls 
collect large fees, outside of the regular fees, there is no report 
made of the amount collected. We have no means of ascertaining 
how much the consuls at Paris, or London, or Liverpool make per 
annum in this way. It is impossible to get the information, but 
there is a report issued, as I said before, by the Auditor for the 
State and other Departments, which shows the fees which are 
reported by the various consuls, and which go into the Treasury 
of the United States. 

a the hammer fell. 

r. HITT. If the Clerk will conclude the reading of the para- 
graph, I will move that the committee rise. 

The Clerk resumed and continued the reading to and including 
line 3 of page 13. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now rise 
and report progress. 

The motion was agreed to. , 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union having had under consid- 
eration the bill H. R. 10134, had come to no resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. TUCKER. Willthe gentleman withhold that fora moment 
to permit me to ask unanimous consen+? 

r. PAYNE. I will withdraw the motion temporarily. 


MRS, CATHERINE E, LEE. 


Mr. TUCKER, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1933) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Catherine E. Lee. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month, the name of Mrs. Catherine G. Lee, the 
daughter of William Rosser, a soldier of the Revolutionary war from the 
State of Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. 
of the bill? 

Mr. GRUSVENOR. I would like to inquire of the gentleman 
who this Mr. William Rosser is? 

Mr. TUCKER. He was a soldier in the Revolutionary war. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He himself was a soldier? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is thereobjection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TUCKER, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I now renew the motion that the 
House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion, the Chair will submit 
some personal requests of members. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SPENCER, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BurTON of Missouri, for one day, on account of sickness. 

The motion of Mr. PAYNE was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock and 22 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


Is there objection to the present consideration 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of S. D. 
Holland, administrator of Archibald Holland, deceased, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the receiver of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company, transmitting the report for 186, together with 
a list of the stockholders of the company—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
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a copy of a communication from the Attorney-General, submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for stationery—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a communication from the Secretary of War, submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for Rock Island Arsenal water power—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Ireasury, transmitting a sup- 
plemental report inanswer to the resolution of the House of June 5, 
1896, relating to changes in the force of employees of the Treasury 
Departmeut—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting an abstract 
of the militia force of the United States for the year 1896—to the 
Committee on the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. BARNEY, from the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. BR. 9494) concerning certain homestead lands in Florida, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
2743); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 8302) granting an increase of pension to A. V. 
Bloodgood. (Report No. 2735.) 

The bill (H. R. 7335) to place John J. Brewer on pension roll, 
soldjer, late war. (Report No. 2736.) 

By Mr. CROW THER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 9763) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Laney. (Report No. 2737.) 

The bill (H. R. 7789) granting a pension to George R. Grubaugh. 
(Report No. 2738.) 

The bill (H. «&. 2958) granting an increase of pension to Bush- 
rod W. Musselman. (Report No. 2739.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 8765) to pension Jacob Sherman. (Report No. 
2740. ) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R.3928) for the relief of Ellen Wright, hospital 


nurse. (Report No. 2741.) 
The bill (H. R. 10118) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick W. Lamb. (Report No. 2745.) 


By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 10193) granting a pension to Willis Brady. (Report 
No. 2742. 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 3942) reimbursing T. F. McGourin, late postmaster 
at De Funiak Springs, Fla. (Report No. 2746.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: A bill (H. R. 10201) authorizing the funding 
of indebtedness in the Territories of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 10202) defining the jurisdiction of 
the United States circuit courts in cases brought for the infringe- 
ment of le ters patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 10203) to amend section 40 of 
* An act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and 
for other purposes,” approved October 1, 1890, so as to authorize 
the sale of forfeited domestic smoking opium to the highest bid- 
der—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ATWOOD: A bill (H. R. 10204) to grant pensions for 
service in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A resolution (House Res. No.511) 
of inquiry relative to the treaty with the Navajo Indians, entered 
into June 1, 1868—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution (House Res. No. 512) uest- 
ing the Secretary of War and Secretary of the Navy to furnish to 
the House copies of all reports, papers, and documents on file in 
their Departments showing reasons for the adoption of certain 
ammunition and rifles—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Delaware, praying a recount of the votes cast at the last 
election in the State of Delaware—to the Committee on Election 
of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in 





lief of M. G. Cumby—to the 


Martha E. Templeton and Mrs. Emma T. 
tee on War Claims. 


the Court of Claims in the case of Charles W. 
tor of William Morris, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 


titles were presented and referred as follows: 


By Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 10205) for the ro. 

ommittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. “4 the relief of Mrs, 
ood—to the Commit- 


By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 10207) for the relief of Francis \i, 


Lott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 10208) to pay the findings of 
orris, administra- 

By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 10269) for the relief of Henry 
Rachan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R, 10210) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to convey certain Government land to the city of Wau- 


kegan, Il.—to the Committee on Military Affair=. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH of [llinois: Petition of C. A. Marquess and 
other citizens of Chicago, Iil., ages — the passage of 
House bill No. 10090, abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: Petition of the Business Men’s Asso- 
ciation, of Fort Madison, Iowa, in favor of the bill to establish 
the department of commerce and manufactures—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Sy Commerce. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Allegheny 
pope ces Saye rotesting against the Baers. of the Sherman bill 
to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Encampment No. 1, Union Veteran Legion, 
of Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of bill to pension maimed soldiers and 
sailors—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FENTON: Petition of Samuel 8. Reese, administrator 
of Silas Reese, for the payment of a claim—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Harry A. Holton and 35 other 
citizens of White River Junction, Vt., protesting against the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 10090, abolishing ticket brokerage—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Sevsiin Chetoniate, 

Also, petition of Mrs. Fanny A. Drew, president of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Caledonia County, Vt., urging 
the passage of Senate bill No. 2485, to protect the first day of the 
week as a day of rest in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARRIS: Petition of H. L. Wenner, Rush Abbott, and 
150 other citizens of Tiffin, Ohio, protesting against the passage of 
House bill No. 10090, abolishing ticket brobennge-to the Comuit- 
tee on Interstate and Forei 


ommerce. 
By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of the members of the bar of 
Muscogee, Ind. T., favoring legislation for the appointment of an 


additional judge of the United States court in the Indian Terri- 
tory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. H. Torbert and 118 bnsiness men, all citi- 
zens of Dubuque, Iowa, protesting against the passage of the 
Sherman bill to abolish ticket Saosin the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of the Disciples’ Church, of (orn- 
ing, Iowa, asking the passage of a bill to raise the age of protec- 
tion for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Terri- 
tories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Disciples’ Church, of Corning, Iowa. \.vor- 
ing the passage of a bill forbidding the sale of intoxicating liq 0rTs 
in any Government building—to the Committee on Alcobolic 
Liquor Traffic. 

y Mr. HULL: Resolutions of the Woman’s Christian Temper 

ance Union of Des Moines, Iowa, in regard to Armenian oul 
r. to the Committee on Foreign . * 
y Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of 375 citizens of T nol 
umne County, Cal., asking that certain portions of the Yosem!'¢ 
National Park be excluded therefrom—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. co 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of E. A. Drew and other citizens of 
St. Paul, Minn., protesting against the passage of House bill No. 
10090, to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. ' 
Also, resolution of the St. Paul Chamber of Commerce, favors 
a bankruptcy bill--to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


e ution of the Minnesota State Forestry Association, 
for the ee of timber preserves—to the Committee on t? 


Public 
By Mr. KULP: Petition of Mrs. Mary Van Houten and 61 other 
ladies of Bloomsburg, Pa., for the passage of an act relating to the 
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share of the widow in the estate of her deceased husband dying 
intestate, ete.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. P 
By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of the Santa Clara Wine Com- 


any and 11 citizens of Indianapolis, Ind., in o ition to House 
bul No. 10090, known as the Sherman bill, toabolish ticket broker- 
age—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

“By Mr. PRINCE: Eighteen petitions of numerous citizens of 
Moline and Rock Island, State of [linois, asking relief relative to 
charges of toll for street railway crossing the Rock Island Bridge— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Resolutions adopted by the National Board 
of Trade, in session at Washington, D. C., January 26, 1997, ad- 
vocating the of House bill No. 10090, known as ‘‘anti- 
scalpers’ bill”—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 

erce. 
mies ifr. STAHLE: Petition of Star Castle, No. 141, Ancient 
Order Knights of the Mystic Chain, of York, Pa., praying for 
some action tow: recognizing the Cuban — in their strug- 
gle for independence—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Memorial of the Fraternal 
Mystic Cirele, of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the passage of House 
pill No. 10108, regulating fraternal beneficiary societies—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. : : 

Also, memorial of Francis 8. Harrington as to a composite coin- 
age of gold and silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. : 

Also, protest of 75 citizens of McKean County, Pa., against the 
passage of the Sherman bill to abolish ticket brokerage—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STRONG: Petition of Harvey C. White and 145 other 
citizens of Findlay, Ohio; also petition of 36 citizens of Delaware, 
Ohio, protesting against the passage of the Sherman bill with 
respect to ticket brokers—to the ittee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. F 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of J. W. Morris and 96 other 
citizens of Miami County, Ohio, protesting against the passage of 
the Sherman bill with re t to ticket brokers—to the Commit- 


tee on Interstate and F’ Commerce. 
SENATE. 


Turspay, February 2, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minsvry, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro; 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. MILLs, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


REPORT OF THE METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual report 
of the Metropolitan Railroad Company for the year ended Decem- 
ber 31, 1896; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 1948) to grant a pension to Uriah Andricks, 
Fifty-fourth [Minois Volunteer Infantry, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on ions. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. ROACH presented the credentials of Henry C. Hans- 
BROUGH, chosen by the legislature of North Dakota a Senator 
from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1897; which were 
read, and ordered to be filed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CLARK presented a joint resolution of the Fourth legisla- 
ture of Wyoming, praying for the recognition of the Republic of 
Cuba by the United States Government; which was read, and 
ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

’ State OF WYOMING, OrfFIOR OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
UniTep STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 

I. Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 

hereby that the od ts a full, true, and correct ed of enrolled 
y the Fourth legislature of the State of Wyorin cops 


y 
In testimon: 
seal of the Seatoed Gan I have hereunto set my d and affixed the great 


Done at Cheyenne, capital, this 29th da: of Soneare, 4. D 1897. 
CHARLES . BURDICK 


Secretary of State. 
(Fourth legislature of the State of Wyoming. Enrolled joint resolution 
Bie No. 3, house of representatives, State of Wyoming. ) 
Joint resolution in relation to the en the Republic of Cuba by 


Whe si I gn Sta’ Ne 

reas the State of W are in sympathy with the 
efforts of the of ate blish a form ef free govern- 
ment for the ofthe oun : and 

joy beteas the of this State have viewed with deep interest the strug- 
Sm now being carried on by the inhabitants of the Island of 


Whereas we believe that 
suceuraging action om the part of the Goverument ‘f 


United Sates: 


Be it resolved “am Fourth legislature of the State of a, That the 
Hon. Cuarence D. CLARK and the Hon. Francis E. WARREN, Senators in 
Congress from this State, and the Hon. FRANK W. MoNDRELL, Representative 
in Congress from this State, and each of them, be, and = are hereby, re- 
quested by voice and vote to aid in the passage of any resolution which will 
tend to secure to the people of Cuba belligerent rights as revolutionists or 
their independence as a republic. 
GEORGE E. ABBOTT, 
President of the Senate. 
A. D. KELLEY, 
Speaker of the House. 


WM. A. RICHARDS, Governor. 


Mr. LODGE presented the petition of S. A. White, of Boston, 
Mass., and the petition of Robert B. Baird, of Boston, Mass., pray- 
ing for the of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of 25 citizens of Lowell, Mass., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, re- 
lating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the 

ittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of 63 members of the Young People’s 
Society of Christian Endeavor of the Union Congregational 
Church, of Medford, Mass., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Atlantic Coast Seamen’s 
Union, of pase. Mass., praying that the section of House bill 
No. 6399 relating to allotment of seamen’s wages, and also the 
imprisonment clause, be stricken out; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 


Approved January 27, A. D. 1397. 


Mr. PEFFER presented a petition of the Baltimore Yearly 


Meeting of the Religious Society of Friends, of Baltimore, Md., 
praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with 
Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MURPHY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Blue 
Mountain Lake, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation 
ang yo the independence of Cuba; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Watervliet, 
N. ¥., peak a petition of the Mount Washington Church, of New 
York City, praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration 
treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Leon H. Hough, editor of the 
Saturday Herald. of Hornellsville, N. Y., and a petition of sundry 
citizens of New York City, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry druggists and chemists of 
New York City, of the drug-trade section of the New York Board 
of Trade and Transportation, and of sundry citizens of New York 
City, praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens and business 
men of Caney, Kans., praying for the adoption of the report sub- 
mitted by the Committee on Indian Affairs upon the affairs of 
the Osage Indian Reservation; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of W. L. Hand and sundry other 
citizens of. Kearney, Nebr., praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 4566, to ‘amend the postal on relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post- . 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Endicott Peabody and 11 
other citizens of Massachusetts, praying for the ratification of the 

nding arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was or- 
Rered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of James B. Connor and 30 other 
citizens of Delaware, praying Congress to appoint a joint com- 
mission to inquire into the political conditions in that State, aver- 
ring that they are not those of a republican form of government as 
contempla by the Constitution of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of J. S. Bonham, pastor, 
and the officers of the Church of Christ, of Fayette, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intox- 
icating liquors in the Capitol building;. which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented sundry letters, in the form of peti- 
tions, from A. Reed & Co., of Chicago; from the National Mal- 
leable Castings Company, and the Chicago Ma!leable Iron Works, 
of Chicago, in the State of Illinois; and from the New York 
Yearly Meeting of the Religious Society of Friends (Ortho- 
dox), praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration 
treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry letters, in the form of petitions. from 
Sutliff & Co., of Bloomington; from Brown, Wheeler & Brown, 
of Springfield; from Whitney, Christenson & Buliock, of Chicago; 
from 8. E. Seger’s Sons, of Quincy; from the Channon-Emery 
Stove Company, of Quincy, and from sundry jewelers of Chicago, 
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all in the State of Illinois, pra ing for the passage of the so-called 
Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of L. T. Ragan, of Chicago, IIl., 
remonstrating ——— the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Cap- 
itol building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of A. Sumerlin, of Mattoon, 111., 
and the memorial of Dr. O. Gunther, of Chicago, Ill., remonstrat- 
ing against the poe of the so-called Loud bill, relating to 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry letters,in the form of petitions, from 
the Young Men’s Christian Association of Paris, and from the 
Acme Spring Bed Company, of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, 
and of William T. Comstock, of New York City, praying for the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Rock Island Lumber and 
Manufacturing Company, of Rock Island; of O. F. Price, of Gales- 
burg; of Phillip D. Armour, of Chicago; of F. L. Wilkins, of 
Chicago; of L. Y. Sherman, of Macomb; of F. A. Murdock, of 
Springfield; of Henry Greenebaum, of Chicago; of W. E. Taylor, 
of Monmouth; of Howard Knowles, of Peoria; of R. J. Grier, of 
Monmouth; of W. T. Davis, of Chicago; of Martin Kingman, of 
Peoria; of James Logan, of Cincinnati, and of E. F. Leonard, of 
Peoria, all in the State of Illinois; and petitions of the National 
Educational Association, of Winona, Minn.; of the Christian 
Endeavor Convention of Boston, Mass.; of Charles R. Skinner, 
State superintendent of public instruction, of Albany, N. Y.; of 
sundry merchants and jobbers of St. Louis, Mo., and of William 
Donaldson & Co. and sundry other business firms of St. Paul, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 

resent system of railway ticket brokerage; which were referred 

o the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CARTER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Valley 
and Dawson counties, Mont., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to open the abandoned Fort Buford Military Reservation 
to entry under the public-land laws; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BURROWS. I present the petitions of J. V. McCommons 
and 34 other citizens of Wyoming, Kent County; of J. D. Sim- 
mons and 33 other citizens of Farmington, Kent County; of Daniel 
Bellman and 19 other citizens of Camden, Kent County; of Adam 
Wilson and 43 other colored citizens of Dover, Kent County; of 
W. G. Hartnett and 38 other citizens of Dover, Kent County; of 
Harry B. Lyons and 123 other citizens of Kent County, all in the 
State of Delaware, praying for the appointment of a joint com- 
mission to inquire into the political conditions existing in that 
State, averring that they are not those of a republican form of 

overnment as contemplated by the Constitution of the United 
States. I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Park Congregational 
Church, of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the ratification of the 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the members and friends of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Benzonia, Mich., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in the Capitol building; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Healso presented the petition of Rev. Gerrit Huyser, of Brighton, 
Mich., and of 97 other citizens of Michigan, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation for the protection of American missionaries in 
the Turkish Empire, and also to secure speedy and adequate repa- 
ration for the wanton outrages perpetrated upon the persons and 
property of such missionaries; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Sebastian County, Ark., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion for the relief of the Cubans in their struggle for freedom; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union, the Queen Esther Society, the Up-to-Date Club, 
and the Ladies’ Aid Society of the Christian Church, of Bridge- 
water, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation raising the 
age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia 
and the Territories; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, the Queen Esther Society, the Up-to-Date Club, and 
the Ladies’ Aid Society of the Christian Church, of Bridgewater, 
Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit thesale 
of intoxicating liquors in Government buildings; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of the Kansas City Press 
Club, of Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of 


Fort Wayne, Ind.,and the 
New Albany, Ind., praying for 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 





the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 


Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of A. H. Perfect & Co... 0 
tition of J. Zinsmeister & Bro., of 
the passage of the so-called Loud 


He also presented petitions of the Philadelphia Peace Associa. 
tion of Friends, of Philadelphia, Pa.; of the New York Yearly 
Meeting of the Religious Society of Friends (Orthodox), and of 
the Baltimore Yearly Meeting of the Religious Society of Friends, 
of Baltimore, Md., praying for the ratification of the pending ar. 
ee treaty wi reat Britain; which were ordered to lie on 

e e. 

Mr. FRYE presented the memorial of L. B. Sweet and 28 other 
citizens of Bath, Me., remonstrating st the passage of the 
so-called Loud bill, relating to second-c mail matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roa 


ls. 
He also presented the petition of Charles E, Adams, secretary 
of the Board of Trade of 


arsport, Me., praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 4566, to oneal a the ooulel twa relating to second- 
class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PASCO presented the memorial of H. W. Johnson, editor 
of the Times, of Apalachicola, Fla., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the S gegenes of a F, W. Lisman 
& Son, of Philadelphia, Pa., and a petition of Stackpole Bros., 
a of the Lewistown Gazette, of Lewistown, Pa., praying 

or the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Haven Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Portsmouth, N. H., praying for 
the enactment of legislation authorizing the appointment of a 
nonpartisan commission to collate information and to consider 
and recommend legislation to meet the problems presented by 
labor, agriculture, and — and also to punish the carnal and 
unlawful knowing of any female under the age of 18 years; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill Pt R. 3264) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
Virginia E. Turtle, of the District of Columbia, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3166) granting a pension to George B. Merchant, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7349) to pension Lewellyn D. King, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3481) granting a pension to James L. Wing, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1894) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. E. S. Kelly, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4841) granting a oe to Mellisa Adams, widow of 
Silas Adams, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2674) granting a pension to Levi R. Long, reported it w'th an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1061) oa pensions to Gray’s Battalion of Arkan- 
sas Volunteers, reported it without menial. and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. 2986) authorizing the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to accept the uest of the 
late Peter Von Essen for the use of the public white schools of 
that portion of said District formerly known as Georgetow2, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3509) to increase the pe2- 
sion of Gen. James W. McMillan, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1064) for the relief of Henry F. Thornton, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5068) to grant a pension to Jane Cunningham, widow 
of James Cunningham, reported it without amendment, and sub 
mitted a report thereon. 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (H. R. 6902) ting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Viel, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He aiso, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. 994) for the-relief of Henry F. Thornton, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was pos 
poned indefinitely. = 4 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3937) nting a pension to Miriam V. 
Kenney, widow of Samuel W. Kenney, reported it with an amend- 
yent, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1302) granting a pension to Thomas Madden, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 10085) for the relief of Elnora Shuman, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3350) ting a pension to Susan A. Paddock, 
reported it with an amendment, an submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam directed by a majority of the Committee 
on Finance, to whom was ref the bill (H. R. 8582) to allow 
the bottling of distilled spiritS in bond, to report it with sundry 
amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 


dar. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the dill (H. R. 6234) to restore the name of James R. 
Pack to the pension roll, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 
22d ultimo, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, with the accom- 
panying report; which was to. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3124) granting an increase of sion to Isa- 
bella H. Silvey, widow of Lieut. Col. William Silvey, deceased, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BULLETIN ON THE COTTON PLANT. 


Mr. GORMAN. From the Committee on Printing I report back 
a House concurrent resolution with sundry amendments, and I 
ask for its present consideration. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of PTs) eddie (the Senate concurring), That there 


be printed and bound in cloth 6,000 additional copies of Bulletin No. 38, United 


States Department of Agriculture, entitled The Cotton Plant: Its Histo 


Botany, Chemistry, Culture, Enemies, and Uses; of which 2,000 copies 
be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 
The amendments of the Committee on Printing were, in line 3, 
before the word “thousand,” to strike out “six” and insert 
“seven;” in line 7 to strike out ‘“‘two” and insert ‘‘one,” and 
after the word ‘‘ thousand ” to insert ‘‘two hundred;” in line 7 to 
strike out ‘‘ four thousand” and insert ‘“‘two thousand four hun- 
dred;” and at the end of the resolution to insert ‘‘and three thou- 
sand four hundred for the use of the Department of Agriculture; ” 
80 as to make the concurrent resolution read: 
Resolved by the House o poe ati ing). 
be printed as bound in cine 7,000 wtditional oeios of Bulletin . oO. a ree 
States De ment of Agriculture, entitled Th I 


e Cotton Plant: Its 
Botany, , Culture, Enemies, and Uses; of which 1,200 copies shail 
be for the use of 


id. 
Senate and 2,400 copies for the use of the 
resentatives, and 3,400 for the use of the Department of loins —_— 
Mr. MILLS. I have no objection to the consideration of the 
resolution, but let it be read as amended. 
Mr. SHERMAN, I ask to have the resolution read as amended. 
The concurrent resolution was read as proposed to be amended; 
= the Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to its considera- 
Mr. MILLS, I think we ought to have more copies of this docu- 
nent. The amendment seems to cut down the number of copies 
to be given to the Senate and to giye them to the Department of 
Agriculture. Requests for such documents usually come to the 
Senate and House. We shall be annoyed by letters when the su 
lyof copies is exhausted, and we would have to have more cotehed. 
a ould rather have the first number proposed for the Senate. 
wee le are a to me already for it. 
th t. GORMAN. The Senate passed a resolution and sent it to 
e House to print 20,000 copies of this bulletin, 6,000 for the Sen- 
» 12,000 for the House of Representatives, and 2,000 for the 
partment of Agriculture. The House refused to concur and 
We us a resolution pees for the printing of —_ 6,000 copies. 
pa A a. so as to ae oe re . 
. . w many copies for the Senate 
a GORMAN. For the Senate 1,200, and for the House 2,400, 
if the senor the t. Let the resolution lie on the table 
Senator from Texas objects. 
















Mr. MILLS. Ishall not object. I will let the committee go on 


with it. I would rather take the number proposed than nothing. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (S. 3636) to increase the pension 


of the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812; which was read twice 
by its title. 


Mr. MILLS. This is a bill proposing to increase the pension of 


the 12 survivors of the war of 1812 to $830a month. There are only 
12 of them, and their ages range from 104 years, the oldest, to 93 
years, the youngest. 
the bill prom 


ask the Committee on Pensions to act on 


tly. 
The \ ICE_PRESIDENT, The bill will be referred, with the 


accompanying paper, to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. SHERMAN i 


introduced a bill (S. 3687) to authorize Maj. Gen. 


Alexander McD. McCook, United States Army, retired, and Capt. 
George Percival Scriven, United States Army, to accept medals 
presented to them by the Russian Government; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3638) for the relief of John Ward; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3639) for the relief of David Gib- 


son, of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 3640) granting a pension to 


Cassius M, Clay, sr., a citizen of Kentucky and a major-general in 
the Army of the United States in the war of the rebellion; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 
Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 8641) authorizing the 


funding of indebtedness in the Territories of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3642) for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Elgin, Ill.; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

by him to the District appropriation bill; which was referred 

to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted two amendments intended to be 
yroperes by him to the District appropriation bill; which were re- 

erred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. SHOUP submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the District eas bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be weer 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ee to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and 
ordered to be printed. 


KILLING OF M. F. LOPEZ. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to send to the Senate 
any information that he may have in regard to the killing by Spanish soldiers 
of the son of M. F. Lopez, an American citizen, at Sagua la Grande, in Cuba, 
ona any pee or letter from the American consul at that point relating to 

e subject. 


SYSTEM OF BIMETALLISM. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was read: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the United States should 
not permanently acquiesce in the single gold standard, and that the efforts of 
the Government in all its branches should be steadily directed to secure and 
maintain the use of silver as well as gold as standard money, with the free 

of both, under a system of bimetallism to be established through in- 
agreement or with such safeguards of legislation ac will insure 
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the parity in value of the two metals at a fixed ratio, furnish a sufficient vol- 
ume of metallic money, and give immunity to the world of trade from vio- 
lent fluctuations in exchange. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishall ask that the resolution be placed upon 
the table Calendar, in order that at an early day I may call.it up 
and submit a few remarks thereon, which I hope may be in strik- 
ing contrast to the speeches on Friday last by the gold monometal- 
list, the Senator from Wisconsin —> en and the silver mono- 
metallist, the Senator from South Dakota | Mr. PeTTiGgREw], who 
from opposite extremes joined hands in voting against the bill 
providing for another international bimetallic conference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on the 
table Calendar. 

SALE OF LIQUORS IN CAPITOL BUILDING. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iask for the present consideration of the bill 
H. R. 7083) to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Xapitol building, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think there is a great misapprehension on 
the part of the public in relation to there being any saloons kept 
at either end of the Capitol, but it will save us a large amount of 
correspondence to have this bill acted upon. I may say that it is 
possible, of course, for Senators to order a bottle of wine or a glass 
of spirits in the Senate restaurant, but it is a very rare occurrence. 
However, the House having passed this bill, and deeming it neces- 
sary. I hope it will be passed. 

Mr. HILL. When wasthe billreported? I ask forinformation. 

Mr. MORRILL. The bill was reported some days ago. 

Mr. COCKRELL. January 28. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that the bill 
was reported on the 2sth of January. 

Mr. HILL. I wasnot present at that date,and I was not aware 
until this moment that the bill had been reported. I desire to ex- 
amine the bill, and I trust the Senator from Vermont will not 
press it this morning. I want to look at its provisions more care- 
fully than I could do by hearing it discussed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the bill 
will go over. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BERRY. Iask unanimous consent to call up House bill 
1061, reported from the Committee on Pensions this morning. 
intended to ask for its consideration when it was reported, but I 
was absent from the Chamber at the moment. It is a bill relatin 
te some soldiers of the Mexican war who should have been pinsel 
upon the pension rolls years ago. Some of the same class were 
placed upon the pension rolls; others were left off by reason of a 
ruling afterwards made by the Commissioner of Pensions. Itisa 
bill in regard to Gray’s Battalion, reported by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] this morning. There is no 
objection to the bill in any form, and I should like to have it put 
on its passage. 

Mr. HOAR, I should like to inquire if the routine morning 
business is over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not yet 
been concluded. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood that when that was done the Nica- 
ragua Canal bill was to be taken up. 

fr. BERRY. 1 understood that the morning business was con- 
gee The Senator from Vermont was recognized to call up a 
bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had not so announced. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator will not object to this bill. 
It will take but a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the request 
of the Senator from Arkansas to the Senate. The Senator from 
Arkansas asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of a bill which will be read for information. 

Mr. HOAR. I object to any unanimous consent until the rou- 
tine morning business is over. When that is over, which I sup- 
pose will be in about two minutes, if the Senator shall renew his 
request, and he proves to be right in saying that the bill will only 
take two or three minutes, I shall not object to its consideration. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownie, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
the bill (S. 738) authorizing the establishment of a pier head at or 
near South Milwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills with amendments in which the concurrence of the 
Senate was requested: 

A bill (S. 1624) to ee title and possession with respect to cer- 
tain unconfirmed and located private land claims in the State of 


A bill (8. 2087) to provide times and places for holding terms of 
United States courts in Utah; and - 
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A bill (S. 3328) to repeal the timber-culture laws, and for other 


P ; 
The message further announced that the House had passed the fo!- 


lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1021) granting relief to the heirs of Albert Augus- 
tine for property taken for the Cayuse war; 

A bill (H. R. 1933) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine G. Lee: 

A bill (H. R. 4985) to permit a part of the Fort Lyon Military 
Reservation to be occupied, improved, and controlled for a gvi- 
diers’ home by the State of Colorado; 

A bill (H. R. 6352) to simplify the system of making sales in the 
Subsistence Department to officers and enlisted men of the Army; 

A bill (H. R. 7320) to prevent trespassing upon and providing 
for the protection of national military parks; 

A bill (H. R. 7969) to increase the pension of Joseph E. Vantine; 

A bill (H. R. 8890) as to medals of honor; 

A bill (H. R. 9101) to amend an act entitled “An act to author- 
ize the Montgomery Bridge Company to construct and maintain 
a bridge across the Alabama River near the city of Montgomery, 
Ala.,” approved March 1, 1893; : : . 

A bill (H. R. 9168) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Monongahela River from the city of McKeesport to the 
township of Mifflin, Allegheny Céunty, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 9493) to amend an act entitled “An act to forfeit 
certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the 
construction of railroads, and for other purposes,” approved Sep- 
tember 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory thereof; 

A bill (H. R. 9736) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River in the State of Washington; 

A bill (H. R. 9775) to amend so much of chapter 189 of the 
Statutes of the United States of America, passed at the third ses- 
sion of the Fifty-third Congress, and approved March 2, 1895, as 
requires that the lower portion of the Rock Island Bridge sha}! not 
be occupied by any street railway company without paying a 
reasonable rent therefor; 

A bill (H. R. 9799) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the Chattanooga Western Railway Company to construct a 
bridge across the.Tennessee River near Chattanooga,” giving the 
— company more time in which to begin and complete said 

ri ; 

A bill (H. R. 9822) for the recognition of officers of the Army to 
whom the Congressional medal of honor has been awarded: 

A bill (H. R. 10012) relating to the improvement of Eastchester 
Creek, State of New York; and 

A bill (H. R. 10067) to amend “An act to amend ‘An act to 
amend section 4400 of Title LIT of the Revised Statutes of the 


| United States, concerning the regulation of steam vessels,’ ap- 


proved August 7, 1582,” and also to amend section 4414, Title LU, 
of the Revised Statutes, ‘*‘ Regulation of steam vessels.” 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The e also announced that the S 
signed the following enrolled bills; an 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 1256) for the relief of Henry A. Webb; 

A bill (H. R. 2859) granting a pension to Harriet F. Herrick; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 6750) to authorize the mayor and city council of 
Monroe and the police jury of the parish of Ouachita, La., to con- 
struct a traffic bridge across the Ouachita River opposite said city. 
SEAL ISLANDS OF ALASKA, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. There is a matter on the table that I wish 
disposed of this morning, and it will take but a few moments. 

On the 5th of January a resolution was passed by the Senate 
calling on the Secretary of the to report with regard to 
the destruction of the seals upon the seal islands of Alaska and 
the revenue of the Government derived therefrom. The 1°port 
was received on the 23d of January, and it was printed and now 
lies on the table. 

It appears from this 2 eb that since 1892 we have received no 
revenue whatever from sealislands. It seems to me it is time 
that the matter should be disposed of in some way by the Senate. 
Under the conditions of the agvard made by the Paris Tribunal we 

reserve a zone 6) miles wide around those islands within which 
Sering certain months of the year seals should not be killed. !t 
now appears that the seals feed upon the fish banks outside of 
this circle, and that the Canadians or any persons who choos? ‘0 
do so are allowed to go there and kill the seals at any time. The 
result is, according to this rt, that last year 27,000 seals starved 
to death whose mothers been butchered at sea by Canadian 

hers. - 

A bill has passed the House of tatives which will ‘is- 
pose of this whole matter. It provides that if England wil! = 
make proper provisions for these seals and this se 
life, then the United States kill all the seals that land upo? 
those islands and this barbarous—— I 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. t, [ rise to a question of ya 
desire to interpose to my friend what I have just interposed to 


er of the House had 
they were thereupon 











Senator from Arkansas. I promised that in two minutes I would 


vield to him, and 4 do not see that I can very well 
“ \Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall be very glad to yield if I am out 
of order. Isuppose that lam not. The matter is upon the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate as 
a part of the morning business a resolution coming over from a 
previous day. = . f 

Mr TELLER. I rise to morning business. I do not want to 
interfere with the Senator from South Dakota, who, I understand, 
has the floor, but I wish to submit a report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Colorado. 

YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. TELLER. lam directed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. to whem was referred the bill (S. 1654) to amend an act 
entitled "An aet te protect the birds and animals in the Yellow- 
stone National Park, and to punish crimes im said park, and for 
other purposes,” to report it without amendment, and to submit 
a written report thereon. 

I wanted to ask the Senate to consider the bill at the present 
time because it will take only a moment, but I do not like to 
interfere with the two or three Senators who seem to be entitled 
to the floor. However, if there is no objection, I will send the bill 
to the desk to be read, and ask that it be considered now. It will 


take only a moment, I think. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like to ask for information whether 
the matter on the table to which I have called attention is in order 
after disposing of the routine morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the morn- 
ing business has net yet been concluded. When that is concluded, 
the Chair will entertain the motion of the Senator from South 
Dakota. The Senator from Colorado asks unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a bill which will be read for infor- 
mation. 

The Secretary read Senate bill 1654. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. CLARK. Lcould not exactly catch the provisions of the 
bill from the reading, and { should like to know from the Senator 
from Colorado exactly what it proposes. . 

Mr. TELLER. The bill proposes to confer concurrent jurisdic- 
tion on the United States courts of Wyoming and Montana, a 
part of the park being in one State and a part in the other. 

Mr. CLARK. Is there a distinction made as to the place in 
which offenses over which either of the States has jurisdiction 
shall be tried? Im other words, are the Montana courts given 
jurisdiction of offenses committed in Wyoming? 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator does not want to have the bill 
considered now, I, of course, will let it go over. I think the bill 
(and that I think is its merit) confers concurrent jurisdiction, no 
matter which court gets jurisdiction of the case first. 

Mr. CLARK. I ask the Senator to let the bill go over a day, 
that I may examine it. 

Mr. TELLER: Iam willing to let it go over. I hope the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming will examine it, and if he has any sugges- 
tions to present in the way of amendments that he will be ready 
to present them. 

Mr. CLARK. I will examine it. 

Mr. TELLER. Isend up the rt, which I ask may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESID . The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar, and the report will be printed under the rule. 

SALE OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution of the Senator from Nebraska = ALLEN], coming 
over trom a previous day, which will be ‘ 

he Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN on 
the 29th ultimo, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That a 
master’s, ma ndicial or execution sale of the ies 


of the Union Poe ey See railroad com 


Without aduitional legislation by Congress, would not be on the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, or conclude it of any legal or equitable righ 
erelu now unless such sale should be subsequent!y ratified by 


Congressio 
a GEAR. I should like to hear the resolution read again. 
ae See again read the resolution. 
: ir. GEAR. Unless the Senator wants— 
ao ALLEN. Mr. President, just :1moment. There is another 
2 so‘ution, @ Senate resolution. pending before the Senate and 
hcted upon.on whichmy colleague (Mr. THURSTON] desires to be 
card. I donot know. but possibly he desires to be on both 
resolutions. I am not informed as to that matter, but as he is 
nt this morning, I will ask consent that the two resolutions be 
_ over. their place until to-morrow morning. 
ecinel . Im the absence of objection, it is so 


consent—— 
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GRAY’S BATTALION OF ARKANSAS VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. LODGE. If the morning business is concluded, I desire to 

call up the conference report on the immigration bill. 
. BERRY. I thought it was understood that when the morn- 
ing business was concluded [ would be recognized. 
EB oe LODGE. I will not interfere with the Senator from Ar- 
sas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
request of the Senator from Arkansas for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 1061) granting pensions to Gray's Battalion 
of Arkansas Volunteers. The bill will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, tho 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to place on the pension roll the names of all! of 
the henenhiie discharged surviving officers and enlisted men 
of Gray’s Battalion of Arkansas Volunteers, raised under the act of 
Congress of May 13, 1846, for service during the war with Mexico, 
and the names of surviving widows of such officers and enlisted 
men, subject. to the limitations and regulations of the pension 
laws of the United States for pensioning the survivors of the war 
with Mexico. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SPECULATION IN CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6834) to prevent the purchasing of or 
speculation in claims against the Federal Government by United 
States officers, and asking for a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives and agree to 
the conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
— the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Hoar, 

- Vitas, and Mr. LINDSAY were appointed. 
PROPOSED RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. LODGE. I nowcall up the conference report on the immi- 
gration bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


on the amendment to the bill H. R. 734, ‘An act to amend the immigration 


‘laws of the United States,” having met, after full and free conference have 


to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


That the Senate recede from its amendment, and agree to the House bill 
with amendments as follows: 

Strike out in the first section all after the words ‘‘ admission tothe United 
States the following” and insert the following: 

“ All persons physically capable and over 16 years of age who can not read 
and write the English language or the of their native or resident 
country; but a person not so able to read and write who is over WO years of 

and is the parent or grandparent of a qualified immigrant over 21 years 
age and capableof supporting such parent or grandparent may accompany 
such immigrant, or sucn a parent or grandparent may be sent for and come 
to join the family of a child or grandchild over 21 years of age, similarly 
qualified and capable.” 

Strike out the present section 2 and insert a new section, as follows: 

“Sec. 2. For the pu of zesting the ability of the immigrant to read 
and write, as uired by the foregoing section, the inspection officers shall 
be furnished with copies of the Constitution of the United States, printed on 
numbered uniform pasteboard slips, each containing not less than 20 nor 
more than 25 words of said lan e, and the immigrant may designate the 
language in which he prefers the test shall be made. Each immigrant shall 
be required to draw one of said slips from the box and read, and afterwards 
write out, in full view of the immigration officers, the words printed thereon. 

slip shall be returned to the box immediately after the test is finished, 
and the contents of the box shall be shaken up by an inspection officer be- 
fore another drawing is made. No imm'grant failing to read and write out 
the slip thus drawn OY him shall be admitted, but he shall be returned to the 
eountry from which he came at the expense of the steamship or railroad 
com y which brought him, asnow provided bylaw. The inspection officers 
shall keep in each box at all times a full number of said printed pasteboard 
slips, and in the case of each excluded immigrant shall keep a certified memo- 
randum of the number of the siip which the said immigrant failed to read or 
eopy out in writing. If in any case from any unavoidable cause the foregoing 
slips are not at han1 for use, the inspection officers shall carefuliy and thor- 
oughly test the ability of the immigrant to read and write, using the most 
appropriate and available means at their command; and shall state fully in 
writing the reasons why the slips are lacking, and describe the substitute 
be om | adopted for testing the ability of the immigrant.” 

Strike out the present section 3 and insert a new section, as follows: 

“Sc. 3. t provisions of the act of March %, 1495, to facilitate the 
enforcement of the immigration and contract-labor laws, shall apply to the 
persons mentioned in section 1 of this act.” 

Strike out present sections 4, 5, and 6, and insert as follows: 

“Sxo. 4. That it shall hereafter be unlawful forany male atien, who has not 
im good faith made his declaration before the proper court of his intention to 
become a citizen of the United States, to be employed on any public works of 
the United States, or to come regularly or habitually into the United States 
by land or water for the purpose of engaging in any mechanical trade or man- 
uallabor, for wagesor salary, returning from time to timetoa foreign country. 

“Sue. 5. That it shall be unlawful for any person, partnership, company, 
or ion knowingly to employ any alien coming into the United States 
in violation of the next p section of this act: Provided, That the pro- 
visions of this act shall apply to the employment of sailors, deck hands, 
or other employees of vessels, or railroad train hands, such as conductors, 
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engineers, brakemen, firemen, or baggagemen, whose duties require them to 


pass over the frontier to reach the termini of their runs, or to boatmen or 
guides on the lakes and rivers on the northern border of the United States. 
‘Sec. 6. That any violation of the provisions of sections 4 and 5 of this act 


by any alien or citizen shall be deemed a misdemeanor, punishable by a fine 
not exceeding $500, or by imprisonment for the term of not exceeding one 
year, or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court: 
Provided, That all persons convicted of a violation of section 4 of this act 
shall be deported to the country whence they came. ee 

‘Sec. 7. That notwithstanding the provisions of this or any other existing 
law, the ey of the Treasury may permit aliens to enter this country 
for the purpose o: teaching new arts or industries under such rules and regu- 
lations as he may provide.” 

Add a new section, as follows: 

“Sec. 8. That this act shall not apply to persons arriving in the United 
States from any port or place in the Island of Cuba, during the continuance 
ot — present idariens there, who have heretofore been inhabitants of that 

and.”’ 


Insert a new section, as follows: 

“Sec. 9. That any alien who shall, in violation of this act, or any other ex- 
isting law, secure entry into the United States without inspection or exam- 
ination, or through mistake, misrepresentation, collusion, deception, or fraud, 
may be taken into custody by the properly authorized immigration officers 
within thirty days after the facts become known to them; and such alien, 
upon @ reo KR: inquiry at the most convenient _, conducted according to 
section 5 of the immigration act of March 3, 1893, shall be dealt with as pro- 
vided by law for alien immigrants upon their first arrival.” 

Strike out the present section 7 and insert as follows: 

“Sec. 10. That this act shall take effect July 1, 1897.” 

ENRY CABOT LODGE, 
WM. E. CHANDLER, 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
L. DANFORD, 
STANYARNE WILSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], a member of the conference commit- 
tee, please explain to the Senate wherein the bill as now presented 
by the conference report differs from the bill as it pa: the Sen- 
ate? It is quite difficult for me to understand precisely what the 
difference is, for I have not had time to examine the question. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HILL. If I interfere with the Senator from Maryland I 
will withdraw my suggestion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Gipson] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I desire to make a point of order 
upon the report of the committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 
7864) to amend the immigration laws of the United States. The 
point of order which I make is that the conferees have transcended 
their authority and have added to the text of a clause in the bill 
which had _been agreed to by both Houses of Congress, and they 
have, in addition thereto, further transcended their prerogative 
in having introduced new matter in the shape of three or four 
sections which has the unusual distinction of not having had a 
— passage through either House. AsI understand, the prov- 

nce and prerogative of conferees is to resolve the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. If that can not be done, it is the duty 
of the conferees to so report and to either ask for a further con- 
ference or to have the House to which the report is made recom- 
mit with instructions. Instead of that procedure, however, on 
the part of this committee, they have undertaken to legislate for 
the Senate and for the House of Representatives without giving 
the Senate or the House of Representatives the opportunity to 
determine, each for itself, with reference to that legislation. This 
report, cherefore, not only violates a rule of the Senate, but violates 
the plainest rules of general parliamentary law. 

Mr. LODGE. Wiil the Senator from Maryland allow meto ask 
him a question simply for my own information? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Will he kindly point out what new sections we 
have added which were not before us in the bill? 

Mr. GIBSON. I will do so. I was proceeding to state the 
grounds of this point of order, and to verify the point of order in 
stating the new legislation, referring to that which has been added, 
as I primarily remarked. 

On the 2ist of May, 1896, the House of Representatives presented 
to the Senate a bill (H. R. 7864) to amend the immigration laws 
of the United States. 

Mr. LODGE, If the Senator will allow me, all I wanted was 
simply the sections which he specified were newly added. I did 
not mean to draw him into a review of the bill. 

Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow 
me to proceed, I prefer to proceed in my own way. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. I only wanted the Senator to furnish 
me the information for which I asked. 

Mr. GIBSON. If I shall not have furnished the information 
before I have concluded, I shall be very glad to answer any ques- 
tion which the Senator may propound. 

What is known as the House bill provided for an amendment of 
the immigration laws of the United States heretofore enacted by 
adding to the class of aliens to be excluded from admission to the 
United States all Fane ay between 16 and 60 years of age who can 
not both read and write the English language or some other lan- 


guage. I will advert to that part of the report by way of illus. 
tration of the point which I shall proceed to make. 

Later, in February, 1896, the Senate passed an immigration }j]] 
substituting the Senate bill for the House bill to which I have just 
adverted. In the Senate bill there was a provision, in respect to 
the class of aliens to be excluded, providing that ‘‘all persons over 
14 years of age who can not read and write the language of their 
native country or some other language” should be substituted for 
the provision of the House bill g the limit of age 16 years, 

There was a further on in the Senate bill which was sub- 
stituted for the House bill for the purpose of testing the ability of 
immigrants to read and write. ere was no such test of illiter. 
acy in the House bill. In the Senate bill was the first time in the 
ae of the amending of the immigration laws that the Senatg 
provided a test of illiteracy for the qualification of alien immi. 
grants. That eye | test, as I have just suggested, with refer. 
ence to testing the ability of each immigrant, was as follows: 

The jeepoction officers shall be furnished with copies of the Constitution 
of the United States, printed on numbered uniform pasteboard slips, each 
containing five lines of said Constitution printed in the various languages of 
the immigrants in double small pica type. 

Then followed a further provision with reference to the keeping 
of boxes so as to conceal from view the slips to be read by the im- 
migrant. 

he Senate bill was amended by striking out the 14-year limit 
and applying 16 years as the limit. There was added an amend- 
ment, offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]}, that 
refugees from Cuba should be admitted into the United States 
without being subjected to the illiteracy test to which other alien 
immigrants were to be subjected. 

That bill was passed by the Senate. Upon the passage of that 
bill a conference was asked by the Senator from Massachusetts 
Se LopGeE] and the conferees on the part of the Senate were 

uly appointed, and also conferees were appointed on the part of 
the House. The result of that conference is, as I have stated in 
my point of order, that the conferees, instead of determining the 
differences between the Senate bill and the House bill, reporting 
that they had agreed and rting the sections agreed upon, or 
reporting that the House adhered and the Senate had receded 
or that the Senate had adhered and the House had receded, and 
een the result of that conference in the shape of a perfected 

ill which had before that time been passed upon by both Houses, 
have not done so; but, on the contrary, they sought—I speak it 
reverently—to =e by indirection what the Senate of the 
United States and the House of Representatives had expressly 
determined against. 

I now come to the points of difference to which the Senator from 
Massachusetts has called my attention. The conference report 
—— a very different immigration bill from that passed upon 

y the Senate and passed upon by the House of Representatives, 
Let us see whether I am correct or whether I am incorrect in that 
statement. ' 

In the very first section of the conference rt—and here is 
the suggestion I made—the conferees have added to what had 
already been agreed upon by both Houses. The Senate and the 
House had agreed upon the age limit; the Senate and the House 
had agreed as to the character of the reading and writing test; 
the Senate and the House had agreed that all persons over 16 
years of age who can not read and write the language of their 
native country or some other ae except in the case of aged 

rsons not able to read and write at all—a grandparent—should 

admitted. The House had agreed that all male persons between 
16 and 60 years of age who can not both read and write the Eng- 
lish language or some other jongnege should be excluded. The 
House and the Senate practi a ee to these conditions in 
this connection; yet we find the erees in their wisdom, in the 
plenitude of the authority which it seems that they have arto- 
gated to themselves or not—which remains to be seen—have added 
to and have changed what the House of tatives and the 
Senate have s , without the House and the Senate having 
passed upon that question. They have provided - cae 
ver 16 of who can not reat 
and write the nyth Lnetace Ho room as lengpaee of their native or resident 
country. 

Here is a provision to which I call the attention of the Senator 
from Massachusetts in answer to his inquiry made of me a mo 
ment since as to where a change Las been made by the conferees, 

The object of the immigration bill as by the Senate, an‘ 
as p by the House of Re tatives, was to admit tam 

ts who could conform to the educational test. The contere a, 
Gore gone outside of the authority with which they were Inv: per 
by their respective Houses, and have added what the House an 
the Senate never before pone upon, and that is the prohibitice 
entirely and absolutely of a class of i nts who would pe 
been admitted under the Senate bill and under the House '!- 


ion of is to be found in the fact that there ar? 
‘poerenta of inbigratte oily ble under the House bill and under 
ble under the conference report 


thousands of immigrants 
the Senate bill who are 











because of the fact that they have not a resident country and can 
not speak the language of their native coun Those are Rus- 
sian Jews, the Slavs, the Hungarians, Mennonites, and thousands 
more of the different classes of immigrants that I might mention, 
who are intended to be admitted under the bill passed by both 
Houses, who are excluded by the conference report. I hope that 
point is clear, Mr. President. 

I come to the other provisions where the conferees further tran- 
scended their authority. Under the bill substituted by the Sen- 
ate for the House bill there was a provision that a man who could 
pass the illiteracy test should be permitted to send for his wife, 
if he had left her behind, or, if she accompanied him and was 
illiterate herself, that she was admissible if he was; and yet, tran- 
scending the plain proposition on the part of the Senate and on the 
yart of the House of Representatives, the conferees in their report 
fave added to mye the ee of Representatives and eon 
had agreed upon by undertaking to separate man and wife an 
to commend the alien immigrant to the society of his dfather 
rather than to that of his wife. They have excluded the wife and 
admitted the grandfather. The House of Representatives and the 
Senate passed no such bill, and yet the conferees, seeking by indi- 
rection, as I charge here, rather than by express legislation, have 
altered it by adding to what has been cna upon by both Houses. 

I come to thesecond proposition, as to thefurther point of order 
which I make in this connection, and that is that they more 
arrogantly—and I do not use the word reverently, either, in this 
connection—have oe to do by indirection what has never been 
undertaken by either House of Congress, and that was to add new 
sections to a bill. 

Mr.GRAY. MayI ask the Senator from Maryland for infor- 
mation regarding the point which he is ing, whether I under- 
stood him correctly to say that, under the bill as it passed both 
the House and Senate, the illiterate wife might come in with the 
literate husband? 

Mr. GIBSON, Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. And that under the bill as reported from the con- 
ference committee the illiterate wife is excluded? 

Mr. GIBSON. She is. - 

Mr. GRAY. So that the literate husband alone may come? 

Mr. GIBSON. The literate husband may come in, absolutely 
separating man and wife; and I pause in this connection to sug- 
gest that there have been times in the or of this fair land of 
ours when the separation of husband and wife in the days of slav- 
ery in the Southern States, by having the husband sold across the 
border, was inveighed against nowhere more strongly than by the 
representatives of the State from which the Senator who is one 
of the conferees comes—the State of Massachusetts—and yet in 
this enlightened period of our country’s history, the separation, 


not of humble who are inthe relation of husband and wife, 
but of those of same race as the Senator from Massachusetts, 
humble and alien they may be, are to be separated, not by 


mere i lines, borders between States, but by oceans 
which roll 3,000 miles between them. The Senate never contem- 
plated such a proposition as that sought to be brought in here by 
the conference committee. 

The new section, Mr. President, to which the Senator from 
Massachusetts directs my attention in the conference report I will 
how proceed to refer to: 

The committee of conference on the 
on the amendment to the bill (H. R. 7864), “‘An act 
laws of the United ee," having met, after full and free 
es to recommend do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 
That the 
with ae ane Sooae from its amendment, and agree to the House bill 

Those amendments are to strike out in the first section all after 
the words “admission to the United States” and to insert the 
following: 

All persons ph r 16 years of who can not 
= = the gta tacgeable _7 the langucge oan of their native or aun 

That was the section to which I have before adverted, and I will 
not discuss it further. That was one of the recommendations of 


the committee of conference to which I have already referred. | 
Then the committee report to strike out the present section 2 and | 


insert a new section, as follows, confessedly a new section. 

a. os, Yuet is that we section! 

- GIBSON. I read from the conference report. 

Mr. LODGE. But what is the section? 

Mr. GIBSON. Section 2. 

Mr. LODGE. Is that not, as a matter of fact, the test which 
Passed the Senate? 

Mr. GIBSON. No, sir. 

Mr. LODGE. What is section 2 in the conference report? 

Mr. GIBSON. Section 2 roy = the bill as it the Sen- 
ate from the ability to read five lines of the Constitution to the 


ability to read ‘ ° 
tion of the Onin twenty to twenty-five words of the Constitu 


Mr. LODGE. That is, it reduces the test. That is very true. 
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Mr. GIBSON. It isa change, but I suppose the Senator will 


“— that it is germane to the general proposition. 


LODGE. I ask the Senator was not that section before the 


conference committee? 


Mr. GIBSON. It was not before the Senate nor before the 


House of Representatives. 


Mr. LODGE. It was not before the House, but it was before 


the Senate. It is our section, modified by the House conferees. 


Mr. GIBSON. The Senator from Massachusetts shall have full 


op unity to present his view of the case—— 


tr. LODGE. I shall. 
Mr. GIBSON. Without any let or hindrance from the Senator 


from Maryland. 


Mr. President, I pass from the second section with the statement 


I have already made in this connection, and proceed to consider 

section 3. The language of the report of the committee of confer- 

— is to strike out section 3 and insert a new section, which is as 
ollows: 


Ec. 3. That the provisions of the act of March 3, 1893, to facilitate the 


enforcement of the immigration and contract-labor laws, shall apply to the 
persons mentioned in section 1 of this act. 


This new section was never in the Senate bill and was never 
considered by the Senate. 

I pass from that view of the case with the simple suggestion 
that the committee of conference has reported that as a new sec- 


tion, although I do not know—— 


Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GIBSON. For a question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON. I yield for a question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is usually very accurate, but 


this section is in the very language of the bill as it came from the 


other House. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ido not propose to comment upon it further 
than to suggest that the committee of conference have reported it 
as @ new section. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is not a new section, but simply a change 
of number. It is the exact section of the House bill. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam not going to dwell on that feature of the 
point of order which I desire to make. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator deny that a committee of 
conference can change the numbering of the sections of a bill? 

Mr. GIBSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. CHANDLER, That is all they have done in this case. 

Mr. GIBSON. The report of the committee of conference pro- 
ceeds: 

Strike out present sections 4, 5, and 6 and insert as follows: 

“Szo.4. That it shall hereafter be unlawful for any male alien who has not 
in good faith made his declaration before the proper court of his intention to 
become a citizen of the United States ”*— 

Here the conferees, after the House and Senate had agreed upon 
a bill to admit alien im nts coming in under the provisions of 
the illiteracy test, have added thereto that such alien must first 
declare— 

His intention to become a citizen of the United States, to be employed on 
any public works of the United States, or to come regularly or habitually into 
the United States by land or water for the purpose of engaging in any me- 
chanical trade or manual labor, for wages or salary, returning from time to 
time to a foreign country. 

Requiring in this new section that the ‘‘ regularly and habitu- 
ally” coming to the United States shall be determined by the 
courts as to what constitutes ‘‘regularly and habitually coming 
into the United States by land or water.” In other words, it pro- 
vides against what is known as “ birds of passage” in the character 
of immi ts. Neither the Senate nor the House of Representa- 
tives had ever passed such a feature of this section; it had never 
been presented before the Senate or the House, and its presence 
here is due entirely to the — of the committee of conference. 

Section 9 has been changed also by the committee of conference 
from that section of the House bill providing for violations of the 
act, and words have been inserted and clauses have been inserted 
in the section which were not in the section as contemplated by 
the Senate and by the House of Representatives. 

Contenting myself, Mr. President, with pointing out, not in 
detail at this time, but generalizing and indicating at the same 
time in this general statement and verifying the point of order 
which I have made, I shall proceed now to argue whether or not 
the point of order is well taken. 

Interference by committees of conference, Mr. President, from 
the very foundation of the institution of the Congress of the United 
States has been frowned upon as vicious and bad in its ince, tion 
and in its consequences, and such a suggestion as a part of the 
unwritten law, and the written law as well, has so impressed 
itself upon committees of conference that there has rarely been a 
violation of that practice by such committees. 

In the Forty-sixth Congress, as reported in the CoNGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, pages 4044, 4045, and 4047, a point of order was made 
against a resolution by a Representative, now a distinguished 
member of the Senate, the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs], who, 
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in the House of Representatives, submitted a resolution ‘“ that 
the conferees on the part of the House on the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicialappropriation bill be, and are hereby, instructed to 
fix the salaries of the employees of the House,” etc. Mr. Springer 
made the point of order that it was not in order to instruct the 
committee at that time, and the further point of order that the 
portion of the bill which the resolution proposed should be opened. 
to consideration by the conference committee had been settled 
by the two Houses and should not be made the subject of con- 
ference. The Speaker, Mr. Randall, held that it was not within 
the power of a committee of conference to change a paragraph 
which had been agreed to by both Houses of Congress, for the 
reason that the conference was only on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses, which necessarily excluded from their consid- 
eration any matter agreed upon by the two Houses. Mr. Minis 
moditied his resolution so as to meet this objection, but the further 
point of order was made by Mr. Robinson that the resolution as 
modified proposed to instruct the conferees to change what the 
two Houses had agreed upon, and was nofin order. The Speaker 
sustained the point of order, and the resolution as modified was 
not received. The Speaker, Mr. Randall, decided that it was not 
in order to instruct the committee of conference to consider a sub- 
ject on which both Houses had agreed. 

I have further references to decisions in the Thirtieth Congress, 
in the Thirty-eighth Congress, and in the Fortieth Congress bear- 
ing upon the same point. I will not weary the Senate by reading 
them, but they can be verified by the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
which I have at my desk, if the point should be disputed. But I 
proceed to call the attention of the Senate to a very strong case 
reported in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in the Forty-second Con- 
gress, first session. In the Congress to which Lhave referred, when 
Mr. Colfax was speaker, if Iam not mistaken, and if he was not 
I shall be glad to be corrected, Judge Holman, then a member of 
Congress, raised a point of order on. a conference report upon an 
appropriation bill. He saidin the point of order that the commit- 
tee of conference was not authorized to consider matters which 
have never been incorporated in Senate amendments nor brought 
before the House. 

There are— 

He said— 
incorporated in this report two propositions which, so far as I am informed, 
have never been before the House or Senate; one is the provision making 


appropriations for the Sutro tunnel, and the other the provision for the Agri- 
cultural Department. I submit that these matters— 


Judge Holman further said— 
were never referred to thé committee of conference at all. 

Not referred to the committee of conference at all, because they 
bad not been considered by either House of Congress. 

Mr. Dawes, who was afterwards a member of this distinguished 
body, said: 

Mr. Speaker, I do not understand the rule to be so broad as the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Holman] states it. 

The Speaker, Mr. Colfax, replied: 

The rule is as broad as the gentleman from Indiana states it. 

Mr. Wood, following the line of Judge Holman’s point of order 
which he had so tersely stated, adds by way of inquiry: 

There is nothing in the bill referring to that subject in any way; and the 
committee of conference has no right to consider anything not in disagree- 
ment between the two Houses. 

Mr. Dawes suggested, by way.of reconciling the apparent dis- 
crepancy in the two statements, that the Sutro tunnel mentioned 
in the appropriation bill and the Carson City mint covered the 
whole ground, that there was a connection between the two, when 
Mr. Brooks, of New York, said “‘ the Sutro tunnel and the Carson 
City mint are a considerable distance apart. It seems to me,” as 
a added, “ that it requires a very long string to attach one tothe 
other.” 

The House refused to pass the appropriation, and the Senate 
never consented at all, presenting absolutely a parallel case to the 
one now before the Senate. 

Judge Holman, following his first suggestion, said: 

I object not so much to the appropriation as to the principle involved. It 
is to the introduction intoconference reports of entirely new legisiation by 
conference committees to which I object. 

Then Mr. Garfield, afterwards a member of this body and Presi- 
dent of the United States, said: 

Will not the effect at least be this: That hereafter, when anybody wants 
ane to be put through, he will endeavor to get it introduced in such a 
delicate situation as this, so as to secure favorable action upon it? 

That is, to have a report upon it by a conference committee, 
asking no legislation at the hands of the Senate or the House. 
Mr. Garfield said that would be all he would have to do if the 
op see should not be maintained that was contended for in this 
nstance under the point of order. There would be no use for the 
Senate or for the House of Representatives. All a man would 
hhave to do would be to get a report from the committee of confer- 
nce. All that would be necessary would be to have them report 


a subject never passed upon in either House. Thisabsolutely and 
unqualifiedly has been done in this instance. If the rule is to be 
adopted that the conference shall be accepted and received 
as representing the views of House and the Senate, then do 
away hereafter with the tedious processes oftentimes of legislation 
which have had to be resorted to in Congress. 

The question of order raised by Judge Holman was submitted 
to the House and sustained by a vote of yeas 82, nays 33. Then 
the Speaker added, by way of emphasizing the vote, that the con- 
ference report must be sustained or rejected as a whole, which is 
important in this connection. 

Mr. Randall then suggested: 

I think the House should put its foot down and say that a conference com. 
mittee has not a right to insert original matter in the bill. 

Mr. Fernando Wood, of New York, concluding the debate, said: 

I desire to be understood clearly in this matter. I thought this an oppor. 
tune occasion for us to make.a determination in regard to this improper )ro- 
cedure. I regarded no question as more important for the consideration of 
this House than that which forbids the in action of new legislation in 
reports of committees of conference. 

That, Mr. President, is one of the strongest cases. There is 
another instance, where the House had un consideration the 

of the committee of conference on the Army appropriation 
bill. Mr. Fernando Wood raised the question of order on the 
report, whether it was com for a committee of conference 
between the two Houses to put into the bill any other subjects- 
matter than the subjects-matter considered by one of the Honses 
in connection with the bill. Mr. Blaine, the S T, said that if 
the facts were as the gentleman from New York, Mr. Wood, sup- 
posed, the point of order would be made very clear. He then 
went on to discriminate, pointing out that some features of the 
bill did not — themselves as being exactly as Mr. Wood 
stated. But he enunciated the rule as being broad enough, and 
not only broad enough, but as embracing in instance the 
substance of the point of order which had been submitted. 

Now, Mr. President, there is another decision in this connec- 
tion on the same point. The Speaker decided in a case in the 
Forty-sixth Congress, third session, that a resolution was not in 
order to submit to a conference committee any subject not origi- 
nally committed to them. There is another decision on the same 
poimt, emphasizing, in the decision by Mr. Blaine, a decision 
which had been previously rendered, to which I have adverted. 
The Speaker decided that it was not im order to instruct the con- 
ferees on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill on a subject not submitted to them or in greement 
between thetwo Houses. 

That is all I propose to submit in the line of decisions in the 
House of Representatives, but I will conclude my presentation of 
the point of order with a decision in the Senate on this question. 
It is to be found in the ConeGREssIONAL Reoorp for the Fiftieth 
Congress, first session. : 

This was an mstance of an appropriation bill, where the com- 
mittee of conference added an item of $15.000 which in the 
judgment of the committee was + to be added, but without 
authority from the Senate or the House of Representatives to 
make this appropriation. lt was not contemplated im the refer- 
ence of the bill to the committee; it was never thought of. and 
yet the committee of conference said that they found, after the 
bill had been committed to the committee of conference, although 
not contemplated originaily by the Senate and the House, that ‘t 
was proper to insert the item of $15.000. Let us see what Judge 
Edmunds says, and the point of order which he made in that «on- 
nection: 
ofa clause tint bad already. boon agresh apo Meena vepireces.. 1D: 
been stated by the chairman of our conference with great candor that t) 
conferees have changed the text of the billin pointsand in respects that bot! 
Houses had already upon, and where nothing was left open fo~ action 
by the committees of conference. 

They said so, and gave a reason why it was that the item 
of $15,000 should be reported asa part of the bill. Senator Plum). 
who had c of the conference report, argued inst the point 
of order. The President protempore, Senator Ingalls, passed upon 
the point of order in the following language: 


The Chair has no doubt upon the question of order, a not under the 
rules of the Senate, but be general i committees 
of conference can not alter a part of bill to which both Houses hav 

. So if the report shows that upon a tion or amendment to 
which both Houses had agreed, and which th ‘ore was not left open, t)' 
conferees added words— 


Added ‘‘ words,” not whole sections, not whole clauses, not 2" 
phe, but “words,” simply, to what had been agreed upon by 
bot Houses they had no business to do it— 
it would not be accord: 
thinks, 


ing the text 


The Chair 


the general parliamenta they will or will 


however, that it for the Deunte to Geciae whe 
not agree to the report of the committee of conference. . 
The Senate did decide it. The vote is given, deciding the p'™* 
of order as well taken. ve 
After the President pro tempore, Mr. Ingalls, had said, ° The 
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Chair sabmits the question whether the report is in order,” Judge 
Edmunds further said: 

do into discussi 
uae thet + es the Chair's sep enn clear and ly correct; but 
| wish to take the judgment of the Senate upon it as a precedent— 

“As a precedent,” and that precedent has never been departed 
from from that day to this save in the instance which is now under 
consideration— 

od if jud tof the Senate with the clear 
i teen safety that we ate ae guard in respect ee 
shall then, if I may, waive my point of order. 

Calling attention to the strict regard which ought to be had to 
preserving the character of conference reports. 

Then the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], who was one of the 
members of the conference committee at the time, argued i 


the views which Judge Edmunds maintained, and said the point 


of order was not well taken. Judge Edmunds in conclusion said: 


The Senator ismistaken. The committee of conference has made no report 


asking unanimous consent. 


The Senator from Florida [Mr. Ca] argued that the —- - 


order was not well taken because the erence committee 
come into the Senate and asked unanimous consent to put in the 
$15,000 appropriation, and it was conceded that if unanimous con- 
sent had been asked it would have been accorded, so evident was 
the commendable purpose for which the ap riation was asked. 
With these facts staring the Senate in the , and with the sug- 
gestions so tersely = nted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Cau}, it was denied. Judge Edmunds added: 

The Senator ismistaken. The committee of conference has made no report 
asking unanimous consent. It has only stated in its report, when you ts) 
the report and read the bill with it, that it has changed a part of the bill that 

| upon. Then the Senator making the 
asked unavimous consent, stating, with candor which characterizes 
that they had a the rule, and therefore unanimous consent was 
necessary. I made the point of order in order to test the sense of the Senate, 
the first time it has been called to sucha question for five or six years. It 
was then called toit, and the was declined to be received, and the con- 
ferees left that part out in r that the Senate might not in the Journal 


o1 

appear to hare recognized this irregularity, and then, as far as Iam con- 

cerned, it will be waived. < 
or- 


Tae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs u the 
der raised by the tor from Vermont [ Mr. ieuewel epen report of 
the committee of conference, whether, having c an amendment that 
to by both Houses, the report of the committee is in order. 
Senators in the affirmative will say “aye;" the tive,**no.” [Putting the 
question.] The noes appear to have it. The noes have it. 

Now, Mr. President, having stated the point of order, and, in 
my judgment, having verified it by the authorities to which I 
have referred, I respectfully submit it. 

Mr. LODGE, Mr. ident, I shall waste very little time ovér 
the pont of order, The powers of conference committees have 
been the subject of a great deal of debate first and last in both 
Houses. The principles in regard to them are — well estab- 
lished, and if the Senator from a {[Mr. Grpson] had given 
as much attention to reading the House and Senate bills which 
were before the conference committee as he has to the extracts 
which he has read so fluently and so oe to the Senate, I 
think he would have been less disturbed about our ing our 
powers in this instance. 

We have seen, not once, but many times, a tariff bill which has 
passed both Houses go into a conference and come out a new bill 
in all its essential provisions, and the action was defended and 
sustained on the ground which has been mentioned in several of 
the extracts furnished us by the Senator from Maryland—that the 
subject-matter of the bill was all before the conference for any 
changes they desired to make. The entire subject-matter of the 
restriction of immigration by an illiteracy test was before the com- 
mittee of conference, and so also there was before the committee 
of conference the entire subject of the exclusion of aliens who 
come habitually to this country and return to another, taking up 
no residence here. That was embodied in what is known as the 
Corliss amendment, which, as part of the House bill, was before 
the committee, 

Mr. President, the differences between the two Llouses in regard 
to the first section were differences of ier They were 
differences of terms, and the terncs which result from the confer- 
ence represent the compromise between the two Houses, which it 
is the o ject of a conference committee to bring about. There is 
nothing in the conference report in the way of subject-matter 
that was not absolutely before the conference committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit 
me to ask him a question, or would ao to go on? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly, I will yield. I shall be very glad to 
hear what the Senator from Maryland has to say. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee 
of conference on the part of the Senate whether it is not a fact that 
they have by the conference a material provision 
of the bill that was acted upon by both Houses of Congress? 

Mr. LODGE. _1 shall be glad to have the Senator point it out. 

Mr. GORMAN. As the Dill came to us-from the , in the 

section, line 7, it provides that ‘‘all male persons 
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16 and 60 years of age who can not both read and write the English 
age or some other language” shall be excluded. The Sen- 
ate considered that clause and adopted the language that “all 
persons over 16 years of age who can not read and write the lan- 
guage of their native country or some other language” shall be 
excluded, using the same phrase that was in the bill as passed 
by the House, and then ing a specific provision as to “ wife,” 
which was really included in the word ‘‘ male” in the seventh line 
of the bill as passed by the House. The conferees have changed 
those two important provisions as agreed upon by the Houses. 

Mr. LODGE. I am surprised that the Senator from Maryland, 
with his great experience in conference committees, should ask 
me that question. The word ‘‘ male” was put in in the House. 
It was omitted in the Senate. The language of the House bill, 
‘*the English language or some other language,” differed entirely 
from the Senate bill, which was ‘‘native country or some other 
language.” Between those conflicting phrases we arrived at the 
compromise phrase; but I will say to the Senator from Maryland 
that the phrase ‘ resident country,” which makes the change, was 
put in at the suggestion of the gentleman on the conference who 
takes the same view of the subject that he does. It was put in 
to liberalize the bill. and in that respect, let me say, I think the 
committee acted absolutely within their power. The whole sub- 
ject-matter of the restriction of immigration by an illiteracy test 
was before them. 

Mr. GORMAN. No; but on the point I make I should like to 
hear the Senator from Massachusetts. for in my experience here 
I have never known of a change so radical made in a conference 
report. Both Houses of Congress have agreed that the persons 
coming to us shall speak the language of their native country, or 
adopted country, or some other language. The clause ‘‘some 
other language” was put in by both Houses of Congress to cover 
@ great number of desirable people who come to this country. 
The conference committee changed that language, adopted by 
both Houses, which is material to the bill; and I suggest to the 
Senator from Massachusetts that I do not believe he can find a 
single instance in the case of conference reports where a material 
subject was changed by a conference report after having been 
agreed to Dy botn Mouses. 

Mr. LODGE. I can not agree with the Senator from Maryland 
on that point. I think the conference committee acted very well 
within the powers of conference committees. I never have heard 
it suggested that when a subject was thrown into conference, with 
clauses directed to accomplish the same end in both bills, but 
varying in form, it was not within the power of the conference 
committee to take those two propositions from the different 
Houses and put them into a new draft by way of compromise on 
which the two Houses could agree. 

Mr. GRAY. Will it interrupt the Senator from Massachusetts 
to ask him a question in the course of his argument? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly not. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to know whether the effect of tho 
change made by the conference committee in the language of the 
bill as passed by both Houses would have the effect attributed to 
it by the junior Senator from Maryland—to prohibit the immigra- 
tion absolutely of a large class of persons who, by the text of the 
bill framed in each House, would have been admitted upon the 
reading and writing test? 

Mr. LODGE. I will say to the Senator from Delaware that I 
was coming to that in a moment. 

Mr. GRAY. Verywell. I donot want toanticipate the Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. I simply wanted to pass very briefly over tho 
technical objection that had been made, and then I intend to dis- 
cuss the merits of the report and take up the specific point which 
the Senator has now offered. 

Mr. GRAY. The reason I asked was because if that were so it 
would seem to apply to what the Senator calls the technical 
objection that is being made, to wit, whether the conference 
report has added any substantially new legislation to what has 
been passed upon by either House. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit me to 
make a suggestion right there? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I make it simply for the purpose of elucidating 
this matter, if I can. The House provision, as I understand it, 
originally was that all male persons over 16 years of age who can 
not read and write the language of their native country —- 

Mr. LODGE. No; I beg the Senator’spardon. The House pro- 
vision applied to all male persons between 16 and 60 years of age. 

Mr. HILL. I am stating it simply as tothe ages. It applied to 
all male persons of certain ages who can not read and write the 
language of their native country or some other language. That 
was a distinct proposition of itself, rather independent of all that 
followed. Then the Senate comes in and strikes out the word 
‘*male” and changes the ages, but leaves the rest of it exactly as it 
was. Now, when the only question at issue was the question of 
male persons and the age, can the conference committee come in 
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and strike out the words ‘‘ or some other language” and insert an 
entirely new provision, namely, of the resident country? That is 
the point involved. ; 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator will observe that the language pro- 
visions are not the same in the two bills. The words ‘‘ some other 
language” are in both bills, but the provision in regard to lan- 
guage, over which, in my judgment, the conference committee had 
complete jurisdiction as part of the subject-matter of the confer- 
ence, was in one bill ‘‘ the English or some other language,” in the 
other bill ‘‘ the native country or some other language.” Theonly 

ortion that was the same in both were the words ‘‘some other 
anguage.” That point I will explain when I come toit. I did 
not want to be interrupted on what I was saying about the ques- 
tion of order with a question on the merits of the bill; but I think 
the change in that sentence in regard to the language provision 
opened the clause entirely to the conference committee to act upon 
and to put in a completely new draft if they so saw fit, because it 
was different in both Houses. If you separate the language pro- 
vision from the provisions as to age and sex—— 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator has the bill as passed by the House 
before him, I wish he would read—— 

Mr. LODGE, I have the bill before me. 

Mr. HILL. Will you read those four or five lines? 

Mr. LODGE. The clause reads as follows: 


All male persons between 16 and 60 years of age who can not read and write 
the English language or some other language. 


The Senate differed on the word ‘‘ male.” 
the bill as passed by the Senate. The Senate differed as to the 
age. They applied the provision to all persons over 16 years of 
age, putting no age limit. That threw the whole question of the 
sex and the age upon two amendments into conference. In the 
same way the difference between ‘‘ English language” and ‘‘ native 
country,” inmy judgment, opened that line to amendment in con- 
ference. 

But I put it on the broader ground, which is that the whole 
subject-matter of the restriction of immigration by an illiteracy 
test was open to the action of the conference committee, and that 
the conference committee has not only not gone beyond its pow- 


They left it out in 


ers, but it has not gone so far asmany conference committees go | bill 


and have a right to go. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to dwell further on the question 
of the point of order. 

Mr. HILL. Right there, if I do not annoy the Senator, let me 
call attention to section 9. 

Mr. LODGE. Not at all. 

Mr. HILL. Section 9 of the conference committee bill, if Imay 
so speak of it, makes an entirely new provision. To what is that 
germane? 

Mr. LODGE. That section was put in without objection on the 

art of the conferees of either House, with the understanding that 
it was absolutely necessary for carrying out the preceding sec- 
tions. It is not in the least essential to the principle or subject- 
matter of the bill, except as a method for providing against fraud 
practiced under the law. Thatisall. It is in its nature a penal 
section; that is all. 

Mr. HILL. The mere fact, of course, that it was agreed to by 
the conference without objection does not change it. 

Mr. LODGE. No; I did not mean to make that point. 

Mr. HILL. It strikes me that section 9 is clearly outside of the 
rovince of the conference committee. It may be a very proper 
imit or it may not be. I will submit my views upon that ques- 

tion later. That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. LODGE. Iunderstand the Senator’spoint. I didnot mean 
that the question whether the conference committee to or 
did not agree to this section among themselves was of any conse- 
quence to the argument. It was put in by the conference com- 
mittee because it seemed absolutely necessary to carry out the 
other sections as they had been e, and they deemed it within 
their power to do that. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator will permit me to say that I am in- 
clined to think, from a hasty examination of it now, that he is 
right as to his contention in regard to the amendment which the 
Senator from Maryland calls attention to; but I do think that sec- 
tion 9 and a portion of another section are entirely foreign to the 
questions involved in the conference. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not in the least deny that section 9 is a new 
section. It is the only new section in the bill, I will say. 

Mr. GRAY. While the Senator has before him—— 

Mr. LODGE. Let me finish my statement. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg pardon. 

Mr. LODGE. We ee it, as I have stated, merely as a 
necessary part of the bill—that is, that it was absolutely essential 
to have some method provided to give sanction and enforcement 
to the provisions in the bill. It connected itself principally with 
the Corliss amendment, so called, which was a fioum vision 
which the Senate struck out entirely, as the Senator all nonin: 


ber. When the Senate conferees receded and accepted that pro. 
vision in a modified form, they thought it necessary to add this 
in the nature of an amendment to the Corliss amendment, in order 
to secure its being Sar carried out if it was to go upon the 
bill. I think, although it is strictly speaking a new section, that 
it is perfectly within the et ve of the conference committee en- 
gaged in perfecting that legislation. 

Mr. HILL. It is a new section and a new subject-matter. 

Mr. LODGE. I differ with the Senator about its being new 
subject-matter. I think it is absolutely a _ of the subject- 
matter of the Corliss amendment, which the Senator will remem- 
ber was entirely before the committee, although the Senate had 
stricken it out; as a part of the House bill, it of course was before 
the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenatorfrom Massachusetts will 
suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. LODGE. I trust I may be permitted to finish what I am 
oping. I hope the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGay] will 
allow me to do so. 

Bhi ema . Let the unfinished business be laid before the 
nate. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 3247) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” 
approved February 20, 1889. 

r. MORGAN. The — which is before the Senate is a 
question of privilege which I have no right, of course, to displace 
in virtue of any objection that I might see proper to make to it, 
The Senator from Massachusetts desires to go on. 

Mr. NELSON. What is the Senator’s request? 

Mr. MORGAN. In view of the anxiety of his colleague to force 
the bankruptcy bill to a hearing, of course he must do so. I have 
no right to object. ; 

Mr. LODG I will say to the Senator from Alabama that if he 
will allow me to finish the remarks that I am now ae I shall 
certainly not press the conference report against his bill, the great 
importance of which I appreciate, and also that it is now blocking 
a great deal of other important legislation in the Senate; but | 
should like, as I have started, to what I have to say on the 


Mr. MORGAN. Itis not a matter of allowance addressed to 
me atall. I have no right to object; butI would not, if I had the 
Te of objecting, be so discourteous as to decline to yield. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator, I think, has a right to object. I 
think his bill comes up as the unfinished business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The conference report is privil 

Mr. HILL. I hardly want to acquiesce in the pro 
suggestion. The conference report, like oerylling 
ject to the decision of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course, everything is subject to it. 

Mr. a The Senator from Alabama has really a strict right 
to go ahead. 

Nr. LODGE. Everything is subject to the question of consid- 
eration, but I do not want to interfere with the Ni aa Canal 
bill. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me to finish what I 
have to say, which will take but a few moments, I shall be much 
indebted to him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
me a word on this precise point? 

Mr. LODGE. rtainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator from 
Alabama if he has a suggestion to make about going on. I under- 
stand, however, that the conference report is a privileged question, 
and I do not understand the Senator from husetts to sur- 
render its aes 

Mr. LODGE. I do not surrender its privilege at all, but I do 
not wish to use it to shut out the Nicaragua Canal bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator was not distinctly understood 
on that point. He means for the time being. 

Mr. LODGE. For the time being, of course. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to saya word in reference to section 
9, with the permission of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not think any Senator will contend 
that a conference committee can not insert a proper penal clause. 
They get ther and confer as to the immigration prohibition of 
one kind and another, and when they have adjusted all differences 
between them they insert an appropriate penal clause punishing 
offenses against the act, which takes the place of a prior pena 
clause that was before the conference committee. I understand 
that that is entirely within the province of a conference com 
mittee, and that the proposition can not ney be gainsaid accord- 

w 


ing to an inciple of liamentary which I ever heard. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Minnesota to rise for a 


liamentary inquiry. ; 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. ent, I rise for the purpose of object- 
ing to any delay in this matter, and having either the immigration 


ety of that 
ing else, is sub- 
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bill, the Hicsnagns bill, or any other bill to take up the time of 
the bankruptcy bill. : 

If the Senate will bear with me a few moments, I wish to make 
a brief statement that I was not permitted to make the other day, 
The country during the last four years has been in the midst of 
the hardest and most distressing times we have had in the memory 
of the oldest citizen. The people need help. There are three 
modes, in three directions in which we can help them by means of 
legislation, as I conceive. One is through tariff legislation; an- 
other through currency legislation; and the third by the enact- 
ment of a suitable bankruptcy law. 

As to the two first inethods, that of tariff and that of currency 
legislation, we can net proceed at this session. That kind of leg- 
islation moves on party lines and involves party questions, and it 
is hopeless to attempt to do anything in that direction at this 
time and undez these conditions. But the subject-matter of 
bankruptcy legislation is not a party question. It is a matter 
that goes to relieve all the people of this country. It is a prac- 
tical question. The = of this country in their distressed 
condition to-day care little about the question of Cuba; they care 
little about the Nicaragua Canal; they care little about an Ha- 
waiian cable; they care very little whether a few Canadians come 
across the line and work on this side of the line without declaring 
their intention to become citizens. But the people of this country 
who have been financially wrecked and stranded in the midst of 
these hard times come before tire American Congress and they ask 
this measure of relief at the present time that those who have 
been unfortunate, that those who are unable to pay their debts 
shall not be handica and loaded down with millstones around 
their necks, but shall have such legislation at this time as will 
give them a clearance and an opportunity to start in the world 
anew, and thus recuperate themselves and their og eee 
instead of remaining inert under the shadows of the debts which 
overhang them. 

Mr. President, in the midst of these hard times there is no oc- 
casion to put more vigorous or stronger and more drastic weapons 
in the hands of the creditors. We do not need at this particular 
time any such remedial legislation. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I rise toa question of order. Did 
the Senator from Massachusetts yield the floor or did he not? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator from Massachusetts to yield the floor. 

Mr. HILL. I call for the re order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senato: 
from Minnesota to rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. NELSON. I shall be through in a moment. 

Mr. LODGE, The Chair rec the Senator from Minne- 
sota to make a paras of order, which I understand he is making. 

Mr. HILL. It is too brief. 

Mr. NELSON. Iam making my point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is listening to the Sena- 


tor. 

Mr. NELSON. Iwas about to say that in the midst of these 
hard times to arm and equip the creditors with a further weapon 
ot collecting their debts is wholly unnecessary. They have our 
existing State laws and our Federal laws for the collection of their 
debts. What the people want now first of all, in the midst of 
these hard times and in this emergency, is a voluntary bank- 
ruptcy law which will enable them to start life anew and to build 
themselves up again. In most cases men upon whom better for- 
tunes shine under such conditions will be disposed to treat the debts 
of which they have obtained technical | uittance as debts 
of honor, and will be ready to pay them, and will have the requisite 
means for that purpose at their command. 
. in = the present on on without pas ; 

utable bankru legislation, the e country ee 
that when they To asked for ak we have given them a stone. 
I trust that neither Cuba, nor the Nicaragua Canal, nor the Ha- 
Wallan cable, nor this matter of ting immigration, will stand 
in the way of this question of relief that is demanded by the peo- 
ple in the shape of tcy legislation. Every mail and every 
day I get letters and telegrams on this subject. 

These bankruptcy bills were reported last March, if I remember 
aright. They have been on the Calendareversince. We have not 
more than a month left of this Congress, and I trust that we will 
all unite in giving the people the necessary relief in the way of 
bankruptcy legislation. 

In what I have said I do not in any manner intend to reflect in the 
Te apon the action of the committee that has the matterin charge. 
have simply voiced the sentiment, the crying demand, the earnest 
= ; i Seren ae oe ot emane 00 8 
epestion chairman of the Ju Committee—— 
tr. HILL. I make ie President. 


the t of order 
Mr. NELSON. T hope the Senator from New York will have 
patience. We have been very patient withhim. We have listened 
him by the hour upon District of Columbia affairs. 
Mr. MORGAN, I rise to a point of order. 


order, Mr. President. 
chusetts yield to me on the point of order? 








Mr. NELSON. The Senator from Maine the other day made 
the statement that the chairman of the Judiciary Committee—— 
Mr. MORGAN. I rise to a point of order, and insist upon an 


opportunity to state it. 


e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 


from Minnesota that his remarks were being made by the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate, and objection being interposed at this 
time, the Chair is compelled to sustain the point of order. 


Mr. NELSON. Very well, then; I will come to the point of 


Laughter.] Will the Senator from Massa- 
Mr. LODGE. The Senator can make a parliamentary point of 


order at any time without requesting me to yield. I had the floor 
to finish some remarks. TheSenator rose to a point of order and 
he has been making as 
am in entire sympathy, but I shall be very much obliged if he will 
allow me to conclude what I wish to say. 


h on the bankruptcy bill, in which I 


Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me one minute more? 
Then I will cease. 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 


Mr. NELSON. I was about to say, and with that I will close, 


that the Senator fromm Maine insinuated the other day that the 


steering committee had not given the proposed bankruptcy legis- 


lation the right of way. Mr. President, there is a steering com- 
mittee bigger than the six or eight Senators who meet in the 


Marble Room. It is the steering committee of the American 
people who come here and demand this legislation, and I trust 


nobody will allow it to be side tracked at this session of Congress. 


This is my — of order, Mr. President. [Laughter. | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Senator from Massachusetts will proceed. 

Mr. LODGE. Now that the Senator from Minnesota has con- 
cluded the statement of his point of order, I will continue with 
the remarks that I started to make. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Minnesota that this is a 
petty measure. Great as is the interest which I feel in the bank- 
ruptcy bill, and anxious as I am to see it pass, I think a question 
which affects the citizenship and the labor of the United States is 
— as important as the question as to how the American people 
shall collect their debts. The importance of this measure, to my 
mind, is very great, as great as any measure in its future effects 
that can come before Congress. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate, without any reference 
now to the technical objections that have been raised to the con- 
ference report, to the substance of that report. 

The first two sections include the illiteracy test and the method 
of applying that test. The rest of the bill is the Corliss amend- 
ment, so called. That amendment, as it came to the Senate, 
seemed to your Committee on Immigration impracticable and 
likely to lead to great hardship and injustice in the form in which 
it was put. They had grave doubts as to whether it could be put 
in a practicable form or not. They struck it out, and the Senate 
agreed with them in that amendment. 

Of course the entire body of the Corliss amendment was then 
open to consideration in the conference committee, and the com- 
mittee devoted many hours to the consideration of this amend- 
ment and of the principles which it involved. Tae House members 
were very reluctant to yield upon it, and the Senate members 
were equally unwilling to recede. At last they agreed upon the 
form which is now presented in the report, which we felt would 
reach in some measure the evils which now exist, and, at the same 
time, would not lead to any injustice. 

There are two points involved in the Corliss amendment. They 
are all in the first section of that amendment, which in this bill is 
section 4, although section 3 is a part of the Corliss amendment 
simply inachangedorder. Section 4 contains the whole substance 
of the amendment. The rest of the clauses are merely the excep- 
tions to the effect of the law and the methods by which it shall be 
carried out. 

There seems to have been a widely spread idea that the Corliss 
amendment was aimed simply at the small number of aliens who 
come over the border from Canada to work in some of our north- 
ernmost States. Thatis notatallitsmain purpose. It hasamuch 
wider scope and intention than that. tt provides, in the first 

ace, that only citizens of the United States, or those who shall 

ave declared their intention of becoming citizens in the ordinary 
legal method, shall be employed on the public works of the United 
States. I have been informed by an inspector of immigration on 
the Lakes that in one day in last December $4,000 were paid in 
wages by one firm of contractors to aliens and $2,700 by another. 
I wf that merely as an example of the evil which it is proposed to 


reach. 
I believe, Mr. President, that the money taken from the tax- 
payers of the country and paid out by the Government should be 
d back to the taxpayers and not to those who bear no part of 
e burdens and have no share in.the citizenship of the United 
The public money, when it is spent, should be spent among 
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the people who furnish that public money. I do not believe that 
that is a proposition that can be successfully controverted. 

The other proposition embodied in section 4, which has the sub- 
stance of the Corliss amendment, is that persons who make a 
practice of coming back and forth to this country, who come here 
for a few months, earn their wages at lower rates than ours, and 
then leave the country, taking their money with them, shall, if it 
can be proved to be habitual, be prevented from doing so, and 
that corporations, railroads, etc., shall be prevented from employ- 
ing them. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
tion? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. When the aliens go back with their pockets 
full of the money they earn here, do they not leave behind them 
the work they have done? They do not steal the money. 

Mr. LODGE. I will take that up in a moment. 

These men are employed here; they come to the country, as I 
have said, and go out of it, contributing nothing to its support; 
paying no taxes, and carrying with them the money they have 
earned, The work to which the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] refers, in my judgment, can be as well done by Ameri- 
can citizens and taxpayers as by aliens. 

Mr. HILt rose. 

Mr. LODGE. 

eC 

Mr. HILL. The Senator is speaking very ably in favor of this 
amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. lam speaking of the Corliss amendment, if the 
Senator will allow me to conclude. 

Mr. HILL. I want to add that I have not heard any objection 
made to that particular amendment by anyone in the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. I know; but if the Senator will permit me, I 
should like to state the view of the committee and what it has 
reported, which I am trying to do in my own way. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator can take his own course; I wish him 
to do so; but I was simply going to call attention to the fact that 
I have heard no opposition to that amendment. ; 

Mr. LODGE, i admit that, but I think it only proper that the 
chairman of the committee of conference on a conference report 
should be permitted to state to the Senate exactly what the con- 
ferees have done, and exactly what the meaning of their bill is; and 
thus I have come to the second part of the Corliss amendment, 
' which relates to the general employment of aliens in the United 
States. 

Unless Senators have investigated that question, I do not believe 
they realize how great thatevilis. The coming overt the Canadian 
border is as nothing. If you will turn to the report of one of the 
Commissioners of Immigration, who went abroad when that Com- 
mission was sent to Europe some years ago, you will find that in 
one year the number of returning immigrants, in 1889, for example, 
was 111,000. There are thousands of men, chiefly from Italy, 
some from Poland, who come here, work on different kinds of 
work during the summer, and go back in the autumn to their 
own countries, carrying their wages with them. They buy 
return tickets at a very low price. I have seen it estimated in 
different reports from the Department that the number of these 
coming anil sehen laborers from Italy alone has risen as high 
as 30,000, and seldom falls below 10,000. Every dollar they earn 
they take out of the country. They come here and live in the 
poorest way. Let me read just a brief extract from one of our 
consuls, Dr. Starkloff, at Bremen. He says: 
nerahens, Fokenigen suk ienpeeiann ans cempiaeios aneioant heating 
companies, mostly of Pennsylvania. Since | have taken charge of this con- 
sulate I have noticed that these people are shipped for the United States in 
the spring and return in the autumn. I have recognized the same faces, 
especially those of the men under whose supervision they seem to travel. 
These people do not handle any money, nor do they answer any questions to 
strangers, no matter in what langu they are addressed. hey seem to 
follow their leader blindly. There is but one woman to each crew of 12 or 18 
men, who, as I am informed, works and cooks for such at their place of desti 
nation in the United States. 

By that means the contract-labor laws which we have placed 
upon our statute book have been made an absolute nullity. These 
men come in that way in the spring and return in the autumn. 
It is a great evil. Itis the very evil that the contract-labor laws, 
whick no man would think of repealing, were aimed to cure and 
which they have totally failed to remedy. 

Mr. President, I think the same principle which applies to the 
employment of aliens on public works applies to the employment 
of aliens inthis way. These “ birds of passage,” as they arecalled, 
take just so much labor, and at lower rates, from the citizens of 
the United States, who pay taxes and contribute to the support of 
the Government. When we are told that we have 2,000,000 unem- 

loyed, it seems to me that charity, and justice also, certainly in 
at case, should begin at home. 

I pass to the remaining part of the bill. Section 2 the Senator 
from Maryland {[Mr. Grsson] described as a new section, where 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 


I should like to go on if the Senator will permit 
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we had gone beyond our powers, although it is the exact seo- 
tion whic passed the Senate. The House bill had no such section, 
and the whole section was open to the consideration of the con- 
ferees. There was only one change of importance made in it 
and that was the change to which the Senator from Maryland 
alluded. In that ch we reduced the amount that these im- 
migrants were required to read, and the Senator from Mary- 
land seems to think that that is an objection to the clause. I shall 
not dwell upon that clause. It has been agreed to by both Houses, 
and it has not been seriously contested, that if we are to have an 
illiteracy test, this method of applying the test, which has had 
long —_ in some of our States, is a fair and proper means of 
oing it. 

Now, I come to the first paragraph upon which the contest has 
cuiefly turned. What-we desire in the language clause, which has 
been especially discussed, was to get a provision which would ad- 
mit anybody who could read or write any living language. We 
could think of no better phrase than the one “‘ native or resident 
country.” The proposition that the German Mennonites, or the 
natives of Liefland and Courland, the German provinces of Rus- 
sia, or the French of Alsace and Lorraine could not be admitted 
to this country because in the one case they could not read Rus- 
sian and in the other case they could not read or write German 
is perfectly idle. They speak the language of the country where 
they reside. That is the interpretation intended by the commit- 
tee, and that is why the enlargement was made. 

We have been told—and I received a letter from a gentleman 
whom I understand is the agent of the Hirsch fund, which is en- 
gaged in transporting Russian Jews to the United States—that this 
clause discriminated against the Russian Jews. It was not the 
intention of the committee to discriminate against any race or any 
creed. But I have been informed that that clause affects them 
because they read and write Hebrew and no other language. [ 
have been informed since that the lang which they write and 
read is not the pure Hebrew, buta species of dialect or patois, which 
I think would come within the phrase of ‘‘a resident country;” but 
the only class of people who by any ingenuity of interpretation can 
be brought under that are em) who can read and write no lan- 
guage but a dead language, and I think the number of ms who 
can read and write Latin or ancient Greek, or who understand the 
Egyptian hieroglyphs, or who are able to read or write the lan- 
guage of the Old Testament, and who nevertheless can read or 
write no other tongue, is so small that it is hardly necessary to 
warp our legislation in order to cover their case. 

Now I come to what has been considered—— 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator understand that the words in the 
amendment ‘‘or resident country” are an enlargement or a re- 
striction of the language previously used, ‘‘or some other lan- 


guage”? 

Mr. LODGE. We understood that we were enlarging it and 
making it in the safest way. We wanted to get it fair, so that 
anybody who — ali tongue known in any province, or any 
country, any p where the resident dialect or patois, whatever 
it was, could come in. 

Mr. HILL. If that was the idea, if you wished to take that 
broad, liberal view which you now say you did, why did you not 
put it ‘‘ or some other language”? That would have been clear. 

Mr. LODGE. Because it a to the committee that this 
was clearer and better than putting it in that way. 

Mr. HILL. I do not see how that is. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from New York will kindly let me 
finish, I will say merely that I have tried to discuss the point as I 
understand it. I only wish to add in conclusion, on the point that 
has been raised, that there are seventeen languages spoken in tiie 
Empire of Austria-Hungary. Only two are official. Mo one 
thought for one moment of excluding the other fifteen. If this 

tois or dialect of the Russian Jews is spoken among them in 

ussia, I take it they could come in under it as the language 0 
their “resident country.” 

The other portion of the bill, which undoubtedly was open to 
change in regard to the sexes and in regard to the exceptions to 
exclusion, was all before the committee, because the House })t0- 
vision and the Senate provision did not im the least . The 
object of the conference was to find some just and equitable rule 
which would be fair to all alike and produce as little hardship 4s 
possible. They decided that between the ages of 16 and 50 it was 
possible for any man or woman, if he or she really desired to come 
to the United tes, to learn to read and write. Therefore they 
put that very moderate limit, neither very low in the one case nor 
very high in the other, within which they assumed that any «2 
of woman who desired to come here would be able to read and 
write or to learn todoso. Those over 50 and under 16 treated 
as physically incapable; that is, they could come in without the 
illiteracy test. 


Senators have pointed to the fact that the clause inserted in the 








Senate which was not inserted in the House of Representatives, 
roviding that a husband could bring his wife, has gone from the 
Fill, and that therefore great ip and cruelty have been 
inflicted. Mr. President, that contention rests on no foundation 
whatever, if Senators will give this matter their full considera- 
tion. The immigrants who come to this country come here volun- 
tarily. There are many men who come here now who leave their 
wives behind. Is the United States responsible for that 
tion of a family? We do not ask them to separate; we do not bid 
them to come here. 

The Senator from Maryland attem to draw a parallel be- 
tween the immigrant from Europe and the slave of the old times. 
Mr. President, in those times the slave was taken by force, 
wrested from his home, dragged here under the protection of our 
laws, torn from wife and children in Africa, and separated 
again from them when he made his new ties here. We drag no 
immigrants from Europe. They come here because they wish to. 

This discussion starts, in my mind, on a very false premise. It 
is not the right of anyone to come to the United States. It is a 
privilege which we aecord. This country in which we live to-day 
is the country of every American citizen, no matter what his race 
origin, who is to-day, at this moment, and at this hour a citizen 
of the United States, helping in its burdens, paying its taxes, 
ready to fight for its flag. ose men, those American citizens, 
own this country to-day. It is for them to say who shall come 
and who shall stay out. The immigrant does not come here by 
right; he comes here because we allow him to come; and we may 
make any restrictions on his coming that we please. We haveno 
right to inflict unjust and cruel hardships upon him, but we do 
not separate a husband from his wife or a wife from her husband 
by this legislation; we exclude nobody under this law which is so 
attacked. We simply say to everyone between the ages of 16 and 
50, “If you want tocome to the United States, you are of an age 
when you can learn to read and write.” We say, “‘ Before you 
come, you shall learn in some language to read the Constitution 
of the country where you expect to live, and to sign your own 
name to the oath of iance which you mean to take.” 

Mr. HILL. Will the tor allow me a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to finish my argument, if the Sena- 
tor will permit me. 

Mr. HiLL. I want to thoroughly understand this bill. The 
general provisions may be all right enough, but under the Senate 
bill, which was carefully framed, the immigrant could bring his 
wife with him, could he not? 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senai sr will only allow me to finish my 
argument, I will answer any question he chooses to put to me 
after | get through; but I should like to finish what I desire to say. 

Mr. HILL. I only want to understand—— 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to understand this point—— 
an VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts has 

© floor. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think I have the right to pro- 
ceed in my own way, and have asked in every ible a to be 
allowed to do so. be will answer any question if I can only be per- 
mitted to make my argument in my own way, and then reply to 
suggestions su uently. 

The VICE-P IDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. LODGE. We changed the exception, and for this obvious 
reason, that the exception only made the thing worse. We said 
in the Senate am t that the husband who can read and 
write could bring in his illiterate wife, but there was no provision 
m case the wife could read and write and the husband was illiter- 
ate. If it is cruel to separate the husband from the wife, it is 
equally cruel to separate the wife from the husband. You must 
make both exceptions; then you must except the brothers and sis- 
ters; then you must e t the children over 16; and then you 
must go on aad except all the relations, until there is absolutely 
nobody excluded who has a family tie of any kind. 

As | was saying, this coming is voluntary, entirely voluntary. 
There is nothing to prevent a man having his wife come with him 
or come after him because she can not read and write at the time. 
She can learn to read and write, ashecan. Surely it is not a heavy 
Price to pay for citizenship in the United States. ; 

Then, Mr. President, further as to this matter of the sepa- 
ration of families, I want to call the attention of the Senate to 

this practical consideration. Last year over 75,000 people who 
admitted they could not read and write came into the United 
States. _ Does anyone suppose for one moment that the steamship 
companies, charitable organizations as we know they are, are 
going to bring 75,000 illiterate immigrants to this country for the 
Pleasure of having it discovered at Ellis Island that they are 

literate, and then taking them back again? Anyone who has 
studied this of immigration, Mr. President, knows that 
this law will be enforced on the other side. The steamship com- 
Panies will not knowingly bring anyone who is obnoxious to the 
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provisions of this bill; there will be none of these heartrending 
separations which have been so strongly depicted; and if you 
begin to make exceptions there will be no end. The only way is 
to make some fair, equitable, general rule as to the age within 
which people can reasonably be expected to learn to read and 
write, and then if they do not come to the United States, or if 
they separate from their husbands or their wives rather than do 
so, it is because they are not willing to learn to read and write, 
and we are no more responsible by our legislation for such sepa- 
rations than we are responsible to-day. No man need separate 
himself from his wife, no wife need separate herself from her 
husband, so far as the United States laws are concerned. We do 
not make, cause, or suggest any separation; we only seek a fair 
law which provides for the illiteracy test as the test for admitting 
immigrants to this country. This cry about the separation of 
husbands and wives is a purely sentimental one got up to defeat 
the bill, and has no fonndation in fact. 

Mr. President, the immigration that it is proposed to limit last 
year amounted to 343,000 persons—the population of a large city, 
and a population equal to that of many of our States. Where did 
they go? About 80,000 of them went out into the West to go on the 
land and to become farmers and help build up that new country. 
The rest, some 260,000, I think, dropped right down here on the 
Atlantic Coast in our great cities, chiefly in New York, in Massa- 
chusetts, and in Pennsylvania. The class of immigrants that our 
brethren in the West receive on their prairies, on their fertile 
lands, is the class of immigrants that any people might be glad to 
receive. They do not see that class that comes and settles down in 
our great Eastern cities. 

I have referred already, Mr. President, to the unemployed in 
the United States. The other day in New York, when that snow- 
storm came, they called for additional men to shovel the snow 
from the streets; they asked for 200 men, and 2,000 human beings 
fought and struggled in front of the door of the man who gave 
out these work tickets to get one day’s work in shoveling snow. 
And every immigrant that you bring into this country adds to 
that struggling mob of men who will fight to get a dollar and a 
half, earned by the hardest manual labor; and yet we are invited 
to add to it and to add to it, not even to sift it or restrict it. 

Mr. President, where does this opposition that has sprung up 
with such violence come from? I said, when I spoke here before, 
that the opposition, so far as it was formidable, emanated from 
the steamship companies. Here and there, of course, there have 
been gentlemen in both Houses, like my friend the Senator from 
Maryland, whose study of the subject and whose knowledge of 
the statistics has led him to different conclusions on this subject 
from myself, and he has argued the question of principle which 
appeals so strongly to him in opposition to this measure with his 
accustomed acuteness and abihty. I donot, in what I am about 
to say, make the slightest reference to any Senator. What I refer 
to is the outside opposition which has sprung up lately. It came, 
as I said it would come, from the steamship companies. Perhaps 
I ought to say it comes from one steamship company. Ido not 
sup that any of the steamship or the railroad companies are 
serious favorable to this legislation. They look more at pas- 
senger receipts, 1 am afraid, than at the effect on the quality of 
American citizenship or American boats or American labor of an 
unrestricted immigration; but the company that we have heard 
from is the North German Lloyd. 

The immigration that is affected by this illiteracy test comes 
from Bohemia, from Poland, from Hungary, from Russia, from 
Italy. Its great ports of exit are Bremen and Hamburg and Genoa 
and Naples. To all those points go the steamers of the North 
German Lloyd or of the Hamburg Line, which is practically the 
samething. I understand they have a pooling agreement. Those 
lines are the two affected. We have heard no cry from the 
Thingvalla Line, which brings the Scandinavians to this courtry, 
because this bill will not exclude a single Scandinavian. We have 
heard of but little opposition from the great lines running to 
England, because the mass of their passengers are not affected by 
the illiteracy test. Half of 1 per cent from Scandinavia, less than 
2 per cent from Germany, less than 5 per cent from the United 
Kingdom, less than 9 per cent from Ireland are unable to read 
and write. Where the immigration comes from that is affected 
by the illiteracy test, there we find the steamship company in 
active and violent opposition. 

I printed a short time ago a telegram which had been sent me 
from Milbank, in South Dakota, by a gentleman known to the Sena- 
tor from that State, and favorably known in South Dakota. That 
telegram was as follows: 

To F. W. A. Poprptg, Milbank, S. Da*.: 
Immigration bili comes upin House Wednesday. Wire your Congressman, 


our expense, protesting st proposed exclusion. and requesting bill be 
defeated, informing him t. vote in favor means de!‘eat next election. 


(Signed) CLAUSSENIUS & CO., 
North German Lloyd Agents in Chicago. 
Then they came out with the statement in reply to my publica- 
tion of that telegram, saying that they were acting as individuals 


rs 


b 
eal meanest yee kee 


bi 


~ 
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and not as the agents of the steamship company. Last Saturday 
I received in my mail a printed circular, which these individuals 
have been sending out. It is addressed ‘‘to agents,” to other 
individuals with no interest in the company. 

CHICAGO, January 25, 1897. 
To Agents; 


The immigration bill, which is intended to materially restrict immigration, 
comes up for final disposition in the House of Representatives, Washington, 
D. C., on Wednesday, 27th instant. 


It is quite clear that immigration will really be restricted almost to the 
extent of total exclusion of immigrants should the bill become a law, and 
every effort should therefore be made to insure the defeat of the bill. 

You are indirectly interested in the defeat of the bill as much as we are, 
and we would respectfully ask you to wire your Representative in Congress 
mmediately upon receipt of this to vote against the bill, informing him that 

he measure virtually means exclusion, and that his vote in favor of same 
will mean repudiation by his constituents and his defeat at the next election. 

Trusting that you will not fail to give this matter your prompt attention, 

We are, yours, respectfully, 
H. CLAUSSENIUS & CO. 

And with it went this little slip: 

Wire your Representative fully and let us know cost of telegram, and we 
will promptly refund amount to you. 

Mr. President, here is a great company, a foreign corporation, 
subsidized by a foreign government, not only with its agents in 
this Capitol, as they were the other day when the bill was up in 
the House, but telegraphing far and wide throughout the United 
States to all their agents to send in threatening dispatches to mem- 
bers of Congress called upon to vote upon that bill. To evefy news- 
paper in which they have an advertisement they sent another tele- 
gram, and the hand of that company has been felt in this business 
ever since it looked as if the bill would get upon the statute book. 
You can see it to-day in the newspapers. Here is the report that 
the President has given it out that he means to veto the bill. Mr. 
President, no President of the United States would think of givin 
authority to anybody to say or of saying himself that he intend 
either to veto or to sign a bill before he had considered it and 
before it had been sent to him ina perfected state tor his considera- 
tion. That paragraph comes from the same source as those tele- 
grams. It does not predict the action of the President, for we 
know that the President will give this measure careful judicial 
consideration when it comes before him. It means that this same 
company will carry the raid which they began on Congress from 
the Capitol even to the White House. 

I am not one of those who has ever indulged in the somewhat 
fashionable exercise of denouncing trusts, monopolies, syndicates, 
and corporations. I am not so dull that I can not see in those 
questions grave dangers, but I do not believe they can be met by 
loose denunciation or vague invective. I think, sir, they require 
the calmest consideration, the greatest wisdom, and the most in- 
telligent action of which the Congress of the United States and 
the President acting with them are capable. But when I see a 
great corporation like this, a foreign corporation, subsidized by a 
foreign government, coming intothe Capitol with threats to mem- 
bers of Congress, using all the great enginery of its agents and 
all the great enginery of its advertising and everything that a 
great corporation has, coming here, I say, to take Representatives 
or Senators by the throat and say to them: ‘‘ We will beat you,” 
then I say that here is a case where your corporate influence is bad, 
and where you can meet it practically and efficiently. Strike it 
down. 

We have heard about trusts, syndicates, monopolies, and co 
rations on the stump, in resolutions, and in all kinds of bills which 
have been offered here. Yes; we have heard them denounced in 
Presidential messages within two months, and yet here is one of 
them now right in the Capitol to-day—its agents, I have no doubt, 
within sound of my voice—trying to choke off legislation of the 
United States which, whatever its merits or its defects, should 
be dealt with only on public grounds, only with a view to the 
quality of American citizenship and the rights and opportunities 
of American labor. The question how many passengers an ocean 
steamship line shall carry or what dividends it shall declare are 
of no importance in comparison with such a question as this. 

Such, Mr. President, has been the nature of the opposition. I 
have alluded to it because it has been flagrant, objectionable in 
the highest degree, and when I see this company coming forward 

rating about the misery of separating families, and reflect on the 
ans. a shown by some of its officers and men on the occasion 
of a great disaster, it seems to me that the less they say about 
humanity to others the better. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE, I have not quite finished. I desire to say a few 
more words. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to ask the Senator a question before he 
closes, and I will avail myself of his kindness to do so. 

Mr. LODGE. I shall be very glad to yield. 

It is represented that our citizens of German extraction are 
hostile to the bill. A German steamship company is hostile. I 
think our fellow-citizens of German extraction who are not in the 
least affected by the bill as immigrants have yet to show their 


hostility. I have the petitions of a half dozen labor organiza- 
tions of New York, every member of which is of German birth 
or nationality, and they have unanimously asked for the passage 
of the bill and sometimes for much severer measures. 

Mr. President, those of us who have been studying this ques- 
tion, as the Senator from New Hampshire nag CHANDLER] and I 
at least have done for the last cig t or years, have tried to 
bring forward a measure which would commend itself to the good 
sense and to the humanity of the — of the United States in 
mitigating a great and pressing evil. e have been urged to put 
on a heavy capitation tax—a rough, indiscriminate method of 
restriction which we have put aside. Demands with which many 
of us have sympathized have been pressed upon us with a view 
to get us absolutely to limit immigration to 50,000 or 100,000. 
Those petitions are on your table to-day. Some ask for abso- 
lute prohibition. Some ask for a limitation to 100,000 or 50,000. 
They come from organized labor, but unorganized labor feels the 
same way. Workingmen have awakened to the plain fact that 
every additional immigrant is another competitor in the terribly 
overcrowded ranks of the unemployed. 

We have sought to get a test which should be fair and which - 
should not only restrict but should also sift and discriminate. It 
was one of the early settlers of this country, from which this great 
nation of States has grown, who said, ‘‘God sifted a whole nation 
to plant these colonies in the wilderness.” Surely it is not too 
much to sift now the hordes that pour out of every European 
steamship unsifted, uncounted, unchecked, into the great port of 
New York. That is all we ask, and the test we offer to apply is 
the test of reading and writing. Is that an un-American test? 
Mr. President, this is the country of the public school. We look 
upon education as the foundation stone of the Republic, and all 
we ask in this test is that the people shall read and write in some 
living language. It isan American test. Itisafair test. Surely 
there is nothing in it tyrannical, un-American, or wrong. It was 
the greatest genius among men who said, three hundred years ago, 
‘*Tgnorance is the curse of God; knowledge the wing with which 
we fly to heaven.” That is all we propose in this We have 
brought it here after long and careful consideration. We have 
sought to make it just to ail, to immigrants and to citizens alike. 
But we have felt it to be our duty to regard, first and before all, the 
welfare of the United States and the interest of American citizens 
who live at this day and at this moment within her borders. 

Mr. President, this, in my judgment, is a great and useful meas- 
use. Itisa part of a policy moreimportant, I venture to say, than 
what we can hope for from tariff or currency or bankruptcy bills. 
I think it involves matters that lie at the very root of American 
civilization. It has grown out of a change in the character of our 
immigration within the last ten or fifteen years. The races that 
built up this country come in diminishing numbers. New races, 
utterly alien, come in ever-increasing numbers. What we now 
seek to accomplish by the pending bill is to sift this immigration and 
restrict it, to choose — those immigrants. I believe it to be, 
as I have said, a great and useful measure. I ask only that we 
shall have a vote upon it in the Senate. It has been discussed in 
every stage, both in the House and in the Senate, on conference 
report, and in oT other way. I want a vote uponit. I donot 
want to see it smothered in the midst of parliamentary delays and 
obstructions. If the bill passes, as I believe it will pass, the Sen- 
ate at least will have done its duty in dealing with this great ques- 
tion, as the House has already done. [f it fails, so be it. I shall 
bow in good part to the will of the majority. But it will come 
and come again, be well assured. I know how the feeling of labor 
is growing in this country. I know they see the competition in- 
creasing with them every day, for every immigrant is another of 
the unemployed. They will ask stronger measures than this, and 
then, like many postponed reforms, it will come, when it does come, 
with a thoroughness which perhaps will make many persons regret 
their opposition to this bill. 

If the Senate votes it down, so be it; but if the bill fails at any 
point or in any stage, no matter who —_ it here or who has 
opposed it elsewhere—I make no reflections, of course, on any of 
those gentlemen; I appreciate the sincerity of their motives and 
the depth of their principle—but I t, wherever the bill meets 
defeat, if it should meet defeat, it will be taken throughout this 
country after what has a as the victory of a corporation 
upon a great question of public policy. It canbe taken as nothing 
else. That is the mischief of this corporate interference here. 
That is why I have dwelt upon it, not as an argument for the bill, 
but because I wish to denounce it from my place in the Senate as 
improper, unbecoming, and dangerous. It leads to that conclu- 
sion in the popular mind. If the bill fails, it will make people 


believe once that corporate influences are all powerful in 
Washington. It will add another item to the long account that 1s 
being summed up against corporate influences. It willadd another 


us if greater wis- 


charge in the reckoning which may come ho look forward 
or one loo 


dom is not shown, a reckoning to which I 


with the deepest dread. I want to see such a reckoning avoid 
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d esca I want these evils met as they can be met by the 

ont coctteE iiss Vian Mienen, ond. wags ts tee te ge Be 

t, corporate influence in this case rebuked now, as it deserves, 
when it enters the Capitol of the United States. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I ask that the unfinished busi- 
ness =e be proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from New York desires to ask me a 
question. I will “= gladly answer it if I can. 

Mr. MORGAN. it leads to debate, I think it will be a viola- 
tion of the courtesies of the Senate. I do not want to cut off the 
Senator from New York from asking a question or saying a word 
or two, but I hope debate will not be indulged in. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to take only a few moments. 

Mr. MORGAN. Senators have said, although I think perhaps 
the point is not well taken, that I had a right to object at 2 o’clock 
to the discussion going on. I did not object, because the report 
has not been received by the Senate. It was a question of order, 
which was elaborately a by the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. 
Gisson], and I thought it was but due, inasmuch as the President 
of the Senate was ed upon to decide the question of order, that 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] should have an op- 

sortunity to reply upon that question. Instead of that we have 

ad a speech, an argument, an oration, and I must say an able one, 
too. But it is a wrongful abuse of the courtesy of the Senate, and 
I will not consent that it shall go on further. I should like very 
much indeed to indulge the Senator from New York in discuss- 
ing further this matter, but he will recognize my duty in the 

remises. 
. Mr. HILL. Iam very grateful to the Senator from Alabama, 
who undoubtedly desires to accommodate me. I simply wish to 
say that I trust the great corporate influences about which we 
have heard so much will not interfere, but that the whole matter 
may go over until to-morrow, when I shall take occasion to make 
a few remarks, not in regard to the immigration question gener- 
ally, but with respect to the particular point wherein it is claimed 
that the conference committee have virtually reported several 
entirely, new and distinct features which have not heretofore been 
discussed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask that the unfinished business be laid be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is already before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The unfinished business has been laid before 
the Senate. I do not desire to have any precedent raised about 
the question as to what has been. before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair wassimply reminding the 
Senate that that is the business before the body. At the hour of 
2 o'clock the unfinished business was laid before the Senate, and 
was laid aside temporarily at the suggestion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

. bill (H. R. 1933) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine G. Lee; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 7969) to increase the pension of J ~~ E. Vantine. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 4985) to permit a part of the Fort Lyon Milita 
Reservation to be occupied, improved, and controlled for a sol- 
diers’ home by the State of Colorado; 

A bill (H. R. 6352) to simplify the 
the Subsistence Department te 


A bill (H. R. 7320) to prevent trespassing upon and providing 
for the protection o notional mili ks; 

A bill (H. R. 8890) as to medals of honor; and 

A bill (H. R. 9822) for the recognition of officers of the Army to 
whom the Congressional medal of honor has been awarded. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred the Committee on Commerce: 
tae H.R. 9101) to —— an act entitled a an to a 

e Montgomery Bridge Company to construct and maintain 

yh age across the Alabama River near the city of Montgomery, 
A 
over 


approved March 1, 1893; 
bil Ce R. 9168) to authorize the construction of a brid 
comm - yt vem the city of McKeesport to the 
eny County, Pa.; 
A bill ( R. 9736) au th 
A 


of making sales in 
officers and enlisted men of the 


H. e construction of a bridge 

the Columbia River, in the State of Washington; 
bill (H. R. 9775) to amend so much of chapter 189 of the 
Statutes of the United States of America, passed at the third ses- 


sion of the Fifty-third Congress, and es March 2, 1895, as 
requires that the lower portion of the Rock Island Bridge shall 
not be occupied by any street railway company without paying a 
reasonable rent therefor; 

A bill (H. R. 9799) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the ne Western Railway Company to construct a 
bridge across the Tennessee River near Chattanooga,” giving th 
said company more time in which to begin and complete sai 


ridge; 

A bill (H. R. 10012) relating to the improvement of Eastchester 
Creek, State of New York; and 

A bill (H. R. 10067) to amend “An act to amend ‘An act to 
amend section 4400 of Title LII of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, concerning the regulation of steam vessels,’ approved Au- 
gust 7, 1882,” and also to amend section 4414, Title LI1I, of the Re- 
vised Statutes, ‘‘ Regulation of steam vessels.” 

The bill (H. R. 1021) granting relief to the heirs of Albert Au- 
gustine for property taken for the Cayuse war, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 9493) to amend an act entitled ‘‘Anact to forfeit 
certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the 
construction of railroads, and for other purposes,” approved Sep- 
tember 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory thereof, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


SIOUX RESERVATION IN SOUTH DAKOTA, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curtron in the chair) laid 
before the Senate the amendments of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (S. 3328) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act torepeal the 
timber-culture laws, and for other purposes;” which were, on page 
2, line 19, after the word ‘‘ apply,” to insert “‘only;” on page 2, 
line 21, after the word ‘‘in,” to insert ‘‘ North Dakota;” and on 

2, line 21, after the words ‘‘South Dakota,” to insert “‘and 
ebraska.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments made by the House of Representatives to the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3247) to amend an act entitled ‘“*An act 
to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” ap- 
proved February 20, 1889. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
VILAs] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire, before the Senator from Wisconsin pro- 
ceeds, to ask him if he thinks, as representing the opposition to 
this bill, that there will ever be a time when its opponents will 
consent to a vote in season to allow any other business, except 
appropriation bills, to be done at the present session? 

Mr. VILAS. [hardly think I can be called upon to speculate 
in respect to the opinions of other gentlemen. When the debate 
which the opponents of the bill intend to offer shall have been 
concluded, I have no idea they will offer any other opposition to it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. With entire defer- 
ence, I do not gather a great deal of meaning from his answer. 
Of course it is within the power of any five or ten gentlemen in 
this body to say in regard to any measure, ‘‘ It shall be debated so 
that a vote never can be taken upon it.” Of course if they were 
asked the question, they would not answer in that way, but they 
would say, ‘‘ When the debate is concluded there is no doubt there 
will be a vote.” 

But Iask the Senator, as knowing the purposes of the gentlemen 
who agree with him, and of whom he is in some sense if not the 
leader one of the leaders. I am very much interested in other 
legislation. I desire, in reference to that other legislation, to 
know whether he believes (I do not ask him to speculate, but he 
must know from intercourse with his associates) it is their in- 
tention to get through debating the pending bill in time so that 
any other legislation can be taken up at the present session of 
Congress? 

Mr. VILAS. I have no doubt that it depends simply upon the 
time when we shall get through with our discussion. There are a 
number of gentlemen to speak upon the bill yet in opposition to it 
as I am told. How much time they will consume I can not 
undertake to say. For myself, { can say that when I shall have 
addressed to the Senate the fair and proper arguments which I 
think this very important measure demands I shall have no desire 
to occupy any more time, and I will in no way put an obstruction 
to a vote. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I understand the Senator to say, in answer 
to my inquiry, that he is not willing to say from any knowledge 
he has that he believes debate in opposition to the measure will 
ended in time for any other legislation? 

Mr. VILAS. Ido not know how the Senator may understand 
what I have said. As to my belief on the subject, I am unable to 
declare a belief until I have heard something further as to what 
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the debate will be in opposition. I know there are several gentle- 
men to speak, and I do not propose to abridge them by an expres- 
gion of belief or in any wise to interfere with their proper discus- 


sion. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to me 
for a moment? I desire to offer an amendment to the pending 
bill, which I should like to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Catton in the chair). 
amendment will be read. 


The SecrETARY. It is proposed to insert the following as addi- 
tional sections: 


Sec. —. The bonds hereinbefore mentioned shall not be guaranteed and no 
money shall be expended in the construction of the canal until a survey has 
been made by a competent board of engineers, to be — by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and a complete plan prepared for the entire work, 
and such plan shall be approved by the President of the United States. 

Src. —. Should it appear from the report of said board of engineers that 
the cost of said canal will be more than $150,000,000, the President shall reject 
the plan, and the bonds herein provided for shall not be ==. and the 
Government of the United States shall not assume any liability in the con- 
struction of said canal. 


Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to me 
for a moment further? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say, after the statement made 


The 


by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], that I intend to | 


avail myself of the Senatorial privilege which I have to discuss 
this question, and I am not to be disturbed by anything the Sena- 
tor may suggest which indicates that he thinks there is unneces- 
sary delay in the matter. This is a question which has been before 
the Senate fora number of years. It is a very important question, 
whether we shall build the canal; andif so, how weshall build. It 
is a question which has attracted the attention of the engineers of 
the world. It is a question to which I myself for many years 
have given a good deal of attention. I insisted upon this floor 
years ago that there were no data which would justify either the 
Government of the United States or any body of capitalists in tak- 
ing up and building the canal; that there are not sufficient data to 
know what it will cost. In fact, there are not sufficient data before 
the Senate and the country to-day to know whether itis a feasible 
project at all from an engineering point. 

We have the report of the Board of Government Engineers, 
which I intend to take up, and I think if I can get the attention 
of the Senate I will establish the fact that the Board.of Engineers 
have declared and pointed out specifically the lack of knowledge 
on our part that renders it criminal, absolutely criminal, for the 
Senate to vote to put a dollar into it until it shall be known, first, 
if it is feasible, and second, what it is going tocost. There is not 
& man in the Senate who, after he has read that report, can say 
within $100,000,000 what the canal is going to cost. The differ- 
ence between the company which has exploited the project so far 
and the Government engineers as to the expense is, roughly stated, 
something like $70,900,000, if I recollect aright; or more than that, 
in fact. ‘The engineers tell us that there are not sufficient data for 
them to make their calculations; that they made them upon such 
data as they could get. Here and there they tell you is another 
obstacle, in reference to which they have been unable to make 
any calculation as to how much it will cost. When that calcula- 
tion is made it must be added to the cost they have already esti- 
mated. I do not believe the Senate, when the case is presented— 
as it will be presented—will be willing to enter upon this crusade 
of expenditure without sufficient data. I propose myself to pre- 
sent this matter to the Senate if it takes all day, or two days. I 
shall not be deterred from doing it. 

If the canal is ever to be built, it ought to be built by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and it ought to be built in sucha 
way and in such a manner as to be of value to us and to the world. 
No man living can say upon what plan this company, if author- 
ized to make the expenditure under the pending bill, propose to 
build it. Nobody can tell even how big the locks are to be, whether 
they are to be big enough to take in the ships of the present day, 
or the ships that are to be built much larger in the future. 

Mr. President, the opposition to the pending bill is not simply 
a trifling one. It is founded upon good ground, and if the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts is in favor of the measure he will do well 
to address himself to the defense of the bill, and not to acriticism 
of those who may not agree with him. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado will do 
well to understand what I say before he criticises it. Ihave made 
no criticism of anyone. I have not said anything about anyone, 
except that in the interest of other legislation I asked the Senator 
from Wisconsin if he was able to say now if we have got far 
enough for him to believe that this debate would be ended in time 
for other legislation. I made no comment on anyone, no criticism 
on anyone, no attack on anyone. 

The trouble with my honorable friend from Colorado is that 
when he gets excited, as he does very often indeed (and he is the 
most excitable of human creatures, perhaps, with the possible ex- 
ception of myself), he thinks that other people are saying some- 





thing in opposition to him, and goes off at half-cock without know- 
7 t say. 
r. TEL . Lexpressed my opinion about the bill. 


Mr. HOAR. Nobody is objecting to that; it is a very sensib 
and excellent opinion in many ——— but I shall look with — 
curiosity for the answer to it. I have not criticised the Senator, 
or the opponents of the bill, or anyone. I have asked when they 
thought the debate would get through. I think the Senator from 
Colorado, in the midst of his great public avocations, may possibly 
find himself inclined to resign some time the position of guardian 
over me. He never was selected by me for that purpose. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have no desire to be the guar- 
dian of the Senator from Massachusetts, and I could not be if [ 
did desire it. 

Now, I did not mean to be offensive to the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts. I thought the Senator did what, in my experience in 
the Senate (which is not quite as long as his, although I camo 
here before he did), I never heard before. I never h that kind 


of a question addressed to any Senator here. If it had been ad- 
dressed to me, I know, quick as I am to resent things, as he said, 
I should have felt that it was not exactly the thing to do. I felt 
then, and I think the Senate wiii bear me out im the impression, 
that in that particular there was at least an intimation on the 
part of the Senator chat this debate was intended purposely for 
delay. If the Senator from Wisconsin did not so understand it, 
he at least acted so in his reply. If the Senator did not mean 
that, I shall recall everything that I have said, which I am sure 
could not have been very offensive, —— that I thonght if the 
Senator was in favor of the bill he should address himself to the 
defense of the bill. That I still insist he shoulddo. I should like 
to hear the Senator. It would delight me to have the Senator 
take up that report and stand before the American people and te!] 
the American people whether, with the lack of knowledge the 
commission say this company have, he thinks we ought to go into 
an expenditure of $150,000,000 or $200,000,000. It would delight 
me if the Senator would do that. 

If the Senator thinks my remarks were discourteous, I shall cer- 
tainly withdraw them. e can have them even stricken out of 
the Recorp if it is desirable that he should doso. I did not intend 
to be discourteous, and usually I am not discourteous, although, 
of course, I confess I am somewhat sensitive abont attacks, espe- 
cially when it comes to a discussion in the Senate on a question 
involving a couple of hundred million dollars. It seems to me 
that we ought to have plenty of time, and that there ought to be 
no criticism, either open or covert, as to the delay until at least 
there is an apparent purpose in the delay. 

Here is a bill which has been before the Senate only a few days, 
and there are at least, I think, a dozen Senators who are opposed 
to it who propose to be heard against it. I do not think that we 
can be charged with any unnecessary delay. The Senator says to 
me he does not charge it, but I certainly thought the intimation 
was—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator from Wisconsin perfectly 
understands what I desire. He certainly manifested no feeling 
of sensitiveness about it. 1 am in favor of the bill, but I am in 
favor of it because I am in favor of the general principle of the 
bill and because it has been very carefully considered by the gen- 
tlemen to whom it was committed. I am not familiar with its 
details, and never should think of addressing the Senate in regard 
to the matter of the details. : 

T have ae unfortunately the charge of another important 
measure which is on the docket coming after the pending bill, and 
I am interested in several other measures. I wanted to know with 
reference to that important measure what in the judgment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin would be likely to be the time taken Lv 
the pending bill, whether there was any chance of getting that up, 
looking at it with a view of preparing myself as well as I can to 
be ready to deal with it when it comes up. I had no thought of 
anything except to look out for the interest of that other bill: for 
if this debate is to go on for some time, there will have to be a test 

uestion between continuing the oe debate and taking uP 
that bill which the Senator from Minnesota {Mr. Neison | has so 
earnestly urged. I do not want to make a motion to lay aside the 
Nicaragua Canal bill, which I favor, and ly to be put 
in apparent an nism with my views and all the friends or the 
leading friends of this measure ; but the time will have to come at 
some , unless we can agree on a time to take a vote on the 
—s bill, and that is what I had in mind. 

Mr. TELLER. Very good. 


Mr. HOAR. I confined my question mainly to the Senator from 
Wisconsin, who, I think, understood what I was after when [ put 
the question. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think I need make any further apo!osy 
to the Senator from Massachusetts. I have accepted his state- 
ment. If there is any blame it can rest upon me. The SenatoT 
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I do not think he is 

~ : : m I am, and I have been 
ra number of years. I am competent to pass upon these ques- 

aos by my education and by my tastes. I have given to this 

question a good deal of attention, and I have said again and 

here that from an engineering standpoint there was no evidence 

before the Senate that would justify us in attempting to build that 


he is not acquainted with this sub, 
ft he is in favor of the bill. Mr. Presidont, 


canal. 

a desire to address myself to that question, and that question 
ouly, and if takes some little time to do it I propose to doit. We 
are not pressing the bill. We are not the people who are obstruct- 
ing legislation by presenting the bill totheSenate. Itis the friends 
of the bill who are ee I have no particular feeling 
against the people who want the bill passed. If thecompany have 
got into trouble, I have no objection to the Government of the 
United States taking the canal off of their hands, whenever it shall 
be determined that we want to construct the canal ourselves. If 
it shall be thought best and that we t to pay the company for 
what they have —— and to take this work upon ourselves I 
do not know that I should object very mach, but I do not want, 
then, that the canal shall be commenced without sufficient data. 
In my judgment upon the plan of the company it would be an 
absolute failure, and could never be completed with satisfaction; 
and that is the opinion of men who have given the subject close 
attention as engineers, and on whose j t I rely. 

So believing, I should think that id not do my duty to the 
American people if I should sit still and see the bill becomea law. 
Il am acting upon my ju ent as a Senator, as the Senator is 
acting upon his, with the difference that he says he follows the 
committee. 1 do not choose to follow the committee, because I 
do not believe that the reports before the Senate show that the 
committee have such data. They could not have any greater data 
than the company have. Unless this board falsifies the facts, it 
is established that the company had not the very essential knowl- 
edge of conditions there to justify the commencement of the dams 
and embankments, to determine their size, or anything else con- 
nected with them. 

Mr. HOAR. 1 desire to ask the Senator from Wisconsin, with 
his great courtesy, to allow me to put a question to the Senator 
from Alabama.- I desire to ask the Senator from Alabama if he 
would be willing at some day in the future, say to-morrow, or the 
day after to-morrow, or even as late as next Monday, to lay the 
bill aside informally, if a final vote is not reached, with a view of 
taking up the bankruptcy bill for a day or two? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the ing bill was brought 
forward at the request of some of the ablest and most prominent 
Senators of this by me at a time when I did not desire to 
bring it forward. ose gentlemen who favor the canal have 
been for a long number of years engaged in its consideration, and 
both of the great political A aay of this country have avowed 
their friendship for it and their desire to have it built. There is 
no doubt about thesentiment of the American people. The work- 
ing people and all other classes, but more particularly the indus- 
trial classes, desire to have the canal built. The American mind 
is not made up, cam not be made up, to the conclusion that we 
are to abandon this = There are very few Americans who 
desire to see the a oned. Ido not mean the precise plan 
of construction, I mean the cutting of the canal through Nica- 
ragua. There are some railroad men who, inconsiderately and 
foolishly, objeet to it, work against it, conspire in every way how 
to break it down, thinking that thereby they are going to increase 
theirown income, They seem to be given to feathering their own 
hests with downy linings, diess of the plumage of the great 
eagle that soars over them. y seem to have norespect for that 
bird at all when they a downy place and sit upon a nest to 

tch their young in and raise their progeny. They are the men, 
and the only men in the United States, who havé combined in 
opposition to the bill. 

The bill has been under the consideration of at least 150 of the 
best lawyers of the United States, members of Congress. If you 
will count the committees of the Senate that Rare pate upon 
the bill, and consider their composition; if you count the 
committees of the House, and if you will observe the remarkable 
care that they have taken of every detail of the bill, it will sur- 
prise anybedy that a man should venture to get up on this floor 
and state that any part of the bill had never received faithful and 
~ consideration. 

Sto the engineering jects that are contained in the bill, 
ov commenced with Mc Childs's survey under Vanderbilt forty- 
© or fifty yearsago, and they have come down regularly. Three 
Ta. )® have been made, paid for by the Government of the 
uited States, and they have been laid before the various com- 
mittees. survey has been made at very great expense 
and with great care by the Maritime Canal Company, in which 
they have paid out their money; and they received a statement, 
wt from one engineer, from the board of five additional 
Ugineers, the best that the country affords, to show the entire 





ed of it, and that it would not cost more than $83,- 


Then we sent a board of commissioners out there, who went at 
a hop, skip, and a jump over it, who did not have time to investi- 
gate it at all, who did not have the money with which to investi- 
o- it. We only put up here on the part of Congress $20,000, and 

Maritime Company supplemented it with another $20,000 to 
clear the way, that they might have a full opportunity to investi- 
te it. They laid all their engineering plans and data of every 
nd before them. They spent three months in the investigation 
of that data, and then they came in with a proposition that 
$135,000,000 would certainly build the canal, after putting on the 
most extravagant allowances that they could conceive of, and 
that the scheme was thoroughly practicable. They stated it a 
dozen times before the committee of the House. The House in- 
vestigated the subject and sent its investigation here. The House 
bill was reported here to the Senate without the change of a word 
in it, so that the two Houses are perfectly in harmony through 
their committees in the presentation of the bill. 

I thought while the Senator from Colorado was reading his 
amendment that if that honorable, sagacious, wise, and learned 
Senator had only taken the pains to compare his amendment with 
the bill he would have found that the whole of it was covered in 
the bill. The construction of the canal can not proceed until the 
President of the United States has appointed three engineers of 
the Army, who have examined it and have reported to him upon 
its feasibility. One hundred and fifty thousand dollars, I think, 
is the sum for a preliminary survey. I am willing to make it 
$300,000, if that is what the engineers want to spend, for it seems 
to be the big thing now to get an engineering grab out of it. That 
is the milk in the cocoanut about that report. I am willing to 
spend, if the Senator from Colorado is willing, $300,000 in making 
@ preliminary survey. The President of the United States is to 
be thoroughly informed about the plan, the location, the feasi\il- 
ity, the practicability, and all that, before he can put the canal 
under construction. 

Then what? Then we must appoint a board of engineers to 
sw ige, to control the working of the plan after it has been 
adopted, without any sort of disturbance from the company. 
They have no right to interfere with him. 

Who is the company they are talking about? The men who 
have spent their money there. under the arrangement proposed. 
if we choose to accept it, will have 7 per cent of voting power in 
thatcompany. The United States will have 70 per cent—just ten 
times more power. Nicaragua will have 1} per cent, and Costa 
Rica has 1 per cent of voting power in the company after it has 
been reorganized under the provisions of the act, if they accept 
it. If they do not accept it, it amounts to nothing. 

I am perfectly willing to put into the law a provision that if the 
cost of it exceeds $150,000,000, or the estimates made by the Army 
engineers, the President shall suspend all operations until Con- 
gress shall furth tr direct. The committee made all the calcula- 
tion, on which this report is based, upon $150,000,000, although | 
feel as conscious as I could be of any fact, and as a nonprofessional 
man could feel about a matter of the kind, that it will never cost 
$80,000,000 to build it. Itcan not cost it unless it is one of the 
Government extravagances in which money is thrown to the winds 
whenever they get a chance ata job. If wecan get any control 
of the engineers and hold them down so that they will not en- 
rich themselves and all their posterity by the loot that they wi!l 
get out of this work, we can build it for $83,000,000 beyond a 
question. 

Now, sir, if I were to do what the Senator from Massachusetts 
asks me to do—withdraw the bill—what would be left here in 
front of us? I call your attention to it. What would be left 
in front of us? A vortex. in which there would be involved more 
trouble and danger to the people of the United States than any 

uestion that has come up since the civil war. What is that? 

he Senator from Wisconsin the other evening let drop the re 
mark, I think, that this concession expires in April next. That is 
not thefact. That is the Nicaraguan view of the question recently 
put up, but Nicaragua herself has never contended for it. 

Mr. VILAS. This was explicitly declared, I will say to the 
Senator, in the eighth article. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand that the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin takes that side of the question every time. He takes the Nica- 

side against our people. Let him doit if he wantsto. But 
that qu:stion has been settled by agreement not merely between 

ua and the company, but between the Government of 
Nicaragua and the Government of the United States, and so Mr. 
Blaine and so Mr. Gresham have declared. It was settled under 
the supervision of a minister of the Government of the United 
States, who went there and looked at it and witnessed the settile- 
ment. Now the Senator gets up and takes the Nicaraguan side 
of it, and says the concession will be forfeited next April. 

Mr. VILAS. I will thank the Senator from Alabama if he will 
kindly refer me to the evidence of that statement. 
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Mr. MORGAN. The last report I made here last Friday shows 
it beyond question. Thereit is in print and in the Senator's hands. 

Mr. VILAS. Last Friday? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir, last Friday; and the Sena or is as- 
tonished. It seems he has not read it. He is willing to get up 
here and take the Nicaraguan side of the question and make ob- 
servations about the rights of our people that destroy them abso- 
lutely —— 

Mr VILAS. I wish to say that I have read that report, but I 
saw in it nothing of that kind. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will read it again, he will see it. 

Now. Mr. President, I said if I were to withdraw the bill a vor- 
tex is opened here, and that honorable and grave Senator who sits 

_in front of me, whose ability we all acknowledge and whose patri- 
otism no man doubts, would have more on his hands than if he 
were a Talleyrand and a Metternich combined to get along with 
after I withdraw the bill. What is it? Itis that the American 
Congress have abandoned the rights that our people have got 
under their own legislation. Read Mr. Blaine’s dispatch in the 
report that I presented on last Friday, and you will see what view 
an American statesman took of thismatter. You will see how an 
American Secretary of State who felt like he was an American 
handled this question in favor of our own people. They came here 
and asked us for a charter. On what authority did they ask it? 
The express language of theconcession. 'Theconcessions required 
them to goto some other country and form a company of construc- 
tion. They named New York City as the home of the corporation 
of construction. They came and asked us and we chartered them, 
and in chartering them we put restrictions upon Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica and everybody else concerned in it of the most rigid 
character. 

After we had done that, the company organized, Nicaragua, 
being present in that company by her minister in the organiza- 
tion, accepting it through and through. That company has gone 
on, and its president, under the law, has been required to make, 
and has made annually, a report under oath of the whole situa- 
tion. Diplomatic correspondence, interchange of notes of vari- 
ous kinds have taken place here until it would shame an American 
statesman to deny that we had acquired rights in this way as to 
the Government of Nicaragua that she must enforce. She can 
not be permitted, with honor to this country and with justice to 
our own people, to change her attitude; and the very moment 


that I should withdraw this bill, with the consent of the Senate, 
we should have abandoned the whole of that ground, and the 
Senator from Ohio who is to be the Secretary of State of the in- 
coming Administration would find himself in what has been 
described by Mr. Blaine as a controversy with a half dozen little 


republics in Central America. Suppose I should add my humble 
opinion that in that controversy the same thing would occur time 
and again which occurred heretofore—that is to say, that the 
would demand money from any government that they andestonk 
to treat with for the purpose of fixing the contract. How many 
times have they made concessions and forfeited them just as often 
as they could do it? Every time they got something in advance 
for a concessicn they forfeited the concession, got the money into 
their treasury, and never paid it back. Now, tosay the least of it, 
they have got $150,000 in gold from this company; they have gota 
large number of improvements of a very valuable kind there; 
they have got surveys that they want. Whether the Senator 
from Colorado thinks they are of any account or not, they have 
cost an enormous amount of money, and Nicaragua wants them. 
She will get all of those. She will “= her fingers in your face 
and say she will not treat with you. Then what are you going to 
do? Send your guns down there and capture her? Are you going 
to have a war? 

Mr. TELLER. She will treat with us. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; she will not treat with us. She can not 
treat with us upon the proposition she has made, because President 
Cleveland, when he first came into office—the honorable Senator 
from Wisconsin being one of his advisers at the time, one of his 
Cabinet—choked to death this very treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. They will make another treaty. 

Mr. VILAS. They have proffereu another. 

Mr. MORGAN. es; $4,000,000 more. Then what will the 
Senator do? He has changed his mind so that he will now vote 
for such a treaty, when he and the President he was with at that 
time snatched it out of the hands of the Senate and refused to 
allow us to vote on it. 

Mr. President, there are things here in regard to which the 
lapse of time has sometimes brought gentlemen in utter conflict 
with themselves. There can be no harm in our passing this bill 
even if the House of Representatives does not pass it, or if it 
should never go into execution; but, on the contrary, there is a 
demand for the passage of it that is absolutely insuperable, unless 
we intend to yield the whole question of the canal. Pass this bill 
through the Senate, and what will come then? The same con- 


gratulations which came from Nicaragua two years ago, w 

we passed a similar bill through the Senate, only'a bill leg fee 
able to Nicaragua than this. There came a flame of electric tele. 
grams a. the country—both countries—upon the 
passage of that very bill two years ago. They are set forth in 
the report. 

I have had occasion here to do a thing that I dislike very much 
to do, and that is to make statements before this body upon testi- 
mony that I know of, but that I am under constraint about Say- 
ing anything about. All of us often get into that condition. ‘[ 
have asserted here that British emissaries have been at work from 
the time this was started down to this very date trying to inter. 
rupt and prevent this canal from being built. They think that if 
they can drive the Senate of the United States away from its duty 
in passing a bill affirming the right of this company, whether that 
bill becomes a law or not, then they have got us in a condition 
where they can handle us very easily through their refusal to 
negotiate treaties with us of a fair description, and through that 
minority vote of a third of the Senate which they think they can 
always rely upon to defeat any measure of this kind. 

We have now got this matter before the legislative tribunal of 
the country in a form that the Senate of the United States can 
express its convictions, if it can not do any more, and I should as 
soon have those convictions expressed in a resolution as in a bill 
for the purposes of the diplomatic situation. But, sir, I am not 
going to yield upon that proposition until some man shows me the 
way out. We have not got any advantages at the present time, 
but we have certain very important rights included in this pro- 
gramme, and I am for insisting upon thoserights and for strength- 
ening the hands of the next Secretary of State, so that he can go 
to Nicaragua and say: “ Do you expect that we are going to yield 
the rights of those American citizens at your will and at your 
behest when the Senate of the United States has twice passed upon 
this question and affirmed those rights?” The way, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to get into trouble is to simply invite it, particularly when 
you are dealing with a number of very small nations, who notori- 
ously are engaged continually in raids upon each other. 

Now, we are paying great attention to what Nicaragua has said, 
What has Costa Rica said about it? Costa Rica is just as impor- 
tant a factor in this canal as Nicaragua; her rights are identical 
with those of Nicaragua. Itis very true that after Nicaragua had 
remedied the infirmity in her title and we negotiated with her and 

aid her the money, it then became evident, on a decision as to the 
undary line made by our own President, that we were bound to 
et a concession from Costa Rica, or else the whole scheme would 
ail. We went to Costa Rica and put the concession in the very 
words of the concession granted by Ni a; and when Costa 
Rica came in—Nicaragua knowing it and consenting to it—with 
her minister to take a seat on the of directors, Nicaragua 
objected. That raised another row, and she declared that the con- 
cession had been forfeited because Costa Rica had come into it 
and had done that which Nicaragua was bound in honor to do her- 
self—secure the rights and privil of the San Juan River where 
Nicaragua and Costa Rica a joint right of navigation. 

They refused to take their seat in the board at first. The com- 
pany’s president and both the minister from Costa Rica and the 
minister from Nicaragua came finally and took their seats in the 
board, and as an oath of office was required, both those ministers 
took the oath of office in behalf of theirGovernments. Then there 
came more telegrams, more congratulations exchanged between 
these two Governments. ‘Everything is now serene ”—that is the 
language of one of them. All difficulties were removed. So they 
have gone on from time to time, until finally there springs up 4 
new sort of mushroom republic called a diet. Three States yet 
together and form a diet, each of them insisting and contending, 
and representing to our Government also, that they are perfectly 
independent of each other, but they have submitted their diplo- 
matic affairs into the hands of a common minister. I should like 
to know what that minister of these three Republics—Honduras 
and Salvador being two of them—has got to do with our contracts 
with Nicaragua? Are our contracts with Nicaragua to be 
vacated, avoided, and annulled at the demand and behest of these 
other two Republics who have nothing to do with them? But 
that is the effort. Not only is that the effort, but it does not stop 
there. Their point is to take Costa Rica and rub her out—one of 
those little tempestuous arrangements that arise in that little te 
pot down there, and the storm seems to be big enough just to <is- 
concert the Senate of the United States—that is all; and it comes 


in here when a bill is about to on its ey 
vernment at Nicaragua has eveT 


I have not any idea that the 
intrusted to any minister the right to disengage her from 4 con 
tract which she has made with citizens; but if she as, 
she can not do it, and has no right to do it. We are not here for 
the purpose of seeing our citizens robbed at pleasure by any $0" 
ernment, great or small; it is not what we are do here, 
and if the Senate of the United States will take a vote on this 
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pill, if pons Pag = adopt this bill even with the amendments which 


the honorable Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] wants to put 
into it, they will save this question and save this canal from 


in. 

mt I should, upon the uest of some of the ablest and oldest 
members of this body, 7 this measure, with all of its vast pub- 
lic significance, then, Mr. President, I should have the odium of 
cowardice and eee upon my soul. You do not expect 
me to do it; surely, I not doit. I donot care what it is that 
stands in the way of it; I did not bring it into contact with any- 
body's bill or anybody's measure. I offered it because the time 
was lapsingand the honorable Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. V1LAs 
said it was only until April within which we have got to act, and, 
having stated that, lam compelled to believe that the Senator from 
Wisconsin would be very glad to see that day in April arrive be- 
fore this bill . . 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. STEWART. ‘Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 
make a remark before he proceeds? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr.STEWART. 1 wish tocall the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to something he can do which will 
facilitate the passage of the bankrupt bill, which would probably 
avoid the necessity of any test vote. 

I believe that every Senator present is in favor of a voluntary 
bankruptcy bill. The necessity for it is obvious; nobody doubts 
that at all; but there are many Senators and many judicious peo- 

le in the country who are opposed to an involuntary bankruptcy 
be at this time. Im the present depression in the country it is 
impossible for business men and others to meet their obligations 
promptly on account of the difficulty of converting their assets 
into money. Aninvoluntary bankruptcy law will open a field for 
putting people into bankruptcy at a time when it would destroy 
many men who would otherwise pull through when times get better, 
if they ever do. ie 

I know it is said that you can have provision to prevent fraud, 

and all that, but the fact of putting a man into bankruptcy de- 
stroys his property, and the desire of those who have a little money 
to buy property cheaply may be a motive to proceed, whether they 
ought properly to do soor not. At allevents, you place thousands 
and hundreds of thousands of good men at the mercy of those who 
might and probably would take advantage of them. All creditors 
are not bad men, but there are business men who can not meet 
their obligations on account of the scarcity of money, who can not 
convert their property into money, go into bankruptcy, and gratify 
the greed of those who want to buy their property and have it sold 
for asmall price. If this thing commences, there will be a vast 
amount of property sold under the hammer, with nobody to buy 
it, and there will be more harm done, I believe, by an involuntary 
rere law at this time than there would be if we should do 
nothing. 
If it Tecaniat important at the next session, if times change, and 
an involun bankruptcy law is desired, such a law as we may 
now pass can be amended, and we can promptly pass a law which 
will giverelief to those who are bankrupts; but let the matter stand 
until times change and do yo such a provision at a time when 
it would amount to unive confiscation, as it seems to me it 
would under existing circumstances. 

I have observed the operation of bankruptcy laws for man 
years and labored very hard to get the last bankruptcy act naan, 
but it had not been in operation six months before petitions came 
in for its . Co modified the law and continued to 
make modifications, but still the petitions came for its repeal, and 
it was finally removed from the statute book. The same was true 
of the bankruptcy law of 1842, and the same has been true of all 
bankruptcy laws, that when they go into operation much scandal 
grows out of the business and man unworthy men collect around 
. and form cliques to secure and divide among themselves other 

en's pro 

I suggest that we should not go any further at this time than to 
do what is absolutely necessary for present relief, because if we 
Go every provision of the bill must be discussed and it will occupy 
more time than ean be given it owing to the consideration of the 
“ppropriation and other necessary bills, even if the Nicaraguan 
Canal bill were out of the way. I hope the Senator will devote 
his time to eliminating the repulsive features of the present 
bankruptcy law. 

Mr. AL I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada a 
question, and it is this: Whether the Senator sees any connection 
between the parties behind this involuntary bankruptcy bill and 
those behind the nt financial es 
_ Mr.STEWART. Well, those behind the present financial policy 
m this country, it is true, have all the money, and if the property 
of the country were put up for sale they are the taly pecsens who 
Would be able to purchase. Whether they will be influenced by 
— considerations or not, others, who are’ as d judges of 

aman nature as I am, must draw their own conclusions. 





Mr. VILAS. Mr. President—— 


Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin to yield tome 
for a moment. 


Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Do I understand the Senator from Alabama 
= Moran] to say that the amendment I offered was included in 

e bill? Isuppose this is the language to which the Senator refers: 


That the President of the United States may, and is hereby authorized, in 


his discretion, at any time after the passage of this act, to appoint a board 
of three civil cagineare, ~— 


Is that the provision? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is not all of it. 

Mr. TELLER. I will read all of it, then. 

The members of which shall be selected from civil life. 

Is not that the language? 

Mr. MORGAN. No. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator tell me where it is, then? 

an MORGAN. I thought the Senator was familiar with the 
Mr. TELLER. I do not find anything imperative on the Presi- 
dent, nothing mandatory; I find nothing here but discretionar 
power on the part of the President. What I desire by my amend- 
ment is that the President shall not guarantee these bonds, shall 
not take any steps to incur any liability on the part of the United 
States until it is determined what the canal will cost. It will cost 
$150,000,000, as some think. If that is not so, I have misunder- 
stood the provision. I think there is nothing in the bill which will 
prohibit the President from going on if he sees fit to go on. 

I do not wish to interrupt the Senator who has the floor, except 
to say that, so far as I am concerned, I have not seen the English 
influence of which the Senator from Alabama speaks. I am not 
myself particularly amenable to English influence, and I do not 
know that I am very much amenable to any other influence upon 

uestions of this kind which I have been considering a long time. 
Nobody has approached me on the subject. I am not now con- 
tending that we should not build the canal, and am not now con- 
tending that these people have not a concession there that we are 
obliged to take care of if we build the canal. I am not antago- 
nizing that. What I am complaining of in this bill is that, with- 
out sufficient data, without sufficient information, without know- 
ing how this canal shall be built, we are to be committed to an 
expenditure of from $66,000,000, according to the company’s state- 
ment, $135,000,000 according to the engineers’ statement, and 
according to my impression from two hundred million to two 
hundred and fifty million dollars. 

There is too much difference of opinion between the engineers 
of this company and the engineers whom we sent out; there is 
too much difference of opinion between the engineers who have 
studied this question and those who have been in control of this 
company to justify us in taking up the work and going on with 
it. Nobody, as I said before, knows whether, if we pass this bill, 
the company will commence to build the canal upon their plan or 
upon the plan of the Ludlow engineers, or upon what plan it will 
be built. There is the whole trouble in this matter. What I 
desire, and what I think is a prudent and proper amendment, is 
that before anything shall be done there shall be a careful exami- 
nation. 

The Senator from Alabama says this commission ran over the 
ground. The commissioners themselves say they did, They say 
they went over the = with great haste and in a very unsatis- 
factory manner, The commission show, with all the maps, with 
all these data before them, that this company did not have certain 
data, without which I say here no private corporation which 
ever e ted to complete a work of this kind would ever have 
unde en. The idea is preposterous that a corporation should 
begin to build a dam more than 100 feet high without knowing 
what was the foundation upon which it was to be built when they 
made their estimates, that they should pa a waterway for 
40,000 cubic feet per second when this rd of engineers says 
that 150,000 feet will pass the weir in a second. 

Mr. President, success is impossible under such circumstances, 
That is why I want to take up this report, and I want to show, 
not that this commission is right, but I desire to show that this 
company has not got and never has had the data that common 
engineering skill and common meee prudence would require 
they should have before they expended a dollar. If they have any 
concession that is valuable the United States must pay forit. I[ 
am not contending as to the $4,000,000 which is proposed to be 

d to them, for that is a bagatelle and amounts to nothing. 

he question is, Are we ready now to commit ourselves to a 
scheme which will cost $80,000,000, as the Senator says, and which 
the board say will cost $135,000,000? That is the question which 
I desire to present at some time. I do not desire, however, to 
interfere with anything else. If this bill is to be pressed, we must 
be heard on our side. That is all we shall ask. I am willing to 
say for nyself that, after I have got through—I have no concern 
whether other people get through or not—I shall have no desire 
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to delay the bill, but I certainly do not intend that this bill shall 

ss without at least putting on record ay objections to it, which 
Pthink are not technical but fundamental. 

Mr. CARTER. I submit two proposed amendments to the 
peat bill which I ask may be printed, so that the Senate may 
snow their import. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let them be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendments will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Amend section 3 by striking out in lines 12 and 13 the words “ or that sat. 
isfactory arrangements have been made for the return and cancellation of 
said stock,” and by striking out of lines l5and 16 the words “or that satis- 
factory arrangements have been made for their redemption and canceilation;” 
by striking out from lines 20, 21, and 22 the words “ or that provision has been 
made for the satisfaction and cancellation of said liabilities and contracts;” 
g0 that the section when amended shall be as follows: 

“Seo. 3, Thatif the Maritime Canal Company of Nicara: shall, within 
one year from the passage of this act, show to the satisfaction of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury that all the stock of the Maritime Canal Company of 


~ Nicaragua heretofore subscribed for or issued, except that heretofore issued 


to the Republics of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, has been called in, returned to, 
and canceled by the treasurer of the company, and that all bonds issued by 
said company and obligations to deliver bonds have been redeemed and can- 
celed, and that all liabilities of the said company have been satisfied, and all 
contracts and agreements heretofore made by said company, including all 
contracts with the Nicaragua Canal Construction Company, have been can- 
celed; the Secretary of the Treasury shall, on behalf of the United States, 
subscribe for 700,000 shares of the capital stock of said company,and said com- 
y shall thereupon issue tothe said Secretary of the Treasury of the United 
Btates 700,000 shares of the capital stock of said company herein provided for, 
to be deposited with the Treasurer of the United States, which stock shall be 
issued in consideration of the guaranty by the United States of the bonds of 
said company hereinafter provided for, and shall be regarded as fully paid 
and nonassessable. In addition thereto 70,000 sharesof nonassessable capital 
stock of said Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua shall be issued and 
delivered to such person or persons as may be designated by those stock- 
holders of the said company whose stock has been surrendered and canceled 
as hereinbefore required.” 
Amend the bill entitled “A bill to amend the act entitled ‘An act to incor- 
orate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,’* approved February 20, 

, by striking out section 7. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be printed. 
Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, before proceeding with the dis- 
cussion to-day, I wish to offer and have read a substitute which 
1 intend to propose to this bill after I have reached the proper 
stage in the discussion to indicate the views which this substitute 
would represent in the legislation. I ask to have it read now and 
rinted. 
a The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. Itis propesed to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause and insert: 


That a commission of five persons, one from the Corps of Engineers of the 
Army, one from the Engineers of the Navy, and three other citizens of the 
United States, all to be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, is hereby created, to be known asthe Interoceanic 
Canal Commission; that the compensation of said board shall be fixed by the 
President, not toexceed $500 per month to each, including such pay as the — 
neers so selected are receiving for the time they are employed, from 
Government. And the said board, under such arrangements and regulations 
as shall be made by the Secretary of State, with the approval of the President 
of the United States, shall, the necessary permission therefor having been 
previously obtained from the Governments of the respective countries inter- 
ested, visit and personally ins the several lmes or routes projected, or 
which may seem to said board to be sufficiently practicable to demand an 
inquiry, for an interoceanic canal to connect the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, 
and shall make or cause to be made all needful surveys, examinations, obser- 
vations, and inquiries necessary to enable them to determine which is the 
most feasible, practicable, and economical route for the construction of a 
canal, and which, upon all the considerations entering into the subject, is, in 
their opinion, the most eligible, together with their reasons therefor; and 
also to make a report in reference to such route, of plans, profiles, sections, 
prisms, and specitications for its various parts, requisite to the construction 
and entire completion in a satisfactory manner of a canal sufficient to trans- 
por't the vessels of ail countries between said oceans, and also particular and 
complete estimates in full detail of the probable cost of such work upon the 
line or route so selected; and also to make such surveys, examinations, 
observations, and estimates of other lines or routes considered as competitive 
as may be necessary to distinguish and discriminate as compared with the 
same the eligibility of the route recommended. 

For the purpose of securing the permission aforesaid, the President of the 
United States is authorized to make such negotiations with the Governments 
of the several countries whose territory may be embraced in a portion of any 
of said canal routes as to him shall seem advisable. 

And for the purposes hereof there is hereby appropriated $1,000,000, to be 
immediately available. 


Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, before I notice some other things 
which have been said here to-day, I want to call attention to the 
very direct statement which was made by the distinguished and 
honorable Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] in regard to what 
he put into the Recorp last Friday. The Senator from Alabama 
has a favorite way of supposing that the opponents of his measures 
do not even know what the documents contain of which they speak, 
and is very ready to aver that they can not have understood or 
read them. 

I said, sir, that the forty-eighth article of the concession 
vides for the expiration of the concession by its own terms of limita- 
tion, unless Nicaragua should grant an extension, on the 23d or 24th 
day of April next—I think it is one of those days of April, depend- 
ing upon which day shall be considered the date from which the 
ten years run. 
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The Senator from Alabama therew very directly stated 
this report showed that it had been ps eet provided for, and —_ 
there was no right in Nicaragua to claim ing under the arti- 
cle. Ithought I had read that report. I have reviewed it, and 
there is not a word in it that I am able to discover which relates 
to the forty-eighth article of the concession. I ask the Senator 
from Alabama to point out what it is in that report which he con- 
ceives in any manner affects that article. I recognize the fact 
that there was in the transactions between the company and Nica- 
ragua and in the corres ence between our State artment 
and its officials and theirs, and in the declarations which some of 
the Nicaraguan officials have made, a relinquishment perhaps of 
the right to forfeit for some of the articles, but there is not one 
word in it which relates to the forty-eighth article that I have 
been able to discover. If there is, I should be glad to have it 
pointed out : 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from Wisconsin desire that 
I shall point it out now? 

Mr. VILAS. At the Senator’s convenience, because I intend to 
— the point. I should like to know what there is that relates 

it. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will refer to the first statement 
made by the president of the Maritime Canal Company in J une, 
1890, to the Committee on Foreign Relations, when that commit- 
tee called him before them—— 

Mr. VILAS. Is the Senator about to read from the report of 
last a 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. If the Senator will notice the statement 
when the committee called him before them and examined him about 
this matter in executivesession, he will find that the Government of 
Nicaragua would not consent that the work had been begun in 
accordance with the concession. Finally, after Mr. Blaine’s inter- 
vention, itdid consent that the concession as to the time of the bein- 
ning of the work had been entirely complied with. That postponed 
necessarily, the time of the completion of the workfrom the date of 
the agreement, making it ten years inall. Eight from that 
day would make it until the 23d day of next April, and ten years 
would bring it to the 23d of April, 1899. Mr. Blaine sent what 
Mr. Baker calls a very perpendicular sort of dispatch on that sub- 
ject in these words: 

The United States Government learns with surprise of rumors of an at- 
tempt to a deprive the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua of its 


rights as em ed in the contract granted by Nicaragua to that company. 
The United States can not understand how Sam eoder its 


a. You will pi 

laws should be treated with injustice by Nicaragua. You will please ascer- 
tain whence these a rumors have arisen and communicate wit! me 
as soon as possible. You wiil also leave owe da with the Nica- 
raguan secretary of foreign affairs. The United vernment can not 


remain passive when the rights of a organized under its laws are 
threatened with injustice. 


That is the very point in issue at that time. Then afterwards 
Mr. Blaine telegraphed to Mr. Hitchcock as follows: 


Hrrencock, Fifth Avenue Hotel, New York: 
Mizner telegraphs: “All difficulties settled. Papers executed in tripli- 
cate. This Government will retain one.” — 


Guzman, the minister to this Government, on the same day tele- 
graphed to Mr. Hitchcock: 
Mr. Hiram Hirowcock, New York: 


I sincerely congratulate the company and yourself upon the good news 
received from Nicaragua. & GuzMAN 


Then Mr. Hitchcock, upon that day, sent to the President a 
dispatch: 
His Excellency PRESIDENT Or NICARAGUA, Managua: 
i congratulations upon the y termination of 


mpany’s assurance that it will ly pros»cute 
the work of the canal in the interest of Nicaragua and the whole comme cial 


world. ; 
HIRAM HITCHCOCK, President. 


On the 11th of October the following dispatch was received by 
the president of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua: 
tulate lf jointly with | the ha ttlement of the 
cans’ question, and with the prostest aatistattion Laffer the cordial assistance 
of my Government to the the realization of this 
grand enterprise. 
Now, those are a part of the dispatches, which show exactly the 
time and the circumstances surrounding this recognition 0! the 
right of the nae as ne been established under the cov- 
i or the 


cession, —— period of eight years from that 
time to complete the canal. 


Mr. VILAS. It is as I supposed it was. All that relates to the 
forty-eighth article is a mere ar, t which the Senator from 
Alabama adduces from other things entirely, but which pro!'"') 
would. be considered to have no just relation whatever t° = 
a forty-eighth. I will speak of that by 


orts of the company for 











1897. 


Mr. President, I am sorry the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Ho k] is not present for the moment, for I should like to his 
attention to an inferenee which Senators might very properly 
draw from the question he put to me to-day. Yer more 
than an hour was ‘taken out of the time which I might have en- 


joyed in the discussion of the bill by a similar question, and by 
proposing to the o ts of the to fix a time for a vote in 
every form in which ingenuity could it, and by following 


jt with various talk and discussion; and to-day, when another 
measure had occupied the attention of the Senate until nearly or 
quite 8 o'clock, we had a right to — that we could go on with 
the discussion of the pending bill. en comes this question about 
the time the discussion is to occupy, and an hour ’ min- 
utes have been consumed in consequent debate, mainly by the 
friends of the bill. Lcalled attention to the fact yesterday that 
it was a week agolast Thursday when I first solicited the privilege 
of being heard, and that I had not been able to be heard since; and 
it would seem as though, if there were a charge of filibustering, 
to use a very harsh ee first fell from the lips of the Sen- 
ator from ‘Ache Mr. MorGan] on that day, Thursday a week, 
it ought to be ai at those who would seem to be filibustering 
to prevent a fair discussion by the opponents of the bill. 

We are ready to take up-any other measure. Weare notstand- 
ing in the way of any other measure. We are only opposing this 
measure. Ifthe Senate wishes to take up any other measure, we 
are willing. No t of the bill has ever made an objection 
to its being laid informally at eee so that if anything 
else was desired to be presented to the it could be; and yet, 
with the fact stated to the Senate by the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who is to be the premier of the next 
Administration, that the bill can not become a law at this session 
of Congress, and that therefore everything we do here is uselessly 
done, except as it is the expression of the Senate’s opinion, it is 
insisted that the bill shall be kept before the Senate while the 
other legislation which is of consequence, vastly greater conse- 
quence than the mere passage by the Senate of this bill could be, 
shall lose the op ot consideration. Let the fault, if that 
be fault, abide where it belongs, not with us. 

I trust. sir, that it will not be continually insisted, day after 
day, when the opponents of the bill desire respectfully to urge 
their objections against it, that we shall have these questions put, 
ins:nuating or seeming toinsinuate to the public that an unworthy 
motive governs our desire to debate it. I saw it stated this morn- 
ing in a newspaper to which I have been in the habit of looking 
for correct reports of the proceedings of Congress that the re- 
marks which I submitted to the Senate yesterday were intended 
to consume time, whereas there was not a Senator who listened to 
them who did not know that they were addressed pertinently and 
Pra} erly to - bill before al sate iin . 

_ Now, sir, [ propose to continue discussion, and to pursue the 
line of argument upon which I entered yesterday. Let me recall 
for one moment ee I had pointed out that the bill, 
aside from buying out the k of the present ee 
proposed to put the United States into that corporation, and not 
in its sovereign capacity, but in a fictitious corporate capacity, to 
proceed to construct at its own cost and risk the canal as an enter- 
prise of its own, pure and simple. Then lentered upon a consid- 
eration of the reasons which were proffered to us why the United 
States should assumethat ne Iwas considering, 
at the time when we went into executive session, theargument that 
it shouid be built as a military auxiliary to the national defense. 
I think | had shown that neither in a state of neutralization in 
time of war nor in a state of exclusive control by the United 
States in time of war—and one or the other of those conditions is 
practically inevitable—could the canal be a source of strength, 

ut In either case would bea source of weakness, considered from 
& military standpoint. 

I then asked—and at that point the Senate chose to go into 
executive session—what was theory of the utility of the canal 
as a military auxiliary entertained by the friends of the bill. It 
1s obvious at once that it consists in a single feature—that our 
ships of war might pass to and fro between the eastern and the 
Western coasts. 

Mr. TELLER. How about the war ships of other nations? 

_ Mr. VILAS, AsLargued yesterday, they must pass if the canal 

2 neutralized; and if it isnot neutralized, it becomes a far greater 

: cement of weakness in our hands. But 1 was considering simply 
© question of utility to us. 

Why do we care to pass our ships of war between the Atlantic 
yo the Pacific coasts? For'the defense of the Pacific coast or the 
oe of o Atlantic coast? The Pacific pres as — ng 

© conclusion yesterday afternoon, is alread en 
ae far better than by ships of war. There tie the immense 
ant ete likely to imperil the Daited States in her domin 
: enemy | in- 
ion of the Pacific Slope can-cross that great sea, justly named the 
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Pacific, because it is impossible that humanity should engage in 
practical warfare across the space which it occupies? 

Sir, let us turn for a moment to the Atlantic coast. Where are 
our enemies to assail us on the Atlantic coast? To do it they 
must cross 8,000 miles of sea. I have heard the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Alabama, when under the dominion of that fear of 
England which he sometimes illustrates by speeches on the floor, 

k, and I believe 1 use the very word he adopted, of a cordon 
of outposts which England is gradually establishing in terrible 
menace to our safety, beginning with Halifax and the eastern 
shores of Canada on our northeast, thence to Jamaica on our south- 
east, and to Honduras, and then threatening to take the Sandwich 
Islands, and thus at last enveloping the United States in a very 
surrounding of imminent peril. But, sir, 1 do not fail to recall 
that more t one hundred years ago, when we were but three 

illions in number and had neither ships nur armies, this people, 
with ‘their stout hearts, were able not only to begin a war with 
land for their independence, but to achieve it under the help 
of Divine Providence. I do not forget that since that time they 
again declared war upon that, the greatest naval power of the 
world, and that even upon the great sea, where our brave men 
encountered their immense navalestablishments, we had the honor 
of such glorious victories as that won by Hull and that won b 
oe and of such a glorious defeat as Lawrence sank to deat 


From that time to this, what has been our peril of war with any 
European power? Now, not with three million,as during our war 
of independence, nor eight or ten million, as in the next war, but 
with 75,000,000 people in thriving industry over this continent 
from ocean to ocean, with works of civilization such as no other 
equal surface of the world has ever before seen to such an extent 
in like time, with as many miles of railroad binding us together as 
all the rest of the world besides possesses substantially, is it neces- 
sary for us to begin to tremble and shiver lest some enemy come 
across the sea to threaten our safety? 

What has been the history of armadas? The most notable effort 
that was ever made to invade a foreign land by ocean was when 
Spain undertook to seize the fair realm of the virgin Queen of 

land, and that colossal naval array, sent with -such circum- 
stances of apparent power as to threaten, seemingly, the absolute 
doom of ‘that solitary island, was dissipated by tempests and the 
ships of England. Afterwards, sir, the greatest genius of war 
who has ever, perhaps, contended against England, no farther 
distant from her than across the English Channel, looked upon 
that island with the eye of one fertile in military resources, and 
could find no way by which he could dare to launch a naval expe- 
dition with promise of success, and though he marshaied his 
armies at Cologne, and though he built ships for a long time, yet 
when the hour of practicable trial came he never attempted 
it. What have we to fear that should make us now go abroad 
to the isthmus that separates the northern and southern con.-i- 
nents of America to build a canal to defend the United Siates 
from attack? 

Sir, we have a great deal of this sort of bugaboo. It has been 
a favorite argument with some who are interested in building 
up a navy for us, and some who are interested in spending mil- 
lions upon fortifications along our coast, as if we could fortify 
seven oreight thousand miles of seacoast in any better way than 
by the stout hearts of the men who will defend this country should 
anybody ever dare to invade it with hostile purpose. 

e have nothing to guide us to safety better than an honorable, 
a wise, a humane, and a generous policy of national intercourse. 
Let us deal with even approximate fairness with the nations of the 
earth and-we encounter no risk of armed controversy with any of 
them. Indeed, we have had every evidence that they will bear 
much before they will resent an attempt of the United States to 
encroach upon their rights, or even to injure their sensibilities. 
Whoever else may be deluded by this proposal, his is indeed and 
in truth a delusion; who thinks we ought to build a canal as a 
military auxiliary, he is fitted, it seems to me, for the ranks of 
those who fear the doom of earth by fire is nigh, and might well 
enlist under Lieutenant Totten. 

But, sir, there is one consideration which justifies a serious, 
eareful, and painstaking examination, for it possesses great force 
to favor the Government’s entertainment of the project of this 
canal, and that consideration is that it may afford sufficient ad- 
vantages to ships of commerce to warrant its cost, and that no 

rivate concern, no corporation, will or can build it. That has 
tested sufficiently. The enthusiasts of sixty years past who 
have dreamed of this project and have fancied it a thing capable 
of construction and usef a to build have always awaked from their 
dreams under the cooler and more sedate application of financial 
common sense. 

Now, sir, is there justification for the United States to under- 
take this work in the fact, or the probability, that the commerce of 
this country will be sufficient to warrant it? If there be, that is 
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the basis on which we should enter upon it. Weshould construct 
the canal, having made proper international arrangements, pre- 
cisely as we built the locks at St. Marie, or as we dr the 
St. Clair River, in order that commerce shall be benefited ade- 
quately, so that immediately the citizens of our country will re- 
ceive gains, some a hundredfold and some mayhap tenfold, which 
on the whole will redound to the general advantage of all. 

I propose to ask a few moments of the Senate to consider what 
the commerce is that will be benefited by the canal. I shall not 
affirm anything of my own information. I shall take the statis- 
tics which the committee have furnished. Let us look at itin the 
light which they cast over it. 

On page 136 of the report which was submitted to the Fifty-first 
Congress by the Committee on Foreign Relations is a table of 
‘“‘Commerce subject to the attraction of the canal.” I shall 
ask the privilege of inserting in the Recorp at this point this 
table, although I will not now trouble the Senate to hear it read, 
being able to indicate the general features of it sufficiently other- 
wise. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. 

The table is as follows: 


TABLE OF COMMERCE SUBJECT TO THE ATTRACTION OF THE CANAL. 


[To be divided into three classes: Class 1, entirely tributary; class 2, largely 
tributary; class 3, partially tributary. ] 


Commerce of the places named, exports and imports. 


Reference. 








Class. Countries. Amount. 
With Great Britain: 
rs Bie apc aia 2 Hongkong, 114° east from Green- | $20,508,000 
wich. | 
Oo i snes ess 2 New South Wales--..............--. 83, 932, 800 
A ee ihn amass 2 genes ERE SUE ES SE 23, 655, 480 
likin 2 outh Australia.............-..... | 24,998, 480 
$2 5 See 2 EE ithauh ie tisakadines axneeaks 78, 606, 350 
Ss id BR dine sone 2 Western Australia-._.............. 3, 380, 850 
i se sane sce 2 eee aes 44, 564, 000 
GA cE nsw ones 2 IEE dccius csbatt chtokenanenend 3, 608.010 
bet) = 2 I chet dint  & rttihink mclieileddiaae 22, 358, 760 
ee GAs one ninne 2 Philippine Islands................-. 14, 394, 690 
eB ascssna0s 2 SE canons Jab idliihndil cancnoelnaad 54, 157, 657 
SM cxisosih 2  cadih ont dnaiedgeedid pendtbaduaiiiingl 87, 408, 580 
fw Eg Esoscccn<e 1 III cvs sitsiteghipmdis ented ake sens 2, 489, 910 
Rh, EE enc omak 1 Peru .. oe a 15, 245, 870 
Th Melihs Mt cscécaes 1 BOR akicdnannnnciein Gasets-annlicnesed 1, 267, 830 
BL. die OB ccdcc. cos 2 EE cides e avdng wuciccinilivedaetibabunen 62, 437, 161 
hs Batis: BB scadscses 2 Central America............--.... 10, 412, 250 
With France: 
Oi: Rei eccaniewen 2 ew Caetehs ..... nc cnicccveeseass 1, 565, 812 
Be Eseresenee 2 INN cee aniiinige wakes aniphdewninn 17, 761, 441 
BD. Kv MyM acn cusses 2 Ri nditatiamihnadebinimpitvnsuinisiipapesd 7, 857, 430 
With Germany 
OF. + on 2 SE ech htc camtinintietiniccnmoent 8, 129,000 
Sy. 2, sees 2 SOE Sarisas onsins eceastinescsn eunece 6, 878, 462 
i, as Me sonseces 2 la iia nial oli is enlace contraiont 14, 098, 930 
ee 8 | SN 2 Hamburg with Australia __......- Ww A 
Th. Wists GEES ccneceee 3 China with Germany, France, etc.| 18,283,315 
BD, Ws i wcscnnnd 8 Spain with Philippine Islands....| 4,123,000 
hs weseeel 1 Belgium with Peru-.-........-.-- 6, 440, 995 
4s Ree 8 ge with Dutch East | 66,080,000 
ndies. 
With United States (Atlantic ports, 
chiefly New York; Pacific ports, 
chiefly San Francisco): ; 
Se ata OP cccentane 2 — East Indies, Atlantic | 22,765,825 
po’ 
DO; Ol, a ~innsess 3 British East Indies, Pacific ports.| 1, 432, 041 
i > 2 eee 2 — East Indies, Atlantic 819, 427 
ports. 
OAR Be, i. cncess 2 Dutch East Indies, Atlantic ports.| 7,042,412 
C. & N., @.....-...- 1 Hongkong, Atlantic ports... .... 2,113, 021 
Ce Bis Mh vcnnscern 3 | Hongkong, Pacific ports -......... 8, 050, 566 
> 4 _aes 1 China, Atlantic ports -......-...... 12, oo 
©. @ N., @.....-..- 8 China, Pacific ports..............- 6, 982, 
O. @ N.,48 ......... 1 Japan, Atlantic ports...........--| 10,088,673 
C.2 H., @.......-- 8 Japan, Pacific ports ...... ....---.--- 9,380, 330 
© Fe is 0 oncmnnian 1 tish ‘Anatealie, Atlantic ports -| 13,279,825 
Oe Bs ORS saseccen 3 British Australia, Pacific ports.-.| 5,040,316 
a” 1] Philippine Islands, Atlantic ports.| 8, 719, 069 
Oe? = SE 8 | Philippine Islands, Pacific ports..| 2,053,660 
C. & N., 42.- 1 Hawaii, Atlantic ports -.-........-- 197, 619 
et a See 3 Hawaii, Pacitic ports.............. 16, 025, 780 
C. & N., 3 -..-- 1 GE chAcesdndindip biimet winenned 4, 814, 625 
©. & N., %4...- 1 OEE ickcwnasdnderphicdbanninndabe 1, 331, 370 
£o Se in OF <<capnene 1 BE. <b Sinan apetenmshatiin iis inne om oon 1, 024, 497 
©. & N., 22 and 24 2 Central America (Nicaragua, 170, 980 
Costa Rica, and Salvador). 
mae ports of the United States 
with— 
©. Ot B..<nccnecnl 1  ickintinin snenevannsctouscutes 837, 840 
O. BB t-~.00- s 1 SNE cn cenicttaisiecincnasnntn basen 5, 682, 359 
C.@N.,7..... 1 Ge ie . AGesbictbedmanuldns amenities 1, 136, 506 
C.& N., 6-19........ 1 SS ae 83, 944, 476 
C.&N., 30.... ol 2 Be: elie Miter ah aa aad a 535, 111 
©.&N., 88.......... A>: Me aah a eek is ccdanae 166, 012 
Ri ck cpulintiiin dane tic aces ated 


825, 110, 167 





* Value, not reported; weight, 65,300,000 kilos, say about 65,300 tons. 









Mr. VILAS. The table sets forth, after a considerable prelimi. 


nary discussion of the sources and value of its statistics, th 


é fi 

which indicate the amount in total of the commerce which would 

ass through that canal, or which would be subject to the attrac. 

ion of the canal, as the a is; that is to say, that would be 
liable to pass throughit: First, with Great Britain and her various 
dependencies and the foreign countries with which she trades. 
Next with France and her dependencies. Then with Germany and 
the countries with which she trades, including some islands in the 
Pacific seas that belong to her; and finally with the trade of the 
United States with foreign countries that would pass to and from 
Atlantic or Pacific ports. 

The total of the entire commerce that is said to be liable to en- 
joy that canal is given at $825,110,167. Of that commerce this 
table shows that of Great Britain directly to aggregate $498,421 678: 
of France, $27,184,683; of Germany, $124,033,702; of the United 
States, $175,470,104; aggregating the total named. 

Thus, according to the table, the United States will, in the opin- 
ion of the friends of the pending measure, enjoy for its commerce 
only about one-fifth of the commercial advantages which it will 
have provided at immense risk and immense cost. Its commerce, 
so depicted in the most favorable manner by the friends of the 
bill, will be but a little over 21 per cent of all which share the 
canal. Nay, sir, less than that, for it will be seen, when particu- 
lar attention is given to the statement, that of the commerce reck- 
oned as belonging to the United States the greater part is com- 
merce between the United States and foreign countries, so that 
one-half of it may as fairly be said to be the commerce of foreign 
countries as of the United States. Probably a just deduction from 
that table would indicate that the United States would not enjoy 
above 12 to 15 per cent at the utmost of the commercial advantages 
which it shall have thus provided entirely alone. It would be 
well, also, to reflect upon the fact, in that connection, that by rea- 
son of our navigation laws the far greater part of our foreign 
commerce is transported in foreign bottoms. 

Now, sir, on the other hand, take Great Britain. The share in 
the commercial advantages to be provided by that canal which 
Great Britain will enjoy is nearly five-eighths. When we con- 
sider her interest in the commerce, reckoned as transacted with 
the United States, it is still more than five-eighths; most prob- 
~ it would be three-fourths. 

ext comes Germany. The share of Germany according to 
that table will be 15 per.cent and upward, lacking only 6 per 
cent of an equality with that of the United States, even accord- 
ing to the figures shown by the committee. 
ow, I know that sometimes we hear much said of the great 
advantage which may be derived to our commerce ing between 
Atlantic and Pacific ports. In 1880 a very interes and instruc- 
tive book was printed by the United States containing figures on 
this subject made up by the then Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, 
Mr. Nimmo, and he shows that the quantity of commerce passing 
between the Atlantic and the Pacific coasts by water has been 
constantly growing less. He gives a total of the value of the com- 
modities ship from New York to San Francisco and from San 
Francisco to New York via Panama each year from 1868 to 1879, 
inclusive, and it diminished in total gate from $70,000,000 in 
1869 to less than $5,000,000 in 1879. The entire value of the com- 
merce which sought) water transit with the aid of the Panama 
Railroad fell to a point only about one-sixteenth of what it was 
ten years preceding. What has been the subsequent fall, | am 
unable to state. 
Value of commoiities shipped New York to San Francisco and from San 
Francisco to New York via each year from 1869 to 1879, inclusive.* 








Shipped | 
Year ended Jun 30— a — il Total. 
New York. 
— 
0, 202, 028 
croirmiinimmiirerectcerererece] SRE BEE | TSR RD io | “is: soe 25 
pencene oocnes cncces anecnc cocsevencusenh 9,391,607 | 2,161,106 | 11,552,713 
6, 739, 563 06, 874 9, 828, 487 
8,042, 617 , ’107 | 6,708,724 
7, 049, 821 1, 752, 653 8, 902, 474 
6, 057, 202 2, 882, 928 8, 440,130 
4,470,594 | 1,983,261 | 6, 453,855 
Ht ee 
2,781,085 | 2,166,600 | 4, 047, 755 
* The Union and Central Pacific were completed so as to admitof 
across the continent May 10, b 
+ Including $16,141,882 gold and silver coin and bullion. 
So with reference to the Mr. Nimmo gives another 
tabi in whieh he chowathen though in 1868 the transportation of 
passengers numbered by the Panama.route between New Yor 


and San Francisco 88,000, it had fallen in 1879 to 4,500. 











. carried by the Steamship Company in both 
Sumber of pamemger arr by, tne ere Men, camel 


inclusive. 
> of the Pacific Mail 5) at San 
(Prepared by the agency Tete teamship Company 


from 1860 to 1879, 
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* Records lost. 
Well, sir, we know something of the reason why. Since 1868 


the Pacific railroads have been in ve operation. We havea 
_ yery pertinent illustration in the history of traffic since those roads 
were built of the probable value of a line of vessels between the 
Atlantic and ific coasts. 

On the tables of Senators will be found Document No. 52 of this 
yery session, submitted by the Secretary of the Interior to the 
Senate, in which is given copies of the various contracts made 
by the Pacific railroads with the Panama Steamship Company 
whereby whatever competition that line afforded for the relief 
of the ee of articles of merchandise to and fro was entirely 
extinguished, and for which the Union Pacific paid them in the 
course of a few years nearly $2,000,000, and the Central Pacific 
over $2,200,000. 

That illustrates the probable benefit from our expending two or 
three hundred million dollars to establish a line of water com- 
munication between the Atlantic and the Pacific ports. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin ge to the Senator from Indiana? 


r. VILAS. Certainly. 
Mr. TURPIE. I suggest that there is not a quorum of the 
Senate present. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will the roll. 
The called the roll, and the following tors ati- 

swered to their names: 

Ale Chilton, Hawley, 

Bacon, : 

Berry, Da’ > 

aa 

Caffery, Gibson, * fan 

a coo ft 

Chandler, Hansbrough, Pet! Ww, 


The PRESID CER. LL 
Senators orate, thas ie a mee ae “Tho Senator from 
Wisconsin will proceed. 


Mr. VILAS. Mr. President th int I was discussing I 
wish also to in = Tbe 


Mr. MILLS. Will the Senator yield to a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. VILAS, I will. 

Mr. MILLS, I move that the Senate adjourn. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. I the oe from Wisco: will 
allowed to I know his anxiety to get on with his . 
and I h will not be interru by the Senator from Te: 

Mr, This worst days of the season; it 
going to be a shall have to go home after 
awhile, and some of us are Very 

Mr. ALD tor has some regard for 

rn , who has been on the 
oe Sherroeanal 


ve consulted the Senator from Wisconsin. I 
"Thea aan : ourn. . . , 
eo feel ee: a a oo .m 

a morrow. Simaka brunry 


1897, at 12 o' 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TuEsDAyY, February 2, 1897. 
House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by the 


r. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, the House resolved itself into Commit. 
— the Whole the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the 
Seis} and pooveeten to fhe seater ae of a (H. R, 

peaking appropriations for the diplomatic and consular 
or th fiscal year en June 30, 1898. 

HITT, I give notice that further on I shall ask to go back 
to line 5, on page 18, and to change the word ‘‘seven” to “five.” 
It is not now in order to do that, because it is a footing, and it 
will not be the correct footing if an amendment which I shall 
offer further on is adopted. 

: The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read as fol- 
ows: 


Crass IV. 
At $2,500 per annum. 


Mr. PEARSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


Clerk’s 4 
read as follows: 


The Cler 
Amend by oo in line 24, the words “two thousand five hundred” 

and inserting “two tho hundred and thirty-three.” 

Also, by g out all of ule O, class 7. 


The CHAIRMAN. Class VII has not yet been reached. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I reserve a point of order on 
that amendment. 

Mr. PEARSON. If the gentleman will withhold the point of 
order, I will state that this amendment of mine is necessarily a 
compound amendment, because I anticipated the point of order, 
The effect of the amendment will not be to increase the appropri- 
ation, but ra’ to reduce it, but it will distribute the appro- 
priation in such a way as to give these consuls in class 4 a more 
adequate and it will have the effect of simply abolishing 
all of the es in class 7. 

Mr. HITT. Willthe gentleman state hisamendment? I could 
not hear it. 

Mr. PEARSON, Theamendmentis practically to abolish all of 
these salaries in Class VII, and to add the amount of those salaries, 
pro rata, to the salaries in class 4, the $2,500 salaries. 

Mr. HITT. To increase the $2,500 salaries and to omit the 
whole of Class VII? 

Mr. P IN. And to omit the other. 
Chairman, that my main p 
Class VII, not only because 


I desire to say, Mr. 
is to do away altogether with 
ose salaries are inadequate to pay an 
American consul so that he can live with comfort to himself and 
with credit to this Government, but mainly because those consuls 
are allowed to engage in trade; and I do not believe that it should 
be one of the aapone of this Government to send its citizens 
broad to ormation for their individual benefit, rather 
Tess for the benefit of the American people at large. They ought 
either to be paid adequate salaries or their salaries ought to be 
abolished. I can with some knowledge on this point, and 
with some feeling, use I endeavored in my younger days to 
serye this Government, and I found that, although a bachelor 
and rather economical, I could not possibly live on $1,500 a year, 
even paid in gold, and I know that these men who are paid $1,000 
@ year are either incompetent, or else they are transacting busi- 
ness on their own account and doing no good to the public service, 
Mr. HITT, Touching the last point, the abolishing of all sala- 
ries of $1,000, the gentleman has not stated how he would have 
those officers compensated. Would it be by fees? 

Mr. PEARSON. Under the regulations of the State Depart- 
ment they could be compensated by fees; and if the chairman will 
notice, there are three of these places where the fees exceed $1,000, 
and those are ee where some good could be accom- 
plished. In other places—— 

Mr. HITT. In one of those places the consul is salaricd at 
$1,000, and he gets nearly as much more in fees. 

Mr. PRARSON. Exactly so. 

Mr. HITT. He is now geiting that. 

Mr. PEARSON. I understand that. 
where the fees exceed $1,000. 

Mr. HITT. And the consul keeps the fees. 

Mr. PEARSON. Certainly. And I wish that they wero all 
paid as much as $2,500a year. I think the representatives of this 
Government should be paid definite, well-known salaries, and 

othing else; that all the fees received should be covered into the 
Hreaeury, s0 that a man would know exactly what to expect. 
Mr. C , | forgot to state in this connection that if this 


There are three places 
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amendment of mine should escape that threatened point of order, 
it will have the effect of lifting 30 of these consuls out of the order 
which has lately been promulgated by the Secretary of State, and 
that instead of having 30 free-silver and free-trade Democrats in 
office for life, we shall at least have an opportunity here and there 
to put in a Republican and a protectionist. 

Mr. HITT. Before the gentleman makes his point of order, I 
will say just a word on the point the gentleman raises as to the 
barriers to removal or conditions of appointment depending on 
an order. That order can be etocknded: at any time or modified. 
Similar orders have been issued before, that is, on such subjects, 
and in a degree, though not in the exact sense now given. With 
the change of the personnel in the State Department it may, it is 
not unlikely, be somewhat modified, because men do not always 
take the same view. It is not a law we are talking of, nor a pro- 
vision of the Constitution. Further, on the question of notarial 
fees and whether they should be considered in fixing the pay of a 
consul, I was asked a question on yesterday by the gentleman 
from Missouri not present at this moment. It is quite probable 
that in adjusting the service and its methods, in the changes that 
will be initiated, when they will come to be considered and per- 
fected by those soon to be in charge, there will be a considera- 
tion of the notarial fees in determining the compensation of con- 
suls. That ought to be done; but at the present time I do not 
know just what the fees are. The rule or scale establishing them 
has just been promulgated. I have here in the State Department 
register the notarial fees reported in 1894-95; but there's no cer- 
tainty what will be the amount next year under the new scale, 
and I am willing to trust the wise discretion of those to be in 
charge of that Department for the suggestion of a proper measure. 

Mr. PEARSON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr.MILES. Will the gentleman allow meto ask hima question? 

Mr. PEARSON. There has been a new schedule or tariff of 
official fees peete by the State Department? 

Mr. HITT. No. 

Mr. PEARSON. I am somewhat in the dark myself, and I 
desire to say, in justice—— 

Mr. HITT. There is a new tariff, if the gentleman will permit 
me, promulgated, directed to be publicly exhibited in every con- 
sulate, of the notarial fees—not the official fees which go into the 
Treasury. It is for the first time promulgated; but as to the regu- 
lar fees, they are about as they have always been. 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. PEARSON. If the gentleman will allow me, I am neces- 
sarily in the dark upon this question, because my noeeeies to 
the State Department for information on this point has been met 
by a declaration of this kind from the Assistant Secretary: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, January 30, 1897. 

Srr: In response to your letter of the 28th instant, I have the honor to in- 
form you that the supply of the volume of the Consular Regulations allowed 
by law is not more than sufficient for the needs of the Department and of the 
consular corps, but Congress has been asked to provide for the printing of a 
ree ee: of copies, to be sold to the commercial classes and othefs in- 
vr I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant. 

W. W. ROCKHILL, 
Assistant Secretary. 
Hon. RICHMOND PEARSON, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

I presume that the words ‘“‘ commercial classes and others inter- 
ested” refer toour humble selves. Thesuggestion is blandly made 
that, if we furnish the money for publication, the Secretary of State 
will graciously sell the book to us and others interested. At any 
rate, I have only fora moment been able to glance at that book, by 
the kindness of the chairman of the committee, and in thatI finda 
new tariff of fees. 

Mr. HITT. Of notarial fees? 

Mr. PEARSON. Of notarial and official fees. 

Mr. HITT. I have not made a comparison in detail of the 
schedule of official fees now issued and that in the old edition of the 
Consular Regulations. The official fees go to the Government 
anyhow, except in the small consulates without salaries, which 
<I only by fees. 

r. PEARSON. I think the gentleman will find there isa new 
schedule of fees altogether. 

Mr. HITT. There has been a reduction in amount of receipts 
from the fee for the oath, which has been nearly abolished. 

Mr. MILES. As I understood from the gentleman from North 
Carolina, it was that those who are occupying these consular posi- 
tions were subject to the general provisions of the ctribenrvies lea, 

Mr. HITT. They are not under the civil-service act. 

Mr. MILES. But these men are designated by the President 
and then afterwards, in pursuance of his order, they are subjected 
to an examination. 

Mr. HITT. That is the fact. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman,I would ask the 
Clerk to read the preposed amendment offered by the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

The amendment was again reported. 
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Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I made the 

int of order against the amendment because it changes existin,, 

w, and is therefore in opposition to the second section of Rule 
XXI. But before I discuss the point of order, I desire to refer to 
some statements made by the gentleman from North Carolina. [ 
do not desire to misrepresent him; but my opinion is that the 
gentleman seeks by this amendment to take IV out of the 
scope and meaning of the Executive order issued from the State 
Department in regard to consuls and commercial agents. 

r. STEELE. Does not the gentleman think he ought to? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, The salaries of consuls in Class 
IV have been for many years $2,500 perannum. Now, an order 
has been issued by the State Department, in pursuance of the 
Executive order, which some persons think will kep certain con- 
suls in office, and it seems that some of our friends in this House 
wince. 

We have had a civil-service law for a number of years. We 
had a civil-service law when I came to Congress twelve years ago, 
That law was passed by a Republican Congress, and was approved 
by a Republican President. The cape of the civil-service law 
has been extended from time to time by Republican Presidents, 
but now, when a Democratic President extends the scope of that 
law, or when he seeks to enforce a statute which has been in force 
since 1871, and under which the order referred to was made 
there seems to be ‘‘ weeping and wailing and gnashing of teeth.” 
I do not see any more und for sorrow or indignation now 
because the civil-service law is somewhat extended by the Presi- 
dent than there was a few years ago, when it was extended to 
embrace all the railway pre clerks, several thousands in num- 
ber. I know that when If first came to Congress I was occasion- 
ally notified by the Postmaster-General, or by the chief of the 
Railway Mail Service, that I could select a postal clerk, but I have 
received no such notice within the last four years. 

Mr. STEELE. May I ask the gentleman a question? What is 
your opinion of the civil-service law as a whole? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I did not vote 
for the civil-service law. I was not in Congress when it was 

There might be a civil-service law framed that I might 
not Seeueers as much as I do the present civil-service law. 

Mr. STEELE. That is my opinion of it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. But I wanttosay to my friend 
from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] that the extension made under the 
Executive order referred to was not made under the general civil- 
service law, but was made under an act of Congress passed March 
3, 1871, which I will read: 

Vv cies occurring grade const. rkshi ie 
PR pene oi Ft whe a nn yo peer 
clerical, consular, or diplomatic, under the Department of State, or by the 
appointment of some person who has previously served under the Depart- 
ment of State to its satisfaction, or by the tment of some person who 
has made application to the Secretary of State, with proper certificates of 
character, responsibility, aud capacity in the manner provided for applica- 
tions for consulates of which the annual compensation is more than $1,(00) and 
less oon $8,000, and who has, on examination, been found qualified for the 

That is the statute under which the order was made, and m 
friendfrom North eed . Pearson] in offering this amend- 
ment fixing the salaries at $2,999 each has simply sought to evade 
the Executive order. The object of the amendment, it seems, is 
to open the way for good places for gentlemen who desire to be 
consuls and who are friends of members of Co: . 

Now, as this order has been made, and as there are good men in 
these offices, I see no reason why we should not try the order for 
a while. I will say, however, to the gentleman from North Car- 
olina that this is not the first time that the President of the United 
States has attempted to put the consulates under the civil service. 
In 1866 the Department of State promulgated an order requiring 
all applicants for consulships to present themselves at the Depart- 
ment for examination. Again, in 1873, there was an Executive 
order issued under the act of 1871, but it was short-lived. 

In order that our Republican friends may fully understand the 
law regulating appointments in the consular service, I call atten- 
tion to section 1753 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
which authorizes the President— 

To prescribe such regulations for the admission of persons into the civil 
service of the United States as may best promote the thereof, and 
ascertain the fitness of each can in respect to health, character, 
knowledge, and ability, for the branch of service into which he seeks to enter; 
and for this purpose he may employ suitable persons to conduct such inquir'é 
and may prescribe their duties and establish regulations for the conduct 0 
persons who may receive appointments in the civil service. 

Mr. PEARSON. Is it not a fact that all tbose now in class 4 
had not any qualification except their Democracy? 

Mr. McCR Y of Ken No, sir; that is not a fact. I 
assert here that the consular force now in the service will com- 
pare favorably with, if they do not excel, the Republican consuls 
that were in the service during the four years p ng “It. 
Cleveland's accession to office; and the gentleman is very mu° 

istaken when he implies that no other qualification is requ 
except being a Democrat. 











Mr. PEARSON. My point is that they were not required to 
pass any examination. < 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. They were not required to be 
examined before they went into the service, and neither were the 
eight or ten thousand male and female clerks then in the Depart- 
ments at Washington required to be examined when the civil-serv- 
ice law went into effect, 
Mr. DOCKERY. Will thegentleman permit me to correct him? 
Instead of eight or ten thousand there were about 18,000 male and 
emale clerks. 
, Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iacceptthecorrection. When 
the Republican party passed the civil-service law, the clerks then 
in office were not required to be examined, but now, when we come 
here and simply ask to have continued in the service consuls to the 
number of 196—for that is the whole number embraced within 
the scope of the order—gentlemen hold up their hands in horror. 
When, as inst 18,000 clerks thus retained in office by the Re- 
ublicans, we ask for the retention of 196 consular officers, our 
Pends on the other side become furiously excited and begin to 
fret and grieve over the Ss of the President's order. 
The C MAN. time of the gentleman has expired, 
unless he desires to discuss the point of order. 

Mr. HITT. Does ee make the point of order?, 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I make the point of order on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. Pearson]. It existing law. 

Mr. GROS OR. ill the gentleman from Kentucky allow 
me to correct him in a matter of some importance? I wish to call 
his attention to a fact which seems to me to eutirely contradict 
his principal statement. He says, as I understand him, that Presi- 
dent Harrison extended the civil-service order over some 18,000 
offices. The exact facts are that President Harrison, during his 
four years, extended the civil-service law over 6,890 offices, and that 
President Cleveland has already extended it over 40,871, and is 
now trying to extend it over more than 30,000 others. 

Mr. EARY of Kentuc The gentleman from Ohio cor- 
roborates the statement I e. I said that Mr. Harrison, as 
President, had extended the civil-service law over thousands of 
offices, and the gentleman admits it. Now, the President of the 
United States has promulgated an order simply doing that which 
the Republican President had previously done and Republican 
marcas had authorized, and gentlemen on the other side are 

ignant. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I am not talking about that. I am cor- 


recting your figures. 
: Mr. MoCREARY of Kentucky. You simply corroborate what 
ave said. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. There is a slight difference between 8,000 
and 18,000, but that is about as nearly accurate—— 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman would come 
a little closer, I could hear what he is saying, and he might hear 


what I am aa 
Mr. GROS OR. The gentleman said 18,000. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I said there were 18,000 in the 


Depertenents in ee 
r. GROSVENOR. I say 8,000, and I defy contradiction. 

bing CHAIRMAN. The ir is ready to decide the point of 
order. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I am not familiar with the controversy which 
is going on just now, but as I passed through the Hall a few mo- 
ments since I heard the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
CREARY] state that there were 8,000 or 10,000 clerks in the Depart- 
ments at Washington. I wish to say that according to a census 
of the Deperuneete taken May 24, 1893, by a joint commission 
authori to investigate the various Departments, there were 
— in exact numbers, 17,599 persons employed in the Depart- 

ents, 

Mr. HITT. That included messengers, laborers, etc. 

Mr. DOCKERY. . Oh, yes. 

Mr. M Y¥ of Kentucky. I stated that there were about 

10,000 clerks and other persons employed in the Departmerts, and 

the gentleman from Missouri interrupted me and said there were 

18,000. But the point I wanted to make was that when the civil- 

Sane a passed the incumbency of those —— was not 
Tw nor were they required to be examin 

i CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to Cecide the point of 

Mr. ADAMS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not desire to hear any fur- 
ther discussion on the point of order. After that is disposed of, 
any gentleman will be recognized who wishes to discuss the 
fmendment. As the Chair understands, these salaries are fixed 

y law at $2,500. The amendment proposes to increase them to 

900 in round numbers. That would be a change of the existing 

w for the year; and the Chair sustains the point of order as to 
that part ofthe amendment. As to the other pert of the amend- 
ment, which applies to Schedule ©, Class VII, that part of the 
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amendment will not be in order until we reach the paragraph to 


which it — 
Mr. PE IN. Will thelatter part of the amendment, which 
proposes to strike out all of Schedule C, Class VII, be in order as a 


"hrhe CHLATRMAN, 

2 MAN. After that paragraph is read the Chair will 

recognize the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pearson] to 

offer any amendment, and then any point of order which may be 

raised will bedecided. The point of order applicable to the amend- 

ment to the pending paragraph issustained. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk (resuming the reading of the bill) read the following: 
Mexico: Consul at Paso del Norte. 


Mr. HITT. I move to amend by striking out “ Paso del Norte” 
and inserting ‘‘ Ciudad Juarez,” which is the correct name. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk (resuming the reading of the bill) read the following: 

Consuls at Horgen and Zurich. 


Mr. HITT. I move to amend by striking out the words ‘“‘ Hor- 
gen and,” and also the letter ‘‘s” at the end of the word “con- 
suls.” Theclause will then read ‘‘Consul at Zurich.” The reason 
for this change is that the consulate at Horgen is not deemed nec- 
essary on account of the c in the amount of business. It 
was once a feed agency; then this consulate, which had for a long 
time arising business, was finally made a salaried office. Horgen 
is — 12 miles from Zurich, and it could be an agency of the 
Zurich office. Under the arrangement proposed the pay at Hor- 
gen will be the fees, amounting to about $300, and the office there 
will be dependent upon the office at Zurich. 

The Clerk (resuming the reading of the bill) read as follows: 

Mexico: Consuls at Matamoras, Progreso, and Nogales. 


Mr. HITT. I move to amend the spelling by striking out the 
last ‘‘a” in Matamoras and inserting ‘‘ 0.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
ScHEDULE OC. 
CLASS VII. 








At $1,000 per annum: 
igium: Consul at Ghent. 
ce and French Dominions: Consul at Nantes. 
Germany: Consul at Stettin. 
Great Britain and British Dominions: Consuls at Gaspe Basin (Canada), 
Sierra Leone (West Africa), and Windsor (Nova Scotia). 
Haiti: Consul at Cape Haitien. 
Honduras: Consul at Utilla and Truxillo (to reside at Utilla). 
ws G Consul at Turin. 
Netherlands: Consul at Batavia. 
Portuguese Dominions: Consul at Lov :enco Marquez (Africa). 
Society Islands: Consul at Tahiti. 
Sweden and Norway: Consul at Christiania. 


Mr. PEARSON. I move to amend by striking out Schedule O, 
Class VII, as just read. 

Mr. McCR Y of Kentucky. me that amendment I make 
the point of order which I have already indicated. 

e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from North Carolina changes 
existinglaw. We have embodied in our laws, at the present time, 
a@ provision penne for the consulates at the various places 
named in clause 7, Schedule C; and these officials are now on duty 
and receiving the compensation fixed by law. It is a part of the 
existing law. 

The gentleman from North Carolina proposes to modify that 
law—to strike it from the bill altogether; to make no provision for 
the salary, and hence to abolish these consulates. Therefore the 
ge open to strike from the bill the whole provision embodied 
in this clause—Schedule C, Class VII—is a change of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that he does not think this proposition changes exist- 
ing law. It is not a change of existing law simply to refuse to 
make an appropriation. It does not abolish the office, but only 
fails to provide a salary for it. It does not abolish the salary, 


| although it makes no provision for the payment of it. The Chair 


— therefore, that the point of order is not well taken and over- 
es it. 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Chairman, if 1 may be allowed now to ad- 
dress myself for a few moments to the merits of the amendment. 
The effect of the adoption of the amendment will be to abolish 
the consulates named in this schedule, ‘‘C.” And, by the way, 
they are not American citizens, as arule. An American citizen 
can not possibly live decently in a foreign country on a salary of 
$1,000 a year. In fact, hecan not reach his post of duty, unless he 
goes in the steerage, or possibly he may succeed in ‘* beating” his 
way there. But the salary and allowance would not enable him 
to reach his destination traveling first class. The allowance is 
not sufficient to pay his traveling expenses and maintenance while 
there. The effect of the amendment would be, therefore, to strike 
out this class altogether. 


By reason of the meagerness of the salary allowed, as I have 
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said, Amerizan citizens can not fill the position of consuls at these 
thirteen little places; and, as a matter of fact, they are nearly all 
held by foreigners, as the names will show. If gentlemen will 
take the trouble to look at the Register of the ent of State 
they will find that there are 520 names of persons in the consular 
service of the United States who are foreigners. I am opposed to 
that idea, Mr. Chairman, and I think the House is opposed to it. 
If we must pay our consuls, let us send them as Great Britain 
does, send competent men and pay a sufficient salary for the 
service, and at the same time make them subject to promotion 
for efficiency in their work. 

I find that the lowest salary paid by France to its consuls is 
$2,400 a year, and this runs up all the way to $8,000 in intermediate 
grades. LIalsofind that Great Britain paysacompensation ranging 
from $5,000 to $12,500, and there is no country on the civi 
earth that expects one of its citizens to go abroad and live ona 
meager pittance of $1,000 a year except ours. It is an insult toa 
man to propose it. 

I trust, therefore, the amendment will prevail. It will leave 
three of these places in better position than they are now. The 
consul at Ghent will become consular agent there under the super- 
vision of the consul at Antwerp. ‘The fees there last year were 
$1,812, which is more than the salary of the consul. The consul 
at Stettin will get a little over $1,000, and perhaps the consul at 
Christiania, the only other important place, will have somewhat 
larger compensation. 

But my point is that we should not allow these men, our consuls, 
who represent the United States, to compete in trade as merchants 
in opposition to our American citizens whom they are sent abroad 
to serve. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I omitted a 
oint I desired to present when I was interrupted, and I hope the 
hair will excuse me for a moment while I make the statement 

that I had intended to make before I got through discussing the 
question of order. 

The effect of the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
North Carolina to do away with the appointment of consuls in 
Class VII is, I think, to change existing law. These consuls are 
now paid $1,000 per annum, and if the amendment prevails and be- 
comes a law the consuls at these various places will ee in fees; 
that is, the consul at Ghent, instead of getting $1,000, which he 
now receives, will get $2,500; and that was the reason I claimed 
that this was a change of existing law. 

Mr. HITT. He gets $2,068 now. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, He is in the $1,000 class. 

Mr. HITT. Yes; but he gets $1,068 in fees. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. But the whole amount of fees, 
as shown in the report of the Auditor for the State and other 
Departments, amounts to $3,415, and the consul in Ghent will 
receive an amount if the amendment passes different from the 
amount he is now receiving. 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Chairman, I make the question of or- 


The CHAIRMAN. TheChair has already ruled on the question. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. lIonly wanted to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair toit. I am not going toa from the ruling. 

Responding to the statement of _ gentleman from No: 
Carolina, and the effect of the am: ent if it shall be enacted 
into a law, I state that long years of trial and experience ha 

roved that it is best to have consuls in Class VII, embracing as 
fous some twelve or fifteen consulates, ive a salary of $1,000 a 
year each, to be paid together with certain fees referred to by the 
gentleman from [linois — Hirt). 

In the bill under consideration there are eight consulates which 
have been reported which, recommended by the Secre of 
State, are to be changed from feed to salaried posts, Some of t 
will be reached by this proposed amendment. I do not believe, 
Mr. Chairman, that there ought to be any change made in the 
existing law. I think those consulates which we have placed 
Class VII, and to which weallow a salary of $1,000, should remain 
there. Of course it is evident that my friend from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Pearson] desires to have Class VII stricken out, because 
it is now embraced in the Executive order. He no doubt desires 
that he and some of his associates may have an op nef to 
have their friends appointed to consulates named in Class 

Mr. PEARSON. ill the gentleman allow me to say that we 
would not have any such offices as those, any of us? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. You have just been told that 
they are worth $2,000 a year, and you have many constituents 
who would like $2, laces 

Mr. PEARSON. 
those $1,000 places. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Pearson] desires that the order issued a few days 
ago, to which many references have been made, should be set 
aside, it can be done by the Executive; and if the gentiemas from 
North Carolina {[Mr. Pearson] desires that there be a 


They Would not teke the responsibility of 


FEBRUARY 2, 


change, he can 


apply to the next President. 
that this House 


I hope, theref. 
SRO Whe ae cele Lo etemen, tt i 
, . is on if 
amendment should prevail, as to the effect it will have upon be 
commercial interests? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I believe, and I have no doubt 
that my friend [Mr. Hirt], who has been on the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs with me for many years, will agree with me, at 
those places some of the consuls now get a thousand dollars and 
a certain part of the fees. If the amendment prevails, then the 
amount they will receive will be very insigni t at some places 
and in the interests of commerce, I think those consulates shouid 
remain as they are. 

Mr. P. N. Will the gentleman allow me one question? 

Mr. McORBARY of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. PEARSON. I should like to have the opinion of the gen. 
tleman from Kentucky as to whether he believes that an American 
consul ought to be allowed to in trade? 

Mr. McOREARY of Kentucky. If I had the power, Mr. Chair. 
man, I would, as far as possible, change the law so that every 
oe — a only a —- = © —_ — by con- 
~ paid into the Treasury, an object w for years 
has been to increase the number of salaried consuls and reduce 
the number of feed consuls. In this oe under consideration 
to-day, we take eight consulates out of the feed list and put them 
on the salaried list, and yet my friend from North Carolina = 
PEARSON] now seeks to put about fifteen or sixteen more back 
into the feed list. That is the object of the amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, simply to preserve the truth 
of history, and not with a view of influencing the vote on this 
amendment, I desire to call attention to the fact that on the 24th 
of May, 1893, under the then existing law, there were 17,599 per- 


sons authorized to be em in the various Departments of the 
Government service at , of which number 11,667 were 
males and 5,637 females. Five six hundred and ten had 


relatives in the public service. Four thousand one hundred and 
fifty-one had 1 relative each, 1,037 had 2 relatives each, 279 had 3 
relatives each, 96 had 4 relatives each, 37 had 5 relatives each, 10 
had 6 relatives each, 4 had 7 relatives each, 5 had 8 relatives each, 
and 2 9 relatives each. This makes a total, as heretofore 
stated, of 5,610 persons who had relatives in the public service, 
Eight thousand and twenty-seven were sub competitive 
civil-service examination, and of the whole 17,599 persons author- 
ized to be em ed only 3,265 had entered the public service 
under the provisions of the civil-servicelaw requiring an examina- 


tion. 
Mir. McCREARY of Kentucky. Leaving how many who were 
not examined in order to obtain positions in the Departments? 
Mr. DOCKERY,. At that time 17,599 persons were authorized 
—— in the various Departments of the public service— 
_s EARY of Kentucky. And how many had been ex- 
am 


Mr. DOCKERY, And of that number only 3,265 had entered 
the public service under the civil-service law, and after exainina- 


tion. 

Mr. = me Mr. Chairman, I should be glad to have a vote, and 
I will only remark before the vote is taken that the spirit of the 
gentleman who moves the amendment is one with which I heartily 
sympa’ . An appointment to an office at the end of the earth 
on a salary of $1,000, is scarcely more than an indignity, Many of 
these appointees are foreigners, but not a foreigner is in our serv- 
ice at any place where an American can be found who will do the 
work—not one. A of State who would appoint such 
men or a member of who would such a man 
when a fit American can be found is himself unfit for American 


—, 
But if the salaries are taken from them will have only the 
fees. Theyareverysmall. Andthen these will be allowed, 
as now, to go into trade, when they may verify their own invoices. 
——- that the spirit that suggested the amendment can not be 
ont, but the emsendimens ought not to be adopted, for, bad 

as t m is, i r nothing. 

A og McCREARY of Ken . Ididnot hear the statement of 
my, colleague. 


on CRA TERRAR. The gentleman has yielded to the gentleman 
O. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman from 

Illinois whether it is not a fact that at this time, and for many 

years past, there are a large number of vice-consuls or consulay 

—_ who are not citizens of this country, but are citizens ° 


er countries? i 
Mr. HITT. The larger part of them, I think, are citizens 
subjects of other governments. i 
r, GROS OR. _Is it not a fact that if the Government © 
the United States would paya reasonable compensation these offices 
= all be filled by American citizens? ted. 
. HITT, The objection to that, however, should be sta 
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The fees are-so small.and the duties so trivial that it is not fair to 
charge the people of the United States.with a salary to keep aman 
in office in .a city where the commerce with this country is so 
small that the invoice fees would bring in a revenue of but.$20; 


there are. cies: there are not a dozen invoices in three 
nou Laas tees or consul gone a 
do the business w necessary. @ CO: orc : 
at the principal post finds some respectable person in th ual 
place willing to. act as agent, some man of good char- 
acter, who is willing to transact that business for Americans who 
go there. Men of high standing will sometimes do this for the 
sake of the official character it gives. and the name cousul on‘their 
cards. It gives a certain prestige in foreign covatries, and in 
that way good business men are found who will accept a petty 
consular agency; but where the revenues are only $20 a year we 
can not afford to give a man a salary of $1,500. The gentleman 
from Ohio, and I also, would resist such an imposition on the tax- 

yers. 

"ie DOCKERY. I am in favor of the gentleman’s bill and 
against the amendment. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. My colleague made astatement 
concerning the amendment offered by. from North 
Carolina. I want.to ask him whether he opposes that amendment 
or was in-fay or.of it? 

Mr. HITT. I.sympathize with the motive of the gentleman 
who protested against.a commission being given to.an American 
citizen under those circumstances, but not with the amendment, 

Mr. McCREARY.of Kentucky. And you are opposed to the 
amendment? 

Mr. HITT. Iam opposed tothe amendment, and I trustit will 
be voted: down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to strike out the last -_- 

- Myr. Chairman, I want to state my judgment, and Iam a 
to yield my judgment to that of di shed .chairman 
the committee.gene: , but I think if he examine the ques- 
tion as to these co agents, who, be sumo? better than 
nothing, he would decide, as I have ‘long 
would be better off without them. Now, it. is nota mere matter 
of speculation with me. I had a commiasion in 1891 which di- 
rected me to upon these gentlemen, by ce or in 
person, with the hope of promoting the great bition at Chi- 
cago. Laddressed myselftoevery constilaragentin Europe. Ire- 
ceived answers which I filed ‘with my report anda large number of 
my letters. These letters were requests ‘to cooperate with the, 
consuls in the promotion of American interests. Nineteen out o 
twenty of them discouraged all action, and they were often ac- 
tively engaged in doi eqns in their power to prevent the 
contribution of exhibits by England and by foreign competitors 
with our exhibitors here. They were eacumpeiedanatitt to the 
Chicago Se They the narrow-minded provincialism 
that was exhibited in one or two cities of Europe, and they were 
a positive detriment, so far as that Ss concerned, in a 
very large number of cases. Therefore I believe that to give these 
men any sort of authority by the United States is to simply give 
them a power-and ‘quelle generally used against the business 
interests of this eountry. 

_Mr. PEARSON. ‘Will the gentleman from Ohio answer a ques- 
tion which I feel very much at heart? That is, to the matter of 
allowing this class, only thirteen of them, to engage in e while 
they hold a commission of the United States asconsul. Does not 
S oe — they ought not to beableto go intocompetition with 

eir fellows 

: = meee pecan If ae go to one = Ss 
n Euro can indicate, ill v om agree 

the gentleman from North Cardline. ee 

Mr. HITT, But in the cases that would be covered by the para- 
graphs sought to be stricken out, the offices deprived of ies 
would fall to fees, amounting in some cases to only about $250 
or $300.a year. In such casesit would be ce to get Ameri- 
cans to go there, and the only thing we can do is to try to get some 
capable man, even a foreigner, to accept the position. com- 
plaint of the gentleman from Ohio that these foreigners do not’ 

sympathize with American interests and American institutions is 
simplya complaint — human natureand international feeling 
all around the world. ‘You can not expect a Frenchman or Ger- 
man to sympathize with our interests or our industries as against 
those of his own . Where it is deemed necessary to be 

Sented in this way, we take the best instruments we can get. hat 

more can the Department. do? 

. Are these positions now filled by Americans? 
Mr. HITT. Some of them are. 
ait. PEARSON. Ten are filled by foreigners and three by 


Mr. HITT, “When an American does take one of these places, 





he is nearly always ‘some American who is already residing and 
doing ‘business in the place. 

Mr. FOOTE. ‘Do ‘they receive now only a thousand dollars a 
year and no fees? 

Mr. HITT. They get the-notarial fees, and they are allowed ‘to 
cor<imue in private business. They are nearly always merchants. 

Mr. QUIGG. Would the evil of which the gentleman from 
North Carolina complains be cured by striking out this section? 

Mr. . Not at all. 

Mr. QUIGG. So far as that is concerned, they could go on 
compe with Americans, could they not? 

Mr. HITT. — could. 

Mr. QUIGG. Ido not agree with some gentlemen as to the 
magnitude of the evil, but in any case I do not see how’it is to be 
cured by this amendment. 

‘ . Theevill admit. It is unquestionable. 

Mr. QUIGG. But how would it be cured by striking out this 
section? 

Mr. PEARSON. Iwill say tothe gentleman from New York 
that ‘this amendment would simply prevent the degradation of 
the name of ‘an American consul. We should no longer have an 
American consul, so called, trading in his own interestand against 
the interests of the country he represents. Our representative 
would bea consular agent, subject to thesupervision of the nearest 
consul. There are 212 co on our roll. Great Britain has 
only 145, and France has less than 100. Wecan easily afford to 

down ‘these 13, 10 of whom are foreigners and the others 
unable to support themselves. 

The toruadl amendment was withdrawn. 

The amendment-of Mr. PEARSON was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Beirnt, $430. = 
Paso del Norte, $640... 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment at 
that point. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
On page 23, line 12, strike out ‘‘Paso del Norte’ and insert ‘‘ Ciudad Juarez.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
RELIEF AND PROTECTION OF AMERICAN SEAMEN. 


Reliefand protection of American seamen in foreign countries, and ships 
wrecked American seamen in the Territory of Alaska, or so much thereof as 


may be necessary , $50,000. 


‘Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That the of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to pay to 
Mrs. Harriet D. Newson, widow of Thomas M. Newson, late United States 
cons' Malaga. asum of money equal to one year’s salary of said consul, 
together with the sum of $197, which was collected from theestate of the said 
Thomas Newson by the Government of the United States after his death. 

Sec. 2. That the money so appropriated shall be paid in the same manner 
as in other cases where ee widows of foreign representatives of 
the United ‘States who have died while so representing the United States. 

Mr. HITT. Is that offered as an amendment to this bill? 

Mr. KIEFER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HITT. It issubject to the point of order. 

Mr. KIEFER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have in my hands a bill 
that has passed the Senate, with the accompanying report, and I 
ask to have the report read in order to show the merits of this 
amendment. 

Mr. HITT. But on the face of it the amendment is obviously 
out of order. Imake the pointof order that it is entirely new 
legislation and does not belong in this bill. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HITT. TI-will say to the gentleman that his amendment 
would more geepetty appear in the deficiency bill. This bill, if 
he will read the title, isto provide for the consularand diplomatic 
service of the United States ‘‘for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1898,” and.of course the item in his amendment does not come 
within that gue 

Mr. KIEFER. Will the gentleman kindly inform me how it is 
possible for this widow, who is very much in need, to procure the 
amount that seems to be due to her? 

Mr. HITT, If itis a sum that could be paid out of the fund of 
$5,000 provided in this bill under section 1749, Revised Statutes, 
which would give pay for the time of transit home, it could be 
settled at the State Department. If not, and if it is a claim for a 
larger sum, it ought to come up here asaclaim and be considered 
shout upon, as has often been done in such cases. But if it 
is to. be offered as an amendment to an appropriation bill, it would 
more properly go in the deficiency bill. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill, the 
following being the last paragraph read: 

INTERNATIONAL BUREAU OF AMERICAN REPUBLICS. 


Commercial Bureau of American Republics, $28,000: Provided, That any 
moneys received from sale of the Bureau publications, from rents, or other 
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sources shall be paid into the Treasury as a credit in addition to the appro- 
riation, and may be drawn therefrom upon uisitions of the Secretary of 
tate for the purpose of meeting the expenses of the Bureau. 

Mr. HITT. Iask unanimous consent that we go back for the 
purpose of correcting a footing in line 5, page 13. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Illinois, for which he asks unanimous consent, will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5, page 13, strike out “‘seven’’ and insert “five;" se as to read 
“ $425. wo.” 

There being no objection, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HITT. I wish also to correct the footing at the end of the 
bill. The figures now printed, ‘ $1,676,908.76,” should read 
** $1 673,708.76.” 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Before that request is acted upon, I desire 
to offer an amendment to the paragraph last read—the closing 

aragraph of the bill. That paragraph referring to the Interna- 

ional Bureau of American Republics appropriates $28,000 in addi- 
tion to the money received from the sale of the publications of the 
Bureau. I wish to ask whether that is the intention—to give this 
Bureau an appropriation of $28,000 and also the proceeds of the 
sales of all their publications? 

Mr. HITT. Itis. The five directors who control this Bureau 
are the representative of the United States (who is the president) 
andthe ministers from Brazil, Argentina, and two other Republics. 
We pay in the first instance the whole expense of the Bureau out 
of this $28,000. The expense is then apportioned to the different 
countries on the basis of population, in accordance with an inter- 
national agreement made yearsago. In this way $12,000 ishanded 
back to us, so that, in fact, we pay only $16,000. If, in addition, the 
Bureau receives any money from the sale of its publications or 
from the rents of a part of its building (there was a smali income 
received from that source at one time, but I think there is none 
now) these additional items help to support and enlarge the Bureau. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. AsI understand, this Bureau is self-sus- 
taining. 

Mr. HITT, The money received from the sale of publications 
contributes toward sustaining it, but would not be sufficient to 
sustain it alone. The income from that source is increasing. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Did not the Bureau a year or two ago 
inform the committee that if we would give this appropriation of 
$28,000 no further appropriation would be asked, upon the ground 
that the Bureau h me self-sustaining? 

Mr. HITT. No; ar asked to have the law modified so that 
they might engage in the business of publishing and selling bulle- 
tins and books. We gave them that privilege oo ago, but 
it was not intended that the Bureau should be turned into a purely 
money-makiug institution. 

These different Governments wished to contribute to the su 

rtof the Bureau, and they expected us also to contribute, accord- 





















ing all of the particulars to which the gentleman refers. Anyono 
a the information can obtain it without difficulty by exam. 
ining the report. The largest single item of expenditure is. of 
course, the pay of the directors, clerks, translators, and employees 
all the = through. Then the printing bill is large; and tig 
postage bill is considerable, because of the fact that are not 
allowed the use of a frank. They must pay postage on all matter, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Are they not willing to make it independ. 
ent or self-sustaining, without reliance upon the Government for 
support? TIunderstand that once or twice they have made a sug. 
gestion to that effect. 

Mr. HITT. Oh, there have been some theorists in connection 
with the matter who have made that suggestion, but it did not 
materialize. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Ifthe gentleman from Georgia 
will allow a suggestion. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. That can not be done by the 
action of our Government alone. This Bureau of American Re. 
publics, I will state to the gentleman, is the off: g of the Pan- 
American Congress, and under an agreement then made, which 
was ratified by the various countries south of us, each one of these 
Republics pays so much per annum for the support of the Bureau 
of American Republics, and as the United States is one party, we 
can not now take separate action. It would not be acting prup- 
erly or ix harmony with our own agreement to undertake to 
abolish it at this time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It seems that this is a very doubtful way 
of making an appropriation for such a purpose, and one that we 
ought not to commit ourselves to. 

Mr. HITT. I would state to the gentleman that this is done 
pursuant to a treaty or agreement with the other powers. 

The CHAIR . TheChair understands that the amendment 
of the gee eye from Illinois, proposing to reduce the footing of 
the bill, refers to two lines at the end of the bill which do not 
seem to be a part of it, but only an appended note. 

Mr. HITT. There is usually permission given to correct the 
footings to correspond with the amendments made by the House. 

I will withdraw the motion, and move that the committee now 
rise and report the bill, with amendments, to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE rted that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union having had under con- 
sideration the bill H. R. 10134, had directed to report the 
same to the House with certain amendments, and as so amended 
recommend that it do pass. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask the adoption of the amendments 
in a single vote, because I do not think a separate vote is required 
on any of them. 


ng to the agreement. The directors wanted to develop the wark The amendments were agreed to. : 
of the Bureau, so that it might, by some means, aid in paying its | .. The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
own way. So provision was made for selling these bulletins, which | time; and it was ag read the time, and passed. 
have yielded considerable revenue, and also for sublettingsomuch | On motion of Mr. , @ motion to reconsider the last vote 
of the premises as they did not require. These things tended to | Was laid on the table. 


help the Bureauin partly sustaining itself and making it stronger, 
the directors of the Bureau, the representatives of these different 
countries, being desirous of extending its scope and work. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The language in this bill to which I call 
the gentleman’s particular attention is the following: 

Thatany moneys received from sale of the Bureau publications, from ren’ 


or other sources shall be paid into the Treasury asa credit in addition to the 
appropriation— 


Observe the language, ‘‘in addition to the appropriation ”"— 


and may be drawn therefrom upon sequietiens of the Secretary ef State for 
the purpose of meeting the expenses of the Bureau. 

So that, as I understand, the money received from the sale of 
the publications of the Bureau can be drawn out and used for the 
purposes of the Bureau, in addition to the $28,000 appropriated. 

r. HITT. Thatis whatis intended. Wedid not expect to get 
more than $28,000 from the different Governments altogether; but 
the directors of the Bureau wished to enlarge its work, which 
would usefully employ a larger revenue. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What will be the amount of money de- 
rived from other sources than the appropriation? 

Mr. HITT. I think it would run from $5,000 to $8,000, as here- 
tofore. This year I believe itissomewhat larger. That money is 
employed at once and returned to the Bureau for the purpose of 
* collecting and sending out information and enlarging the sphere 

of usefulness of the Bureau. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. How are the salaries paid? 

Mr. HITT. Out of the $28,000 appropriated by the Govern- 


ent. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. What are they? Who knows what they 


INAUGURATION OF THE PRESIDENT-ELECT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House a House 
resolution with Senate amendments, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 214) authorizing the Secre’ of War to grant 
permits to the executive committee on ce for use of reser- 
vations or public spaces in city of W: on the occasion of the inaugurs- 
tion of the President-elect on March 4, , ote. 

The Senate amendments were read at length. 

Mr. BLUE. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLUE. How does this come up now? : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is impossible to hear what is going 01, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The oe from Kansas asks how this 
bill comes up now. The Chair was about to reply that it is busi- 
ness on the er’s table from the Senate. 

Mr. RI DSON. Is this a House bill with Senate amend- 
ments? 


The SPEAKER. A House bill with Senate amendments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. May I ask if it has been considered by 
the District Committee? I refer to the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. They have not been considered, as far as the 
Chair is aware. 

Mr. RICHARDSON It is now laid before the House for the 
action of the House on the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. For the action of the House. It can be Te 
ferred to the committee if desired. ; 

Mr. PITNEY. I move that it be referred to the Committee @ 
the District of Columbia. 


are? 
Mr. HITT. Here is the printed report of the directors, cover-! The motion was agreed to. 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. GROUT, the House resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, with Mr. 
Payne in the chair, for the consideration of the bill (A. R. 10167) 
making yah ge to — for the expenses of the govern- 


ment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1898, and for other purposes. 

ie TCMILLIN said: Mr, Speak liamentary inqui 

Mr. Mo : Mr. er, @ par en quiry. 
Were points of order reserved on the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks they were. 

Mr. PITNEY. They were reserved. 

Mr. PAYNE having taken the chair, 

Mr. GROUT said: Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the first reading of the bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROUT. . Chairman, in submitting this bill, I will 
occupy but a very little of the time of the House, and that only 
for the purpose of giving a summary of the amounts appropri- 
ated, with some reference to the purposes for which those amounts 
are appropriated, and also of the limitations in the bill. 

The estimates for the fiscal year 1898, exclusive of the water 
department and of the highway act, were $3,495,787.38. This bill 
carries for these pu , that is, the general p of the 
District government, $5,642,856.93, which is $2,852,930.45 less than 
the amount estimated. One-half of this sum is to come out of 
the public revenues and one-half out of the District revenues. 

There is also an appropriation of $16,000 in the bill—-which is 
$10,000 more than was asked by the Commissioners, the $10,000 
being given for the cost of advertising and certain court expenges 
to be incurred in carrying out the permanent-highway act—which 
is to be paid wholly out of the District revenues, according to the 

rovisions of that act. There isalso an appropriation in the bill of 
$137,954.18 for the water department, which comes wholly out of 
the water revenues. - 

There was estimated for the water department $190,829.90. The 
amount recommended in this bill is accordingly $55,540.29 less 
than the sum estimated. 

In this connection, I will say that the sum of $104,738.24 is appro- 
priated out of these water revenues for the liquidation of the 
installment of the debt created by the Lydecker tunnel (so called). 
This completely extinguishes that debt and leaves Congress free 
to consider anew the question whether it will take up the work of 
completing that tunnel, or whether it will take some other means 
of supplying the District with an adequate quantity of water. It 
is unquestionably a necessity in the at the present time, 
and had the pro work on the Lydecker scheme or any other 
scheme been submitted in the estimates, it would have been con- 
sidered by the committee; but it was not so submitted, and for the 
time being the committee ae best to turn that matter aside, 
pong they are conscious that it is a matter that can not be long 
delayed. It must have early attention at the hands of Congress. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Right there, if the gentleman will allow me, 
I will suggest that I think we ought to proceed with great care in 
the adoption of that tunnel. When it was originally under con- 
struction there was a charge of neglect of proper precautions and 
a in its en ne hae a joint ree s the ae —— 
House wereaut to investigate an: . Upon a thoroug 
investigation we found that tunnel in very bad condition, in such 
condition that it was cheaper and better to putin the ee were 
necessary to give the then desired supply of water it was to 
undertake to complete the tunnel. Any committee that will have 
the water pumped out of that tunnel, and will go through it, will 
find that it is very questionable whether the Government ought 
ever to complete it. 

Mr.GROUT. Mr. Chairman, of course the gentleman must 
have understood that no appropriation was proposed in this Dill 


on that subject. 
Mr. McMILLIN, I so understood, and I only made the remark 
to go with the comment made by the gentleman from Vermont 
r. GRouT] concerning the matter. 

Mr. GROUT. This matter was thought not to be sufficiently 
Tipe to be dealt with now; but I feel justified in saying that Con- 
gress will neglect its duty to this city if it fails at some early day 
to make further provision for a fuller water supply, especially to 
the higher places in the District. 

Since the failure of the Lydecker tunnel scheme there has been 
*ppropriated the sum of $470,059.87 toward what has been known 


as the high-service water system in this District, a system by 
welch water was to be fo by means of engines toa higher level 
aan it vole to by gravity or from the pressure froin the 


reservoir, t was ted to cost about $600,000. There is 
an indefinite a tion in this bill out of the water revenues, 
feck as remain after the debt of the Lydecker tunne! is liquidated, 
wLeply further u this service, which is still in progress, but 
Which when completed will not adequately supply the city with 
Water, for the reason that a sufficient quantity can not now come 


in the entry mains from the reservoir above Georgetown for a full 
supply of the city. But, as I say, this whole matter is deferred 
until some other time. 

The total estimates for this bill are $8,686,616.38. The total of 
this bill for all purposes is $5,780,811.06, leaving the bill $2,905,- 
805.32 less than the estimates. 

The last District bill, Mr. Chairman, carried $5,900,319.48. It 
was the largest bill ever passed for the expenses of the District 
of Columbia by quite a margin. The exact figures I have now 
forgotten. It was far less in amount than many thought itought 
to be, and ially than aE residents of the city of Washing- 
ton thought it ought to be. That, however, I need not comment 
upon, committee then did the best they could as to the 
amount, and they have done the best they can now in their at- 
tempt to carve out of the revenues of the District and the general 
revenues a sufficient sum for the current demands of the District 
of Columbia. 

The committee would have been glad to have made some of the 
allowances larger, but could not see their way clear to do so. 
There are certain departments which the committee felt that they 
must not neglect, and especially schools, sewers, and streets—the 
sewers to make ready for the greater water supply that will be 
provided later to carry off the waste and débris of the city, thus 
en the public health; the schools, that we may not be 

hind in providing instruction for the young. 

We have provided for two new schoolhouses in this bill, com- 
pletely new, an‘1 for completing two others contracted for under 
authority given in the last bill. We have submitted in this bill for 
the action of the House $30,000 for rebuilding and enlarging the In- 
dustrial Home School. Gentlemen will remember it was provided 
in the last a bill that this school should surrender its 

rate ghts before receiving any part of the appropriation 
in that bill. Since then the corporation has transferred entirely 
and completely all its corporate rights to the Government. The 
school was all the time on Government ground and occupying 
Government buildings, viz, the old almshouse of Georgetown. 
Nevertheless, it was a private corporation, and as such managed 
its own affairs in itsown way. This is now wholly a public insti- 
tution. It is housed in the building known as the old almshouse 
in Georgetown, built over one hundred years ago and nowin a 
dilapidated, run-down condition, with much of the plaster fallen 
off, and leaking badly, with the windows loose and the floors badly 
worn; besides it has not sufficient room to accommodate anything 
like the whole number of homeless boys and girls in the District. 
Accordingly, an appropriation of $30,000 is made now for rebuild- 
— home, and it will just about double the capacity of the 
school. 

Now, I want to say, Mr. Chairman, in connection with the en- 
lar ent of this school, just a word as to what the future policy 
of Congress ought to be toward this children’s home, which seeks 
more particularly to give its inmates an industrial education—an 
education, of course, in a literary sense to some extent, but prin- 
cipally an industrial education—just what young men and women 
need to fit them for the battle of life. When this school is com- 
pleted for the accommodation of all that class in the District, it 
will relieve the subsidized institutions which now care for them, 
and they are three in number. 

Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman yield to me? I ask for a 
minute or two of his time. 

Mr. GROUT. I prefer not to yield for remarks. 

Mr. MORSE. I want to ask a question, and then, Mr. Chair- 
man, in the act making appropriations to provide for the expenses 
of the government of t istrict of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, that we passed last 
year, on e 21, a paragraph declared the policy of the Govern- 
ment Secentier 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, yes; Iknowaboutthat. Now, if the gentle- 
man will suspend for a moment, | can not go into thatsubject now. 
I will come to that after a little, and I will then give the gentle- 
man a chance for any question he chooses to ask, and give him 
also any time he may want for debate. 

Mr. MORSE. I thought that while the gentleman was on the 
subject of charities that was pertinent. It is an inquiry as to the 
attitude of this bill toward those charities. 

Mr. GROUT. I assure the gentleman I will speak of that when 
Icome to the subject of “charities.” I have the word “ chari- 
ties” written on my slip here and will not fail to speak of that 
subject and explain how the bill leaves those institutions before I 
close. 

Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman allow this provision of last 
year to be read from the Clerk’s desk, in order that it may accom- 
pany his remarks and make them more comprehensive? 

Mr. GROUT. I say, when we reach that subject I will be very 
glad to yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

What I want to say, Mr. Chairman, is that this Industrial Home 
School, if develo: and enlarged as it can be and as it onght to 
be, will provide for the children now provided for in three private 
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and sectarian institutions that have heretofore received-appropri-' 


ations from the Government in the District. That is St..John’s 
Parish School, an Episcopal institution; St. Rose Industrial School, 
# Catholic institution for girls, and St. J geeph Industrial School, 
another Catholic institution for boys. Speaking my own indi- 
vidual sentiments, I will say I would make this eppreprinien 
double the amount, to be expended at once for the enlargement of 
this school beyond what the $30,000 will accomplish; bunt that is 
the amount the bil! recommends, and it is all I am commissioned 
by the committee to present. 

Now, as to the sewers, there is an appropriation of $875,000 in 
cash, and a contract authorizing $335,000 more, which you will 
see makes about three-quarters of a million dollars. for sewers. 

The bill carries an appropriation of $110,000 for a site for a hos- 
pital for contagious diseases, of which the city stands so much in 
need. We.have also provided for one new fire engine, inaddition 
to those now in use in the District. The last bill also carried & 
provision for a fire engine, making two provided for by the present 
Congress. 

Now, with reference to the charities to which the gentle 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Mors] has referred, it will be seen by 
turning to page 87 of the. bill that the committee has appropriated 
a lumpsum for charitable work which is equal to the exact amount 
given to the subsidized institutions last year, and have put the 
expenditure of this money under the control of the District Com- 
missioners. The point which the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Morse] desires to call attention to in the law enacted last 
year was considered by the committee, and it was thought by the 
majority that this expenditure would have to be made in accord- 
ance with that law, and the committee have.reported the bill in 
this form with the professed understanding on their part thatthe 
money is to be expended in accordance with the provision of the 
bill of last year which the gentleman from Massachusetts asks to 
have read, and for the ing of which I will now yield to him, 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk and ask to have 
read the provision in the bill of last year on this subject, in o 
that it may be incorporated in the remarks of gentleman from 
Vermont at this point. 

The Clerk: read as follows: 


And itis hereby declared to be the of the Government of the U 
States to make - appropriation of are or ater for the eect 


founding, maintaining, or aiding t for services. , or 
wise any church bo Bam pe Scacpatnatio: , or any ingdtution or 
which is under sectarian or 1 control; and it is here 
that, from and after the 30th day of June, 1897, 

charitable purposes in the District of Poteet ay 
or religious denomination, or to any institution or society Ww: : 
sectarian or ecclesiastical control. 


Mr. MORSE. Now, Mr. Chairman, doI understand the e- 
man from Vermont to say that that provision in the law. of Ja 
year applies to the expenditure of the money carried in this ‘b 
under the head of ‘‘ charities ”? 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I certainly understand that, pro- 
vision to be ent law. I think there is no question abont 
that. Ihave stated that the majority of the committee thought 
that provision would control the diture of this money and 
that there could be no fair — about that. I did not, how- 
ever, say that I thought this latter proposition was ae beyond 
question. What view the Commissioners might take of it no one 
can be sure.. This question has arisen in the:mind of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, and may suggest itself to others. The 
committee, however—a aS them—thought that this pro- 
vision would control this nditure. 

Mr. MORSE. Then would the gentleman object to such an 
amendment as would: make that point very clear? 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, that isa fair question, and to.it 
I shall have to say in reply that personally I would not object to 
such an amendment; and since the gentleman brings this point 
before the Committee of the Whole, I feel at liberty to state, in 
fact feel — to state, that I did not. myself concur wi the 
majority in the opinion that it was so entirely beyond question 
that a reference to the enactment in the last qereraeen as con- 
trolling the expenditure, would not be wiseand prudent; aith 
I did not hesitate to say that it should control, and that if 
question were adjudicated by the courts in all probability it-w: 
be ‘held to control. I thought, however, that in order to make 
the matter perfectly plain, there ought to bea reference in this 
bill'to the enactment in the last bill; and I: made an express res- 
ervation in the committee of the right to favor an amendment to 
that effect if one should be offered. But I want to say here ‘that 
I have not stated till now that fact to anyone outside the commit- 
tee, not:to any living soul; but I did-say in the committee that if 
such an amendment were offered here, Ishould not object to it, 
but: must be left free to favor it. 

Mr. MORSB. I think, Mr. Chairman, that.at:the proper 
we will-see that such an amendment is so as to make 
matter:very clear. I concur meine 

Vermont that the provision :in the bill of | y all 


eat Pena 
Fork he me pt read — 


, When.the 
there will be unity to present any proper amendments. 

Mr..RAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman from 

Vermont whether the provision to which ho has referred is con. 
ed in the appropriation bill of last year? 
r. GROUT. It is, 

Mr. RAY. how could it have force and effect in the 
case of a new gppropristion: made in a bill passed this year? 

Mr. GROUT. There is the chance for a question about the 
matter, but thé patie pemcnsitesislenmanss: “*Itis hereby 
enacted,” and so has the distinctive language of permanent law, 

Mr. MORSE. Declared to be the poner’ of the Government. 

Mr. GROUT, The e is, ‘‘It is hereby enacted ” that no 
money appropl for charities shall be paid to institutions of a 
certain class after a certain time,and it was th t. by the major- 
ity of the committee that that the matter beyond question, 

Mr. RAY. Ido.not think can be any candies about it at 
all. The provision being simply contained in the appropriation 
bill which was enacted for one year, applied oy to the use of 

money appropriated by that bill, and could have-no force or 
effect in gopecsiiing the use of money appropriated by a new bill 
not containing suc isi 
s ° l dinary statement for the 
best iawyer on the Judiciary Committee.to make, that there can 
be no legislation on an appropriation bill. 
«Mr. RAY, I have not said that. I thank the gentleman for 
his compliment, but I madeno such claim. I do say that when 
we puta into an i ing money 


. 


een a propriati 

for @ le re on Spenyoowtin Darien 
o use particular money. 

" y omy tot Unless it says otherwise. 


Mr. RAY. Unless it said otherwise. 
Mr. PT , And it does say otherwise. 
Mr. RAY, It would be construed, I say, by any court not to 
be a, permanent law, but. to Prout to the use. of the money 
ted in: bill, an not the gentleman from 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, would 


c con pve 
Y, Mr. ,in order to save time, I wish 
Iam sure the debate on this question would not 
made oo gentleman from New 


good dhe certainty w saiieneeapetey root 
awyer an would not tain any such ground, 
Mr. BLUE. Mr. Ghdiveten, this matter has been injected into 
the general een of the bill in such a way as perhaps to 
tle the ds of some members in regard to the force and 
effect of the provision which has been referred to. I apprehend 
an. appro- 
is just this 
case. It enacts. and makes permanent law what the settled policy 
of this Government shall hereafter be upon this subject of chari- 
ties in the District of Columbia. 

If the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] had.read the pro- 
visions carefully, he would not have made the statement he bas 
made. It may as well be said at es that to put the provi- 
sion again into the appropriation bill would be simply to adopt 
the illogical assumption that what permanent law 
ammust be reenacted from year to:year in order to make plain what 
the intention of the lawmaking power is. I apprehend that no 
well-informed and efficient lawyer would make any such sugges: 
tion. There is no more n ty for reenac this,provision on 
the present appropriation bill than for reenacting any other part 
of the permanent law of the United States. 

It has been intimated that the omission of this provision night 
be construed as an impli epee. But courts do not favor re- 
i . It would be a violation of the rules for 
interpreting statutes to hold that the omission of this provision 
after it has hecemne,pemmamenidilew weull.aupeat it. 

The rule that we have here is a very pointed and well-defined 
one—that there shall not be, upon an ion bill any 
provision which changes e law. U thatrule, if prop- 
erly and rigidly enforced, no such ponies as this.could have 
been put on the District mrerie bill. But it seems this 

rovision was put on the in conference; and when it came 

ere from a conference committee no point of order could be taken 
against it. In this way it became permanent law, and there 15 
= no necessity for reenacting it. 4 
Mr. Y. I suggest to the gentleman from Vermont 
5 ye that this de be deferred—— 
. RAY rose. 
Mr..GROUT. 1 yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr 


“RAY. Mr. Chairman, I/had no intention when I rose # 


it is a well-known fact that‘a provision may go apen 
priation bill and may become permanent law, and that 













from | itis a:provision that applies to 


anything. |[Laughter.] 
He says and says that no well-informed lawyer would make such 
a suggestion as I made. 
Mr. Chairman, in the simple suggestion that I desired to make 
my object was that no gentleman on the floor of the Houseshould 
be minted. Of course it is quite possible for us to put into an ap- 
ropriation bill—and sometimes we do so—something that becomes, 
oy force of the language used, permanent — _ then itis bind- 
ing until . Again, the into an appropria- 
tion bill and the connection of that . may show that the 
provision applies simply and only to the appro 
there made. 
Now, the nes ee case aaa eins saw 
fit to object to ing the language used year in 
bill aoe ‘ten of them at least believe that it is bestho omit 
it and leave this an n question for the construction of the 
courts hereafter. If House is in favor of having this provi- 
sion in the law, why not-say so by an amendment that will make 


it absolutel ‘ 
Mr. PITNEY. The tleman has misunderstood the 
will pass ‘that 


ions'then and 


position 
int for themoment. The 
iation bill 


of the committee; ‘but 
question being whether a given pro 
is or isnot apart of the permanent law, and sup 
language in question is not'to ‘take effect until r the 
tion of the year for which the oo are made, has the 
gentleman any doubt whether such a provision is nt law 
The fact is that this oo is not to take effect un 
the ist of July, 1897. erefore-it can not by any stretch of — 
struction beconstrue(d as limited to the appropriations in the b 
containi gy RO 
Mr. RAY. ow, Mr. Chairman, that is mere assertion. 
Mr. PITNEY. That is the language of the law, 
Mr. RAY. Oh, no; ‘the gentleman has not recited any law nor 
has he recited the language of any law. He has merely 
— he believes ‘to be a proper construction or interpretation of 
6 law. - 
Mr. PITNEY. Iam reciting the exact lan 
vision in question, that it takes effect the ist day of July, 1897. 
Mr. RAY. So far as that , the gentleman may be correct 
that the provision is to take-effect at a given time, But that does 
not bind or conclude this Congress, and it does not have any force 


of the pro- 


in the interpretation of the law. ‘When we come to an appropria- 
Se must take the lan contained in it, and when we 
un eto 


say whether or not it is affected by the ap iation 
bill of last year we must take that law as it reads; and if that law 
is fairly open to the construction that it is intended as an inde- 
pendent enactment, and is not to apply solely and alone to the 
appropriation as‘then made, then it would be a permanent enact- 


ment, 

Mr. PITNEY. The provision was not intended to be limited to 
that a —— bill at-all. 

Mr. - There is the question. 

Mr. PITNEY. There is no question about it. Let the gentle- 
man read the language of the act. 


Mr. RAY. Ido not care to open now the discussion of this 
question, and I willnot. I did not rise for any such a. It 
would divert the eman having charge of this m the 
proper and orderly consideration of the bill. I simply rose to 
make a-suggestion in order that this matter might come up at'a 
future time in the debate. But I desire now to say, Mr. 
man, that my orily purpose was to call. attention to this feature 
and to that this matter be dropped until we reach that 
portion of the bill:where the consideration of the question will 
necessarily ariseunder the five-minute rule. 

Mr. GROUT. If the from New York hasconcluded, 
I will call his attention to the ision of the law of last year, 
and I thirik he will see that ft has all the characteristics and 
peculiarities of a permanent law. This is the of the 
provision that was‘embodied in the appropriation of year: 
_ And it is hereby deélared that it is the policy of the Government of the 
United States to make no a) a. ea the pur- 

maintaining, or aiding y paym ri 

or otherwise, church, religious denominations insti Fon = 
society which is union sectarian or & control ane es 
hoe is the language that gives significance to the enact- 
and it sis enacted ‘that on and after the 30th day of June, 1897,.no 
= — for charitable purposes in the Dissties of Cotimbia 
°r society which is under sectarian or ecclesiastical 

So I think the:gentleman from New York will see that the lan- 
gree is a little more-specificthan he supposed. It'has'tho:essen- 
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limitation upon the appropriation made in that oe bill, but 

e ate pursued by the 
Governmentin reference to these matters hereafter, and refers to 
future appropriations, and not to the one'then made. 

Nevertheless, sir, we are considering an appropriation bill now, 
and what that may mean when it becomes a law is an entirely 
different question. It is a question by itself whether it may not 
so modify this provision—for the two must be read together— 
that those who are called upon to administer the law may be in 
doubt about it. 

I will say in reply to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLUE] 
that no one in the c proposed, nor is it suggested here; 
to reenact the provision in the appropriation bill of last year; 
but only to refer to it in this act as the law under which the dis- 
bursement of this money for charities is to be made. 

That is all I have heard proposed by anyone; and it can cer. 
tainly do no harm, and it will make certain what all would ac; 
complish, namely, not to repeal or annul, but to keep on the 
statute book the enactment in the last bill and observe its provi+ 
sions. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that will bea "tome matter to be discussed 
when the bill is read for debate and amendment under the five- 
minute rule, and when this particular provision is reached. It 
is, however, itseems to me, proper to discuss that matter now in 
general debate, if any gentleman <lesires to doso, and so far as I 
am concerned I do not propose to cut off such debate. 

Now, as'to further general debate, I will say that my colleague 
on'the committee from New Jersey [Mr. Pitney], a member of 
the subcommittee, desires to be heard, and unless there is some 
proposition to limit the debate, we will let it run for the present 
at the pleasure of the committee. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. PITNDBY. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Before the gentleman from 
New Jerse oceeds, will he permit me to ask a question? 

Mr. PITNDY. ee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I will be much obliged if the 
gentleman in the course of his remarks will call attention to and 
explain the reason why the committee have cut down the appro- 
priation for the public schools, e 

Mr. PITNEY. I will say to the gentleman from California 
that I :prefer any inquiries of that character should be deferred 

we ‘reach the provisions of the bill in its consideration, or 
the So may take the floor in his own right for the general 
mag hereafter. I shall address myself to a different part of the 

Mr. GROUT. Ifthe gentleman from New Jersey will permit 
me, I will say.to the inquiry of the gentleman from California that 
the amount appropriated for schools is not cut down, but is actu- 
ally larger than it was last year. The estimates submitted by 
the Commissioners have been reduced by the bill, but that is not 
the standard. The Commissioners estimate what they want, and 
if we were to follow their estimates implicitly, as the gentleman’s 
question implies that we should, this bill would carry nearly three 
millions of dollars more than it does now; in fact, would carry more 
than ‘the revenues of the District would meet for the year 1898. It 
would have carried an appropriation that would have frightened 
you all, and frightenedthe Commissioners, too. The Commission- 
ers donot fail to:ask enough, and they get what in the judgment 


of a ought to be given. 
Mr. OKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to suggest to the gen- 


tleman from New Jersey [Mr. Prrney] and others interested in 
this bill ‘the propriety of deferring by agreement the general 
débate:in respect to charities until we reach the paragraph relat- 
ing to that subject, It seems to mewe can have a more orderly, 
éffrective,and intelligent discussion by pursuing that policy which 
has frequently been pursued—deferring the discussion of this para- 
graph until we reach it in the bill. 

.GROUT. Mr.'Chairman, since that suggestion is made, I 
ask unanimous consent that general debate concerning the para- 
graphrelating tocharities be deferred until wereach that paragraph 
in reailing thebill. Will the gentleman fix the timenow, or leave 
it to be fixed ‘then? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think that could be very well left open. 

Mr. MORSE. Would it be under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. GROUT. No; general debate. It seems to me, Mr. Chair- 
man, we ought now to agree on some time that should then be 


devoted to general debate. 
Mr. DOOKERY. Well, I would suggest not to exceed an hour 
on aside. 


Mr. GROUT. 1 think'that is a fair proposition. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I think thirty minutes on a side will be 
plenty. We tin great deal of ‘time on ‘this subject in the last 
session, and 1 think we are pretty well posted on it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I willing, as'far as lam concerned. Wo 


Lam 
should still have an opportunity ‘for debate under the five-mimuté 
concluded. 





—_—— 


rule after general debate is 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GROUT. Unless some gentleman wants more time, I ask 
unanimous consent that general debate on this paragraph be 
deferred until it is reached in the reading of the bill, and that 
then it be limited to thirty minutes on a side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that general 
debate on the ep ae me relating to charities be postponed until 
that paragraph is reached in the reading of the bill, and that the 
general debate shall then be limited to thirty minutes on a side. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, the remarks which I shall sub- 
mit to the committee at this time will be in the line of a justifica- 
tion and vindication—I will not say defense—of the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia with regard to their action in 
providing for the electric-lighting service of this District for the 
current fiscal year. 

Gentlemen of the committee will remember that when the Dis- 
trict appropriation bill was reported to the House a year ago, state- 
ments were made in general debate concerning the investigations 
of the subcommittee having charge of the making up of the bill 
relative to the cost of the electric-lighting service and what that 
costought to be, and gentlemen will remember that the Committee 
on Appropriations reported a provision requiring expressly that 
the Commissioners of the District should let the electric lighting 
to competition, and providing that subway privileges should be 
given tothe successfulcompetitor. Thatlast provision was struck 
out on a point of order, and other provisions were subsequently 

ut in as the result of a conference between committees of the 

senate and of the House, and finally the ae bill passed both 
Houses in the form in which it now stands upon the statute book. 
It is doubtless also within the knowledge of members of the House 
that the Commissioners of the District, under the terms of that 
appropriation act, advertised for proposals for the electric-lighting 
service of the District; thatin response to those advertisements they 
received proposals; that they let a contract to = new company, a 
competitor of the old established company; that litigation has 
ensued since that time; that that litigation has been decided in 
favor of the action taken by the Commissioners, and that they 
have thereupon prgceeded to make a contract and to give permits 
for the construction of underground conduits to contain electric 
wires to serve the purposes of the public electric lighting. 

Since the excavations were commenced for these underground 
conduits, the newspapers have at frequent intervals contained sen- 
sational reports, criticising the action of the Commissioners and 
denouncing them in unmeasured terms, and suggestions have been 
made that the President ought to remove them and that Congress 
ought to impeach them. ey have been charged with violations 
of the law; they have been charged with a wanton exercise of the 
discretion reposed in them by law, and have been charged with 
almost everything except the performance of their duty. 

Now, my position as one of the subcommittee which had char, 
of these investigations has given me certain information on the 
points involved, and has given me some knowledge of the law, 
which does not seem to be possessed by the representatives of the 
newspapers, or by some members of Congress who have submitted 
to be loterviewsl for the newspapers. therefore desire to take 
some time in ae what the Commissioners have done and 
why they have done it, and to say that in my opinion, instead of 
being properly subject to adverse criticism, they are entitled to 
the praise of Congress and of the people of this District for carry- 
ing out their plain duty under the law and for using the powers 
reposed in them to introduce competition into the electric-lighting 
service oi this District, from motives of economy and from mo- 
tives which tend to the public welfare. 

Gentlemen will remember that at the time the Se bill 
was reported last year attention was called to the fact that under 
laws already existing, and under the appropriation bill as we 
reported it, it was unlawful to light the public electric lights of 
the city by means of overhead wires. The language of the appro- 
priation bill then reported and of all appropriation bills ae 
series of years was that the public lighting should be done by 
means of underground wires, and at the same time the gross amount 
allowed in that appropriation bill, as first reported and as after- 
wards enacted into law, and the prices limited for payment for 
each electric light showed that it was the intention of Con, to 
authorize and direct the Commissioners to extend the public 
electric-lighting service. 

It became necessary for them to provide for additional electric 
lights not theretofore allowed, and under the law it was nec 
for them to light them by means of underground wires. Gentle- 
men may also remember that in the sundry civil appropriation 
act for the current fiscal year a provision was made for the light- 
ing of some public parks in this city not previously lighted by 
electricity, and it was provided that it should be done by means 
of unde und wires; and it was known—— 

Mr. B R of New Hampshire. Doves the gentleman care to 
be interrupted now? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


this language was contained, in 


ing monopoly an 


electric light or by I ny Is that the gentleman’s contention? 


lights and for necessary extensions, Co 
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Mr. PITNEY. Not unless the gentleman is afraid he will for- 
get the point he desires to inquire about; but I will yield, pro- 
vided the gentleman does not take up too much of my time. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I propose to ask the gentle- 
man in what part of the law that provides for an extension of 
electric lighting as distinguished from gas light is that icular 
Re carried? It provided for the diminution of the price 
of both gas and electric lights, but it did not provide for an ex- 
rey of electric lighting as distinguished from gas lighting. 

i 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman is quite in error. I will call his 
attention to the language in a moment. I will premise that in 
the annual appropriation bills for this District for several years 

t ’ c t to electric arc lighting, 
viz, for ‘‘ maintaining existing service and necessary extensions 
of such service;” and that lan . ‘existing service,” taken in 
connection with the other lan and other provisions of the 


law, was held by the then existing electric light company as sup- 


rting its claim to a monopoly of the public and private lighting 

n this city. Therefore, one year ago, in making up this bill, your 
Committee on mg A awa desiring to do away with the exist- 
g§ mono, introduce competition into the service of elec- 
tric lighting, changed the language of the appropriation bill. As 


gentlemen will remember, in general debate on the appropriation 


bill, I called attention to that change in the e left 


out the words “for maintaining existing service,” and put into 
the bill this language: 


For electric arc lighting, including n inspection, in those streets 


ecessary 
now lighted with electric arc lights in the city of Washington, and f Seg 
sary extensions of such service. $43,000. - — 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then, if the gentleman 


pleases, it was simply left to the judgment of the Commissioners, 


as you will maintain, I presume, as to the ratio to be lighted by 


Mr. PITNEY. ot atall. The also contained a provision 


appropriating a certain amount of money for gas and other illu- 
minating material, and the a was that the Commis- 


sioners were to expend it all. They did recommend a much larger 


amount, and we gave them only a part of their recommendation. 


It was submitted by them that the public service required such 
and such extensions. We cut down the appropriation below the 
amount they recommended, but we still increased the appropria- 
tion above what previous laws had given. [t was saying that 

mn gave so much of their recommendation and a plain di- 
rection to the Commissioners that they should proceed to expend 
that much money in lighting the city, should use so much in gas 


lighting and other material and so much in electric are lighting. 


In addition to giving the appropriation of $50,000 for electric arc 
ngress limited the amount 
to be paid to 30 cents each per night for electric arc lights. 

Now, what was done in the a previous to that 
time? The appropriation for the year which expired on the 
80th of June, 1896, for electric arc lighting was. $47,600, and the 
limit permitted for each lamp per night was 40 cents; and with 
that appropriation the Commissioners had maintained 338 arc 
— at 37.42 cents per night, amounting to about $136.50 per year, 
which for the 338 lights amounted “to $0,164 and the little over- 
o of about $1,400 or $1,500 was by the Commissioners for 

he inspection and maintenance of the lights. Then Congress at 
its last session appropriated $50,000 for the fiscal year 1897, and 
limited the price to 30 cents per night, which makes $109.50 per 
year for each lamp, so that the appropriation at that price would 
pay for 456 lights, an increase of 118 lights, or more than one-third 
of the whole service over and above lights theretofore main- 
tained. Now, the Commissioners advertised for proposals, and 
they were able to increase the service even more than the limit 
price would do, because they knew before they advertised, and 
they were well assured when the prencass camie in, that the |imit 
price would not be reached, that they could get p ata lower 
price, and so they did, and they to e contracts for 
472 electric-light arc lamps instead of 378, an increase of 134. 

Further, the Commissioners of the District, when they appeared 
before the subcommittee of the House Committee on Appropriations 
a yeas ago with their recommendations for the lighting service fot 
the year 1897, laid before the subcommittee a schedule of the 
streets they proposed to light with the increased appropriation. 
That schedule may be found by any gentleman who will refer ‘0 
page 177 of the hearings of last year. It showed that the Com- 
missioners desired to light the rapid-transit electric lines on which 
the cars are now fraveling at a eT high rate of speed, and on 
which they will hereafter travel, I presume, at the rate of |” 
miles an hour. The Commissioners specified the streets and parts 
of streets they desired to light, and we allowed them sufficient 
money to provide for a part of that schedule, but not the whole 
of it. The Commissioners, using the money that we did allow 

same streets and of streets 
ule they had submi to the Com- 


them, advertised for the ve 
that were named in the sch 
mittee on Appropriations. 











Now, Mr. Chairman, it is no new thing for the Commissioners 
to advertise for —- for electric lighting or gas lighting. 
They have been doing it for years, inviting competitors to come 
into this field and relieve the people of this District and the Gov- 
ernment from paying exorbitant rates for the service. They had 
not only been doing that, but they had been required by three 
separate acts of Congress to do it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow a 
question there? 

Mr. PITNEY. Yes. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If the Commissioners were 
required in that manner to advertise, as the law now provides 
that there shall not be more than so much paid for the service, 
why could they not have just as well gone on with the old com- 
pany as, by their direct action, to raise a new company to cut up 
streets where the conduits of the old company were already laid? 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman has asked me three or four ques- 
tions at once, but 1 want to answer them all, and if I do an ask 
him to call my attention to the fact. The Commissioners are re- 
quired, under the organic act of the District, to advertise for pro- 

jsals for any public work costing more than $1,000, and they have 
ous so for years without any more express provision of law; and 
the judge of the supreme court of the District, who has recently 
decided this electric-lighting litigation, has held that that pro- 
vision bound them to advertise for this very service now in ques- 
tion. But, more than that, in the appropriation bills for the years 
1890, 1891, and 1894—the intervening period between 1891 and 1894 
having been covered by a eee contract, so that advertise- 
ment would have been absurd, there being no new contracts to be 
made—in the three years I have named the appropriation bills 
specifically required the Commissioners to advertise for both gas 
‘and electric lighting, and specifically declared that they were not 
to be limited to any one system, and in one case, that of the act 
for the fiscal year 1894, the law specifically declared that they 
were not to be limited to any one company. The Commissioners 
have followed regularly that very proper practice of inviting pro- 
posals. But the gentleman from New pshire says: ‘‘ Invite 
proposals, but take them only from one company!” : 

How absurd that would be, Mr. Chairman, to invite proposals 
under a law that says, ‘‘ You are not to be restricted to any one 
company or any one system,” and to sweep out of the way all pro- 
posals unless they come from this dear and cherished mnneey I 
will tell the gentleman, further, why the Commissioners did not 
accept —— from the United States Electric Lighting Com- 
pany, which seems to be so sacred in this District. It was because 
that company would not submit os ——_ but wrote to the 
Commissioners ing against their action, saying that they 
had no right to take that action, and also because that company 

then went into court and tried to get an injunction against the 
Commissioners, prohibiting them from contracting under ene 
and express provision of the appropriation bill, which req that 
extensions of service be made according to the judgment of the 
Commissioners and within a limit as to cost. 

But the fact is that that old company has been _— the ben- 
efit of the doubt by the Commissioners instead of being unjustly 
discriminated , as is claimed, for they are now supplying 
under a temporary ent a large number of lights (324) at 
$109.50 per lamp per year, although the new company has offered 
to do the same fighting at $100 — tw year. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. ill the gentleman t 
mea moment? I care nothing for the old company or the new 
oe Pre 

Mr. PITNEY. Iam very glad to hear it. 

_ Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The question here is, What 
is best for the city and for the people of the District of Columbia? 
If the line of the age he ent should be carried out, 
would it not req all the streets to be dug up for the 
benefit of some new gas ee that may be formed? 

Several Members. That would be a good thing. 

Mr. PITNEY. That might be a very thing, as gentlemen 
Suggest; but I will come to that point in a moment. @ cases 
are not ete Let me say to the gentleman, however, that this 
District has been afflicted with a gas monopoly for so long a time 
that I do not know when it began—some time before the war, I 
believe. The who have suffered under that monopoly have 
tried to Bet rid of it. , at their instance, has put in the 
appropriation bills, at 1 in the three years I have mentioned, 
& provision commanding the Commissioners to invite pro 
to see if they could not got rid of this gas meneeein. But that 
gas monopoly has its ener eae of the city. Practi- 
cally, they have y occupied the ground. Perhaps a com- 
petitor could not make any headway them unless it had 
the right to occupy the same streets already occupied by the ex- 
isting my: Bui with the electric lighting of the city the 
case 18 diff old company, so called, although it has 
existed in this District since 1883, although it has been favored by 
acts of Congress and by appropriations, although it has been in the 

enjoyment of a practical monopoly, though not a legal one, yet it 
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has not exercised enterprise to a reasonable degree; it has not ex- 
tended its lighting system so as to cover any material part of the 
District up to the present time; it has not introduced new im- 
rovements. It has not reduced the price of lighting, except un- 
er compulsion, and hardly then. The field is open. We can 
authorize a new company to come in and get within striking dis- 
tance of the old company without unduly disturbing the sacred 
asphalt pavements of Washington. The fact is that the privilege 
granted to this new company for lighting the city of Washington 
east of Rock Creek does not cover one foot of the streets now 
lighted by the United States Company, and for which the United 
States Company has the subways necessary to do the lighting. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Is it not true that the United 
States Company—if that is the old company—I do not know which 
is the old and which is the new, and I care less—but is it not true 
that the old company has conduits already laid in the streets here; 
that they have asked authority from the Commissioners to put 
their wires in those conduits, and can not get that authority? 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentlemanis wrong; and he is very wide of 
the question now under discussion. I do not care to follow him 
in that line of remark. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I want to get at the facts. 

Mr. PITNEY. If the gentleman will bring up that matter 
later, I will. answer him so far as I have information. But the 

int, as suggested by the gentleman’s former inquiry, is whether 

e Commissioners have not allowed a great lot of subways to be 
laid unnecessarily. I answer, absolutely not afoot. Every inch 
of public lighting that has been let by the District Commissioners 
to the new company is in streets or avenues, cr parts of streets or 
avenues, where the United States Company has not any subways 
or conduits underground, nor any overhead wires. That is the 
truth, whatever the gentleman may think. And there is no con- 
duit now being constructed by the new company under these 
permits in any streets where the United States Company has any 
subways, excepting only two blocks on New York avenue and 
two short blocks on Pennsylvania avenue along Lafayette Square, 
where, however, the new subway is on the opposite side of the 
broad avenue from the old subway, and in these places the con- 
duits are paralleled because it is necessary that the new company 
should be allowed to get from its power station to its lighting 
territory. 

Moreover, the United States Company would have been obliged 
to construct just as many conduits as the Potomac Company is 
now under permit to construct if the United States Company had 
been successful in its Se poten only as toa distance of 
less than 2 miles necessary to reach the center of the city from 
the plant of the new company west of Rock Creek—a distance of 
1.8 miles, according to the certificate of the Commissioners. Alli 
this cry about digging up the sacred soil, and all that sort of 
thing, is intended to blind the eyes of members of Congress and 
other persons concerned as to the real issue. 

I will say further, however, to the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire that with regard to so much of the conduits or subways now 
under construction by the new company as are intended for light- 
ing the public parks, notably Lincoln Park on East Capitol street, 
the Commissioners had nothing in the world to do with authoriz- 
ing the construction of those subways, except to carry out a duty 
which the court had held devolved upon them. Those parks are 
lighted by the Secretary of War under a provision in the sundry 
civil appropriation law, after the publication of an advertisement 
and the receipt of proposals by him from both companies. The 
United States Company did bid for the lighting of the parks, and 
in so bidding that company admitted the right of the Secretary of 
War to ask for bids and admitted the propriety of the competi- 
tion. If the United States Company had been successful, it would 
have been obliged to lay a part of the same subways and of the 
same conduits that the Potomac Company is now laying for that 
service. 

Moreover, there are some subways now being constructed where 
there are no lights to be put along the line of the subways. That 
is true; but they are being constructed under permits which limit 
them to streets and avenues which the Commissioners have recom- 
mended to Congress as streets and avenues that should be lighted 
because they follow the lines of the rapid-transit street railroad 
companies. I may say that the Commissioners recommended the 
electric lighting of those same avenues and streets before the Po- 

Company was ever heard of; it is no new recommendation. 
I repeat, the subways, so far as they go where no lights are now 
allowed, are placed on streets and avenues upon which the Com- 
missioners have been recommending repeatedly, since the rapid- 
transit lines were projected, the introduction of electric lights. 
So there is absolutely no unnecessary construction of conduits. 

I do not pose here as the special champion of the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia. I have not been asked by them, or 
by anybody else, to stand here and explain this matter or champion 

eir cause on the floor of the House. But I have seen them ac- 
cused of actions of which I think they are absolutely guiltless. I 
have heard them accused of misconduct concerning their course 
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in reference to these matters. I have .seen'them libeled and -vili- 
fied for carrying out what they believed to be the plain letter. of 
the law. And because they have no opportunity fora hearing in 
this presence, I propose to explain the matter according to the 
facts, according to the law, and according to my understanding 
of the needs of the case. 

Let us see, then, for a moment how it was with the United States 
Electric Lighting Company. This old company claimed and still 
claims a monopoly of the electric lighting within the limits of the 
District of Columbia. Itbegan to light a fewstreets with electric 
arc lamps under:the provisions of the bill making appropriations 
for the fiscal year 1887, and by the end of that year they hada 
very large amount of overhead wires stretched in the city of 
Washington which were dangerous to life and property; and there 
‘was an outcry on the part of the people, and consequent action 
taken by Con s, Which required the wires to be put under the 
ground. In the appropriation bill which d on the 18th day 
of July, 1888, it was enacted that from and after'the 15th day of 
September of that year the Commissioners should t no fur- 
ther permits for overhead construction of wires. that since 
then it has been unlawful for any electric-light company to stretch 
a foot of wire in the streets of Washington, except I think—and 
there may be even no exceptions—where it was nec to reach 
@ house from where'the wires terminated in an alley. I will not 
be sure, however, about the exception. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Before the gentleman pro- 
ceeds to the next point, I would like to ask him a question. I 
understand this matter correctly, ‘the old some the United 
States a. as the gentleman calls it, wou d have been 
required to lay its conduit to Lincoln Park, for a distance of two 
blocks, while the Potomac Company had to build several miles of 
conduit. 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman is absolutely and entirely in- 
correct in his statement. The truth is quite otherwise. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Iunderstandthat to be a fact. 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman is quite mistaken in his under- 
standing. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, I think the facts are that this 
company had to lay conduits for two blocks only, while the other 
company had.to.go several miles. 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman does not know the facts 
evidently. The United States Company has no conduits within 
two blocks of the: Lincoln Park, or anywhere near that. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. How near is the nearest part 
of the line to the park? 

Mr. PITNEY. The nearest, I think, is at the Capitol. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Qh, no. 

Mr. PITNEY. But, whether that be so or not, Iam standing 
here to vindicate the action of the Commissioners, who had noth- 
ing whatever to do-with the contract for lighting Lincoln Park. 
The Secretary of War madethat contract, and the company hay- 
ing the contract applied to the Commissioners fora pet and 
then another —— got outan injunction against: Commis- 

mers, restraining them from granting the permit, and after a 

earing the injunction was dissolved, and the court held that:it 
was right for the Commissioners to grant the permit. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Oan'the gentleman inform us 
whether the Secretary of War is the owner of any stock in the 
Potomac ne 

Mr. PITNEY. I have no acquaintance with the Secretary of 
War and no:knowledge of his holdings. I haveno stock myself 
in any electric-light or any other company in ‘the District of 
Columbia, and,so far as my action is concerned, it is without any 
personal interest whatever in this regard. 

Now, let us see how this monopoly grew up. I say that by the 
act of July 18, 1888,;the Commissioners were prohibited from giv- 
ing any further permit for the stringing of overhead wires. There 
were overhead wires already in existence at that time, and ‘that 
act did not express} —— the taking of them down, and there- 
—_ the company which had already erected these wires was priv- 

eged to use them and enjoy the benefits of them for lighting pur- 
— in the streets of the city. In the: annual appropriation bill 

or the fiscal year 1890 the public lighting was authorized only by 
_ —— — . This fen ibe inured - ————- of _ 

ni tates Company. in, @ provision 6 appre 

tion bill for 1892, additional couhele were prohibited onl an 
aggregate of 5 miles until-report should be made by the subway 
commissioners, appointed pursuant to theactof a 6, 1880, or 
‘until April 1, 1892, if that-report should not have been made by 
that date. This again prevented competition before and after 
that date, although not evidently so. 
tion of the law which has been adopted, by way of giving the 

t-of the doubt to the company-already in the field, permits 


have'been given to the United States Company-for subways since 
April 1, 1892. 

And that brings me to the inquiry:made.a:moment ago by ‘the |: 
gentleman from New Hampshire . Baker) and which Iithen |. 


ed, while by the con- | : 


one ha os t hicn-betthee Gameheltaene ae es Gon. 
pany have nota rs for undergro 
mits and been lek —— 
Mr. BAKER of New Ham . No; that was not exactly my 
question. My question is-w. , in conduits already laid, they 
have not been denied the privilege of laying their wires. 
Mr. PITNEY. Absolutely no, ing to my information. 
ne of New Hampshire. My best information is that 
ey have. 
r. PITNEY. Very well; I will tell you what has happened, 
The United States Company, while enjoying these special privy. 
ileges which it: had mat to.get by construction of the appro- 
one bills, has applied repeatedly to the Commissioners of tho 
trict to put vue wires underground, has obtained this 
permission, constructed the conduits, and then has put new 
wires in the conduits, leaving the overhead wires where they 
were, and leaving them in use. Having got permits to construct 
subways for the avowed purpose of putting those very wires 
underground, it has used the subways for another purpose, in 


fraud of the its granted to them by the Commissioners. 
Mr.: of New Hampshi ould there be any objec- 
- to putting newer and be wires down there instead of the 
wires 


Mr. PITNEY. Not if they removed the old wires; but they did 
not:remove the overhead wires, and do not-claim to have done it, 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The Commissioners ought 
to make them doit, then. 

Mr. PITNEY. The representative of the United States Com- 
pany appeared before our sibcommittee two weeks ago and said 
the Commissioners did not: have any right to make them take these 
overhead ‘wires down. 

Now, I say it is not true that the Commissioners refused any 
proper permit for subway construction to the United States Com- 
—— that company went into court and managed to get a 

ion from the court.a year ago which was construed to mean 
- the Commissioners did not have any right to grant-such per- 


ts. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The gentleman a few mo- 
ments ago extolled the court when they found the other way, 
Now, it seems to me his is very peculiar when he says 
that the company ‘‘ ” to a ion. Ido not under- 
stand such a thing as that is capable of performance in the courts 
of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PITNEY. I absolutely disclaim any intention of casting 


—— on _ court. ie 
. BAKER of New Hampshire. Very well. 
Mr. PITNEY. If my admitted of such construction, 


I withdraw it. The fact is, ‘the decision to which I referred, 
which was announced on the ist day of February, 1896, by Judge 
Bingham, proceeded on a different:line:from what I understood it 
to proceed upon. -I remember very well that the gentleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] now in me paraded that 
decision before us, not the opinion, but: fact of the decision 
having been made, as:a conclusive answer to a contention that I 
was making on the floor in Committee of the Whole on that day. 
My contention was to the effect that Con had the right to 
authorize these appropriations, and that ‘carried with it the 
incidental = er put the wires und. The gentleman 
quoted the decision against me, In point of fact, the decision 
was on anentirely different point, and did:not touch that point at 
all. The decision prevented them from laying down subways for 
ivate consumers. I uuderstood it to prevent them from laying 
own subways for public lighting. Subsequently, and about the 
ist or 10th of December, 1896, the. ‘point having been 
raised, was decided by Judge Cole, of the suprems court of the 
a in a panos enna that I made = the * 
ebruary 0 year, ‘Ww I repeated subsequently, an 

which I made at the commencement of my present remarks, 
namely, that the authorization of .ex ‘for extensions of 
electric-lighting service, which also required that those extensions 
should be by a wires, sauna with it.the implied au- 
thority to the District Commissioners: to give permits for subway 
construction. But the decision of February 1, 1896, was laid hold 
upon as the ‘basis of a claim for monopoly, and I will say that 
that claim was pate aeaeaes ‘the language ‘that I have already 


referred to, con in the annual ap iation bills for a num- 
a of years, ‘‘ maintaining existing and necessary exten- 
ons.’ 


Your ‘Committee on. Appropriations last :yearstruck out that 
, 80 that we now provide-service-simply for those streets 


where service is now maintained and the necessary extension 
of ‘that service. However,:all the ‘legislation t is, 

‘to the ap ion bill of a.year: such as to 
give a virtual though not.a ‘legal or + mon to this 











istrict, while keeping in the dark as to the situation 

eee rn the purpose and effect of the laws, they could not have 

n better devised. . 
out I say again that in this year’s appropriation for the main- 
tenance of the service and the extension of the service we pro- 
vided that it must be done by underground wires. The Commis- 
sioners therefore had no option but to make a contract which 
must carry with it the permission to build the underground con- 
duits. The question as to whether they violated the law is, it 
seems to me, t00 plain for debate. At any rate, the question has 
been fully litigated in the courts and adjudicated by a court of 
competent jurisdiction, and it has been decided that the Commis- 
sioners not only did not do a wrong thing but did their plain duty 
under the ———— bill. 

But the claim is often heard here, and the gentleman from New 
Hampshire has made it in my hearing, that the policy of Congress 
is not to allow competition, but to establish and maintain these 
monopolies, and to regulate the rates and charges of the monop- 
olies. : : 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don. Iam not in favor of any monopoly whatever. My conten- 
tion and purpose are that the Commissioners should be required to 
exercise such —- diligence and supervision as would justify 
them in extending lights, and whatever company may have 
the special territory under contract, it is not right that they, in 
pursuance of any of their discretionary powers, should go so far 
as to pick out one company and give it a t to tear up the 
streets for miles when another oe have rendered the 
same service and not have disturbed the streets for more than a 
couple of blocks. 

r. PITNEY. Inreply to the gentleman, I will say that I have 
already shown that the Commissioners have not exercised any 
discretion in the direction of i the subways. They have 
exercised their discretion in the direction of giving service to the 
United States Company where it was qualified to fulfill the serv- 
ice, and they are paying them a little more money forit. They 
are paying ‘cen $109.50 a ene year when they had an offer 
of $100 per lamp, and that on lam The gentleman from 
New Ham pleokas forgotten that the o law of the District 
provides that in all matters in excess of $1,000 the Commissioners 
shall advertise for bids; and while it gives the Commissioners the 
right to reject all bids, it does not give them the right to reject 
one bid and take another that is higher. If they do not reject all 
bids, they are absolutely required to the lowest bid; and 
Judge Cole has held, and it is not disputed by the representatives 
of the United States Company, that that provision was bin 
upon the Commissioners District with reference to this 
contract, and therefore it is not a question of giving it to t 
company or to that company. But so far as my personal ae 
is concerned, if the Commissioners had any they migh 
better authorize the tearing up of a few blocks more of the sacred 
pavements of Washington, in order to break up this con 
monopoly that has been here for so many years. It has not hel 
itself under the laws, as I will show to the gentleman later—— 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish to say that the Dis- 
trict Commissioners and the heads of every Ex ve Department 
of this Government have exercised their authority time and again, 
even where lower bids were offered, to refuse the bid of the lower 
ee they had not the proper facilities for carrying out 

er Di 

Mr. PITNEY. This is not a question of whether they should 
have rejected the lower bid. They accepted the only bid. It is 
not a question of taking this bid out from other bids. The Poto- 
mac Company were the only bidders. The gentleman is misin- 
formed and does not know the simplest facts con the con- 
troversy. Ihave here a copy of a letter from the United States 
Electric ting Com to the Commissioners of the District, 
dated June 26, 1896, in w the company e y declined to 
enter into any competition. They never ea bid for any of 
the District lighting, and where they now render any servige it is 
done under a temporary + and without any security 
being given for the faithful performance of the service, 

Mr. BAKER of New . Have they ever declined to 
furnish the service at the reduced rates? ; 
mit. PEENEY. Again the gentleman is misinformed in the 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. They would not accept a 
given amount. 
Mr. PITNEY. Very well; that is a very different question— 
the prescribed amount. 
nn BAKER of New Hampshire. And they have not asked to 
more. 


- PITNEY. Of course they would know enough about the 
law to know that it would do no good to ask for more, but they 
have asked to be paid the very last penny, when another company 
your *° Plenty of money by charging $10 or a lamp less per 
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But it is claimed—and if the gentleman from New Hampshire 
does not claim it I am glad to hear the disavowal from his lips—it 
is claimed that we have adopted a sort of Congressional policy of 
monopoly for the District of Columbia, to which I may answer 
that if Congress has adopted that policy it is time for Congress to 
depart from it, because the people of this District and the public 

have suffered a great deal by reason of the policy of 
monopoly, so far as it has been pursued here, and Congress has 
shown a very proper disposition to get rid of it,and has manifested 
that disposition in the appropriation bills that I have already 
referred to for the years 1890, 1891, and 1894, in which they ex- 
pressly commanded the District Commissioners to invite proposals, 
and that from different companies. 

With regard to gaslighting there isa monopoly. With regard 
to telephones there is a monopoly, and it is partly a matter of 
necessity, because the company which controls the telephone pat- 
ents will not license more than one company in a given territory, 
and it is necessary, also, perhaps, from the fact that every tele- 
phone user wants to be in communication with every other tele- 
phone user, and that can be done only by having a single central 
telephone station. 

ith regard to streetrailroads, there is absolutely no such policy. 
We have here, I think, half a dozen street railroad companies, 
and while the lines do not run on the same streets, except for a 
block or two here and there where it is necessary, just as these 
subways will run for a block or two on the same routes, the rail- 
roads do parallel each other, and they do compete in rates, in 
_ in improvements, in accommodations, in everything that 
— of the roads are interested in. 
ith regard to electric lighting, there has been no policy of 
monopoly inaugurated. In the first place, there is no express grant 
of any monopoly, and Judge Cole, in his recent decision, points 
out and lays stress upon the very significant fact that during all 
ths years when, as the old company claims, a monopoly was given 
tc .¢ by Congress, the name of the company is nowhere mentioned 
in the ey eee acts. No monopoly has been given, and the 
ractice of the Commissioners of advertising for electric lighting 
as been almost constant, and has been known to Congress all the 
time. The subway investigation that has been in progress from 
1890, seeking to get some system of subways to be used by all the 
companies on paying rental to the public, is an evidence that the 
policy of Congress is against re in these matters. 

But there is another reason which ought to have some influence 
in deciding the question whether it is good policy to allow asingle 
company to control. The gentleman from New Hampshire asked 
awhile ago whether this United States Electric Lighting Com- 
pany had not tried to put its wires underground. If he will listen 
now to what I say,I will enlighten him on that subject. It is 
claimed at the present time by the official representative of the 
United States Electric Lighting Company that when the prohib- 
itory act of 1888 was passed they had 250 to 400 miles of overhead 
wires in the District of Columbia. The claim is so widely in di- 
vergence not only from the facts as they appear from the official 
record, but from the statement of the same representative and of 
the counsel of the same company before the same subcommittee 
at another time, that I am unable to believe that a mere mistake 
of statement has been made. A yearago, and again this year, the 
statement was made that instead of 250 or 400 miles of overhead 
wires, as they now claim, they had in 1888 only 50 miles of over- 
head wires. But even this was a gross exaggeration. 

What is the fact? I happen to have with me a copy of an offi- 
cial publication of Congress entitled Senate Miscellaneous Docu- 
ment No. 15, second session Fiftieth Congress, which contains a 
report of the Engineer Commissioner of the District of Columbia 
to Congress on the subject of removing electric-light wires and 
placing them underground. That report contains a statement by 

Engineer Commissioner of the quantity of overhead and under- 
ground wires of every company in the District in the fall of the 
year 1888, just after the prohibitory law was passed. On page i8 
of that report is a table, made up in part from information fur- 
nished by the omer which shows that at that time the United 
States Electric Lighting Company had but 4 miles of conduits 
underground, and in those conduits but 16 miles of wire, and that 
the company had only 10 miles of overhead wires. They nowclaim 
to have had 50 miles; and when more convenient they have 
claimed 250 to 400 miles. The official record shows that at that 
time they had but 10 miles; and that does not mean miles of streets; 
it means 10 miles of individual wires. The table shows this, and, 
besides, if you will turn to the map entitled ‘‘ Plate 3,” appended 
to this same report, you will find the mileage of streets covered 
by the underground and overhead construction of the United 
States Electric Lighting Company laid down in blue and red, 
respectively. On applying the scale to the red lines, which show 
the overhead construction, you will see that the mileage of streets 
covered by the overhead construction at that time was but 4 
miles; and on those 4 miles of streets they had 10 miles of wire. 

What is the fact to-day? Since that time the Commissioners 
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have had no power to grant authority for a single mile of over- 
head construction, and not a single mile has been lawfully con- 
structed. But the fact is that to-day, instead of there being 4 
miles of streets covered by the overhead electric-light wires of the 
United States Company, they have 8 miles of streets covered by 
them; and instead of 10 miles of wires involved in overhead con- 
struction, there are now 60 miles of overhead electric-light wires 
maintained by thatcompany. At the very least, 50 miles of those 
wires were erected and are now kept up in violation of law. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman explain 
how that was done? 

Mr. PITNEY. They did it in the wo without permit. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. hy did not the Commis- 
sioners compel the company to take down those overhead wires? 

Mr. PITNEY. The discovery has only been made since this con- 
troversy wasraised. And I desire here and now to praise the Com- 
missioners for having instituted a suit in court to require that 
company to take down those unlawful wires. But when they be- 
gin to take down the wires, you will find sensational headlines in 
the newspapers, and the champions of this dear old monopoly will 
be rising up all over Washington and denouncing the Commission- 
ers for depriving citizens of their electric lights. 

I say again that neither this company nor any other company 
that has the full control in a matter of this sort can be trusted to 
care for the public interests. And it is very remarkable that 
when an inquiry is on foot before a committee of either branch of 
Congress, if there is anything in it that can form a basis of criti- 
cism against the Commissioners, the newrpapers will have great 
headlines, and sensational language will be used about it. But 
when a serious charge is e against the United States Com- 
pany, showing that they are trying to use the power of a venal 
press to coerce the Commissioners and Congress into working 
their will, the newspapers do not say a word about it. 

On the 7th of January, 1897, when this matter of electric sub- 
Ways was under investigation by a Senate committee, the presi- 
dent of the competing company laid before that committee a 
written statement showing upon good evidence that within six 
months previous to the ist of December, 1896, the United States 
Electric Lighting Company had paid to a certain newspaper in 
the city of Washington $18,000 for 18,000 lines of reading matter 
to advance its interests before Congress. The offer was made to 
this new little company to go into some arrangement of that 
sort, but the offer was declined. In order, however, to draw 
out the manager of the newspaper, the president of the com- 
pany appointed an interview at a prominent bank in this city 
and had a stenographer behind a screen, and had 
prominent citizens whose ae could not be question And 
there the proposition was made by that newspaper manager to 
sell them for $10,000 the use of the columns of the newspaper to 
influence Congress to give them the legislation that they wanted 
in opposition to this old company. At the same interview the 
statement was repeated that the old company had paid to the 
newspaper $18,000 for publishing 18,000 lines of matter in opposi- 
tion to the new company. 

Mr, PEARSON. ould the gentleman be willing to name that 
paper, or would it be indiscreet? 

Mr. PITNEY. The Washington Times. And since the name 
of the newspaper has thus been brought out, I want to say that 
I understand that since the date in question the control of the 
newspaper has passed into other hands. I am not now attacking 
the newspaper as at presentowned. But so far as lam aware, no 
denial of that charge has been made by the United States Electric 
Lighting Company, and, so far as Iam aware, no denial of the 
charge has been made by the newspaper or by any newspaper. I 
understand that a disavowal has been put in; and the present 
proprietor says mellifluously that he is not concerned in the old 
quarrels of the former management. But I do not understand it 
is denied that the United States Electric Lighting Company has 
paid that newspaper $18,000 for having articles printed that would 
conduce to its sole control of the electric lighting of this city. 

I can tell the gentleman something more. At the close of the 
last session of this Congress, while I had the honor of serving as 
one of the conferees on the District appropriation bill, it was 
brought to our attention by a distinguished citizen (and it was 
not news to me) that under what was understood to be the deci- 
sion of Judge Bingham the new company would be absolutel 
unable to string a single wire in the District unless relief shoul 
be given by an amendment to be ingrafted upon that bill by 
means of the conference report; and this Senator, the senior 
Senator from Tennessee—there is no secrecy about his name— 
appealed to the conferees to put on that bill by way of amend- 
ment a clause which would give the Potomac Lighting Company 
the oe to maintain its system in little Georgetown, west of 
Rock Creek. for the purpose of private lighting, they having, as 
was claimed, no power at that time to doit. I undertook sn iam 
into this matter, to investigate it; and while I did not tell any- 
body that I was going to introduce that amendment, it was known 


day the Washington Times contained two long 


some three or four columns of its , devoted largely to a per- 
sonal attack on me for having Sol ob Reeka 


it, the audacity to offer an amendment that interfered with the 
sole control of the United States Company. 


motive underlying it. The 
defeat. These men knew tha 
best, a district that was usually Democratic. This article was 


— +¥ my district with the hope that it would contribute to my 
efeat. 


matter, but it seems 


also present | fi 





that I was considering the matter, and that it might be brought 


up ona certain Monday, the 8th day of June. 
I was called upon either on Saturday or Sunday, and which day 


it was I can not now recall, by a man who was my friend, andj 
who gave me warning in a friendly way, from information he had 
received, that if I dared to put anything into the bill then pending 
that would interfere in the slightest degree with the United States 


Electric Lighting Company, I would be attacked in the Washin g- 
ton Times. On Monday I offered the amendment on the floor of 
the House, which, after full discussion, was adopted by a vote 
of 178 in the affirmative to 1 in the negative, and on the following 


articles, covering 
they doubtless considered 


Mr. MORSE. It did not hurt you. 
Mr. POWERS. Did not that fact, let me ask the gentleman, 


contribute largely = our election in a close district? 


Mr. PITNE not at all. I knew perfectly well the 


urpose was to contribute to m 
f. my district was a close district at 


I did not attach much importance, Mr. Chairman, to that pro- 


ceeding then, and I do not oe to do so now. [I relied for 
my justification simply upon t 

fact that the amendment—that the 
of this House by an enormous majority, and I relied upon the 
language of my 


e merits of the proposition, upon the 
tion—met the approval 


istinguished friend and colleague from Missouri 
Mr. DocKERY] who praised me in the debate and commended 
e amendment as conducive to the public interests. 
Mr. POWERS. But did not this attack upon you, as a matter 


of fact, contribute to your success in that election? 


Mr. PITNEY. Well, something did; I do not know what it 


was. 
Mr. ANDREWS. Votes. 


Mr. PITNEY. Now, I shouldlike to go a little further in this 


hardly necessary. I —— then that I 
should like to make a personal explanation. I actually sought to 


gain the floor at the time for the purpose of making a personal 


statement with reference to the matter; but the House was very 
busy in the closing work of the session and I was extremely busy 
in conference committee, and I had no opportunity to take the 


oor. 

But the important question now, Mr. Chairman, is not whether 
the newspaper told some falsehoods about me. The question is, 
who paid for the —_—s of them? I think there is no doubt 
that the United States Electric Lighting Company paid for it. I 
will not dignify the articles in question by going into them in 
detail. That, I think, is a I shall not dignify them 
except to say that they were absolutely and entirely without foun- 
dation or excuse so far as I am concerned. The same articles, I 
may say in ing, attacked also the distinguished gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], who then ha’ ed to be in 
the Speaker's chair, and this attack was just as absolutely without 
foundation as in my case. All I am concerned in now, therefore, 
beyond a mere denial, is to make plain, if I can, the danger that 
lies in giving to any company a control, or a chance to claim con- 
trol, of so important and valuable a matter as the exclusive priv- 
ilege of lighting in the District of Columbia. 

I presume the same subsidized newspaper, from that time to 
this—for I do not have the privilege of pres Paes Washington 
Times, except very rarely—they may have used the opportunity all 
last summer and fall to continue their attacks upon me. I have 
no doubt that the Washington Times has vilified and maligned 
the Commissioners during that whole period—at $1 a lin»; has 
denounced the Potomac Company during the same time—at $! & 
line; oe no doubt impugned the motives of the Secretary of War 
for his action in the premises—at $1 a line; and I know that in 
the latter part of November or early in December, Mr. Georg 
Truesdel!, one of the Commissioners of the District, was charged 
with being personally and pecuniarily interested in the public 
work—at $1 a line; and I may say in ng that the then mana- 
ger of that newspaper is now under indictment for libel in that 
particular case. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. DOCKERY,. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague 


my proceed—— 

r. PITNEY. I only want five minutes | r— 
: Mr. DOCKERY. I ask that my colleague 
onger. 


ere was no ey ion. . 
Mr. PITNEY. t, Mr. Chairman, the old company claims to 
be a home company. It says we pues here are interested 2S 
, in point of fact, it isa W 


ve five minutes 


that it is one of their pets. W 











Tiroinia corporation, not organized or incorporated under the laws 
ur tee District of Columbia, although the laws are open to such 
incorporation. But it avoids taking a charter here, for that would 
subject it to local taxation and judicial control in the District, 
both as a going concern and as to its assets in case of insolvency. 


The competing company, on the con , is a District company 
I ecily controlled and taxed. But the United States Company 
seem to 


that outsiders ought not to come in here, and a 
treat this city of Washington as if it belonged to some favo 
few. My viewof it, Mr. Chairman, is that the city of Washington 
is the people’s city, and that all the people of the country ought to 
have an equal on to come in here with their capital, their 
enterprise, and and aid in beautifying and building 
up and benefiting the city. e theory of the free-corporation law 
is that wherever any number of persons are willing to embark a 
given amount of capital in a given enterprise, they ought to have 
the right to do it in the form of a corporation, the same as they 
would have a right to do in the form of a partnership, subject to 
roper limitations and ere and a set forthin the laws 
or that purpose. That of a charter com com 
has ikea out. That kind of a charter the old ements seiead 
to take out. 

I want to say in all frankness that one year ago, as a member of 
the subcommittee, I had some hesitation in recommending a pro- 
vision that would require the building of additional subways for 
the purpose of lighting the streets. Since then my investigation 
of the matter, my knowledge of the facts and the law, have con- 
vinced me that it is the only way of dsaling with this electric- 
lighting question; and passing entirely by—for it is entirely 
aside—the question as to whether we shall have public subways, 
owned and controlled by the municipality and rented out, I say 
that until we get them there is no — securing good service 
and cheap service for the public and for the citizen except by 
having some such competition as this. ; 

Kill it off, if you choose. Drive the eee eens out of 
existence, as you would do if you followed the line of argument 
that is laid down for you, and you then give notice to all the 
world that nobody’s money is desired to come in here if it in- 
fringes upon any concern which happens already to be owned by 
the favored few. 

Competition in electric lighting is necessary as to price. That is 
a matter of history. This old company char 60 cents a night, 
and said that they could not do it for less. ngress at last com- 
pelled them to come down to 50. cents, and they said they could 
not doit for less. But the moment that a new competitor ap- 
peared on the horizon, the United States Company said before our 
committee, last year, that they would do it for 28 cents a night, 
amounting to $100 a year; and then, when the provision which 
we had put in expressly provi for competition was knocked 
out on a point of order ur; by the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BAKER], and the danger of competition became less, 
when next the Senate put in its amendment that struck out the 
oerislen oxen req the Commissioners to advertise for 

ids, when the old monopoly thought its grip was going to be 
renewed upon the electric lighting, immediately an amendment 
was put on the bill pee the price from 28 cents—as the House 
left it—to 40 cents, the then existing price. But finally, asa result 
of conference, it was reduced to 30 cents; and now the old company 
say, ‘‘ We can not do it for 80 cents; there is no money in it; but 
we are obliged to submit.” The new company say they can do it 
at a protit for 28 cents, I should want to look at the books of the 
old company and find out what the cost of electric lighting is. I 
should want to know how much of the $18,000 and other sums 
spent for like jo ommes has been to the electric-lighting 
account. I should want to know whether they have used half of 
the appropriation for subsidizing the newspapers and the other 
half for paying for the light. 

Competition would be beneficial also to private consumers, not 
only as to price, but as to extension of the lines. This old com- 

ny has in this District, with all this control that it has 

ad—accidental control, and not intentional—it has been here for 
fourteen years, and yet that company is lighting a comparatively 
small section of the city. Whether there isan understanding be- 
tween them and the gaslight fellows, that they shall not tread 
much upon their preserves, I do not know; but the new com- 
pany is a new en I have not a bit of interest 2 it, any 
— than I have in the other, I do not know who the stock- 
olders are, any more than the ee from New Hampshire 
(Mr. Baker] does—sad I say itshould be our policy to encourage 
that kind of an en 


. ‘ in here. 
a ompetition has ben with regard to the character 
cher subway co These subways of the old company 


‘ve provision for only one or two wires or at the most six 
tere and on their own showing they are unsuited for the work 
at they have to do and have not sufficient capacity to take the 
peas wires which the company are now maintaining, either 
wfully or unlawfully; whereas the new subways are built on 
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the most approved pian, and are certified by the Commissioners 
to be in exact accordance with the report of the experts who have 
been investigating the matter; so that if municipal subways are 
adopted we can take these very subways, either by condemnation 
or otherwise. 

Competition is necessary in order to give improved processes of 
manufacture. It ap in our hearings last year that since 
this old plant was introduced the manufacturing processes have 
been so improved as to furnish electric light and permit it to be 
manufactured for a fraction—I do not know exactly how much, 
but say one-half—of the former cost. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PITNEY. I would like about ten minutes more. 

Mr. GROUT. I ask that the time of my colleague be extended 
until he shall complete his remarks. 

The CHAIRM The gentleman from Vermont asks that the 
time of the gentleman from New Jersey may be extended until he 
completes hisremarks. Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. PITNEY. But now what is the trouble with some people? 
The supposition is that ‘‘our friends” are in the United States 
Company. I have received a letter myself—I do not say that there 
is any impropriety in it; it has no effect upon me—lI have re- 
ceived a letter from the counsel of the United States Electric Light 
Company asking me to be easy with them, because my friends are 
stockholders in the United States Electric Company and because 
the stock is largely held in the banks as collateral security for 
loans. And so it appears that a large portion of the loanable capi- 
tal of the banks of this city is tied up in the stock of the United 
States Electric Light Company, and therefore each lender has 
quite a little motive in seeing that the domain of the old company 
is not trenched upon by the new comneny I do not know what 
friends of mine are interested in the United States Electric Light 
Company. The counsel of the company does not furnish mea 
list of their names, and hence I can not communicate with them. 
I have no knowledge of the management of this company or why 
it is improperly trying to influence Cangress, but I will say to my 
friends who are in that company, if they are responsible for it 
that they emenee® inavery discreditable business. [Applause. 
The sooner er change the management of that company and the 
policy it has adopted toward Congress and toward the Commis- 
sioners the better. ; 

Now, I do not want to spend any further time on this matter; 
but there is one other thing that I ought to gointo. That is, the 
claim that the action of the Commissioners in —— a subway 
permit to any other company than the United States Company is 
a violation of some understanding that is stated to have been 
arrived at at the time when the District bill was in conference 
last year. That is a subject which I ought to know something 
about if it is true. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Some verbal or private agreement? 

Mr. PITNEY. Yes; some verbal or private agreement. 
if so, the parties to it would be whom? 
States Company, or the Potomac Company, or the Senate confer- 
ees, or the House conferees, or the Commissioners? 

I am speaking at the present time, Mr. Chairman, in vindica- 
tion, as I said at the outset, of the action of the Commissioners in 
this matter. I want to say that so far as I remember, subject to 
correction by the recollection of some other member of the com- 
mittee, the Commissioners of the District were not consulted at 
= ~ regard to the conference report so far as it affected electric 

ighting. 

be there an understanding on the. part of the Potomac Com- 
peas? Why, the representatives of the Potomac Company came 
fore the committee of conference and simply said: ‘* We are in 
this fix; we are inthis trouble. We will accept anything that you 
will give us at your hands.” They did not agree that because 
the bill had been amended in conference so as to authorize them 
to do private and public lighting west of Rock Creek they would 
not avail themselves of any rights to bid for public lighting east 

of Rock Creek. 

The United States Company, did they have any understanding 
in this matter? From seeing what had been the effect of the pro- 
visions in former appropriation bills, were they satisfied that they 
were going to get all this work? Did they expect that by the 
express enactment giving to the Potomac Company a charter 
west of Rock Creek it would by implication be debarred from com- 
peting with the United States Company for the public lighting 
east of Rock Creek? The United States Company may have had 
such an understanding. If so, they wefe caught in their own 
snare, and, like the fox who said, ‘This is a trap; I'll lightly 
come and lightly go,” they perhaps were ‘‘canght by the light, 
fantastic toe.” 

So far as the House conferees are concerned, and I think I can 
speak for my colleagues as representativesof this House, standing 
in advocacy of the views of this House and knowing that the 
views of this House were against monopoly in that or any other 


Well, 
Would it be the United 





<n plane ian nl 
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similar matter, we did not intend to consent expressly or impliedly 
to any perpetuation of the control of a monopolistic company. 
But the company may have understood it so. I think possibly 
there may have been a misunderstanding on the part of some 

rsons. They may have misunderstood the effect of the previous 
Socision of Judge Bingham. They may have supposed that that 
was meant to prevent permits for public lighting. If so, that was 
their mistake. The fact is, the opinion did not touch the question 
of public lighting. It went simply to prevent the extension of 
lines for private lighting. 

But the law is upon the statute book, as you will findit. There 
is such an expenditure for public lighting, calling for such a num- 

r of lamps, authorizing that to be spent not for maintaining 
existing service, but for maintaining service in streets where serv- 
ice then existed and for necessary extensions. And inasmuch as 
oa was an obligation to light only by subways, it followed that 

t could not be done in any other way than by granting subway 
permits to the party with whom the contract Was to be made. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. If my colleague will permit 
me, with reference to the letter of the counsel of the United States 
Com any, does not my colleague think it proper that that letter 
should be given for publication in the Recorp? For I believe, and 
I think he believes, that these men in high places who attempt 
unduly toinfinence legislation should not go unwhipped of justice. 
J think the letter of the counsel should be given for publication in 
the REcoRD. 

Mr. PITNEY, I have no objection to that; but I will state for 
myself that I am not so easily influenced that a letter of that sort 
ae have the slightest effect on either my official or my private 

conduct. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I know that as well as any- 
body can know it, but my object in making the suggestion is that 
the writer of that letter ag be punished. 

Mr. PITNEY. Oh, I do not think the letter contained anything 
that would render the writer punishable, It did contain an in- 
timation that ‘‘ my friends” were interested in the United To 
Electric Lighting Company. That may be true. If so, I have 
served notice on them to the best of my ability as to my opinion 
of the conduct of that company, 

The following is the letter: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., January 21, 1897, 


My Dear Pitney: A letter similar to the following was sent by Col. A. T, 
atom, representing the United States Electric Lig Company, to Hon. 
Grout on the 18th instant, and I have p= the liberty of reproduc- 


ing the most of it, and send it to you in this -- requesting, as 
riend, that you Will care: fully read it and weig statements 
contained—which, I can onste you, are borne ont > he facts in the case. 
I know you are familiar with matter. and that it may ye a work of super- 
erogation for me to rehearse w r contains, and ma 
as foyed by the United ptuous o = = 7 as I mowitig to Ait - 
o A ric L mpany—o Brit. 
Bont 8 s severe f fines, ea precludes the possibility of pg to Afr, Brit 
e rat 


ee... Not more than 3 per Roce rated ot $54,800, os of 
io en 
met oxpe mental, an rae ro 
and excessive charges for pa ee 
underground conduits. That system 
the aggregate, and would have had those under pon 


“The Uni "States Electric a is Swed purely a local itu- 
ihe oO 
ocninghn It commen 
electric ighting a and power we “= 
Renz a 
was dead loss, and when it ng ¢0 ‘Or 
bade further extension of its 0 = boing aye to 
was ther ben who mpelled 
a that it could not be made a success. Neve 
oyanly obeyed the will of Congress, and made a =, excep ees 
work. It has gradually taken down its wires, except a hee 
Commissioners had not refused _ the ereround — 
spent $1,300,000 upon its plant ont ane un we. om un’ meer 
8 per cent Cvidenns —: ae isall te nes forced to reduce i 
dends to 6 per cent. the} nee t in its operations, — b- 
= and private. Naturally ,asal institu og its stock has grad 
d by our einen. until it is (except r cent) wholly own » > 
ividuals ena estates resident here. Its Khas been a favorite teral 
in our banks and trust companies, and it ly fair to say that 
— at least $500,000 have been and are a upon aa oe 
a ancial institutions. wes ca ofy wae un od how 
centage of our local ca: inativetion | I say that 
ogate _ of a a Ce and t panies resteg ih 
any of your warmest friends here oe teeniy ta 
Cedboeed ey, of this company, and woul 
you unadvisedly aid in impairing its standing, or in’ See ely regret 
port to its competitor. 

“The Potomac Electric Light and Power Company is a corporation of every | Bah 
recent creation, and almost wholl ane outside 7. the District. Ca 
Crosby, formerly of the United Engineer Corps, an 
Lieb, ogether with certain Ne oy parties whose names the an aeeene td 
disclose, the Cramps, of Philade phia, and Mr. F. 0, Stevens, of this city, 
stitute the company, The Cramps Pienished thee cal machinery in in the 

town power house, upon which there due them $120, for 
which notes were given but not es at maturi ay Torecover that inde - 
ness constitutes the interest of t Cresape, who are not believed to be . 
any further active part in the operations of the company. Pretty muc 
the mone being expended por. and for some time ast, to 
be advanced by Mr. Sterens. company first secured on of the 
Georgetown and Tennallytown 1 Raile purchase of a —_ 
the stock at very low figures, part of whic was paid for, and wholly 
bought upon credit and neversince paid for. It thensecured ered or oy 
Bethesda road, connecting at the District line with the See pemed 
purchasing a note of $13,000secured by mor e ae the Bethoote 


sroperty, and by paying Up. upa anand bough lien o Then it a road 
ip that i =e ate Bethesd —- ught it in at the foreclosure sale. ng 
ne. opera’ wn an angilrtowa, th 
S vonda. ° bowel ee had beet bana 


FEBRUARY 2, 
town and Tyenelytown road from its which was amp! 
ee. the Ww wert. them a's mest. Possession $f above of py two way) tne these ene ney 
filthy and full of 


pment has: Sten 
and peniee is hear Foadbed and equipment haa = been kept UD, 
trip whether he will the e of the route or not. Ree ete xp 


isre- 


e ts of has been transf ‘ 
Sa Ne A i ey 
Bridge. The ground and, as aforestated, the mack pine 


t been paid for. It was undou y the ation of Crosby an¢ 
> (Potomac Company) to & lant to supply to the thres and 


tilize their 
road — above hamed, _ to gta the Capital 
power 


to 
y to all desiring electric wer, even in. 

Guiding © ) "United eee Compan eir th 
naked manufacturer z theory wag 


ed by a purely modern plant, 


— makeand deliver the fuidt much less cost to whose busi. 
ness its ufacture was only an lent. Crosby an ane tae did not realizg 
their expectations. The companies declined toconsider a plan 
which would leave tte 0 of their roads in the hands and at the mercy 
- Seen eh eae ps ities ts their 
“ Therenu A eome aoe eS it, Crosby a 
Lieb t es sttentlo ny witht the aid of = Pee issioners, “a 
e 


eae nto the territory ot th 


purposes of 
quostion | that at the ouse A: ond PS on. Districg bill, re- 
by yon bruary, that competition, so far 
= Es the ‘the pal h ‘was concern San eis equally beyond question that, 
- en ‘erent conferences, the Senate d to accept that provision, 
a 


y a compromise ve a limited authorit 
the Potomac Com to extend its polesand conduits west of Rock 


Creek only; BL : e United Dany eT to erred its cone 


ae ” Hlectrie ie Lighting Compan 
sia t is = on 


duits east 0} ik, and ote count t, Washingto: 
and Columbia Fialgnie. _ 
“¢ do not inte’ in with an See - i the things which 
beve since been aie ees ~ & a mn, —, or wild scram- 
le to open = +. h ll resolu. 
lise on does ect, nor aan before the date of 
sired bya t simply p crcl t further o opening of the 
by aay company. ox ex ty, with —tawy tel 

has acted de 
aie u 7 e re su less stopped by further 
me ‘so to on. Unto continue to Senise con- 
ena ie artis on uits, ond 6 to tear up street after street 
wit ich ito — and rah qs tha of thing which this resclution will stop, and 

ough 


course, t th tide of compete oe ee Eprelatim to way in the affairs of life 
strikes one as the correct sD -— tion to the use of either the 
ace or Soars ace of the 


eo tet f corporations? 
Ou tastrict the ues of s excel to 


ora ioe ~ resin the center of a city, 
nes on parallel ger streets, aan 


; “> tenance new 
extens ons existing com 

You have for fifty y & y panies, 
Creek and aneteee to the east 


compan. to the west of Rock 

Greek, an a—aeows :. th similar corporate 

pone of the public Sep! for oth and the wise pol- 

107, of ae been Eo iron gj the re pone of 

co 01 ttoto cation. ve eir 
cous termined a ame 


motive power, fixed their etc.; but 
to have ulated the 
simply tore up the side- 


















gia ee inconvenienced every- 
Fn authority for 
it will eS 


rpbenton. Gompeny 
of he Po expired before 


the com under their 
atract tore w aay ete in time 
ia sat th the fen The net of 


down more than $100,000 
press 30 find a at. 

ree Sos in bot 
oe one 


on o- Aa . 


Proan ee get it next 
other offers greater 
willing to do it for 
achromo. Is there any 
e competition? 
every body inconven- 


jenced, an into bankraptcy or sells 

ou a a fair ie pre upon the 

a of the du ne y have 

bomn.¢ ced over and iseeos: and the 
pu has alwa 

“Th = ce ve su T hav e said 

pater * ics —_ en _ in =e oy the ation. Ths States 

imagine that this fact 

See ogfsative astir against = 

acase W here 


oasibaees of equities 

Re nahersti: m may 

eb x stocks or bonds, 

our own houses, stores, 

rcgmes to I Tienttn our own local company, 
an oar a Ve permitted than to be forcibly turned over to® 


a totally 
sepa =e nae an ~—_ tacoment of the beattil reets of, at. 
unncoessaty any uate return to uch as it is absolutely the 
vince and wi ~~ wer of © peopl ttee to fix the rate for electric 
ht which m a and it is entirely « mt 
tent _ you to bps ct a oes as a » ee = 
101 
— y ee tion or [oo “as compet ee eyo’ publi 
” 
Pe Gancerety, W. W. DUDLEY. 
=. MARLON PITNEY, 
1524 Sighteenth street NW., City. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I give fair notice that the appropriation 
ght rted here contains an increased appropriation for electt!¢ 
hi 


er th th 


eels at aes 


: that it contains a limitation of cost to 25 cents per light 












, and that increased appropriation and 


ae 
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ar as I am aware, one stockholder in either company, except one 


cost will provide for a additional n ner of vidual, and I have not seen him or heard from him for over & 
are to be put streets are not now ligh e year. 

I want to say and I think the House w th me, that But there is general complaint from one end of this city to the 
it will be the duty of the Commissioners of this other—not i newspapers alone, but from all the people—that 


this work in obedience to the organic law. Whether ave 
discretion to accept proposals from one company or from another 
company, as the case may be, is another question; but I rpnete 
it to be their duty to accept the pro C of eo ower bi . 
Returning to the recommen ms of the Commissioners, 
last year they submitted to us a schedule which designated cer- 
tain streets to be lighted by electric lights, and, generally speak- 
ing, those were the streets‘occupied by the lines of rapid transit. 
This year they have submitted a schedule of the same streets, with 
a few others, and if we accept their recommendations, it will be 
their duty, as I understand it, to provide for the completion of 
that service. 


to 
the same line of conduct as last year, and to invite proposal fr 


The appropriation of this year will take care of the Metropoli- 
tan north-and-south line. tas year they recommended us to 
take care of the -and-west line also. appropriation was 
not sufficient for but I understand they are going to take care 
of a part of the streets on which that rapid-transit system runs. 
I think the Commissioners ought to advertise for proposals, and I 
hope that when they do adve there will be no misunderstand- 
ing on the part of anybody as to the law under which they do it. 

I have sald thus much, Mr. Chairman, in explanation of the law 
and of the facts which led the Commissioners to advertise and to 
grant contracts, in pursuance of the decision of the court, which 
sustained their action in advertising, and said it was lawful = 

roper for them to give permits not only for the ligh for the 
frict of Columbia provided for in this but for the ts in the 
public parks provided for in the sundry civil bill. 

I think that so much was due to the oners. They have 
been denounced and abused and vilified, and not one-tenth of the 
statements contained in the newspapers and made elsewhere about 
them have been founded upon fa The facts are asI have stated 
them. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ad- 
dress the committee for some five minutes. _ 

Mr. GROUT. Ape the gentleman five minutes. . 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, we have list- 
ened to a very statement and argument from the gentle- 
man from New Jersey = Pirney]. I presume that nine-tenths 
of us do not care an: eee ree, ts he has 
aired before us. In our ds there is no purpose to favor one 
company or another. I do not fe there are three people in 
this House who know a single stockholder in either of elec- 
tric-lighting companies. is to be noted, however, that one 
company has been sub to vituperation and the other to com- 
pliment. I do not care which has received the compliment or 
which has received the vituperation. : 

The question for the members of this House js over and above 
all that. It is the question of the ce which is to the 
people of the of Columbia; the question whether or not 
the pavements of city have been cut up and rendered less 
valuable by giving the service to this new company, which, the 
gentleman says, is a competing com ; and whether the people 
of the District and the people in the have not been put to 
great inconvenience, loss, and danger by the cw up of these 
aa pores . are the questions 2 “a we —— 

evote ourselves es this oposition. No one, I sup- 
pose, has ever found any fault wi Commissioners for per- 
mitting either company to extend its line in the proper order in 
which those lines would naturally be extended. 


The complaint has come because the one company has been given 
rivileges and powers over and beyond those of the other carey. 
he complaint has come because the one company, having already 
its underground conduits laid in the omtee not been permit- 
ted to run wires through those conduits. e t has come 


eae cuntiaiis vo been lal a wireslaid inom by one 
any, com been given powers w at 
would have gone to the co ane already is wipes d 
and, I presume, vice y: ut in any event, Ido n rstan 
that this House or Wie Costmiathoners, or any person connected 
with either company, can justify the digging up of miles of con- 
crete pavement to permit one company to render ce hich 
the other could have rendered without being o to distur 
the pavements for over three blocks; and all this when this House, 
by power which it exercised for years and years, controls the 
limit of price at which electric lighti shall be furnished. It 
and suit of last year was not low enough, it is within the power 
and the policy of this House tomake it low enough. I domctcane 
how low you go, if you do not destroy the lighting. For 
Seana a quereny ot the other company = ought to ee 
oat House Commissioners, an of th 
Biatrict of Ochoathe anche other. Personally 1 do he know, 80 
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Commissioners have committed an outrage upon the people of 
District in pres the power which they have exercised in 
this city, And I take it that the newspapers of this city have 
e nothing in the world except to voice the sentiments of the 
ple of thé District. If the tleman knows of their being 
ribed in one connection or another, I have no objection to his ai: 
ing it upon this floor or anywhere else. I have nosuch knowledge, 
ut it is generally understood in this city that there was a trade 
by which certain public lighting and certain electric companies 
were turned over to another means: that it was done in pur- 
suance of an understanding which has culminated in the diggin 
» of the streets, as I have suggested. That is what is complaine 
of. And whether the Commissioners have been in it or whether 
they have not been in it, is not a matter that concerns me except 
so far as I would criticise any man, whether a Commissioner or 
not, who is false to his _. 

Mr. PITNEY. I understood the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BaKER] to intimate that the Commissioners had some 
interest in what is known as the competingcompany. I only want 
to say that the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations 
took pains to make some inquiry a year ago in reference to that 
matter, because a rumor of that ont had been suggested, and the 
result of our inquiry was that the charge was shown to be abso- 
lutely without foundation. It was shown that the Commissioners 
or any of them, had no interest whatever in the Potomac Electri¢ 
Lighting Company. I wish to say this in justice to the Commis- 
sioners, 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do not know whether they 
have any direct pecuniary interest in the Potomac Electric Light 
ing Conpeny or whether they have not. But I do know that if 
they had such pecuniary interest in the Potomac Electric Lightin 
Company, they could not have been any more subservient to it 
interests than they have been. 

i the hammer fell. ] 

r. GROUT. If no gentleman desires to be heard further-——~ 

Mr. MAHON. [I should like to occupy a few minutes. 

Mr. GROUT. How long a time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. MAHON. About ten minutes. 

Mr. GROUT. I ss the gentleman ten minutes. 

Mr. MAHON, r. Chairman, what the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. PITNEY] says may be true, and what the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] says may be true, about these 
competing companies. But I want to say that in the part of this 
city where I have resided during the last four years the streets 
have been constantly dug up,in season and out of season. I 
believe the time has come in the history of this city when Con- 
= should take into its own hands the business of lighting the 

treets and parks, as well as furnishing water to the people of the 
District. I believe that the city of Washington, under the control 
of this Con , ought to put in its own plant for lighting the 
streets and the parks. I believe that this city should establish and 
maintain its own waterworks. I stand ready to vote in favor of 
ousting all these corporations that are undertaking to do this kind 
of work for the citizens of the District. 

This city is not like other cities. This is a city of parks. I am 
satisfied we can light this city at one-half the expense now in- 
curred by doing the work through these corporations. And these 

ificent streets, which Save beet laid out at a cost of millions 
of dollars, should be under the absolute control of the city, and 
when once they have been dug up and conduits laid for the con- 
veyance of electric lights, that should be an end of the raatter. 

The legislature of my own State, Pennsylvania, passed some 

ears ago an act authorizing municipalities to put in their own 
Piants or electric lighting and for supplying water. In pur- 
suance of the authority thus given, the city in which I reside 
owns its own electric-lighting plant; it owns its own waterworks. 
We can furnish arc lights to the citizens there at their residences 
and in the great stores for $42 a year. We can furnish them at 
one-half the cost which has to be paid in other cities. And we 
light our city free. All because we make the light ourselves and 
furnish it for commercial purposes and on a commercial basis. 

We furnish the very best water also in the State. The city 

its water free of all charge. The water taken by our citizens 

d the light furnished them by the city meet all of the ex 
of carrying on the waterworks and the lighting establishment, 
and gives the city free both its light and water. 

ow, if you are going to let this company in, and tear up the 
streets, all right. I know nothing about either the Potomac Com- 
y or the United States eee: I do not take any stock one 

y or the other. They areall “tarred with the same stick,” and 
th all after a franchise; all want this monopoly. But we 
to stop, Mr. , this everlasting digging up of the 
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streets of this city. Have you given,a new ante the right to 
come in and tear up the streets? When will the streets let 
alone? When may we walk through the streets and find them not 
dug up in some place or another by this eternal operation? 

Mr. PITNEY. I will say to the gentleman that for my own 
part I would not trust any company as a monopoly. I would 
not intrust any such interest to the control of any one com- 
pany, unchecked by competition, as far as the interests of the city 
are concerned. I have no desire, as far as I am individually con- 
cerned, to give them a monopoly. 

Some years ago we passed a law providing for a report on the 
conduit system for a subway for all of these electric wires. That 
matter has been before the committee for a long time, and no 
satisfactory report has been made, but it is progressing, and we 
have gone far enough to know that it will cost from $3,000,000 to 
$5,000,000. Congress has so far not seen fit to authorize such an 
expenditure. 

r. MAHON. I want to give my friend from New Jersey a lit- 
tle bit of information that comes from a man who is slightly older 
than he is, as to the way these corporations work. He may goon 
with this system, and what will be the result? He will find both 
of these corporations sleeping in the same bed, and covered by the 
same blanket, within a very few years. That is generally the his- 
tory of their transactions. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, if no further debate is desired, I 
ask for the reading of the bill by paragraphs. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, and read as follows: 

For assessor's office: For assessor, $3,500; three assistant assessors, at $3,000 
each; two assistant assessors, at $1, each; two clerks, at $1,400 each; three 
clerks, at $1,200 each; draftsman, $1,200; three clerks, at $1,000 each; eee 
or clerk, $900; clerk in charge of records, $1,000; clerk to rd of assistan 
assessors, $1,200; clerk, $900; license clerk, $1,200; inspector of licenses, $1,200; 
messenger and driver for board of assistant assessors, $600; in all, $33,300. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move to strike out the last word for the 
purpose of asking if this is a change in the existing law. 

r.GROUT. You refer to the personnel of the office? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. GROUT. No; no change whatever. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strect sweeping office: For superintendent, $1,800; assistant superin- 
tendent and clerk, $1,600; clerk, Ps chief inspector of streets, $1,200; three 
inspectors, at $1,200 each; ten inspecto at $1,100 each; three assistant 
inspectors, at §800 each; foreman of public dumps, $900; messenger and driver, 
$800 in all, $24,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of making an inquiry of the gentleman in 
charge of this bill. 

I would like to ask the necessity of this number of twenty-two 
a, at a cost of $24,000, simply to inspect the work, as I 
understand it, of street sweeping, for which there is a total appro- 
priation of more than $100,000? 

Here is for inspection and superintending a sum nearly or fully 
20 per cent of the whole cost of the work done. Itseems as if the 
appropriation of ‘‘ bread to sack” was exceedingly small, and I 
would like to have an explanation from the chairman as to the 
necessity for this large expenditure in this regard. 

Mr. GROUT. Is it the size of the inspecting force that the gen- 
tleman objects to, or the smallness of the appropriation? 

a HEPBURN. The objection is as to the diversity between 

e two. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, I will say that this provision was for the 
first time put on in the last bill, these officials being placed upona 
salary at that time. Previously they had been paid in a lump sum 
for the work, but the same force has been employed for years in 
the work. It requires careful and thorough inspection, and if the 
Ss of some can be carried into effect—that is, the doin, 

f the work by day labor instead of under contract—the force will 
have to be still further increased. 

In the last appropriation bill these persons specified here were 

iven the same pay in the shape of a salary that was paid to them 

fore in the lump sum, and that amount was deducted from the 

general appropriation. But they are carried in the bill in the 
same form now as last year. 

The committee are not informed that the work is overinspected. 
On the contrary, there was a year ago, as I remember it, an ap- 
plication for a larger number to be puton salary. I do not rec- 
ollect that any claim was made before the committee that this 
force could be decreased. If other gentlemen on the committee 
had such information I would be very glad to yield to them for a 
statement. But no such information came to me. 

Mr. PITNEY. They wanted an increase of salary. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes; they wanted an increase of salary, as the 
aga from New Jersey suggests; there is no doubt about 


t. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the committee will observe 
sem this paragraph makes grocers. for the pay of employees in 
e street-sweeping force. I take it for nted that their duties 


are confined solely to the sweeping of the streets. If you turn 


to 16 of the bill, you will find an appropriation th 
sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning: “ For sprinkling, sweeping 
and cleaning the streets, avenues, alleys, and surbur streets, 

130,500,” and “for cleaning snow and ice from cross walks and gu‘. 

rs, etc., under the act approved March 2, 1895, $1,000.” All that 
this work of cleaning the streets amounts to is, in its total, $131 - 
000. Now, inorder to see that that work is properly done, that that 
ee properly expended, the sum of $24,000 is paid to officers 
who have surveillance of the matter. It does look to me as if 
there was a very marked disproportion, that it is better to have 
some other contractor who will do the duty properly without 
this expensive watching. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The gentleman will observe that while the 
words ‘‘ street cleaning” occur above there, they very likely are 
misleading, for it says: ‘‘ Chief inspector of streets.” I take it 
that does not mean inspection of sweeping alone, but inspection of 
all street matters. F 

Mr. PITNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, 
NorTHWAY] that he is mistaken about that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It must apply to cleaning the streets. 

Mr. NORTHWAY.. Then the language is misleading. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Because we have already read the paragraph 
that provides for general superintendence. t is in the engi- 
neer’s office, and in that there are fifty-nine comparatively high- 
priced officers, This, I think, refers solely to seeing to it that the 
contract of the street sweeper is properly attended to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will s t to the gentleman that the 
police force might give a little attention to that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think there might be other methods. This 
is certainly a very extravagant one. 

Mr. PITNEY. There is some street sweeping that is not done 
by the contractor. There is a street force which is engaged in 
the work of sweeping by day labor, although this is perhaps only 
experimental. The Commissioners deemed that it would prob- 
ably be more suitable, because the contractor only goes over the 
streets at night, and the day laborers can work in the daytime 
without interfering with c. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This appropriation is expended, is it not, in 
supervising the sweeping of the streets? 

r.P EY. Itis theoffice work of the street-sweeping depart- 
ment, and I will say to the gentleman that previous to the now 
current appropriation bill the salaried force was paid out of the 
lump appropriated for cleaning the streets; but by reason, I think, 
of a Senate amendment, p on the bill last year, which is the 
current law, there was a special appropriation for the payment of 
the force, leaving the whole amount appropriated for the sweeping 
of the streets to be available for that work itself, irrespective of 
supervision. I will say to the gentleman that if he will find out a 
way to reduce this item we be with him. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will it me, I will move 
to strike out the words in the eighth and ninth lines, ‘‘ three inspect- 
ors, at $1,200 each.” And then I will move, later on, to strike out 
the word “ten,” in the ninth line, and insert ‘‘five.” If, before 
the bill gets through Congress, the Commissioners can satisfy the 
committee, or the conference committee, which will undoubtedly 
have charge of this bill, that this large number of high-priced in- 
spectors is necessary, of course there will be no objection to the 
item a restored. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is aware that the 
conference committee would have no jurisdiction over the matter 
unless it were made the subject of a Senate amendment. [| sug- 
gest that the motion be deferred, and the debate on it be deferred 
until the close of the bill, so that we may have an opportunity to 
inquire. 

r. HEPBURN. Then I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand that the gentle- 
man’s amendment is pending? 

ae HEPBURN. The amendment may be pending, if you 
please; yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request is that this h be passed 
over, to be referred to later, with the gen ’s amendment 
pending. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
a7" (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read as 

ollows: 

Board of examiners, steam e : ion for board of 
examiners of steam engineers in the District tof Columbia, thiree, at $000 each, 


Mr. DOCKERY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That chapter 87, page 664, of volume 28, Statutes at Large of the United 
States, be, and the same is hereby, re 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, in my judgment, that is 4 
very wise amendment. 3 
. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I will reserve a point of 
order until I know what this is. The gentleman is repealing 4 
statute, and I do not know what it is. 








Mr. Y. The act of February 18, 1895, authorized con- 
tractors to be paid what are called ‘‘ board rates,” notwithstand- 
ing they may have contracted to do public work at a less rate. 
The sum involved in that legislation, in claims already filed against 
the District of Columbia, amounts to $753,526.75, and the interest 
thereon will probably carry the amount up to $1,300,000. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Do you offer this as an amendment? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, to repeal it. This is in the interest of 
the taxpayers of the District 


Mr. MEREDITH. I make the point of order that it is new leg- 
jslation. The gentleman is seeking to repeal the statute, as I un- 
derstand it. 


r. DOCKERY. The gentleman does not want to raise the 
point of order, I hope. 3 

Mr. MEREDITH. Yes; I make the point of order that itis new 

islation. 2 
ti, DOCKERY. I say now, Mr. Chairman, there never was a 
law placed upon the statute books of this country more inequita- 
ble and unjust than the act of February 13, 1895, which is sought 
to be repealed, The act gives to certain contractors urder the 
old board of public works what were called ‘‘ board rates,” when 
they themselves had agreed to accept compensation at lower rates. 
Now, then, this act was , as I understand, without the in- 
dorsement of the Co: ssioners of the District, and we seek to 
repeal it, in harmony with their views, and in harmony with the 
views of the auditor of the District. 

Mr. MEREDITH. The gentleman is mistaken. I understand 
the Commissioners recommended its passage. It has been ‘ 
and these people, if they are justly due any from the Govern- 
ment, ought wowed. The Commissioners held the view that it 
was a proper act when it was ki 

Mr. OCKERY. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. MEREDITH. No; I am not mistaken. 

Mr. DOCKERY. We will get the act. 

Mr. MEREDITH. The point of order I made is well taken. 

Mr. DOCKERY. eaeneres Mr, Chairman, I concede that the 

int of order is well taken; but I insist that the gentleman from 

irginia ought not to raise this question of order untilhe has given 
it a thorough examination, because I am satisfied from the state- 
ment which has just fallen from the gentleman’s lips that he is 
not full advised as to the facts. 

Mr. MEREDITH. If —, will permit me, I will make the 
statement to him that I believe I remember the facts thoroughly. 
I have examined into it, and if these people are justly due certain 
sums by the Government of the United States, and if the ple 
of Washington are owing them, they ought to be paid, and they 
ought to have an opportunity to go into the courts to ascertain 


what is due. The gentleman is seeking by the amendment to 
cut them off, and the Government is unde ing to do a dishonest 
act. I willo that as vigorously as I can. 

The CHAI . The Chair is ready to rule on the question 
of order. The — of order is sustained. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I simply wanted to explain the circumstances 
under which this bill was 


passed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Very well; this is not the last of this amend- 
ment, and I desire to be heard. I move tostrike out the last word. 

= MEREDITH. I think the Chair has sustained the point of 
order, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir; I concede that the point of order is 
well taken. There is no contention between the gentleman from 

The act of Fe voaty 8 1 it passed the H vided 

e act of Fe 13, 1895, as it the House, pro 
that these claimants should have the right to go into the Court of 
Claims and should be allowed such prices as are reasonable, jus 
and equitable. The bill as amended by the Senate changed tha 
provision and required that the court allow the rates estab- 
ished and paid by the board of public works. The board of pub- 
lic works in 1874 was of unsavory memory and unenviable —. 
tation. Their acts, I may Say, are largely responsible for the fact 
that the e of this District were deprived of local self-govern- 
ment. board did not let eamnets for public works to the 
lowest bidder, as the law now requires. 
out to various contractors. Now, 
then, under that system, to illustrate, my friend from Texas [Mr. 
SaYERs] might have secured a con to do certain work for 
$100,000, a contract just, equitable, and fair, which he consented 
and agreed to. Subsequen board of public works came in 
and established what the “board rates.” 
gr Chairman, under a “board rates” $150,000 might have 
n allowed for the same work, work w Governor SAYERS 
eed to perform for $100,000. Under the administration of the 

Ww which is sought to be seperled the gentleman from Texas can 

a an allowance of $50,000 additional, the difference between 


Ma aract price and ‘‘ board rates.” 


- Chairman, this bill involves, as heretofore stated, according 
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to the report of the auditor of this District, claims already filed 
sugrogating $753,526.75, which, with interest, now amount to 
$1,300,000. 


I can not believe that myfriend from Virginia, whom I know 
to be an able and efficient Representative, will, after examination, 
insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few words as to 
the passage of the bill referred to by the gentleman from Missouri 

Mr. Dockery], and which was reported from the Committee on 

e District of Columbia. In the last Congress Mr. Cobb, of Ala- 
bama, who, I believe, was a member of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, asked unanimous consent for its consideration. 
I objected and held tke bill up for several days, but finally Mr. 
Cobb came to me and assured me that the bill to which I had ob- 
jected had received the indorsement and approval of the Com- 
missioners of the District. 

Now, I desire to wer 5] Mr. Cobb of all blame in this matter, for 
I believe him now and I believed him then to be an honest man, 
ea wr a of ener doing a wrong thing. Upon his statement 
I withdrew objection to the bill. After it had passed, however, 
was informed by the auditor of the District of Columbia that 
instead of the bill involving an expenditure of $30,000 or $40,000, it 
involved an amount —. exceeding a million dollars. I said 
to the auditor, ‘‘ Why, then, did the Commissioners of the District 
indorse and recommend the bill?” He assured me they had not 
done so, but that they had indorsed and recommended a different 
bill, which had been introduced, but not the one that had passed. 
Thereupon I went to see the President to get him to veto the bill, 
but I found that he had approved it under the supposition that it 
oe indorsed and recommended by the Commissioners of the 

istrict. 

My ent is that the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Missouri ought to be put upon the aes ill, because the 
House in the last Con would never have passed the bill, nor 
would I ever have waived my objection so as to enable it to come 
before the House, if I had not been assured in the most positive 
terms that it did not involve an expenditure of over $30,000 or 
$40,000, and that it had received the indorsement and approval of 
the Commissioners. That is the way, as I remember it, this bill 

the House in the last Congress, and I do think my friend 

Virginia ought, under the circumstances, to withdraw his 
point of order and allow the House to consider the amendment. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Do not the very facts whicl the gentleman 
has just stated in relation to how this bill was put through the 
House suggest that we ought not again to legislate hastily in the 
matter in any direction? Ought we not to have a bill introduced 
for the re of this act, referred to the proper committee, and 
reported upon by that committee before we take action? 

. SAYERS. My impression is that such a bill has been intro- 
duced and sent to the District Committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I donot think, Mr. Chairman, that any 
such bill is pending before the District Committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. I know nothing about the matter myself, and 
only what [have heard from the auditor of the District of Columbia. 

r. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman, the discussion of ancient his- 
tory here, after the point of order has been sustained, can be of 
no moment. The only point of objection which the gentleman 
presents to the bill seems to be based upon the fact that the 
amount which is probably owing to these people is much larger 
than was supposed at the time of the passage of the bill. Now, if 
it was right to pass the bill for a smaller amount, the fact that 
the amount is found to be greater than the gentleman supposed it 
to be does not change the principle at all. If it was right to pass 
this bill for a less amount, the fact that the amount due turns out 
to be more than the auditor of the District or the District Com- 
missioners thought to be due does not change the principle. 
The ve still holds good, that if the money was due to these 
people ry ag to be paid. 

. SA . That is not the only point involved in this case. 
There is also the point that the bill was passed through the House 
upon the supposition that it had received the approval of the Com- 
missioners of the District, whereas, in fact, it was another bill and 
not this one that had received their indorsement. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I do not know whether that be true or not, 
Mr. Chairman, but this I do know to be true, that these people 
can not get one cent unless they prove their claim, and if they 
can prove that this District or this Government owes them 
money, whether $1 or many thousands of dollars, in good con- 
science they ought to be paid. They will have to present and 

rove their claim before they can get anything, and if they have 
co kept out of their money for thirty years the criticism of the 
board of public works, which comes from my friend from Mis- 
uri [Mr. DockERY], can have no weight in a question of this 
d. The real question that presents itself to me is, Is this 
= due to these people? If it is, the Government, as it expects 
ts een to be honest, ought to be honest itself in paying what 
it owes to its citizens. 
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‘Mr. PITNEY. 
or three points. In the first place, it is not true that the only 
objection to the act rests upon the fact that it was passed 
reason of the gentleman from Texag [Mr. SayERs] having been 
misled. The act of 1895 in itself has no merits. It is not true 
that it was ever recommended in its present form by the Com- 
missioners. The Commissioners recommended, or rather they 
acquiesced in, the passage of the original bill, but the bill that was 
really passed was a substitute, striking out all after the enacting 
clause and striking out every guaranty that the original Senate 
bill contained for any really equitable ascertianment of the amount 
thay might be found due on these contracts. 

It is not a question whether these men can recover fair amounst 
or not. The act as passed requires the Court of Claims to reopen 
this case, and to give these men the ‘ board rates,” and this in 
spite of the fact that it has been adjudicated over and over again 
that they were not entitled to board rates, either under their con- 
tracts or by reason of any equitable consideration. I will read 
for the information of the committee the bill as the Commission- 
ers were willing to have it passed. It provided that the cont 
should allow the claims ‘‘so far as the prices allowed and paid 
were reasonable, just, and equitable,” and that a rehearing might 
be had, provided a motion should be made within ninety da: 
after the approval of this act; ‘‘ and no rehearing shall be gran 
wpon any other point.” 

The substitute struck out those guaranties, and provided that 
there should be a rehearing whether the “board rates” had been 
claimed in the original claim or not, and that the contractor should 
have judgment for the board rates, whether there was paying 
in his contract or in the equities of the case to entitle him to the 
board rates or not. 

Mr. HENDERSON. What were these claims? 

Mr. PITNEY. I will explain to the gentleman. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. This is very interesting. 

Mr. PITNEY. Ihave takensome pains toinvestigate this mat- 
ter, because the auditor of the District comes and pleadg with the 
Committee on Appropriations to grant this relief to the ury. 
The claims involved ag: te, with interest, $1,400,000, 

Mr. TALBERT. If the amounts are due they ougit to be paid, 

Mr. PITNEY. There is not a icle of merit in any one of 
these claims. There is not one of them that is less t twenty- 
three years old; there is not one of them that has not already 
its day in court; thereis not one of them that has not been passed 
upon y an auditing board and by the Court of Claims, and a find- 
ing had upon it. The present proposition is to reopen those ol 
claims. 

Mr. HENDERSON. What kind of claims are they? 

Mr. PITNEY. I will give the gentleman that information. 

An act passed February 21, 1871, organized the District goyern- 
ment, providing for a governor and a legislative assembly. Un 
that act we had a governor. Gentlemen may remem some- 
thing of the history. Section 15 of that organic act prohibited 
the legislative assembly from granting or authorizing any extra 
compensation to any contractor over and above the terms of hi 
written contract. By anact passed in 1874 the previous form o 
District government was abolished, and a government by com- 
missioners was established. Subsequently the act of June 1i, 
1878—what is now known as the ‘‘ organic act”—took the place 
of the act of 1874. Every one of these claims originated duri 
the period between 1871 and the date of the pee of the act 
1874. During the interim there was under the then form of gov- 
ernment what was known as a board of public works, to which was 
given control of the improvement of the city, with power to make 
contracts. 


That board did make hundreds of contracts, They werein writ- 


ing, and weresigned by the parties who wereto do the work. After | low 


the contracts were made, in many instances—in other instances, 
before the making of the contracts—the board placed on its minute 
book a resolution that 30 cents per cubic yard should be allowed for 
excavation, we will say, and $6.50 per cubic yard for the construc- 
tion of mason work. Those were, in fact, two of the resolutions. 
But before the 30-cent rate was fixed some contractors had i 
to do certain work for 20 cents per cubic foot for excavation; and 
before the $6.50 rate had been fixed for building mascnry, some 
contractors had agreed to do such work for $5 per cubic yard. 
Those claims are involved here. 

Again, after those rates had been fixed—after the board had 
said that 30 cents was a fair price—and I will admit that for any 
work done without written agreement, without the measure of 
compensation being prescribed in the contract, that might be 
taken as areasonable rate because it had been fixed by public res- 
olution; yet, in the light of that announcement written on the min- 
ute book, that 30 cents per cubic yard was a fair rate, in the face 
of that resolution, contractors came =a todo the work 
for 20 cents—one-third less than the rate. They entered 
into this agreement by reason of special circumstances connected 
with the character and convenience of the work, etc. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


The gentleman from Virginia is mistaken in two 


ju 


mie SAYERS. 
ported te bill 





Mr. DOCKERY. Iask that the gentleman be allowed to pro. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I move to strike out the last word, ang 
will yield my time to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Pyr. 
NEY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous apes is asked that the time 
of the gentl from New Jersey be e ded for five minutes, 

Mr. SAY . We want to hear this whole explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PITNEY. Under the act of 1874—that is, under the new 
governanenh--Snene was an auditing board established to audit 
hese very claims, and that board proceeded to do the work, 
During the following six years they audited and adjusted hun. 
dreds of these claims, and the money was paid. Then, inasmuch 
as after the passage of the act of 1878 there were still large num- 
bers of claims remaining oo Congress passed the act 
of 1880, of which, I believe, I have a copy here, but it is not 
necessary to read it. It conferred jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to examine claims against the District of Columbia aris- 
ing out of contracts made by the board of public works or by the 
Commissioners; that is, by the board of public works from 1871 
to 1874 and by the Commissioners subsequently to 1874, including 
these claims. The claims now in question arose during the 
operations of the board of public works, are based on what is 
known as the “ board rates,” and originated prior to 1874. 

Under the act of 1880, 398, suits were brought in cases where con- 
tracts had been made and on prices varying in amount, and in 
almost every case those suits were tried and adjudicated and dis- 


of. 

Mr. HENDE IN. And the parties held to their contracts? 

Mr. PITNEY. e ies were held to their contracts in some 
cases, but equitable considerations were allowed to intervene in 
others. The auditing board and the court itself gave potency to 
such considerations where Seeman just. In some cases judg- 
ments were rend contractors; in some cases their 
claims were allowed, and in some cases counterclaims were 
set up on the part of the District for overpayment to contract- 
ors by reason of these advanced rates in violation of the law. 
For in many cases, in spite of the law prohibiting rates in excess 


of the contract the work had been paid for at board rates in 
express violation of the statute, and it was regarded by the court 
as a claim on the part of the District the contractor; and 
the was allowed to set this up in the hearings. 


— for $382 principal and $164,000 interest were ren- 

: , and were settled under the organic act by delivery to the 
t creditors of the 3.65 bonds. 

ow, the act of 1895 was introduced for the purpose of providing 

for the reo of these old claims against the District, and it 

conferred jurisdiction on the Court of Claims for that purpose. 

And I am notnow finding fault with the Commissioners for recom- 


form. 
May I ask the gentleman what committee re- 
r. PITNEY. It was reported by the District Committee in 
the Senate. ” 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Was that bill, as reported in the Senate, 


recommended by the oners? 

Mr. PITNEY. Not at They did not recommend that bill. 
The they did recommend different from this as day is 
from night. This is the original bill of the Senate. 

It provides: 

That in th dication of t under the provisions 
of the = entitled “An act to ovis for the it of all outstanding 
c against the of Bolum and jurisdiction on the 

of Claims to hear the same on for other porposss,’ roved the 16th 
of June, 1880, no sum the sum named in contract al- 
by the works or the late board of audit of said Dis; 

trict, and to or wor or furnished for sal 
the rates esta and allowed b board of public works 
and known as “ board rates,” be pleaded or allowed asa set-off or counter 


That is to say, that if he was paid the value that must be 
allowed— 
against claim raaterials istrict, 50 
far as the prices eas wore pensomabie, fod tor Pa table. 

That was intended to allow the contractor the board rate if 
there were reasonable grounds for such allowance; but it does 
not compel the court to allow it when the man agreed for a dif 
ferent amount of compensation and accepted it. 


such set-off or counterclaim has been allowed 
heretof brough' ‘oresal Jaimant 
SE ene Oe ren ceided, That & 


such cases be entitled to a rehearing case: 
motion therefor shall within days after the val of this 
act, and no rehearing shall be had or upon any other t. 


Now, the amendment struck out all of the bill after the enact 
ing clause and put in this language: 


A 
qntitiol the wate provide Gietene brongish undies: the proviient sy clais 
Sgainst urisdiction 


the District of Columbia, and conferring j on the Court 
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Ca genet mee foci Ferman ino ea seN Ge Ta 
, the of Ww 
fan ot Bates paid Vargo, page 2A) public wor! 
Whether reasonable or not, or whether equitable or not— 


and whenever said rates have not been allowed— 
Whether claimed or not—and men did not always claim them— 


ne clai t or his personal representative s be enti motion made 
tee eee days after the paseage of this at a Seen Of such cause. 


That is, whether the claim was made or not, or whether tho 


contractor demanded such allowance or not, this was on 
to mean that they could have a retrial on the question of the 

rates, and also on any and all other questions, however fully liti- 
gated and jer on the previous trial. ; 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If that is a correct history of the —- 
tion—and I doubt not that it is absolutely correct, peoguee the 
gentleman makes the statement—why did the Commissioners 
recommend what they did recommend? 

Mr. PITNEY. The bill that the Commissioners recommended 
would not have done any damage, for it would have simply 
allowed the Court of Claims to make inquiry into the reasonable- 
ness of the compensation to be allowed to these contractors, and to 
grant them a vonaring on that point only, 

Mr. NORTHWAY. They ought not to have done that, 

Mr. PITNEY. Very well; but this is so much worse that the 
other is trifling in com mn. Now, let me give you some fe 
samples: Here is the case of Peter P, Little, tor o 
Michael Shiner. Shiner, on the 16th and 20th days of September, 
1871, made two contracts in writing, by the terms of which he 
was to receive 20 cents per cubic for the penens of Eleventh 
street east from Pennsyivania avenue to H tnorth. By th 
contracts it was ae that the work should be commen 
on or before the 2ist and 25th days, senpectively, of September 
1871. It was also vided that unless the work was s ed 
by order of the officers of the District it should be completed 
within ninety days from the date fixed for its commencement, 
There was a conttact binding him to complete it at 20 cents p 
cubic yard before the 1st day of January, 1872. He was behind- 
hand in the doing of the work, but he did it and accepted compen- 
sation at 20 cents per cubic yard. On the 8th of January, 1872, 
after the contract was made and after.it ought to have been 
completed, the board of public works made the following order: 

“ Ordered, That the prices of grading be fixed at 30 cents per cubic yard, 
including hauling, etc.” 

This order was not made until the month following the date 
fixed by the contract for the completion of the work. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Did that refer to that particular contract? 

Mr. PITNEY. No; it did not say so. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It was general. 

Mr. PITNEY. If there was any honesty in the resolution, it 
did not refer to that contract. It simply meant that — no 
other price was stipulated, where work was employed to be done 
at a reasonable price, this should be deemed a reasonable price. 
It was not on its face an abrogation of that contract. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Is there any light on the reasons that led 
the board to this action? 

Mr. PITNEY. Oh, the scandals were very great, I will say to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Were any new requirements placed on 
the contractors or anything of that sort? 

Mr. PITNEY. No new requirements whatever. The scan 
were very t, and resulted in piling up $20,000,000 of indebted- 
ness upon this District, and this was a part of the occasion of it. 

Now, let me give you anotherinstance. Here was a case where 
two contractors agreed to and I hope the gentleman from 
lowa (Mr. HenpERSON] listen to this. 

Mr. HENDERSON. ! have heard enough to satisfy me, 

Mr. PITNEY. A contractor agreed to do certain grading at 
20 cents a cubic yard, including hauling. Thereafter, when a 
measurement was made, he was allowed payment at the rate of 30 
cents per cnbic yard, nothwithstanding his contract. Healso was 
allowed for hauling away material, in addition to the price for 
grading, 15 cents a yard for 30,640 cubic yards of earth. He re- 
ceipted for this amount in full on the 24 of June, 1873. After- 
wards, when the board of public works had ceased to exist, on 
September 23, 1875, he presented to the board of audit aclaim for 
additional compensation for di iting this earth in the canal. 
The board of audit were induced to allow him 15 cents per cubic 
eo for earth deposited in the canal, in addition to the price for 

uling. 

Now, I say that in law, in decency, and in equity the District of 
Columbia should set that up as a counterclaim against any other 

la m - of the same contractors, and ‘om ee 
This act that we are now pr i re 
Says that a man, although he never claimed it before, shall have a 
he caring, and the court shall allow him the board rates, whether 

claimed them or expected to get them or not, however 


fraudulent and however unlawful mop a. have been. Now, I 
could give you a dozen such instances, but this is a sample. 
r. DERSON, That is enough. 

. PITNEY. This act went through in the closing hours of 
the Fifty-third Congress, under a total misapprehension on the 
part of [oe friend from Texas [Mr. Savers}. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not only a misapprehension but misinforma- 


tion. 

Mr. Pd Which I attribute to a misapprehension on the 
part of the gentleman from Alabama who is absent, and I would 
not insinuate enihing Cige. 

Mr. TALBERT, , Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TALBERT. As I understand it, the gentleman from Mis. 
souri [Mr. Dockery] offered an amendment to a paragraph of 
this bill. The —_——- from Virginia oa MEREDITH} raised 
the point of order that it was new legislation, and the Chair sus- 
tained that point of order, ruling it out, and yet, as I understand 
it, tlemen are still discussing that amendment. 

. SAYERS. q is oy unanimous consent, 

The CHAIRMAN, e gentleman from New Jersey is dis- 
cussing a motion to strike out the last word. 

Mr. TALBERT. I did = understand that. 
still discussing the amen 

Mr. Dooxery}. 

Mr. PITNEY. Now,I will close by saying that these claims 
now pending are claims in which thé law compels the court to 
allow a certain measure of compensation, although the contractor 
deliberately agreed to take a less compensation, and got his con- 
tract at a lower rateand accepted paymenton that basis. It gives 
@ rehearing upon the whole case, although other points may have 
been and were adjudicated contrary to the contractor, after a full 
and fair hearing. It gives him the board rates, whether he ever 
claimed them or not. It involves claims aggregating at the pres- 
ent time, with interest, $1,400,000, every one of which claims arose 
before 1874, and every one of which has been heretofore heard and 
determined in an equitable jurisdiction. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. HENDERSON having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed with amendments House concurrent resolution rela- 
tive to printing and binding 6,000 additional copies of Bulletin 
No. 38, United States Department of Agriculture, entitled The 
Cotton Plant, etc.; in which the concurrence of the House was 

uested. 

he m e also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 1061) granting pensions to Gray’s Bat- 
talion of Arkansas Volunteers, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

bill p= 8622) to increase the pension of Caroline A. Hough, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough; and 
A bill & 3623) ganting a pension to Mrs. Mary Gould Carr, 
widow of the late Brig. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. Joseph B. Carr, United 
States Volunteers, deceased. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee again resumed its session. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word, in order that I may say a word upon this amendment, 
for I raised the point of order. In raising it I did so not because 
1 felt any particular interest in the matter myself, but because of 
the fact that the gentleman from Virginia had a moment ago 
stated to me he would raise the point of order, and his attention 
not being called at the time, I raised the point of order for him. 

Mr. Chairman, if this law which the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. DockERY] proposes to repeal is so exceed- 
ingly objectionable, offensive, and improper as we would be led to 
believe by the remarks of the gentlemen, members of the Appro- 
priations Committee, who have preceded me, it seems to me the 
attention of the Committee on the District of Columbia, which has 
jurisdiction and charge of a repealing measure, should have been 
called to it. There has been no bill introduced, so far as I am at 
present informed, during this Congress, or at any time sinceit was 
ascertained that this law was so offensive, to repeal it; and if the 
officers of the District government have gone before the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and made their complaints against this law, 
they oherty went to the wrong place, because under the rules of 
the House the Committee on Appropriations can not originate 

rovisions repealing this law, and they should have gone to the 
Distri ict Committee. 

Mr. PITNEY. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt 
him, it was stated before us, on the part of the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, that a recommendation and request 
was sent a considerable time ago to the Committee on the District 


I thought he was 
ent of the gentleman from Missouri 
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of Columbia of the House and to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia of the Senate concerning this bill, and that no action 
or suggestion of any action has beén taken by them during this 
session. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In reply to the gentleman, I will say that 
it is not customary for simple recommendations to be sent by the 
District Commissioners to the District Committee. When they 
desire to call the attention of the committee to any matter, they 

repare a bill and send it to the committee, or some member of 
he House, and it is introduced and then referred to the District 
Committee. 

Mr. PITNEY. I give the gentleman notice that I will this even- 
ing or to-morrow introduce such a bill and call his particular 
attention to it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am very much obliged to the gentle- 
man, but I inform him that he need not call my special attention 
to it. Iimagine when the bill is introduced it will receive proper 
attention. The Commissioners, and no other person representing 
the District government, so far as I am informed, has been before 
the Committee on the District of Columbia in connection with 
this law. A great many bills are introduced and referred to the 
committee that are never fully considered by the committee, as we 
allknow. The District Committee, however, has not ignored _z 
bill repealing the law complained of. They have not ac 
adversely on any such bill, nor considered any such bill during 
the present session of Congress that I know of. I want to say, 
Mr. Chairman, that I do not think it is proper under our rules to 
have a motion made here, as this is now, to repeal a section of 
law of the Revised Statutes, or the Statutes at Large in this case, 
without having it considered by some committee of this House. 
This is an unsafe way to oo and is forbidden by the rules, 
and it will result, if we follow it up, in as much unwisdom as it 
seems that we were guilty of in the enactment of the law which 
we did pass. It is in the interest of good order and sound legis- 
lation that I insist that the repealing measure should be referred 
to the proper committee and be properly considered. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will ask the gentleman if this bill which was 
passed was not reported favorably by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why, I take it that the point the gentle- 
man makes is true, and that it was reported = the gentleman 
from Alabama, Mr. Cobb, who was a very careful legislator, as 
we all know, an able lawyer, and a conscientious member of the 
District Committee and of this House. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And if a mistake was made, the proper 
way to correct it would be to have a bill introduced and have it 
properly referred to the District Committee, have it considered 
and acted upon first in committee, and then here. We have no 
difficulty in getting measures from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia considered in this Congress. We have a day every 
two weeks, and up to this time this House has been ar 
generous and kind to the District Committee. Wehave been able 
to have all our measures considered, if not passed. I s for 
the Committee on the District of Columbia in saying that they 
endeavor to pay attention to all bills that are introduced and re- 
ferred to that committee; and if any member of this House will 
introduce a bill repealing this law we will give the subject full and 
fair consideration. 

I do not know whether all the facts have been stated by e~ 
men of the Appropriations Committee who have spoken. e all 
know this, Mr. Chairman, that there is an effort by them to cut 
down appropriations. That may be commendable, to save a dol- 
lar. e all know that the members of the Committee on Appro- 
priations are exceedingly zealous to see that side of the question, 
and they do not always see the other side, as sugges by my 
friend from Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH]. It seems to me that the 
best way would be to have this bill considered by the District 
Committee, where both sidescan be heard; and if this law should 
be repealed, I have no doubt the District Committee will report 
the repealing bill, and next Monday it can be considered, and if 
the law is objectionable, as it is stated to be, it can be gotten rid of. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word. It is 
only within the last two or three days that this matter was brought 
to my attention. I examined it, in connection with the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Pitney], and determined, to my own satis- 
faction at least, that there was no reason why the law should not 
be repealed; but, on the contrary, every reason why it should be 
repealed forthwith. After reaching that judgment, the accom- 
plished clerk of the House Committee on Appropriations prepared, 
atmy request, an amendment which I have offered. That amend- 
ment has gone out on a point of order, and we will try to find some 
other way to reach the question, so that the House shall have an 
opportunity to vote upon it at an early day. 

r.SAYERS. They will be a long time getting their money. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr.GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker havi 
sumed the Chair, Mr, Payne, from the Committee of the Whal, 
House on the state of the Union, sopented that they had had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 10167, the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


COUNTING THE ELECTORAL VOTE. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to present a priyi- 
“— report from the Committee on Rules. _ 
e report was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That on Wednesday, ney 10, the whole of the 
that which is d ted as Executive, diplomatic, and 
and two sections of the end of the public 
nators, Mem 


ns’ gallerice 
eriés, 
gallery. be rese 
the use of the families of of the House of Eeprenay 
tives, ~ and their visitors. 

r. 


ape Doorkeeper shall strictly enforce this order. 
e Speaker shall issue to each Senator, Member of the House of Repro. 


sentatives, and Delegate two cards of on, and onl 
these cards shall be admitted. ¥ persons holding 


: ~ aa HENDERSON. I ask for the previous question on the reso- 
ution. 


cane penee question was ordered, and the resolution was 
ado 


r. HENDERSON. I also present another privileged re 
which I send to the desk. =r port, 
I demand the previous question, Mr. Speaker. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the concurrent 
resolution. 
Mr. HENDERSON. I reserve my time, Mr. Speaker. 
The report was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representati 


the Senate concurri 
two Houses of : oe a 


assemble in Hall of the House o resent- 
i; the 10th day of February, 1897, at 1 o'clock in the after- 
the requirement of Constitution and laws relating to 
ent of the United States, and the 

Senate shall be the presiding officer; that two persons be 
Sr ee eee et a ereraraeen hens ae 
° presentatives ea vi as eclared; that 
t shall be delivered to the President of Senate, who shal! an- 

two Houses assem- 
rsons elected 

r with a list 


Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr.S er, the election of President and 
Vice-President of the Uni States is always, in this Repub- 
lic, under all circumstances, a matter of momentous consequence 
and importance to the people and to the perpetuity of the Govern- 
mentitself. Never in time —— ees has a question arisen 
along the line of our histori pees t has made more un- 
pleasant feeling in the minds of American citizens than did the 
controversy that grew out of the unfortunate complication in the 
electoral count of 1876-77. It has not been very important, how- 
ever, hitherto that some gentleman or some set of gentlemen have 
raised doubts as to how certain States of the Union may have 
actually voted. Going back in the history of our country, I find 
that it was claimed by a most distin, ed editor, as long agoas 
1844, that certain States of the Union voted one way and were 
certified the other; but most of the talk of that character has 
grown out of exceptional facts and circumstances, has been attrib- 
uted largely to partisan zeal in the midst of partisan conflict, and 
has ultimately away. 

I hold in my d, however, a document published by very high 
authority, a document known as Senate ent No. 56, in 
which it is claimed, and purports to be shown with whatever 
force is given to the showing by the publication of this document 
by the Senate of the United States, that at the last election, in 
sixteen States of this Union, a vast body of illegal voters were 
admitted to the polls and a vast amount of illegal voting took 

lace, enough to have changed the entire result of theelection. | 
ve looked into this subject-matter very carefully and have had 
pace by a most capable gentleman certain tables which | 
ve here and the contents of which I desire to state to the House 
in a very few words. There is not a partisan suggestion in them. 
There is simply a review of the votes given by every State in tae 
Union as compared with the census returns of men above voting 


I have taken a great deal of pains with these tables—I say “|,” 
but the work has been accomplished in large — by more skill- 
ful hands than mine. I have gone into a complete analysis of the 
votes cast in the several States, only four of which cast more votes 
than there were men of voting age in 1890, I may say that there 
were four States of the Union—Iowa, West Virginia, Indiana, 
and Illinois. 

A MemBER. Ohio. a. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. Iowa, West Virginia, Ind 
ana, and Illinois. Ohio did not vote within 5,000 of her vo''™s 
strength, as returned by the census of 1890. I do not care to be 
led aside in that way. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Will the gentleman allow me one question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 








1897. 





r. MEREDITH. I suppose the object of the tleman 
an the minds of those who are to witness the Presidential coun’ 
may be Peper NOL the result. 

Mr. OR. I am placing in aay we OS can 
have the opportunity) a complete sho of the vote of the 
country, upon a basis, as given to each o 
candidates for dent, given by the agricultural S —_ 
as given by the manuf g States, and as given by the New 
England States. And I pledge my word that there is nothing 
here—— 

Mr. MEREDITH. Does it go into the question of the money 
expended? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That would be . [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that upon my statement 
that these documents contain no reflection —_ vernited or any 

arty management or any candidate I may tted to pub- 

ish with my remarks these tables and statements. 

The SP The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
publish certain tables with his remarks. Is there objection? 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask whether these documents 
will occupy more pages of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD than those 
figures which were submitted the other day? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; they do not amount to one-fourth 
or one-tenth as much, so far as the go. 

Mr. PER. 8. I do not propose to object. 

Mr. TERRY. We had the Recorp almost filled the other day 
with statistics of this kind. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Those related only to the vote of a single 
State that had been ally assailed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will accept a sugges- 
tion, I suggest that instead of printing these figures as a 
of his remarks—to which I shall not object—they be printed as 
adocument. The document to which he referred in his cues 
remarks is a document of the Senate. If it is desired that these 
figures be preserved in permanent form, so as to be valuable for 
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erence, the object re be much better cage ome by ao 
g them in document form than by simply printing them in the 


CORD. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Ishould have noobjection to printing these 
figures in the form suggested, but certainly if they are valuable— 
and I would have no hesitation in submitting that question to the 
ju t of the gentleman from Tennessee Cees —— 

. RICHAR IN. I accept the gentleman’s statement on 
that point. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They will be much more accessible to the 
general public in the CONGRESSIONAL REcorD than in a document, 
which will be laid away in the document room. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I questionthat very much. I think they 
will be more accessible as a document, because they can then be 
put on file and can be had atanytime. In my opinion, the Recorp 
_ be about as good a place to hide them as any that could be 

ound. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If after the matter a in print the 
——_ should find thatit ought not to be hidden in the Recorp, 

e can then make a motion to print it in document form. 

Mr. TERRY. I think it ought to accompany Agricultural Bul- 
letin No. 3. par.) 

The SP R. Isthere objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Ohio? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I do notcaretoobject. If this document has 
actually been pre by the gentleman from Ohio, and is really 
non isan, I it should be printed wherever the gentleman 


asks to have it printed. [Laughter.] 
The SPEAKER. The Ghais hears no objection; and the request 


of the gentleman from Ohio is granted. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am indebted for the tables and com- 
parisons which will follow to Mr. O. P. Austin, a newspaper man 
of remarkable ability in the line of investigation and compilation 
such as follows. 

© Senate document is as follows: 













Vote 








Uncontested sure States. 


Messnchugiaccadaliddlad diecencsscss ckvcte sccveboceqwe seavseceuscecs 

OW TG acincpndedatinbeieuenen cocweedpwese csoce guawese eonedéecescones 

OU FRU ia tie ends Sean entre apcted caine checndeenncess cccsndeqnere 

Penta TUM asaal ella dedeed andcds gidtdn tccncedcbedséeaceecasiecanes s 

VRREO . scant Rhee bb ncdetinadiediidscddduses pidbndctudscoucens iy 

ATEENGED citable ty Aalenicnndden nabhbees eter ccewibeenagetes 147,615 

Uncontested doubtful States. 

eA cect amin tint tk negincbecsqetucdse Heande csneeduete 223, 267 

DARGA .. couch atiaks ca dvadbdinwctess decwibecsvecceccctin 333,911 

‘Wem UUs ci eet Se thee i a Nieds cnnceenbedccavuautuqunnces 92, 435 

Successes of Mark Hanna. 

Ween ce 
“Rp CE ) a a eee Z 

COs -...nccne at i uteamestial spimssagnattepatghariawns 1, 011, 576 





_The figures, it will be seen, amount to a charge made in an offi- 
cial document that there was a “‘ fraudulent excess” of votes in 


the States of Pennsylvania, land, West Virginia, Ohio, Mich- 
igan, Indiana, Illinois, Kentucky, Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, 
Oregon, California, Tennessee, uri, and Texas in the recent 
election, ting about 750,000 votes. From whence came the 
alleged facts? I donot know. I do not believe that any Senator 
has given the sanction of his own statement to this compilation, 
but it is interesting, in view of this official publication and the 
legitimate inference that might be drawn therefrom, to examine 
the figures with some care. The States in which the charges are 
made that there was *‘ fraudulent excess” of votes cast, and the 
excess of votes in each case, are as follows: 


Pennsylvania............-s<ses a cali eidlinemen 77, 500 
RY ON nice hiisnccelbistnels STUD 1 WE IICOMIER 6 ones cc cccsacenwcsece 81, 400 
est Virginia ................s 8,300 | Minnesota ............--.--0.<0- 12, 100 
NO ..- nist ehonis saenseasuunesse COT ORG «2.22. cs cnccccedccccossce 7, 200 

Michigut ick sencudeantieées 29,700 | California ..........----...----- 22) 000 

EE A PR 39,700 | Tennessee ................-...-. 90,400 

SUADD sett nptececocantiantns 187,000 | Missouri ...........---.--------- 100 
MONET aiid banka nauk DF OUD obs <nicuticee inwenrepadeios 
Let us see how this will bear scrutiny and in on. The 


United States census of the year 1890 gives the number of 





returned. 































Maximum! Fraudu- er 
egitimate| lent Harrison ond 

vote. excess. Wander 
 Aaticsinleasiteial 278, 796 180, 017 
Rie neatineds 819, 836 ‘ ‘a 671, 459 
dia de olen ees 221, 367 . 172,011 
1, 094, 400 728, 300 616, 011 ), 978 
ED Bint dacs witwes 135, 204 118, 256 176, 261 
, ft  ) ee 37,512 46, 974 98, 665 
SE Sos dene ietennnes 102, 564 87,213 108, 077 
360,000 |........... 158, 541 157, 241 1638, 111 
WED Eedencccducs 89, 153 48, 898 
282, 152 8, 700 136, 978 92, 736 114, 663 
189, 875 8, 300 104, 414 80, 293 88, 633 
920, 000 = 627, 945 405, 187 418, 967 
514, 528 , 700 293, 327 A 222, 708 222, 088 
597, 600 0 828,719 805, 771 255, 615 234, 948 
954, 000 137,000 607, 130 466, 708 B99, 288 448, 487 
402, 600 43, 300 218,171 217,800 135, 441 198, 961 
444, 000 77,500 289, 203 , 741 219, 688 216, 871 
416, 650 $1, 400 269, 135 185, 528 187, 244 170, 791 
828, 440 12,100 198, 501 139, 626 122, 736 130, 977 
89, 600 7,200 48,711 46, 739 35, 002 1, 208 

272,000 22,000 146, 588 144, 776 118, 174 : 

291, 600 80, 400 148, 774 168, 176 99, 973 160, 100 
633, 600 41,100 304, 940 863, 652 226, 824 809, 224 
493, 800 46,100 164, 886 868, 299 74,475 838, 836 





males in each State above 21 years of age, or, as it is usually called, 
the voting age. It is reasonable to assume that in every one of 
these States there has been a very considerable increase in popula- 
tion, and consequently in the voting population, in the six years 
since the census was taken. Take Pennsylvania, for instance. 
Her population increased 22.77 per cent in the decade from 1880 to 
1890, and it is reasonable to assume that it increased 15 per cent 
from June, 1890, to November, 1896, and that the voting popula- 
tion would increase in about the same proportion. Pennsylvania’s 
voting population according to the census was in 1890, 1,461,869. 
The actual vote of the State in 1896 was 1,188,354. Thus it will 
be observed that the vote of 1896 was 273,515 below the number 
of males above 21 years of age in the State in 1890. If the popu- 
lation of Pennsylvania has increased since 1890 at the rate which 
it increased between 1880 and 1890, the male population above 21 

ears of age in November, 1896, must have been 1,680,000, or prac- 
tically a half million —_ than the number of votes actually 
cast. Yet this official statement charges that the vote which 


= amounted to 1,188,354 was 94,000 in “‘ fraudulent excess.” 


Take the State of Maryland as another instance. The vote cast 
according to the official document was 240,866. The total number 
of males of voting age in Maryland in 1890 was 270,738, or 30,000 
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greater than the number of votes cast in 1896; yet the charge is 
made that there was a ‘‘fraudulent excess” of votes amounting to 
8,700. 

In Ohio the charge is that the “fraudulent excess” of yotes was 
94,500. Let ussee. Ohio, according to these figures, gave 1,011,576 
votes. There were in Ohio, in 1890, according to the census, 
1,016,464 males of voting age, or more than 5,000 in excess of the 
number of votes cast in 1896. Ohio increased her population 
14.83 per cent in the decade from 1880 to 1890, and it is reasonable 
to assume that, with the great prosperity which has attended her 
development of manufactories in the natural-gas region in the 

ast few years, the increase of population from 1890 to 1896 has 
een, at a very low estimate, 10 per cent, which would bring the 
male population of 21 years and upward to 1,117,000, or 106,000 
in excess of the number of votes eh 

In Indiana and Illinois the total number of votes cast in 1896 
slightly exceeds the total number of males above 21 years of age 
shown by the census of 1890 in those States. In Illinois the excess 
of votes in 1896 above those of voting age in 1890 in that State is 
less than 19,000. Illinois gained in population in the decade from 
1880 to 1890 24.32 per cent. In view of the great number of people 
drawn to Chicago during the World’s Fair period, many of whom 
remained there, it is reasonable to suppose that the rate of gain 
since 1890 has been quite as rapid and that the increase of popula- 
tion and in the number of persons of voting age is fully 16 per 
cent. This would bring the number of males of voting age in the 
State up to 1,248,000, or 232,000 in excess of the number of votes 
actually cast. In Indiana the increase of population has been 
much more rapid, probably, than in iinaia acne of the won- 
derful development of the natural gas region of that State, where 
industries have been extremely active and prosperous even while 
there was depression and absolute inactivity in nearly all other 
parts of the country. The total male population of Indiana above 
21 years of age in 1890 was 595,066, but with the phenomenal 
growth of population which it has had since that time it has prob- 
ably increased 100,000, so that there is every reason to believe that 
the total number of voters in the State was in 1896 nearly or quite 
700,000, while the total number of votes cast was only 637,284. 

It is unnecessary to pursue in detail the investigation of the rela- 
tion of the votes cast to the voting population in all the States 
charged with a ‘‘fraudulent excess ” of votes in this official paper. 
The following table gives the number of males of voting age in 
each of the States in question in 1890, and beside it the number of 
votes cast in 1896. When it is remembered that the natural 
growth of population in these States in the six years since the 
census of 1890 is from 10 to 15 per cent, it will be seen that in no 
case was the vote actually cast in 1896 nearly as large as the num- 
ber of males over the age of 21 years which must have been in 
these States on November 3, 1896. 


Table showing the number of males of voting age in 1890 and the number of votes 
cast in 1896. 


| Males | 
above 21 Votes cast 
yearsofage| in 1896. 
in 1890. | 


Pennsylvania 
Maryland --.......---..-- 
West Virginia 

hio 


BREERER 
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METS. Usntin es aounnchienenkunuensavessanuunhiadeeten 
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Wisconsin 
Minnesota 
Oregon 


Bete 


SUSSERSHSTESANEL 


Ese 


The student of the above table should bear in mind constantly 
that it is entirely proper to add from 10 to 15 per cent to the fig- 
ures of the first column in order to obtain approximately the num- 
ber of male persons of voting age in the States in question at the 
time of the vote on November 38, 1896. 

There is another way of looking atit. Apparently the assump- 
tion is made that the number of votes to which each State is en- 
titled is based in some way upon the number of votes cast in 1892, 
for in this table of charges the figures of the election of 1892 are 
inclnded and compared with those of 1896. Butif you take the 
trouble to examine the figures of the Presidential elections during 
the past twenty years, you will find that the vote of 1892 was the 
lightest, in go hte to the population, that has been cast in a 
Presidential election for many years—perhaps the lightest at any 
time since the close of the war. 


Certainly the percentage of gain in the total vote in 1892 over 


the preceding Presidential election is lighter than has been the 
casé in any Presidential election since 1872. The following table 
gives the number of votes cast in each Presidential election sincg 
i. the increase in the number of votes, and the percentage of 
ncrease. 


Table showing the total vote cast in each Presidential election since 1363, the 


gain in the number of votes in each election, and the percent ini 
number of votes co ; percentage of gain in the 


It will be seen by a study of the above table that the vote of 
1892 was an unusually light one, being a gain of but 5.9 per cent 
over that of the preceding Presidential election. Thisis the lowest 
gain made at any time in the quarter of a century which this 
table covers. The vote of 1892 was evidently the lightest, in pro- 
portion to the voting population, that has n given within the 
period in question. 

It would not be surprising, therefore, if the increase in 1896, 
compared with 1892, should be an unusually la>ge one, especially 
in view of the fact that the interest in the election was more 
intense than was perhaps ever felt before, at least in the memory 
of the present generation. An examination of the percentage col- 
umn, however, will show that the actual increase over 1810 was 
only 15.6 per cent, while in 1876 the increase over the preceding 
Presidential election was 80.1 per cent, and the increase in 1888 
over that in 1884 was 13.3 per cent—nearly as much as 1896, on 
which occasion the interest in the campaign was unusually great 
and the efforts to rally every vote by both sides were exceptional. 
A study of this table will show to those who examine it that it 
can not be successfully charged that the total vote of the nation 
in 1896 was excessive or out of proportion in its increase, especially 
when it is remembered that the vote of 1892 was unusually light, 
ar i that the percentage of gain is estimated upon that light vote. 

In order to give, however, those who assume an excessive vote 
in certain States the full advantage of every fact, let us examine 
the votes in the States of which complaint is made and compare 
them with the vote of 1892, confessedly a light vote. Pennsyl- 
vania increased her vote in 1896, 18.4 per cent as compared with 
the vote of 1892, and it is said that there was a “‘ fraudulent ex- 
cess” of 94,000 in Pennsylvania’s vote. No complaint, however, 
is made of the fact that the State of Montana, which was as 
earnest for the free coinage of silver as was Pennsylvania against 
it, increased her vote 21.9 per cent. 

Indiana increased her vote 14.7 per cent in 1896 as compared 
with 1892, yet no complaint is made of the fact that South Dakota 
increased her vote 17.1 per cent, nor does this docun:2nt refer to 
the fact that Indiana in the election of 1876, when she went Demo- 
cratic, increased her vote 26.3 per cent. Iowa increased her vote 
17.6 per cent, and it is ahsanell tak 77,500 ‘‘ fraudulent excess” 
of votes were cast, but no comment is made of the fact that North 
Carolina increased her vote 17.8 per cent, nor is reference made 
to the fact that Iowa in 1876 increased her vote 35 per cent. 

California increased her vote 9.1 per cent in 1896 as compared 
with 1892, and the charge is made that 22,000 ‘‘ fraudulent excess” 
of votes were cast; but no reference is made to the fact that the 
State of Nebraska increased her vote 11.1 per cent in the same 
election. 

Maryland increased her vote 12.9 per cent in 1896 as compared 
with 1892, and although the charge is made that a ‘‘ fraudt'ent 
excess” of 8,700 votes was cast, no objection is made to the fact 
that ten States giving their votes to the Populist-Democratic c1n- 
didate Faron | their votes in a much greater ratio than did 
Maryland, nor is the fact referred to that Maryland herself in 
1888, when she went Democratic, gained 13.5 per cent over her ow” 
Presidential vote in the preceding election. 

Ohio, of which complaint is made as casting 94,500 ‘* fraudulent 
excess ” of votes, increased her vote 19.1 per cent in 1896 over 1°; 
yet the fact is contemplated with entire calmness that Wyoming, 
a State as ardently for the free coinage of silver as was (10 
against it, increased her vote 25.8 per cent in the same election. | 

It is also said that Minnesota cast 12,100 ‘‘ fraudulent excess 
of votes in the election of 1896, but no attention is called to the 
fact that Minnesota’s vote in 1896 was actually 8.9 per cent less 
than her own vote in the Presidential election of 1892. Her vote 
in 1892 was 374,807, and that of 1896 341,539, a falling off of 33,000 
votes; but as 107,000 of the votes of 1892 were cast by the Union 















Labor which afterwards mer with the Populists, no com- 
plaint made of the vote of 1892, which was a gain of 42.1 per cent 
over that of 1888, while the 188 vote was a gain of 88.4 per cent 
over that of 1882. . 

Illinois increased her yote in 1896 24.9 per cent over 1892, and 
the charge is made of a “fraudulent excess” of votes amounting to 
137,000. Yet no complaint is made over the fact that Mississippi 
increased her vote 31.9 per cent, or that Florida increased ce 
vote 80.5 per cent in 1896, as aes with 1892, nor the fact that 
Illinois also gained 25.8 per cent in 1876. The highest percentage 
of gain of any State in which these charges are made of “‘ fraudu- 
lent excess” of votes was in Kentucky, where the gain was 81.1 
per cent as compared with 1892, and the ‘‘frandulent excess” 
charged is 43,300. But no one offers any objection whatever to 
the fact that Idaho increased her vote in 1896 52.5 per cent as 
compared with 1892, nor do we hear that Kentucky herself gained 
36.1 per cent in the year 1876 and 24.7 coe cent in 1888, and also it 
is not stated that Nebraska gained 50.7 per cent in 1888. 

It may be interesting to see some of these figures side by side, as 
follows: 


Table showing the penne tae in 1396, compared with i892, in votes cast 
nm 




















esidential election, 

Repub- Demo- 

State. lican State. cratic 
; Per cont Per cone, 

lif D ccccce cgpecccccccccee . WOTRED occccacesccceocesens ‘ 
ersiuah netic 89 | South Dakota ............... iT 
Wndinee... con ceptesdcuuesoces ee North Carolina.............. i 8 
West Virginia................ 16.3 NN Se dis cocbheknwnches .2 
WR. os accttqdadaitin citbenths 17.6 || Montana at 

Michigad’ ....cccocestsocnsccce 18.8 25. 
BED _.sckuawle e} =o 

Wisconsin .. 20. 80. 
TRinols. ...inccetue oul +? 81.9 
Kentucky scscceqiseiustapuecs 1 52.5 








It will be seen by the above table that if Congress wer: . enter 
upon an investigation of the vote in the recent election, :t wvould 
be well enough for it to inquire into the Democratic Statics as well 
as those which gave their electoral votes to McKinley, since in 
many of them the increase over the last preceding election was 
very much | esp than was the gain in the Republican States in 
“The fo llowin bles, repared with t show th 

e following tables, p with great care, show the per- 
centage of the total vote given to the Republican candidate in each 
of the last four national elections. By this term is meant the 
election for President in a Presidential year and members of Con- 
gress in the other years named. They will repay a careful study 
by every student of the political questions of the day and of the 
disposition of the American yoters with reference to the at 
questions now before them. In the first table is given a full list 
of the States, alphabetically arranged, showing the percentage of 
the total vote given to Republican candidates in each of the na- 
tional elections since and including 1890. In thetables which fol- 
low, the States are ones according to the occupation of their 
people and their geographical location, the same figures as to per- 
a of total votes given to Republican candidates being pre- 
sen . 


It is also to be observed that in the footnotes accompanying 
each table the “ percentage of the total vote cast” is given; also 
the “ave number of votes for each elector” and the ‘“‘ per- 
centage of electors for McKinley.” It is proper to explain that 
the term ‘‘ total vote ” relates to the total number of persons above 
*1 years of age shown by the census of 1890; also that the term 
“average number of votes for each elector” is intended to draw 
attention to the fact that in certain sections of the country a 
much larger number of votes is required to obtain an elector than 
in other sections, For instance, in the agricultural States there 
isan average of but 1 elector for 36,371 votes cast, while in the 
mining States 1 elector is obtained for each 19,741 votes cast, 
The term ‘percentage of electors for McKinley” is intended to 
show the roportion of the total number of electors of each sec- 
tion which was given to the Republican candidate. It will be 
observed that the agricultural States gave 78 per cent of their 
electors to MeKinley; that the border Southern States gave 100 of 
their electoral votes to McKinley, and that the manufacturing 
States also gave all of their electors to the Republican candidate. 
It is also interesting to observe that in the agricultural and bor- 
(ler Southern States, owing to the intense interest felt in the cam- 
paign, 95 per cent of the total male population above 21 years of 
age, as shown in 1890, voted; that in the manufacturing States, 
where Republican success was practically assured, the vote was 
but 76 per cent; that in the extreme Southern States, where Dem- 
ee success was certain, the vote was but 65 per cent, and in 
a States, where the Democratic ticket was clearly cer- 

of election, the vote was but 64 per cent. 
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Table showing the 


} rcentage of the total vote in each State given to the Repub- 
lican candi: 


tes in each national election since and including 1890. 

















1890./ 1892. 1894,| 1596 | State. sare 1894.) 1896. 
28 || Nebraska ........ BA} 48) 49) O46 

19} 2% || Nevada .......... 5 26) 27 19 

41 | 49 || New Hampshire.| 48/ 51| 67 69 

50 | 14 || New Jersey...... 5| 4) 6; 50 

55 | 63 || New York...... 40\| 45) 55) 87 

SL} 51 || North Carolina..| 41 | 86/ 25 47 
pases 24 || North Dakota...| 53| 48/ 55/ & 
eee 87 || Ohio ............-| 49| 47| 54] 58 

2 ee 8 | 45) 47 50 

52) 56 Pennsylvania... 51} 51) 61 61 

51 Rhode Islang....| 45} 50| 58| 68 

55 South Carolina..; 19| 19| 22!) 18 

















South Dakota ...| 44 | | ; 

5 Tennessee ....... 41 | 87 38 46 

ponte 19 | Texas ............| 18| 19| 13| 3% 

Gopadededane 54] 64) 68 Miakvetinéiectnscel GE Gal oF 

Sa 43) 44) 54 || Virginia .........| 83/ 88| 41 | 46 

61] 58 69 || Vermont.-......-. 68; 68} 76! 80 

Shinto 49| 57| 56 || Washington....-| 63| 41| 46| 42 

eens 82 | 53) 56 || West Virginia...| 46) 46/ 53)| 52 

asin 8 1 8 || Wisconsin .......| 42) 45) 54} 60 

Sil Aiea 4} 4@]| 4 || Wyoming........| 59] 51) 52) 48 
einen 43) 47} 19) 





Table showing the percentage of the total vote given to the Republican candi- 
dates in each of the agricultural States in each national election since and 
including 1890. 


1890. | 1892.| 1894. 

















j 
State. 1s, 150 104 1896. | State. 1896. 
California ........ ws) 43| 4 | 49 | Missouri ......... ae} ae] as] 45 
as 46; 45)| 52) 56 | Nebraska ........ | B41 43] 49 46 
PIMEIRE.. « occ ccoos 46; 46) 51) 52 | North Dakota as 68} 48) 5&5 55 
Si nedinwasdoade 47| 49) 55) 55 _ pee 9| 47) 64 53 
icicle ection 42\ 48 |} 51} 48 | Oregon........... | 6] 45] 47 50 
Michigan -........ 45 49| 57) 56 | South Dakota....| 44| 49/| 52 48 
Minnesota........ 41| 8)| 5&8 | 56 | Wisconsin ......- 42| 45) 54] 60 
| | i | 

Total voting I IS cited natin ceacciniipaiengtents .-- 6,787, 788 
Total vote I tee oe nn péaanesdueseesne Se 
a nchomnedsaweccceceecs 5 
Average number of votes for each elector_.......................-- 36, 371 


Percentage of electors for. McKinley ......................------------ 


Table showing the percentage of the total vote given to the Republican candidates 























in each of the manufacturing States in each national election since and 
including 1890. 
State. |1s00 | seo 1894. 1896. | State. 1890.| 1892. 1894.' 1896, 
Connecticut...... ar | 47| 55 | 63 || New York.......| 40) 45| & 58 
ae natin 54 64) 68 || Pemnsylvania...| 51); 51) 61 61 
Massachusetts ...| 47/| 51 | 68| 69 || RhodeIsland....| 45| 50! 58| 67 
New Hampshire.| 48; 51/ 67/ 68 || Vermont -....---. | 68; $8/| % 80 
New Jersey ...... 45| 46] 55) 50 
Total votin i hte tiendddsmnbaonnttachunatseainccesas Cin, mae 
Total vote (seo Lhe CS 3, 841, 199 
Percentage of total vote cast_................- aie 76 
Average number of votes for each elector 82, 830 
Percentage of electors for McKinley-....................-...------... 100 


Table showing the percentage of the total vote given to the Republican candi- 
dates in each of the border Southern States in each national election since 














and including 1890. 
State. sto) 0 | State. | 1890./ 1892.' 1894.' 1896. 
fi Be eS Ee Si git nea Scien 

| 

Delaware......... 49; 48; 51); 5 H West Virginis....| 46| 46) 58 53 
Maryland -........ 43| 43) 4 54 | Kentucky .-....... | 27] 89) 45 49 
Total votin tt oniietibddhimbensbsmemensactes casanpianpadibe 950, 489 
‘otal vote feos” ied a edeld obi ddeinald dmwniekadclndpenkodeemplentannt 911, 460 
i cre tadisdntanscadnibeiekts Sicmovecmaahe % 
Average number of votes for each elector .....-.......---.- iguttninedtehie, Sp en 
Percentage of electors for McKinley ....................-----.--.--..... 100 


* These figures compare the vote of 1896 with the census figures of 1899, 
showing the number of males above 21 years of age. 














Table showing the percentage of the total vote given to the Republican candidates 
in each of the extreme Southern States in each national election since and 
including 1390. 

ra | | i] | | 
State. — 1894. 1896. State. | 1890. 1892.) 1804. 1896. 
EE a snrsesttemieatemiciioer semesters tithiiterin Remeeetyees 

| i | | | 
nehmeaiion 80 4 2| 27 || North Carolina..| 41 | 36 b5) 46 

Arkansas. .......- 88} 21) 19| 25 || South Carolina..| 19| 19| 22) 13 

Florida ..........- tein heictiees TT a a | 18} 19] 13 82 

Georgia .........- 19} 21|.....| 37 || Tennessee ....... | 41] 87| 38) 46 

Louisiana --..-.-- 7 I....- 19| 2 } Virginia ...----> | | a8] 41]) 46 

Mississippi ....... 22 | eo}. 3 7 i | | 

| i } } 
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These States contain three-fourths of the colored voters of the United 


City, $ eet and Gulf Railroad Company of a ae across 
os caaniaiiel the Sabine ver between the States of Louis 
Be ee Te corner re eno ee “A bill (S. 2981) granting an increase of pension on to Ble M. 
Percentage of total vote cast -— oo 7 55» veneneee—nupeee wpewind eine 20 ‘Sill (H. R, 3719) to provide for appointment by b 
Airoctlage of electors for McKinley "--n----c-ccacccscccee | 8 active oF Sotined ofhlours of the United Sioees tems cane °F 


Table showing the prota the total vote given to the Republican candi- 
dates in each of the mining Stat 
ing 1890. 


A bill (H. R. 6215) to increase the pension of Aumbroee D. Manion. 
SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the bill (S. 3547) to provide for 

the representation of the United States by oners at any 

international mone conference hereafter to be called was taken 


from the Speaker's table and referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


es in each national election since and includ- 


INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, House resolution No. 214 





was referred this morning with the amendments of the Senate to 
Total vote fi BoP OOD TRO acc cern crencnneneen igi,6m | the Committee on the District of Columbia. The members of that 
Percentage of total vote cast... go wiecicmcecenceeccecenscnernetenees acess a a committee have examined the re and think that the 
ver num ber Ol Vo s for eac elector 06Gnadneutesen-ctes paces ccesnet A 
Porecdiabe of electors for McKinley sic esis uaa iadateenicihs ine eteticigidnt donee 0 ee — the cae ane whee lati 
~s an Some om ame the ete x 1896 —— the census figures of 1890, Joint Istion CH. Ree 214) au © zing the wing j of me ce 
ee ee Sree ee ae mits to the executive committee ceremonies for wee er reeshcs, 


Table showing by industrial and geographical groups the centage of elect- 
Mex the ere whe ye tte average 


tions or public spaces in cit a 


ors given to percentage of vot voted,* and ration of the President-e 


number of volere (a wr parties) represented by an elector. 








Resolved by the Senate and House of tati etc., the Sec 
tary of Met paeeee s ae to grant perms we thn nica ex ve commit. 
tee on ina for — —< an vessevations or or other public 


Groups. 


in the att “ot t Wi tion of th 
Precident-clect on the tth ashing ot Maroy, 1907, as in his opinion, will 
inflict no serious or permanent speuries uw 






or public 
or statuary thereon; and the 0 the of Colum- 
cultural States. ...... bla may designate for such ‘and oth aforesaid such 









streets, avenues, and y: Provided, Toenid city ot’ Vedio, 7 Wa hingtor as may deem 


anufacturing ti aac 
rder Southern States.............- 


faay bo erected on fi public spaces son aforesaid upert i i 
e on b be rvision 
Mining ee et anicnscente he said executiv bo public spaces in accordan 0 designs 
es ae Sree a ea to he Tov W'By the Architect of the. Ca: tol, loner of Pub. 
EEE lic B ds, and the spec he District of 
Table grouping the States giving their electoral votes to McKinley and Colum 


Bryan, 
respectively, and showing the average number of inhabitants (of all parties) 


Sc. 2. That the Commissioners of District of lumbia are hereby 
represent ‘by each electoral vote. 


authorized to permit the se on illumination of citizens’ executive 
committee for the inaugural ceremonies, 3 Be stretch suitable 
overhead conducto: th s sufficient su 





| Population 





Population y of ight’ and in 
Number of | 6¢ group in | Electors |represented | the nearest practicable connection with present supply of li ht, for the 

States. 500. > chosen. by an purpose of effecting the said illumina’ : Provided, Tha said conductors 

, elector. not be used for the rsupports, te fully and ts after March 6, 1897, 

and shall, with their su entirely rem eerel from the streets 

and avenues of the said sit ‘ore March 15, 1897: Pro- 

McKinley States...........-. vided further, That the aeleding aa removing of the said wires shall be 
Bryan States-....--...-..--- under the su bye of the Commissioners of District of Columbia, who 
shall see that t rovisions of this resolution are enforced, that all needful 





precautions aoe en for the protection of the petite, ques that the pavement 


of any street, avenue, or y gubeeee is rep! Pronited forthe condition ag 
before entering upon the wor her, That no 


A careful eae of the foregoing statement will satisfy the 
expense or oe on account of or due to the stretching, operation or 


mind of any loyal American who loves his country and is jealous 
of her name that the election of 1896 was a fair election, honestly 


removing ef the said tem overhead db 
conducted. and pro rly reported. the United States or the Of Caleaabinn Procided parther, That foc th 

Mr. HE I now demand a vote. purposes of this acs theconstres construction of additional Sliadaend conduits is 
“ama question hans taken on the adoption of the resolution, it was af Ye YH much thereof as may be necessary, payable from 


any maney mae the otherwise ee d from the reve- 


nues of the District of Columb in Ve eS ie ropriated to 
enable the Commission he the District Se to by apprvor public 


order and protect life ona reads in pene oY gy ewe the 28th of February 
to the Oth of March, mn fe Said Commissioners are hereby 
authorized and directed to ~ pate tions necessary to se- 

x Cake ae a, < — order _ of oa and property, 
an ic con n rson vio- 
lating omy of su chy regulations tions shall be liable for a cae offenes to a fine 
not to exceed $100 in the police court of said een, and in default of pay- 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
ieee that the Senate had insisted upon its —— to 
the bill (H. R. 6834) to prevent the purchasin, = - ting 
in claims against the Federal Government by ny offi- 
cers disagreed to by the House of oomouaiien ta had agreed to 
the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 


two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hoar, Mr. Vinas, | [eBt ‘hereof to dye ae Weeees SS Gale District for not 
and ope Linpsay as the conferees on the & samt of the Senate. BO. 4. That of War and the Beoretary of the Navy be, and 
message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the | they are hereby, authorised $0 loam so tee ccasmities on inaggural corsmo: 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3328) | Thay be suitable sags, Se lee Siac aeittion Ueennak comet dei! 
—— = oe entitled ‘ An act to repeal the timber-culture ment to the public a ; such flags to to be used ;eaid cospmittoe under 

aws, and for other purposes. such regulations ons as ma: said Sec 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, > Sore eer eran a ts of publ pDadidings and 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had ‘examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker ed the same: 

A bill (S. 8818) for the relief of John N. Quackenbush, late a 
commander in the United States Navy; 

A bill (8. 666) to amend section 4829 of the United States Revised 
Statutes, poeneeee surgeons, assistant surgeons, and other med- 
ical officers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; 

A bill (8.8551) to authorize the entry and patenting of lands 
containing petroleum and other mineral oils under the placer- 
mining iaws of the United States; 

A ill (8. 1675) to prevent the carrying of obscene literature and 
articles d for indecent and immoral use from one State or 
Territory into another State or Territory; 


sion, and the interior of the reception hall + or, That the said commit- 
tee shall indemnify the > Departments, or or either of them, for any io or 
damage to su not necessarily incident to such use. 

Sxc..5. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, authorized : rmit the Western Union h Company to 
extend overhead wires into the Pension and to such points along 
ee Mane of parade oa shall be deemed by the chie: apr enivessont for = 

the parade and other inaugural purposes, the said wi 
to be taken down a ten a Seveatter the conclusion of the ceremonies 02 
the 4th day of March, A. D. 1897 


Mr. RICHARDSON (before the reading was concluded). ‘The 
resolution, with the amendments of the Senate, was read this 
morning; and unless it is particularly desired, I presume there is 
no necessity for a rereading. 

The resolution and the amendments refer simply to arrang®- 
ments for the ina ceremonies—the policing 0 the city and 


A bill (S. 1083) for the relief of George H. Plant, of the District | the preservation of life and aS t or ten days 
of Columbia; es following those ceremoni: on is also made 
A bill (8. $401) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize | for ligh the Pension Office pyre Pag the ht of the inaugural 
——— ofa bridge across the Missouri River at or near | ball, 7. _ = construction of certain on public reserva- 

uty of Lexington, Mo.,” approved July 26, 1894; tions. tho aieneeeet are to be under the direction and 

ill (. 8303) to authorize the construction by the Kansas pain of the Commissioners. I think the resolution 

















ended oughtto pass. Weare assured by gentlemen in charge 
of the a ceremonies that there is very great necessity for 
its passage at once, inasmuch as contracts are being suspended 
until nee of this character can be had. 

Mr. TMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr, RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Does this resolution _ for a separate 
stand for the convenience of Senators and Representatives and 

eir families? 

a RICHARDSON. No, sir; it provides that these stands are 
to be constructed under the direction of the District Commission- 
ers, but it does not provide for any use of them by Members or 
Senators. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Is there = provision for a separate stand 
for Senators and Representatives 

Mr. RICHARDSON. None that I know of. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Would the gentleman be willing to accept an 
amendment to that effect? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, we could not very well amend this 
pill now. There may be a separate resolution introduced for that 
pu , if the gentleman desires it. 

r. HAR . [would not like to interfere with the passage 
of this resolution, but would be glad if this appropriation were 
made for the erection of a stand for the convenience of Senators 


Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will introduce a resolu- 
tion, the committee will give it careful consideration and make 
rompt report upon it. But this being a House resolution with 
Sosste amendments, my motion is to concur in the Senate amend- 


ments. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask if there is a provision in 
the resolution that interferes in any way with or disturbs the 
present controversy between the electric-light companies? 

Mr. RICHAR N. None whatever. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Nothing that bears on that qotient 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; sir; nothing for either company. 
And it provides that this work shall be taken down and removed 
within ten days after the inauguration. 5 

Mr. Y. Iwas about to make the ion, in re- 
sponse to the ing of the gentleman, that this resolution pro- 
vides, as hé will find, that for this purpose the construction of any 
additional underground conduits is expressly prohibited. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then there is no provision that affects or 
touches this controversy? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir; none whatever. I submitted it 
to the ga from New Jersey [Mr. Prrnzy] and have read 


it carefully myself, and am sure there is no such provision in it. 
The SP . Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the Senate amendments? 


There being no objection, the Senate amendments were consid- 
ered, and agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS SULPHUR RIVER. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference 


report. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Gisegrosing votes of the two Houses 

on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1722) to 

approve and ratify the ction of a ae across the Sulphur River in 
© State of Arkansas, by the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company, 

having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 

recommend to their ve Houses as follows: 

oe House from its amendment, and agree to the bill as passed 


W. P. HEPBURN 
ANDREW PRICE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


E NELSON, 
. H. BERRY 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
_ The statement furnished by the House conferees is as follows: 


The House of tatives amended S. 1722 by adding the fifth section. 

is action was undoubtedly the result of inadvertence. The general — 
_ of the bill was to validate the construction of a bridge across the Sul- 
> ur River in the State of Arkansas by the Texarkana and Fort Smith Rai)- 
The Company. The bridge has been already completed, and is in daily use. 
‘ ® amendment of the House in the form of a fifth section simply provided 
or the commencement of the work of construction within one year, and its 
completion within three years from date of approval. The above amend- 
mens is entirely unnecessary, and the committee therefore recommend that 
bill House recede from its amendment andagree to the passage of the Senate 


W. P. HEPBURN, 
Conferee on the part of the House. 
Mr. HEPBURN. This is a bill, Mr. Speaker, to ratify and 
*pprove the construction of a bridge across the Sulphur River, a 
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small stream down in Arkansas. That was the whole purpose of 
the bill. The bri had already been constructed, on some 
authority or assumed authority by the Secretary of War, and the 
bill of the Senate, to which the conference rt applies, was 
intended to validate that construction. By inadvertence of some 
kind or by some , an additional section was added to the 
bill in the form of an amendment providing, as usual in such bills 
that the construction should be begun within one and comple 
within three years. It was unnecessary, and ought not to have 
been there. It was an oversight, as the bridge is already con- 
structed, and the amendment of the Senate was to strike that 
out, in which the committee concurred. 
The conference report was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


adjourn. 
e SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair will 
submit some personal requests of members. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Coss, for this day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Hicks, for three days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. CLarpy, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. CUMMINGS, on account of sickness. 

The motion of Mr. PAYNE was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
ae were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the president of the Board of Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting the report of the Capital 
Railway for the year ending December 31, 1896, together with a 
list of the stockholders of the company—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transraitting, with a letter 
from the Acting Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Clearwater Harbor, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the oy Sarg of Engineers, report of examination of 
harbor at Cedar Keys, Fla.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Acting Chief of Engineers, report of examination of the 
inside passage from Puntarasa to Charlotte Harbor, Florida—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the royprg | of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Acting Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Orange River, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Acting Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Jupiter Inlet, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Acting Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of New York Harbor from the Narrows to the sea, with a 
view of obtaining a channel 35 feet deep at mean low-water mark, 
and 1,000 to 2,000 feet wide—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Acting Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of the west side of the Mississippi River near Hannibal, 
oe the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
: A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Acting Chief of Engineers, together with a report concerning 
the commerce passing through the canals at Sault Ste. Marie dur- 
ing the season of 1896—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
estimates of appropriations required by the several Departments 
of the Government to complete the service for the year 1897 and 
prior years, and for the postal service—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Metropolitan Railroad Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia, transmitting a statement of the 
receipts and disbursements for the eighteen months ending Decem- 
ber 31, 1896, together with a list of the stockholders of the com- 
—— the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 

be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILUS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the 
Senate (S. 2237) entitled “An act providing for the appointment 
of a guardian for pensioners in certain cases in the District o 
Columbia,” reporte the same without amendment, accompanie 
by a report (No. 2769); which said bill and report were referre 
to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BUCK, from the Committee on War Claims; 

The bill (H. R. — for the relief of Mrs. Martha E, Temple- 
ton and Mrs. Emma T. Wood. Reported in lieu of House bill 
No. 10206. (Report No, 2747,) 

A resolution (House Res. No, 619) to refer the bill (H. R. 10151) 
for the relief of Mrs. Matilda M. Fairex, administratrix of Daniel 
Fairex, deceased, together with all ecoompany ing. papers, to the 
Court of Claims. Reported in lieu of House bill No. 10151. (Re- 
port No. 2767.) 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 1878) for the relief of L. D. Sugg. (Report No. 
2748. ) 

The bill (S. 514) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of Warren Hall.” 
(Report No. 2749.) 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A resolution (House Res. No. 518) to refer the claim of John 
Bronder, of Loudon County, Tenn., to the Court of Claims, 
Reported in lieu of a petition for relief of said John Bronder. 
(Report No. 2750.) 

The bill (S. 1623) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of Cumberland 
Female College, of McMinnville, Tenn.” (Report No, 2751.) 

By Mr. HURLEY, from the Committee on War Claims: The 
bill (H. R. 10161) for the relief of the heirs of Catharine Gillin, 
(Report No. 2752.) 

By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (House Res. No. 514) to refer to the Court of Claims, together 
with all accompanying papers, the bill (H. R. 688) for the relief of 
the estate of Charles Labell. Reported in lieu of said bill, (Re- 
port No. 2753.) 

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 8393) for the relief of Mark Guyton. (Report 
No. 2754. 

The iit (S. 2538) entitled ‘*‘ An act for the relief of the Portland 
Company, of Portiand, Me.” (Report No. 2755.) 

The bill (1. R. 7659) for the relief of the owners and occupants 
of Camp Tyler, in Cook County, Ill. (Report No. 2756.) 

By Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A resolu’ion (House Res. No. 515) to refer the bill (H. R, 960) 
for the relief of A. T. Sands, together with all accompanyin 

pers, to the Court of Claims. Reported in lieu of House bi 
Ne. 960. er No. 2757. 

A resolution (House Res. No. 516) to refer the bill (H. R. 3299) 
for the relief of C. 8. Lobdell, of Parkersburg, Iowa, togethe 
with all accompanying papers, to the Court of Claims. Reporte 
in lieu of House bill No. 8299, (Report No. 2758.) 

A resolution (House Res. No. 517) to refer the bill (H. R. 5615) 
for the relief of the legai representatives of Nathaniel and William 
Offutt, deceased, late of the parish of St. Martin, La., together 
with all accompanying papers, to the Court of Claims. Reported 
in lieu of House bill No. 5615, (Report No. _—. 

A resolution (House Res. No. 518) to refer the bill (H, R. 8879) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Patrick Elliott, d 
ceased, to the Court of Claims. Reported in lieu of House bi 
No. 8879. (Report No. 2760.) 

5 By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the 
udiciary: 

The bit (H. R. 10102) to remove the political disabilities of Col. 
William E. Simms. (Report No. 2762.) 

The bill (S. 2746) entitled ‘‘An act to remove the political disa- 
bilities of Col. John Taylor Wood. (Report No. 2766.) 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 
The ar 3329) entitled “An act to increase the pension of 
George W. Smith, late a captain, Seventh Regiment New Jersey 
Infantry Volunteers.” (Report No. 2763.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 6972) granting an increase of pension to David J. 
Neuman. (Report No. 2764.) 

_By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: Th 
= je granting a pension to John W. Hartley, (Repork 

Oo. 7 5. 


y Mr. MILES m the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
vit (8. 8819) ontttled - act to increase the pension ‘of ‘Alice 
pea} Shattuck, widow of Lucius H. Shattuck.” (Report No, 


2768. 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the 
Committee on War Claims, reported adversely (Report No. 2761) 
the bill (H. R. 9550) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret » Widow 
- = ohn C. Hagan; which said bill and report were laid on tho 

e. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
¢ = following titles were introduced and severally referred ag 

ollows; 

By Mr. NEILL: A bill (H, R. 10211) to reorganize the judicial 
districts of Arkansas, and for other purposes—to the Committes 
on the J eee 

By Mr, BAKER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 10218) selling to the 
State of Kansas eh of the abandoned Fort Hays. Military Reser. 
vation in said State, for the purpose of establishing western 
branches of the Kansas Agriou College, and of the Kansas 
State Normal College thereon, and for a public park—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. SCRANTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 10214) author. 
izing the funding of indebtedness in the Territories of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HYDE (by oe A bill (H. R. 10215) to define and 
regulate fraternal beneficiary orders or associations in the Dis. 
trict of Columbia, and all North American Territories—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 10216) to amend ‘An act granting 
—— to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the per-« 

ormance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, 
minor children, and dependent parents”—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A resolution (House Res. No. 520) making 
a certain amendment in order on an appropriation bill—to the 
Committee on Rules, 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A joint resolution (H. Res, 
242) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to make experi- 
ments to determine the best material for minor coinage, and to 
submit to Congress new designs for coins—to the Committee on 
Co—-: Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. FARIS: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Indiana, in favor of the passage of an amendment to the civil-serv- 
ice law restoring all soldiers discharged without charges and ex- 
empting them from civil-service examinations for positions in the 
re nay service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 

ce. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Indiana, in 
favor of the passage of Senate bill 8058—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Indiana, in 
favor of the establishment of a national military park at Vicks- 
burg—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

0, @ memorial of the le: ture of the State of Indiana, pray- 
ing passage of House bill No. 8278, relative to employees and 
clerks in the postal service—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A memorial of the legis- 
lature of the State of North Dakota, asking Con to grant land 
in aid of a school of forestry e said State of North Dakota—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following t'tles 
were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BEACH: A bill (H. R. 10217) to relieve Henry Kolliker 
from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10218) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Lynch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. STAHLE: A bill (H. R. 10219) to increase the pension 
of Charles C. Bunty, late of Company C, Two hundred and second 
rows mage Pennsylvania Volunteers, in the war of the rebelliou— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 10220) granting a pension 
to Charles H. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pape" 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: : 
By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of Thomas M. Carnegie Post 
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No. 625, De ent of Pi vania, Grand Army of the Repub- 
a ian House ill No. 9209, for service pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Encampment No. 1, Union Veteran ion, 
of Pittsburg, Pa., indorsing House bill No. 8354, to adj the 
pensions of maimed Union soldiers and sailors of the late war of 
the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

* By Mr. ADAMS: Petitionof citizens of —- Pa., favor- 
ing the passage of House bill fixing the standard of weigh and 
measures according to tbe metric system—to the Committee on 

Coinage, Weights and Leas sty 4. 

By Mr. AVER : Petition of Michigan Maple Lumber Com- 
pany, of Traverse City, Mich., in favor of a duty of $2 per thou- 
sand on le lumber—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. B STER: Petition of Curtis Wheeler and 55 other 
business firms of Rochester, N. Y., favoring the _pamege of House 
pill No. 10090, abolis ticket brokerage—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Fore ree. 

Also, protest of citizens of Rochester, N. Y., against the passage 
of the comes bill to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee 
on Interstate.and Fo: Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition of 19 business firms of Chattanooga, 
Tenn., favoring the passage of House bill No. 10090, known as 
“antiscalping bill”—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Rhode Island, Mary A. Babcock, president. favoring the 
passage of the Shannon bill (H. R. 9515) to raise the age of pro- 
tection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Rhode Island, favoring the panes of House bill No. 7441, pro- 
hibiting the on of gambling matter by telegraph—to the 
Committee on the J iary. 

By a ee Petition vd ho citizens ¢ the Tenth S- 
gression ict of Texas, protesting against the of the 
Sherman bill with respect to ticket brokers—to the Dommittee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Resolutions of the Iowa State Horti- 
cultural Society, of Des Moines, Iowa, in favor of the ge of 
House bill No. 119, for the protection of the forests of the United 
States—to-the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the presidents of the Society for the Prevention 
of Cruelty to Animals, of Hackensack, N. J.; Norfolk, Va.; Mor- 

ristown, N. J.; Mount Holly, N. J.; Syracuse, N. Y.; Ravenna, 
Ohio; Poughkeepsie, N. Y.; Augusta, Ga.; Portland, Me.; Indian- 
apolis, Ind.; Port Huron, Mich.; a, Tenn., and Jack-+ 
sonville, Ill., for the humane regulation of vivisection in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolutions of the Eighth Iowa district Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Des Moines, Iowa, in relation to the perse- 
— and outrages in Armenia—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

Pi ee — of W.N. ao and 41 o a 
of Terre Haute ., protesting agains es ouse bi 
No. 10090, abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROS OR: Petition of the publisher of the Valle 
Register, of Nelsonville, Ohio, for favorable action on House 
No. 4566, to amend the tal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of 101 business firms of Du- 
buque, Iowa, adv the passage of House bill No. 10090, 
known as ‘‘antiscalpers bill”—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEPBURN. Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, Esther Society, Women’s Up-to-Date Club, 
water, lown, aakting passage of the Christian Charch all of Bridge 
water, lowa, the a billto e age of protec- 
tion for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Ter. 
ritories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, te 

Queen er , the Up-to-Date Club, and the Ladies’ Ai 
Society of the Church, all of Bridgewater, Iowa, favor- 
ing the passage of a bill forbidding the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in any Government building—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 
By Mr. HILBORN: Proceedings of the tariff conference held at 
n isco, Cal., January 7, 8, and 9, 1897, containing pro- 
posed tariff legislation and indicating its effect upon the State of 
California—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: of M. N. Goss, of 
St. Paul, Minn., secretary of St. Paul Division of Railway Con- 
ductors, favoring the of House bill No. 10090, to abolish 
ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union and the Women’s Missionary Society of Washington, 
















Towa; also petition of the United Brethren church, of Letts, Iowa, 


favoring the p of a bill prohibiting the sale of liquors in any 
Government building—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
c. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Albion, Iowa, praying for the passage of House bill No. 3203 and 
Senate bill No. 1498, to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 
years in the District of Columbia and the Territoriés—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OVERST T: Petition of W. Q. Irwin and 20 other 
citizens of the State of Indiana, protesting against the passage of 
the Sherman bill with respect to ticket brokers—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Resolutions of Captain Colwell Post, No. 201, 
Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the passage of the per 
diem pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for increase of pension to 
Charles C. Bunty, late of Company C, Two hundred and second 
Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of the heirs of William G. Webber, 
deceased, late of Norfolk, Va., praying reference of his war claim 
to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Susan Booth, deceased, late of 
Nansemond County, Va., praying that her war claim be referred 
to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 3, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mirsurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Davis, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXPLORATION OF ALASKA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the ist instant, a letter from the Director of 
the Geological Survey on the progress and result of the Geolog- 
ical Survey exploration of Alaska during the season of 1896; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and ing, and ordered to be printed. 

AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report of 
the disbursements for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, made 
in the States and Territories under the provisions of ‘‘An act to 
apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to the more 
complete endowment and support of the colleges for the benefit of 
agriculture and the mechanic arts, established under the provi- 
sions of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862,” approved Au- 
gust 30, 1890, as required by section 5 of that act; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the 
bill (S. 1722) to approve and ratify the construction of a bridge 
across the Sulphur River, in the State of Arkansas, by the Texar- 
kana and Fort Smith Railway Company. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 214) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to grant permits to the execu- 
tive committee on inaugural ceremonies for use of reservations or 

ublic spaces in the city of Washington on the occasion of the 
eneeiaiion of the President-elect on March 4, 1897, etc. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 10134) making appropriations for the diplomatic and con- 
sular service for the year ending June 30, 1898; in which it 

uested the concurrence of the Senate. 

e message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution providing for the counting of the electoral vote 
for President and Vice-President of the United States, in the Hall 
of the House of Representatives, on Wednesday, the 10th day of 
February, 1897, at 1 o’clock in the afternoon; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had si the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 

i by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 666) to amend section 4829 of the United States Revised 
Statutes, ing surgeons, assistant s ns, and other med- 
ical officers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteers; 
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- A bill (S. a authorizing the establishmentof a pier-head light 
at or near South Milwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin; 

A bill (S. 1088) for the relief of George H. Plant, of the District 
of Columbia; 

A bill (8. 1675) to prevent the carrying of obscene literature for 
indecent and immoral use from one State or Territory into another 
State or eer: 

A bill (8. 2981) granting an increase of pension to Silas M. 
Stevens; 

A bill (S. 3303) to authorize the construction by the Kansas City, 
Shreveport and Gulf Railroad Company of a bridge across the 
Sabine River, between the States of Louisiana and Texas; 

A bill (8. 3313) for the relief of John N. Quackenbush, late a 
commander in the United States Navy; 

A bill (S. 3328) to amend an act entitled “An act to repeal tim- 
ber-culture laws, and for other purposes;” 

A bill (S. 8401) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
the city of Lexington, Mo.,” approved July 26, 1894; 

A bill (S. 3551) to authorize the entry and patenting of lands 
containing petroleum and other mineral oils under the placer- 
mining laws of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 3719) to —— for appointment by brevet of 
active or retired officers of the United States Army; and 
a. bill (H. R. 6215) to increase the pension of Ambrose D. 

anion. 









PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Storer Post, No. 1, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New Hampshire, of 
Portsmouth, N. H., praying for the renewal and preservation of 
the U. S. frigate Constitution, and that it be transferred to the 
national capital as a patriotic trophy and permanent naval mu- 
seum; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the New Hampshire Christian 
Endeavor Union, of Claremont, N. H., praying for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Capitol building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Union Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of North Weare, N.H., and the petition of 
L. H. Osborne, of North Weare, N. H., praying for the ratification 
of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He aiso presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Plymouth 
N. H., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Lou 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a — of H. Gilliss, publisher of the Han- 
over, of Hanover, N. H., praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. MANTLE presented the memorials of N. Y. Hoss, pub- 
lisher of the Silver State; of E. G. Proutt, publisher of the Mon- 
tana Churchman, of Deer Lodge; of Oliver M. Holmes, publisher 
of the Great Falls News; of Waldemar Stein, publisher of the 


the Sentinel, of Boulder City; of C. E. Mitchell, publisher of the 
Democrat, of Missoula, and of Local Assembly, No. 1222, Knights 
of Labor, of Lewiston, all in the State of Montana, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second- 
class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petitions of G. W. Jenkins, Amos Buck, 
Chris. Hightower, and sundry other citizens of Montana, praying 
for the adoption of the proposed amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States reco ing the Deity; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petitions of E. M. Williamson, M. R. Grif- 
fin, William H. Kennedy, and sundry other citizens of Great Falls, 
Mont., praying for the passage of House bill No. 6851, in aid of the 
Wilberforce University, located in Greene Sons ene which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MORRILL agg a petition of the Methodist one 
church of Moatpelier, Vt., and a petition of the Garden Memorial 
Presbyterian Church, of A a, D. C., praying for the enact- 
ment of Re pro prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquor in 
the Capitol building; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Woodstock, 
against the passage of the soalled Loud bill, 
relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BATE presented the Fens seen of William T. Comstock, pub- 
lisher of the Architecture Building, of New York ay . A. 

k, sec of the Tobacco of Trade of ksville, 
Tenn.; of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., and of the Mer- 
chants’ Exchange of Memphis, Tenn., pra for the 
the so-called Loud bill, relating to second mail matter; w 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
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of the Journal, of 
Valley Register, of Nelsonville; of W. Barren 

of the News-Herald, of Hillsboro; of Wal ce, publisher 
of the News, of Harrison; of the Paddock Overmeyer Company 
of Columbus; of Ford & Willett, ublishers of the Enterprise, o 
Montpelier; of E. C. Lampon, pub’ 
of Jefferson; of J. I. Bri 
East Palestine, and of B. Daunemiller & Sons, of Canton, all in 
the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, rélating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
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He also presented the memorial of Merritt & , of Lewis- 


burg, Tenn., remonstrating against the passage of the so-ca 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which open 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Mr. LINDSAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Louis. 


ville, Ky., praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, re] 
ing to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the — 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Webster, 


Mass., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Hingham, Mass. 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relat: 
a second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Com- 
oa 


tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
He also presented a memorial of sundry sailors and their friends 


assembled at the Sailors’ Home, Charlestown, Mass., remonstrat- 
ing inst the passage of the so-called seaman’s bill 
amendments thereto as a from the Committee on Com- 
merce; which was ordered 


He also presented a petition of the East Baltimore Stati 
Methodist Pro a > 


with the 
lie on the table. 


testant Church, of Baltimore, Md., praying for the 


enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating li 
in — a building; which was ordered to lie on the _— 


I present a petition of the National Convention of 


Clothing Manufacturers, a representative body, for th 
passage of the so-called T - tines y brief 


ee bill. It is a very brief 
tition, and I move that it lie on the table and be printed as a 
ocument. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SHERMAN ry ee the petitions of M. M. Sullivan, editor 
iddletown; of J. A. Gulley, publisher of the 
» publisher 


of the Jefferson Gazette, 
, publisher of the Reveille Echo, of 


Mr. ROACH presented a petition of the legislature of North 
Dakota, praying Congress to grant 30,000 acres of land in aid of 
the school of fores in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the 
REcoORD, as follows: 

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION. 
For a memorial to Congress for the ting of 30,000 acres of land in aid of 
the school of forestry of the State of North Dakota. 

Be it resolved by the house of tatives (the senate concurring), That 
a co _ the following memo: qeeee by the er of the house,and 
prenk ent of the senate, and attested by the chief clerk of the house and sec- 
retary of the senate, be sent to the Hons. Henry C. HANSBROUGH and W1I- 


LIAM N. RoacH, representing this State in the Senate of the United States, and 
Hon. Marrin N. OHNSON, re’ this State in the House of Repre 


presen: 8 
sentatives of the Congress of the United States, who are hereby respectfully 
wien they beleun end to urentaen Senden mmerens in accors- 
w y belong, an: urge passage of an n accord- 
ance with such memorial, to wit: 
To the honorable the Congress of the United States: 

The e of the State of North Dakota, in ve assembly convened, 
res y represent that whereas it has heretofore been the policy of the 
Federal Government to lend all t in the establishment 
and maintenance of such schools as will ucive to the dissemination of 
knowledge that will aid in the upbuilding of the several States; and 

sting of pabie lands ie Oil of Gur CREME eet minsatenanee of 
granting of pu lands aid of the t and maintenance of 
schools of learning, did grant, — terms of the epaling 2% which ieee 
vided for the formation oo te of North Dakota, South Dakota, Mon- 
tana, and W: ce lands for the establishment and maintenance 
of opr ieatvaral and other schools and mes, and : 
one of the most needed schools for the State of North Dakota isa 


school of pueetes, See has and located by the State of 
North Dakota at Bottineau, Bottineau County, in said State; and 
Whereas Po Concrete eee of the enalling 
act aforesaid, granted to the State of South B0.000 acres of land for 
ap apg aig an agricultural college in said State, and granted to 
the State of North Dakota for the same purpose only 90,000 acres of land; 
Seances 3 Ses ot forestry will be of great benefit to the entire North- 


: Therefore, 
The le of the State of North Dakota do tition your 
y to grant tothe State of North ee apes of land 
the number of acres of land heretofore ted to State of South 
= 3 queue ae granted - the State a Dakota for eons of 
agricultural co! such States), for aro ant et, 


Mapoaher of the House. 


Bresttient of the Senate 


ttest: 
J. ©. GIL, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


Mr. SEWELL presented memorials of the Central Woman's 
Ohristian 


Temperance Union, of Camden; of the Union Methodist 



































of the Tabernacle Methodist 
; of the Linden Baptist Church, of Cam- 
Epi urch, of Camden; of 
; of the Emanuel 
Baptist Church, of 
; of the First 
, of Camden; of the Broad. 
f Cam Pan at ie First Ba: 


DON presented a petition of the 
ratification of the 
itain; which was orde 


Ministers’ Union, of 
nding arbitration 


Piscopal to lie on the table. 
Church, of Camden 


the Wynn Memorial Baptist 
Baptist Church, of Camden: 
Camden; of the Third Ba 
a ad 
odist Episco 

of Canal and the memorial 
members of the Young People’s 
the Hightstown Presb 
State of New Jerse 
ing liquors in the 


He also presented a petition of the W 
Church, of Camden, 
No. 2485, to further 
rest in the District of Co 
mittee on the District of Columbia 5 

Mr. PASCO presented the memorial 
itor of the Hernando Ne 
strating against the 
second-class mail 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SMITH presented a 
Circle, No, 4, of Camden, 


recommend legislation to meet 
agriculture, and 


Mr. BRICE presented the memori 
Officers of the Nation 
of the Eberhard Man 
resident of the 
8s Club and the Presbyterian 
ng for the ratificatio 
t Britain; which 


titions of L. O. Whitcom 
orth Lucas Christi 
behalf of the 
ia; of the Woman’s Chris 
the Christian Endeavor 
Society of Cle 
emperance Union of Mans- 
Oberlin; of J. S. Fitterer, of 
of the First Con 
Baptist Church of 
istian Endeavor of 


als of S. M. Jones and other 
pany, of Toledo; 
eland; of Charles 
@ University, of Ober- 
church of Ada, all in 
n of the pending arbi- 
were ordered to lie on 


al Malleable ( 


e Company, of Cley 
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sale of intoxicat- 


ordered to lie on 
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of Senate bill 


erred to the Com- 


of Fred. L. Robertson, ed- 
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the State of Ohi 
oo treaty wi 


He also presented the 
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lymouth; of the Chris 
the Nonpartisan Woma 


ws-Register, o 
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n’s Christian T 
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-» praying for the 
te information an 
the problems presen 
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representing 75,000 youn 
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ation prohibiting the sale of i 
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members of the Ohio Christian 
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resented a petition of M. 
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of the pending 
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in the form of letters, from 

L. Hughes, of Chicago, 
of Illinois, pray- 
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ntoxicating liquors in the 
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the Frechtling Wholesale Grocery Company, of Hamilton; of the 
Harper & Cosgrave Company, wholesale grocers, of Zanesville; of 
M. B. Gilbert & Co., wholesale grocers, of Portsmouth; of the 
Moore Bros. aspen y, wholesale grocers, of Lima; of Ford, 
Eaton & Co., wholesale grocers, of Cincinnati; of the F. Ware 
Coffee Company, of Dayton; of Isaac Eberly & Co., wholesale 
rocers, of Columbus; of the Yost Manufacturing Company, of 
oledo, and of A. M. Damarin, of Portsmouth, all in the State of 
Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a concurrent resolution of the 
legislature of North Dakota, praying Congress to grant 30,000 
acres of land in aid of the school of forestry in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the members of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Drayton, N. Dak., praying for the enactment 
of legislation raising the age of consent to 18 years in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and con- 
sular appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 3 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7333) granting a pension to 
William Edwards, Company D, Tenth Regiment Vermont Volun- 
a Yeported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon, 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1948) to grant a pension to Uriah 
Andricks, Fifty-fourth Dlinois Volunteer Infantry, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6236) to grant a pension to Mrs, Helen A. Funkhouser, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to James War- 
brook, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3590) to limit the effect of the 
regulation of commerce between the several States and with for- 
eign countries in certain cases, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 635) for the relief of Albert E. Redstone, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by 
Mr. THURSTON on the ist instant, intended to be pro to the 
Agricultural appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 


ACCEPTANCE OF MEDALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3637) to authorize 
Maj. Gen. Alexander McD. McCook, United States Army, retired 
and Capt. George Percival Scriven, United States — to accept 
medals presented to them by the Russian Government, to report 
it without amendment. I ask for the immediate consideration of 
the bill by the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 3643) relating to the writ of 
mandamus from the United States court in reference to certain 
land contests; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3644) relative to the —y of pub- 
lic lands in cases where prior entry has been canceled for fraud; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3545) to correct the mili 
record of James P. McGee; which was read twice by its title, an 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 3646) granting an increase 
of oo to Elisha M. Luckett; which was read twice by its title, 
and, 


with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensio 


ms. 
Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3647) for the erection of a 


public building at the city of East St. Louis, I1.; which was reaq 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build. 
Fi McMILLAN introduced a bill 

r. Mc introduced a (S. 3648) for the preventio, 
of smoke in the District of Columbia, and for othe peen” 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committes 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 3649) to increase the pension 
of Elizabeth Wellons; which was read twice by its title, and ro. 
et a Comic ane a 

r. introduced a bi . 8650) granting the right of w; 
through the Chickamaugaand aoe National Bonk. whic 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili. 
tary Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 

Mr. GEAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the —— deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil app riation bill, the amendment propos. 
ing to appropriate $100,000 to be expended by the Secretary of War 
for the improvement of the entrance of Pearl Harbor, Hawaiian 
Islands, according to the rt of Rear-Admiral J. G. Walker; 
which was referred to the mittee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims , and o to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia ee bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the ct of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION LAWS IN THE DIFFERENT STATES. 


Mr. GALLINGER. On the 26th of January last I presented a 
table showing the provisions of the election laws in the different 
States, which was ordered printed as a document. There are 
numerous calls for the document, in one instance a call for a large 
number of copies, and lask unanimous consent that the document 
= ———— to the number of 500. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 
BARZILLA C. HUDSON. 


Mr. TURPIE. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2258) for the relief of Barzilla C. 
Hudson. I will state that a similar bill passed both Houses at 
the last session. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to remove the 
charge of desertion from the mili record of Barzilla C. Hud- 
son, late of Battery D, Fourth United States Artillery, and to 
grant him an honorable to date May 26, 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

A. L, WILLIAMS. 

Mr. THURSTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 9499) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Interior to sell certain lands to A. L. Williams, 
and for other p It is a House bill which has been favor- 
eely reported by the committees of both Houses, and it ought to 


ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, —- to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secre 
tary of the Interior to sell at = 2 acre, to A. L. Williams, 
the ane oe — of the _— quarter aa 5 of section 
9, township 14 south, west, sixth principal meridian, 12 
the county of El Paso, Colo. 

The bili was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third , read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. What is the 
pending order of business? 


‘nae ICE-PRESIDENT. Concurrent or other resolutions are 
order. 
Mr. HOAR. I object to unanimous consent being given to 
take up any special measure until the regular morning business 5 
over. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United Mr. O. L. 

PrupEN, one of his secretaries, announced the dent had 


An act (S. 1291) granting an increase of to Celeste A. 
Siuiiee widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Horace Boughton: 
An act (S. 1505) granting an increase of pension to Rufus H. 
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An act (S. 1511) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart Mr. LODGE. I understand theresolution goes to the Calendar. 
Whiting; Does it not, Mr. President? 
An act (8, 1888) granting an increase of pension to William T. Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for the regular order. 
‘Walker; and The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objectionis interposed to the request 
An act (S. ens pension bat ag D. Smith. of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN}. 
The message announced that the President of the United| Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Rhode Island wants to in- 
States had on the Ist instant approved and ed the act (S. 3525) | sist on a technicality, I desire to say to him now that he will gain 
to provide for an examination and survey of a water route from | nothing by it. 
the mouth of the jetties at the city of Galveston, Tex., through Mr. ALDRICH. I am not making— 
the ship channel and up Buffalo Bayou to the city of Houston, Tex.| Mr. ALLEN. So far as I am concerned, I propose to discuss 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. this question, and discuss it thoroughly, when the proper time 


d comes. If I do not discuss it on this resolution, I will discuss it 

The maneee further announced that the bill (S. 1741) to au-| upon a facsimile of it, or upon some bill. 

thorize the Muskogee, Oklahoma and Western ees Mr. ALDRICH. I do not object to anything, except to taking 

to construct and te a line of railway through Oklahoma and | up the time. 

the Indian Terri and for other purposes, was presented tothe| Mr. LODGE. I am perfectly willing that the Senator shall, as 

President January 18, 1897, and not having been returned by him | is his right, discuss the resolution at any time he sees fit. 

to the House of eee in which it o — within the ten| Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Rhode Island knows there is 

days prescribed by the Constitution, has e a law without | not the slightest ornate to do anything at the present Congress. 

his approval. : Then let it be understood by both sides of the Chamber that noth- 
The message also announced that the bill (S. 1520) to confirm | ing is to be done except to pass the appropriation bills. Here is 

the title to certain lands in William Morgan and Harrison Moore, | the bankruptcy bill that is in the last stages of consumption. The 

and to require the issue of patents therefor, was presented to the | Nicaraguan Canal bill is about ready to be nailed up and put in 

President January 21, 1897, and not having been returned by him 

to the House of Congress in which it originated within the ten 


its coffin. There isno purpose to determine anything at the pres- 
2 L m | ent Congress. Now, why not discuss this resolution and let it go 
days prescribed by the Constitution, has become a law without his 
approval, 





















to the committee, and let us have the information, so that it can 
be used at the opening of another session of Congress? 

Mr. GEAR. I will state to the Senator from iciansios that as 
soon as the immigration conference report and the Nicaragua 
Canal bill and the bankruptcy bill are disposed of, and I give 
notice now, I am going to call up the bill providing for the settle- 
ment of the debts of the Pacific railroads. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then the Senator had better fix about the first 
Monday in December next to call up the bill. 

Mr. GEAR. That is a matter of opinion. 1 am advised by 
gentlemen in charge of the bankruptcy bill that they will give 
way at a proper time in the consideration of that measure to 
allow me to up the railroad bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not doubt that at all. 

Mr. GEAR. I do not think the resolution will be prejudiced 
by a delay of a day or two, and I hope the Senator from Nebraska 

ill not press it unduly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask that the resolutions be passed over, and that 
they be taken up to-morrow morning during the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the request? 

Mr. ALLEN. That the resolutions which have been discussed 
be passed over until to-morrow morning, to be taken up in the 
morning hour. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] 
has given notice that he will call up the conference report to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr. LODGE. [have already given notice that I shall to-morrow 
morning feel it incumbent to call up the conference report on the 
immigration bill, which is privileged, and which ought to be dis- 
posed of. It is in its last stage, and I think we ought to reach a 
vote on that measure. I am certain the Senator from Nebraska 
would not mind postponing his remarks in order to give us a 
chance to finish the immigration bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. That does not necessarily interfere with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. I am perfectly willing when the reso- 
lutions come up, if the Senator’s bill is so much more important 
than the resolutions, to give an him, but I want the resolu- 
tions in a shape where they can be disposed of, and where it will 
not be necessary for me to duplicate them and introduce them 
over again. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, certainly not. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 10134) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 380, 1898, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], coming 
over from a previous day. The resolution will be stated. 

The SecreTaRY. A resolution instructing the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads to inquire and report to the Senate whether the 
executive department has, by existing law, authority to foreclose 
the Government mo: or lien on the Union Pacific and Kan- 
sas Pacific railroads, etc. 

Mr. THURSTON addressed the Senate. After having spoken 
for some time, 2 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska will sus- 

nd. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays be- 
i the Senate the unfinished business, which is Senate 3247. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope my colleague will be permitted to con- 
tinue his discussion of the resolutions. 

Mr. LODGE. I want to say one word before that is agreed to. 
I have not pressed the conference report on the immigration bill 
this morning because I knew the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
THURSTON] desired to ; nor is it my intention to oppose the 
Senator from Alabama |Mr. MorGAN] with the unfinished busi- 
ness. The conference report is in its last stage, and I desire to 
give notice that to-morrow, after the call for the reports of com- 
mittees, bills, concurrent and other resolutions, etc., I shall ask 
the Senate to go on with the consideration of the report. I shall 
call it up as a privileged matter and ask the Senate to proceed with 
it, in order to reach a decision as soon as possible. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be informally laid aside that my colleague may proceed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ne asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be laid aside 
ea in order that his colleague may proceed with his 
remarks. 


$ “re ALDRICH. I think that had better be done in the morn- 
ing hour. 

Mr. WHITE. Unless the Senator from Nebraska would very 
much like to continue his remarks now, I suggest that the resolu- 


U The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Chair submits the request of the 

tion go over. Senator from Nebraska to the Senate. Is there objection? 

aa URSTON. No; I do not care to take up further time; Mr. ALDRICH. AsI understand the request, it is that the res- 
mornin 


olutions shall retain their place without prejudice. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that, of course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 


Mr. WHITE, I think the resolution had better go over, then. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know what my colleague wants to do, 
but it is important that the resolutions should be disposed of. Of 
course passing them over from morning to morning brings the 


coal 
imposible to do any tng with Seek re = * MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 
Mr - THURSTON, I should like the morning hour tocontinue| The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
my presentation of this matter. eration of the bill (8. 3247) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to in- 
(Mr. nis will be publi entire after it shall | COTPOTate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved 
have bean Ind yee lished Februa 


20, 1889. 
Mr. MORGAN . The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
esterday oe ing ae o pending bill. I = = 
e purpose of stating that he an ve agreed on the form 
those amendments and I accept them. 


at ALDRICH. ne to = the — has oa ae 
ectually disposed of so far as the present is concerned, 
think the future will take care of iteelf. 


XXIX—93_ 





a 


. 
: 
. 
i 
4 


os 


+ 
os 


af — — e- 
be las 


Sema papa ap ete 


ot Je ess paste pS , 
pada ee =e res ae eter BS 





YAS. 
mle 





1474 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 





The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FauLkyer in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Alabama desire to have the amendments 
accepted by him read? 

Mr. MORGAN. They were read yesterday, except that there 
is a change in form. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask that they be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Insert as additional sections the following: 

‘*Sec. —. That the bonds hereinbefore mentioned shall not be guaranteed, 
and no money shall be expended in the construction of the canal until a sur- 
vey has been made by a competent board of engineers, to be appointed by the 
Presid nt of the United States, and a comptes plan prepared for the entire 
work, and such plan shall be approved by the President of the United States. 


“Seo. —. That should it appear from the reportof aid board of engineers 
that the cost of said canal will be more than $150,000,000, the President shall 
report the plan toCongress. The bonds herein provided for shall not beguar- 
anteed, and the Government of the United States shall not assume any lia- 
bility in the construction of said canal unless Congress shall otherwise direct.” 


Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I had proceeded to consider two 
of the reasons which have been suggested why the United States 
should undertake alone this work, and I think I satisfactorily 
showed that the theory that the Government could undertake it 
as an investment of money for profit is entirely indefensible. I 
think also the argument against the idea that the canalshould be 
constructed by us as a military auxiliary is entirely satisfactory, 
and that upon that basis we can not for a moment entertain the 
proposition. : 

The third proposition, wpon which alone there may rest a seem- 
ing force to move our judgment toward this project, that our 
commercial interests demand it, I partly discussed yesterday, and 
in the course of my remarks [ submitted tables showing the 
commercial advantages which the committee proffer to the Sen- 
ate as probable to arise from this waterway, and by their own 
tables I demonstrated that Great Britain would enjoy five-eighths 
of the commerce of that canal; perhaps, estimating it more closely, 
six-eighths or three-fourths; that the United States would enjoy 
not more than one-fifth by their own exposition of probabilities; 
and that Germany had about 15 per cent, or very nearly as much 
as the United States, of interest in its construction. 

Now, sir, when we look at those most important facts, does not 
the question seem a very pertinent one to the Congress of the 
United States, Why should this nation alone and at its own cost 
undertake an enterprise in which ourinterest, by every just meas- 
ure of it, in comparison with other nations, is so small? Why 
should we not proffer to the world at large, especially, | mean, to 
the great commercial countries who send their ships abroad upon 
the ocean—Germany, France, and particularly England—a readi- 
ness on our part to unite with them in such measures as would 
secure for the world this great communication between the 
oceans? But why should we not say to them, *‘ You are more 
interested in it than we, far more; the obligation, so far as it can 
be a national obligation at all, to create this great work of civil- 
ization for the benefit of commerce is an obligation incumbent 
upon England and Germany as much and more, cepeny more 
upon England, than upon the United States?” Why should we 
do this thing alone from which Great Britain is to derive three 
times the gain which we can se expect? 

Sir, even Nicaragua perfectly comprehended this idea and this 
theory upon which that canal was to be constructed, and care- 
fully stipulated in the articles of this very concession by which 
we are to undertake, if this bill be adopted, to construct the canal 
for such a recognition of the interest of the world. Let me read 
from the second article: 

The canal shall be of sufficient dimensions for the free and commodious 


passage of vesseis of the same size as the large ers used for ocean navi- 
gation in Europe and America. 


And from Article IV: 


The duration of the present privilege shall be for ninety-nine (99) years, to 
he counted from the day the canal shall be opened to universal traftie. 


And then the sixth article, which provides: 


The Government of the Republic ee the term of this conces- 
sion, the ~~ at each extremity of the and canal itself, from sea 
to sea, to be neutral, and that co uently the transit — the canal in 
case of war between two powers or between one or moreand Nicaragua shall 
net be interrupted for such cause; and that merchant vessels and individ. 
uals of all nations of the world may freely enter the ports and pass through 
the canal without molestation or detention. 

In general, all vessels may pass through the canal freely, without distinc- 
tion, exclusion, or preference of persons or nationality, provided they pay 
the dues and observe the re ons established by the grantee company for 
the use of the said canal and its ee ee oe The transit of foreign troops 
and vessels of war will be subjec to the prescriptions relating to the same 
established by treaties between N and other powers or by interna- 
tional law. But entrance tothe canal De a prohibited to vessels 
of war of such P aere wn as may be at war with Nicaragua or with any other 
of the Central American Republics. 

Nicaragua will endeavor to obtain from the powers that are to guarantee 
the —— that in the treaties that shall be made for that purpose they 
shall agree also to guarantee a zone of land parallel to the canal and alsoa 
maritime zone in both oceans, the dimensions of which will be determined in 
such treaties. 


Those three articles of the concession demonstrate that Nica- 
ragua contemplated that this company, which had not then been 


chartered by the United States, but which was a company dealing 


directly with the State of Nicaragua and in no manner under |i 
bility, as it was thought, to become the creature of any Reeien 
government, against which they expressly stipulated, should pro- 
cure subscriptions to its stock im the capi of the world, mani- 
festing as perfectly as words can the c view of that country 
that the obligation to build this canal, growing out of the advan- 
tages which would ensue to commerce it, was an obligation 
which rested not on —_ one country. but upon those countries 
and peoples of the world whose commerce is to derive the advan- 
tages which may be e ted to ensue from it. 

Why, I say, sir, should the United States, in the face of these 
facts, that its commercial interest is not more than one-fifth— 0 
one-fifth—that of this and the other nations, England, Germany, 
and France, in this canal—why should the United States un er. 
take alone all the burden and charge of the enterprise? For what 
reason should we go forth quixotically to do the work of the 
world in the construction of Ni Canal? 

Sir, we have heard one answer to this idea, and butone. Thero 
has been a deft phrase proffered to the Senate, and often falling 
from the lips of the distinguished and able chairman of the spo- 
cial committee—a sentence which, I think, was first delivered to 
Congress over the signature of President Hayes—that ‘the policy 
of this country is a canal under American control.” Unless that 
be a sound declaration, I have never heard any reason given to 
warrant this extravagant volunteering on the part of the United 
States to do a work only for the benefit of other commercial 
nations who must derive far more gain from it than we. 

It is most important, then, that we examine this alleged policy 
of the United States. I declare, sir, in the beginning that the 
assertion of policy is untrue as matter of history; it is unsound in 
statesmanship or common sense. There is no such American 
policy; there never has been. 

Sir, we are apt in our self-sufficiency, casting a view over some 
project which captivates the mind, to fancy our vision and 
understanding far outstrip the men who have lived before vs in 
the world, and it would often seem when this matter has been 
under debate as if there never had been before anybody to whom 
we could allow compass of mind or a adequate to an 
understanding of this question; but if we look into the records of 
the past, we shall find that the subject of an isthmian canal to 
connect the Atlantic and Pacific oceans is no novelty; we shall 
find that minds as able as any this country ever produced have 
grasped it with perfect understanding: and I think it will be easy 
to demonstrate that, so far from the great men of this country 
having ever considered such a policy as this to be the true policy 
of America, C8 OO 6 Se ee aes © oe wien, and 
broader view; I propose to ask the attention of the Senate for 
a few moments to some of the points of hisiory in respect to this 
important question. 

. TURPIE. Mr. President—— ’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin ee to the Senator from Indiana? 

r. VILAS. Certainl 


3 y- 
Mr. TURPIE. Fae nee Sree ae negpanee ot the Sen- 


ate nt in the C 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 


swered to their names: 


—. Ga , ell, Wis. 
— Mitchell, Smith, 
aes Gordon, Morrill, Thurston, 
‘burn, Gorman, Nelson, Tillman, 
Call, ~* Hoar, Peffer, Faithall, 
Cannon, rm —— Wetmore, 
Cock Mt. Milica, Roach, , 
re c 
Cullom, Man Sewell, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-three Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present. The 
Chair recognizes the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, after the successful revolt of the 
Spanish colonies on this continent from their mother country and 
the establishment of a number of new ics, it will be remem- 
bered by Senators that there was an invitation issued by the Re- 
= of Colombia, of Mexico, and Central America to the United 

tates, among others, to join ina to be held in 1826 at 
to consider together the interests of the Western 

World under the guidance of liberty. The United States accepted 
St eccaea  ctiscd he teoloeh peeing ta thers pu 
to in ce e sym y in their pur- 
ande tations; and an American, who, whatever may have 

the differences and political controversies in his time, w'!l 

now be recognized as entitled to a degree byany other 


unsurpassed D 
of our illustrious countrymen to the name of a great American, 








1897. 


Henry Clay, was our Secretary of State. He said then, in his 
instructions to the plenipotentiary sent by the United States to 
that congress at Panama, some things upon the subject of an isth- 
mian canal that was but one of the possible topics of debate in 
that approaching congress, and the instructions which he gave to 
the envoys covered a great stretch eo of a different charac- 
ter. I shall read, however,a few words from what he said to those 
ministers in respect to this ana oe topic of consideration, an isth- 
mian canal. I read from those instructions as they are found in 
the Appendix to the fifth volume of the Congressional Debates, on 
page 47: 

c canal of tion, here thro the isthm 
eee eee ide Lemtpinun. tp cathe tha Feats unt Atmadiconemen 
will form a proper subject of consideration at the Congress. That object, 
it should over boaessmpaiied, will be interesting, in a greater or less degree, 
toall parts of the world. But to this continent will probably accrue the 
largest amount of benefit from its execution; and to Colombia, Mexico, the 
Central Republic, Peru, and the United States, more than toany other of the 
American nations. What is to redound to the advantage all America 
should be effected by common means and united exertions. and should not 
be left to the separate and unassisted efforts of any one power. 

Then, after some further discussion, he proceeds to this point, to 
which I particularly invite attention—the point of the American 
policy: 

¢ the be ted to admit of th f 
wna See eee ia Gone of it ought not to S coleavely 
appropriated to any one nation, but should be extended to all of the 
globe upon the payment of a just compensation or reasonable tolls. What is 
snost deste he eieeitias tol the pects « if ter cueing 
juc Bi of t an 
= the roa ns Ton offer the vpemnent facilities. ae 

Thus, in effect, in what is the earliest official deliverance of this 
country on this subject, the true policy of the United States was 
foreshadowed that a canal joining those two oceans must neces- 
sarily be not the exclusive property or devoted to the exclusive 
use of any power, but be rightfully enjoyed by the commerce of 
all the world. 

A tew years afterwards, in 1835, the subject came up for debate 
in this Senate what was the true Ap of the United States in 
respect to such a canal, and enjoyed discussion by such men as 
Daniel Webster, John Forsyth, and John M. Clayton, and the 
Senate came to a resolution upon it. I will read that resolution. 
On the 3d of March, 1835, in executive session: 

eso. f the United States be ested 
wo Soa ces eedury of epeutne pagsustioes with fos porcrsiaants of 
other nations, particularly with the Governments of tral America 
and New Granada, for the of effectually protecting, by suitable 
treaty stipulations with them, such individuals or companies as may under- 
take to open a communication between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, oy 
the construction of a ship canal across the isthmus which connects Nort 
and South America, and of securing forever, by such ons, the free 
and ual right of masigeting cack camel to all euch untions, on the payment 
of such reasonable tolls as may be to compensate he capitalists 
who may engage in such undertaking and complete the work. 

Thus, upon debate in this body, the ideas of Mr. Clay as Secre- 
tary of State found here, and the icy of this coun- 
try was declared that as it was for all na , 80 should all 
nations take part by common accord and universal agreement in 
guaranteeing forever the use of that waterway to mankind. 

I have heard the distingui chairman of the special com- 
mittee speak also as if by card of the sentiments of another 
illustrious American, Andrew Jackson, as if he were one who 
would have most readily put away anything but the idea of exclu- 
siveness. I shall next draw your attention to his — on that 
subject as they were stated to the Senate by Mr. Clayton in 1853. 
I read from a speech by that great Senator which was delivered 
in the special session of the Senate in the Thirty-second Congress. 
It is found in the Appendix to volume 27 of the Globe, page 251. 
Mr. Clayton says: 

introduced the resolution— 


Which I have read— 


just eighteen years last , and on the next day Congress ad- 
journell, and John Forsyth rh ewe hh m the duties of Secretary of State. 
under the Administration of President 2 Jackson. The s contained 


in the resolution met with a warm and hearty approval from or vemsent, 
and on the Ist day of May, 1835, Charles Biddle was charged with the duty 
with a view to enable the Executive to comply with it. 


as would be fixed on for termination of a road. I was anxious 
that Ratcliff, the former consul at Chagres, who had de- 
voted much of his life to the examination of the sub should receive the 
appointment. But, eeoseneely. Be was no Mr. Biddle diso- 
beyed his instructions—never N ; and after ha ‘ured 
from the Government of New Granada an exclusive t of the t of way 
across the of vesting in citizens of the United States the 
mon of the route, in direct tion to the resolution of the Senate, he 
retu home, and then for the time fully informed Mr. Forsyth that 
t him unnecessary at present to enter into negotiations with 
oreign nations upon the subject.” 
His idea of an exclusive grant to our citizens of the right of way was in 
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and such citizens of the United States as 


“the preperty of Charles Biddle 

he might associate with him, the office of the company to be in Philadel- 
and all installments to be paid there, and the number of directors to be 
the Tiplomecd ite te the quantity of stock.” President Jackson was 
gd with the result; and Mr. Forsyth, on the 23d of September, 
tely after ascertaining the facts, in a dispatch to bert B. 
McAfee, our @affaires at Bogota, disavowed and censured the whole 
proceeding. and him “to disclaim all connection with the project on 
part of this Government, to prevent any misunderstanding with the Gov- 
ernment of New Granada.”’ The whole object of the Senate and the Presi- 
dent was thus frustrated by the incompetency of the agent. President 

Jackson shortly after went out of office. 


So much for the opinions of that great American on the question 
of the alleged policy of the United States of exclusive control of 
the canal. 

The subject came up again in Congress in 1839, in the House of 
Representatives, and I read from Report No. 322, made at the 
third session of the Twenty-fifth Congress by Mr. Mercer, from 
the Committee on Roads and Canals, upon the subject of a canal 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific. But to spare the time of the 
Senate, after calling attention to the report, I shall read only the 
resolution which they proposed to the House: 


nesolved, That the President of the United States be requested to consider 
the expediency of opening or continuing negotiations with the governments 
of other nations, and particularly with those the territorial! jurisdiction of 
which comprehends the Isthmus of Panama, and to which the United States 
have accredited ministers or agents, for the purpose of ascertaining the 
practicability of effecting a communication between the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans, by the construction of a ship canal across the Isthmus; and of secur- 
ing forever, by suitable treaty stipulations, the free and equal right of navi- 
gating such cana) to all nations, on the payment of reasonable tolls. 


Thus stood the declaration of policy by the foreign office and the 
two Houses so far as any had been made until the time when a 
treaty was made between this country and Granada in 1847, and 
the question of the true American policy here presented was then 
directly involved in that convention; and that convention, as is 
well known, recognized and proceeded upon the idea of the neu- 
trality to all mankind of any route of traffic upon the Isthmus. 

Sir, I wish to read the message of the President of the United 
States submitting that treaty to the Senate, in order that it may 
be seen how perfectly this question of policy was then compre- 
hended. 

Mr. MORGAN. What is the date, if you please? 

Mr, VILAS. The i0th of February, 1847. 


To the Senate of the United States: 


I transmit to the Senate, for their advice with regard to its ratification, 
“A general treaty of peace, amity, navigation, and commerce, between tho 
United States of America and the Repu lic of New Granada,” concluded at 
Bogota on the 12th of December last, by Benjamin A. Bidlack, chargé d'af- 
faires of the United States, on their part, and by Manuel Maria Mallarino, 
secretary of state and fore: relations, on the part of that Republic. 

lt will be perceived by the thirty-fifth article of this treaty that New 
Granada proposes to guarantee to the Government and citizens of the United 
States the right of passage across the Isthmus of Panama, over the natural 
roads and over any canal or railroad which may be constructed to unite the 
two seas, on condition that the United States shall make a similar guaranty 
to New Granada of the neutrality of this portion of her territory and her 
sovereignty over the same. 

The reasons which caused the insertion of this important stipulation in the 
treaty will be fully made known to the Senate by the accompanying docu- 
ments. From these it will appear that our chargé d’affaires acted in this par- 
ticular upon his own responsibility and without instructions. Under such 
circumstances it became my duty to decide whether I would submit the 
treaty to the Senate; and after mature consideration I have determined to 
“—- this course. 

e im ce of the concession to the commercial and politica! interests 
of the United States can not easily be overrated. The route by the Isthmus 
of Panama is the shortest between the two oceans; and from the information 
herewith communicated, it would seem to be the most practicable for a rail- 
road or canal. 

The vast advantages to our commerce which would result from such a 
communication, not only with the west coast of America, but with Asia and 
the islands of the Pacific, are too obvious to require any detail. Such a - 

would relieve us from a long and dangerous navigat on of more ten 
0:00 miles around . — _ ye ——— eo with ae own 

on n west coast of America comparatively easy and speedy. 

The communication across the Isthmus has attracted the attention of the 
Government of the United States ever since the independence of the South 
American Republics. On the3d of March, 1835, a resolution passed the Senate 
in the following words: 

“ Resolved, the President of the United States be eer requested 
to consider the ex ncy of opening negotiations with the Governments of 
other nations, and particularly with the Governments of Central America 
and New Granada, for the purpose of effectually protecting, by suitable 
treaty stipulations with them, such individuals or companies as may under- 
take to open a communication between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans by the 
construction of a ship canal across the Isthmus which connects North and 
South America; and of securing forever, by such stipulations, the free and 
equal right of a canal to all such nations on the eam of such 
reasonable tolls as may be established to compensate the capitalists who may 

in such undertaking and complete the work.” 

© person can be more deeply sensible than myself of the danger of en- 
tangling alliances with any foreign nation. That we should avoid such alli- 
ances has become a maxim of our policy, consecrated by the most venerated 
names which adorn our history,and sanctioned by the unanimous voice of 
the American people. Our own experience has taught us the wisdom of this 
maxim in the only instance—that of the guaranty to France of her American 
ons—in which we have ever entered into such an alliance. If, there- 
ore, the very peculiar circumstances of the present case do not greatly im- 
r, if not altogether destroy. the force of this objection, then we ought not 
enter into the ——.. whatever may be its advantages. The general 
considerations which have induced me to transmit the treaty to the Senate, 

for their advice, may be summed up in the following particulars: 

1. The treaty does not propose to guarantee a territory to a foreign nation 
in which the United Staves will have no common interest with that nation. 
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On the contrary, we are more Govpty and directly interested in the subject 
of this guaranty than New Granada herself or any other country. 

2. The guaranty does not extend to the territories of New Granada gener- 
ally, but is confined to the single province of the Isthmus of Panama, where 
we a - ag by the treaty acommon and coextensive right of passage 
with herself. 

8. It will constitute no alliance for any political object, but for a —— 
commercial paspon, in which all the navigating nations of the world have a 
common interest. 

4. In enteringinto the mutual guaranties prqgoend by the thirty-fifth arti- 
cle of the treaty, neither the Government of New Granada nor that of the 
United States has any narrow or exclusive views. The ultimate object, as 

resented by the Senate of the United States in their resolution, to which I 

ave already referred, is to secure to all nations the free and equal right of 
passage over the isthmus. If the United States, as the chief of the American 
nations, should first become a party to this guaranty, it can not be doubted— 
indeed, it is confidently expected by the Government of New Granada—that 
similar guaranties will be given to that Republic by Great Britain and 
France. Should the proposition thus tendered be rejected, we may deprive 
the United States of the just influence which its acceptance might secure to 
them, and confer the glory and benefits of being first among the nations in 
concluding such an arrangement upon the Government either of Great 
Britain or France. That either of these Governments would embrace the 
offer can not well be doubted, because there does not appear to be any other 
effectual means of securing to all nations the advantages of this important 

assage but the guaranty of great commercial pease that the isthmus shall 
Ee neutral territory. The interests of the world at stake are so important 
that the security of this passage between the two oceans can not be suffered 
to depend upon the wars and revolutions which may arise among different 
nations. 

Besides, such a guaranty is almost indispensable to the constructicn of a 
railroad or canal across the territory. Neither sovereign states nor individ- 
uals would expend their capital in the construction of the expensive works 
without some such security for their investments. 

The guaranty of the sovereignty of New Granada over the isthmus isa 
natural consequence of the guaranty of this neutrality, and there does not 
seem to be any other practicable mode of securing neutrality of this terri- 
tory. New Granada would not consent to yield up this province in order 
that it might become a neutral state; and if she could, it 1s not sufficiently 

opulous or wealthy to establish and maintain an independent sovereignty. 
But a civil government must exist there, in order to protect the works which 
shall be constructed. New Granada is a power which will not excite the 
jealousy of any nation. If Great Britain, France, or the United States held 
the sovereignty over the isthmus, other nations might apprehend that, in 
case of war, the Government would ciose up the passage against the enemy; 
but no such fears can ever be entertained in regard to New Granada. 


The vote on that treaty was 29 for ratification to but 7 opposed. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
gin yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

r. VILAS. With pleasure. 

Mr. TURPIE. I have been very much interested with the state- 
ment of the research which the Senator from Wisconsin has made 
into the international arrangements regarding an isthmian canal, 
and I hope the Senator from Wisconsin, who has devoted so much 
time and ability to the research, will still continue in it. I feel 
also extreme anxiety that the friends of the pending measure 
should have the mee fee of hearing the honorable Senator 
upon that subject. I therefore suggest that there is not a quorum 
of the Senate in the Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum being 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Cullom, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Allen, Daniel, Lodge, Roach, 
Bacon, Faulkner, McBride, Sewell, 
Baker, Gallinger, MeMillin, Sherman, 
Bate, Gordon, + Martin, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gray, Mills, Stewart, 
Blanchard, Hale Morgan, Thurston, 
Brice, Hawley, Morrill, Tillman. 
Brown, Hill, Murphy, Turpie, 
Burrows, Hoar, Palmer, Vilas. 
Cameron, Irby, . Walthall, 
Carter, Jones, Ark. Peffer, Wilson. 
Chilton, Jones, Ney. Perkins, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-one Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. VILAS. That treaty has remained in force from that day 
to this, and under it the United States have guaranteed Granada in 
the integrity of her territory. Granada has since taken a new 
form and is now embraced within the United States of Colombia, 
but the obligation resulting from the adoption of that policy is as 
it was then agreed to be. 

We have seen how, from the very first mention of this canal in 
the foreign office, the real policy and the true policy of the United 
States was declared by the greatest Americans. At last, sir, when 
one of them occupied the post of Secretary of State, there arose a 
necessity for a particular consideration of what course should be 
taken by the United States with reference to the possible claims 
of Engiand, and then the ideas of the resolution of the Senate were 
carried into execution, and the policy of the United States in re- 
spect to an isthmian canal was enacted by the treaty — 

wer of the United States into the paramount law of this lan: 

y the Clayton-Bulwer treaty of 1850. 

When we talk of what is the policy of the United States, why 
do we not turn at once to that explicit written law which is oblig- 
atory upon this country not only asan eee with a great for- 
eign nation, but as the law of the land, binding upon our citizens, 






































a written expression of agreement internationally and of law here 
which has never been abrogated, and which in my opinion is just 
as much in force to-day as it was on the day when ratifications 
were exchanged? 


Let me read what the Governments of the United States and 
Great Britain settled by that treaty as declaratory, historically 


and legally, of the policy of the United States upon the point un- 
der discussion: 
ARTICLE IL. 

The Governments of the United States and Great Britain hereby declarg 
that neither the one nor the other will ever obtain or maintain for itself any 
exclusive control over the said ship canal; ing that neither will ever 
erect or maintain any fortifications comman the same or in the Vicinity 
thereof, or occupy, or fortify, or colonize, or assume, or exercise any domin- 
ion over ae Costa Rica, the Mosquito Coast, or any of Central 

erica; nor will either make use of any protection which either affords or 
eee eee. or any alliance which either or may have, to or with an 
State or people, for the purpose of erecting or main any such fortifi- 
cations, or of occupying, fortifying, or colonizing Ni Costa Rica, the 
pao Coast, or any port of Central America, or of or exercising 
do ion over the same; nor will the United States or Great Britain take 
advantage of any intimacy, or use any alliance, connection, or influence that 
either may possess with any State or government Sea whose territory 
the said canal may pass, for the areas of acquiring or holding, directly or 
indirectly, for the citizens or subj of the one, any rights or advantages in 
regard to commerce or navigation through the said canal which shall not be 
offered on the same terms to the citizens or subjects of the other. 

Then observe Article III: _ 

In order to secure the construction of the said canal, the contracting par- 
ties engage that if any such canal shall be undertaken upon fair and equita- 
ble terms by any parties having the authority of the local government or 
governments through whose territory same may pass. then the persons 
employed in making the said canal and ir property used or to be used for 
that object shall be protected, from the commencement of the said canal to 
its completion, by the Governments of the United States and Great Britain, 
from unjust detention, confiscation, seizure, or any violence whatsoever. 

And the fourth article: 


The cegneeating peniies will use whatever influence they respectively ex- 
ercise with any state, states, or governments, possessing or claiming to 
sess any jurisdiction or right over the territory which the said canal hall 
traverse, or which shall be near the waters applicable thereto, in order to 
induce such states or governments to facilitate the construction of the said 
canal by ore means in their power. And furthermore, the United States 
and Great Britain to use their good offices, wherever or however it 
may be most expedient, in order to procure the establishment of two free 
ports, one at each end of the said canal. 

And particularly observe Article VI, which I wish to add at this 
point: 

The contracting parties in this convention engage to invite every state 
with which both or either have friendly intercourse to enter into stipula- 
tions with them similar to those which they have entered into with each 
other, to the end that all other states may share in the honor and advantage 
of ha contributed to a work of such general interest and importance as 
the herein contemplated. And the contract parties likewise agree 
that each shall enter into treaty stipulations with such of the Central Ameri- 
can states as they mor 2 advisable for the of more effectually 


purpose 

carrying out.the esign of this convention, ae of construct- 
ing and fnaintaining the said canal as a ship communication between the two 
oceans for the benefit of mankind, on equal terms to all, and of protecting 
the same; and ee that the good offices of either shall be employed, 
when sees by the other, in amet assisting the tion of such 
treaty stipulations; and should an erences arise as to right or property 
over the territory through which the said canal shall pass between the 


states or governments of Central America, and such rences should in 


any vex > or obstruct the execution of said canal, the Governments of 
the United States and Great Britain will use their offices to settle such 
differences in the manner best suited to promote the interests of the said 
canal and to strengthen the bonds of friendship and alliance which exist 
between the contracting parties. 


Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

r. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. TURPIE. Before the honorable Senator leaves the text of 
the treaty I should like to inquire of him the date of the Clayton- 
Bulwer awe 

Mr. VILAS. It is April 19, 1850. 

Mr. TURPIE. I should like also to inquire of the honcrable 
Senator whether the treaty does not contain a limitation o: the 
time. 

Mr. VILAS. None whatever, and I shall by and by call atten- 
tion to that with particularity. 

oan TURPIE. It has been represented here that it had a lim- 
itation. 

Mr. VILAS. I shall call attention to that tly. 

When we are talking of an American , let us remember 
that the Clayton-Bulwer trer*y was the and natural con- 
summation of every consideration of the question of policy which 
had ever preceded it and had found expression in Congress or with 
any of the great officials of the United States. And, sir, that 
treaty was eagerly ratified by the Senate of the United States. 
When the distinguished and honorable chairman of the special 
committee again recapitulates to us the names of the persons of 
character and distinction in this country who are connected with 
the project of the Maritime Canal Com , let me ask him to 

1 the names of the men who sat in thi te when that pol- 
icy of the United States was declared and enacted intolaw. Here 
were then such Americans as Daniel Webster, Henry Clay, Ste 
phen A. Douglas, Dickinson and Seward from New York, Benton 
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from Missouri, Salmon P. Chase and Thomas Ewing of Ohio, 
f Texas, Cass of Michigan, Hunter and of Vir- 
Homa and from Alabama, Hannibal, Hanlin of 
‘ , and Dayton of New Jersey. No 


Clemens 
aine, Hale of New Ham 
Senate that ever con had probably | ped or even so great 

werful men; none were ever 


of iliustrious, able, and 
totter fitted to declare what true Americanism should be in our 


treatment of other countries. 

Sir, this question was not misunderstood. We do not come to 
its consideration as men who have had opened to our vision a 
scope of perception, and who possess a power of Mn ge 80 
much greater than was enjoyed by our fathers. It was thor- 
oughly comprehended; it was distinctly looked in the face; and 
this agreement was made in order that there might be established 


American which should contemplate, as America ought 
swage con te, with generous grasp, the fraternity oo 
terests of all d 


Let me note on the question of policy, upon this peters 
tion of € exclusiveness = neutrality, Article II, which I did not aks 


Vessels of the United States or G g partion, bo exempted from blockade 


in case of war between the con 
pture either of ; and this provision 
dni. Se by two ends of the said canal as may here- 


such a distance 
fae’ be howl expedient £3 
Note, sir, that in that ees for neutrality the most 
advanced ideas which have since found as concerns the Suez Canal 
acceptance from all the t powers of the earth but Russia were 
incorporated, namely, t even though Great Britain and the 
United States were at war, their vessels of war should there 
to and fro at peace, although the moment they were loosed from 
the protected zone their guns might open upon one another in hos- 
tile conflict. 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I suggest the want of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas having 
suggested the want of a quorum, the Secretary will call the roll. 
S Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 


swered to their names: 

. Chandler, Jones, Ark. Paseo, 
= Chilton, Seem Néy. Peffer, 
om. Danel” Meweiae, Touch, 
Blackburn, Davis, Media, Se 
Blanchard, Fa’ , nie, rman, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Mer ; tewart, 
Caffery, Gear, lis, Thurston, 
Call, Gordon, Morgen, — 
Cuunca," Hawiey, Murphy, Walthall 
Carter, Hoar, r, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-seven Senators having 
answered to their names, maps of the Senate is present. The 
Senator from Wisconsin proceed. : 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I wish next to emphasize the clear- 
ness with which this policy was understood and foreseen by draw- 
ing attention to the fifth article of that treaty: 


The cont: parties further engage that when the said canal shall have 
been com y will peypect it from interruption, seizure, or aon 
confiscation, they tee the neu thereo: oe ee the 
care, ‘Never oe Gerernments of the United States and Great Brit. 
cure. - 
ain se to nese the cald canal and 


hat this 9 tection and guarantee Ape = J and may be 
withdrawn by both Governments or ithet Government, Governments 
or either Government should deem that the persons or company eas 
polbr oy me BT I init and mitentjon of this com 

c thereupon as are one — ven- 
tion, ei r by sii yi ions in favor of the commerce of 
one of the over the commerce of the other or by + 

op ve or unreasonable tolls upon passengers, v 
goods, wares, merchandise, or other articles. 

So, in Article VIII they declare the general principle: 

The Governments of the United S' and Great Britain having not onl 
desired, in en into this meres 6 aes object, 
but also to a petites. hey xy agree to extend their 
protection, by tions, to any other practicable communicatio: 
whether by canal or y, across the isthmus which connects > an 
South America, and especially to the interoceanic uni ould 
the same prove to be practicable, whether by canal or railway, which are 
a ropesed to " oe Se weg ot knw ape eda eo In 

* their any such canals or railways as 
are by thin ores ures dressed by the United States a and 
Great Britain that ructing r 


t 
parties const the same shall im 
no other ¢ or conditions of traffic ote the aforesaid Gov- 
an 


0 
re 
ernments of as just and table; and that the same canals or 
rail 
i Rien? feeheeeceenc ones meee 
which is to grant thereto such pro- 
and Great Britain engage to afford. 
anna stente not only our solemn international contract there 
Ww upon us as well as upon other citizens 
of the United Bate Tee be, sir (as I intimated in the dis- 
cussion the other day might be one of ee conceivable theories 
apon which we were to crawl into the hide of this corporation 
Eancad of g out in our own sovereign capacity), that 


Sainei aches there cs a secpteation instead cha 


sovereignty, under the dominion of Nicaragua, if we can put our- 
selves into that humiliating attitude; and recognizing, as she can 
not help but recognize, the enormous superiority of advantages 
which will accrue to her from the construction of this canal over 
what the United States may receive, she may permit us to spend 
our money and build this great work for mankind without objec- 
tion or protest. 

Sir, I doubt it. I am not one of those who believe that that 
would be her course. She has had yet no opportunity to protest. 
Great Britain perfectly understands that no stage of progress hag 
yet been reached in the consideration of this subject by the United 

tates which would warrant her foreign office in saying to 
‘**You are going beyond your engagement.” She will wait unt 
we shall have resolved upon, perhaps begun, a step in contraven- 
tion of the obligation we have assumed to her. I should expect 
that at that time she will protest, and, sir, when she protests, we 
shall heed it. Whatever we may enact into law at the solicita- 
tion of the Maritime Canal Company for their relief, when o 
great ent with England is brought home to us, we sha 
respect it. The people of this country will not break their solemn 
promise to any nation on earth. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

r. VILAS. Assuredly; with pleasure. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the Senator, as he is commenting 
— the treaty, whether he thinks that the Democratic platform 

opted in 1856 is in violation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty? 

r. PUGH. [hope my colleague will read it. 
Mr. MORGAN. I will read only two clauses of it: 


2. Resolved, That our phical and political position with reference to 
eee states of this continent, no less than the interest of our commercé 
an 


devel t of our oun wer, requires that we should hold as 
sacred the rinck Savelwes: in the Monroe doctrine; their bearing and im- 
poet atm of no 


ction; they should be applied with unbending 


Rasolved, That the great highway which nature, as well as the assent 
of the States most onenenroey Speeruatad in its maintenance, has marked 
out for a free communication between the Atlantic and the Pacific oceans 
constitutes one of the most important achievements realized by the spirit of 
modern times and the unconquerable energy of our people. That result 
should be secured by a timely and efficient exertion of the control whic 
we have the right to claim over it, and no power on earth should be suffered 


to impede or clog its p by any interference with the relations it ma 
suit our policy to esta between our Government and the governmen 
of the tes within whose do: ons it lies. We can under no circum- 


ce surrender our preponderance in the adjustment of all questions 


arising out of it. 


I merely wanted to inquire whether the Senator thought that 
exposition of Democratic doctrine made in 1856 was in conflict 
with the Clayton-Bulwer treaty? 

Mr. VILAS. The sentiment is in contravention of the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty; it is not Democratic sentiment, nor any part of 
the policy of the Democratic y. ltis nota breach, as the Sen- 
ator first asked me, of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, for the reason 
that every idle expression introduced into party platforms or 
adopted by boards of trade does not infringe oer solemn obliga- 
tions with foreign nations. 

Mr. MORG. But the Senator fails to remember that the 

atform on which Mr. Cleveland was first nominated for the 

idency had a similar provision in it in favor of the building 
of the Nicaraguan Canal, and under that platform the Senator 
took office at the hands of the Democratic party. 

Mr. VILAS. I have participated in making those platforms, 
and I know as well as many another man in this Chamber that 
such resolutions as those in regard to the Nicaraguan Canal are 
put in after nights have been spent in wrestling over great ques- 
tions which have caused differences among the zealous men of a 
party, and are put in without the least consideration. To illustrate 

ow utterly wanting in political significance they are, I will call 
the attention of the distinguished Senator from Alabama to the 
fact that the Republican convention put such a provision into 
their platform also, under similar circumstances and at like solici- 
tation, most probably of agents or somebody scheming to press 
upon the Congress of the United States in the end a subsidy for 
their benefit. They are utterly without binding obligation upon 
the persons who vote for the candidates of the party, who follow 
its banner and profess its general principles, and they are utterly 
without significance as to our relations with foreign countries. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then Iam glad that I never was a member of 
one of those conventions. 

Mr. VILAS. Well, Mr. President, perhaps if the Senator had 
been a member of a convention and had sat sometimes for forty- 
eight hours in continual wrestling upon the committee on resola- 
tions until his strength was nearly gone, he would understand 
how much easier it is in the ——— light of morning to let a 
Nicaraguan Canal resolution go in than to fight any longer upon 
trivialities. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would still hope I should come out of that 
convention an honest man. 
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Mr. VILAS. I hope the Senator from Alabama does not for a 
moment suppose that anybody would impute to him a probable 
change of character by going to a convention, or that any appre- 
hension he might lose it is the reason that he has never been a 
member. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask my friend from Wisconsin if- 


in his experience he has not sometimes helped to nominate a can- 
didate for the Presidency in the same way? 

Mr. VILAS. Never, tomy knowledge. Candidates are some- 
times nominated under excitement, but in no convention in which 
I ever participated was a candidate nominated whom I did not 
cordially support and favor, except one. 

Now, sir, suppose we shall proceed to construct that canal— 
and I have pointed out carefully in the beginning that the pro- 
posal of this bill is that the United States shall do the entire busi- 
ness—suppose when we do enact it into law—if that monstrous 
thing were ever to happen—that Great Britain should say to us, 
‘‘ We hold your solemn covenant that neither of us will ever obtain 
or maintain any exclusive control, that neither shall ever put a 
fortification on that coast, that we shall join ‘ether that this 
canal shall be open to our ships of war as well as yours, even 
though it is with you we are engaged in war,”—if she points out 
to us the numerous particulars in which our separate undertak- 
ing would be a violation of this treaty, with what answer shall 
she be answered? : 

Sir, this question stares us in the face; it has lain before this 
project all the time, and the committee which first reported in 
1891 a bill looking to the United States coming into such relations 
to this canal company, though in many respects a different bill 
from this, underteok to deal with this question. They undertook 
to tell us why the United States might break both the letter and 
the spirit of her solemn ment; and what were the reasons? 
I will not do the committee the injustice to even state them my- 
self, but will give them and the Senate the benefit of their exact 
language in presenting them. Their first reason is that the treaty 
was obsolete, or, as it should be interpreted, not now, in their 
opinion, agreeable to our igterests. Here is their language: 

We think it can be justly affirmed that the convention of 1850 has become 
obsolete, for the convention was based upon the idea of an immediate - 
cution of the enterprise of ee i a international water way, 
and that neither Government would be found, so far as it regarded the par- 
—— ane. apart from other considerations, to consider its stipulations 
im 7 port this Sasidenation is to be taken into view, for the course of events 
in the enterprise and operations of nations has entirely the grand 
commercial situation of the world. The Suez Canal has been constructed, 
and the Government of Great Britain has become in substance and effect its 
dominant and con g proprietor, thus securing to that Government in 
a very la degree the control of the east and west commerce of the world 
between "the southern and eastern shores of Asia and the whole of 


and to a considerable ome the eastern shores of the United States and 
the other American Republics. 


We think it may be safely affirmed that had the Government of Great 
Nn possessi 


Britain, in 1850, been i on of the Suez Canal, the United States would 
mever have consented that any canal across the American isthmus shou 


an have become entirely inapplicable, and ju: entitle 
the United States to give its separate ld eon aoa to con- 
struction of such a canal. 


That is the proposition, that it has become obsolete, because the 
particular enterprise which it then had in view has failed. It 
will be cbserved that, instead of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty men- 
tioning any particular enterprise, it took great pains to avoid the 
mention of a particular enterprise, and it begins by declaring in 
the preliminary clanse: 

The United States of Americaand Her Britannic Majesty, being desirous of 
consolidating the relations of amity which so happily subsist between them, 
by setting forth and in a convention the ws and intentions with 
reference to any means of communication by ship canal which may be con- 
structed between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans by the way of the river San 


uan de Ni and either or both of the lakes of Nicaragua or 
any port or p on the Pacific Ocean, etc. 


Then followthe articles. The first article is that neither theone 
nor the other Government will ever obtain or maintain for itself, 
etc., a ing that neither will ever erect, etc., using like words 
from the beginning to the end of that treaty—and I need not d 


‘more time to point them out—to testify the solemn purpose of both 


those Governments to fix forever, so long as their good faith could 
be relied upon to observe and execute their engagements, the abso- 
lute neutrality of that canal. For us to pretend that any agree- 
ment becomes obsolete for the reason that our interests change, 
when the terms of that engagement were that it should abide for- 
ever, without our taking any steps to denounce that treaty or bring 
it to any termination within our power, is simply to say that a 
treaty is binding a us when we conceive that its isions are 
pleasant and ngueaailin and favorable, and losesits o tion when- 


‘ever our interests cease to follow. That is the theory of the obso- 
‘leteness which the committee maintains of this obligation of the 
ment which we have entered into with Great Britain. 

me illustrate by another i 
observation I made a little while ago, it often 


our wisdom is not nearly so great as in our self-sufficiency it ma 
appear to us to be; oe, ne San Soe ae ited 
— has now for PA sae time “e mga 
ings in res to the Suez Can will show to the Sena: 

long before the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was enacted the eure _ 
templation of the Suez Canal had been laid before our Govern- 
ment in one of the ablest ——— that ever came into the office 
of the Secretary of State—the dispatch of Mr. Wheaton in 1845 

Ican not justly claim the time of the Senate to read the entire dis- 
patch, but I will take occasion to say that if any Senator wil] 
snatch from the laborious duties that — upon him time enough 
to peruse that document, he will find high gratification in obsery- 
ing that not only was the isthmian canal between the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans then under consideration, with a full perception 
of its character and its influences, but so also was the Suez Canal, 
and both were taken into view . It was no new thing 
su uently turned out upon the world to alter our relations 
with t Britain under our covenant with her, as the committes 
seem to think. 

I will just read a few words from the begi of that dispatch. 
It is one of the most interesting discussions of whole subject 
of canals from almost the of time, and especially as to 
their political effects and relations, which has ever faller under 
my eye, and does infinite credit to the intelligence and ability of 
that long-deceased i to Berlin. He writes from Berlin 


t lo minister 
— ber 17, 1845, to Mr. Buchanan, then Secretary of State, as 
Ows: 


Sire: The of steam to facilitate the social and ‘i 
intercourse n the different quarters of the globe er mana 
a vastly increased importance, as connected with other great which 
pg ey gg ey me gt ty ee 
o reourse. e 0) ; 
ment some views which have occurred to me this ae ett 
th ted Beates, to the Ait... of human impro 
cuarter of the 3 


revolutions which are believed to So bagenting in the - 
munications between the continents of the Old and the New World are the 


bj 
interests of the 
vement in every 


following: 
First. Sine ning of theancient water communication between Euro 
and the East Indies by Egypt and the Red Sea, which must inevitably renuts 


either from the Ss establishment of the new edan dynasty, 
founded on the banks of the Nile, or from the future colonization of Egypt 


mn: opening a new route from the United and Europe to the East 
Indies by the construction of a ship canal between the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans, across some part of the isthmus which the two continents of 
North and South America. 

The improvement of both these communications by the above-mentioned 
means would encircle the globe with a continued line of navigation, carried 
on by steam power, throughout the Northern between the equa- 
tor and the parallel of the fortieth d of north latitude, thus avoiding, 
im the passage both from west to and from east to west, the immense 
detour caused b soe suqhegien af the bee Sunes ypceemteries which the 
continents of America are terminated in the Southern Hemi- 
sphere. The vast importance of both these routes to the world in general is 


ie and me - of the a Daijed States 
will diminished increased facilities 
ak tovtniamsnresiion af the water between the 


ancient communications 
Red Sea and Mediterranean would give to the commercial intercourse be 
that 


interesting dispatch which I 
shall not take the time of the Senate further to read; but | sub- 
i seems to be almost 
Great Britain has 
since, as this report mistakenly says, become the controller o{ tho 
Suez Canal, therefore the interests of the United States no longer 
run in accordance with the ee pe haere was then made. 
That was made this dispatch of Mr. Wheaton 
i of State; it was made by Mr. Clay- 
eS a Senate spoke in high terms of that 
dispatch of Mr. Wheaton, who knew all the interesting informa- 
tion which it contained, and the statesmanlie 


broad-minded, 
views in regard to the water communications of the earth whic 
it set forth. 


penne neo of fact which the committee basel the 
theory that our interests have bade on Giheratt from what they 
tery ieee ib ets Be Seah, eens ran oe & Chowne’ 
S a mistake. isti i chairman special com- 
eulstes telesialt to ewer of Sov ost Gan wreeatatele. Instead 
of Great Britain owning a ity of the stock of the Suez Cana!. 


li 
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advantage of ours in those waters, by what right can we say ~ 


ve shall our e ent that the same thing 
bat of the isthmian canal mn it shall have been constructed? 

Sir, let us look at the second reason proffered by the committee 
as to why the Clayton-Bulwer treaty should be as no 
longer obligatory; and I read again fromthe language of the com- 
mittee in order that there may be no misconception. 

Mr. MORGAN. From what report does the Senator read? 

Mr. VILAS. I am reading from the report of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations made on the 10th of eer et renewed 
in the Fifty-second Congress on the 22d of December, 1892; and, if 
I am not mistaken, appended to some report which the distin- 
guished chairman of the select committee has at some time made, 
bat I do not say that lam rightin respect tothat. __ ’ 

Mr. MORGAN. The report of the committee which is‘now in 
charge of the bill does not go upon the ground which the Senator 
states, that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is obsolete, but that both 
Great Britain and the United States are estopped by the fact that 
they each have a treaty from Nicaragua in identical terms author- 
izing the construction of this canal. 5 

Mr. VILAS. Can the Senator point that out in any of his re- 

rts? 

Me. MORGAN. Yes, sir; the last report contains quite an 
extensive argument upon that proposition. 

Mr. VILAS. I will deal with this other argument now, for this 
was the one the Committee on Foreign Relations put forward as 
their best argument why the Clayton-Bulwer treaty might be dis- 
regarded. 

Mr. MORGAN. That report was made by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHerMaN}. ‘ 

Mr. VILAS. Well, it was the report of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations submitted by the Senator from Ohio as chairman 
of that committee, I believe. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose the Senator from Ohio would adhere 
to it yet. I do not know. : 

Mr. VILAS. Then it is = discuss this reason, which 
Iam about to do. Iam very glad, however, and I thank the Sen- 
ator from for his courteous acknowledgment that the 
argument which I have made in respect to the point that the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty is obsolete seems to have force in his mind, 
because he says he has not put any reason for a disregard of it 
upon that basis. . : 

The next reason given by the Committee on Foreign Relations is: 

One of the of the convention of 1850 most important to the 
United States and to the preservation of the republican governments on this 
continent was that neither party to the convention 
should “occupy or a colonize or assume to exercise any dominion 
oo Ka ica, the Mosquito Coast, or any part of Central 

At that time the “settlement” of British sub: 
— on coast of Central was of 

> there under om oaens § Spanish, somal orcu and nothing 
ptm ‘These sastives 2 9 seeeary nee belenemna se the British Crome bea 
and on, attempted to form a kind of 
among themselves, and, after 
int, i some local 


-ts, as it was called, at the 
smallest di and 


of 
in the lumber trade ia that foreign country. 
is was substantially condition of things when the conven of 
was entered into. 


Now, observe the point upon which they hold the treaty invalid: 
The next step taken, after the convention of 1850, was in 1853— 
Only three years— 


when a legislative assembly was constituted to manage the affairs of the set- 

tlement. This was Wallevted by a convention between Great Britain and 

Guatemala in 1859 for the establishment of boundaries eis 7 
ons 


Majesty's settlement and 
Guatemala. country, or 
to Guatemala as the successor to all the sov- 
in Ot pees: but by this treaty that 
ustrial esta nt became instantly a pos- 


when the settlement was 
colonial establishmen 


government asa part of Her s - 

tinued. It is understood i has been vastly 

enistel ia IND Ril Chines taben peas ne oF caitendieast 

s in en 8 + no 

withstanding the of Her Sadectye Goverumane that it 1d 

not “ orassume or exercise dominion over . uito 

If thees pe im edocs s'cvedenen in respect of one of the 

Ss 

most im it su of es avesbimank in laden ition to it, 
do the United States from ali and every of 

ond engagements stated in that convention, it is to conceive what 


In view of all these considerations, the committee is of that the 
United States is at ee rn, anmmened aioe the 
terms of the the of public law, or good morals, 
frain from promoting, in any wa it 

ests, the construction of this without regard to anything contained in 


Rica, Nicar , and the Mosquito Coast, or Central America. 
Suppose she did break it; that is to say, that she did not keep the 
engagement on her part. What, then, was our right? Is there 
any person read in international law who will say that that alone 
avoided the treaty? Sir, it gave us the right of electing to avoid 
it. If it were all true—and I will presently show that there is not 
a particle of foundation for it—as stated in that report, then it 
invested this Government only with the right to avoid the treaty. 
It became voidable at our election, not void. We had still a right 
to say, ‘‘ This treaty is obligatory, and we hold you to account for 
this h of it and every other breach which you may hereafter 
make.” That is the doctrine and principle of international law 
which governs a question of the kind. 

But, sir, was there any violation by Great Britain? Let me call 
your attention first to the fact that directly after that treaty was 
made, when the two plenipotentiaries were to exchange ratifica- 
tions of it, they exchanged notes with one another lest there should 
be misunderstanding on this very point, and Sir Henry L. Bulwer 
made this declaration at the Department of State June 29, 1850, 
prior to the exchange of ratifications: 


In pi to the exc of the ratifications of the convention, signed 
at Washington on the 19th of April, 1850, between Her Britannic Majesty and 
the Uni States of America, relative to the establishment of a communica- 


tion by ship canal between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans: 

The unde Her Britannic Majesty's plenipotentiary, has received 
Her Majesty's to declare that Her Majesty does not understand 
the engagements of that convention to apply to Her Majesty's settlement at 
Honduras, or to its dependencies. 

Her Majesty's ratification of the said convention is exchanged under the 
— declaration above mentioned. 

at Washington the 29th day of June, 1850. 

Upon it was written: 

The within declaration of Sir H. L. Bulwer was received by me on the 29th 
day of June, 1850. Se seaty. 2 vests him my note of the 4th of July, acknowl- 
edging that I unde: itish Honduras was not embraced in the treat 
of the 19th da of post last, but at the same time carefuily declining to af- 
firm or deny tish title in their settlement or its alleged dependencies. 
After signing my note last night, I delivered it to Sir Henry, and we imme- 
diately proceeded, without any further or other action, to exchange the rat- 
ifications of said treaty. [The blank in the declaration was never filled up.] 


The consent of the Senate to the tion was not required, and the treaty 
was ratified as it stood when it was made. 


H. L. BULWER. 


JOHN M. CLAYTON. 


Mr. Clayton was then Secretary of State. 
Let me show in one word, without stopping to go into elaborate 
ument, that the reason why the British occupation of Balize 
or Honduras was not within the Clayton-Bulwer treaty as under- 
stood by either of those plenipotentiaries who negotiated it, is 
that at that time Balize was not a part of Central America, and 
nobody pretends that it is on the Mosquito Coast. It was neither 
Nicaragua, Costa Rica, Mosquito Coast, nor a part of Central 
America. In that speech of Mr. Clayton, which he made in 1853, 
and to which I acknowledge my indebtedness for much of the 
information I have mentioned here, Mr. Clayton demonstrates by 
various evidence in the completest manner that the British Hon- 
duras was no part of Cen America. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Wisconsin if the 
exchange of opinions by the plenipotentiaries was communicated 
to the Tote fore the action of the Senate? 


Mr. VILAS. As I have said, it was not. 
notes e ive of the understanding of the two plenipotentiaries 
that the British Honduras was not within the terms of the treaty. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that. Of course it is a very impor- 
tant and grave document; but I wish to know whether or not the 
Senate was aware of that understanding. Is there anything to 
show that the Senate participated in the understanding? 

. VILAS. As I have already explained, the understanding 
was subsequent to the Senate's ratification. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I desire to ask about. 

Mr. VILAS. It took place upon the exchange of ratifications, 
and necessarily, therefore, it was after the cate had acted. 
The Senate acted with great promptness upon the treaty. 

Mr. CHILTON. Will the Senator from Wisconsin pardon me 
for a question? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. CHILTON. Is it not true that it was contended by the 
United States that the Mosquito Coast and aiso some islands, 
which were mentioned and claimed by Great Britain afterwards, 
did not fall within the exception which was made by the British 
ambassador at the time of the exchange of ratifications? 

Mr. VILAS. As to some of it, thatis true. It was contended 
and claimed by some of our officials that the Honduras was within 
the terms as well, and that, though excepted by those notes of the 
ete they could not be operative upon the treaty. 

ere might be serious discussion about that still, sir. if it were not 
for another fact which I am about to mention, and that is that after 
we had made these contentions Great Britain receded and yielded 
the point in respect to her possessions that were complained of. 

Let me now draw attention tosome information on that subject. 
I will read from a message by President Buchanan, who had taken 
ground against Great Britain upon some of these points. In his 
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fourth annual message, of 1860, he uses the language which I will 
quote and simply adopt, without further collection of evidence, as 


a complete and controlling proof of the existence of the fact upon 
which I am predicating this feature of my argument. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield 1o the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. VILAS. With pleasure. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. VILAS. I hope the Senator will not do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Kentucky sug- 
gests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aidrich, Cullom, McBride, Roach, 
Allen, Daniel, McMillan, Shoup, 
Bacon, Faulkner, Mantle, Smith, 
Baker, Gallinger, Martin, Stewart, 
Berry, Gray, Mills, Thurston, 
Blanchard, Hale, Morgan, Tillman, 
Brice, Hansbrough, Palmer, Turpie, 
Caffery, Hawley, Pasco, ilas, 
Call, Hoar, Peffer, Walthall. 
Chilton, Irby, Perkins, 

Cockreil, Lindsay, Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-two Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is not present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island that the Sergeant- 
at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. GRAY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Delaware will not insist 
upon his motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, the Senator from Delaware moves that 
the Senate adjourn. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. HOAR and Mr. ALDRICH called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLaTr}. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarp]. If he 
were in his seat, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]. I do not know how he 
would vote if present. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]. 
Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). 
pair with the Senator from ee 

). 


I am paired with 


I announce my 
BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was ca I am pai 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots]. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called), I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cam- 
ERON}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to announce my pair with the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. WILson]. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I havea — pair with the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. Not seeing him in his seat, I with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. CHILTON. I was requested to announce that the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. Bate], who is absent, is paired with the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea 

eral pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 

ETMORE]. As he is not here, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SHOUP (after having voted in the negative). I havea 
— air with the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], 

ut as I am informed that, if present, he would vote as I have 
voted, I will allow my vote to stand. 


with the 


The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 25; as follows: 
YEAS—12. 
Allen, Daniel, Lindsay, Palmer, 
Baker, Gray, Martin, Thurston, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Mills, Tillman. 
NAYS—25. 
Aldrich, Hale, Morgan, Sewell, 
Allison, Hansbrough, Nelson, Shoup, 
Chilton, Hawley, Peffer, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hoar, Perkins, Teller 
Faulkner, Oe Pettigrew, 
McBride, Pug 
\ Mantle, 
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Bacon, Carter. Jones, Nev. Sherman. 
Bate, Chandler, Kyle, Smith, 
Berry, Clark, Squire, 
Blackburn, Davis, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Dubois, Mitchell, Oreg. Vest, 
Brice, Elkins, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Brown, Gear, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Burrows, George, Murphy, Walthall, 
= — oe 
Jaffery, on, tt etmore, 
Call, rman, Pritchard, te, 
Cameron, Harris, Proctor, Wilson, 
Cannon, Hill, Quay, Wolcott. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon the 
motion of the Senator from Rhode Island that the Sergeant-at- 
Arms be directed to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw the motion, as it is evident there 
is a quorum present. I ask that there may be a call of the Sen- 
ate, the yeas and nays having disclosed the fact that there is no 

uorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll call having developed 
the absence of a quorum, the Chair will direct a call of the Senate, 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

Aldrich, 


Cullom, McMillan, Roach, 
Allen, avis, Mantle, Sewell, 
Allison, Faulkner, ¥ Shoup, 
Bacon, e, Mills, Smith, 
oer. Sg nger, — Wis. Ste 

rry, ray, organ, : 

Blanchard, e, Nelson, Thusston, 
Brice, Hansbrough, Palmer, 
Burrows, wiley, 
Caffery, oar, Peffer, Walthall, 
Call, Irby, Perkins, te. 
Chilton, nae Pettigrew, 

McBride, Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty Senators having answered 
to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present. The Chair will 
ask the indulgence of the Senator from Wisconsin that he may lay 
before the Senate a resolution from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 


COUNT OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 


ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was read: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
two Houses of Saeee assemble in the Hall of the House of Represent- 
atives,on Wedn y, the 10th da 


y of February, 1897, at 1 o’clock in the after- 
neon, pene to the req t of the Constitution and laws relating to 
ee 


ion of. President and Vice-President of the United States, and the 
President of the Senate shall be the officer; that two persons 
—- tellers on the part of the Senate two on the part of the House 
° presentatives to make a list of the votes as they shall be declared; that 
the result shali be delivered to the President of Senate, who shall an- 
nounce the state of the vote and the persons elected to the two Houses assem- 


bled as aforesaid, which shall be deemed a declaration of the persons elected 


President and Vice-President of the United States, and, together with a list 
of the votes, be entered on the Journals of the two Houses. 

Mr. HOAR. That is a precise copy of the resolution adopted 
four years ago and eight years , and I presume in previous 
years on like occasions. I ask the ate to concur in it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and the concurrent reso- 
lution is before the Senate. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I corcur entirely with the reso- 
lution of the House of Representatives with the exception of the 
declaration of the election of President. The Constitution pe. 
vides in express terms that the person receiving a majority sha’! 
be the President; it does not provide for any announcement by 
the Houses. The words in the resolution, as far as they relate to 
the declaration of the election of President, are words of superero- 
gation; they are not sustained by any words in the Constitution 
of the United States, and they are not sustained by any precedent 
in the action of Congress. 

Mr. MILLS. The Houses refused it in 1877. 

Mr. TURPIE. They havealwaysrefusedit. Thereis no power 
to declare it, but it is declared by the Constitution that the person 
receiving the majority shall be the President of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. t objection was taken by, I think, the Senator 
from Vermont, Mr. Edmunds, eight years ago. It was considered, 
and I think the Senate almost unanimously to abide by 
this Atany rate, it is the customary . [have 
the Journal here containing a resolution of which this is a copy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is the resolution in the same language that 


was used eight and four 
Mr. HOAR. eed opty I have the Journal 


? 
. It has been carefull eae ' me, but by the 
pare. chek or the aed.” a 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the concurrent resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 


Ordered, That the tellers on the part of the Senate authorized by the con- 
cnn anal the two Houses relating to the Saas the electoral 
yotes for President and Vice-President of the United States be appointed by 
the Vice-President. 


REPRINTING OF A DOCUMENT. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
ill proceed. 
“Mr TELLER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to me? 


Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask that House Document No. 279, first 
session Fifty-fourth Congress, which is the report of the special 
board sent to examine the Nicar: Canal, may be reprinted. I 
have, I am assured, the last copy that can be obtained at the docu- 
ment room, and there is quite a demand for it. I therefore ask 
that it may be ne 

Mr. COCKR . Reprinted for the use of the Senate? 

Mr. TELLER. For the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado asks 
that the usual number of copies be reprinted of the report of the 
commissioners sent to examine the Nicaragua Canal, being House 
Document No. 279, oe Co , first session. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado if 
this is a of it? [Exhibiting.] 

Mr. TELLER. It is; but it contains a good many other things, 
and there is a demand for this specialreport. I have one of those 
myself. 

Mr. VILAS. This document has only just been printed. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not care about the maps. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the order for printing be without maps, 
because with the maps it would cost over $500. 

Mr. TELLER. That printing would beexpensive. WhatIask, 
however, will be inexpensive. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from 
Colorado, the Chair understands, does not include the reprinting 
of the maps. 

Mr. LER. Not the es of the maps. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Colorado? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 3247) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to 
nee Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved 


ebruary 20, 1889. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
will proceed. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, let me recall attention to the fact 
that, when interrupted by the concurrent resolution and other 
procedure a few minutes ago, I was pointing out that the reason 
given by the Committee on Foreign Relations to sustain their 
roa that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is not obligatory, 

ependent upon their assertion that the British Government had 
violated that treaty by retaining a protectorate over what was 
claimed to be a part of the Mosquito Coast of Central America, 
had lost whatever efficacy it ever might have possessed because of 
the fact that, after all the discussion een our Government and 
Great Britain in t to the interpretation of the treaty, Great 
Britain had and surrendered the disputed claim of pro- 
tectorate, which I pu to show by an extract from the mes- 
sage of President Sackehen to Con in 1860, for which con- 
venient proof I am indebted to my learned friend from Virginia 
[Mr. DaNnrEet]: 

Our relations with Great Britain are of the most friendly character. 
cvising from the Clayton and Bulwer treaty, and. trem the right of search 

e ; 
a by the Brith Government, eve bean amicably and honorably 

The and Bulwer treaty between the 
two Goreeieenin alates tien eakeinat the dinpan.ion, bore a threat- 


ening aspect, have resulted in a final cettlement entirely satisfactory to this 
Government. In last annual m formed Consgress t the 
ish Government 


ovem 
Bey bienitiae nae partof the Republic of aoe. It may be 
cbserved that tus stiputations these treaties conf: in every i pocsens 
particular to the ts adopted e = 0 ates | ate 
Br t because of its Mjection to th pam Ay Be . 
o je amenda- 
ment of islan, 
py Pate hg Eh ds in 
Thus, Mr. President, we have the solemn declaration to Con- 
gress in 1860 by the President of the United States that the very 


facts alleged to have taken place in 1858, and upon which the com- 
mittee base their objection to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, had 
been entirely obliterated so far as they might furnish a founda- 
tion of objection; and the United States not only had not exer- 
cised its right to claim an avoidance of the treaty by reason of the 
alleged breach of it on the part of Great Britain, but had main- 
tained it, and finally Great Britain had receded from the particular 
obnoxious fact upon which the complaint had been based. And 
thus the treaty was left not even longer voidable, because nobody 
can pretend that unless the right of election was exercised while 
the cause of offense continued, the right of election departed from 
_ when, at our own remonstrance, the cause of offense was with- 


wh. 

Mr. President, I wish to allude to another thing. 
to my friend the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery] for 
another convenient statement. He put in my hand a moment 
ago a reference to the dispatch from Mr. Cass, when Secretary of 
State, to Lord Napier, in November, 1858, and in reading this para- 
graph I am returning to the other point of objection to the treaty, 
that it was obsolete, as claimed the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, because of the fact that it related to a particular proj- 
ect by a particular concern, a proposition which I think I have 
Guendy sufficiently demolished by showing that so far from relat- 
ing to a particular project it was by its words, employed ex indus- 
tria to convey that meaning, directed to any possible route of com- 
munication between the seas over the Isthmus, and to continue 
not for the term of any particular project, but forever. 

In this connection I recall again the —— article of that treaty 
in order that I may point out, although I have once read it, some 
significant words. e eighth article of that treaty, as will be 
remembered, was: 

The Governments of the United States and Great Britain having not only 
desired, in entering into this convention to en a particular object, 
but also to estab! a general principle, they hereby agree to extend their 
protection by treaty stipulations to any other practicable communications, 


whether by canal or railway, across the isthmus which connects North and 
South America, etc. 


When it was proposed on the of Great Britain to entertain 
negotiations for an abrogation of it or achange of it, Mr. Cass said 
in 1858, at the very time when we were contending over the question 
of interpretation whether the Balize was within its terms or not: 


While the declared object of that convention had reference to the construc- 
tion of a ship canal, by the way of San Juan and the lakes of Nicaragua and 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean, yet it avowed none the 
less p! y a general principle in reference to all yrectsensie communications 
across the Isthmus, and laid down a distinct policy by which the practical 
operation of this principle was likely to be kept free from ail embarrassment. 

Mr.GRAY. The Senator is reading from Mr. Cass? 

Mr. VILAS. Iam reading from Mr. Cass’s dispatch. He pro- 
ceeds: 

The principle was that the interoceanic routes should remain under the 
sovereignty of the states through which they ran, and be neutral and free to 
all nations alike. The policy was that in order to prevent any government 
outside of those states from obtaining undue control or influence over those 
interoceanic transits no such nation should “erect or maintain any fortifica- 
tions commanding the same, or in vicinity thereof, or should occupy or for- 
tify or colonize or assume or exercise any dominion over Nicaragua, Costa 
Rica, the Mosquito Coast, or any part of Central America.” 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Mr. President, I suggest the 
absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
su ts the want ofa quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 

e Secretary seoscated to call the roll, and called the name of 
Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the roll call and before 
an answer to the call, the Senator from Virginia moves that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that an adjournment can not be moved 
until after the call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will hold that a mo- 
tion to adjourn is always in order, whether a quorum is present 
or not, and therefore it is not necessary to call the roll to ascertain 
the presence of a quorum. 

r. HOAR. I understand, if the Chair will pardon me, that 
when the want of a quorum is suggested, by the rule the roll 
must be called, and while the Senate is executing its order a 
motion to adjourn can not be entertained. You can not move to 
adjourn in the middle of a call of the yeas and nays, or in the 
middle of the execution of any other order of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would hold that if 
the Secretary had proceeded to call the roll and the first name had 
been answered to, that then the motion would be too late. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that the vote on the motion to adjourn 
be taken by the yeas and - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can not entertain any 

, not even a request for unanimous consent, until after 


Tam indebted 
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the suggestion of a want of a quorum has been acted upon. The | 


question is on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. DANIEL. The roll call had begun, but no one had an- 
swered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so ruled, and there- 
fore the motion of the Senator from Virginia is in order. 

The question js on the motion of the Senator from Virginia that 
the Senate do now adjourn, upon which the Senator from Rhode 
Island demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roil. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatT}. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky {[Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. MANTLE (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Marri]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
Senator from Washington [Mr. WILson}. 
hold my vote. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I will for the day 
announce my general pair with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL}. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 
I ask thet this announcement may apply to all the votes during 
the day. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea 
general pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Wetmore}. As he has not voted, I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 24; as follows: 


I am paired with 


Tam paired with 


Tam paired with the 
In his absence I with- 


YEAS—17. 
Allen, Gray, Palmer, Thurston, 
Caffery, Hill, Pettigrew, Turpie. 
Chilton, Lindsay, Roach, 
Cockrell, Mills, Smith, 
Daniel, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 

NAYS—24. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Hoar, Pugh, ‘ 
Allison, Faulkner, Lodge, Sewell, 
Brice, Frye, McBride, Sherman, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Morgan, Shoup, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Peffer, Stewart, 
Davis, Hawley, Perkins, White. 

NOT VOTING—48. 

Bacon, Chandler, Jones, Ney. Proctor, 
Baker, Clark, Kyle, Quay, 
Bate, Elkins, McMillan, Squire, 
Berry, Gear, Mantle, Tillman, 
Blackburn, George, Martin, Vest, 
Bianchard, Gibson, Mitchell, Oreg. Vilas, 
3rown, Gordon, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gorman, Murphy, Walthall, 
Call, Hale, Nelson, Warren, 
Cameron, Harris, Pasco, Wetmore, 
Cannon, Irby, Platt, Wilson, 
Carter, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, Wolcott. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
vote, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators re- 
sponded to their names: 


Aldrich, Cullom, Lodge, Sewell, 
Allen, Daniel, McBride, Sherman, 
Allison, Davis, Mantle, Shoup, 
Bacon, Dubois, Morgan, Teller, 
Baker, Faulkner, Palmer, Thurston, 
Berry, Frye, Pasco, Vilas, 
Brice, Gallinger, Peffer, Walthall, 
Burrows, Gray. Perkins, White. 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, 

Carter, Hawley, Pugh, 

Cockrell, Hoar, Roach, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-one Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is not present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attend- 
ance of absent Senators, pending which the Senator from Nebraska 
moves that the Senate adjourn. The question is on themotion of 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
be directed to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will exe- 
cute the order of the Senate. 

Mr.SEWELL. Pending the execution of the order, I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business 

Mr, ALDRICH. That can not be done. 


Lam paired with | 


| 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no quorum, no m 
tion can be entertained except a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not sure whether it would be in order +o 
ask that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas] might be allow: 
to continue his speech. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. That would not be in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam very sorry to see the Senator from Wi-. 
consin cut off in this untimely way. ([Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that, pend. 
ing the execution of the order of the Senate by the Sergeant-t- 
Arms, nothing is in order but a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. VILAS. What was the request of the Senator from Rho 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH]? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator fr») 
Rhode Island was to direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to request | 
attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. VILAS. I understood that the Senator from Rhode Is!an( 
desired that I should have leave to proceed. I should like to ey 
gage him long enough in hearing what there is in objection : 
the pending bill to assure him that he would not vote for it—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. [rise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that, pend- 
ing the execution of the order of the Senate, nothing can be done, 
and no motion can be entertained except a motion to adjourn. 

After some little delay, 

Mr. CULLOM. May I inquire what is before the Senate, Mr, 
President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Nothing is before the Sena‘ 
except the execution of the order of the Senate, and no motion is 
in order except a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think I shall make that motion pretty soon. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. Linpsay entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 


s 


A 


Mr. HOAR. I inquire how many are lacking of a quorum, Mr, 
President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate lacks three of a 
quorum. 


Mr. LINDSAY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itis very evident that we shall not get a quorum 
to-night, so I have no objection to the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kentucky. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 18 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 
4, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, Pebruary 3, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by the 
Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENry N. CoupEN. 

— ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


PRINTING OF AGRICULTURAL BULLETIN ON THE COTTON PLANT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a concurrent resolution 
providing for the printing of additional copies of Bulletin No. +, 
United States Department of Agriculture, entitled The Cotton 
Plant: Its History, etc., with a Senate amendment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was concurred in. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 3328) to amend an act entitled “ An act to repeal the 
timber-culture laws, and for other purposes;” and bd 

A bill (S. 738) authorizing the establishment of a pier-head lig) 
at or near South Milwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin. 

PRINTING OF CONSULAR REGULATIONS, 1896. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of House joint resolution 241, providing for the printing o! 
the Consular Regulations of 1896. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed for the use of the members of the two 
Houses of Congress 1,000 copies of the Consular lations of 1896, and 50) 


copies of the same to be delivered to the Superintendent of Documents, te |" 
sold by him at their cost of printing. 


The report (by Mr. PERKINS) was read, as follows: 


Your Committee on Printing, having had under consideration House joint 
resolution No. 241, “ Providing tor the — of the Consular Regulations 


for same and recommend that 


the substitute be 
“Joint resolution providing for the pees of the Consular Regulations of 


“ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress annem ed Tet Canes to printed of the Consular P 
lations of 1896 1,400 copies, 800 copies for the uve of the Senate, 


of 189,” report the following su 
agreed to: 


u 
600 copies for 





1897. 


the use of the House of Representatives, and 500 copies to be delivered to the 
Superintendent of Documents forsale.” ; ; 

The Secretary of State recommends this action, stating that there is a de- 

and for these volumes on the part of members of Congress, merchants, and 
mn icants for consular positions, which can not be supphed by the Depus t 
cont ‘as the Department has merely enough copies for its own use and for 
fistribution to the consular and diplomatic officers and to members of the 
dij il matic corps in Washington. 

The Public Printer estimates the cost of 
$1,059 

The SPEAKER. 
of the bill? Pes 

There was no objection. . 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I call attention to the substitate. 





printing under this resolution at 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


Mr. CANNON. How many copies are provided for in the sub- | 


stitute? 

Mr. PERKINS. Fourteen hundred. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to make it 3,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of State has only 
requested 1,000. That is his recommendation, and the committee 
made it 1,400, giving the Senate 300 copies, the House 600, and 5v0 
copies to be placed with the Superintendent of Documents for sale. 
The committee has no information of any larger number being 

quired. 

Vs Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out “1,400” and insert 
«3 000.” and if the gentleman will give me a minute, | will tell 
him why. 

Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. CANNON. 
has been very thoroughly done, and 
type is set up, the cost of printing will be very slight. I will ask 
the gentleman how much the printing of the 1,400 copies will cost? 

Mr. PERKINS. The cost for the printing of 1,400 copies will 
be $1,050. 

Mr. CANNON. That is less than a dollar a volume, about 75 
or 80 cents. Now, 1,400 copies of the Consular Regulations is a 
very small number. It seems to me that 3,000 would be a small 
number for the use of the House and Senate. I want to say to 
my friend that this is one book that a great many people are 
inquiring about, and I think the people of the United States are 
more able to pay this trifling expense than are the respective mem- 
bers of Congress to purchase the volumes to send to worthy people 
who ask for them. 

Mr. TERRY. Do you not know that this will get youintoa heap 
of trouble? 

Mr. CANNON, I think very likely that this is about all that 
most of the gentlemen who are inquiring about it will get. 

Mr. TERRY. 


Certainly. 


then begin to write to you about it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, the resolution introduced by the 
gentleman from Illinois, chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs [Mr. Hirt], calls for 1,000 copies. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I have no objection to the House increasing this number, 
if it sodesires. The gentleman in making his amendment should 
state how he desires this additional number of copies distributed. 
aun CANNON. I want all the increase to go to the House and 

enate. 

Mr. PERKINS. It will have to be stated in the resolution. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. Let us first adopt this amendment, 
and then I will trust to my friend to fix the other. 

Mr. PERKINS. How many additional copies does the gentle- 
man suggest? 

Mr. CANNON. Three thousand copies altogether. 

Mr. PERKINS. Say you make it 1,500 additional. 
be 500 for the Senate and 1,000 for the House. 

Mr. CANNON. That is satisfactory to me. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Illinois state his 
amendment? 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask thai the substitute be read, Mr. Speaker. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed of the Consular Regulations of 1896 
1,400 copies, 300 copies for the use of the Senate, 600 copies for the use of the 


House of Representatives, and 500 copies to be delivered to the Superintend- 
ent of Documents for sale. 


Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman from Illinois, as I understand, 
desires to strike out ‘‘ three hundred for the use of the Senate” 
and insert ‘‘ eight hundred,” and strike out ‘‘six hundred for the 
use of the House” and insert ‘‘ sixteen hundred.” 

Mr, CANNON. That is satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. That will increase the whole number to 2,900. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 2 strike out the word “fourteen” and insert the words “twenty- 
nine;” so as to read, “twenty-nine hundred copies;" and strike out ‘three ” 
and insert “eight,” and strike out “six ’’ and insert “sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The substitute as amended was a 

The joint resolution as amen 


That will 


eed to. 
was ordered to be engrossed 


I suggest to the gentleman that every one of your 
people whe gets a copy of the book will find an office in it, and | 





I have seen a copy of this book. The work | 
understand, now that the | 
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for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. : 
On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 
ANNIE E. NOLAN. 
Mr. WOOD. 














Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disag wo Houses 
on the amen nt of the House of Rep ta t IY, “An 
act granting an increase of pension to A t N I ] ull 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and I i ir 
respective Houses as follows: 

hat the Senate recede from its disagreement to thea 1@ 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as foll ° 


amount proposed to be inserted insert $0; and the House agree to th 
BENSON WOOD 
S. 8. KIRKPATRICK 


Managers « t} part of t H 
J. H. GALLINGER 
JNO. L. MITCHELI 
Managers on th part of the Senat 
The statement is as follows: 
The managers on the part of the House of Representatives make the fol- 
lowing Statement upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
The bill as originally passed the Senate carried a pension of $50 per month 
This was reduced by the action of the House to $25. The effect of the conter- 
ence report is to give the beneficiary a pension of $0 per month 
_ The managers on the part of the House have been led to make this conces 
sion from the fact that the soldier died of disease contracted in the vice 





after an honorable career of over thirty-one years. He entered the Regular 
Army as a private, and by good conduct was promoted through the several 
grades to that of major of the Third United States Cavairy 
BENSON WOOD. 
S. S. KIRKPATRICK 
Manag he Ho ki 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the conference report 
be agreed to. 
The motion was agreed to. 


rs on the part of 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—CORNETT Vs. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, several days ago 
my colleague upon the Committee on Elections No. 3 gave notice 
of his desire to call up to-day the contested-election case of Cor- 
nett against Swanson, from the Fifth district of Virginia; and no- 
tice having been given, and there being a general understanding 
that it is to come up, I now call up that case for considerati: 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk wiil report the resolutions of the 
committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That George W. Cornett was not elected a Representative to 
Fifty-fourth Congress of the United States from the Fifth district of \ 
ginia. 

Resolved, That Claude A. Swanson was duly elected a Representat 
the Fifty-fourth Congress of the United States from the Fifth district of Vir 
ginia, and is entitled to his seat. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the minority resolution as 
a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. 


SWANSON, 


The Clerk will report the minority res 


ution, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That neither Claude A. Swanson nor George W. ( ' ag 
elected a member of the House of Representatives from the Fifth Congress 
sional district of Virginia for the Fifty-fourth Congress of the United st 


and that neither of them is entitled to the seat 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute, 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I will say just 
one word to the House at this moment in order to state precisely 
what theissueis. The record shows that the contestee was elected 
by about 2,300 majority over the contestant. The contestant at 
tacked about 12 precincts out of 144 in the district. If we exc!ude 
every one of those precincts that are attacked, it still leaves the 
contestee elected by something over 1,500 majority. There is no 
way possible in mathematics by which it can be figured out that 
the contestant has a majority, and his case is abandoned; and the 
case presented to the House to-day, or which will be presented by 
my friend from Michigan {Mr. Tuomas], my colleague upon the 
committee, is this: He claims that the election law of Virginia is 
unconstitutional, and therefore there was no valid election, and 
that the sitting member is not entitled tosit here. That question 
I shal] not take the time of the House to discuss now, except sim- 
ply to say that the House has already seated two members in con- 
tests who were elected under the same law, and that the rest of 
the delegation from Virginia who sit here uncontested sit here 
under that law. I think it may be well, perhaps, to have stated 
more particularly the questions of fact raised by the record. [ 
will yield to my colleague from Virginia upon the committee 
{[Mr. JonES], who prepared the report of the majority, for a state- 
ment of the facts in the case. Otherwise, | reserve my time. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Will thegentleman yield to me for 
nestion? 
ir. McCALL of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Do I understand the gentleman to 
state that, excluding all the precincts that are attacked in the dis- 
trict. it still leaves the contestee a majority of 1,500? 


a 
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Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. 


The gentleman has a correct 
understanding. Excluding every one of the precincts concerning 
which any evidence whatever is adduced, it still leaves the con- 
testee with a plurality of 1,539 votes. Inow yield tomy colleague. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, in presenting to the House the 
views of the majority of the committee which examined and re- 
ported this case, I shall not attempt to go to any considerable 
length into a discussion of the numerous legal and constitutional 
questions which are raised in the briefs of counsel and which are 
elaborately argued in the report of the minority. It is enough to 
say to the House now that he contestant in this case assails the 
election law under which this election was held. Assails it in 
the first place because, as it is alleged, the secrecy of the ballot, 
which is secured to the voter by the constitution of Virginia, is 
invaded by this law, and that in addition thereto numbers of 
voters qualified under the constitution of Virginia to vote were 
hindered and prevented from voting by those who conducted the 
election under this law. 

As has already been stated to the House by my distinguished 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. McCa.u]}, this election law has stood the test of a decision 
of the supreme court of the State of Virginia. As has also been 
stated to the House, every member of this House from Virginia 
holds his seat upon this floor under a law which is now for the 
first time assailed. Already this House has seated my colleague, 
Mr. Tuorp, from the Fourth Virginia district, thereby declarin 
that the election law of Virginia is both constitutional and valid. 
Already this House, in the case of Yost vs. Tucker, has decided 
that my colleague, Mr. TUCKER, is entitled to a seat upon this 
floor. If, Mr. Speaker, the then election law of Virginia was 
unconstitutional, if the law under which this election was held 
was fraudulent, invalid, and inoperative, as is maintained in the 
minority report, then, as a matter of fact, neither my colleague, 
General WALKER, from the Ninth district, nor myself, nor any 
other Representative from Virginia is entitled to a seat upon this 
floor. 

The committee, however, have found in their examination of 
this case that even if the provisions of the Virginia election law 
which are assailed in the report of the minority are invalid, inoper- 
ative, and unconstitutional, as they are alleged to be—even in 
that event, they would have no difficulty in finding that the con- 
testee, Mr. Swanson, was legally elected, and therefore entitled 
to retain his seat. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. May I ask the gentleman 
whether the courts of Virginia have declared the election law to 
be unconstitutional? 

Mr. JONES. On the contrary, the supreme court of Virginia, 
by a unanimous decision, has declared that this election law is 
constitutional; and let me say further to the gentleman that the 
objection urged by the contestant to this law is that it is obnox- 
ious to certain provisions of the constitution of the State of Vir- 
ginia, not of the Federal Constitution. Mr. Speaker, I repeat, the 
committee, after carefully investigating all these legal and con- 
stitutional questions, have come to the deliberate conclusion 
that even if those provisions of the election law which are as- 
sailed were inoperative and unconstitutional, there would still 
remain enough of the law under which the election was held to 
leave no question as to the fairness and legality of the contestee’s 
election. 

The Fifth Congressional district of the State of Virginia is 
composed of 7 counties and 2 cities. In that district there are 
144 election precincts, and the evidence which has been taken in 
this case applies to and affects only 12 of those 144 precincts. 
The notice of contest only informs the contestee that the vote in 
5 of these 144 precincts will be drawn in question. The commit- 
tee has carefully gone into the vote in each one of these 12 pre- 
cincts as to which any testimony has been taken, although as to 
7? of them no notice was given in the notice of contest, and we 
have found that, giving to the contestant the full benefit of every 
claim set up by him, either in his notice of contest or in the briefs 
of counsel, he still lacks more than 1,500 votes of enough to elect 
him. The first precinct assailed in the notice of contest is the 
—— Ward of the city of Danville. In that city there are three 
wards. 

The third is the only one with reference to which any testi- 
mony has been taken, and nearly one-half of the record in this 
case is taken up with testimony bearing upon and related to that 
particular precinct. I may say, by way of preface, that this pre- 
cinct is known to be the largest Democratic precinct in the Fifth 
Congressional district. It embraces within its limits the resident 
portion of the city of Danville, and within that precinct the 
wealthiest and most intelligent people of the city reside. There 
are in that precinct, upon the poll books, as this record discloses, 
280 more white voters than there are colored voters, and it is 
established by the testimony of the witnesses for the contestant 
that in this precinct the white people as arule vote the Demo- 
cratic ticket, and the colored people as a rule vote the Republican 


ticket. According to the returns of the commissioners of electio 
although the white voters outnumber the colored voters by 290 
the contestee’s majority in this precinct was only 228, ae 

Now, without going into this mass of testimony, which, as } 
have said, covers nearly one-half of the record in this case, I wil] 
merely state that the committee in dealing with this case, and 
knowing that it would make no difference as to the result, have 
thrown out this entire precinct and taken from Mr. Swanson 
every one of his majority in the largest Democratic precinct in 
the Fifth Congressional district. r. Swanson’s returned ma- 
jority is 2,333. ne from that his majority of 228 at this 
precinct will leave him still 2,105 majority. 

The next precinct attacked by the contestant in the notice of 
contest is that of Design, in the county of Pittsylvania. The con- 
testant claims in his notice of contest that this precinct should be 
thrown out, because there were not provided by the election offi- 
cers sufficient booths to accommodate all those offering to vote. 
If we grant this claim without going into an analysis of the tes- 
timony, because, as I have already said, to make this admission 
does not affect the result in this case—if we concede, merely for 
the sake of argument, that the contention of the contestant is a 
just one and disfranchise every legal voter at this precinct, the 
result would simply be to take from Mr. Swanson 52 additional 
votes, which oa still leave him a majority of 2,053. 

The third precinct assailed in the notice of contest is that of 
Stokesland, also in the county of Pittsylvania. There were re- 
jected at that precinct for certain imperfections and irregulari- 
ties 111 ballots. But the contestant claims in his brief that a cer- 
tain witness of his proved that there were 157 votes cast for him 
in that precinct. This would hardly be regarded as convincing 
testimony by anybody in the face of the official returns. It would 
therefore be showing the greatest liberality toward the contestant 
if we had said that every one of those 111 votes which were 
rejected on account of imperfect marking ought to have been 
counted for the contestant. But we go further than that, and we 
give to him, in order to show the absurdity of his claim, the 157 
votes which one of his witnesses says ought to have been counted 
for him. To do this will leave the contestee still a majority of 
1,896. 

The fourth precinct mentioned in the contestant’s notice is that 
of Dry Fork, in Pittsylvania County. The contestant claims that 
a list of those who said they voted for him was kept at this pre- 
cinct, and that he was entitled to 65 votes, and not 43, as the 
returns gave him. He also claims that the contestee actually 
received 46, instead of 68 votes returned for him. Concede this 
to be true—allow both claims—and he would be entitled to 44 
additional votes. Deduct those 44 votes, and the contestee still 
has a majority of 1,852. 

The fifth and last ae as to which there is any mention or 
charge in the notice of contest is that of Martinsville, in the county 
of Henty. As tothis precinct there is considerable testimony; but 
the contestant fails to state what he claims is due him at this pre- 
cinct, or what disposition the committee or this House ought to 
make of the vote of the precinct. There were rejected as illegal 
at this precinct 88 votes. The contestant’s majority at the pre- 
cinct was 40. If we were to give to him every one of those re- 
jected votes, it would be all that he couldclaim; but inasmuch as 
it would be more favorable to him to throw out the entire poll, we 
do that, and instead of deducting 88 votes from the contestee's 
majority we deduct 40, leaving the majority of the contestec 1,512. 

I have now briefly gone over the 5 precincts that are mentioned 
in the notice of contest. There are 7 other precincts, not men- 
tioned in the notice of contest, but as to which testimony was 
taken. I will take up each one of those precincts one by one. 
Let us first take Young’s precinct, in Franklin County. There 
the contestee’s majority was 7. The contestant failed to make in 
his brief any specific claim as to this precinct. The best claim that 
could be made for him from his testimony is to deduct 2 votes 
from Swanson and to give Cornett 28, making a difference of 3. 
If we threw out the whole precinct, it would take only 7 votes 
from Swanson. As it would be more favorable to the contestant 
to give him the 80 additional votes, the committee in its compu- 
tation have given them to him, and therefore I deduct them from 
the contestee’s majority. To do this will leave the contestee a 
majority of 1,782. 

Rocky Mount is another precinct concerning which testimony 
was taken, although not mentioned in the notice. The returned 
vote for the contestee at that precinct was 241; that for the con- 
testant, 147; rejected ballots, 38. The most advantageous thing 
for the contestant being to throw out this precinct, instead of 
counting for him the 38 rejected ballots, we throw it out, and 
thus take from the contestee’s majority 94, leaving his majority 
1,688. In that county, containing 19 precincts, these are the only 
2 precincts concerning which any testimony at all was taken. 

The next precinct is Stuart’s, in the county of Patrick. The 
white registered voters in that county numbered 2,459; the colored 
voters, only 840. There are witnesses for the contestant whe 
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ere was no fraud or unfairness jn the election any- 
where hay Ay sety No specific claim is made by the contestant 
in his brief as to this precinct. The contestee’s majority there 
was 32, and there were rejected 20 votes. In our computation we 
throw out the entire precinct; and though the contestant himself 
does not ask for it, we take those 32 votes from the contestee, 
leaving him still 1,656 majority over the contestant. 

Ridgeway precinct, Henry County, is also drawn in question by 
reason of certain testimony having been taken in regard to it. 
The contestant makes no specific claim as to this precinct. The 
contestee’s vote at this precinct was 152, the contestant’s 105, giv- 
ing the contestee a majority of 47. Thecommittee, without going 
into the evidence in regard to this precinct, and with the sole pur- 
pose of showing that the contestant has no case according to his 
own showing, throw out this poll and take this majority away 
from the contestee. It will leave him 1,609 majority. 

At Scotts Tanyard precinct the contestant’s vote was 73 and the 
contestee’s 48. The contestant’s majority at this precinct was 25, 
the rejected ballots 15. There was no specific claim made as to 
this precinct by the contestant, but to throw out the poll would 
be to take from him 25 votes. So, instead of throwing out the 
poll in this case, as the committee has done in the other cases 
where the contestee had the majority, we have counted every 
rejected vote for the contestant. This would reduce the con- 
testee’s majority to 1,594. But lest it should be thought that on 
account of the alleged misconduct of the constable at this precinct 
more than that should be done for the contestant, we have con- 
cluded to give the contestant every vote he received, and every 
ballot which was rejected but not counted, no matter for whom 
intended, and to take from Swanson, the contestee, every single 
vote that was cast for him at this precinct. When we have done 
this, there is still left to Swanson a majority of 1,546. 

Jacksonville precinct, Floyd County, is the next precinct drawn 
in question. this is the only precinct in that county concerning 
which there is any testimony. The contestant fails to specify in 
his brief what he claims as to this precinct, and the committee was 
left in doubt as to what he desired it should do. 

One Sowder, a lawyer and a Republican, testifies that 42 bal- 
lots were rejected, and all the witnesses agree that 26 of them 
were illegal; and it was found that of the 16 that it was thought 
should be counted, 3 were for Swanson and 13 for Cornett, the 
contestant. If the difference between 3 and 13 of the ballots re- 
jected, namely 10, is added to the contestant’s vote, the contestee 
would still have a majority of 1,536. 

At Independence precinct, in Grayson County, testimony was 
also taken, and this is the last of the 12 with reference to which 
any testimony whatever was taken. At this precinct the judges 
rejected 30 ballots. In this number only 4 votes could have been 
affected, as shown by the testimony. We have deducted these 4 
votes from the contestant’s majority and leave him still a clear 
majority of 1,532 votes over the contestant, after counting and 
allowing every single claim that is made on his part either in no- 
tice of contest or in briefs of counsel and after giving him the 
benefit of all doubts. The committee did not believe, and I do not 
believe, that any of these claims were established. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the House to 
another matter that may be deemed of some importance by some 
members of this body. In the last contested-election case from 
Virginia determined by this House a great deal of discussion was 
had and a great deal said about ballots rejected on account of im- 
proper marking. In the county of Carroll no testimony was taken 
affecting a single vote; but there is a certificate in the record from 
the county clerk of that county which merely shows that there 
were rejected as improperly marked 124 ballots in that county. 
There were cast in that county 2,568 votes, so that according ts 
this certificate less than 5 per cent of the total vote polled in the 
county of Carroll was rejected on account of improper marking. 
There is no claim in the notice of contest, there is no evidence taken 
to show that one single one of these rejected votes was improperly 
rejected. There is simply that isolated fact in the record that 
there werethat many rejected votes. Take every oneof these votes 
and give them to the contestant, and, as I have already shown, it 
would not materially affect the contestee’s majority. - 

_A great deal was also said in that contested-election case from 
V ewe to which 1 have just alluded in regard to the alternation 
of the names upon the ballots which where used at the election. 
In two of the counties in this district—the counties of Henry and 
Grayson—the names on the ballots were alternated. In Henry 
Count there were rejected 177 ballots, and in Grayson County 
the judges rejected 103 ballots, or a fraction over 7 pér cent of the 
vote polled in the one county and a fraction over 4 per cent in 
the other. If the entire polls of the two counties be rejected—if 
instead of counting these rejected ballots for contestant this House 
should deem it proper on account of the alternation of names to 
declare the election invalid in these two counties and thus aan 
thousands of voters of their right to have their legal votes counted— 
the result would not affect the contestee but to the extent of 126 
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votes, because the majority of the contestee in one county was 48 
and in the other 78. : 

But, Mr. Speaker, I have already shown that in one of these 
counties, that of Henry, the 74 votes which were rejected at Ridge- 
way and the 15 at Scotts Tan Yard have been already counted for 
contestant. So, also, contestant has been given the benefit of the 
38 votes rejected at Martinsville, in the same county. 

From the figures which I have thus given the House it 1aust be 
apparent to every member that if the entire polls of the two coun- 
ties where the names upon the ballots were alternated werethrown 
out and disregarded, the contestee would still have remaining be- 
tween 1,300 and 1,400 uncontested and unassailed majority. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is not seriously contended on the part of 
the contestant that he received a majority of. the legal votes in 
this district. It is not asserted in any brief. On the contrary, it 
is admitted in the briefs that the contestant has not made any 
tabulated statement showing that he was elected, and that he 
bases his claim that Mr. Swanson should be unseated upon the 
sole ground that the Virginia election law is unconstitutional. 
He does not ask to be given a seat on this floor. He does not claim 
to have been legally elected. The report of the minority of the 
committee does not make any such claim for him, and the resolu- 
tions which that minority have offered, as a substitute, simply 
declare that there was no election in the district. It seems to mé, 
sir, that at this late date in the Fifty-fourth Congress, when scarcely 
a month of its life remains, this House will scarcely be guilty 
of the injustice and the inconsistency of declaring a law uncon-~ 
stitutional when it has upheld the validity of that law upon three 
former occasions. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe this House will thus stultify itself, 
If this law is unconstitutional now, it was equally so when this 
House seated one member elected under it and confirmed the title 
to their seats of two other members. What could possibly be 
gained by such a course? Between now and the 4th day of March 
this district would remain unrepresented on this floor. It would 
be impossible to hold a special aeation in this limited time, and to 
send here another Representative from this district. No good 
could be accomplished by declaring that this election was invalid, 
and that the law of Virginia under which it was held was uncon- 
stitutional. 

I may add, Mr. Speaker, in this connection, that the Walton 
law, under which this election was held, was tried for the first 
time in this election in 1894. I may also add that since that time 
those features of that law which have been most vigorously 
assailed in this case have been altered or repealed by a subsequent 
act of our legislature. The law now being considered by this 
House is not the present election law of Virginia, so that in no 
sense could any good be accomplished by declaring that law to be 
unconstitutional. 

Mr. Speaker, this district is not a Republican district, as some 
people count Southern districts. This is a white district. There 
are more than twice as many white voters in this district than 
there are colored voters. For twenty-two years prior to this elec- 
tion, with only the exception of one Congress, this district has 
been represented by a Democrat, and the vote which my colleague, 
the contestee aw Swanson], received at the election which pre- 
ceded this, and before the enactment of the Walton law, resulted 
in a larger majority for him than he received at the election which 
we are now considering. So it seems to me that no argument can 
be advanced by anybody which would justify this body declaring 
this law unconstitutional. 

I have already said, Mr. Speaker, that I would not go into any 
extended discussion of the law of this case. It is the Virginia 
constitution which this law is supposed to be obnoxious to. The 
highest judicial tribunal in my State has declared that it violates 
no provision of that State constitution, and this House will not 
undertake, I think, to override that decision, which I hold to be 
sound and just in every particular. It would be a useless con- 
sumption of time for me to undertake to read to this House the 
numerous authorities bearing upon this subject, and which hold 
that the decisions of a supreme court of a State interpreting and 
construing the laws of that State should be respected by every 
other tribunal in our land. For the sake of the argument, and 
because it was the easiest way to dispose of the contestant’s pre- 
tensions and claims in this case, we have allowed him everything 
and more than he claimed. Let it be distinctly understood, how- 
ever, that the committee does not believe that the testimony in 
this case warrants this computation we have made, and which has 
only been made in order to show how utterly groundless is the 
claim that the contestant makes to a seat in this House. 

With this brief opening, I leave the case in the hands of my 
colleagues upon the committee. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, four questions arise upon the 
record in this case to which the attention of the House will be 
called in order. 

The first is as to the sufficiency of the notice of contest; the sec- 
ond is as to the right of appeal to this House; the third is as to 
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the validity of the Virginia election law known as the Walton 
law: and the fourth is the effect of its operation upon the elective 
franchise as known to our system of popular Government. 

Before entering upon the discussion of this case it will be well 
to take a comprehensive view of the election law of Virginia, 
called the Walton law, with which we are to deal. 

For this purpose I will recapitulate the summary contained in 
the minority report (Report 1473, part 2), which not only brings 
out the salient features cf the law, but throws much light upon 


the evident intent which led to its adoption and the obvious effect | 


of its operation. 

It is claimed by its supporters to be an adaptation of the Aus- 
tralian system. This initself at firstis enough to reeommend the 
law; but upon examination it will be found to bea strange adapta- 
tion and the source of great danger. It has been said there is 
nothing more dangerous than a half truth It has enough of 
sight in it to allure and attract and enough of wrong to deceive 
and ruin. 

The Walton law of Virginia is in the nature of one of these half 
truths. It has adopted the form of the Australian ballot, but 
stripped it of its essential features and destroyed its spirit and life. 
For example, the necessary complexity of a single ballot which 
must contain all the names of the various candidates is guarded 
against in other States, such as Pennsylvania, New York, Ohio, 
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Kentucky. Vermont, and Mary- 
land, where wholesome restraints are provided against a long list 
of needless candidates. By the Walton law any number of names 
can be placed on the ballot, and as was done in this election, names 
which appeared to be the saine, but which slightly differed in spell- 
ing were placed on the ballot. Other States provide such safe- 
guards against fraud as results from requiring that the several 

olitical parties shall be represented among the election officers. 
Un ler the Walton law they may all belong to one party, as they did 
in this election. In other States provisions are made for acquaint- 
ing all voters with the form and substance of the ballot by requir- 
ing it to be published in the newspapers and posted at the voting 
srecincts on and before the day of the election. By the Walton 
aw this is not only prohibited, but the two or three officials who 
print and have the custody of the ballot are prohibited by penal 
enactments from exposing them or from divulging their contents. 
In other States the names of theseveral candidates must be placed 
on the ballot in a certain order well known to the public and in 
plain roman type. By the Walton law they may, as was done in 
this election, print the names in six different orders and in the con- 
fusing type of the German text. 

In other States separate booths for every fifty and at least for 
every hundred voters must be provided. By the Walton law there 
need be but one booth for hundreds of voters, so that it might be 
a physical impossibility for all to vote, as was true in some pre- 
cincts at this election. 

In other States the illiterate elector is qualified to vote because 
every customary avenue of knowledge is open to him and the 
assistance of his friends, neighbors, and educated children is 
available. Under the Walton law all these avenues of knowledge 
are closed and the illiterate voter disqualified by being deprived 
of the assistance of any friend of hin aieaten. 

In other States the mode of election is such that every man is 
satisfied that his ballot is cast for the candidates of his choice. 
Under the Walton law the illiterate man casts a vote prepared by 
a political enemy, with nothing to satisfy him that it was not cast 
for the man he desired to defeat. 

In other States no man but the voter can know for whom he 
voted and his ballot is absolutely secret. Under the Walton law 
he must tell a special constable, even if he be a political adversary, 
whom he intends to vote for, and must either reveal the secrecy of 
his ballot or be disfranchised, whereby it clearly appears that the 
Walton law repels men from the ballot box. 

Now, our contention is that this law disqualifies every illiterate 
voter by compelling him to vote through another person; that it 
destroys the secrecy of the ballot by compelling the voter to dis- 
close the name of his candidate, and that it repels and discourages 
citizens from voting by making it possible for the political party 
which conducts the election to appropriate the illiterate vote to its 
own use, 

The first question raised in this case by the contestee is as to the 
sufficiency of the notice. 

The notice is, in substance, as follows: 

First. That the operation of the law known as the Walton election law, 
under which said election was held, was unjust, fraudulent, and illegal, in 
that no ballots nor samples thereof, nor information nor advice as to con- 
tents and the position and order of names thereon, was given or published, 
or allowed by said law to be given or published, to any elector in said dis- 
trict, but contestant alleges the fact to be that said ballots were kept in the 
secret and exclusive possession of said officers of said election, consisting of 
three judges and special constable, sworn to secrecy as to the contents of the 
same, and that each elector was compelled, after entering a private apart- 
ment or booth. to only use in voting a ballot in form as aforesaid by said 
judges furnished; and in expressing a choice for said candidates were re- 


quired to draw a horizontal line covering at least three-fourths of prin 
names of three of the candidates, leaving unmarked the name of the candi 





date for whom elector desired to vote, and that every voter unable to read 
or physically incompetent to prepare his ballot, was thus compelled a 
required to call upon the special constable to aid in preparing the same: a:.4 
that the said special constable appointed in every precinct in said dist;:.- 
was a Democrat and member of contestee’s party, and supporting contest. 
in said election. 7 

Second. That there were four names of candidates for Congress, includ 
the names of contestee and contestant, on all tickets used in voting at « 
election, all of said names being printed, as required by law, on the same | 
of paper, and that the Democratic authorities and supporters of contes 
having sole charge of and direction of printing of saic allots. wrongfu 
fraudulently, unlawfully printed and directed and caused to be printed + 
name of contestant in alternate and various positions on said tickets used 
each voting precinctin said Congressional district; that is tosay, contestan: 
name was, as aforesaid, arranged and printed on said ballots first and «; 
and third and fourth, in relation to the names of the said other contest. 
by reason of which the said contestant was unable to assist and instruct 
the true position of his name on said tickets, all voters not able to read 
ing to vote for said contestant, whereby said electors were unlawfully de) 
of the exercise of their lawful franchise and contestant deprived of 500 }ia 
more or less, meant to be cast for contestant by such illiterate voters 
that the same were unlawfully manipulated and cast or procured to lx 
and counted for contestee. 

Third. That the officers required by law to — the judges of e} 
and special constable in the cities of Danville and N sapolis con Pittsy] : 
County were furnished by the chairman of the Republican committee . i 
county with a list of wwlule and discreet Republican electors, being 
different political faith of that of contestee, and who favored the elect 
contestant, and were requested by said chairman and required by th 
of said State to select one or more of said electors to act in said trust 
contestant alleges the fact to be that the said appointing authorities w 
fully and unlawfully neglected and failed and refused so to do, that ist 
such authorities with intent to prevent a free ballot and an honest ; 
said election, appointed in the several og precincts in said pla 
5 of said electors, and that the remaining 108 of said officers so ap) i 
were of the same political Pa as contestee and in favor of contestee's 
tion, and that at 34 out of 42 voting places in said precincts there w 
appointed either a postmaster or a Federal revenue officer, or bot! i 
Federa! officials owing their respective positions to the patronage and 
curance of contestee. 

Fourth. That one of the judges of election at Design precinct, in Pittsy1- 
vania County, appointed as aforesaid, was at the time of appointment ani at 
the time of said election under indictment in a Federal court for al 
fraud and violation of the election laws of Virginia, of all which th 
appointing authorities were fully advised. 


That, in addition to the above, said notice contains twelve other 
specifications relating to insufficiency in number of booths, to : 
invasion of voting precinct by crowds, to the destroying of b:l- 
lots, to the rejection of Republican witnesses to the count, to 
frauds of special constables, to the manipulation of ballots, to the 
counting of fraudulent votes, to limiting the hours of voting, to 
bribery, and to the invasion of the booths. 

That this notice is abundantly sufficient to raise the question as 
to the constitutionality of the leer there can be no doubt. Cer- 
tainly the simple statement of the point without any specification 
whatever would be enoagh to apprise the contestee of the nature 
of the issue he would be called upon to try. 

As to allegations of fraud practiced at the election and grow- 
ing out of the operation of the law, the particularity of the speci- 
fications would depend upon the nature of the fraud. If, for 
example, the evidence of fraud was in the possession of an adverse 
party whose interests would be to hinder and obscure investixa- 
tion, then a general charge would suffice; whereas in other cases 
more specific charges might be necessary. 


THE RIGHT OF APPEAL. 


The next question in order relates to the right of the House of 
Representatives to inquire into the validity of the Walton law. 

It is apparent from what has been said that a system has been 
adopted by the legislature of Virginia by which a large body of 
her citizens are disfranchised, or, what is worse, compelled to vote 
through another person known as the vote fixer, with no possi))le 
means of verifying the votesocast; that such a system necessarily 

ls the voters from the ballot box, destroys the secrecy of the 
ballot, and disqualifies ete twas 5 a voter by withholding from 
him the ordinary means of knowledge. 

It now remains to be stated that an attempt is being made by 
the contestee to overawe the House of Representatives and silence 
criticism and close the doors of investigation by reenforcing this 
law with a decision of the supreme court of Virginia affirming ts 
constitutionality. 

As to the political rights of American citizens, let me say te 
House of Saeneaearen is preeminently the people's tribunal. 
It is familiarly known as the popular branch of the Governm: it. 
In its representative character it is very near the people. It no! 
only has original jurisdiction as to the right of a person to a svt 
in its Hall, but is also a tribunal of last resort. The most that 
could be claimed for the supreme court of Virginia in any case 
would be a concurrent jurisdiction. But after all the election 
law of a State has a twofold relation—first, as it applies to the Sta '° 
officials, and second, as it applies to the United States offici«'s. 
It would seem, therefore, that the supreme court of a State would 
have exclusive jurisdiction as to the election of State officers «1\'! 
that the House of Representatives would have exclusive juris:\\- 
tion as to the election of its members, and that there is really 110 
concurrent jurisdiction between them. If this be true, then the 
decision of neither would be a plea in bar to the other. 

But let us suppose the j i concurrent, and apply the 
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rule by which one court is governed by the decision of another in 
;ndici e. 
eee that the decision of the supreme court of Vir- 
ginia in the case of Pearsons et al. vs. Board of Supervisors, etc., 
having upheld the Walton law, the House of Representatives is 
po thereby. 

The contestee says: 

ittee mi 3 § c S cx ‘0 z o 
ap The committee mie ne supreme court ad appenie of Vinaiain tan Mabest 
aaa in the State, has passed upon this question after fullargument and by 
a unanimous court. 

I have therefore carefully examined the case cited for two 
reasons, first, to ascertain whether the supreme court of Virginia 
has legally passed upon the question, and secondly, whether the 
question is of such vital national interest as to challenge the at- 
tention of the House of Representatives whether the State court | 
has passed upon It or not. It appears that a suit inchancery was 

| 


commenced, that the bill was taken as confessed in the lower 
court, that there was no appearance or opposition by the defend- 
ant. and on the hearing the case was dismissed for want of juris- | 
diction; and from this judgment the petitioners appealed to the | 
supreme court, which im turn refused the appeal for the reason, 
as they state, that the petitioners had a plain and adequate rem- 
edy at Jaw under section 836 of the Code of Virginia, without re- 
sorting to the court of chancery. 

While, therefore, the existence of this suit was of short duration 
and barren of real results, a trifling incident, which at first ap- 
peared of no significance, unexpectedly assumed gigantic propor- 
tions. That incident was the excuse which the petitioners set 
forth in their bill for trying to collect a common-law debt in the 
court of chancery, namely, that the election law of Virginia. called 
the Walton law, was unconstitutional. Thecourt, with a judicial 
penetration worthy of its exalted position, perceived that the ref- | 
erence to the Walton law was wholly irrelevant to the case; but 
still desiring for some reason to deal with this question, made this 
explanation, as follows: 


Accompanying the petition is a brief filed by counsel for petitioners, in 
which the many interesting questions of law arising upon the record are thor- 
oughly discussed. We feel, therefore, that upon the part of the petitioners | 
at least we are in possession of all the means of information which would be 
accessible to us were the appeal allowed and the case set down for argument. 
We feel, too, that the questions presented are of the utmost interest toevery 
citizen of the State. We are upon the eve of an election in which many im- 
portant offices are to be filled, and it is much to be desired that all uncer- 
tainty as to the law under which these elections are to be conducted should 
be removed, and it is therefore a matter of congratulation that the plaintiffs 
have, .n presenting their case to us, thrown sufficient light upon it to enable 
us to dispose of it without delay and with entire confidence. 


At the close of their decision the court further said: 


If, however, we had come to a different conclusion as to the constitutional 
questions involved in the record which accompanies the petition in this case, 
we should still be obiiged to refuse the appeal! asked for, as the plaintiff had 
a plain and adequate remedy at law under section 886 of the Code ot Virginia 
without resorting toa bill inchancery. For the foregoing reasons we deny 
the appeal asked for by the petitioners. 

It therefore appears from the statement of the court itself that 
it had no jurisdiction in the case over either the process or the 
subject-matter; that the constitutional question did not grow out 
of the petition, but out of a brief that accompanied the petition; | 
that but one side of the case was presented and discussed, and 
that the case was never set down for argument. The further 
statement that ‘‘ the plaintiffs have thrown sufficient light upon 
the case to enable us to dis of the case with entire confi- 
dence” is a frank confession the court that the above grounds 
for assuming jurisdiction of the question might not be perfectly 
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satisfactory to everybody when the magnitude of the question 
involved should be realized, and that a criticising public might 
need the further assurance from them that they were not acting 
in total darkness. 

Mr. JONES. May I ask the gentleman a qaestion? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES. Does the gentleman mean to assert that from the 
opinion of the court of appeals it is apparent that this constitu- 
tional question was rai in the argument of counsel, and was 
not raised in the bill and in the petition? 

Mr. THOMAS. I stated verycleariy what thecourt said. The | 
court said that they acted in confidence because of the presenta- | 
tion made in the brief. 

Mr. JONES. I understood the gentleman to use this language: 

It therefore a rs from the statement of the court itself that it had no 
urisdiction in case over either the process or the subject-matter; that 
he constitutional question did not grow out of the petition, but out of w brief 
that accompanied the petition. 

Mr. THOMAS. I mean to say that, certainly. 

Mr. JONES. Is it not a fact that the bill in chancery of which 
you have = raises this constitutional question? Is it not a 
fact that the petition of which you have spoken raises this ques- 
tion and assigns eleven different reasons why this law is uncon- 
oetonel? 

. THOMAS. If the tleman be patient, I will reach 
that in a moment, oe eae mop 
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Mr. JONES. Iask the gentleman if that is not the fact; if the 
petition does not set forth eleven distinct grounds? 

Mr. THOMAS. I will come to that. 

In addition to this lack of authority of the court, I would call 
attention to some facts which tend to show that the case was to 
some extent a collusive one, a fact which in itself. if true. 
would invalidate the judgment. The plaintiff is said to have had 
a bill to collect for work and labor against Brunswick County, 
for which he had a plain statutory remedy. Instead of pursning 
this course he did the extraordinary and singular thing 


gy of filing 


a bill in chancery. The lower court immediately dismissed the 
case for want of jurisdiction. It is not clear from the record but 
that this was on the motion of the plaintiff himself, for it appears 
| that the defendant paid noattention to the case; that the bill was 
taken as confessed, and that then the court, on its own motion or 
that of the plaintiff, dismissed the bill; that the plamtiff then, 
instead of bringing his suit in the proper court. appeals to the 
supreme court. In the supreme court the defendant again takes 
|} no partin the case. Whatis most remarkable that in all of 
this proceeding the plaintiff is ostensibly an enemy of this Walton 
law, seeking to have it declared null and void. So far as this 
record goes the Walton law had not afriendin all Virginia Asa 
matter of common knowledge, at least four contested-election ca 


were pending in the State, all depending on the validity of 
Walton law. But this humble laborer. trying to collect his bill 
for work and labor. had neither the help of the contestants not 
the opposition of the contestees. And when the plaintiff succeeds 
finally in persuading the court to defeat him, he seems perfectly 
resigned and satisfied, enters no motion for a rehearing, pays the 
costs in both courts, and utterly disappears. 

In Black’s Treatise on Judgments, volume 2, section 699, it is 
stated: 

In order to make a valid judgment the suit must not be « 
lated; there must be a seal interest, a real 
real defense, and a real decision. 

In Elliott's Appellate Proceedings, page 101, it is said: 

If the court is satisfied that the question presented is not actually in con- 
troversy, but that the case is brought merely to obtain the deci 
eourt on an abstract or hypothetical question, the appeal will not 
tained. 

I would also call attention to the fact, clearly admitted by the 
court in their decision, that the question of the constitutionality 
of the Walton law was wholly immaterial to the case before them. 

In Black on Judgments, volume 2, section 611, itis stated that— 


ll .or simu 


a real prosecution, a 


sive 


argument, 


ion of tlie 


be enter- 


A point that comes up incidentally and is not necessary to the disposition 
of the case is obiter dictum and not entitled to the weight of precedent 

Such decisions are declared to be without the force of adjudica- 
tion. (175. & R. Penn., 292.) A want of jurisdiction makes a 
judgment a nullity, and it may be so treated by any court in 
any proceeding, direct or collateral. (Wade et al. vs. Hancock, 
76 Va., 620.) 

We are, therefore. of the opinion, in view of the magnitude of 
the question, involving the political rights of more than 100,000 
of the voters of Virginia, the irregular character of the suit, the 
strange and one-sided manner in which it was conducted and 
the suddenness with which it was abandoned, the irrelevancy of the 
Walton law to the controversy, and because the constitutional 
rights of American citizens are directly involved, that the House 
of Representatives may inquire into the vaiidity of the Walton 
election law of Virginia in this case. 

The next question in order is: Is the election law of Virginia, 
known as the Walton law, valid? 

(a) The constitution of Virginia, Article III, section 1, provides 
that every male citizen of the United States 21 years old, residing 
in the State, is entitled to vote; and section 2 of the same article 

rovides that all elections shall be by ballot. It is clear, there- 
ore, that every illiterate elector in Virginia had a constitutional 
right to vote by ballot on the 6th of November, 1894. 

(b) The vote by ballot ex vi termini implies asecret ballot. The 
secrecy of the ballot is a right which inheres in the voter, and of 
which he can not, against his will, belawfully deprived. ‘All de- 
vices by which party managers are able to distinguish ballots and 
determine whether an e.ector is voting for particular persons are 
opposed to the spirit of the constitution.” (6 Am. & Eng. Ency. 
of Law, page 343.) 

The right to vote in this manner has usually been considered an important 
and valuable safeguard— 

Says Chief Justice Denio— 
of the humblest citizen against the influence which wealth and station might 
be supposed to exercise. (People vs. Pease, 27 N. Y., 81.) 

A statute which requires the placing of a number of the ballot 
on the poll book opposite the voter's name and a corresponding 
number on the back of the voter’s ballot is unconstitutional as a 
violation of the right of secrecy. (Williams vs. Stein, 38 Ind., 31). ) 

Courts have gone so far as to hold that a witness in a judicial 

roceeding can not be compelled to disclose for whom he voted. 
Public policy requires the veil of secrecy to be impenetrable, unless 
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the voter himself voluntarily determines to lift it. 
Const. Limitations, pages 604-606. ) 

In the present case one of the witnesses, Mr. John H. Johnson, 
ex-mayor of the city of Danville, testifies: 


I have heard hundreds of good citizens of this town, both merchants and 


(Cooley’s 


mechanics, say they would not support the Democratic party if they could 
live and make a support for their families against the heavy pressure that 
would be brought against them by party leaders. It is a known fact that the 


Democratic party had what is known as the “black list’ in Danville, and 
when you were put upon that list you could not getany employment. [have 
had men come to me and tell me that if I expected to live in Danville I had 
better affiliate with the Democratic party. 


So it will be seen that the necessity for a secret ballot would 
seem to be as essential in Virginia as it was in Indiana at the time 
of the decision we have cited above. 

(c) The Walton law invades and destroys the righé of secret 
voting. 

No one will deny this. The supreme court of Virginia in their 
dictum admit it when they say: 


A man unable to read must in the nature of thimgs so far compromise the 
secrecy of his ballot as to invoke and obtain the aid of others in the prepara- 
tion of his ballot. 

Now, I am unable to see that itis or ever has been necessary for 
the illiterate voter of Virginia to compromise the secrecy of his 
ballot by invoking the aid of others in the preparation of it. That 
the aid of others to some extent under any possible system will be 
necessary to the illiterate voter is admitted, but not tothe extent 
of compromising the secrecy of his ballot. Let us examine this 
question very carefully, for it lies very near the core of the con- 
troversy. How was it under the old election law? Under that 
law each party had separate ballots. Having determined which 
party to support, all the preparation necessary was to secure the 
right ballot. This every illiterate voter could do by relying upon 
any friend of his choice, a neighbor, an educated son or daughter, 
or a well-known member of his own party. Buteven then his in- 
formant could not know what ballot he finally voted. How is it 
under thenew law? Separate ballots are abolished, and the names 
of rival candidates are all placed on one piece of paper. The law 
provides that this paper shall contain only the names of the dif- 
ferent candidates with the title of each office, and on the back the 
Official seal, to prevent forgery. The order in which the names 
are to be printed is not provided for. This oné fact is veiled in 
secrecy, and made absolutely inaccessible by official oaths and 
penal enactments. Since all rival candidates are on the same 
ticket, it becomes necessary for each voter to know where on the 
ballot the name of his candidate is placed. This law provides that 
the voter shall not know this tact until he is shut out from the 
world in a secluded booth 40 feet away from any spectator, and 
that it shall beacrime for anyone, by either word, sign, or gesture, 
to give him any information, and that in this situation he is given 
a ticket just two and one-half minutes before he is required to 
vote it. 

If the law stopped here, it would disfranchise every voter who 
could not read, and there would be no question of its unconstitu- 
tionality, but it goes one step further and offers the voter one 
single opportunity for gaining a knowledge of this one essential 
fact, viz, where to find the name of his candidate. It provides 
that he may ask one man, but no other, and he is designated as a 
special constable. This man may be a stranger or-may belong to 
the party which the voter desires to defeat, or the voter may know 
him personally and have no confidence in him; there is no witness 
in sight or hearing, he has no means of knowing whether the in- 
formation is right or wrong, no way of correcting an error, mis- 
take, or fraud, and can never know by any means that would 
satisfy the heart or conscience of any rational man whether he 
voted for or against his own candidate. But thisis not the worst 
of it. Before he can gain even this unsatisfactory assistance he is 
compelled to compromise the secrecy of his ballot by informing 
the constable who he intends to vote for. When the transaction 
is ended, the illiterate voter is sure of but one fact, and that is that 
he has revealed the uature of the vote he intended to cast to one 
he did not wish to make a confidant of. What wonder, then, that 
the record contains such evidence as the following: 

W. H. Hale, 32 yearsold,an agent and operator (record, page 14): 

Q. What effect did the operation of the Walton election law have upon the 
voter; whether or not a free and unrestrained ballot as the Constitution 
guarantees to every voter, or a tendency to deter, hinder, prevent, and keep 
away from the polls on election day, thus being afraid their ballots would be 
unfairly counted or illegally cast? 

A. I think the effect was to keep a great many voters away from the po 
believing that their votes would not be counted as cast when in the harids o} 


a special constable. This opinion is based upon conversation with people 
throughout the country. 


L. W. Morgan, 44 years of age, a farmer (record, page 19): 


Q. Was the operation of the election law such as to deter and prevent men 
from voting? 
A. Asa matter of fact, a great many did not vote at certain precincts in 
he county, notably, at Dickenson precinct, urging as a reason want of con- 
idence in the special officer of election. I refer to the illiterate voters. 





L. 8. Thomas, 36 years old, student at law (record, page 39). 


I think a number of voters failed to appear at the election because 07 +) 
new law. i aa 


Dennis Hairston, colored, 60 years old (record, page 40): 


. Did you vote at last election for Congressman? 
No, air. © ¢ * 

Q. Weren’t you advised by some of your Republican friends not to , 

A. No, sir: they wanted me to vote, but I couldn't see howI could vy. i 
be justified in it, voting through some other man. : 

@. Did you ever voté unless you were told by some one how you yo, 

. [had some friends out I could rely upon to show my ticket from ‘ 

another and be satisfied. —— 


George L. Gravely, 86 years old, lawyer (record, page 49): 
Q. Please state the effect of the Walton law upon the illiterate yot..- 


your section in reference to deterring them from voting under the opera: t 
of said law. , 

A. Ithink from conversations which I had with Republican voters + . 
Walton law had the effect of deterring a great number of illiterate y.: f 


that party from voting at the late Congressional election. : 


In marked contrast with this Walton law, which purports ¢o | 
an adaptation of the Australian system, is the adaptation of +) 
same system in the State of Michigan. Every reasonable preoay. 
tion is taken to guard against fraud and to secure the rights of 
citizens to a free and untrammeled ballot. To do so they jaye 
exactly reversed that feature of the law we have been consi er- 
ing. Instead of suppressing the knowledge of the place on }yaliots 
for each candidate, it is provided that an enlarged copy of the 
official ballot shall be aa at voting precincts before the 
time and at the election for the purpose of educating the voters 
and instructing them how to prepare their ballots. If such facili- 
ties for instructing voters are only reasonable and proper in a 
State where not more than 4 per cent of the voters are illiterate, 
can less facilities and opportunities be regarded as reasonable ing 
State where every third voter can neither read nor write? 

The supreme court of Virginia in their dictum confess that the 
whole question of the legality of the election law turns upon its 
reasonableness. 

This law, therefore, which compels a voter to enter the voting 
precinct ignorant of every fact essential to be known, and but for 
which he would be qualified to cast a free, independent, and secret 
ballot, disqualifies the voter and is null and void. 

The voter must know where on the ballot the names of his can- 
didates are. If he is permitted to gain this knowledge by ordi- 
nary means, he can cast an independent and secret ballot. If he 
is compelled to seek this information from a single individual 
against his will, the freedom and secrecy of the ballot is destroyed, 

I feel warranted, therefore, in the conclusion that where the 
organic law of a State confers the right to vote by secret ballot, 
any mode of election provided by the legislature must, to be valid, 
provide methods of voting which are within the capacity of those 
thus enfranchised. 

A mode of election which compels such an elector to reveal to 
anyone the nature of his ballot would defeat such a constitution. 
Under the Walton law only those electors who can read can cast 
a secret ballot. Therefore the Walton law defeats the coustitu- 
tion by disfranchising those who can not read. 

PARTISANSHIP UNDER THE WALTON LAW. 

Another test of the unreasonableness of the Walton law in pro- 
viding this mode of election is the arbitrary power it gives to the 
party in ascendency. Interpreted in the light of the recent elec- 
tion, with 110,000 illiterate voters in the State, every one of whom 
must cast his vote through a‘special officer appointed by the party 
in power, and who knows the character of every ballot before it 
is cast, it is morally certain that while human nature remains a3 
it is the party in power can never be defeated at the polls. [tis 
a truth of history that power never voluntarily abdicates. A just 
law, it has been said, is one that makes it easy to doright and hard 
to do wrong. Indeed, by this standard the Walton law, which 
surrounds the constable with temptation, clothes him with arbi- 
trary power, and shields him from exposure, is unjust. The two 
leading parties of Virginia are the Democratic and the Republican. 
The party in power is Democratic. So far as the evidence gov: in 
this case, there was not a single Republican special constall» p- 
poeee in the district. We call attention to the moral imposs- 

ility for wy f peta through whom a large proportion of tho 
votes are to be cast, to act without bias. He can never be indif- 
ferent to the fact that his appointment was not an accident. [’as- 
sion never rises higher than during a political campaign. Men 
are willing to risk their lives for success. Carriages are pressed 
into service and invalids are taken from their beds in inclement 
weather and driven miles away to the voting precinct. The value 
of asingle vote isemphasized by every tongue, and menarereminded 
that Jefferson was made President by a single vote, Let us, 10 
a visit the polls at the supreme moment of an election 

r, 


ginia under the Walton law. 
The storm has been gathering for weeks and months, and now 
its unruly waters b like a sea around the ballot box. Crowds 


of ay who have voted and those who are eager to vote, 


gather 


e a raging tempest. In the center of this maelstrom 











1897. 





ial constable, the one central figure. The spot he 
o—- fo the Gibraltar of the situation. The path of — 
jlliterate voter leads up to him. Between the elector and the bal- 
lot box stands this omnipotent sentinel, and the first word of 
challenge is, “‘ Who do you intend to vote for?” If he refuses to 
answer, he can go no farther, and he is disfranchised. If he 
answers, and votes, he can never know whether his vote was for 
or against his own candidate. In truth, he has not voted, but 
another has. If any mistake is made, it can never be corrected; 
if any fraud is practiced, it can never be detected; for the same 
law that compels the voter to divulge his secret secludes both him 
and his confessor from the eyes of the world, and leaves them 
alone while the clumsy hand of the bewildered man blindly exe- 
cutes the will of his master. One hundred and ten thousand 
Virginia voters depend upon the competency, integrity, and honor 
of the special constable, and above ail upon his strength of char- 
acter to be unmoved by his irresistible surroundings. But weare 
not left 2ione to the imagination, or rather to the obvious import 
of the law, however clear its light may be, for we can go to the 
Virginia polls in person and view the workings of this law in the 
light of the evidence in this case. 
be evidence will show— 

1. That the “‘special constable” tried to influence voters. 

2, That persons who voted were not sure for whom they had 

tod, 
"8. That the constable failed to perform his duty. 

4, That many would not vote because they had to vote through 
another man. 

5. That the constable marked ballots so they would be thrown 


out. 

6. That the constables and boards were Democrats. 

J. A. Burnett, of Patrick County, 31 years of age, a farmer (rec- 
ord, page 26): 

Q. Did anyone try to influence you to vote in the last election? 

A. Onthe election here I walked up and got my ticket to vote and came 
out with it and was looking at the ticket for or against the amendment tothe 
constitution, and while I was fixing it he (the special constable) took the 
other one and filled it out for Swanso writhont asking me anything about it, 
and offered it back to me to vote, and him why he had fixed my ticket. 
His answer was, that he thought I voted the Democratic ticket. I turnedand 
walked back to Dr. Via and asked him for another ticket. 

Q. Why do you snppose the constable or vote fixer thus treated you, if you 

9 


w? 
A. Well, I suppose it was because he thought I could not read or write. 


Steve Anderson, says 58 or 59 years, long in there somewhere; 
live over here this side the standpipe, this side of Henry Cousins 
(record, page 46): 

4. Q. Did you vote in the election between Cornett and Swanson last fall? 


If go, where did you vote? 
: I aia; in Martinsville here at the precinct. 


5. Q. For whom did you intend to vote? 

A. Mr. Cornett. 

6. ¢ Did you actually vote for him? 

A. I don't know whether I voted for him or not; I didn’t know which was 
his name and the other two candidates; and the man that gave me the ticket 
I told him that my aim was to vote for Mr. Cornett, and I asked him to mark 
= the other two candidates’ names, and he marked out two, and I put my 

nger and asked him wh name was that, and he said it was Mr. Cornett’s. 
I told him he was the one I was go to vote for, and that was one of the 
names; = e said he misynders me, and he says: “ Take that ticket and 
carry it k an t you another,” and I done so. Well, I asked him then 
to mark out all of the names there but Mr. eee There wassome other 
so back at the ballot box says: ‘“‘ Let him do his own marking; you 

as no rig t to mark out for no one.”’ And I says: “Show me Mr. Cornett’s 
name and I will mark out the others.” And he says: ‘Do your own mark- 
ing.” Well, I done so, but who 1 voted for I can not tell for certain. . 


Wall Starling, 73 years old (record, page 47): 


2 Q. Did you vote at the election for Congressman last fall? If so, where? 
i on and tell where you voted and just what occurred to you at the 
e mn. 

A. Yes, sir: here at the court-house; I went in; Mr. Dyer he told me to go 
to Mr. Penn Watson and Ft my ticket, and Mr. Penn Watson gave me two 
and said, “‘ Which one wil << take?’ and he handed me one to carry back, 
and say, “ See, talk fast, Uncle Wall; you haven't got long to stay,’ and where 
he put the ticket I can’t tell; I told him I wante 
out and out. 

8 Q. Did anyone mark any names of the candidates on the ticket? 

A. Not as I knows of. 

4 qs ee see anyone mark on it after it came into your sight? 

A. Nor, sir. 


to vote a Republican ticket 


5 Q. Did you mark out any of the names,on the ticket? 
Aor ofr : 


6 Q. Did you hand it back to the judges without any of the names on it 
being marhod out? 


no names marked at all. 
Riley Parker (record, page 48): 
RILEY PARKER, being duly sworn, deposes and says! 
Examined by ATTORNEY FOR CONTESTANT: 
1Q. Your age and where do you live? 
A. About 59 years old, and live in Martinsville, Va. 


2Q. Can 
4° you read and write? 


sir. 
8Q. Where are you a registered voter? 
A. At Martins , Henry County, Va. 
4 a Did you vote at the election for Congressman last fall, November 6, 


A wo, str. 
5Q. Why not? 
A. I was not here; I went to hauling wood in the morning, and as I come on 
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back I met several of them cclored—Dennis Haiston was one that I knowed: 
they was a telling me how they was a voting; kept on hauling all day, till 
the evening I went up to where they went into the court-house—the door— 
and Sa ravis was there. I asked him what way did he vote; he said it 
was Mr. Dyer was there, and I says, ‘‘ Well, did you know how you voted?" 
He says, “ Nor, I didn’t, I didn't.” I spoke to him, ‘Come on and less go 
down, cause I can't read, and I ain't satisfied to vote that way.” 

6. Q. What was it that made you dissatisfied with that way of voting? 

A. Well, I couldn't read, and I didn’t know whether they would mark out 
the right one or not. . 

7 Q. For whom did you wish to vote? 

A. Cornett. 


W. P. Adkins, 53 years old, a carpenter (record, pages 90, 91, 
and 63). All the officers of election at Dry Ford precinct were 
Democrats. They used for a ballot box an old cigar box. The 
number of votes polled was 111. 


Q. How many voted for Cornett? 

A. There were 64 men came to me and asked me to set their names down, 
that they had voted for Cornett, which with myself made 65. I file the list, 
Exhibit Adkins. 

(Answer is objected to as being hearsay and not competent to contradict 
the election returns, by contestee. ) 

2380 Q. Please state how it was you came to keep this tally sheet. 

(Objected to as irrelevant by same.) 3 

A. The Republicans in that vicinity had become dissatisfied at the ret 
from that precinct; they didn’t think they were getting justice, and 
to me and asked me to keep account of all Republican votes that day. I 
would not put a man’s name down until he wehed. I told them to go and vote 
and come and tell me, and I put their names down as they told me 

(Answer objected to as hearsay, and otherwise illegal, by same. ) 

281 Q. What majority and for whom were the returns from that precinct 
by the judges of election? 

(Objected to; the best evidence is a duly authenticated copy from the re- 
turns, by same.) : 

A. I brave seen an official copy of the poll books; they gave Swanson 68 and 
Cornett 43; that gives Swanson a majority of 25 votes. 

(Answer objected to by same.) 


** Exhibit Adkins,” referred to above (see record, page 63): 
EXHIBIT ADKINS. 





irns 
came 


1. W. T. Adkins. 23. R. T. Stowe. 45. Ben Hacket. 
2. J. W. Elliott. 24. Dock Price. 46. John D. Carter. 
3. H. J. Richerson. 25. Joseph Terry. 47. Daniel Carter. 
4. B. L. Hutcherson. 26. Daniel Medly. 48. Thos. Carter 
5. C. H. Price. 27. Thomas Carter. 49. George L. Hardy. 
6. Joseph Motley. 28. Wash Carter. 50. William Lipford. 
7. W. C. Fowler. 29. Junious Jiggets. 51. Edward Scot. 
‘8. W. A. Wells. 80. George Tapley. 52. Fountain Cardwell. 
9. W. B. Dickson. 81. Albert Jones. 53. Robt. Coalman. 
10. Robert Carter. 82. Bidney Lipford. 54. Isaac Easly. 
I. Frank Coles. 33. W. H. Echolds. 55. William Tunstal. 
12. James Carter. 84. Dock Shelton. 56. Oliver Rison 
13. Ugene Dickson. 85. John W. Hardy. 57. Granvil Hutchings, 
14. William Jefferson. 36. William Jones. 58. G. S. Dickerson 
15. Green Thompson. 37. Thomas Elliott. 59. Charles Walton. 
16. Samuel Adams. 88. W. C. Elliott. 60. Joseph Carter 
7. Albert Jones. 39. J. A. Fowler. 61. Harrison Lipford. 
18. Clopton Carter. 40. J. W. Hutcherson. 62. G. W. Johnson 
19. George Younger. 41. Coalman T. Barker. 63. W. R. Adams 
20. Cahill Waller. 42. Jas. B. Hardy. 64. Charles Hutchings. 
21. Joseph Carter. 43. Jessie Hutchings. 65. William Carter. 
22. A. J. Hardy. 44. D. A. Herndon. 


B. L. Hutchinson, 49 years old, a farmer (record, page 92): 


8038 Q. Where and for whom did you yote at the November election, 1894? 

A. At Dry Fork; for Cornett. 

804 Q. Examine Exhibit ‘Adkins’ I now hand you, and state whether or 
not the men whose names appear on that tally sheet you saw approach Mr. 
Adkins and request him to take down their names, they having voted for 
G. W. Cornett. 

(Objected to as asking for hearsay and not pertinent to any issue here.) 


A. Yes; they are correct. I saw them when they came to him. |! was 
standing by his side. 

305 Q. For whom did these men tell Mr. Adkins they voted? 

(Same objection. ) 

A. They told him they voted for Mr. Cornett. I know all these men, and 


can call them when I see them face to face, except one or two colored men. 

(Answer objected to by contestee. ) 

307 Q. Please state whether it was the request of a great number of Repub- 
licans of Dry Fork precinct that a list of names should be kept of the Repub- 
licans voting for G. W. Cornett, by Mr. Adkins, they fearing that they would 
be defranded of their ballots, and that they would be counted contrary to 
the way they were cast. 

(Objected to as asking for hearsay, and immaterial to any matter in issue, 
and otherwise illegal. by contestee. ) 

A. Yes, sir; he was so requested. 


B. W. Jackson, 70 years old, minister of the gospel (record, 
pages 94 and 95): 

333 2. What position, if any, did you hold at the election, November, 1804, 
at the Stokesland precinct? 

A. I was one of the judges. 

334 Q. How many ballots were thrown out as being improperly marked at 
that precinct? 

A. About 159; that’s what I counted. 

835 Q. Please state how these rejected ballots were marked and whose 
names were marked, if you know. 

A. The charge was that they wasn’t marked over three-fourths of the 
name; the names marked or scratched were Mr. Swanson, Mr. Hale, and Mr. 
Shelton. 

336 Q. Was Cornett’s name left unmarked on about all of these ballots? 

A. Yes; on every one. 

337 x What was done with these ballots thus rejected? 

A. a were destroyed. 

838 Q. At whose request? 

A. At the instance of the other two judges. 

339 gi Why did you not want it done? 

A. The reason [ didn’t want them destroyed at once, because the constable 
marked them all, and I thought he ought to be held responsible, and I told 
them we might need them for reference. P 

840 Q. What were the politics of the officers of election at that precinct? 


ITasked them not to do it. 
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A. Two of the judges were Democrats and all the other officers of the 

ection were Democrats except me. ; 
- Who is the registrar, and his politics, at Stokesland precinct? 

A. Mr. Paul Chatelin; a Democrat. 

W. T. Thomas; aged, 31; farmer (record, page 96): 

869 Q. Did you vote at the November election, 1894? If so, for whom and 
where? 

A. I did; for Cornett, at Design. 

370 Q. State whether or not anyone tried to influence you in casting your 
vote then and there. 

A. AsI went to the polls to vote Mr. Eperson asked me who I wanted to vote 
for. I told him Mr. Cornett. He (the constable) asked me did I want him to 
scratch for me. I told him ves, and when he seratched he seratched all the 
names off the ticket except Swanson’s, and he (the constable) handed me my 
ticket. I looked at it and I found he didn't scratch it right. He left Mr. 
Swanson on there instead of Mr. Cornett; and ] says, “I want you to correct 
this,’ and he took it and looked at it and said, “Oh, yes; I will correct it,” 
and tore it in twoand put it down on the ground under his foot. I tried to 
pick it up to show the peopie Il was not mistaken in what he tried todo. He 
said. ** You can’t carry any tickets out from here,” and he gave me another 
ticket 


R. E. Keen, aged 36, floor manager in tobacco factory (record, 
page 97): 

385 Q. State the politics of all the officers, including judges. constable, and 
clerks of the election at that precinct at November election, 1894. 

A. Democrats. 

884 Q. Did you vote at that precinct at that election? 

A. Yes, sir. 

885 Q. Was T. H. McDearman a judge at that precinct at that election? 

A. Yes, sir. 

386 Q. Is he the same T. H. McDearman who stands indicted in the United 
States district court in Danville, Va., for frauds in previous elections? 

A. Yes, sir. 

387 @. Go on and tell the manner fully in which the election at Design pre- 
einct at November, 1894, was conducted 

A. That morning myself and T. H. McDearman stretched a line 40 feet 
from the poll; that all had to go over that line to vote. After about three- 
quarters of an hour the white people goes around the house and come to the 

voll. I called the constable’s attention to it; as the line was struck I thought 

t was right that white and coloured both should divide by that line. Some- 
times there was 4and 5at the polls. He, the constable, then marks the tick- 
ets wrong. I called his attention to the fact that they were wrong. He then 
told me that he could not markthem. I then told him if he would allow me 
I would scratch them in his presence and give every voter a ticket which he 
wanted. The constable says he would goin the house and see the judges; he 
left and came back and said all was willing but T. H. McDearman. I[ then 
told him that the majority, I thought, ruled. He, the constable, says to me 
that T. H. McDearman was.the boss over them. He, the constable, also 
stated that the tickets which he marked wrong were through mistake. I 
then told the constable that I was afraid his mistakes had been going on all 
day: and at night when the poll was closed I was called in the house to see 
the ballots counted and we found 38 tickets folded two together, making 76. I 
also asked T. H. McDearman what objection did he have in my marking the 
tickets. He said,** None.” I then told him that the constable said that he 
objected. He then spoke in the house,in the presence of the other judges, 
that it was a ‘“‘damned lie:*’ that there was nothing said about me marking 
tickets to him; so far as he cared “he didn’t give a damn who marked, 
Swanson would go to Congress.” 

388 Q. How many colored men voted there that day, and how many white 
men’ 

A. One hundred and seventy-nine colored and 125 white. 

389 Q. In whose favor was the majority of ballots returned there that day? 

A. In Swanson’s; 52 majority over Cornett. 

390 Q. For whom did the colored voters at that precinct vote that day, and 
how do you know? 

A. For Cornett; they would call for Cornett as soon as they got over the 
line. and when they voted they told me so, and I put it down. 

391 Q. Did all the colored men get to vote that ley that were there? 

A. Yes, sir; I think so. 


From the contestee’s evidence we note the following: 
Walter Coles, jr., chairman of the electoral board of Pittsylva- 
nia County (record, page 118): 


1 Q. State who compose the electoral board of Pittsylvania County. 

A. Walter Coles, jr., chairman; J. H. Bolanz, secretary, and G. W. Ramsey. 

2 Q. What are their political affiliations? 

A. [am a Democrat; the others are both Democrats, also. 

3 Q. Inappointing judges of election, how many Democrats were appointed 
at a precinct? 

A. We aimed to appoint two at each precinct. In many cases we did not 
know what the politics of the ones appointed were. We also took some names 
from the lists furnished us by the Republicans and Populists, and afterwards 
found that they were Democrats. 

4 Q. What was the political faith of the constables appointed at each pre- 
cinct? 

A. They were Democrats. 


J. H. Bolanz, a member of the electoral board, says (record, 
page 119): 

Q. What was the political faith of the constables appointed for each pre- 
cinct to act at said election? 

A. Democratic, with the exception of about eight. 


What the political faith of those eight was he does not state. 


George W. Ramsey, a member of the electoral board, says (rec- 
ord, page 120): 
2, What was the political faith of the constables appointed at each pre- 
cinct? 
A. I can not tell you. 


John G. Friend, member of the electoral board of the city of 
Danville (record, page 126): 


. What was the political faith of the electoral board of the city of Dan- 
bi e which appointed officers to hold the election on the 6th of November, 


A. Democrats. 

Q. What was the 
peveral wards at sai 

A. Democrats. 


litical faith of the special constables appoin 
election? ee 


J. T. Orgain (record, page 131) says two of the judges werg 
Democrats and the other, Mr. Johnson, belongs tothe negro p 
and that the special constable was a Democrat. 

B. F. Jefferson, member of the electoral board of Neapolis (rec. 
ord, page 144): 


. What was the paliteds faith of the electoral board who appointed judeos 
anc special constables for the city of Neapolis? : 

A. They were sound, pure Democrats. 

And, lastly, to close his proofs, the contestee brings one Moor , 
apparently the only special constable in the entire district who 
was Willing to place himself in a position to be cross-examined 

J. E. Moore, aged 30, a special constable (record, page 145): 

Q. Please state whether or not you refused or failed in any way, so far as 
you know, to help any illiterate voter who asked for your assistance ; 

A. In every case I discharged my duties in accordance with the law 

In addition to the above, Mr. Young says (record, page 10): 


Twenty-seven ballots were thrown out in my precinct because they werg 
blotted in folding. 


Mr. Hale says (record, page 14): 

Every constable in my county was a strong Democrat. 

Mr. Morgan says (record, page 19): 

It was the general belief that the Walton law was intended to keep the 
present party in power. 

C. H. Ross, chairman of the county Democrats, says (record, 
page 27): 

Most constables were Democrats; some had no politics. 

Mr. Sowder (record, page 107) says: 

“ Forty-two ballots were not counted because they had other marks than the 
nes. 

Mr. Speaker, it is the policy of this Republic to extend and en- 
courage the use of the elective franchise. Any law that deters, 
discourages, and hinders its use is destructive of the democrat 
principles of government. The Walton law, by clothing an officer 
of election with arbitrary power, by destroying the secrecy of the 
ballot, and by establishing a qualification in contravention of the 
constitution of the State, can not be upheld and enforced without 
the most serious consequences to our free institutions. A law 
which enables an officer to mislead voters, to falsely prepare bal- 
lots, to change the vote of a whole precinct, and to know the con- 
tents of ballots before they are cast is too dangerous to be upheld 
and too destructive to constitutional rights to be tolerated in 
American statute books. 

By comparing the Walton election law with the law which it 
was intended to supersede, it will be observed that the supreme 
object of the new law had reference to the illiterate voters. [1 is 
true the law by its terms applied alike to the literate and illiterate, 
but in its application and effect it was radically different. Tho 
two laws were alike in veiling with profound secrecy the order in 
which the names of candidates were placed on the ballot; they 
were alike in providing the booth where the elector was to pre- 
pare his ballot; they were alike in limiting the time for voting to 
two minutes and a half, and they were alike in permitting the 
voter to deposit his ballot in the presence of the judges. Had all 
the voters been literate, there would have been no distinction as to 
parties in the application of the later law. But each ballot con- 
tained the names of all the rival candidates, and this new feature 
made it necessary for each voter to know where on the list tie 
name of his candidate was to be found. Every educated voter 
acquired this knowledge by simply reading his ballot; every illiter- 
ate voter was helpless in the presence of a sudden necessity. The 
law which created this necessity compelled the illiterate voter to 
surrender his constitutional right to cast a secret ballot or be dis- 
franchised. 

What created this necessity? If it was the ignorance of the 
man, then it was his misfortune, of which he had no right to com- 
ees But it did not exist under the old law; therefore it was not 

1is ignorance, but the operation of the law which created the 
necessity, and this destroyed a constitutional right. The old elec- 
tion law permitted each political party to have a separate ballot 
containing only the names of its party candidates. Every illiterate 
elector could provide himself with one of these ballots before the day 
of election; could counsel with any person or friend he chose wit! 
reference to it, and finally‘tast a vote which he had every reason 
to believe expressed his political wish and which at least was « 
lutely secret. If he voted the ballot without change, he had the 
assurance that it was for the party of his choice. If he made «ny 
changes on the ticket, he had the satisfaction of knowing that in 
its preparation he had admitted no one to his confidence exc }t 
the friends he was willing to trust. 

Let us, then, consider in what manner this Walton law ma‘« | 
necessary for a legal voter to divulge to a stranger the nam 
the candidate for whom he desired to vote. It was done by wit) 
holding from him a fact the knowledge of which could have do 
no ae harm; 2 fact which every voter in Virginia had a ri-!\' 
to know before he entered the voting booth; a fact which evtTy 
illiterate voter must know in order to cast an intelligent and sec'+t 
ballot; a fact which in Michigan and in other States is by law 
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; ic places for the information of aJl voters, namely, 
pe: ” ovenr candidate on the official ballot. Why did 
Virginia withhold from her voters this essential information? 
Was it to guard against forgery? There were other means more 
effective than this which invaded no man’s rights. ; 

The quality and size of the paper and type, the art of lithograph- 
ing, and, above all, the official seal, which by this law was stamped 
on the back of each official ballot, rendered successful forgery 
ee have been but one reason for this provision, and 
that was to have the illiterate voter bound hand and foot and 
cast into the hands of a partisan official who was clothed with 
the power to do with his vote as he saw fit. The Virginia court, 
in their dictum, say with great plausibility: 

The general scheme of the law is to secure the independence of the voter 
by secluding him within an isolated booth, surrounded by a neutral zone, 


within which none may enter save those charged with conducting the elec- 
tion. * * * The object is to relieve the voter from influences inimical to 
a free and deliberate exercise of the right of suffrage, to free him from all 
solicitation and annoyance, and to leave him a perfectly free agent to vote 
as to him seems best. 


The question which this reasoning inevitably suggests in every 
mind is, How would this zone of neutrality, this ideal seclusion, 
this refuge of independence, have been disturbed if the voter car- 
ried with him into the voting booth a knowledge of the order of the 
names on the ballot? This, we think, would be a difficult question 
for either the legislature or supreme court of Virginia to answer. 
On the other hand, it would have increased his security by destroy- 
ing even the constable’s excuse for entering, and it certainly would 
have enveloped the zone of neutrality in an atmosphere of inde- 

yendence. 

: We are therefore of the opinion that this law is unreasonable, 
and therefore unconstitutional, because it withholds from the 
voter a timely and necessary knowledge of the arrangement of the 
names of candidates on a mixed and consolidated ballot. 

The illiterate voters of the State were intelligent enough to 
prepare their own ballots if they were left with the ordinary 
means of learning fcr themselves where the names of their can- 
didates were on the official ballot. The effect of the law was to 
deprive them of this right. Certainly the ability to count and 
understand numbers well enough to buy and sell and make 
change in business, which the illiterate universally possess in 
this land, is not a qualification to be ignored, and can not be made 
unavailable by a State legislature. A just law should always 
supplement and assist, but never hinder and defeat a citizen. 

That this law is calculated to disqualify the illiterate citizen is 
manifest in the recent election, and is made plain by the evidence 
in this case. 

W. L. Penn, aged 60 years, and member of the electoral board 
of Henry County, testifies (record, pages 41 and 42): 

Isuperintended the printing of the tickets for Henry County; some of Swan- 
son's friends suggested it would be better to print the names of the candi- 
dates on the tacket in varied and alternate positions. They thought it would 
be preferable in order that the voters might not Ft them by rote. Swan- 


son's friends suggested to have the tickets ‘a his way to me individu- 
ally when I went to have the tickets printed. 


Ed. H. Davis, printer and publisher of the Grayson Gazette 
(record, page 110), says: 


Q. State whether you set the type and made up the form from which the 
tickets were printed under the supervision of the electoral board of Grayson 
County, which said tickets were used in Grayson County in the election held 


the 6th day of November, 1894, for Congressman, Fifth district of Virginia. 


A. l did 


Q. Please state how many candidates’ names were printed on said tickets, 
the order in which they were printed, and describe said tickets fully. 

A. Four names: C. A. Swanson, G. W. Cornett, G. W. B. Hale, and 
Shelton. Lean"t give the order in which they came on the tickets, but they 
were not all in the same order. 

Q. In how many different forms were said tickets printed? 

A. I set six different forms, and the names were alternate in each form; 
that is, as I now remember it, the names did not come in the same order on 
any of said six forms. 

2 How many tickets were printed for Grayson County? 

. Five thousand. 

Q. Then, as I understand it, there were about 833 tickets on which the 
names of the candidates ap in the same order, and six lots of vickets of 
about that number; is that correct? 

A. The statement is correct except that the different forms were not kept 
Separate after being printed. ; 

Q Were they or not mixed up before being distributed to the different 
precincts of the county so as to include in the lot for each precinct tickets of 
the six different forms? 

A. They were. The six different formsof tickets were printed on a single 
sheet at a time, and after all the tickets were printed they were counted out 
in sheets for each precinct, and then cut separate, making the required num- 
ber of tickets for each precinct. 

. 2. By whose direction or by what authority did you set up and print said 
tickets in six different forms? 

_ A. 1 don"t know; the chairman of the board, E. F. S. Cox, was present and 
knew that they were ae sraes insix different forms. I alsoread a letter 
from the secretary of the Commonwealth to the chairman of the board. giving 
to said he namesof the candidates for Congress, from which letter 
I gathered that there was no special form required by law for said tickets. 

How came then, to set up and print said tickets in different forms 
with the names of candidates in alternate positions thereon? 
had been told that it could be done, and [ wanted to set six forms any- 
and did not notice which names came first on the different forms. 
Who had you this? 





A 
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a. G. C. Porterfield, for one; I don't now remember any others certainly. 


Q. According to your best recollection at the present time, who else sug- 
gested it to you? 


A. I think perhaps J. A. Dickey did 
Q. What position did he at that time hold in the Democratic party of Gray- 
son County? ‘ s 

A. County chairman. 

). Was not G. C. Porterfield at that time editor of the Grayson Gazetto, 
and a warm supporter of C. A. Swanson, the Democratic nominee at said 
election? 

A. He was. 
Q. Was itor not from the information obtained from the rea g 


ter from the secretary of the Commorwealth 
toral board that caused you to set up six diff 
tickets? 

A. | can not say that it was either; if the chairman 
change them I would have done so 

Q. You having decided to set up six different forms, why did yo 
them all alike? : 

A. As { said before, I had gathered from what I had heard that it did not 
make any difference. and I did not try to get them alike 

Q. From this information received, did you or not set up these different 
forms suggested to you by C. A. Swanson's supporters in order that he might 
profit by the same? 


A. If there could be any profit derived from it, I did, but I could not see 
that there would be any in it. 
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J. A. Dickey, merchant, Democratic chairman for Grayson 
County (record, page 111): 


. For what reason was it that the tickets printed for use at said election 
in this county had the names of the four candidates for Congressman in varied 
and alternate positions thereon? 

A. I thonght if there was any advantage in it that the Democrats would be 
gainers by it. and I did not suppose there was any law against printing the 
tickets as stated. 


John C. Taylor, aged 51 years, farmer (record, page 112), lives 
in Grayson County: 


Q. For whom did you vote at said election? 

A. I voted for Geo. W. Cornett. 

Q. What was the ee of his name on the ticket you voted? 

A. Last, or at the bottom. 

. Did you advise any illiterate voter after you voted as to the place Com 
nett's name occupied on the ticket and instruct him to mark his ticket aceord- 
ing to the position you found the names on the ticket you voted? 

Al told Bob and Dave Day how my ticket was, and that if the tickets 
were all alike for them to mark out the three top ones—that Cornett 
was at the bottom. 

Q. For whom did they wish to vote? 

A. They said they wanted to vote for Cornett. 

. At that time did you know that the names on the tickets varied? 

. I did not. 


S hame 


John H. Carrico, aged 25, law student, of Independence, Gray- 
son County (record, page 113): 


we State whether or not you have read and studied the Walton election 
Ww. 


A. Lhave. 

Q. Taking intoconsideration that all the constables appointed were Demo- 
crats, under the operation of the Walton law, under which the Congressional 
election in 1894 was held, could an illiterate Republican vote intelligently 
without letting the Democratic constable know for whom he voted? ; 

A. Don't think he could. 

Q. What is the politics of the electoral board of Grayson County? 

A. Democratic. 

Q. What is the political faith of the special constables appointed by that 
board for this county? ‘ 

A. They are all Democrats that I know, and I know all but two 

Q. For whom did you vote at the election on November 6, 1404, and what 
position did his name occupy on the ticket? 

A. For G. W. Cornett. and his name was third on the ticket 

Please state whether or not you advised illiterate voters that they 
would find G. W. Cornett’s name third on the ticket. : 


A. I did. 
L.S. Thomas, judge of election, Henry County (record, page 37): 
5 Q. State the order in which the names of the candidates occurred on the 


tickets furnished by the judges to the electors at said precinct under the 
cae of the law under which the election was held, known as the Walt 
aw. 

A. Mr. Swanson’s name appeared first; I don’t recall the order in which 
the others appeared. 

6 Q. State whether the names of the other three candidates appeared in 
regular order on the ticket, or did they appear in alternate and varied posi- 
tions? 

A. On many of the tickets they were in regular order, and on many they 
alternated and appeared in irregular order. 


n 


J. B. Dunn, judge of election, Henry County (record, page 41): 


4 Q. What was the vote polled at your precinct, and what counted? 
A. Three hundred and forty-five was polled and 74 thrown out 
5 Q. State whether the names of the candidates appeared in regular order 

on all the tickets handed out to electors at that place on that date, or did the 
names appear in varied and alternate positions’ 
fuliy in that respect. 

A. The names were irregular on the tickets; 
same position on the ticket. 

6 Q. Please describe the tickets that were not counted, and declared in- 
valid by the judges. 

A. They was marked different ways; scratched different ways. 
7 Q. How did the vote at that precinct stand in reference to the different 
candidates? Please give the number counted for each of the different can- 
didates. 

A. I disremember the exact number of each candidate's tickets. I think 
there was over 200 for Swanson and a hundred and some odd for Cornett, 
and a few for each of the other two candidates. 

8 Q. Prior to this, had that precinct usually given Republican or Demo- 
cratic majority; which? 

A. It had usually given a majority for the Republicans, I think 

9 Q. What was the cause, then, of a majority being returned for the Dem- 
ocratic candidate at the last election; to what do you attribute the same? 


Please describe the tickets 


they all didn’t occupy the 
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; ‘t know :sI know. 
i 6. State whether the result would have been the same had the vote 
been taken under the old owt 
A. I don't think it would. 


11 Q. Who was the loser at that precinct by the operation of the Walton 
law at the last election? : 
A. If it was left for me to decide, I should say Cornett was the loser. 


Mr. Speaker, it is evident that the secrecy attending the print- 
ing and sealed distribution of the ballots would have been value- 
less if the order of the names had been uniform, tor any man who 
voted first in the morning could communicate his knowledge to 
all succeeding voters. Every illiterate colored man in Virginia 
could learn in five minutes how to prepare his own ballot if he 
knew the number of his candidate on the list. But the Walton 
law meant that he should not know this fact, and the Democratic 
party in power meant to make it absolutely unknowable by mix- 
ing up the names in different order. A very natural question 
arises, Why this anxiety? The only rational answer is, To drive 
the illiterate voter to the special constable. 

This law is a new departure in Americaniegislation. The Aus- 
tralian ballot system, of which the Walton law is claimed to be 
an adaptation, had for its object, first, to secure the secrecy of the 
ballot; second, tosecure a free and untrammeled vote; and third, to 
secure a correct return of the ballots cast; and in all of the States 
of the Union, from Michigan, which was the first, to Pennsylvania, 
which is the last to adopt the system, it has invariably been re- 
garded as essential, in placing all candidates on one ballot, to 
afford electors unusual facilities and advantages to learn before 
the election the exact order of the names on the ballot. Some 
States require that the names shall be printed in alphabetical 
order; some that the candidate of the gee having the largest 
majority in the preceding election shall come first, and so on 
through the list, and that this ballot shall be published in two 
newspapers of opposing parties. Can it be possible that the oppo- 
site of what is essential in all other States can be deemed reason- 
able in the State of Virginia? And since the nation at large is 
interested in these State election laws, not only so far as the mem- 
bers of this House are concerned, but in the executive branch, 
which is to be chosen by electors who are voted for by the people, 
it becomes of momentous importance to the nation that all forms 
of election laws should be just and reasonable. 

One fact must be kept constantly in mind in this discussion, and 
that is, the right of secrecy in voting is as much a constitutional 
right as the right to vote itself. Therefore an election law which 
trenches upon one is as void as though it trenched upon the other. 
Suppose a law provided that the ballot box should be kept in a 
room into which no man should enter but the judge of election, 
and that when the voter handed in his ballot the judge was to im- 
mediately retire and deposit the ballot, out of the presence of the 
voter; this would certainly be unconstitutional as infringing upon 
the right of the voter to personally cast his ballot. This personal 
right can not be limited or qualified. So it is with reference to 
the right of secrecy. The moment it is communicated to one per- 
son it is no longer a secret. The right is destroyed as completely 
as though it was communicated to a hundred or a thousand. It 
is a secret only while it is locked in the chamber of a man’s own 
consciousness. Before the law a secret admits of no degree of 
comparison. As Judge Cooley has said, the right of secrecy isan 
impenetrable veil which can not be raised save by the voter himself. 

But it is said that the illiterate voter must confide his secret to 
some one. Thisis not true. The difficulty with this proposition 
is that it assumes that because a man is compelled to ask for in- 
formation concerning his ballot that he necessarily discloses the 
contents of the ballot. It would not in law raise even a presump- 
tion that because I inquired about a ticket I therefore voted it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Lacey). The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I understand that 
my colleague has nearly concluded his remarks. I ask unanimous 
consent that he may have leave to finish them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Michi- 

an may be allowed to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 
After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, but suppose an illiterate man 
was obliged to disclose the secret of his ballot in order to vote, is 
it a matter of indifference whether he selects the confidant or 
whether the law appoints one? Is this true of any of the secrets 
which the law in its mercy permits a man to keep or bestow 
between husband and wife, physician and patient, or lawyer and 
client? If it is, then the right of secrecy which is intended to 
nurture confidence and insure protection is indeed a snare and a 
delusion. No; the right to keep or bestow a secret is a personal 
prerogative. It is an inalienable right for which there is no 
substitute and no equivalent. Divorced from the will of man, it 
can have no existence. No oath of another is sacred enough to 


= it; no bond strong enough to indemnify it. To say it shall 
surrendered to a constable is to destroy it. 


THE EFFECT OF THE UNCONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS OF THE WALTON LAW. 


It is claimed that the unconstitutionality of certain provisions 
of the Walton law are not so essential as to invalidate the election, 


Let us consider the essentiality of these provisions. In the firs 
place, every illiterate voter is directly affected by them, for every 
one, without a single exception, is compelled to vote through an- 
other person appointed by this law. 

According to the United States census of 1890 there were 378.009 
voters in Virginia, of which 247,000 are white and 138,000 are eo). 
ored. Of the colored voters 57 per cent, or more than one. ha]? 
are illiterate, and of the white voters 14 per cent, or about one. 
seventh, are illiterate, making in round numbers not less than 
110,000, or about one-third, of the voters of Virginia who are illir- 
erate. By this law every one of these voters is kept in total igno- 
rance of the character of the ballot until two and one-half minutes 
before he is required to deposit it, and during these two and a half 
minutes he is shut out from all communication with the world, 
with no possible means of eae his ballot save through the 
assistance of one person appointed by the law, and who may or 
may not be trustworthy, in the opinion of the voter, and who was 
in every instance, as disclosed by the evidence in this case, a polit- 
ical enemy, whose information and assistance no man living can 
assail or impeach or in any manner inquire into. 

And yet we are told this is not essential, andisimmaterial. Per- 
haps some gentleman will be kind enough to inform us what jro- 
visions of the law are essential. 

But we are told that testimony in this case was taken only in 


12 out of the entire 144 precincts of the district, and that althouch 
the injustice of the law is shown in these 12 precincts, the pro- 
sumption must be that in the remaining 132 precincts the election 


was fairly conducted and that the unimpeached returns must be 
taken as conclusive. This will not do. In the first place, it ap- 
_— that the election in all the precincts was conducted under 

he same law which worked the injustice in the precincts which 
were investigated. 

In the next place, this evidence was taken not in one cnly, but 
in five out of the entire seven counties of the district. 

In the third place, the object of this testimony was not to impeach 
sc returns, but to show the inherent character and nullity of the 

aw. 

For these reasons the presumption which arises is that what is 
known to have happened in one precinct happened in all, since 
like causes produce like results. Moreover, it isa safe inference in 
every department of human ene mage from a part of a homo- 
geneous whole to infer the nature of the whole. 

And yet we repeat what we have already said, the object of the 
evidence was to show the nature and workings of the law and its 
inherent nullity, not to impeach the election of actual fraud. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Will the gentleman permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Does the gentleman think that 
it is within the purview of the House of Representatives to set 
aside the statute of aState on the ground that it is unconstitutional 
when the courts of that State have decided that itis constitutional? 

Mr. THOMAS. I havesoargued inmyremarks. Iam satisfied 
in my mind that I am right that they have the right; in fact, not 
only the right, but it is their duty. 

- Speaker, I champion to-day the cause of 100,000 Virginia 
voters, bound hand and foot in political bon , With no outlook 
or hope for the future. If my contention shall fail, a republican 
form of government will cease to exist in Virginia. 

Startling as this statement is, it is but the truth, for if 
voters can be disfranchised in one State with impunity, they may 
be disfranchised in all States, and thus a destructive precedent 
“ey overthrow liberty itself. 

a mode of election can be contrived that will embarrass and 
disqualify one class of voters, then it is ible for some mode of 
election to be devised that will disqualify any class to whom the 
Constitution has extended the right of suffrage. 

It was well that this contest should take place on Virginia soil. 
Here where the first English settlement in America was planted; 
here where a Henry sounded the first notes of liberty; here where 
the author of the’ Declaration of Independence lived and died; 
where Washington .nd Lee were born, the former to exemplify 
the love for a nation, the other to exemplify the love for a State, 
and both to exemplify their devotion to the cause of mankind and 
to a republican form of government. i 

It is well, I say, that on the historic soil of the Old Dominion 
State this new and novel and portentous issue in the cause of 
popular government should be fought and settled. ; 

erhaps no State of inferior rank would have attempted tis 
master stroke of ingenuity to establish the supremacy of 4 m™l- 
nority. Nor would I directly or even by innuendo ge this 
minority. If it were ible for me to believe in the supremacy 
of any minority, it would be in the illustrious descendants of the 
pioneers of civil liberty who have for centuries made the banks of 











1897. 
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mes, C . mt ; 
-—- to home, to Christianity, to liberty, and to civilization. 


But my faith is pledged for humanity, not for heredity. 
The morning light is breaking not for the few, but for the many. 
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the Rappahannock, the Shenandoah, and the Potomac | and security of society. 


The humblest descendant of the menial slave who was never| 1) 
plessed with a surname is to-day invested with the royal title of | ticipating in the particular matters involved in the controversy 


manhood and bears in his right hand the scepter of sovereignty. | arising out of the present contested-election case, but t 
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3efore it opens the grand perspective of 
our elective system. The Walton law of Virginia is the first leg- 
islative attempt to invade and overthrow it. Let it be the last. 
[Loud applause. | 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise not for the purpose of par- 


to advert 


The new order may and doubtless does embarrass some. Tradi- | briefly to some remarks from the gentleman from Massachusetts 


tions commend the past and apprehensions overcast the future. 
But standing in the midst of these new conditions it is not hard 
to perceive the inevitable trend of evolution. A wise statesman- 
ship must be content to shape and direct, not to destroy that which 
is irresistible. 


» sos lican conventions, where they generally appear with as many diffe ni q le- 
2 £ as y < 8 | . 3 2 4 ‘ p . I 
He, therefore, who stands by the least of American electors | gations as there are candidates for the Presidency 


stands by the greatest. 
be neglected or injured. 

It would have been both an honorand a pleasure to have presented 
my report as the judgment of the majority of the committee. 
Such a hope might naturally have been indulged in in view of the 
history, principles, and traditions of the Republican party. It 
was this party which — over theinfancy of the New South, 
that was instrumental in shaping its organic laws, and is to-day 
rewarded by that universal evidence of prosperity which spreads 
from the Ohio to the Gulf and from the Atlantic to the Rio Grande. 

When responsibility is once assumed, there is no safe point for 
cessation or abandonment. 

The Committee on Elections No. 3 is composed of 9 members, 6 
Republicans and 3 Democrats. When the vote was taken in the 
committee, the majority was composed of the 3 Democrats and 2 
Republicans. Mr. JONEs, a Democratic member from Virginia, 
prepared the majority report. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. 
another question? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I willask the gentleman, if the 
argument he has made were followed out, would not such a policy 
destroy a republican form of government? Is it not a matter 
that the judiciary are to decide whether the election law of a 
State is constitutional, and after it has been ascertained and 
decided by the judiciary, can the gentleman cite a precedent in 
former Congresses that this House, either expressly or impliedly, 
declared the law of aState unconstitutional that had been declared 
constitutional by the State courts? 

Mr. THOMAS. If the gentleman had shown me the courtesy 
to follow my remarks, he would have gone over this ground with 
me. I have hardly time to go back over it at the present time. 

Mr. JENKINS. I desire to ask the gentleman a question—— 

Mr. THOMAS. I am nearly through. 

Mr. JENKINS. And that is, by virtue of what right does he 
appear upon the floor here speaking in reference to the private 
matters that took place in the committee? And inasmuch as the 
gentleman has seen fit to mention me by name, I desire to say that 
he entirely and totally misrepresents me. 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, Mr. Speaker, it is not a private matter. 
In the first place, the report of the minority is signed by three 
Republican members. It goes without saying, that all the rest of 
the committee assent to the majority report. If this was a se- 
cret, why, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I supposed that was a 
matter of general notoriety and was perfectly proper. 

That this report is acquiesced in by all the Democratic members 
may be pardonable, but it is a matter of regret that prominent 
Republicans, whose political education and local environments 
would naturally have led them to espouse the cause of the weak 
and illiterate, have not been able to see through the thin gauze of 
Democratic methods which has persuaded them to array them- 
selves against the disfranchised thousands of the State of Virginia. 
Massachusetts and Pennsylvania, as well as Michigan, were 
among the first to place in the hands of the emancipated South the 
ballot of American freemen; and Massachusetts and Pennsylvania 
and Michigan should be the last to stand unmoved when artful 
diplomacy seeks by indirection to do that which if directly at- 
tempted would arouse universal indignation. 

For —— let me say that when 90,000 of her sons bore the 
Union flag ough the valleys and over the mountains of the 
South, when, on the march and in the field and in the hospital, 
they sorely needed a friend, the friend of the hour, the one who 
could be trusted ¢ven with life itself, who often took the place of 
brother and sister and father and mother, was the emancipated 
slave, ee 

And standing here to-day, the least of her Representatives in 
this House, I voice the sentiments of her people, Democratic and 
Republican alike, when I say that in the struggle for a free ballot 
between the voters of Virginia and the political machine that dis- 
franchises them Michigan is for the inviolability of the ballot. 

A secret ballot is the palladium of civil liberty. It gives to suf- 

at once its glory and its power. Around it gathers the peace 


In the defense of the whole no part will 


Will the gentleman permit me 











| 





[Mr. McCa.u] while discussing the case of Yost against Tucker 
a few days ago. On that occasion the gentleman said: 

We have for years here attempted to buikl up the Republican party 
South by seating this man and that man and by patronage: a 
that they display their chief vitality and strength in 


n the 
i i re Ltis 
our national R I 


pub- 





: I say, what the Reprb 
icans of the South now need is to be treated upon robust principles. T! 
have been coddled to the point of destruction. 


wey 


Now, Mr. Speaker, in the first place, allow me to say that there 
is nothing in the record of the case of Yost against Tucker that 
called for these animadversions upon the Republicans of the South. 
There was noexcuse and no provocation for this assault. In that 
very case the Republicans of the South seemed to divide some- 
what, one of the Republicans from the State of Maryland [{ Mr, 
CoFFIN] having voted for the majority report to deny a seat to 
Mr. Yost, the contestant. The fact is, upon all these contested- 
election cases from the South, the Southern Republicans have 
divided more or less, and in at least one case a number of them 
refused to vote, not being satisfied that the Southern Republican 
contestant was entitled to the seat. We do not come here like a 
clan, ready always to vote for the Southern Republican contest- 
ant, right or wrong. We have displayed a large amount of liber- 
ality and impartiality in voting upon these Southern contested- 
election cases, as an examination of the record will attest. The 
Republicans of the South want no ‘‘coddling.” They want no 
partiality. They want nospecialfavors. All they want is to have 
justice done them. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

I am grateful for the argument made by the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. THomas] who has just taken his seat, because he 
has portrayed to this House the perils, the difficulties, the obstruc- 
tions, and the hindrances through which a Republican of the 
South must pass before he has a chance to deposit in the ballot 
box the verdict of his heart upon a political contest pending. In 
many cases it is a surrender of social privileges; in many cases it 
means probable bankruptcy in his business; in some cases it means 
danger of bodily injury; and in almost all cases it means a frown 
from those who stand highest in social and business circles; and 
yet, in spite of all these things, in spite of adverse surroundings, 
in spite of business dangers, in spite of social proscription, in spite 
of ostracism, the Republican party has held to its organization in 
the Southern States; and in the election just gone by we have 
rolled up an increase in the Republican vote greater than in sev- 
eral other sections of our country, as some figures which I will 
now read will demonstrate: 





| Republican | Republican Republican :. — e 

| vote (1896). | vote (1892). gain ; ee ’ 

fain. 
I 218, 171 | 135, 441 82, 730 61 
_ Sea 136, 959 | 92, 736 44, 223 {7 
Ra 304, 49 226,918 78, 02 34 
North Carolina ..............- 155, 222 100, 342 54, 880 54 
i ea ioe 148, 773 100, 331 48, 442 4s 
ST Saar 135, 368 | 118, 262 22,106 | 19 
West Virginia ...............- | 104, 414 80,293 24, 121 30 
i ineiaiikcicatatinntaies da | 1, 203, 847 849, 323 854, 524 * 4) 


* Average, 41 per cent. 


Consider these figures, Mr. Speaker. In Kentucky, a gain of 
over 82,000; in Maryland, a gain of over 44,000; in Missouri, a gain 
of over 78,000; in North Carolina, a gain of over 54,000; in my own 
State of Tennessee, a gain of over 48,000; in Virginia, a gain of 
over 22,000, and in West Virginia, a gain of over 24,000—a total 
gain in these seven States of 354,000, more than one-third of a mil- 
lion, and all in four years. [Applause.} And in the contest last 
fall, Mr. Speaker, the Republicans of the South in many places 
had nothing to sustain them except their devotion to principle, 
The cunespl tendmney in the South was to believe that there was 
something in the suggestion that we needed more money. 

The gospel of free silver was proclaimed on the hilltops and in 
the valleys, on the right hand and on the left, and many a Repub- 
lican in the South, thousands and thousands of them, had some 
indefinite misgiving that there might be something in the gospel 
of free silver; but they preferred to plant themselves upon the 
Republican platform and rely upon the Republican party and _ 
Republican doctrines, believing the Republican party to be the 
business man’s party and the patriot’s party and the only party 
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able to bring prosperity to the people of the United States through 
legitimate business channels. [Loud applause on the Republican 
side.] And it took the heroism of a hero; it took the faith of a 
saint, and it took the nerve of a martyr in many portions of the 
South to vote the Republican ticket on the 3d day of last No- 
vember. And after we have fought these battles, after we have 
incurred these dangers, after we have encountered these obstacles— 
after all this, to be told upon the floor of the Congress of the 
United States that we want to be ‘‘coddled” like a puling baby 
in the arms of its nurse! I hurl back that word as an insult to 
the Republican party of the South [applause], and I am glad to 
know, Mr. Speaker. that the Republicans of no part of our coun- 
try, North, East, or West, sympathize with the sneer or the con- 
tumely conveyed in that word ‘‘coddled.” 

Mr. Speaker, all that the Republicans of the South want is a 
fair show. That is all we ask, and when it is once given us, 
whether as the result of the evolution of right or as the result in 
part of the action of the Congress of the United States in properly 
dealing with these contested-election cases, when once we are 
given a free ballot and a fair count in those States of the South 
where they are denied, vou may rest assured that every State in 
the South will roll up a Republican majority. [Applause.] For, 
Mr. Speaker, 1 say here in my place this day there is not a State 
south of Mason and Dixon’s line that would not to-morrow give a 
pronounced Republican majority if every male citizen within its 
borders over 21 years of age were allowed to go freely to the ballot 
box and deposit his ballot for the choice of his heart and have his 
ballot counted exactly as it is cast. [Applause.] And yet weare 
told that the Republicans of the South want to be ‘‘coddled!” 

After we have made our fight, after we have overcome obstacles 

which you men of the North and you men of the East and you 
men of the West know nothing about; obstacles of which the 
election laws of Virginia as they have been laid before you this 
day are but a small sample—after we have overcome these obsta- 
cles, after we have fought the good fight and kept the faith, when 
we come here expecting the crown of glory, we are told that all 
we want is to be ‘‘ coddled;” and that the time has arrived when 
the Republicans of the South need to be treated upon ‘robust 
srinciples!” What is meant by ‘‘robust principles” I do not 
Saou Mr. Speaker, unless the gentleman means to serve notice 
upon us that in the :uture whenever a Republican from the South 
contests a seat on this floor, he is to be kicked out by the Commit- 
tee on Elections. I suppose that is what is meant by treating us 
on ‘‘ robust principles,” and I am free to admit that thoseare very 
robust principles. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Speaker, it was said of Aristides of old, who was banished 
by the Athenians, not because of any offense of his own, but be- 
cause people had grown tired of hearing him called ‘‘The Just,” 
that as he passed out through the gates of Athens he raised his 
hands to heaven and prayed to the gods that Greece might never 
need the help of his strong right arm. So, sir, I pray here to-day 
that the Republicans of the East, and the Republicans of the North, 
and the Republicans of the West may never need the help of the 
Republicans of the South. I hope, gentlemen, you will always 
be strong enough to maintain a majority in the Congress of the 
United States, and to keep a man of your choice in the White 
House at the other end of the Avenue. Butas Greece did require 
the aid of Aristides in the dark days of her national danger, so I 
say to you men who talk about ‘‘ coddling” the Republicans of the 
South, that the day may come when you will turn your hands 
toward the Republicans of the South and cry, like Cesar of old, 
‘‘Save us, or we perish!” [Applause. } 

Mr. Speaker. was I recognized for the full hour? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payne). The gentleman 
was recognized for twenty minutes. 

Mr. GIBSON. I repeat, Mr. Speaker, all that we Republicans 
of the South ask is justice. Now I want to give this House a 


sample of the sort of justice that is accorded us here. Two or 
three days ago we had before this body two claims. One was 


called a Cayuse claim, a claim for $350 compensation for the kill- 
ing of some cattle by our troops in the year 1847, fifty years ago, 
out in the Indian country. That claim was fifty years old, butit 
was the claim of an Iowa man and that was enough; it was paid. 
As soon as the Lowa gentleman had taken his seat, having got his 
claim allowed, a Kentucky member here, my friend from the 
Eleventh district of Kentucky, rose and presented a Kentucky 
claim for two mules that had done service in the Union Army, 
for these identical mules are shown by the record to have been 
used in the Union Army during the war for the suppression of the 
rebellion. The owner claimed compensation for those two mules 
that the Union troops had taken for their own purposes, had taken 
to assist them in putting down the rebellion, but he was denied 
ayment, and yet these two mules had helped to save our country. 
at is a sample of how the Republicans of the South are being 

** coddled.” 


Mr. LEWIS. Yes; that is a sample, 


Mr.GIBSON. Yes, sir; that isasmall sample of it. Again, the 
Court of Claims has passed upon a hundred and more claims by due 
process of law, and decided that that number of persons livin: 
south of Mason and Dixon’s line are each entitled to be paid th. 
amount of his claim, but we have been unable, either during this 
Congress or during the last Congress, to call up a single one of 
those claims, much less the whole of them, and haveit paid. An 

yet, Mr. Speaker, on the events which gave rise to those claims w:. 
ased the salvation of our country, because I say here, and I say 
it knowingly, that had it not been for the Union men of the Sout}: 
the rebellion would never have been suppressed. It was their 
strong arms, their heroism, their faith in their country, their valo; 
on the battlefield, that turned the scales of victory. ; 

The Union armies could never have subsisted in the South in 
some of the most perilous periods of the war had it not been {op 
the provisions and the forage that the Union people of the Sou:! 
voluntarily poured into the Union camps to support the men an.) 
feed the horses and save the army from being torced to retreat {> 
the Ohio River for subsistence and forage. And yet, notwit\)- 
standing the sacrifices we have made, notwithstanding the patriot- 
ism displayed, notwithstanding the heroism exhibited, we havo 
had pitiful and scant justice on this floor. And when a Repub. 
lican out of many (for neariy all the men seated at the last session 
were Populists)—when a Republican comes here asking to be 
seated, we are told he is to be dealt with ‘‘ on robust principles,” 
and that the mere asking of the right to a seat is asking to 
taken up into the arms of this House and ‘‘ coddled” like a baly 
in its swaddling clothes. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me allude to the vote in the Yost caso. 
There were 119 Republicans voting to seat Mr. Yost and only 53 
Republicans voted against seating him, the balance of the votes 
against him being Democratic. The Republicans in favor of Mr. 
Yost were more than 2to1. And that very fact—the fact that a 
large majority of the Republicans of this House were in favor of 
seating Mr. Yost—satisfies me that the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, when he spoke of ‘‘robust principles” and “coddling,” 
did not represent the Republican majority in this House. I am 
glad to know it. 1 will take that fact home with me to my people, 
and when they ask me what was said about ‘coddling “—what 
was said about treating the Republicans of the South on “robust 

rinciples”"—I shall be able to stand up and say to them: * My 

riends, that was the utterance of a man who was not backed by 
the Republican majority in the House of Representatives. Hoe 
was not sustained. One hundred and nineteen Republicans voted 
against him and only 53 Republicans voted with him.” 

In his speech the gentleman referred to the Hall of Ulysses. He 
says that the slaughter of the Democratic Con men at the last 
session reminded him of the slaughter of the lovers of Penelope. 
Now, that was a remark not at all complimentary to our Denio- 
cratic colleagues here. because the lovers of Penelope were wronz- 
fully in that house. They had no right to be in that house. They 
weré trespassers there. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

r. GIBSON. Iask for five minutes longer. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent that my 
colleague be allowed five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GIBSON. The lovers of Penelope had no right in the Hall 
of Ulysses. They were there as interlopers; they were there is 
trespassers; they were there devouring the substance of the gran: 
old hero then wandering on sea and wandering on land, fighting 
the stars in their courses, and with the fates arrayed against lim. 
And so, when the gentleman speaks of their slaughter, he speaks o! 
the slaughter of men who were in the wrong. And his simile is 
not at all complimentary to the Democratic members on this floor. 
The lovers of Penelope ought to have been slaughtered according 
to the ethics of those rude times. And sothe man that comes her 
to take a seat to which he is not justly entitled—I care not whether 
he be Republican or whether he be Democrat—should be denice! 
thatseat. But I say this to Republican members here: That when- 
ever a Republican in a Presidential election in any of the Southern 
States comes within a thousand votes of a majority, itis absolutely 
certain that if a fair election had been held and a fair count of the 
result made he would have had a thousand majority. [Derisive 
— on the Democratic side.] There is no question about 
that. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I deny it. 

Mr. GIBSON. Of course you deny it. That is part of your 
platform. 

Mr. MEREDITH. The gentleman when he makes that state- 
ment knows it is not true. 

Mr. GIBSON. I know it is true. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I deny it. 

Mr. GIBSON. You are paid to denyit. You are sent here for 
the purpose of denying it. 


The time of the gentleman has 











TH. That is absolutely false. 

ur. MERON. Your State and every one of these negro States— 
I would not live in one of them. So far as I am concerned, I 
want to say here that I represent a white constituency. There 
are only about 4,300 colored votefs in my whole Congressional 
district. I represent one county that has only sevencolored voters 
porn init. I am proud of the constituency I represent. And I 
ask nothing for it. We are able to take care of ourselves. I was 
‘sent here by a majority of 18,664. es 

Mr. MEREDITH. God help the majority, then! 

Mr.GIBSON. Imevery section of the South where the whites are 
in a majority, there the _ orem areinamajority. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] It is only by the infamous Democratic 
election laws that the negro vote is turned against the party of 
their choice. [Applause on the Republican side.] And when 
ever that negro vote is voted as the Constitution of our country 
intended it should be, and as Republican liberty requires it to be, 
then Democratic domination in the South will have come forever 
toanend. [Applause.] And then we shall no more have men 
rising on the floor here and saying they deny it. Those men will 
be left forever in the rear, and so far in the rear that the most 
improved telescope will be utterly unable to discover their exist- 
ence politically. peogenaes | ; . 

Now, Mr. Speaker, having been given this opportunity to rep- 
resent the views and the condition of the Republicans of theSouth, 
thanking the House for its courtesy in extending my time, I bring 
my remarks toanend. [Applause. } 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
inquire how much time is remaining to me? 

he SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PayNE). 
fifty-seven minutes remaining. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I yield twenty minutes tomy 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Committee 
on Elections, reporting the case now pending before the House, it 
will be my duty in the brief time allotted to me to present simply 
the facts in the case. I have not time, in the twenty minutes 
accorded me, to go into any extended or detailed inquiry into the 
validity of the claims presented by the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Gipson} who has just taken his seat, but shall confine 
myself to the great question as to whether or not the gentleman 
whose seat is contested on this floor is entitled to retain that seat. 
That is the question before us. And therefore I shall be com- 
pelled to confine myself to the law and evidence in the case that 
is now pending. Because the House has to consider this matter, 
it is sitting in a oe ae and it ought to determine this 
questionin a judicial manner. The ordinary preg of politics, 
the rights and wrongs of the Republicans of tne South, or any 
other people, ought not, it seems to me, to be intruded here, where 
we are sitting as judges to determine correctly a grave constitu- 
tional question. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when we look at the facts before the commit- 
tee, we find that the contestee in this case comes to the House with 
a certificate of election based upon a plurality of 2,333. Thegen- 
tlemen who make the minority report hunted long and faithfully 
in order to find some fraud, or other means, by which to oust the 
contestee from his seat. But after diligent search it was impos- 
sible for them to find any element of fraud in connection with the 
matter, and so they reversed their prior course and reported to the 
House that the iaw of the State of Virginia, under which the con- 
testee holds the seat, is unconstitutional, and therefore that there 
was no election. 

Now, I think, sir, that the House should be most thoroughly 
advised as to its own record on this identical question, because it 
has established during this Congress, and notably at the last ses- 
sion, a large number of precedents that certainly ought to be con- 
sidered as the rule of the House in determining another case of the 
same characier. 

As far as the facts are concerned immediately connected with 
the election, it seems that there are 144 election precincts in this 
Congressional district. In only 12 of these precincts was any 
testimony taken, and there are only 5 of the precincts referred to 
in their notice of contest. But we took proof with reference to 7. 
Now, sir, if we throw out every one of these precincts, conceding 
that the votes therein cast were fraudulent and ought not to be 
counted, still the contestee would hold his seat by a plurality of 
over 1,600 votes; and it seems to me that this is a very important 
matter, and that the House should thoroughly understand it. 

if I understood my colleague on the committee, the gentieman 
from Michigan [Mr. Tuomas], he said that there were four cases 
from Virginia already pending, and all depending on the validity 
of this law, and he further followed up the statement by another 
statement, wherein he said that the law of Virginia was unreason- 
able—he did not say that the law of Virginia was unconstitu- 
tional, but that the law was unreasonable—and therefore on 
account of its unreasonableness it was unconstitutional. 


The gentleman has 
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Now, as a lawyer, I can not subscribe to such a doctrine as that, 
that because the law is unreasonable it is therefore necessarily 
unconstitutional. It does not follow by any means. If the law 
is unconstitutional, it is because it violates one provision of the 
Constitution. In the language of the learned and labored argu- 
ment read here by the gentleman from Michigan this morning, 
which is based practically upon his minority report of the case. he 
nowhere cited a single provision of the Constitution in order that 
the House might determine judicially whether the law of Virginia 
is in violation of the Constitution or not. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the House to the prec- 
edents established by this House itself upon this identical ques- 
tion. Assuming, for the sake of argument, that the lawof Virginia 
is unconstitutional, there is not a single particle of evidence here, 
sir, that anyone was deprived of his right by reason of the uncon- 
stitutionality of the law, but everybody there seems to be pro- 
ceeding on the theory that it was a valid law. and that an election 
was held under it, and everybody there was permitted to partici- 
en in that election. I call the attention of the House particu- 
arly to the fact that in the resolution offered here there is no 
evidence that any man was complaining of the unconstitutionality 
of the law, or that he was denied any right by reason of its uncon- 
stitutionality; but, on the contrary, that everyone who was an 
elector of the State was permitted to exercise his political right. 
Therefore I say that you will not find in the record appended to 
the case anything to show that any elector of the State of Virginia 
was deprived of his legal right by reason of that law. It there- 
fore was a de facto election. 

Now our contention is, and was in the committee, as a matter 
of law—— 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. JENKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Is it not a well-established 

rinciple of law that the de facto officer holds his office until the 

© jure officer shall have been duly appointed and qualified: 

Mr. JENKINS. Iso understand it; that would be my view of 
the law. 

Now, I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that in this long, learned, and 
elaborate report submitted by the minority and in the long speech 
read here by the gentleman from Michigan {Mr. Tuomas] there 
was no claim made that the contestant in this case has a majority. 
There is no suggestion that an elector was denied the right to vote 
or that there was any fraud. No such charge was made, nor is 
there any claim that for any reason the contestant is entitled to 
his seat or that, if the law had been constitutional, a different 
result would have been reached. 

Now, Mr. Speaker. at the last session of this Congress there were 
9 cases decided by this House and at this session 2 cases decided 
by this House—11 in all—where this constitutional question was 
raised, and this House subscribed to the doctrine that, even con- 
ceding the law to be unconstitutional, yet if an election was held 
under that law—a de facto election, as I have said—then the con- 
testant was not entitled to his seat by virtue of the unconstitution- 
ality of that law, but that he must go further, and show by com- 

etent evidence that in fact enough electors were deprived of their 

egal rights by virtue of the uncoustitutionality of the law to 
change the result. 

Now, those cases arose in three of the States of this Union. 
There was the case of Thorp vs. McKenney, a case arising under 
this very same law. There were twenty-two pages of the report 
in that case, and not a single word was said therein against the 
law. There was the celebrated case of Yost vs. Tucker, to which 
reference has been made, in which case there were thirty-eight 
pages of report; but not a single word was said against this law. 
Then, again, there was the case of Hoge vs. Otey. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, it seems to me that these gentleinen are very inconsistent 
in coming before this House to-day and saying that the contestee 
is not entitled to retin his seat on account of the unconstitution- 
ality of this law, when in three prior cases these same gentlemen 
have reported in favor of one party or the other holding his seat, 
and maintaining that that law was valid. 

Now, it is begging the question to say that the constitutional 
question was not raised in those cases. That isa question for this 
House to determine without any allegation whatever, because, if 
a gentleman can not retain Iris seat in this House on the bare fact 
that he is holding it here under a law that is unconstitutional, 
then of course that gentleman is not entitged to membership in this 
House, and it would be the duty of the House on its own motion 
to exclude him. Therefore, we can not dodge this question by 
saying that that question was not particularly called to the atten- 
tion of the House. 

Mr. STEW ART of New Jersey. 
one more question? 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Does not Judge Bigelow lay 


Will the gentleman allow me 


Will the gentleman yield for 
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down in his work on estoppel the doctrine that where two per- 
sons participate in an election, both are estopped from denying 
the validity of the law under which the election is held? 

Mr. JENKINS. If my friend from New Jersey says that that 
is the rule, I will accept it as correct. I am not familiar with 
Bigelow on election cases. I would admit it if I knew it to be the 
fact; but at the same time I call the attention of the House par- 
ticularly to the report that was made in the Mississippi cases. 
This same committee had three cases before it from the State of 
Mississippi, and my learned friend from Michigan [Mr. aes 
subscribed to the majority report. I want to invite the carefu 
attention of the House te the report that was made in all three 
of those cases. A part of the report, as I take it from the case of 
Newman vs. Spencer, reads as follows: 





As the committee is of the opinion that.a decision that the constitution of 
the State of Mississippi was invalid would not necessarily deprive the State 
of representation in Congress, it does not attempt to decide that question, 
and in the absence of any testimony on behalf of the contestant it recom- 
mends the adoption of the following resolutions. 


Which resolutions were in favor of the contestee. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that doctrine was correctly set forth that in 
the absence of evidence tie fact that the law was unconstitutional 
would not affect the case. 

Those Mississippi cases were followed by four cases from the 
State of South Carolina. Let me call the attention of the House 
to the statement that in all four of those cases the committee, as 
shown by their reports, were unanimous in favor of the uncon- 
stitutionality of the law; and yet, upon the recommendation of 
that committee, three gentlemen were seated under that uncon- 
stitutional law. Therefore I say that it is too late for this House 
at this time to turn down and reverse all of those precedents and 
to hold that,on account of the unconstitutionality of the law, the 
contestee is not entitled to his seat. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there was one thing suggested here this morn- 
ing by a question asked by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
STEWART] which is very important here for our consideration. 
It is the identical doctrine that was so bitterly opposed by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. THomas], when he spent so much 
time in attacking the supreme court of the State of Virginia; that 
is, the doctrine that we are bound by the decision of the supreme 
court of Virginia upon the constitutionality of this law. he at- 
tention of the House in other cases has been called to authorities 
sustaining that position. Now, I was alittle surprised at the lan- 
guage used and the position taken by my learned colleague on the 
committee [Mr. THomas], because, if I understood him correctly— 
and I do not desire to misquote him—he terribly misrepresents 
the supreme court of the State of Virginia, and misrepresents the 
facts in that case. If I understood him, he said that it was an 
action for the collection of a debt, and though, in response to a 
question addressed to him by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
JONES], hesaid that before he got through he would state whether 
or not the constitutional question was raised by the pleadings, I 
do not remember that he said anything further on the subject; 
but I did understand him, as far as his argument went, to say that 
that action was brought by a person in the State of Virginia for 
the purpose of collecting a debt, and that it was a collusive action, 
and that the plaintiff disappeared from the court soon after the 
bill was taken as confessed in the court below. 

Now, I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that those statements, if I 
understood them correctly, are not correct. I have that case in 
my hand, and I have very carefully considered it. I want to say 
that as far as that case is concerned it was an action brought 
directly by electors of the State of Virginia for the express pur- 
pose of testing the constitutionality of that law, and that was 
really the only question that was involved in that case. I think 
that that case was well decided. 

Now, it is stated, Mr. Speaker, in the opening of the case, and 
referred to by the judge who read the opinion, that the case was 
brought by electors of Virginia for the purpose of preventing the 

sroper officers from doing certain duties in regard to that law. 
t seems that there were some things done under the law by some 
of the election officers of the State of Virginia, and that they 
applied for payment for their services; that orders were drawn 
and they were going to be delivered, and the case was brought by 
these electors to prevent the payment of these orders. Thesupreme 
court, I think, properly held that they had not proven an equitable 
action, and their remedy was later on. The constitutionality of 
the law was directly raised in the case, and that necessarily, for 
they pleaded specially that the law was unconstitutional; and 
that they had no right to create any liability under a law which 
was unconstitutional. The court held that this very law which 
is attacked by the minority of this committee was unconstitu- 
tional; and now I think it isa very unfair thing to come before 
this House and say that the plaintiff dropped out of the case. He 
did not drop out of the case until after the supreme court had 
passed upon it, and it would naturally follow for one to drop out 
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of a case then. But when his case was decided by the court 
below he took steps to have the case passed upon by the supreme 
court of the State of Virginia. He could do nothing more. Hg 
did all he could to bring it to the attention of the court, and in ; 
very elaborate and learned argument the question of the const. 
tutionality of the law was presented to the court, and, as I said 

the court unanimously held that the law was constitution)’ 
Therefore I say, Mr. Speaker, that we are absolutely bound }+ 
that law, and to look also to the decisions of this House, t's 
House having decided in this Congress eleven separate cases, t}:} 
even admitting that the law is unconstitutional, it does not affect 
a member’s right to a seat. : 

We are asked now to reverse that action and hold contrary to 
all these precedents overwhelmingly created in this House. and to 
say that this gentleman is not entitled to his seat because that lay 
is unconstitutional. 

If that is correct, Mr. Speaker, there is not one of the gentlo- 
men sitting upon this floor to-day from the State of Virginia en- 
titled to his seat in this House. If this House can go so far as to 
exclude the contestee from his seat, itis their plain duty to go 
further—because we take judicial notice of this case—and exclude 
the other nine members upon the ground that they have no 
right to sit here in this House. It seems to me that we would be 
occupying a very inconsistent position to say that this one gen- 
tleman is not entitled to a seat here because the law is uncop- 
stitutional, and that the other gentlemen should be entitled to 
their seats. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to go further and say that I do not 
believe that there is any lawyer upon this floor who will carefully 
examine this law who will say for a moment that the law is 
unconstitutional. It merely provides that in the case of an illit- 
erate voter a constable appointed for the express purpose, and 
who takes an oath to properly discharge his duties, shal! point 
out to the illiterate voter and mark for him as asked the names 
on his ticket. But that does not disclose for whom he wants to 
vote. Now, it seems to me it is not sufficient to say that it is 
unconstitutional. As alawyer, after careful examination, | agres 
with the chairman of this committee that this provision of the 
law of the State of Virginia is not unconstitutional, but it is con- 
stitutional, Mr. Speaker, and we are backed up in that opinion 
by the decision of the supreme court of the State of Virginia, the 
only proper tribunal to pass upon that question. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I am talexmell by a creditable gentleman 
who has examined the law of the State of Michigan that they 
have a law somewhat similar there. Iam told by this same gen- 
tleman that the law of the State of Michigan does not provide that 
the election officers shall be divided between the two political par- 
ties, or appointed from the two political parties, but that the law 
is silent in reference to that, leaving it, as under the law of Vir- 
ginia, for them to select them from any one party that they see 
fit; but there is still further in that law a provision that the illit- 
erate must call upon two gentlemen of opposite politics— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. MILNES, I would like to say to the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat that the law of Michigan does provide for a 
nonpartisan board. 

r. THOMAS. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the 
case before the House, the Committee on Elections is unanimous 
in reporting that there are but 12 precincts attacked by the con- 
testant, and that, eliminating those 12 districts from the election 
returns entirely, the contestee is still elected by something like 
1,500 majority. That being so, it removes the question of fact 
from the consideration of the House, and the only question left 
to be determined is, Shall the sitting member be continued in his 
seat or shall he be ousted? As I understand from the discussion, 
the only way to oust the sitting member would be to hold that 
the election laws of the State of Virginia are unconstitutional. — 

Now, sir, I do not intend to go into the question of the consti- 
tutionality of the election laws of the State of Virginia, nor to 
discuss the pending case at length one way or the other, but rather 
to speak of election laws in a general way and for a few moments 
only. Within the last eight years the election laws in all or 
nearly all the States have been modified and ch in the name 
of ‘‘reform,” and the Australian ballot system is the one that has 
been most generally adopted by the Northern, the Western, and 
the Eastern States. Those States have adopted the Australian 
ballot law almost in its purity, while the Southern States, under 
guise of adopting the Australian ballot law, have given us a sys- 
tem of election law that is for the most part a corruption of the 
Australian system. They have twisted and modified that system 
until now it is with difficulty that a man who is not educated 
can vote at all in the South. I have arisen on this occasioa 
merely to ask unanimous consent to have printed in the RECORD 
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as a part of my remarks a tabulated statement of the election 
laws of the several States of the Union, tabulated only a few days 
ago by an ex-member of this body, Hon. John C. Houk, of Ten- 


nessee. This statemeni gives the election laws of every State in | 


the Union, and shows that they are all framed more or less after 
the Australian ballot system. The Virginia law which — 
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There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

| Mr. McCALLof Tennessee. Ithankthe House. I believe mem- 

| bers will find this statement a treasury of information clearly and 

intelligently arranged and correct in the main. I will not detain 

| the House longer, but will yield the remainder of my time back 
to the gentleman from Michigan {Mr. THomas|]. ' 





in the pending case is given here among the others, and I now | The statement presented by Mr. McCauu of Tennessee is as 
ask consent to print this tabulated statement in the Rrecorp. | follows: 
Table showing the provisions of the election laws in the different States. 
[Compiled by John C. Houk.] 
as — esencencealag tence ice peace a 
P f poll | = 
repayment of po s : i ai Party column or Politics opposite can Party 
State. oo Registration. Official ballot. group. dilate emble? . ‘ 
| 
CS ee, es ae a | 
—_ | | “ - - 
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call DEW «hessuscabsenencais nae nee nln Column Yes No Ye 
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: | not paying atax. | | 
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tax. le. 
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, schools. 
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| ual nominations 
WESTERN. 
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} | gchools. 
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I nn No. 4 ed hidnaa a lances aE SE soos aa . ag No No 
TE ctcnstwocnes No ee IN ae data telat alk a ; Group for eleetors Yes No No 
South Dakota .......-. ED ckidbadddcbinaksa | No ..................-| General except for | Column eer intde: No Ye 
i | rs | schools. 
North Dakota .......- iit saccadic as NS hcteints ence anckalh END a n. casio <nwenabewans Sad tisha wieintaeaiciall Ol ge No No 
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} | | schools. } 
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| schools. } 
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California............. BFE cncnisceapcosecweds snes Ol casesdaeneisacen Riawes GO iy sandenes awn OS sriicinsnneescns wea No No 
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West Virginia... ...- eee Capaeen eee eee aes SSN Pinguditasunacednae ada No No 

able. | 
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EXPLANATION. 

The foregoing table has been carerzlly compiled, mainly from pamphlets 
containing the election laws furnished by the respective secretaries of state. 

Every State in the Union, except Rhode Island, Georgia, Alabama, Missis- 
sippi, and Tennessee, has published its election laws in special form. On 
some few points the general statutes or codes of States have been consulted, 
and questions have been propounded to and answered by secretaries of state 
through the mail. 

While it is not insisted that the tabulation is perfect, it is claimed to be 
substantially correct, so far as it goes, most of it having been verified with 
special care. 

, The tabulation has been arranged by grand divisions, so as to more readily 
show, as far as they may be indicated by the table, the development of the 
election laws in each general section of the country. 

The election laws of each State have, with just or unjust intention, been 
materially amended, almost without exception, since 1888, the year what is 
known as the “Australian law” began to gain permanent foothold in this 
country. Michigan led the way in the direction of the Australian system in 
the United States. 

The table shows about 585 points in relation to the election laws of the 
various States, or about 13 points for each State. 

1. In the column headed ** Prepayment of poll tax ” is indicated what States 
require % epayment before a voter can vote. 

“. In the column headed “ Registration” the word “ general” means that 
registration prevails throughout the State, while the word “limited” means 
that registration is contined to certain counties or cities. 

3. In the column headed “ Official ballot,” the word “ general’’ means that 
the ballot is printed by the State or county,throughout the State, while the 
word “limited” means that the State or county prints the ballot only in cer- 
tain counties. 

4. In the column headed “Party column or group,” the word “column” 
means that the ballot contains a column for each party, in which only the 
hames of the candidates of a certain party are printed. The words “group 
for electors"’ mean that only the electors are arranged by party groups, 
while all other candidates for all other positions are arranged, irrespective 
of party, under the name of the office. 

5. In the column headed “* Politics opposite candidate,” it is shown whether 
the politics of each candidate is printed opposite his name on the ballot. 

6. In the column headed “ Party emblem” is indicated whether the law 
authorizes or permits one column or ballot to be distinguished from another 
by a party device or emblem. 

7. In the column marked “One mark for straight ticket” is indicated 
whether the voter can vote for each candidate for each office on a certain 
party ticket by making asingle mark at the head of his party columnor else- 
where on the ballot 

8. In the column headed ‘* Vote by scratch or X” is indicated whether the 
voter votes by scratching out the name of the candidate he desires not to vote 
ws oe ant he votes by marking an X opposite the name of each man he 

Pouves Lor. 

9. In the column headed “ Mark each name voted” is indicated whether 
the voter shall mark each name voted for (or scratch each name not voted 
for)—the word * optional.’ wherever it appears in that column, meaning that 


the voter can either mark each name or vote for all candidates of a given 
party by a single mark (X). 





| polls before voting. 


10. In the column headed “ Poll-tax receipt or registration certificate pre- 
sented * is indicated whether the voter shall present either or both at the 
In the same column the words ‘proves payment taxes” 
mean that the voter must furnish the judges with satisfactory evidence that 
he has paid his taxes. 

il. In the column headed ‘Instructions or sample ballot” is indicated 
whether official printed instructions are furnished before or during the |ul- 
loting, or whether the law authorizes or permits the ting or distribution 
among _ the electors of a sample ballot before or during the voting. In th 
same column the words “ official ballot given out’ mean that the State or 
county distributes official ballots among the voters before the election 

12. In the column headed “ Voter assisted” is indicated under what ci 
cumstances the voter can receive assistance in voting, and what States in 
effect have an educational qualification. 

13. In the column headed “ Primary laws” the word “yes” means that the 
State has laws regulating primary elections and conventions, at least to the 
extent of prescribing peaaities for committing fraud in the same, etc., while 
the word “limited * means that the State only goes so far as to prescribe the 
manner of ee the officials printing the ballots the names of the 
nominees, etc., as in Tennessee. 





MISCELLANEOUS. 


(a) Inthe “ Registration’ column the words “ general, but voidable *’ mean 
that registration is required throughout the State, but that noelector can be 
deprived of his vote by reason of not being registered if he presents himself 
at the polls and _- that he is otherwise qualified, etc. 

(b) In the “Official ballot’? column the words “ Unofficial ballot for each 

arty”? mean that each party prints its own ballots throughout the State 
imited by the law in certain cases only as to size and color, etc., as in | 
nessee, with respect to the *‘ uniform ” ballot. 

(c) In the column headed “Party column or group” the words “ Official 
ballot for each party’ mean that the State either prints a separate ba!l:t 
marked on the back “* Official ballot * for each party, or furnishes blank ba!!o's 
stamped on the back “ Official ballot * to the committees or candidates of ea: h 
party, by them to be completed b ues the names of the candidates of 
their party on the face of the official blanks. . 

(d) In the column “ Vote by scratch or X" the words Sapeeite Louisian: 
“Obliteration by stamp,” mean that an elector votes by obliterating wit!) 9 
rubber stamp a circular white spot in the black square put to the right 0! 
the name of each candidate. e name of a candidate preceding a w! 
spot that is not marked or blotted out is not voted for. In the same colum 
where the word ‘‘ Stamp " appears in parenthesis, the authorities of the Sta‘ 
or county furnish a stamp and ink pad, which the voter must use in mark! 
his ballot. 

(e) Wherever the word “unnecessary” occurs in the table, its use can | 
accounted for by the fact that the ballot is unofficial and is furnished by ‘)° 
respective party committees. . 

(7) In Connecticut and New Jersey only, the elector votes by placing b's 

ot in an envelope. This was once done in Massachusetts. 

(g) Of the New England States, Massachusetts has a constitutional pro 
vision that the voter shall read and write before he can vote, unless he was 
avoter prior to 1857,and Connecticut by her constitution requires that an 
elector shall read. . 

(A) Of the Southern States, South Carolina's constitution requires that 
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read or construe the constitution in 1898, and the 
Ge “ ae Be etesippl has the same provision, which is now in effect. 
—_ The constitution of Ohio prohibits the requirement to prepay a poll 


ne. kansas prohibits registration. 
; , The const a eota Cae optional with the counties, but none of 


it. 
the counties have etetration was declared unconstitutional ten years ago. 


South Carolina the voter has to either pay “all” polls due or all 
canes ) i ear more of property before he can vote. 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman from 
Michigan desire to consume his time now? 

Mr. THOMAS. No, sir. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I regret very 
much that the discussion of this question should have departed 
from the facts presented to the House in the record, I think it 
is necessary, if we desire to do justice in these cases, that we should 
decide each one absolutely upon itsown merits. If we decide each 
time as best we may upon the record which is presented, even then 
we shall sometimes go wrong; but if we decide upon general prin- 
ciples or upon our ideas of what should be done for the party here 
or there, we shall rarely go right. 

I do not care to follow the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Grn- 
son] in the course of his remarks, but I will say that I do not 
propose to let his noisy intrusion into this debate put me in a 
false position. I said nothing in the speech to which he alluded 
which can fairly bear the construction which he puts upon it, 
although [ entered upon that portion of my argument as my time 
was expiring and could only express myself very imperfectly. I 
think that the time has come for us to cease to divide the people of 
the North, or of the South, or of any part of this country into sheep 
and goats. I think that where you divide men into large masses 
upon whatever issue, whether it relates to the tariff, or to the free 
coinage of silver, or to the single gold standard, those masses of 
people will average about equally in honesty. Certainly neither 
will have a monopoly of that article. We have been decorating 
the Southern Democrats with every vice that deforms human 
nature, and we have at the same time been unjust to the Southern 
Republican, have almost deified him and put him in a place where 
no mortal should stand. I believe that, take the Southern Demo- 
erats and Southern Republicans as a whole. they are not either 
greatly worse or greatly better than each other. I simply ask for 
the Southern Republicans that they shall have the same treat- 
ment as people in other parts of the country, and that we shall no 
longer make them the inmates of a hothouse and subject them to 
the application of special theories and special principles which 
we apply to nobody else. 

Mr. LEWIS. . Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. LEWIS. The gentleman from Massachusetts, in his speech 
on the Yost-Tucker case, used this language: 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think we ought at this late day to do justice by the 
pe ple of Virginia. We have for years here attempted to build up the Repub- 

ican party in the South by seating this man and that man and by patronage; 

an! the result is that they display their chief vitality and strength in our 
national Republican conventions, where they generally appear with as many 
different delegations as there are candidates for the Presidency. 

I desire to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts if he intended, 
by that language, to embrace the Republicans of the State of 
Kentucky? 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend 


I 


that language to apply to the Republicans of Kentucky, as it has | 


been quoted and misapplied to the people of the whole South. For 
that matter, I had no thought of Kentucky. 

Mr. LEWIS. I simply desire to say, Mr. Speaker, with the per- 
mission of the gentleman from Massachusetts, that I know of no 
contest by Kentucky Republicans in any Republican national 
convention except in one district in 1880. I am the only Repub- 
lican who ever represented the district I have now the honor to 
represent on this floor, and I want to state that this is the only office 
I ever held, and I state further that I was not assisted to that office 
by any patronage or by any “coddling” whatever. Iwas sent here 
by the people of that district, and I tried to do my duty as their 
Representative. 

Mr. Speaker, I have seen a disposition upon this floor to assume 
that Southern Republicans are inferior in respectallity or in 
social standing to ocrats. My ancestors before me, sir, were 
Virginians, but they have always been loyal. {[Applause.] And 
if the men in Kentucky who fought the battles of the country 
when the country needed their support, if the men in Kentucky 
who in 1861 decided that Kentucky should stay in the Union and 
not go out of it—and my people were among them—if those men 
are not as good and as respectable and as honorable and as much 
entitled to consideration by the nation as any other people in Ken- 
tucky, or elsewhere, I have never been conscious of it and never 
will be. [Applause.] And I want to say to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, further. that they are men who never have been 

coddied ” by the people of Massachusetts, or by any other people. 
They have never asked to be coddled, and they can take care of 
ves without coddling. [Laughter and applause. } 








Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I do not dispute 
a single word that the gentleman from Kentucky has said here, 
although I did not yield for a speech, but what I said will apply 
exactly to this case. I believe that if you will trust the Repub- 
licans of the South to act as a party and to act from the strength 
of the innate principles of the party, instead of taking them under 
a guardianship which is insulting to them, they will grow stronger 
and achieve a better standing before the country than they have 
had heretofore. What the Republicans of certain portions, at 
least, of the South need is justice. And Iam glad to say. Mr. 
Speaker, that during the last half dozen years when they have 
been little embarrassed by the treatment to which I have referred, 
when they have breathed the free and fostering air of our institu- 
tions, they have grown greatly in strength, as the statistics of the 
gentleman from Tennessee so amply show. 

[ do not know as the word coddling has an adjudicated meaning, 
but I say this particular case will illustrate what | meant by 
“coddling” the Republicans of the South. Examine the proposi- 
tion made here by the gentleman from Michigan. Here is a 
district of 160,000 people, casting about 22,000 votes for Repre- 
sentatives in Congress at an election when no other officer was to 
be chosen, when that office alone was to be filled. I say that vote 
for that population at an election for a single office is as great as 
we would have in a district in Massachusetts with an equal 
population. 

Now, the contestant has appeared here and has alleged certain 
things against that election. We examine the record. We find 
that in only 12 precincts in the 144 precincts of that district has 
he introduced a particle of evidence. 

Mr. THOMAS ruse. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. 
alread y—— 

Mr. THOMAS. I wish only to call the gentleman’s attention 
to the fact that I stated very explicitly that this evidence was 
taken in five out of the seven counties of the district: that the 
evidence was taken for the purpose of showing the inherently 
wrong quality of the law itself, and not for the purpose of im- 

aching the returns by showing fraud. I desire to have the 
Seas understand that explicitly. And it is begging the question 
to say that only 12 out of the 144 precincts were investigated. 
The remarks of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Jones] 
admitted fraud in every one of them. The statement I have 
made has not been controverted. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. JENKINS] conceded the same thing. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I can not yield further. The 
gentleman has already occupied an hour and a half of the time of 
the House. But I say the contestant who assailed this election 
has produced evidence as to only twelve precincts; and I do not 
believe that the evidence would justify the rejection of two of 
those precincts. 1 do not believe that either the gentleman from 
Virginia or the gentleman from Wisconsin has admitted fraud. 

The gentleman from Michigan now says that those precincts 
were taken as samples. I never before knew that theory to be 
applied to the decision of a contested-election case—that when the 
contestant fails in making out his case, he may take two or three 
precincts of the district and say that they are to be accepted as 
samples of the whole district. It seems to me that is a novel 
method of pracedure. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, to return to my proposition. There were 
only twelve precincts here that were assailed. I do not believe the 
evidence would justify the exclusion of twoof them. But you 
may reject the whole twelve; and the contestee still stands here 
elected by 1,539 majority. 

At this point the gentleman from Michigan proposes to do what 
I call “coddling.” He proposes to apply to the Republicans of the 
South a principle that he would never apply in the Northern 
States. He says that this election law, solemnly adopted by the 
legislature of Virginia, is unconstitutional; that, the law being 
unconstitutional, there can be no valid election held under it, and 
therefore upon that ground alone (for the whole argument of the 
gentleman is based upon it) the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Swanson] must be taken from his seat. Now, let us look at the 
argument. In the first place, if that law was unconstitutional as 
to the contestee, it was unconstitutional as to the other three par 
ties in contested-election cases which this House by vote has 
already seated. It is unconstitutional as to the six members from 
that State who are here without any contest. And it is an extraor- 
dinary proposition at this day—thirty days before the close of the 
session—that we shall throw this gentleman out upon an argu- 
ment or assumption which would turn out the whole Virginia 
delegation. 

Furthermore, this law has been passed upon by the highest judi- 
cial tribunal in the State of Virginia. That tribunal has unan- 
imously held that the law is constitutional. The gentleman from 
Michigan proposes, in violation of all the precedents, to have this 
House sit here as a supreme court of appeals, overrule the court of 
appeals of Virginia, and declare that the law is unconstitutional. 


I have yielded for one speech 














Now. the cases are very clear upon this point. I will read first 
from McCrary on Elections a statement of the law which every 
lawver will recognize as elementary. He says: 

The House of Representatives of the United States in construing a State 
law will follow the construction given it by the authorities of the State whose 
duty it is to construe and execute it. Whena given construction has been 
adopted and acted upon by the State authorities, the Federal Government 
should abide by and follow it. 

And the same doctrine is laid down in many cases. I do not 
believe that any authority to the contrary can be found anywhere. 

The American and English Encyclopedia of Law, quoting a re- 
cent case, says: 

The House when adjudicating upon any matter affecting the seats of its 
members must be governed by the laws of the State in which the election 
was held upon questions of the qualifications of the voters; and where there 
is no act of Congress providing for the method of conducting the election the 
House is compelled to follow the State law_upon that subject. It follows as 
a necessary conclusion, as the courts of a State are the proper tribunals to 
construe its statutes, that when the highest court of a State od given a con- 
struction toa provision of the State constitution or statute, such construc- 
tion should be followed by any other tribunal called upon to pass upon the 
same question. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. With pleasure. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Has the unconstitutionality of the elec- 
tion laws of Virginia necessarily to be held as established in order 
to seat the contestant? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Why, it is admitted that the 
contestant has no case. It is not claimed that he has any case in 
the report of the minority, and they only allege the unconstitu- 
tionality of the law—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. You mean thatno claim is set up by those 
representing him? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. No claim is set up by those 
representing him that he has a right toa seat here, and no resolu- 
tion is reported to seat him. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Unless the election laws are held to be un- 
constitutional, then the sitting member is entitled to the seat, as I 
understand the gentleman? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. There is no question of that. 
But there is no report which provides that the contestant was 
e ected. The antagonistic proposition is that the election laws of 
Virginia are unconstitutional, and therefore that no valid election 
was held, and that being the allegation, the minority provide in 
their resolution that the sitting member shall be unseated. That 
is the proposition advocated by the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. THoMAs]. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And, as I understand the gentleman, it is 
admitted that the constitutionality of the election law of the State 
of Virginia has been settled by the decision of the supreme court 
of the State? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That question isin dispute as to whether 
it was or not. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I hear it suggested, Mr. 
Speaker, that, as a matter of fact, there is a dispute on the question 
as to whether the supreme court of the State of Virginia held the 
law to be constitutional. I will suggest to the gentleman and to 
the members of the House the nature of the dispute, in order that 
they may determine this question for themselves. It seems tome 
that it is even more ridiculous than the contention that the House 
ought to find that the laws are unconstitutional if the supreme 
court of the State held them to be constitutional. 

Here is the entire decision: The case came before the supreme 
court of Virginia on an appeal, and the court took jurisdiction of 
the case and pronounced an opinion upon it, though the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. THomas] declares that the supreme 
court did not have jurisdiction, and therefore that the decision 
has no binding weight, force, or effect. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Was the question fully in issue with refer- 
ence to the jurisdictional point? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I will read just what the rec- 
ord discloses on that point, and the gentleman can determine for 
himself. I read from the decision: 

The plaintiff further alleges that the act under which these expenses were 
incurred— 

That is, with reference to certain expensesincurred in the oper- 
ation of the election law of the State— 
is unconstitutional and void, and that they can not therefore be paid under 
the general county levy. 

The bill states many particulars in which it is supposed that the act is 


roqagnant to the Constitution of the United States and to that of the State 
of Virginia. 


_ The decision then goes on to cite eleven grounds of unconstitu- 
tionality. 
It then proceeds: 


The petition alleges “that the said act is unconstitutional and void; that 
the costs of conducting the said election, incurred by putting in operation the 
provisions of the said act, are illegal charges upon the county levy, and the 


payment thereof should be enjoined; and that the said decree of the t 
court is erroneous for the following reasons, which reasons are as 
errors in the said decree "— 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Is the gentleman reading from the sylla- 
bus of the decision? 
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Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Iam reading from the dep} 
sion itself of the court. The court further said: 


Accompanying the petition is a brief filed by counsel for petitioner. ;, 
which the many | gravitons of law arising upon the re _ 
thoroughly discussed. We feel, therefore, that upon the partof the petit 
ers at least we are in possession of all the means of information whic! 
be accessible to us were the appeal allowed and the case set down f 
ment. We feel, too, that the questions presented are of the utmost 
to every citizen of the State. Weare upon the eve of an election in 
many important offices are to be filled, and it is much to be desired + 
uncertainty as to the law under which these elections are to be e:: 
should be removed, and it is therefore a matter of congratulation 

laintiffs have, in presenting their case to us, thrown sufficient lig) 
o enable us to dispose of it without delay and with entire confiden 

And the court goes on and expressly considers the question of 
constitutionality. 

Further on it says: 

The vote by ballot ex vi termini implies a secret ballot. The s 
the ballotis a right whichinheres in the voter and of which he can not. 4 
his will, be lawfully deprived. It must be, however, in some degree « 
nate to the right to vote by ballot, of which it is buta part; and the main 
object, which is the right to vote, must not be defeated by a too rigid «} 
ance of the incidenta rim, which is that of secrecy. A blind m 
man unable to read, must, in the nature of oar. 80 far compro: 
secrecy of his ballot as to invoke and obtain the aid of others in the ara 
tion of his ballot; but as it would be a violation of confidence, were he to sco 
of a friend assistance on such an occasion, for that friend to betray + r 
and disclose the vote, so it is a violation not only of confidence but 
duty for the constable to lift the veil of recy, which should | 
trable, and violate the confidence which the law requires the voter t. ; S¢ 
in him. The oath of office of the constable binds him to the performance of 
the duties imposed upon him not only by statute but by the consti: 


I trust that gentlemen who listened tothe argument of the vey 


e gen. 
tleman from Michigan will apply the reasoning of the court to 
that argument. The court then proceeds to hold, as plainly and 
as unequivocally as any court in the world has ever held anything, 
that the so-called Walton election law was'constitutiona!. But 
the gentleman says they might have dismissed the case on another 
ground, and that the court says they might. That istrue. The 
court says that it might have dismissed it on another ground. 
But it considered it on this point, and gave a direct opinion with 
reference to it. I will read the clause, in order to put the whole 
question before the House to which the gentleman alludes 


If, however, we had come to a different conclusion as to the constitutional 
questions involved in the record which accompanies the petition in th. 
we should still be obliged to refuse the bill ed for, as the plaintiffs have 
an adequate and complete remedy at law. 

But the court clearly took jurisdiction. It clearly passed on the 
validity of the laws, and it distinctly held that those laws were 
valid; and I would say to my friend from Ohio [Mr. Grosy rxor} 
that one of the most famous judicial decisions ever rendered in 
this country, the so-called Dred Scott decision, was rendered in a 
case in which the court held that the court below had absolutely 
no jurisdiction and to which it could not have remanded tliat case 
for a further trial. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I thought the days of Dred Scott decisions 
had gone by. 

“Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Yes; but no one questions that 
the decision was rendered. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. In the face of that decision of 
the supreme court of Virginia, if this House should decide other- 
wise, would it not be in effect to deny to that State a republican 
form of government? 

Mr. I'cCALL of Massachusetts. If this House should decide 
that those laws were unconstitutional, it would directly overrule 
the laws that were held by the highest judicial tribunal in Virginia 
to be constitutional. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. And would deny to that State 
a republican form of government. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Ithinkso, and I think it would 
be revolutionary. I want to say further that I think it would 
oe unconstitutional the laws of a majority of the States in this 

nion. 

If I remember correctly, the constitution of Michigan provides 
for an election by ballot, and on the reasoning of the gent!eman 
from Michigan {Mr. THomas], ex vi termini, the word ** ballot 
means a secret ballot; and if there is any provision in that law 
which requires that any voter should disclose to anyone the name 
of the person for whom he desires to vote, then the law of Michi- 

an is contrary to the constitution of Michigan, as much as the 

aw of Virginia is contrary to the constitution of Virginia. Lllit- 
erate voters, men who are mentally or physically blind and unable 
to prepare their ballots, under the Michigan law have to be 
assisted by sworn officers of the law. I think you will find this 
provision in the constitutions of many States, that there shall be 
an election by ballot, and under every Australian system which 
we have in this country, so far as I am aware, there is a provis0o0 
for some public officer — a man who can not see, who is py> 
ically or educationally unable to cast his vote. 

Mr. JONES. If my friend will allow me, I will say that | hold 
in my hand the election law of the State of Michigan, and it pro 
vides that an illiterate voter or a blind voter who can not prepare 
his ballot shall disclose his wish to an inspector who is appointed 
for that purpose by the board. He does it in the presence of & 


ro ers 


case, 
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—q- sineitiacianaaienisent 
challenger, but he must disclose it to this inspector and have it | dently in a judicial frame of mind and will doubtless vote upon 
repared by him. this question in that way. [Laughter.] I demand the previous 
. Mr. MILNES. He does it in the presence of two challengers, | question. — 
one from his own party. . The previous question was ordered. 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. He may have two, if he wants. The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on the substitute, 
Mr. MILNES. He must have two. which the Clerk will report. 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. If my friend willnotconsume| The Clerk read as follows: 
my time, I will say that precisely the same principle is involved, | itis Sai 


Congres- 


. ; E Resolved, That neither Claude A. Swanson nor George W. ( 
no matter if another challenger 18 present. The man is compelled elected a member of the House of Representatives from the Piftl 


to disclose the name of the person or persons for whom he desires | sional district of Virginia for the Fifty fourth Congress of the Unit 
to vote to a sworn Officer of the law, and that infringes on the S eee 

secrecy of the ballot; and if the reasoning of the gentleman from | _ Mr. THOMAS. On that I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. 
Michigan [Mr. THomas] is correct with regard to this case, then | Speaker. 


‘or 


ed States, 


the election law of his own State is absolutely unconstitutional. The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 
Sol say the gentleman proposes a course for Virginia which he The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the ayes are 21, 


ould apply to no Northern State. The word ‘coidling,” which the noes 127—not a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays 
o disturbs the sensibilities of gentlemen, is a feeble term. Itisa refused. 
rank outrage, and you never can establish a party upon such rhe question was then taken on the substitute; and it was rejected. 
injustice. , The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I have presented this case as clearly | resolutions reported by the majority of the committee, which the 
as1 can tothe House. If we are to respect this law, there is Clerk will report. 
absolutely no doubt that the contestee was elected by at least 1,500 The resolutions were read, as follows: 
majority. The only way in which you can disturb him in his seat Resolved, That George W. Cornett was not elected a Representati' 
is to overrule the solemn adjudication of the highest court in | Fifty fourth Congress of the United States from the Fifth district of 
Virginia, and hold that that law is unconstitutional, and thereby | at a ee ae Tee esate Hea act ve 
adopt a principle which would make unconstitutional the election | ginia, and is entitled to his seat. 
laws of many other States in this country. rae : 

This is the last case coming from this committee, Iam glad to| The resolutions were agreed to. 


ire 





i On motion of Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts, a motion to recon- 
ia GROSVENOR. So amI sider the vote by which the resolutions were agreed to was laid on 
q \ . . | om ts le 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. These are not agreeable cases. | the table. 


I should be very glad to decide, with my friend from Ohio [Mr. | CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
GrosvENOR], uniformly in favor of Republicans; but I would say Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privileged report 
that if the gentleman desires to get somebody who is going to vio- | ¢rom the Committee on Rules: ; 
late the law, and to seat men here who were not elected, then he ae sched bei ie 
will have to get some one else than myself to do it. We have, as | .,f2itnt That it shall be in order to offer and consider as an amendment 
he has said, ad fifteen cases before us, and it is said we have | the government of the District of Colambie for the fiscal year endi 1 June 30, 
only decided in favor of three Republicans. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Two. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Well, then, two, if you will 





1893, and for other purposes, the folowing: 
“That the act approved February 13, 1895, entitled ‘An act to amend an 
act entitled “‘An act to provide for the settlement of all outstanding claims 


rainst the District of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction upon the Court 
have itso. 1 do not care how bad the record is made out. e eee ~~ ome. and — purposes,” approved June 16, 1880,” 
Rf 2 2, anc © same is hereby, repealed. 
oa ne ae meat onnee tes *“Andall proceedings pending shall be vacated, and no judgment heretofore 
Mir. ac e ses ) 


3 | rendered in pursuance of said act shall be paid.” 
vote of one side was in round numbers 40,000, and on the other Which amendment shall be subject to amendment under the rule: 


side it was only a few hundred. In at least three others there | House. 

was no evidence taken. In some cases the pleadings were not; Mr. HENDERSON. I demand the previous question. 
even complete. And I venture to say that any lawyer, carefully The previous question was ordered 

looking at those records, would not find that there were more than Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, this rule has relation to a 
four, or at the most five, cases that were fairly contestable, in | matter which came up in discussion last night on the District of 
which Republicans were interested, and out of those five three | Columbia appropriation bill. The Committee on Rules have 
Democrats have been unseated. The total record of this House | heard patiently considerable discussion this morning on tne sub- 
is twelve Democrats unseated, which is a record difficult to 


; of the 


| ject. and felt it to be their duty to bring in a rule making the pro- 

parallel. . ; | posed amendment in order—that is to say, that the House may 

Mr. HARDY. May lask the gentleman a question for infor- | take it up and discuss it, and determine whether they want to 
mation? 


adopt the amendment. It is not to be understood by reason of 
our bringing in this rule and permitting the amendment to be in 
' order that it is any indication from the Committee on Rules as to 


, 4 what the final action of the House may be. Of course, we do not 
to enact election laws relating to the election of members of Con- | attempt to trench upon the prerogatives of the body of which 


gress, and, under a construction of those election laws by the | we are individual members; but we have heard enough to satisfy 
supreme courts of those States as to the constitutionality of those | us that it was our duty to bring it before this House, so that it 
laws, can in any manner impair or abrogate the right of this House | may be considered as an amendment to the appropriation bill for 
under the Constitution to judge of the election, qualifications, | the District of Columbia. You will observe, also, that the rule 
and returns of its own members? yrovides that if this amendment is offered to the District of Co- 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. In the absence of a Federal | lumbia appropriation bill, it will still be subject to amendment 
statute, of course Virginia mustenact electionlaws. Thequestion | under the rules of the House, so that the House can then deal with 
here is whether this particular law is unconstitutional. 1 believe | it as they think proper, voting for it, or voting it down, as sug- 
that the House will say that it is constitutional as a matter of its | gested by my friend from Ohio [Mr. NortHway]. With this 
own construction, and I believe further in this general principle | explanation, I reserve the balance of my time. 
of law, that when a State supreme court has passed upon the Mr. McRAE. Before the gentleman takes his seat, will he tell 
validity of a State statute, this House will ordinarily follow its | us what it is that he wants to repeal? He tells us the effect of the 
construction. rule, but in this part of the Hall we have not understood what the 
Mr. Speaker, I do not question the power of this House to decide | law is that he wants to repeal. 
differently, although I question its right; we have the absolute Mr. HENDERSON. The resolution can be reported again in 
power, the same as the Supreme Court of the United States has | the gentleman’s time, if he desires. I donot wantit reported again 
the absolute power to decide any question that comes before it | in my time, as it has been read once. 
wrongly and in violation of law. e have the giant’s strength, Mr. McRAE. I have no time. 
but I say we should not use it as a giant does. Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, I desire that the House shall 
Mr. DY. But will the gentleman permit me to add: Is it | understand what they are called upon to doin this matter. I un- 
not a fact that there as a great many contested-election cases | dertake to say that by the report just presented it is proposed 
filed, and about one-third of this House being Democrats, the | that the House shall reverse itself and change a rule which has 
Speaker, in his wisdom, thought it necessary to have three Elec- | been in vogue not only inthis Congress, but through all the differ- 
tion Committees; therefore he appointed one for the benefit of the | ent Congresses as far as my memory goes back, and for how many 
Democrats, and named the quuiemen, from Massachusetts very | years more I do not know. There is a rule of the House, well de- 
appropriately as the chairman of that committee? [Laughter. } fined and well established, which prohibits upon an appropriation 
Mr. MCCALL of Massachusetts. Well, Mr. Speaker, { do not | bill any amendment making new legislation. In the discussion 
think that question deserves any attention. The gentleman is evi- ' yesterday on the bill making appropriations for the District of 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Yes. 
Mr. HARDY. I ask the gentleman as alawyer if he maintains 
that the State of Virginia or any State of this Union has the right 
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Columbia an amendment was offered proposing to repeal a law 
which was passed by the Fifty-third Congress. That amend- 


ment was held to be out of order, and this new rule is brought in | 


for the purpose of carrying out the ideas of some gentlemen of 
the Committee on Appropriations in respect to the repeal of that 
law. 

Now, sir, the rule just brought in by the gentleman from Iowa 


not only changes a rule which has been in existence and operation | 


here for years and years, it not only calls upon this House to re- 
verse itself in that respect, but it does it for the simple — 
of repealing a law which some gentlemen at least think was a 


just and proper law, which should have been passed as it was 
Certain gentlemen here have 


passed by the Fifty-third Congress. / 
seen fit to take into their own hands the keeping of the conscience 
of this House, and they propose to run this rule through in order 
to secure in this summary way the repeal of a law which these 
gentlemen who constitute themselves the guardians of this Gov- 
ernment think ought to be repealed. 

Now, let us see exactly where we stand and what we are doing. 
In the discussion which took place yesterday gentlemen were 
pleased to say that the act to which 1 have referred, and which 
was passed by the Fifty-third Congress, was not proper, and ought 
not to have been passed; that the bill which was passed on that 
occasion was not a bill that had been approved or authorized by 
the District Commissioners. In answer to that, Mr. Speaker, let 
me say that the Commissioners of the District of Columbia do not 
make the laws of this country. The lawmaking power is the 
Senate and House of Representatives, the Congress of the United 
States, and the act complained of, which passed in the Fifty- 
third Congress, was the act of the lawmaking power of this 
country. 

As to the question whether it was a proper law or not, I will 
say to my friends who are insisting upon this rule that there is 
before the Committee on the District of Columbia a resolution in 
relation to this very subject, which will be passed upon by that 
committee to-morrow morning. When it was suggested that that 
resolution should be passed upon to-day I myself, for the = ose 
of getting such information about this matter as could ad, 
asked that there might.be a hearing on the subject before the com- 
mittee to-morrow morning, so that gentlemen interested in it 
might have an opportunity to come before the committee and ex- 
plain it. I had supposed that that would satisfy the Committee 
on Rules; that when they were informed that the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, which properly has jurisdiction over 
matters of this kind, had before it a resolution looking to the 
repeal of this law, and when they learned that it was determined 
by the Committee on the District of Columbia that the question 
should be passed upon to-morrow and reported for action by the 
Honse on the next District day—I had supposed, I say, that when 
they had that information the Committee on Rules would have 
been satisfied, and 1 think they ought to have been satisfied, and 
ought to have waited to see what would be done by the District 
Committee, having jurisdiction of the matter. 

Mr. Speaker, | am opposed to the repeal of any law in this hur- 
ried way, by a special rule which may be brought in at any 
moment to permit the tacking on to an appropriation bill of a 
repeal of any act upon the statute book. I undertake to say, sir, 
that if it has ever been done before it has been seldom. The prin- 
ciple of itis vicious. This proposition ought to be considered by 
the proper committee having jurisdiction of the matter, and I 
repeat, for the information of the House, that the committee hav- 
ing jurisdiction over the subject, the District Committee, has now 
before it a resolution in relation to the repeal of this law, which 
resolution the committee will act upon to-morrow. 

Mr. Speaker, a good deal was said on yesterday to prejudice the 
minds of members of this House in order that they might be the 
more easily dragooned into the repeal of an act which stands upon 
our statute books. It was stated that the amount involved would 
be perhaps a million or over a million dollars. I understand, sir, 
that some of the objections which were made by gentlemen on 
yesterday to that law are not correct, and I understand, fur Uber. 
more, that a statement will be made before the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to-morrow which will justify the passage of 
that law by the Fifty-third Congress and will show that gentle- 
men are incorrect in their statements here and have been misin- 
formed as to the facts. For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I do ask 
that the House proceed in this matter in an orderly and legitimate 
way. The subject being before the proper committee now. should 
be considered and reported upon by that committee before gentle- 
men seek to run through this repeal under a special rule which 
reverses the order of business in this House and the precedents of 
this House for many sessions of Congress. 

I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RICHARDSON}. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday, when this 
oa was offered as an amendment to the District of Colum- 

ia appropriation bill, I did not think it ought to be adopted. It 
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was an effort to repeal by an amendment on a general appropri. 
ation bill an act passed in the Fifty-third Congress. I was », 
familiar then, and I am not now familiar, with the merits of ; 
act, passed by the Fifty-third Congress, but I did not believe ; 
the rules of this House ought to be violated by an effort to »» 
repealing act upon a general appropriation bill by way of am 
ment. For that reason I thought yesterday that the rules . 

to be observed and the point of order sustained, and it wa: 
tained. In the Fifty-second and Fifty-third Congresses t| 
called obnoxious measure could have been repealed on the a 


| priation bill, as its repeal would reduce ee. etc. 


under the rules of this Congress such amendment is not in . 

Now. the Committee on Rules propose to change the ry 
the House so that it shall be in order to move the repeal o 
general law on a general as bill. That is the 

Mr. Speaker, I yesterday mad: 

statement that no effort had been made, so far as I knew, to 
the appropriate comm. ttee (that is, the Committee on the D 
of Columbia) consider the repealing resolution or measure, | 
stated the truth. I did not know at that time that any bi l 
been introduced or was pending before that committee co) 
plating the a of the obnoxious measure, so called, pass 
the Fifty-third Congress. Iwasmistaken, however, when I created 
the impression, if I did create it, that such a measure had not 
introduced. As a matter of fact. last summer or last spring - 
a bill was introduced, and it has been pending for some ‘ 
before the District Committee—how long 1 can not now u 
take to state. But the main statement which I made is tru 
that neither the District Commissioners nor the assessor of ¢} 
District, nor any other person speaking for the District goyern- 
ment, has sought to have the attention of the District Committe 
called to this repealing measure. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me—and I say this in the absence of 
the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, who, 
I think, would say it if he were here, because he told me t 
morning that he would—that it is not treating the District ( 
mittee fairly to come in here now and oust them of the ju 
tion to consider further this measure which they are considering, 
and which, as stated by the gentleman from Virginia, they | 


lar 
ivT- 


s 


had a special call to consider, notice having been given to the [is- 
trict Commissioners, the parties in interest, the gentlemen r 
senting these claims, and other persons, to appear before t! m- 


mittee to-morrow morning for a full hearing. It seems t i 
is treating that committee rather cavalierly—it is treating them 
with more or less disrespect—to oust them of jurisdiction of a 
matter which under the rules belongs exclusively to that commit- 
tee. If the House sees fit to do it, all right. 

I have not had time to examine the merits of the proposition 
and I do not say I favor payment of the claims referred to. he 
bill which was passed in the Fifty-third Congress was in charze 
of a Representative from Alabama, JudgeCobb. acareful legislator 

Now, gentlemen come here and undertake to override 1) 5 
of the House, which do not permit this repealing matter to |e in- 
grafted upon an appropriation bill. They undertake to provide 
by a special rule that it shall be in order to make this repeal on a1 
appropriation bill. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that they: 
to have waited at least until the District Committee had declin 
or refused in some way to bring about the relief which these » 
tlemen so earnestly seek. It may be right to grant the relief, but 
I think it ought to come in the regular way. We ought to have 
givén the District Committee—which has jurisdiction of this 
measure, which has entered upon its consideration, and has viven 
notice of a hearing to-morrow morning—an opportunity to com- 
plete its hearing and report all the facts to this House. 


I undertake to say, Mr. Speaker, that in a few moments alter 
this resolution is agreed to (if it should be adopted) the House 
will goi to Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union: 
will take up this general appropriation bill; immediately tl 
tleman from Missouri or some other gentleman will propose ('s 
amendment, and we shall be called upon to vote upon it without 
the i: formation that this House is entitled to have in consicenns 
a measure of this importance. It occurs to me that the ord:riy 


way to transact this business would be to let the District ‘ 
mittee report upon it; and I say without hesitation I do | 
that if these claims are unjust and ought not to be paid tl 
trict Committee to-morrow morning will agree upon such a I) 
and submit all the information to the House. 

hag the hammer fell. } 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. lt! |i 
ARDSON] yield for a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My time has expired. 

Mr. POWERS. Iask unanimous consent that the gentlem22 
may have two minutes more. 


Mr. DOCKERY. And let there be two minutes extension 02 
the other side. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Whatever additional time may be g:v°n 


to that side, I shall ask be given also to this. 
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Mr. STEELE. I think the rules provide enough time. I object. 
Mr. MEREDITH. I reserve the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MERE- 


T as eight minutes left. : 
7 HENDERSON. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from 


Mr. McMILLIN}. 
ILLIN. Mr. Speaker, let me state the situation in 
which the House finds itself. Under the old rule of the Honse— 
section 830f Rule XXI—it would have been in order on an appro- 
priat ion bill to offer an amendment reducing the expenditures of 
the Government or cutting down appropriations. That clause of 
the rule has been left out of the present code of rules. 

"Now, it turns out that two years ago there was passed, upon the 
statement that the ——, obligations to be incurred by the 
Government thereunder would be about $75,000, a bill under which 
there have been banked up before the Court of Claims claims to | 
the amount of $1,400,000. Those claims arose in this way: Under 
the régime existing here from 1870 to 1874, known as the Shepherd | 
régime, the old board of public works undertook to go beyond the 
contracts of the parties and to give larger amounts. for excavating 
and improving the streets of this city than the written contracts 
called for. The bill I have just mentioned provided that parties 
who had been contracted with at rates beyond the contracts which 
they had originally entered into might go before the Court of 
Claims and establish their claims. As I have stated, the amount 
which those claims would probably reach was placed at $75,000. 
It turns out that the claims amount to over $1,000,000. How 
much of this would be allowed by the court we can not know now. 

Now, the only question involved here—and one upon which the 

Committee on Rules is unanimous—was, Shall the House of Rep- 
resentatives have an opportunity, by means of an amendment to be 
proposed to the District appropriation bill, to consider whether | 
it will go on with the payment of these claims or whether it will | 
say that the action taken in the Fifty-third Congress on this sub- 
ject was injudicious? I will not go into a discussion of the merits | 
of these claims at present. Whatever my individual notions may | 
be upon it I will reserve. Let the House determine that question 
for itself. But the question now presented involves the freedom 
of the House to act. Will you give to the House jurisdiction? 
Will you let the House have an opportunity to repeal this law if, | 
in the opinion of the majority, it ought to be repealed? In this | 
resolution we fix no limitation upon debate; we fix no time for a 
yote. We propose no hampering rules under which this question | 
is to beconsidered. But wesay, let the House have an opportunity | 
to consider an amendment on this subject which, under the old | 
rules of the House, it could have considered. This and nothing 
more. If the House concludes to consider an amendment provid- 
ing for a repeal or change of the law named, that proposition will 
be subject to amendment, and the entire subject can be treated. | 

I might state that I think it was always wise to allow amend- | 
ments on appropriation bills which authorized reductions of 
expenditures or retrenchment of the amounts carried by the bill. 

This rule simply applies that principle to this District bill. So far 
as | am concerned individually, I am in favor of the fullest liberty 
in the House with regard tosuch matters. Ihave always thought, 
and I believe now, that the House is able to take care of itself if 
it is only allowed to act and is let alone. 


Tennessee 


Mr. sro 





In reference to the remarks of my colleague from Tennessee | 


{Mr. RicHarpson], 1 wish tosay simply this: That the bill referred 
to by him, now pending before the District Committee, was never 
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| should simply say that the Committe 


moved in until to-day, and that committee propose now to con- | 


sider to-morrow a proposition that has been pending before them | 


for many months. And I wish to say further, Mr. Speaker, that 
the Committee on Rules heard every element for and against the 
measure that wanted to come before them this morning. We had 
a session lasting for half an hour or an hour at first, and after- 
wards another session lasting for an hour, where ali of these ele- 
ments had an opportunity of being heard. All suggestions with 
regard to the question were heard, and the committee determined, 
Without expressing any opinion as to what the House of Kepresent- 
atives ought to do in the premises or as to the merits of the 
proposition, to give the House an opportunity to do what it sees fit 
to do in the consideration of this matter as an amendment to the 
pending bill. If the House wants to act, this is the only way that 
it can act, for in no other way can it be brought to the considera- 
tion of the House and legislation had upon it during the present 
Session,In my opinion. If an independent bil! is reported, I think 
it will be buried on the Calendar, without a chance for final passage | 
to the statute book. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON. I yield now three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Texas {Mr. Sayers}. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that I heartily con- 
cur in the pending motion for the adoption of the resolution re- 
ported from the Committee on Rules. 

Referring to the plea of the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
Richarpson], that the Committee on the District of Columbia 
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ought to have time to consider the matter, I will call his attention 
to the fact that a joint resolution was presented to the House on 
the 15th day of December last, and referred to the committee of 
which he is a member—the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia—asking the Congress to do the very same thing that is pro- 
vided for in the amendment to be submitted to the District appro- 
priation bill, and is covered by the resolution before the House. 
From the 15th day of December, Mr. Speaker 





. until now, the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, with every opportunity 
before them to consider that resolution, have taken n on what- 
ever respecting it: and yet the House is asked by the gentleman 


from Tennessee | Mr. RICHARDSON ], at this late stage in the session 
when it will be manifestly almost impossible to get an independ 
ent measure through Congress, to delay action and that noth- 
ing be done except through the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. But, sir, let me ask, how was the bill which we de- 
sire to repeal passed in the last Congress? It passed the House 
through a misconception of its provisions in consequence of mis- 
information to the House. I happened, Mr. Speaker, to be } 
when the bill was called up and unammous consent asked for its 
consideration. Il objected toits consideration. Iwasthenassured 
by the gentleman in charge of the bill, and by others, that only 
thirty or forty thousand dollars was involved in it, and further 
that the measure had the approbation of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia. Iam now assured by these Commissioners 
that they never gave their approbation to the measure, but to one 
that was essentially and entirely different. 

This resolution, if adopted, will afford to the House the most 
ample opportunity to consider the amendment to be offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri {Mr. Dockery]. The gentleman 
in charge of the bill will allow the utmost latitude of discussion, 
and if the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHARDSON] or the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH] can show any reason 
why it should not be incorporated in the appropriation bill, the 
House will undoubtedly give it due weight. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have not undertaken to say that these 
claims are well founded; Ido not know. That was not th 
of my objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. 


enc. 


resent 


point 


But I find the gentleman contending for further 


| time, and for an opportunity to have the bill considered by the 


Committee on the District of Columbia, and thus apparently for 
delay. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
morning. 

Mr. SAYERS. I repeat, Mr. Speaker, if he can show any rea- 
son why the amendment should not be incorporated upon the 
pending appropriation bill, I take it the House will hear the reason, 
and if it be a valid one, will refuse the adoption of the amendment. 

Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire or 
follow the example of my friend from Texas [Mr 
criticism of any committee of this House. 


Notatall. Itcan be reported to-morrow 


propose to 
. SAYERS] in his 
lf I desired to do so, I 
on Appropriations, in my 
judgment, have seen fit year after year and session after session 


| to constitute themselves the custodians and guardians of this Gov- 


ernment against the interests, whatever they may be, right or 
wrong, of every citizen of the United States who has a claim 
against the Government. It is a fact well known, sir, to all, and 
one that 1 have observed since I have been a member of this body, 
that if the Government can by any pretext prevent the payment 
of any claim of any of its citizens, it can find a strong and faith 
ful ally in the Committee on Appropriations to carry out that 
intention without any reference to the justice of the claim. 
There is but one set of people paid by the Government promptly, 
There is another set just asdeserving, 
possibly more so, to whom the Government has been indebted for 
years and years, and they have been knocking year after year and 
session after session at the doors of Congress, but have been pre- 
vented by the gentlemen on the Appropriations Committee from 
recovering that which is justly due to them, and has been due for 
generations. It isin line with this idea that the Committee on 
Appropriations have to-day, by their instigation, secured the 
bringing in of this rule from the Committee on Rules for the pur- 
pose of speedily repealing a law which, in my judgment, gives 
some of the people of this city, and of the outlying country, men 
who believe that they have just claims against the Government, 
an opportunity of having those, claims adjudicated, passed upon, 
and determined by the courts appointed by the Government to 
ascertain whether they are right or whether they are wrong. 
Now, I ask this House, in common fairness, if there is any 
injustice toward the Government in allowing these people who 
have claims against the Government to have them considered by 


| a court appointed by the Government to determine as to their 


equity, and as to whether they are just or not. 
in the cocoanut. That is the whole thing. 

I understand, Mr. Speaker, that this act was passed with the 
understanding on the part of my friend from Texas [| Mr. SAYERS] 
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that only about $75,000 or $80,000 was involved. .I undertake to 
say that if it was right to pass this act by which people havin 
claims amounting to seventy-five or eighty thousand dollars coul 
have their claims adjudicated in the courts, the principle is 
the same, even though it may turn out that a larger amount is 
involved. These people are entitled to have their claims adjudi- 
cated, although they may exceed that sum. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I understand that contracts were made for 
work under the old régime in the District government, and I un- 
derstand that the board of audit fixed the rates for which these 
yeople were to perform the labor and to carry out their contracts. 
: many cases the contractors abandoned their contracts before 
that was done, but by an agreement with the District government 
they resumed their work and many of them have since been paid. 
But there are a number who claim, under the rate fixed by the 
government in this city, that they are justly entitled to certain 
sums of money from the Government, and I understand that that 
bill was passed for the purpose of giving these people an oppor- 
tunity to go into the courts and have their rights Secon 

i understand further, Mr. Speaker, that the Government of the 
United States has been assessed at what were known as board 
rates, that citizens have been assessed at board rates, and that 
any man owning a piece of property along a certain street which 
was improved had to pay into the treasury of the city these board 
rates; in other words, has been compelled to pay to the city gov- 
e nment for the work done in reference to his premises the very 
amounts which were fixed by this board of audit. After they 
have received the money from the taxpayers and from the Gov- 
ernment, these gentlemen come forward and say that by reason 
of the fact that these claims are old and stale the claimants 
ought not to have an opportunity of doing what the law which 
was passed in the last Congress gives them the right to do—that is, 
to have their claims passed upon and the question determined as 
to whether there is anything due to them or not. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I understand that these claims do not amount 
to that vast sum of $1,400,000; that many suits were brought, but 
that many of these claims have been dismissed; that about 12 per 
cent of them have been sustained by the courts, and therefore, 
upon a reasonable estimate, there will not be more than $200,000 
involved. But whether the amount be small or whether it be 
large, the only thing which this law gives these claimants the 
right to do is to go into the courts; and every man ought to have 
the right to go into court and have the merits of his claim 
determined. That is. the reason why I have contended that the 
committee having jurisdiction over this matter should hear state- 
ments concerning this matter. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Yes. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Under thisstatute, can claims 
be filed now? 

Mr. MEREDITH. I am not advised as tc that, and it is for 
this reason, among others. that the Committee on the District of 
Columbia are seeking light. We want to ascertain from the peo- 
ple who know the facts what is the condition of affairs with 
reférence to these claims. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If the gentleman will ailow 
me, I will say that I have just examined the statute, and that 
under it every single one of these claims must have been filed 
within sixty days from the date of the passage of the act, and tnat, 
therefore, every case has been filed that can be filed under the 
statute. 

Mr. MEREDITH. That is a greater reason why it should not 
be repealed. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. May I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is there any dispute about the 
fact alleged by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. SAYERS], that this 
bill was passed under the allegation that there was not over 
$25,000 or $30,000 in claims that would be affected? 

Mr. MEREDITH. I think he said $75,000 or $80,000. I do not 
know whether- 

Mr. SAYERS, No; $30,000 or $40,000. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, I will answer my friend 
frankly that I do not know; but I insist in all fairness, and I ap- 
peal to gentlemen in all frankness and in all fairness, that, whether 
the amount be $25,000 or whether it be $1,400,000, the principle is 
not altered. 

Here the hammer a 
r. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker. I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from New Jersey { Mr. Pitney}. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, the rules of this House prevent any 
amendment being offered to an appropriation bill changing exist- 
ing law, if objected to by any member of the House, and if this 
rule is to be changed it can only be done by adopting a resolution 
reported by the Committee on Rules. The Committee on Rules, 


Will the gentleman allow me 
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in their discretion, report such a resolution only in urgent cases 
I undertake to say, sir, that this is an urgent case. The report of 
the Committee on Rules shows that they consider it an urgent ¢ <a 
They consider it an urgent case, not necessarily for the passage of 
a bill, but for consideration by the House in Committee |; +), 
Whole of a bill to repeal this statute which was put upor a 
statute book in the closing days of the Fifty-third Congress. \.j; * 
out consideration and without debate, without an understay jy 
of the bill even by the gentleman who had it in charge. 7 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH] says that ; 
act of 1895 is intended only to give these claimants a day i), 


nis 


and an opportunity to get their fair demands. ” 

Mr. Speaker, every one of these men has had day after day jn 
court. ‘They have had an opportunity for a hearing, have had g 
hearing before the board of audit, and have had a hearing before 
the Court of Claims under the act of 1880, and every one of (hem 
has availed himself of his opportunity. The effect of the act of 
1895 is limited to those who Rid have those hearings, is limited to 
those who have accepted pay for their work and who are now 
claiming pay at rates over and above the lawful rates allowed jy 
the contracts which they themselves signed, in pursuance of which 


they did the work, and in pursuance of which they acceyt: 
and signed receipts for it. 

But the gentleman says the District Committee want to haye an 
opportunity for investigation, and that it is ignorant of the merits 
of these claims. Why, Mr. § er, in the second session of the 
Fifty-third Congress the gentleman from Virginia himse!f, who is 
a member of that committee, introduced a bill—House bil] 3}{34— 
to reopen these old, dead, and rotten claims, and to refer them to 
the Court of Claims, which had already considered and decided 
every one of them, or at least had decided every disputed jo ut, so 
that those suits which had not been brought toa hearing were 
abandoned and dismissed by the claimants themselves. And what 
became of the bill? That bill, as it appears, contained at least 
some guaranties that the claimants should not be paid more than 
what was justly and equitably their due. The bill was referred 
to the District Commissioners for their report, and they made a 
report in writing, which I have before me. It was embodied in 
full in the House committee’s report. The District Commission- 
erssubmitted to the House asubstitutefor the measure introduced 
by the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. MEREDITH. A Senate bill. 

Mr. PITNEY. No; a House bill. The Commissioners sent 
with it a letter saying they had looked into the bill H. R. #154 and 
that they found it needed safeguards in certain directions; that 
it ought not to permit a rehearing except upon certain points. 
With the consent of the gentleman, I will embody that part of the 
report in my remarks: 

OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
fashington, June 1), 180 

DEAR Srr: The Commissioners have the honor to make the { i wing 
James 

alsh and others,” and H. R. bill 3134, “to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
oo agp the settlement of all outstanding claims inst the District of 

YXolumbia and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear the 
same, and for other purposes,’” which were transmitted to them. at your 


instance, for their views thereon. 


After havin given a number of hear to representatives of the parties 


interested in the a intended by these bills, and a full consideration 
of the subject, the Commissioners have embodied their conclusions i: « sub- 
stitute bill, which they herewith submit and recommend for enactment 

The proposed substitute contemplates relief in cases only which have al- 
ready n filed under said act, in which set-offs inst claimants for the 
difference between the rates specified in their written contracts and rates 
paid them were ordered by the Court of Claims, or the cases withdrawn by 
claimants in anticipation of such allowance. It would enable that court to 
do justice to such claimants by making exemption from such counter claim 
in cases where the prices allowed and paid were “reasonable, just, aud 
equitable,” regardless of info: es. 

The history of these claims is substantially as follows, etc. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PITNEY. I ask for one minute more. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. PITNEY. The Senate committee to which the (ommis 
sioners’ substitute was referred reported in place of it a sub 
stitute bill of their own, striking out every guaranty that the 
Commissioners recommended and commanding the Court of 
Claims to give unlawful compensation to these contractors who 
had once accepted their pay in full. The report of the Senate 
committee contained what purported to be a copy of the Cv mmus- 
sioners’ letter, but left out the part which I have quoted, wherein 
the Commissioners asked for these safeguards. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Who did it? 

Mr. PITNEY. It was done in preparing the report of the 5e0- 
ate committee. I do not blame any Senator, for I do not know 
that it was done intentionally. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I understood the gentleman to say that! 
had done it. 

Mr. PITNEY. Oh, no. But, as I was saying, the Senate sub- 
stitute, which afterwards passed both Houses and became a !a¥, 
left out every yy: and made it mandatory upon the Court 
of Claims to to people the ‘‘ board rates,” althoug!: they 


l pay 


uM 
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were always more than and sometimes two or three times as much 
as they were entitled to. | ma 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I yield one minute to the gentleman who 
introduced the resolution, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
— PRY ERY. Mr. Speaker, the unanimous report submitted 
by the Committee on Rules upon the proposition now pending 
siaply gives the opportunity to this House to determine whether 
or not it will repeal a bill under which about $1,300,000 of unworthy 
claims are to be imposed upon the taxpayers of this District and 
of the United States. : : ; 

This proposition involves no discourtesy to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. It simply looks to speedy and effective 
action, recognizing that at this late hour in the session it is im- 
possible to pass a separate and independent remedial measure. 
Mr. Speaker, the act the repeal of which the House will be called 
upon toconsider, in the event the report of the Committee on Rules 
is adopted, was reported adversely to this body in the Fifty-first 
Congress by the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Burton, and in the 
Fifty-second Congress it was reported to the Senate unfavorably 
by Senator McMILLAN—— : 

“Mr. PITNEY. A much less harmful bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is true, andI may say, in the moment 
of my time remaining, and after an experience of fourteen years 
on this floor, that in my judgment no more unjust and inequitable 
claims have ever challenged the attention of this House or of the 
American Congress. . ; ‘ 

Mr. HENDERSON. I yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], a member of the Committee 

n Rules. 

: Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the method of procedure proposed 
by the Committee on Rules is not unprecedented, but I am very 
frank to say to the House that it is unusual. It is so unusual, in- 
deed, that I would not consent to it except to meet some unusual 
situation. The only way to certainly protect this District from 
the payment of claims which are grossly unjust is the adoption 
of this resolution, and an emergency like that, it seems to me, 
amply justifies this rather extraordinary procedure. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been said that the act which it is sought to 
repeal was passed under a misapprehension, and I feel absolutely 
certain that thatistrue. It was presented to the House by Judge 
Cobb, of Alabama, than whom a more honest man never occupied 
aseat on this floor; and the colloquy which took place between him 
and my colleague from Texas [Mr. Sayers] plainly discloses the 
fact that Judge Cobb had been imposed upon by somebody. The 
whole colloquy reveals the fact that he was not advised as to the 
character of these claims. The bill was passed hae ey tm con- 
sent, whereas I undertake to say that if the House had been familiar 
with the character of the claims the bill would have been defeated 
by an almost unanimous vote. So far as I am concerned, I never 
in my life was more certain of the iniquity and injustice of a set 
of claims than I am in this case. 

Mr. MEREDITH. One word—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Ican not yield. I have but amoment in which 
to complete my statement. I feel so confident, Mr. Speaker, that 
the District of Columbia ought to be protected against the pay- 
ment of these claims, and that this is the only way to ellechinile 
protect it, that I am not only willing, but 1 am anxious to resort 
to even this unusual proceeding. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Without hearing the other side? 

Mr. BAILEY. We heard the other side in the Committee on 
Rules before we ever consented to this report. 

Mr. PITNEY. And we can hear its advocates on the floor of 
the House. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLarrt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2258) for the relief of Barzilla C. Hudson; and 

A bill = R. 9499) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
- Interior to sell certain lands to A. L. Williams, and for other 

urposes, 

e message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 

(8. 3637) to authorize Maj. Gen. Alexander McD. McCook, United 

States Army, retired, and Capt. George Percival Scriven, United 

States Army, to accept saahele presented to them by the Russian 

overnment; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 214) authorizing the Secretary of War 
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to grant permits to the executive committee on inaugural cere« 
monies for use of reservations or public spaces in city of Wash- 
ington on the occasion of the inauguration of the President-elect 
on March 4, 1897, etc.; and 

A bill (H. R. 1061) granting pensions to Gray’s Battalion of 
Arkansas Volunteers. . 

LEAVE ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GAMBLE, for five days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. WASHINGTON, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. DooLitTLF, for one week, on account of sickness. 

To Mr, Money, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. BRoMWELL, for the remainder of the week, on account 
of sickness, 

The House then, on motion of Mr. HENDERSON (at 4 o'clock and 
80 minutes), adjourned. 


OF 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu. 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Acting Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Rahway River, New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Acting Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Missisquoi River, Vermont—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Acting Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Ship Island Harbor, in the Mississippi Sound—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10133) to 
amend an act approved July 15, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to increase 
the water wane of the city of Washington, and for other pur- 
poses,” reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2773); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 824) entitled ‘‘An act 
to require patents to be issued to land actually settled under the 
act entitled ‘Anact to provide for the armed occupation and settle- 
ment of the unsettled part of the peninsula of Florida,’ approved 
August 4, 1842,” reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2774); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MILNES, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10108) regulat- 
ing fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations in the 
District of Columbia, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2784); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10203) to amend section 
40 of ‘‘An act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, 
and for other purposes,” approved October 1, 1890, so as to author- 
ize the sale of forfeited domestic smoking opium to the highest 
bidder, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2785); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BROMWELL, from the Committee on Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 1742) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Tumy. 
(Report No. 2772.) 

By Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 1380) to pension Sarah Wharton, a daughter of a deceased 
Revolutionary veteran. (Report No. 2775.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 5298) granting a pension to certain East Ten- 
nesseeans engaged in the secret service of the United States dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion. (Report No. 2776.) 

The bill (H. R. 7291) granting an increase of pension to Rosa 
Karger. (Report No. 2777.) 
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By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
pions: The bill (S. 1538) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to 
Joseph M. Waddell.” (Report No. 2778.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7591) granting an increase of pension to Lovenia 
Bayles. (Report No. 2779.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 9880) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Brown. (Report No. 2780.) 

The bill (H. R. 9522) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
B. Vail. (Report No. 2781.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (S. 2975): entitled “‘An act granting a pension to John 
Amrein.” (Report No. 2782.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Und r ci 
of the f 
follows: 


use 


3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 10221) toamend an act entitled Society of Iowa, favoring the passage of House bill N. 
“An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph | ; 


line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure 
to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and 
other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act ap- 
proved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both 
In ali 


‘ } . f « 
tory thereof and 


hamen 


tlei t of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the 
construction of certain railroads, and to secure the payment of all 
indebtedness to the United States of certain companies therein 


mentioned—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 10222) to better 
the lives an 
mobs—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 10223) to amend Title LX, 
chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating 
to copyrights ommittee on Patents. 

By Mr. TRUMAN H. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 10224) to pro- 
vide for the appointment and compensation of a district judge for 
the northern district of Alabama—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 


rotect 


to tne 6 


By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 10225) to authorize the Secre- | 


tary of War to detail a regiment of artillery, a regiment of infan- 


lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as | 


f said first-nentioned act and other acts amenda- | 
supplemental thereto, and to provide for the set- | 


| property of persons against the violence of | yfo" for a correction of their military record—to the © 
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Army of the Republic, of Dunbar, Pa., approving of Hons 
No. 9209, for a per diem pension—to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: Petition of the w. 
Christian Temperance Union of Rhode Island, Mary A. B 
president, for the humane regulation of vivisection in the 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Colum) 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petitions of Dr. G. S. Willia: 
8,000 other citizens of the United States, praying for th, 
ment of the House bill to raise the age of protection for 


| the District of Columbia to 18 years—to the Committe: 


Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: Petition of the Iowa Horti 
Society, favoring the passage of House bill No. 119, for 
tection of the forests of the United States—to the Comn 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of residents of Porter Coun: 
for the increase of the pensions of soldiers’ widows, to ac: 
House bill No. 10216—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolution of the State Hort 


the protection of the forests of the United States—to the « 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the 
Christian Temperance Union of Plantsville, Conn., 1 


| 40 members, urging the passage of Senate bill No. 2485 


| 
} 


try, and a regiment of cavalry to take part in the Wilson Creek | 


reunion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


| 
By Mr. SOUTHARD: A joint resolution (H. Res. 244) for print- 


ing the Annotated Laws Relating to Pensions, with a Treatise on 


Practice in Pension Cases, by Frank E, Anderson—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 
By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (House Res. No. 522 


for the relief of Frank E. Wanser and John W. Herndon—to the 
Comunittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution (House Res. No. 523) fixing 
February 16 for the consideration of House bill 10090—to the 
Committee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 10226) granting an increase of 
pension to George A. Reade—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 10227) granting pension to Milton 
Iserman, of Thirty-third New Jersey Volunteers (unasigned)—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 10228) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamin F. Moulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 10229) granting a pension to 
Anna B. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 10230) granting an increase of 
pension to Simon Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10231) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Shaeffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10232) granting an increase of pension to Cor- 
nelius Rappleyea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RINAKER: A bill (H. R. 10233) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Charles E. Roberts—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 10234) to pension Cathrine Moon— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


at 
Dp 
4 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of Duncan Post, No, 165, Grand 





ing Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Columb 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Ten 
Union of Fairfield County, Conn., urging the passage 
bill No. 7441 and Senate bill No. 2846, for the prevention 
bling—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com 

sy Mr. JOY: Petition of Joseph Weber and others, of S 


on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of T. 8. Bowman, publisher, relating 
rates on trade papers—to the Committee on the Post-Ofi 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of the Iowa State Horti 
Society, of Des Moines, Iowa, in favor of the passage of Hous 
No. 119, for the protection of the forests of the United St: 


| the Committee on the Public Lands. 
By Mr. MILES: Letter of Rev. Wilbur F. Crafts, super 


tendent of the Reform Bureau, Washington, D. C., urgi: 
—_ of sundry bills for the promotion of morality) 
istrict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of ( 
bia. 
By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Petition of D. E. A 


E. M. Campbell, and 32 other citizens of Huntington, W. \a 
testing against the passage of the Sherman bill with 


Aicket brokers—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign ‘ 


merce. 


By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Resolutions adopted at a mass m: 


ing of citizens of Metropolis, [ll., January 15, 1897, in behal! 


Cuban insurgents and favoring their independence—to the ‘ 


mittee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of Corporal Skelly Post, No. 9, Gr 


Army of the Republic, of Gettysburg, Pa., praying for the pa 


i 


of the Pickler pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Peusi 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 4, 1897. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsury, D. D. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pr 


ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by un 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN LOUISIANA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amen”: 
of the House to the bill (S. 1624) to quiet title and possess 
respect to certain unconfirmed and located private land c! 
the State of Louisiana. The amendments were, on page ®, | 
to strike out ‘‘as hereafter directed;” and to strike out all 
tion 3, down to and including all of section 9, on page 6, 
lieu thereof insert: 


Seo. 3. That the Department of the Interior shall cause patents to 
such lands, and such patents shall issue in the name of the origina 
as appears in the list or schedule aforesaid, and when issued shall b 
be for the use and benefit of the true and lawful owners, as provid 
tions 1 and 2 of this act. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I move the concurrence of the Senate 13 


the House amendments. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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COURTS IN UTAH. He also presented the memorial of Charles H. Fish, of Wash- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2037) to provide 
times and places for holding terms of United States courts in 

Jtah. , : 
. Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives and ask for a committee of 
conference. 

The motion was agreed to. v 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Hoar, 
Mr. Vitas, and Mr. CANNON were appointed. 

CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. ELKINS presented the credentials of JETER C. PRITCHARD, 
chosen by the legislature of North Carolina a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1897; which were read and 
ordered to be filed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowNn1nG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the 
bill (S. 2129) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. Nolan. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the concurrent resolution of the 
House to print and bind 6,000 additional copies of Bulletin No. 33, 
Department of Agriculture, entitled The Cotton Plant, etc. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
joint resolution (H. Res. 243) providing for the printing of the 
Consular Regulations of 1896; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 


ington, Ind., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Washington, 
Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, 
relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of Plymouth 
Church, Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the ratification of the pend- 
ing arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to 


| lie on the table. 


| ounce; which were referred to the C 


sicned the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they | 


were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 1061) granting pensions to Gray’s Battalion of 
Arkansas Volunteers; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res, 214) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to grant permits to the executive committee on inaugural 
ceremonies for use of reservations or public spaces in the city of 
Washington on the occasion of the inauguration of the President- 
elect on March 4, 1897, etc. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


| of Delaware, praying for the appointment of a 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of sundry Ameri- | 


can citizens, officers of Polish-American organizations and repre- 


praying Congress to amend the bill purporting to regulate the 
immigration of foreigners into the United States so that it will not 
exclude the Poles, whose country was confiscated by Russia, Ger- 
many, and Austria one hundred years ago, from admission to the 
United States; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 


country and Great Britain, accompanied by a letter from the pas- 
tor of the church, in which he expresses the hope that my col- 
league and myself will not descend to a narrow partisanship in 
the consideration of such an important matter, concerning not 
only the continuance of peaceful relations between two great na- 
tions, but also of great weight in preserving peace among the 
nations of the earth. 

Mr. President, speaking for myself, and I think I can equally 


descending to narrow partisanship in connection with this most 
important matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of F. W. Prindle, pub- 
lisher of the Granite State News, of Wolfeboro, N. H., praying for 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relat- 
ing to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr.GRAY. I present a petition of the Clerical Brotherhood of 
Delaware, composed of Bishop Leighton Coleman and the clergy- 
men of the diocese of the Episcopal Church of Delaware, praying 
for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great 
Britain. I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE presented petitions of sundry citizens of East Chi- 


cago, Flora, and Columbia City, all in the State of Indiana, pray- | 


ing for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
aws relating to second-class mail matter, and also for the passage 
of House bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage to 1 cent per half 


dDumce; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads 








| Association of Kansas City, Mo., 


| Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the enactment of le 
I present a petition of the Methodist Epis- | 
copal Church of Plymouth, N. H., somewhat numerously signed, | 
in favor of the ratification of the arbitration treaty between this | 


| of the Northwestern University Law School, of Chicago, Il., pray- 
|ing for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with 


| and the memorial of A. H. Smith, of Earlville, Ill., remonstrating 
speak for my colleague, there is not any danger,I think, of our 


Mr. PEFFER presented a petition of the Method 


iodist Preachers’ 
and Kansas City, Kans., praving 


for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty wi 





th Great 
Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CLARK presented the petition of N.S. Bristol and 44 othe 
citizens of Wyoming, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BAKER presented the petition of Otis L. Atherton and 116 
other citizens of Kansas, praying for the passage of a form 
bankruptcy law for the relief of insolvent debtors; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of Division No. 192, Order 
of Railway Conductors, of East Saginaw, Mich, praying for th 
passage of Senate bill No. 3545, to prevent the sale of railroad 


tickets by unauthorized persons; which was refer 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented a petition of Lab 
Mich., and a petition of sundry citizens of Morenci, Mich., pr 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class mail matter, and also for the pass 
of House bill No. 838, to re ‘tter postage to 1 cent per half 
mmittee on Post-Oflices and 


ed to tl 


sundry citizens of Escan 


ct5, © 


1 2 ] 
muce it 


Post-Roads. 


Mr. BURROWS. I present the petitions of R. E. Wallace and 
H i 


85 other citizens of Kent County; of Charles Atkins and 37 
other citizens of Milton, Sussex County; of Ephraim J. Westand 
89 other citizens of Dagsboro, Sussex County, and of E. R. Wil- 
liams and 22 other citizens of Bowen, Kent County. all in the State 


jJolnt commission 
to inquire into the political conditions existing in that State 
averring that they are not those of a republican form of 
ment as contemplated by the Constitution of the United tes, 
I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Philadelphia Board 
of Trade, and a petition of the National Board of Trade, praying 
for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great 


VeTTIL- 


or 
States 


| Britain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
sentatives of the Polish-American press of the United States, | 


Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Decatur, [ll., remonstrating against the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was 
ordered to lie on the table . 


He also presented a memorial of Plate Printer’s Union, No. 4, of 


gislation 
reducing the pay of employees and officials of the Government; 


which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Re- 
trenchment. 

He also.presented the petitions of Edward S. Ely, of Chicago, 
Nl.; of Edwin M. Fulcher, of Chicago, Il., and of C. A. High- 
field and 15 other citizens of Waterman, Il. facult 






, and of the 


Great Britain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Paris, IL, 
against the passage of the so-called Lond bill, relating 
class mail matter; which were referred to the C 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Upham & Gordon, of Quincy, 
Ill., praying for the passage of 
bill, and remonstrating 


to sec ond- 


Om mittee on Post- 


the so-called Torrey bankruptcy 


against the passage of the so-called Bailey- 


George bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented the petition of Thomas H. Haley, of Chicago, 
Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented petitions of the Order of Railway Conductors, 
| Division No. 97, of Roodhouse, [ll.; of the Merchants’ Associa- 
tion, of Boston, Mass.: of A. B. Stone and sundi ther citizens 


of the State of New York; of C. E. Patterson 


1 
ana 


sundry other 
citizens of the State of New York; of W. J. Arnall and sundry 
other publishers of New York C ty, and of F. E. Briggs a 1 
| sundry other citizens of the State of New York, praying for tho 
passage of Senate bill No. 3545, to prevent the sale of railroad 
tickets by unauthorized persons; which were referred to the Com 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Bowen, Am- 


boy, Chicago, Hampshire, Lagrange, Palatine, Pinckney 
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Illinois, praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter, and also for 
the passage of House bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage to 1 
cent per half ounce; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of 84 members of the Young 
People’s Society of Christian Endeavor, Epworth League, of 
Richmond, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation prohib- 
iting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of J. E. Jewett and 50 other 
citizens of North Vassalboro, Me., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

He also presented the petition of H. A. Shorey, publisher of the 
Bridgeton News, of Bridgeton, Me., and the petition of the En- 
terprise Publishing Company, C. F. Mann, president, publisher of 
the Lisbon Falls Enterprise, of Lisbon Falls, Me., praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of Ottumwa Division, No, 216, 
Order of. Railway Conductors, of Ottumwa, Iowa, praying for the 
passage of Senate bill No. 3545, to prevent the sale of railroad 
tickets by unauthorized persons; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Baltimore, 
Md., and a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, Pa., 
praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with 
Great Britain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Nashua, Mon- 
roe, Yearing, Anamosa, and Marion, all in the State of Iowa, pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class mail matter, and also for the passage 
of House bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage to 1 cent per half 
ounce; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the First Westminster Church, of Keokuk, 
Iowa; of 800 members of the Society of Christian Endeavor of 
Dallas County, Iowa; of the Christian Endeavor Society of Oak- 
grove, Iowa, and of the First Presbyterian Church, of Corning, 
lowa, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the First Presbyterian Church, 
of Corning, lowa, praying for the enactment of legislation raising 
the age of protection to 18 years in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Allen- 
town, N. J., remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented petitions of George W. Day, publisher of the 
Weekly Call, of Dunellen; of the Board of Trade of Camden, and 
of James S. Yard & Son, publishers of the Monmouth Democrat, 
of Freehold, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Posi-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Kaighn Avenue Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Camden; of the United African Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Camden; of the Calvary Presbyterian Church, 
of Camden; of the Centenary Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Camden, and of the Wiley Methodist Episcopal Church, of Cam- 
den, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, 
or otherwise; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. | I present a petition to Congress praying for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class mail matter, introduced by Mr. Loup of 
California; also praying for favorable action on House bill No. 838, 
to reduce letter postage to 1 cent per half ounce, introduced by Mr. 
Situ of Illinois; also praying for legislation making it the duty 
of the Post-Office Department to require the publication of actual 
paid circulation of certain newspapers and periodicals in cases 
where advertising frauds are evidently being perpetrated on the 
business public by false representations made in newspapers, 
directories, or otherwise. The petition is signed by citizens of 
Wheeling, in Livingston County, Mo., and is sent to me by the 
secretary, I believe, of the Credit Company of Chicago, Ill. It is 
one of those patent petitions gotten up in printed form and sent 
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er: Raymond, Richmond, and Sheldon, all in the State of | 


| Territory. 








FEBRUARY 4, 





— 


out all over the United States to be signed and returned. I mova 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of the members of +] 
bar of Muscogee and of the northern district of the Indian Ter 
tory, praying for the appointment of an additional judge in ¢] 

The petition is accompanied by a letter of Judes 
Springer. I move that the petition and letter be referred to tio 
Committee on the Judiciary, and trust that prompt action wil! 
taken upon the matter. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of sundry citizens 
Memphis, Scotland County, Mo., praying for the passage of (}y 
bill prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquor in the Capito! 
building or grounds. That bill has been reported from the ¢5)))- 
mittee and is now on the Calendar, and I move that the petition 
lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Biloxi, Miss., remonstrating against the passage of House bil] \ 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail mj t- 
i _— was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of members of the Chris: 
Endeavor Society of Muscatine, Iowa, praying for the enact) 
of legislation to abolish the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Cay) 
tol building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Seymour 
lowa, remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 456; 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; wi), 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roaids 

He also presented a petition of the eighth district of the Union 
Christian Temperance Union, of Des Moines, Iowa, praying that 
steps be taken to secure satisfaction for damages to American citi 
zens by the outrages in Turkey, etc.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
and a petition of the National Board ot Trade, praying for the 
ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britai 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the State Horticultural Society 
of Iowa, praying for the passage of House bill No. 119, to protect 
and administer public forest reservations; which was referred | 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection 
Game. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the memorial of E. W. Bidwell and 
29 other citizens of Unionville, Conn., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class ail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices : 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. BACON presented a petition of the Ministers’ Union of 
Macon, Ga., praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration 
treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table 

He also presented petitions of sundry bankers and business men 
of Macon; of H. A. Jenkins, speaker of the house of representa- 
tives, of Atlanta; of J. M. Terrell, attorney-general of Georgia; 
of sundry bankers and business men of Columbus; of T. M. Tram- 
mell, chairman of the Georgia railway commission, and of sun- 
dry bankers and business men of Atlanta, all in the State of Geor- 
gia, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 3545, to prevent the 
sale of railroad tickets by unauthorized persons; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of the faculty and students of 
the University of Wooster and sundry citizens of Wooster, Ohio, 
and a petition of 49 citizens of Waynesville, Ohio, praying for the 
ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of 16 citizens of Forest, Ohio, re- 
monstrating against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of 13 citizens of Oberlin, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class mail matter, and also for the passage o! 
House bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage to 1 cent per hal! 
ounce; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Frank Geiger, publisher of the 
Herald, of Mendon, Ohio, and the petition of A. C. Buss, pub- 
lisher of the New Bremen Sun, of New Bremen, Ohio, praying 
for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Bohm Bros. & Co., of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, remonstrating against the ge of the so-called 
Bailey-George bankruptcy bill and praying for the passage of the 
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so-called Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
= also presented a memorial of the Cincinnati Credit Men’s 
Association, of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called Bailey-George bankruptcy bill; which was 
ordered to lie onthe table. _ : 4 

Healso presented the memorials of A. B. Voorhees; of Voorhees, 
Miller & Co.; of Louis Stix & Co.; of Stewart Shillito, and of the 
National Lead Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called Bailey-George bankruptcy bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN presented the petition of E. H. Anderson, pub- 
lisher of the Ut Mirror, of Utah, Ala., and the petition of 
George R. Cather, publisher of the Southern Aigis, of Ashville, 
Ala., praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Utah, Ala., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill. re- 
lating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating 
to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Board of Trade of North 
Adams; of the Oil Trade Association of Boston, and of Julia J. 
Irvine and 157 others, teachers and students of Wellesley College, 
all in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the ratification of 
the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Oil Trade Association 
of Boston, Mass., praying for the ratification of the pending arbi- 
tration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a memorial of the sailors of Charlestown, 
Mass., remonstrating against the proposed amendments to the so- 
called seamen’s bill in regard to corporal punishment; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Northampton Board of Trade, 
of Northampton; of Charles 8. Parker, publisher of the Advocate, 
of en eo of Pratt & Pratt, publishers of the Bee, of Brain- 
tree, and of William E. Brigham, publisher of the Somerville 
Citizen, of Somerville, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying 
for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Barnstable, 
Mass., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Reading, Mass., re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating 
to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GORDON presented a petition of sundry business men of 
Columbus, Ga., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 3545, to 
prevent the sale of railroad tickets by unauthorized persons; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3396) to authorize and direct the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay the moneys herein specified to 
the respective bands of Chippewa Indians in the State of Minne- 
sota according to their respective rights and interests, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (H. R. 9868) to extend and amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to | 


grant the right of way to the Kansas, Oklahoma Central and 
Southwestern Railway Company through the Indian Territory 
and Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes,” approved De- 
cember 21, 1893, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8356) to authorize the establishment of a 
life-saving station at or near Great Boars Head, on the coast of 
New Hampshire, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was recommitted 
the bill (H. R. 9752) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to author- 
‘ze the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River, 
between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota,” approved April 
*4, 1894, as amended by an act approved August 4, 1894, entitled 
“An act to amend an act to authorize the construction of a steel 
a over the St. Louis River, between the States of Minnesota 
and Wisconsin,” reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. CocKRELL on the 28th 
ultimo intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
Was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 27th ultimo intended to 
be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1733) for the relief of Capt. W. J. Kountz, reported it with- 
ont amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3500) for the relief of Stewart & Co., A. P. H. Stewart, 
agent, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9775) to amend so much of chapter 189 of 
the Statutes of the United States of America, passed at the third 
session of the Fifty-third Congress, and approved March 2, 1895, 
as requires that the lower portion of the Rock Island bridge shall 
not be occupied by any street railway company without paying a 
reasonable rent therefor, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 10067) to amend ‘An act to amend ‘An act to amend 
section 4400 of Title LII of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, concerning the regulation of steam vessels,’ approved 
August 7, 1882,” and also to amend section 4414, Title LI, of the 
Revised Statutes, ‘‘ Regulation of steam vessels,” reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On February 2, day before yesterday, I sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, and supposed that I had it referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. It appears from the printed amend- 
ment that it was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
I move that the Committee on Appropriations be discharged from 
the further consideration of the amendment and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs to report back the amendment favorably, with a writ- 
ten report, and I ask that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 25th 
ultimo, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
printed, and, with the accompanying report, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations: which was agreed to. 

Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 9799) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An 
act to authorize the Chattanooga Western Railway Company to 
construct a bridge across the Tennessee River near Chattanooga,” 
giving the said company more time in which to begin and com- 
plete said bridge, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 10012) relating to the improvement of 
Eastchester Creek, State of New York, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. GALLINGER on the Ist 
instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5532) to increase the pension of Jose- 
phine Glover, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7969) to increase the pension of Joseph E. Vantine, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom the 
subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
(S. 3651) to provide for an investigation of the obstruction of 
the navigable waters of Florida, Louisiana, and other South 
Atlantic and Gulf States by the aquatic plant known as the 
water hyacinth, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 2d 
instant intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3368) to authorize the President of the 
United States toappoint and confer the rank of first lieutenant of 








1510 


marines upon the leader of the United States Marine Band, re- 
ported it without am ndment. 
He also, from the same committee, reported the amendment 


intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill: which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3144) granting a pension to Samuel Shaffer, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2910) granting a pension to Mrs. Essie E. Powell, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 355) granting a pension to Rhoda A. Van Niman, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. WETMORE 
on the 26th ultimo intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4985) to permit a 
part of the Fort Lyon Military Reservation to be occupied, im- 
proved, and controlled for a soldiers’ home by the State of Colo- 
rado, to ask to be excused from its further consideration. That 
reservation has been turned over to the Interior Department, and 

he bill belongs to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3561) to grant a right of way 
through the Fort Spokane Military Reservation, in the State of 
Washington, to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway 
Company, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3715) for the relief of Capt. W. J. Kountz, asked that 
the committee be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred tothe Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

HIRAM T. CORUM AND SILAS W. DAVIS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8886) for the relief 
of Hiram T. Corum and Silas W. Davis, of Oregon, to report it 
favorably without amendment, and I ask consent for its immedi- 
ate consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have the object of the bill stated. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say to the Senator that this is a bill 
which passed the House, the amount of the claim being $300 for 
seed wheat and potatoes furnished the Indians at the Warm 
Springs Indian Agency in Oregon. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The claim has been audited and allowed 
by the Department, and the reason why it was not paid was—— 

Mr. MILLS and others. All right. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Because the fund out of which it was to 
be paid had been covered back into the Treasury. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SILAS P, KELLER. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. LIhold in my hand a bill (S. 361) for the 
relief of Silas P. Keller. The bill passed the Senate, went to the 
House, and that body amended it in one particular only, by strik- 
ing out the word “Indians” and writing in ‘Indian band.” 
With that amendment the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. Iam instructed by that committee to report it 
back favorably and recommend the concurrence of the Senate in 
the House amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. lIask unanimous consent that the Senate 
now concur in the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 6, strike outthe word “‘ Indians” where 
it occurs the second time and insert ‘‘ Indian band.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 


IMPROVEMENT OF WATERWAY IN ALABAMA, 


Mr. BERRY. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 191) relative to 
the improvement of the waterway between Birmingham, Ala., 
and the Black Warrior River, to report it with an amendment 
i call the attention of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan 

the joint resolution. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution. 
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| the senior Senator from Texas to this bill. 


| there are 12 survivors of the war of 1812. 
| ago there were 21. 


| away. 








FEBRUARY 4, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read for information 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and, by unanimous 
sent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded ; 
consideration. 

The amendment was to strike out section 2 and insert: 

Sec.2. That the cost of such survey shall be defrayed from th 
pended balance of the funds heretofore appro wriated for the improy 
of the Black Warrior River from Tuscaloosa to Daniels Creek. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amende. 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third ; 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

SURVIVORS OF THE WAR OF 1812, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3636) to increase th, 
sion of the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812, to rey 
favorably with an amendment. I desire to call the atten: 
The Senator 
Texas intended to ask for its consideration when reported. | 
state to the Senator that I have reported favorably th: 
which he is interested concerning the increase of pensions | 
survivors of the war of 1812. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope thechairman of the Committee on P 
will make some statement about the bill to the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In behalf of the Senator from Texa 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
will simply state that from a letter on file and included in t 
port, written by the Commissioner of Pensions, it appear 
Eighteen mont] 
The survivors range from 90 to 104 \ 
age, and in the natural order of things the last one will so 
The bill proposes to increase the pensions of thes: 
men from $12 to $30 a month, and I trust it will be done. 

Mr. MILLS. I will state in addition that there is only | f 
them in Texas, a very old blind man, who has to be led 


~ 


Sari mir 


| wherever he goes, and is dependent upon other people for help. [ 


trust we will for the next year or two take care of the old | 

of the war of 1812. They are rapidly passing away, and in 

few years none will be left. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was to strike out 


all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized a1 
rected to increase the pensions of all surviving soldiers and sailo: 
war of 1812 to $30 per month in lieu of the pensions they are now rec 

The amendment was agreed to. 

- The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the an 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, re: 
the third time, and passed. 


SULPHUR RIVER BRIDGE. 
Mr. NELSON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 1722) to ap- 
prove and ratify the construction of a bridge across the Sulphur Ki 
the State of Arkansas, by the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Co: 


having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommen! and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its amendments, and agree tothe bill as it 
passed the Senate. 
KNUTE NELSON 
J. H. BERRY, 


Managers on the part of the S 
W. P. HEPBURN 
ANDREW PRIC! 
Managers on the part of the | 


The report was concurred in. 
DAVID GIBSON, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I1movethat the Committee on Naval A! 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (5. 
for the relief of David Gibson, of Cincinnati, Ohio, and that 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SALE OF LIQUORS IN CAPITOL BUILDING. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent to call up th 
H. R. yew to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 10 |! 
pitol building, and for other purposes. I will state that the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hitt] has examined the bil! and 
has withdrawn his objection thereto. Therefore I ask for 1's 
present consideration. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present «0 
sideration of the bill? 
Mr. HILL. I do not desire to object to the present consi (er 
tion of the bill, at least not at this time, but I wish to enter® 
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ion, on which I shall say a few words, to commit the bi 

ee Committee on Rules. Has the bill been read through? 

Mr. MORRILL. It has been read heretofore. 

Mr. HALE. | : ) 
object to its being considered now, while the routine business is 

ing on. i / 

Me MORRILL. Theroutine business is through, I understand. 

Mr. GALLINGER and others. It is not through. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions is in order. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3652) to establish a 
department of public health; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
by the Pan-American Medical Congress which recently convened 
in the City of Mexico. In introducing the bill I do not necessarily 
give my assent to it, but simply present it, so that it may be given 
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0 | was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 


If the bill gives rise to any debate whatever, I | 


[Sil 


be printed. 

He also submitted an am 
him to the general deficien 
ferred to the C 


ndment intended to be proposed by 


ppropriation bill; which 


Was Te- 


ommittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
| Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
| by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill: which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 


I will state that the bill is recommended | 


consideration by the Committee on Public Health and National | 


uarantine. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In the same connection I present a report 
of the committee of the Pan-American Medical Congress on the 
department of public health for the United States. They recom- 
mend the enactment of national and State laws which are very 
comprehensive in regard to matters of health, and which are in- 
cluded in this report. 

I noticed the other day that President Cleveland, in addressing 
a medical association, suggested that if we went on improving 
medical matters as we had been doing of late years the only exit 
from this world to the next would be through the medium of old 
age. It occurs to me that if all the laws were enacted relating to 
health that the Pan-American Medical Congress has suggested in 


I move that the bill be referred to that committee. | 


Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment int 


nae j To pe 


nro- 
; pi 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill: which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 


to be printed. 
UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 8110 iblish a uniform 
subject of bankruptcy throughout the United States; 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


to est law on the 


which was 
SECOND-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 4566) to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the 


| Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 243) providing for the printing of 


this document no man would ever be able to reach mature man- | 
hood, because we would be hampered by so many medical restric- | 


tions that we would die in self-defense. I move that the paper be 
referred to the Committee on Public Health and National Quar- 
antine, and thatit be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 3653) to create the sixth judi- 
cial district in the Territory of New Mexico, the appointment of 


an additional associate justice of the supreme court of the Terri- | 
tory of New Mexico, and for other purposes; which was read twice | 


by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3654) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Juliet Gregory; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 3655) to restore Mrs. Elizabeth 
T. Anderson to the pension roll; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 3656) toadmit the foreign-built 
steamer Soledad to American registry; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. HILL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3657) to amend 
Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relating to copyrights; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MANTLE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GORDON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 


referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered | 


to be printed. 

Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted three amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the District appropriation bill; which were 
referred tothe Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. WHITE submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
by him tothe naval appropriation bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. VILAS submitted an amendment intended to be 


roposed 
by him to the di hi 


omatic and consular appropriation bill; which 


was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed 


, BACON submitted an amendment intended to be Rropored 
by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which 





the Consular Regulations of 1896 was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 
ACCOMMODATIONS FOR THE GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 

Mr. BAKER (for Mr. Davis) submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining: 

Whereas the mining and quarrying interests of the cou | i 
ognition by the Government; 

Whereas the establishment of a well-equipped museum of prac 
ogy will be of great assistance to both the producer 
and quarry products; _ 

Whereas the Geological Survey is occupying inadequate 
large annual rental: 

kKesolved, That the Committee on Mines and Mining be instructed toe 
amine and report on the best method for providing proper accommod 
for the Geological Survey and for a museum of practical! 





and consumer of 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to take up House bill 
have already referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 
will be read by title. 

Mr. MORRILL. No; I makea motion to take it up at the pres- 
ent time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will entertain the motion 
when the morning business is concluded. The Chair lays before 
the Senate, as a part of the morning business, the resolution of 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], coming over from a 
previous day. The resolution will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution instructing the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads to inquire and report to the Senate whether the 
executive department has, by existing law, authority to foreclo 
the Government mortgage or lien on the Union Pacific 
sas Pacific railroads, etc. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] 
kindly consents that I may call up the bill for action this mornin 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order, 
Senator from Vermont is recognized. 

SALE OF 

Mr. MORRILL. 
ready referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tion. 

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 7083) to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to know if it is the intention of the Sena 
tor from Vermont to press that bill for consideration or to refer it? 

Mr. MORRILL. It has already been referred and reported. I 
call it up for immediate action. 

Mr. MILLS. I object to its consideration. 

The VICE-PR ESIDENT. ( bjection is interposed to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the « 
sideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I wish merely to say that I 

yant a direct vote upon this bill. I would not like to have it side 
tracked by a motion to refer it to any committee. Undoubtedly 
the public are under a great misapprehension as to a saloon being 


7083, to which I 


0 
and Kan- 


The 
LIQUORS IN CAPITOL BUILDING. 
I call up House bill 7083,to which I have al- 


The bill will be read for informa- 


on- 
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at either end of the Capitol building, but there is an-opportunity 
for visitors here to obtain ardent spirits and wines. This morn- 
ing I had a letter from a gentleman of the city here stating that 
he recently noticed a visitor coming out from one end of the Capi- 
tol drunk. 

As this bill has passed the other House, if they want it I think 
the Senate should not object to it. I hope that there will be no 
delay on the part of the Senate by a long discussion or anything 
of the kind, but that we shall have a vote and pass the bill. If 
there is a majority against it, let it be so recorded. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, 1 myself did not object tothe pres- 
ent consideration of this measure, and I had previously informed 
the Senator from Vermont that I should not. If the bill is before 
the Senate for any proper purpose, then I desire to make a motion 
to cominit the bili to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. MILLS. But it is not before the Senate. I have objected 
to its consideration, and it can only be brought before the Senate 
by a vote. 

“The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the condition of 
the bill. The Senator from Vermont asked unanimous consent 
for its present consideration. An objection was interposed, when 
the Senator from Vermont entered a motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. That motion is not debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatmotionis pending. 
thus far has been proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I simply desire to say a 
few words in all deference, because no member of this Chamber 
fails in deference to the Senator from Vermont. The bill is not 
before the Senate, but there is a motion to bring it before the Sen- 
ate. made by the Senator from Vermont, and I do not intend to 
oppose it. I am perfectly willing to allow the bill to come before 
the Senate, but I want to serve notice now that in my judgment 
it will not be properly before the Senate coming from the com- 
mittee that the Senator from Vermont represents. 

This bill, under every application of a rule, under every prec- 
edent known, should have been sent to the Committee on Rules. 
What the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds has to do 
with this bill passes human comprehension. The bill relates di- 
rectly to the culinary establishment of the Senate, and what the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds has to do with the 
kitchen I am not informed. The Committee on Rules is charged 
with everything involved inthe measure. The reference of the bill 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds seems to have 
been an omission upon the part of the Senate. Iam sure thatthe 
venerable Senator himself wili not claim jurisdiction for his com- 
mittee of a question like this. Itisa question for the Committee on 
Rules to determine, and whenever the bill shall be brought before 
the Senate—and I repeat [have no objection to its coming here—I 
shall support the motion of the Senator from New York to com- 
mit it to the only committee of the Senate that has any proper 
jurisdiction of the matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words 
about this matter. It seems to me that my friend from Kentucky 
is wrong. A Committee on Rules means only a committee in 
regard to the mode and method of conducting the business of the 
Senate, nothing less and nothing beyond. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. May ILask the Senater from Ohio a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is not every committee room in the Sen- 
ate wing under the exclusive jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Rules, and does not every order that governs and controls the 
Senate wing of the Capitol building come from the Committee on 
Rules? 

Mr. SHERMAN. All the Committee on Rules have to do is to 
devise rules to govern this body and regulate its procedure, and 
also to provide for the various committees of the body and assign 
different places for them. It is a mere technical objection that is 
made. The bill was without objection referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. It relates to the use of a pub- 
lic building. The question is, Shall we allow any portion of this 
zreat public building to be devoted to the sale of spirituous liquors? 

hat is all there is about it. 

Upon the subject there isa general feeling throughout the coun- 
try. I believe itis founded upon false ideas, because I believe there 
are no such irregularities practiced in this building as are alleged. 
I believe that they do not exist. I know myself that liquors are 
not sold anything like what is supposed in the various petitions 
sentto us. But atthe same time we ought to meet this popular 
objection that comes to every Senator in the body. I have letters 
by the score and petitions by the score asking us to pass this bill 
upon the ground, the false ground, the foolish ground, that there 
is liquor sold here as at an ordinary bar. No such thing as that 
occurs. 

Butif there is any abuse of the kind, I think myself that every 
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Senator here ought to be willing to defer to the general publig 
opinion of the country that this building is no place where liquor 
should be sold or drunk or used. If people want liquor they cay 
go outside anywhere in the city of Washington and get whisky 
or any kind of drink they want; but it does seem to me that it js 
only a fair deference to the opinion of good people in this country 
that here in this building liquor should be neither bought nor so): 
nor used to any extent. , 

I hope therefore that this bill will be passed, which was reporte 
by my honorable friend, the Nestor of this body, and who asks ps 
to pass it. I think we ought to give him the vote to pass the bil), 
and not bother him with technical questions about rules or as to 
what particular committee the bill ought to have been sent, in- 
stead of to the committee of which he is chairman. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am not especially anxious, as 
a member of the Committee on Rules, to consider this question, 
but it must be very evident to the Senate from the remarks of 
the Senator from Ohio that he has not recently read the rules of 
the Senate. Clause 2 of Rule XXXIV reads as follows: 


It shail be the duty of the Committee on Rules to make all rules and ; 
ulations respecting such parts of the Capitol, its passages and galler 
including the restaurant, as are or may be set apart for the use of the Sen: 
~ and its officers, to be enforced under the direction of the Presiding 
Officer. - 


Ever since I have been a member of the Senate the Committeg 
on Rules has had control and charge of the Senate wing of the 
Capitol and the rules regulating the restaurant have been adopted 
by that committee, and it never has before been questioned during 
my serviceintheSenate. Thekeeper of the restaurant is appointed 
by the Committee on Rules and discharges his duties under the 
direction of the Committee on Rules. 

While [am on my feet, I perhaps ought to say that there isa 
great misapprehension apparently in the “ea mind regarding 
this question, caused, I have no doubt whatever, by statements 
emanating from the Capitol itself and sent to various temperance 
organizations throughout the country as to what is the condition 
of affairs here in the Capitol. The Senate has now a rule of its 
own, and has had for a long time, prohibiting the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors inthe Senate wing of the Capitol building. If the 
House of Representatives desires to adopt a similar rule, it is cer- 
tainly within its power to doit. If there are abuses existing in 
the House wing of the Capitol, that body certainly could look up 
the matter and apply the proper remedy. But so far as I am 
aware—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. [rise toa point of order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I make the point of order that a motion to 
proceed to the consideration of a bill is not debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the Chair 
will submit the motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL] to the Senate, that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill indicated by him, which has been read from the desk. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7088) to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. HILL. I move to refer the bill to the Committee on Rules. 

The distinguished Senator from Ohio oe SHERMAN] says that 
technically, and therefore properly, this bi!! should have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules. There is no doubt about that 
proposition. When the bill passed the House of Representatives 
and was brought to the Senate, my attention had been called to it. 
It was hailed as a triumph of reform (!), and I was naturally look- 
ing after areform measure. It was not referred to the Committce 
on Public Buildings and Grounds on motion, but was referred in 
the ordinary course of business and inadvertently to that com- 
mittee. I was watching it, but at the time it was referred I did 
not happen to be present. If any Senator had then suggested to 
the Chair that the bill properly belonged to the Committee on 
Rules, unquestionably it would have gone to that committee. 
There is no doubt about that whatever. It is a question for the 
kitchen, not for the garden; it is a question for the caterer, not a 
question for the general superintendent of grounds; it is a ques- 
tion for the kitchen committee—if I may use that expression, wit) 
all due respect to the Rules Committee—rather than for the com- 
mittee which has charge of all the grounds around this Capitol. 
Therefore we are strictly right, and it is no disrespect to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds to question their juris- 
diction of this matter. As a question of propriety, the bill ought 
to go to the Committee on Rules. 

In addition to the rule which the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] called to the attention of the Senate, I call atten- 
tion to Rule X of the ‘ Rules for the regulation of the Senate 
wing,” where there are some provisions applicable to this question, 
declaring that the restaurant shall be under the control of the 
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i on Rules and providing that certain things shall be 
ore which are to be under the direction of that committee. 
The rule concludes with this extensive and broad clause: 


ent of the restaurant and all matters connected therewith 
chal at all tees be subject to such further directions as the Committee on 


Rules may give. ; s 

The whole jurisdiction of the management of the internal affairs 
of the Senate restaurant belongs to the Committee on Rules, and 
therefore the motion | have made is perfectly legitimate and proper, 
and the bill ought to go to that committee. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss at any length the mer- 
its of the bill, because they are not now properly before the Sen- 
ate, but I am in receipt of letters, as other Senators are, from 
people living way up In the North, some in my own State, calling 
my attention to the abomination of a bar, so called, existing here 
inthe Capitol. Such letters have no effect upon me. There is no 
bar, as such, maintained here in the Capitol. There is a House 
restaurant and there is a Senate restaurant. The public should 


know that we are obliged to come here in the forenoon to attend | 


our various committee meetings, and that we are obliged to take 
one meal here in the Capitol every day, and our visitors, our 
guests, our witnesses, and employees are obliged to get some 
meals here in the Capitol building, naturally so and appropriately 
so, and it is a question, therefore, for the Committee on Rules as 


ducted. 
The rules already provide upon this subject that “spirituous” 
liquors shall not be sold, furnished, or kept in the restaurant. It 
is a question of construction as to the effect of that provision. 
Does it mean that in this Capitol, where Senators are obliged to 
take one meal a day in order to transact the public business, no 
Senator shall have a glass of wine or a glass of beer? The lan- 
guage is: 
No spirituous liquors shall be sold, furnished, or kept in the restaurant. 
It is for the Committee on Rules to interpret this provision; it 


is for the Committee on Rules to give direction to the caterer in | 


the Capitol and to regulate this whole business. It is not a sub- 


ject to be dealt with Dy a penal statute. What is the sense of our | 


providing a penal statute that if our servant in this Capitol, sub- 
ject to our removal, violates this act, he shall be fined $500 and 
shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, when all we have to do is to 
remove him? Have we not the courage to remove him; or must 
we pass a statute to punish our servant, our hired man, our own 
employee? No, Mr. President; it is a silly statute which is pro- 
posed; it is an unwise statute; it is an unnecessary statute. The 
wisdom of this action is very questionable. 


: : : . | 
I have received some letters on this subject, and I only desire to 


read one. I trust I am not to be influenced by such letters. The 
gentleman who writes me—and this is from my own State, too— 
says: 
Senator DAviID B. H1L., Washington, D. C.: 
Dear Srr: I see in the newspapers tbat a bill prohibiting saloons in our 
National Capitol has been passed by the House with only 7 dissenting votes, 
So much the worse for the House. 
I hope that you will not only vote for this measure when it comes before 


the Senate, but also use your influence in the meanwhile to secure its pas- 
sage and thereby raise the standard of our national honor. 


gam po 

s our national honor to depend upon the fact whether we take 
a glass of ale or beer with one of our meals? We heard a great 
deal flippantly said during the recent campaign about national 
honor. Every time an esthetic question or a mere question of 
finance, or a question of the regulation of our meals arises, some 
good, but misguided citizen starts the question of the national 
honor. Of course, you can not more effectually touch an Ameri- 
can than when you appeal to his sense of respect for the national 
honor. No, there is no question of national honor involved in 
this proposed legislation. We say that this legislation is unneces- 
sary. In truth and in fact there is no drunkenness in this Capitol. 
I have never seen in the corridors or anywhere in this Capitol a 
drunken man. I have not been around looking for them particu- 
larly, but I have gone in and out of the halls and corridors of this 
Capitol, I have been in the committee rooms, I have been all 
around it—not so much in the House of Representatives, but still 


I occasionally go over there—and I say here for the benefit of | 


those agitators up North, in my own State and elsewhere, that it 
is a libel upon Congress to say that there are ‘‘ saloons” main- 
tained here in the Capitol, in the proper sense of that term, and 
that drunkenness prevails here. It does not. 

Iam not speaking so much for myself upon this question, Mr. 
President, because I can get along without anything to drink, 
except cold water, but it is a question of principle which is in- 
volved; it is a question of right; it is a question of decency; it is 
a — of propriety which is involved here. 

L recollect we had this same question in New York when I was 
chief executive of that State. e had a large capitol and a large 
legislature, and the legislature authorized a restaurant. I suppose 
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that probably the keeper of the restaurant sold some beer and ale, 
and possibly occasionally a glass of wine with the meals to. our 
legislators. Immediately certain active, pestiferous men, anxious 
to regulate the morals of other people, started a crusade, crying, 
‘* What, a saloon in the capitol of the Empire State! A State dis- 
grace.” They raised again the question of honor—State honor. 

I recollect I had some experience with the legislature. It first 
passed a law to provide that there should not be any selling of any 
spirituous or malt liquors, ale, wine, or beer in the capitol; and 
then, in order to make it perfect, they said **in any public building 
belonging to the State.” They sent that bill to me as the chief 
executive. I vetoed the bill upon the broad ground that it was 
useless and unnecessary legislation, and upon the further ground 
that not only would it prohibit any drinking in the capitol, but in 
the executive mansion it would prevent the governor of the State 
on state occasions from treating his guests to a glass of wine, be- 
it 
would prevent our soldier boys in the Soldiers’ Home from having 
a glass of beer; it would prevent the wardens of the prisons, pub- 
lic officials, giving a glass of wine, or of ale, or of beer to a single 
guest. My veto of that bill was unanimously sustained. 

Next year the legislature passed another bill. The height of 
the ambition of some people is to raid a restaurant in the interests 


hat extent and in what manner the restaurant shall be con | Of the public honor and in the interest of the public morals, 
to what exte ar sstaur: s . 


which at that time were said to be involved. They are busybodies 
meddling with other people’s business. The next bill strack out 
the broad provision covering all the public buildings of the Stats 
and applied only to the capitol. Then, with that fatality which 
often attaches to that kind of legislation—they were going to make 
it broad, they were not going to put in anything that could be 
evaded, and therefore they said there should not be sold or given 
away any intoxicating liquors, wines. ales, or ‘‘any other beverage 
containing alcoholic ingredients.” They sent that bill to me.and 
I referred it to the State chemist to have an analysis made as to 
what drinks contain alcoholic ingredients. He reported that 
lemonade, pop, cider, small beer, ginger ale, and all the well-known 
and well-recognized temperance drinks contained some alcoholic 
ingredients; and in the interests of temperance I vetoed that bill. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. President, that ended the raid upon the ‘‘State saloon” 
kept in the capitol, kept there even under a Democratic adminis- 
tration, and that alleged saloon is to-day in full blast under the 
administration now in possession of the Empire State, and those 
people, instead of directing their attention to the capitol at Al- 
bany, are firing upon us letter after letter and petition after 
petition about the terrible disgrace that is going on here in this 
Capitol. Senators and Members of the House of Representatives 
may sometimes take a glass of beer, or a glass of ale, or a glass of 
wine with their meals in our restaurant, but it is very rarely that 
thateven is done. I think that the right to have it should be pro- 
tected; I think the right to have it with one’s meals, if one wants 
it, should be accorded us. Can not we trust ourselves? Have the 
American people lost confidence in their Representatives and Sena- 
tors that they can not trust them on the question of eating their 
meals? Mr. President, there is no wholesale or retail selling over 
bars here. The whole matter is exaggerated. ‘There is nothing 
toit. This talk is simply for the purpose of getting up an agita- 
tion. 

I have been diverted into making these remarks when the real 
question now involved is that arising on my motion, and nothing 
else. Where does this bill belong? Has there been any hearing 
before the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds? I think 
not. Have the Committee on Rules been asked to appear before 
that committee to state the existing regulations? I think not. I 
have not seen it in the newspapers anywhere, and they usually 
keep track of such things. Has the keeper of the restaurant, been 
called before the committee to state how the matter is now regu- 
lated? I think not. Is there a report accompanying the bill giv- 
ing any reasons for this action? No. 

In justice to ourselves, in justice to public decency, would it not 
be well, when a favorable report or any report is made in regard 
to this bill, to have a written report stating just what is done here, 
just what is tolerated, so as to show how senseless these cries are? 
I think it would be well to have such a report as part of our 
archives, and then let the people living hundreds of miles away 
from here, who are lying awake nights because they think there 
is some wrong being perpetrated in regard to the taking of some- 
thing intoxicating with ourmeals, be pacified; and let them under- 
stand that there is nothing in all this clamor. 

My motion to refer ought to prevail; it ought to prevail sub- 
stantially by unanimousconsent. Thisbill, concededlyimproperly 
referred in the first place, should be referred to the Committee on 
Rules. Let us trust that committee, who have charge of the 
matter under the rules of the Senate. That is where this bill 
should be referred. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I did not intend to say any- 
thing about this matter, but I shall vote for the bill and vote 
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acainst its reference now to the Committee on Rules. It seems | 
to me that this isa very simple question. Itis not a question of 
prohibition. Imyself am an antiprohibitionist. It is not a ques- | 
tion of teetotalism. I myself am not a teetotaler. I make no 
pretensions in either direction. The bill involves no theories re- 
grarding governmental interference with private property; but it 
involves alone the management of a public building. It is not 


even a question as to tl 


1a 


abstinence or nonabstinence of United 


States Senators; for United States Senators are not the only per- 
sons who have admission to this building, and the House and Sen- 
ate restaurants are open to every visitor. Crowds of persons of 
every age, sex, and condition come to this Capitol. Every day 


hundreds of ladies from different parts of the Union throng the 
precincts of this great building. 

[ shall vote for this bill just as I should vote for one protecting 
a schoolhouse or protecting a church or protecting any other spe- 
cial building from the supposed evil of the use of intoxicating 
liquors. 

Sir, it has been said that there isarule of this Senate which for- 
bids the sale or use of intoxicating liquorsin this building. If so, 
it is the first time I ever heard of it. I have personal knowledge 
that, if such be the rule, it is violated constantly. 

I do not expect any extraordinary results from the passage of 
this bill. It is not expected that any great revolution in the mor- 
als of Senators, or in the morals of the people, will be created by 
it: but it is a deference which we ought to extend to the views of 
a large portion of our people, who think that the public buildings of 
the country, at least, ought to be protected from the annoyances 
of the liquor traffic. I think they are right to that extent. 

It is only a few steps to places where gentlemen can buy intoxi- 
cating liquors if they desire. This bill does not involve anything 
except possibly a matter of convenience, and on account of the 
numbers who come here, women and children and people of that 
kind, I think this bill ought to pass. 

It is not a complex proposition, which needs to be considered 
time and again by any committee of this body. It issimplya 


and on the public grounds surrounding this building. Why 





should that question be considered by a committee so seriously | 


and solong? I see no reason for it, sir. It is now before us. 


Perhaps in the first place it might have been referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Rules; but it was not so referred—it went to another 
committee. Iam not much of a stickler anyway regarding the 
jurisdiction of these committees. They are but auxiliary to the 
Ceahaaen of this Senate. This bill has come back to the Senate, 
reported favorably by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. Everybody understands it, and we can dispose of it in 
fifteen minutes. I think we ought to take a vote without further 
delay. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely desire to say in regard to the refer- 
ence of this bill tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
that I had no part in sending it tothat committee. I donot know 
who had. So far as I am concerned,in moving it at the present 
time, it is by mere accident. On account of the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, the Senator from 
Pennsylvania |Mr. Quay] being absent, it simply devolved on me 
as a duty to present the bill, and I felt it incumbent upon me to 
discharge that duty. 
of reference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. PEFFER. 
the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I conceive that the sensitiveness 
of Senators to get rid of this bill is undue. The Committee on 
Rules, has a certain jurisdiction conferred upon it, but that does 
not oust the jurisdiction of the Congress; it does not do away with 
the jurisdiction of the Legislature of the United States. This is 
a public building belonging to the people of this country. The 
Committee on Rules of the Senate is the medium through which 
the Congress of the United States exercises jurisdiction by way of 
enforcing rules in this body; and surely the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Rules of the Senate does not extend beyond the en- 
forcement of order and the enforcement of rules established by 
the Senate. It does not extend to the House wing; it does not ex- 
tend to the grounds outside of this building. What the Commit- 
tee on Rules is expected to do is to enforce whatever the Senate 
or the Congress may determine ought to be enforced. 

Now, there is a standing rule of this body, I understand—I think 
I have read it—which prohibits, or pretends to prohibit, the sale 
of liquor in the Senate restaurant. I thinkthatis true. But here 
comes along a proposition to pass a bill. Congress, exercising its 
jurisdiction over one of its public buildings, pro to probibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol buil of the United 


Mr. President, just a word before the Chair puts 


The Chair recognizes the Senator 


Therefore I shall ask a vote on the question | 





| States, in the Capitol Grounds, and in other public building 
| the District of Columbia; it is a bill general in its character - 


| mittee. 


|ment of the United States. This is a Christian countr 
in b 1 © ol ; : 3 y a | President. 
bill to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in this Capitol | 


| I shall vote to refer it, for the very simple reason that | always 
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as jurisdiction over the District of Columbia is concerned: » 
seems to me that it is futile, almost childish, if that is a | 
mentary term, for Senators to insist that a bill of this cha; 


| must go to the Committee on Rules and have the opinion . 


committee before the Senate can take jurisdiction or before | 
gress can take jurisdiction. It is preposterous to begin 


| Who supposes we should ever have any report from the Con 


tee on Rules with respect to this measure? 
What rule of the body is there, what act of Congress is +) 
what rule of parliamentary procedure is there, that we a; 
quired to refer any of our bills to a committee? One of om 
the third paragraph of Rule XIV, provides: 
No bill or joint resolution shall be committed or amended unti] 
have been twice read, after which it may be referred to a committe: 
There is no rule requiring that a bill or joint resolution 
be referred to a committee except by a vote of the Senate 
member a short time ago that after discussing a joint 1 
tion, which had been read twice, I asked that it might be 
on the Calendar, and the Senator from New York [Mr. Hi: 
jected to that proceeding and desired to have it referred t: 
Simply to accommodate that Senator, who has 
been so respectful and courteous to me, I yielded to hi it 
there is nothing in the rules of the Senate which requires 
to go to any committee. When a question comes before t! 
ate in which the people of the United States in large pro) 
are interested, not only quiescently and receptively, but a 
and while petitions are coming in here by the hundred di 
day, week after week, month after month, session after + 
and year after year, asking for such legislation as this—wly 
a question comes face to face with the American Senate, it 
to me we ought to be willing to accord that much to the t 


ance sentiment of the United States and to the Christian 


Our people are a moral people, and whenever thivy ars 
brought face to face with a question of this kind, they are i: 
ably upon the right side of it. Here in the Capitol bu 
where the laws of the country are made, where the stronges| 
best men of the country are presumed to be sent by a w 
considerate constituency, we are asked not to prohibit i 
women from drinking their liquors when they want to, not ; 
that men and women shall be prohibited from having } 
wine or whisky or gin at their meals when they desire, bu 
no intoxicating liquors shall be sold in the Capitol buildi 
the United States of America. 

I hope, Mr. President, that this motion to refer will be de! 
and that, like men, as well as like Senators, we shal! m: 
question face to face. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion o! t! 
Senator from New York [Mr. H1L1] to refer the bill to th 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iask for the yeas and nays on that mn 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ver- 
mont whether he is prepared to amend the bill? 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection to amending it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator is not prepared to amen it 


re 


& 


l- 


m 
in 


vote for the restriction of the sale of intoxicating liquors. | 
willing to vote to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors wi! 
the Capitol buiiding or on the Capitol Grounds, but I can 1: 
for the bill in its present language. I wish sometimes that our 
temperance reformers would consult lawyers before they (raw 
bills to make crimes. The language of the bill is: 

That hereafter it shall be unlawful * * * tosell, dispense, or oth: rwise 


dispose of intoxicating liquors of any kind, or any compound or prep n 
thereof, either in the Capitol building or upon any part of the public ¢: 


Now, what does “dispense intoxicating liquors” mean? \\ hat 
does *‘ dispose of intoxicating liquors” mean? There are thre: 0! 
jectionable acts. There is the sale of liquor; there is the giving 
away of liquor, and there is the drinking of liquor, and |)! 


which makes it a penal offense to do a thing in the Capito! ! 
ing should be specific. A bill that authorizes the consta!)l:= 0! 
Washington to come up here and take individuals from the ())'t)! 
and take them before the police court of the District of Colum 
should be specific. 

If we mean to punish the selli 


of liquor, let us say so. | we 
mean to punish the giving away of liquor, letussayso. If we moan 
to punish the drinking of liquor, let us say so. Or, if we town 
that no medical prescription with liquor in it, and certain'y 4 


medical prescription calling for alcohol as an ingredient is cov"! 
by the language, ‘“‘any compound or preparation thereof,” ~!:!!, 
under any circumstances, be administered within the prec 's 
of the Capitol without its being a crime, then let it be so 5'\\' d 
in the bill. But do not let us have, under the guise of temper! "°° 
reform or as impedimenta upon a wise law to exclude the sale 
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of liquor from the Capitol, a badly drawn bill voted upon which 
does not mean what we say, for I do not believe it isthe intention 
or desire of Senators that under no imaginable circumstances shall 
a physician’s prescription which contains alcohol be given or used 
in this building. The only physician on this floor is my respected | 
colleague, the Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. GALLINGER], 
and if any of us should be taken sick to-day and he were called 
upon to prescribe for us on this floor, he would be guilty of a crime 
if he put any alcoh 1 in the prescription. | 

In all seriousness, Mr. President, it seems to me that the Senator 
from Vermont, representing the Committee on Public Buildingsand 
Grounds, or possibly the able Committee on Finance, orif not either 
of thosecommittees, then the Committee on Rules, ought totake this 
pill and make it a bill which does what it professes to do, what 
its framers want it to do—prohibit the sale of lique r within the | 
Capitol and the Capitol Grounds—and then I will vote for it, but 
I will not stultify myself by voting for it in this shape. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to my colleague that if he were 
to call upon me for a prescription and I should write one, I would 
not send him to the chef of the restaurant, the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
or the keeper of the restaurant, but to a licensed pharmacist to 
fill his prescription. i, aa - 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator does me an injustice. Would 
the Senator, if anyone should be taken sick in the Capitol, have 
him wait to have a restorative drop administered until he sends 
out to the nearest drug store? Ido not believe that the Senator, 
any more than myself, wants to make it a crime to administer, | 
within the limits of the Capitol, a physician's prescription with 
alcohol in it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I merely suggest to my colleague, in addi- | 
tion, that in my opinion the average United States Senator, even 
though he comes from the prohibition State of New Hampshire, 
if he wants a restorative drop, will not find it necessary to go to a | 
physician to get it. . 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I have been in doubt as to how my 
yote should be cast upon this important bill, but the observations 
of the senior Senator from New Hampshire — CHANDLER] have 
caused me to reflect, and the picture that has risen in my mind 
upon his suggestion of what might be the possible state of affairs 
in the Senate if the bill should be adopted as a part of the law has 
decided me to vote against the bill. That picture would be of this 
kind: At noon hour there would be a string of Senators passing | 
in front of the seat of the junior Senator from New Hampshire | 
|Mr. GALLINGER], each one receiving his little billet-doux that 
authorized him to partake of that liquid refreshment which could 
not be partaken of without such authorization, and I do not believe 
that the annoyance to which the Senator from New Hampshire 
would be subjected should be considered for a moment in view of 
the importance of the exigency. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to refer the bill to the Committee on Rules, on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name wascalled.) I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CaAFFERY]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. I do not know how he 
would vote, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MCBRIDE (when his name was called). I have a general | 
= with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEorGE]. If | 
1¢ were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were present, | 
I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired gen- | 
erally with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. I 
take the liberty of transferring my pair to the Senator from Con- | 
necticut [Mr. PLatT], and I will therefore vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). Ihave a general pair 
with the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dugois}. If he were 
present, I should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I have a general pair | 
with the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. nee I donot know | 
how he would vote on this question. I should like to ask his col- | 
league if he is able to inform me? 

Mr. McBRIDE. I will say to the Senator from Wisconsin that | 
I am not informed as to how my colleague would vote on this | 
question. 

Mr. VILAS. 1 will therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. I am paired generally with the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLatt}. I do not know how he would vote on 


this question—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The pair has been transferred, I will say 
to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. Then I will vote. I vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. MORRILL (after having voted in the negative). I with- 
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| with the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. Harris}. 


| Arkansas. 
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draw my vote, as I understand the Senator from Connecticut [Mr 
PLATT] is otherwise paired. 
Mr. BERRY. Is the Senator from C ecticut paired with 
any other Senator? 
Mr. HAWLEY. My collea vired with the Senator from 
Arkansas who is speaking 
Mr. BERRY. Very well. 1 Senator m « ti ig 
paired with me. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Did not the Senator from Arka under- 
stand it? 
Mr. BERRY (after having voted in the negative). He is 
paired with me. I withdraw my vote. I would y uy” if 


he were present. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have withdrawn my vote. 

Mr. BERRY. If my pair has been transferred, I have not beer 
informed in regard to it. Does the Senator 
know how his colleague would vote? 

Mr. HAWLEY. He would vote *“‘ nay.” 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator is sure of 


from Connecticut 


I have no doubt. 


that, Il willcast my vote, 
Mr. HAWLEY. Ihave no doubt about it. 
Mr. BERRY. Then I will vote ‘* nay.” 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I should like to have the authority for 
that statement. 
Mr. BERRY. I withdraw my vote, if any question is raised 


about it. 


Mr. MORRILL. I have withdrawn my vote. as I understand 
the Senator from Connecticut | Mr. PLAttr] is paired. I am paired 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to state that the Senator from Connecticent 
[Mr. PLATT] asked me to see that he was paired, and I had ar- 
ranged the matter with the Senator from Vermont {Mr. Morritu}, 
supposing it was in accordance with his views. | 

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the negative | have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Utah |[Mr. Brown]. He gives 
me liberty upon motions like the pending one. not political in 
their nature, to vote as I please. I have voted ‘‘ nay,” and I will 
let my vote stand, but I desired to explain it. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired generally with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
WETMORE]. Iam informed by his colleague that if he were pres- 
ent he would vote in the affirmative. Therefore I will allow my 
vote to stand, although the junior Senator from Rhode Island is 
absent. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] has an- 
nounced that he arranged another pair for the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] by his direction, and I therefore vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLarr] 


| informed me before he went away that he was paired with the 


Senator from Arkansas |Mr. Berry]. Ithink heso understandsit. 
Mr. PASCO. He very likely made the arrangement after he 
saw me, then, and I will withdraw the action I have taken. 
Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. Pasco). You have a 


night to pair 
the Senator from Connecticut with any otherSenator. That right 
is always exercised in the Senate, and it has never before been 


denied. 

Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. PASCO. 
to determine. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it stand. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish it specifically understood how it is. I de- 
sire to keep faith with the Senator from Connecticut. If he an- 
thorized the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] to arrange a pair 
for him with another Senator, I want to let my vote stand. 
is not otherwise paired, I will withdraw 
that I would vote ‘‘nay” if he were pres 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is no doubt 
from Connecticut considers himself 


Let it stand. 
I think it is a matter which his colleague ought 


if he 
my vote and 
nt. 

that the absent Senator 
paired with the Senator from 
He told me so distinctly not long before he left town. 

Mr. SHERMAN. How would he vote on this question? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ionly know his general principles on that ques 
tion. I do not know how he would vote on the motion to refer. 

Mr. BERRY. In view of the statement made by the colleague 
of the Senator from Connecticut, I withdraw my vote. I want to 
observe the pair. 

Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
have already voted, but Iam paired with the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], and in order to enable my vote to stand, I 
transfer my pair to the Senator from Indiana {[Mr. VoorHeEgs}. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (after having voted in the negative). Ihave 
already cast my vote, but I observe that the Senator from North 
Carolina |Mr. PritcHARD], with whom I have a general pair, has 
not voted. I ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SMITH. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. Dusots]} to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr 
IrRBY], and wish to vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. NELSON. I am paired with the Senator from Missouri 


announce 
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Mr. VEST]. ‘ 
os {[Mr. PrircHaRD], and vote ‘‘ nay.’ 
Senator has not voted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NEL- 
son] being paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] who 
is absent, and I being paired with the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. PRITCHARD], we have arranged to transfer our pairs, 
which pairs the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD], 
with whom I am paired, with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
oe with whom the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson] is 
paired. That permits the Senator from Minnesota and me to vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Louisiana know how 
either of the Senators who are absent would vote? 

Mr. GALLINGER. A half dozen transfers have been made on 
the other side without any question 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iask, under the transfer of pairs, that my 
name be called. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that two absent Senators are being 
paired, without knowing how either would vote upon this ques- 
tion, and the Senator is getting two votes against this proposition. 
It is not a matter of any consequence to me, but it is obvious that 
if the two absent Senators should happen to vote the same way, 
they would lose their votes by this arrangement. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest, in response to the Senator from 
Rhode Island ‘> ALDRICH}, that at least a half dozen pairs have 
been made with Senators upon the other side whose opinions could 
not have been known. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Right hereI protest against transfers of 
pairs with absent Senators unless some Senator in his place will 
state how the absent Senator would vote if present. 

Mr. CULLOM and Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I protest against counting any votes so 
cast. 

Mr. NELSON (after having voted in the negative). If any 
objection is made to the transfer, I am willing to withdraw my 
vote. I do not want to have any question about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota to withdraw his vote? 

Mr. NELSON. I withdraw my vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so noted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (after having voted in the negative). It is 
a@ very common occurrence in the Senate of the United States for 
one Senator to transfer his pair, but since the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. NELSON] has withdrawn his vote, it forces me to do 
the same. I ask leave towithdraw my vote. I stand paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarpD]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 30; as follows: 


I transfer my pair to the Senator from North Caro- 
I understand that that 





YEAS—27. 

Aldrich, Chandler, Hill, Palmer, 
Bacon, Faulkner, McMillan, Smit 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mantle, Tillman, 

rice, Gorman, Martin, Turpie, 
Cameron, Gray, Mills, Walthall, 
Cannon, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. ite. 
Carter, Hawley, Murphy, 

NAYS—30. 
Allen, Davis, Lindsay, Sewell, 
Allison, Frye, Lodge, Sherman, 
Baker, Gultineer. Pasco, Stewart, 
Bate, Gear, Peffer, Teller 
Chilton, Gordon, Perkins, Thurston, 
Clark, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Wilson. 
Cockrell, Hoar, Pugh, 
Cullom, Jones, Ney. Roach, 
NOT VOTING—322. 

Berry, Dubois, Mitchell, Oreg. Shoup, 
Blanchard, Elkins, Morgan, Squire, 
Brown, George, Morrill, est, 
Burrows, Harris, Nelson, Vilas, 
Butler, Irby, Platt, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, Warren, 
Call, Kyle, Proctor, Wetmore, 
Daniel, McBride, Quay, Wolcott. 


So the motion to refer was rejected. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, this great moral (!) question is now 
clearly before the Senate. It will be in order now for Senators 
who have voted for prohibition to proceed to their lunches and 
take a glass of beer. The theory upon which this bill is framed, 
if it has any theory at all, is a most vicious one. It would not be 
ees for me to say that it is a cowardly bill, and there- 

ore I do not say it. I would not say that “‘conscience does make 
cowards of us all:;” Neither would I say that an alleged public 
opinion makes cowards of us all. 

There is not a single Senator here who does not know that 
drinks are to be obtained in the Capitol hereafter as they have 
been heretofore, and it is expected. But we are to satisfy our 
consciences, we are to satisfy an alleged public opinion, by putting 
a very strict law upon the statute book and then do as we please 
as to obeying and enforcing it. 









































Mr. President, I am ——< to that sort of proceeding. I am 
opposed to that sort of hypocrisy. I am opposed to that sort 5° 
legislation. I am opposed to the proceedings which are witness] 
in some States where strict prohibition laws are passed to satis/y 
an alleged public sentiment, and the laws not enforced and y+ 
intended to be enforced. And men go to bed and sleep easy aftay 
they have passed those bills. ; : 

Mr. President, what is the situation presented here? Who se!) 
liquor in the Capitol? Nobody except the caterer of either ; 
Senate or the House of Representatives. You are not legislati; 
for anybody around the corner of the grounds. There are 
places that sell liquor there. You are not legislating for com);t 
tee rooms. Nobody sells there. 

Nobody pretends that there has ever been any liquor sold there, 
The only sort of pretense is that in the restaurants of the two 
Houses Senators in getting their dinners, or guests who visit th 
Capitol occasionally, may purchase liquors with their meals, 
That is all. To stop it, what do you propose todo? The manly 
thing, the proper thing, would be to summon before the ap) 
priate committee the caterer and ask him, ‘‘ By what right do y 
violate—if it is a violation—the rules of the Senate?” and dis); 
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him. Oh,no. Where is the Senator who proposes to do that? 
Senators are so wrought up over this question, filled with 
sentiment, filled with this narrowness that seems to prevail, are 
they going to carry out their conscientious convictions by procerd- 
ing to make a complaint against the caterers? No. Nobody will 
do it. Not aman around this circle proposes to doit. It seems 
that they prefer that we should pass a strict statute that the caterer 
shall be arrested; that the caterer shall be fined; that the caterer 
shall be punished—unloading everything on our servant. 

Mr. President, with all due respect to Senators, I say it is hy;oc- 
risy. I say it is unwise and vicious legislation, because it is not 
proposed to meet the difficulty. In the first place, no matter what 
committee reported the bill (that question has been disposed of), 
the Senate has seen fit to decide that the provisions of the rules 
that give jurisdiction to the Committee on Rules to dispose of this 
question do not mean anything. They have seen fit to decide that 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds has jurisdiction 
of this question, properly so, and I bow with all due respect to the 
decision of the Senate. There is something about this question 
that seems toimpel Senatorstorideoverrules. The distinguished 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL] seems to be crouching for 
fear of a great cyclone of public opinion which he can not resist. 
A Senator who can not stand up in an emergency in reference to 
a foolish, silly, unjust clamor ought not to take refuge in pass ng 
a statute to expose his own servant to prosecution, and protecting 
himself. 

Mr. President, what are the rules of this body? What has been 
intended to be done? 

‘**No spirituous liquors shall be sold, furnished, or kept in the 
restaurant,” is the language of the Senate rule. 

That does not exclude malt liquors. It never was intended to— 
never since these old moss-covered rules were firstenacted. It was 
always expected that you could take beer—malt liquors—with your 
meals or otherwise. Who objects to it? Is there a great moral 
question involved? It is ridiculous, absurd, preposterous. 

Let me analyze the argument of my good temperance friend from 
Texas. He says the Capitol belongs to the people of the country. 
That is true. The District belongs to the people of the country. 
This little 10 miles square—not exactly square after all, but they 
call it square—belongs to the country. on the same principle 
we ought to have a prohibition District. How prohibition would 
diminish the crowds on inauguration day, for which we have 
made such great preparations! I heard it argued a year or two 
ago that thereshould beno liquor sold in the District of Columbia. 
Some people propose to set the District apart as the model town 
of the country; put in force here prohibition laws, the narrow 
prohibition laws under which they fine people in some States three 
or four thousand dollars and send them to prison for a violation 
of the excise or prohibition laws. Before this debate is over I 
will send for that case in the State of Vermont, decided after- 
wards by the Supreme Court a few years ago. I have no sort of 
respect for a public sentiment that sanctions such laws. 

A man living in New York State sent over into Vermont to be 
sold a few kegs of beer by the express company under a C. ©. D. 
receipt, and the express company odieetl the money and 
warded it to New York. It was claimed that this was a violation 
of the excise laws of prohibition Vermont. Not supposing it was— 
supposing it to be permitted by the interstate-commerce laws—10t 
———- he had violated any law, a citizen of my State went 02 
a Fourth of July celebration, I think, to celebrate over in \«T- 
mont, and they arrested him under an indictment which had }ecn 
found there. The authorities from Vermont proceeded to try him, 
convicted him, sentenced him to pay a fine of a certain amount 
believeabouta thousand dollars—and if the fine (the precise amount 
I do not now recollect) was not paid it would keep him in the pr "- 
itentiary for thirty or forty years for a violation of the excise laws 
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or the prohibition laws of the State of Vermont. Perhaps Sena- 
would like to have some such laws in this District, so that we 
pe 1d have a model government. Murder in some States is noth- 
soar compared with a violation of excise laws. I recollect what 
oak irred after the case had gone to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. I will get the volume, for I want toread the opin- 
ion of Justice Field. Although I think he dissented, while the 
other judges held that possibly the conviction would have to be 
sustained under the theory of State rights, yet he denounced such 
4 decision as an outrage upon the individual liberty of the citizen, 
and declared such a sentence to be unworthy of an American 
court. Justice Field expressed his opinion of such sort of laws. 
Murder is respectable compared to the violation of the excise laws. 
Burglaries amount to nothing. All sorts of crime are nothing 
compared with the selling or taking of drinks contrary to the 
excise laws or contrary to the prohibition laws of some States. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to such scrt of narrow legislation. 
I believe in the persona liberty of the citizen. I believe in the 
right of a man to drink and eat and wear whatsoever he pleases, 
subject only to such reasonable regulations as the welfare of the 
whole community may demand. All else is tyranny; all else is 
oppression; all further is an exhibition of intermeddling un- 
worthy of an American legislator. 

Your rules, your written rules, never contemplated but that 
you could sell lager beer. But now, by this statute, you propose 
to prevent ale and you propose to prevent beer being sold or drunk. 
i am not so certain but that under some constructions your pro- 
posed statute would prevent cider from being sold. 

Dispose of intoxicating liquors of any kind, or any compound or prepara- 
tion thereof— 

In cider there are ingredients of alcohol— 
or any compound or preparation thereof. 

I am prepared to say, as a lawyer, if the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], the physician of this body, should 
prescribe for a sick Senator here by giving him a glass of wine, 
under the terms of the bill, if it should become a law, he could be 
successfully prosecuted and fined $500. The very words * other- 
wise dispense” are used. That prevents a dispensary—prevents a 
liquor prescription. They do not propose to have Senators taken 
sick. Senators must always be well. They put in the very words 
to stop a prescription of any kind of liquor for a Senator. 

Mr. President, this is ridiculous legislation; it is unnecessary 
and puritanical legislation. It comes from where? From this 
District. Who is demanding it here? Nobody especially. This 
District can kick up a muss as quick as any 10 miles square in 
the United States that I know of, but nobody especially here is 
demanding it. Where are they? Why, people are sending let- 


ters, telegrams, and petitions here, people who have never visited | 


the capital in their lives and never expect to. They are the peo- 
ple who are lying awake nights, always for fear of the Pope. There 
are lots of them all over the country. They begin to talk to you 
when you meet them in some rural portions of our country and 
tell you about what a fearful thing the power of the Popeis. The 
next time you meet other people they begin to tell you about the 
great dangers to the American people because lager beer is sold 
in the saloons of the Capitol. The saloons of the Capitol! What 
rubbish! 

Mr. President, you propose to make it a crime “‘ to sell, dispense, 
or otherwise dispose of.” 

I have listened with great attention to the remarks of the junior 
Senator from New Hampshire, who, although a Prohibitionist as 
he is, tinctured with prohibition, brought up with prohibition, 
covered all over with prohibition sentiment inground in him, yet 
says he can not vote for this proposed legislation. He has some 
sense, and a good deal of sense. When he says he can not support 
the measure, hailing from a prohibition State, I think that Sena- 
tors who represent liberal communities, noted for their liberal 
views, certainly should stop long enough to criticise the bill; they 
should stop long enough to examine it; they should stop long 
enough to see whether it expresses their real sentiments or not. 

Pass the bill if you can, if you wish to do so, but what prevents 
a constable of the District of Columbia from walking in here and 
seizing the person of the venerable Senator from Vermont on a 
charge of violating this law and taking him to the police court of 
the District of Columbia? You have in this measure surrendered 
the privileges guaranteed to you by your Constitution, granted to 
you by the common law, granted to you by what is called parlia- 
mentary rule, namely, the exemption of the person of Senators 
from arrest. Your parliamentary exemption privilege is gone. 

_ What a fine spectacle it would be some morning when my dis- 
Unguished friend from Indiana [Mr. TvurP1Ee],at some time in the 
distant future, on the Nicaraguan Canal bill, shall suggest the 
absence of a quorum, to discover that half of the Senators are in 
the police court for a violation of the excise law. Youare exempt 
now. There is no law that can take you upon any sort of charge 
from this Chamber when you are engaged in legislation—your 
persons are sacred—but you propose to pass a law that enables the 
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constable of this city, in the interest of public morality (!), to de- 
plete the Senate, to do away with your majority, and virtually 
dissolve your Congress—a power never before surrendered by leg- 
islators, by members of Parliament, or any other body possessing 
the same powers that we possess. Even in cases of treason and 
felony and breaches of the peace the privileges of members of Par- 
liament extend, and the same rule applies to us. They could not 
take us for treason out of this body, they could not take us for 
felony, they could not take us for a breach of the peace, But it is 
proposed that they can take us from here for a violation of the 
excise law of the District. Of course the reason for the exemption 
is that you could break up a majority of Parliament or a majority 
of Congress under false pretenses. 

Mr. MILLS. You could in that way deprive the people of any 
community of the right of representation. 

Mr. HILL. There are a dozen reasons upon which this per- 
sonal privilege of Senators has been sustained from the foundation 
of the Government, but we must surrender it because of the great 
moral (!) pressure away back a hundred, two hundred, a thousand 
miles from here. 

Mr. President, this sort of unreasonable legislation will not 
answer. It has not been well conceived, as I said in my opening 
remarks. Who drew this bill? Nobody knows. What lawyer is 
responsible for it here?) What Senator has given us an exposition 
of what you can do under it? There is no report accompanying it. 
It was drawn up, possibly, by some society somewhere or other 

| whose members have very vague and crude notions of law. 

Mr. President, beyond all this is the hypocrisy involved in this 
sort of thing. The remedy is in our own hands. If we want to 
accomplish what we pretend we do, it is easy enough to pass a 
resolution here instructing the Committee on Rules to dismiss the 
keeper of your restaurant. That is one way to proceed. Oh, no; 
nobody proposes to do it, but by this sort of legislation it is pro- 
posed to escape responsibility for ourselves. 

I care nothing personally about this question. Whether I am 
ever here or not in the future (and Ido not expect to be here), 
your restaurant will keep on just the same; and when I shall visit 
my fellow-Senators in the years to come, to pay you a friendly 
visit, this same old restaurant will be in full blast as now. [ 
would rather state frankly what weintend. Youintend that mat- 
| ters shall continue as they are. This statute, if enforced at all, 

will be enforced against your servant. It will not remedy the 
evil. This same question was raised years ago. I have read of it 
in the reports of the proceedings of Congress. It always results 
in the same way. A spasmodic effort was made to do something, 
and in the end it resulted in nothing. It failed because it ought 
to fail. 

Now, I oppose this measure, not that I ever took a drink of 
| liquor in this Capitol, or ever expect to do so, but Loppose it from 

principle. It is said the people will be contaminated if they come 
here. Why, on all your public thoroughfares, on your lines of 
conveyance, on your palace cars, they sell wines and ales. They 
sell wine and ale and beer on your steamboats. They sell them 
in your hotels. They sell them in your restaurants, at your depots, 
throughout the country. Why draw the line here, except that 
there is a clamor for it upon the part of men who do not stop to 
think what they demand? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York will 
suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business, which is Senate bill 
3247. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
a conference report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
is recognized for that purpose. 

ANNIE E. NOLAN. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2129) granting 
an increase of pension to Annie E. Nolan, having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
amount proposed to be inserted insert ‘*$40;"’ and the House agree to the same. 

1. H. GALLINGER, 
JNO. L. MITCHELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
BENSON WOOD, 
8.8. KIRKPATRICK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


—————— 


I rise to a question of privilege and present 
l 


The report was concurred in. 
PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. LODGE. Irise toa privileged question. I desire to go on 
with the consideration of the conference report upon the immi- 
gration bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish the Senator from Massachusetts would 
yield to me merely that I may make a request. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
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Mr. ALLEN. Iask that the resolutions I submitted relative to 
the Pacific railroads may be passed over without losing their place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. THURSTON. If the Senator from Massachusetts will 
excuse me a moment, in connection with the Pacific railroad res- 
olutions, Which are to go over by unanimous consent, I give notice 
that I shall ask unanimous consent to-morrow morning imme- 
diately after the transaction of the routine business to continue 
my remarks upon the resolutions. I should like to complete what 
I have to say without a greater intermission between parts of my 
remarks. 





GASPAR BETANCOURT. 
Mr. MORGAN. I desire 
ask unanimous consent that present action may be taken. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation. 







The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

} 1, That the President is requested, if it is not, in his opinion, incom- 
pa with the public interest, to e Senate whether Gaspar Betan- 
‘ a citizer the United States, i n prison by the Spanish author- 
ities in Cul grounds of the arrest and detention. 

And that nform the ‘ther the release of said Betan- 
court has dd, an yw often such demand has been 
repeated, a r has been mad the same 





The Senate, by unanimous consent, 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. 
have no objection, to have the resolution first go to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and I will state my reason. I am quite sure 
the Senator would not move any such resolution without grave 
reasons, and my reason relates rather to a general policy and not 
at all to this particular resolution. 
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fe 


to offer a resolution on which I will | 
| citizens, some at Ceuta, some at Habana, some in the f 


| great many Americans are suffering unjustly and sufie 


proceeded to consider the | 


I should like. if the Senator from Alabama would | 


A practice has grown up in the Senate, when complaints come | 


4 
Ol 


the treatment of our citizens abroad, to move resolutions of 
this kind of inquiry and to pass them as a matter of course. I 


happen to know that in one very important instance the State | 
Department had nearly effected the release of an American citizen | 


abroad when a resolution of inquiry passed by the Senate dis- 


turbed the foreign government, thinking that they seemed to be | 


yielding to some menace, and prevented the accomplishment of 
what otherwise Would have been done. 

I am sure that what I say does not apply in the least to the 
pending resolution: but it seems to me, unless there be some very 
pressing exigency, these matters which relate to diplomacy should 
always go tothe committee of which the Senator is so distinguished 


a member, and that the committee should have an opportunity of | 


some formal inquiry of the Department of State before public 
action is taken by the Senate. 

I will not interpose an objection to the resolution, but I thought 
it proper to make this observation, for I am sure that sometimes 
such resolutions have disturbed the action which was going on to 
a successful issue, 

Mr. MORGAN. If I should be required to state the sources of 
my information about this business, they would not be in the 
slightest degree discredited by the Senate of the United States. I 
do not believe that I am permitted to give the name of the gentle- 
man who has made to me a very important communication on this 
subject, which included a statement that this old gentleman, who 
is seventy-odd years of age, who has been twenty-five years of his 
life in New Orleans, and is a merchant there, has been arrested 
and committed to prison. The Government ofthe United States, 
through its consul-general, has made three or four demands for 
his release and also for information in respect to the grounds of 
the accusation, etc., but he is intercommunicado; that is, they 
will not allow anyone to approach him at all to find out what he 
was arrested for or what condition he is in. 

I thought it was my duty to present the resolution in this form, 
leaving it to the President of the United States to give us the 
information according to his judgment as to whether it would be 
injurious to the public service. if such arrests have been made, I 
desire to call attention to the fact that we havea statute, thenum- 
ber of which is 2001 in the Revised Statutes, which requires the 
President of the United States, of his own motion, in cases of the 
kind suggested in the resolution, to give immediate information 


to the Congress of the United States. I have two or three times 
called attention to that statute and predicated resolutions upon it. 
I tried to get information in regard to the Competitor affair more 


than a year ago based upon that statute. It is simply a dead let- 


ter on the law book; that is all of it. The object, of course, in 
communicating such information to Congress is disclosed in the 


latter clause of the statute, which prohibits the President of the 


Dnited States from using any force for the purpose of releasing a | 


person thus imprisoned, as that would amount to an act of war, 


! 





| 





and requires him to make presentation immediately of all the | 


facts to Congress, so that the war-making power of this country 
may determine what its duty is. 


I am conscious of the fact that that statute has affirmed in favor 


| House, both to be presented and considered; but I am 
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of Congress the proposition that it is the sole war-making poy... 
and I think it is the duty of every Senator here who has in} 1 
tion he believes to be correct upon a case of this kind, findine« +\,., 
the Executive does not act, does not refer the facts to us, ma 5 
mention of it at all, to offer his resolutions in order to gai ‘ 
information and, if possible, get the executive branch of th; 
ernment to move in the direction of discharging its ordina; 
utory duty in the matter. That is the reason why I m 
resolution. 

I can only say that the gentleman who made this com: 
tion to me is a man of very high character, a citizen of 
Orleans, and I have no doubt but that his statement is ty 
the Senate thinks it best to refer the resolution, of course | 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. At the same tin 
is a great deal of suffering going on now upon the part of A: 


Cabanas, some at Pine Island, some at various other pla 
ture under the Spanish persecutions in Cuba. I ama litt] 
about it, and very desirous to be somewhat active in | 
this subject to public attention, and especially to the att 
the Executive. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreein 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PROPOSED RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. LODGE. I desire to call up now the conference r 
the immigration bill. Ido not wish, as the Senator f1 
bama knows, to do anything to interfere with the consi 
of the Nicaragua Canal bill, but this measure being in 
stage, | am very anxious to dispose of it at the earliest 
moment. Of course it does not displace the unfinished | 
as it is a conference report; and I am in hopes that w: 
able to get action upon it very soon and get it out of th 
only of the Nicaragua Canal bill, but of all the busin 
Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I know that the Senat 
Massachusetts will occupy probably but a few moment 
attention of the Senate on the conference report, and I t! 
ask unanimous consent that the regular order be laid asid 
ally for the purpose of enabling the Senator to have that 


| taken up and disposed of. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. MILLS. If it requires unanimous consent, as I ain 
to the bill, I can not give it. 

Mr. LODGE. It does not require unanimous consent. | will 
say a conference report is privileged. 

Mr. MILLS. A conference report is privileged in 


that in this body it is different—that it is only privileged | 
entation. 

Mr. LODGE. A conference report is a privileged on il 
move to take it up. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want to again utter my protest : 
the idea being entertained for a moment that a conference 1 
loses its privilege at any stage or under any circumstances 

Mr. HALE. [t never has in the business of the Senate, that | 
know of, been considered that a conference report is not priv 
until it is completed; otherwise we should be unable to 
ness in the last thirty days of a session. 

Mr. DANIEL. After sucha report is taken upit is priviles 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the Senator from Alaba1 
{[Mr. MorGan] to be willing that the conference report s 
taken up without regard to this question; but that must 
taken as an admission that a conference report can ever 
be a question of privilege. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course a conference report can not 
privilege; but I do not desire to bring about an argume! ) 
the very large question of privileged reports. There is! s 
tion in my mind that you can not divest the question of | ; 
ilege at any time. The Senator from Alabama in chare 
bill which is the unfinished business made no object 
supposed it was not necessary to go to a vote upon it. 

Mr. MILLS. Dol understand that the Senator from M 
setts wishes the Senate to recommit the report? 

Mr. LODGE. I may desire to recommit it or not, but ! 
at liberty to say at present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands tha‘ 
tion is interposed to unanimous consent. 

Mr. LODGE. I think the objection has been withdrav 
President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not so underst: 

Mr. LODGE. I understood the Senator from Texas [ Mr. * 3] 
to withdraw the objection. ' 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will again subm 
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the 
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Is there objection to the request of the Senator from 


Massachusetts? 
Mr. LODGE. 


question. 


I made no request for unanimous consent. The 
equest was made by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorG@an]}. 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 

. Senator from Alabama? 
tO tr VILAS. What is the request, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Alabama 

jease restate his request? ; 

Mr. MORGAN. I asked unanimous consent that the regular 
order pending before the Senate, the Nicaraguan ( anal bill, might 
be laid aside informally without prejudice, to enable the Senator 
from Massachusetts to call up and have disp sed of the conference 
report on the immigration bill, I understanding that he intended 
to be very brief about it. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Sena- | 


tor from Texas to object to the request? 

Mr. MILLS. Ido. hae 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 

Mr. LODGE. Then I move to take up the conference report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, to proceed to the consideration of 
the report of the committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 7864) 
to amend the immigration laws of the United States. 

Mr. GORMAN. If that motion succeeds, Mr. President, do I 
understand that it will displace the regular order, the Nicaraguan 
Canal bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that for the 
time being it would. 

Mr. LODGE. It would during its own consideration, of course; 
but it would not displace it as the unfinished business. A confer- 
ence report can not do that, because it can be moved to be taken 
up at any time. ; ; 

Mr. GORMAN. That is the very question I raise now with the 
Chair, and we ought to have it decided at thistime. I differ very 
decidedly with the Senator from Massachusetts, and I raise the 
point, so as to have the decision of the Chair upon it. 

Mr. LODGE. If I may be heard on that point of order—— 

Mr. HOAR. That point of order does not come up now, but 
will come up after the measure in charge of my colleague is up. 

Mr. GORMAN. I submit the point to the decision of the Chair, 
whether, if the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts be 
adopted, it will displace the regular order? 


| in regard to that. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Maryland is wron; 


_ 
“= 
Here is the rule, 

Let us near the rule, 


Mr. GORMAN. 
Mr. STEWART. 












Mr. GORMAN. The rule is as TOLLOWS: 

The presentation of reports of ! »shall always be in 
order, except when th val i r Aq rder or a mo 
tion to adjourn is pen iz. or while the Sen vidin nd when received 
the question of } veeding to tl 1 shall 
| be immediately put, and shall be deter : 

So that it takes a motion to consider a conference report 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator's pard 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to say 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I have the floor, Mr. Presiden ive 
I not? 

Mr. GORMAN. Idonot know how the Senator obtairz ad , 
floor. The Chair recognized me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that Senator 
from Maryland addressed the Chair, and yielded to Sen- 
ator, who subsequently addressed the Chai 

Mr. GORMAN. I will yield to the Sen if he is desir to 
| be heard at this time, as he is chairman of the Committ 

Mr. ALDRICH. All I was about to say was that it 1 oO 
motion at all to take up a conference report. I think the trouble 
is in regard to the technical method in which this matter has been 
approached. TheSenator from Massachusetts having the conf 


Mr. LODGE. May I be heard upon that point of order, if the | 


Senator from Maryland is through? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator. 
Mr. LODGE. Of course, if we take up the conference report 


ence report in charge can undoubtedly at any time call it up { 
consideration. If objection is raised and 1 Vest : 

the Senate by the presiding officer, ** Wil , 
consideration of the conference report?” it is not a motion to di 


place the unfinished business or to make the conference report the 
unfinished business. It is simply a particular method prescribed 
by the rules to get a privileged question before the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Thatis the whole thing, Mr. President. I called 
up the report as a privileged matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the status of 
this motion as the Chair understands it. The request of the Sena- 
| tor from Alabama |[Mr. MorGan] for unanimous consent us 
denied. The Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. LopGe} then e 
tered a motion to proceed to the consideration of the conference 
report. That isthe pending motion now before the Senate. A 

question is raised as to the effect hat motion upon what 
known as the unfinished business, being the Nicaragnan Canal 
biil. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Massachusetts, instead of 
making the motion, had asked the Senate to proceed to the con- 


now, while we are considering it this afternoon we are not consid- | 


ering the Nicaraguan bill, that is obvious; but in the sense that 
the Senator makes the question, I suppose it is as well known to 
him as it is tome thata privileged matter like a conference report, 
if it is not finished to-day, does not displace the unfinished business 
to-morrow, because, being a privileged matter, it can always come 
up on motion, and a motion is always in order to take it up. It 
would not put an end to the unfinished business. You can not, 
as I understand, make a conference report the unfinished business 
of the Senate because you can move at any time to take it up. 
Mr. CHANDLER. So thatit does not displace the Nicaraguan 
vill. 

Mr. LODGE. It does not displace that bill from its position as 
unfinished business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As would a motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of another bill. 

Mr. LODGE. It does not displace that bill from its position as 
would the adoption of a motion to proceed to the consideration of 
another bill, as the Senator from New Hampshire suggests. 

Mr. HALE. Put it inanother way. A conference report being 
a privileged matter, and this report having been presented yes- 
terday and considered as a privileged matter, it did not then dis- 
place the unfinished business. To-day, it having gone over, the 


| 


sideration of the report 

Mr. LODGE. That is precisely what I at first did. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then, as a matter of course, the Senate would 
have proceeded with it unless objection was raised. If objection 
is raised, then it is the duty of the presiding officer, without any 
motion on the subject—— ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands, and tho 
Chair has so stated,and that is now the pending motion. 
Chair, of course, will hear any remarks Senators desire -to m 
The Senator from Maryland |Mr. GorMAN] was recognized 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not desire to say anything further, but 
simply to again read Rule XXVII, which is as follows: 


The presentation of reports of committees « contfteren¢ iall l 
in order, except when the Journal is being read or a qu nm 
motion to adjourn is pending, or while the Sena is dividin wW n 
received, the question of proceeding to the consideration { rt, if 
raised, shall be immediately put, and shal! m 

The conference report was made about a week ago. It came 
here as a privileged report, was received by the Senate, and at the 
suggestion, I take it, of the chairman of the committee, went over 
and was printed. Two or three days afterwards it was called up 
for consideration in the morning hour, and at the expiration of 
the morning hour it went over because the Senate had an unfin 
| ished matter before it, the Nicaragua Canal bill, which displaced 
| the conference report at 2 o'clock dav b vesterdav, after di 


Senator from Massachusetts in charge of the report makes his | 


privileged motion to proceed to its consideration, and it will no 
more displace the unfinished business to-day, Mr. President, than 
did the presentation of the report yesterday—it is only for the time 
being, like a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive 
business or whatever it may be. It is in the nature of privileged 
matter, not coming within the ordinary business of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me if the rule is read in regard to 
confe ence reports it may elucidate this whole question. 
that the rule may be read from the desk. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator will permit me for a moment, I 
think the Senator from Massachusetts, if he will examine the rule, 


I ask | 


cussion. Nowit is lying upon the table pre« 


ters are lying there, to be taken upon moti 


m1 matter 
right—it has passed that stage—and oti is n t 
o'clock to proceed to the consideratio the ibjex I sire 
only to be informed of the opinion of the Chair, and I submit it to 
the Chair whether, if that motion prevails, it does not permanently 
dispose of the Nicaraguan Canal bill, u he S fterwards 
take it up by a vote. I contend that it d 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will determine that ques- 
tion when it arises. The question is upon the motion of the Sena- 


| tor from Massachusetts. 


upon a moment's reflection, will understand that a conference | 


report is privileged to be made at any time without displacing the 


current business; but, after being made and laid upon the table, | 


if a motion is subsequently made and adopted to proceed to its | ference report on the immigration bill. 


consideration it displaces whatever is then pending in the Senate. 


Mr. GIBSON. 
President? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


I ask what is the motion before the Senate, Mr. 


The motion of the Senator from M 


§- 
sachusetts [Mr. LopGe] to proceed to the consideration of the con- 
Mr, LODGE. My motion was to take up the conference report. 
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The question of consideration is raised, to be determined, I sup- 
,08e, Without debate. 

Mr. GIBSON. I object. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator can not do that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. VILAS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeasand nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr}. 
vote ** yea. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). Ihave a general pair 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MiTCHELL], which I transfer 
to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask whether the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. Davis], with whom I am paired, has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that the 
Senator from Minnesota has not voted. 

Mr. TURPIE. Then I withhold my vote for the present. 

Mr. BATE. L[ask if the Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown] has 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. BATE. 
Senator. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to inquire if the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam paired with that Senator, and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. McBRIDE. 
[Mr. GEoRGE]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the affirmative). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam paired with that Senator, and withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. BACON. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE]. He being absent, I withhold my 

. 





I am paired with 
Otherwise I should 


He has not voted. 
Then I withdraw my vote, as lam paired with that 


Has 


vote. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Proctor]. Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my 
vote. 


Mr. NELSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest], but I transfer that pair to the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. WiLson] and vote “yea.” 

Mr. PASCO. That arrangement has been made with myself 
and the Senator from Minnesota. So the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. WiLson] will stand paired with the Senator from Mis- 
souril [Mr. Vest], which will enable the Senator from Minnesota 
and myself to vote, as the Senator from Minnesota has already 


done. I vote ‘‘nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—35. 
Aldrich, Chilton, Hawley, Sewell, 
Allison, Clark, Hoar, Sherman, 
Baker, Cullom, Lodge, Shoup, 
Brice, Daniel, Mantle, Stewart, 
Burrows, Faulkner, Martin, Teller, 
Cameron, I rye. Nelson, Thurston, 
Cannon, Gallinger, Peffer, Tillman 
Carter, Hale, Perkins, Walthall. 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, 

NAYS—13. 
Allen, Gorman, Pasco, White. 
Caffery, Mills, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Mitchell, Wis. Roach, 
Gibson, Morgan, Vilas, 

NOT VOTING—4L 

Bacon, Gear, McBride, Squire, 
Bate, George, MeMillan, Turpie, 
Berry, Gordon, Mitchell, Oreg. Vest, 
Blackburn, Gray, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Blanchard, Harris, Murphy, Warren, 
Brown, Hill, Palmer, Wetmore, 
Butler, Irby, Platt. Wilson, 
Call, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, Wolcott. 
Davis, Jones, Ney. Proctor, 
Dubois, Kyle, Quay, 
Elkins, Lindsay, Smith, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the bill (H. R. 
7864) to amend the immigration laws of the United States. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on 
Immigration, I assented to the report of the original bill. I voted 
for the bill when it passed the Senate. I am in favor of a reason- 
able restriction of immigration. The bill, however, has been 
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I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi | 
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changed in two particulars by the conference committee, to which 
I object. Those two particulars are, first, the provision whi.) 
substantially excludes the wife although the husband is a , 
petent immigrant; and, second, the provision which substity; 
the words ‘‘ resident country ” instead of the words * or any ot} 
In my opinion, the bill ought to be changed in ¢} 
particulars, and I appeal to my friend the Senator from 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE] to allow the bill to be recommitted to 
committee of conference, without further objection on his par 
order that those two changes may be made. If that can be «) 
I think the bill ought to meet the approval of the Senate: at leas: 
so far as I am concerned, I shall have no further objection to j+. ’ 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from New York allow i 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from New York is a mei)jep 
of the Committee on Immigration, and was chairman of the com 
mittee in the last Congress. I ask whether or not he did y+ 
assent to the original provision of the bill by which the illite, 
test was applied to males and females alike? 

Mr. HILL. I did not sign the report. I told the Senator from 
Massachusetts he might make the report and I would not dissent 
from it. That particular point involved was not, however, called 
to my attention. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Did the Senator, after the vote of the Senate 
was taken by which the provision was made as to the wife, fee] 
that the conference committee ought not to have interfered with 
that provision? 

Mr. HILL. That is my idea. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I wish to be allowed to say 
a word, if the Senator will permit me. 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The subject of restricting immigration 
commenced by the organization of immigration committees in the 
two Houses some eight years ago. It was soon found to be a sub- 
ject of delicacy to secure the passage of laws restricting immivra- 
tion. There was always the danger that the subject would run 
int’) party politics, and the moment any immigration bill was sug- 
gested that seemed likely to encounter party opposition, of course 
that bill was doomed, because no one party could pass an immi- 
gration bill. 

What has been the result of these eight years of agitation? Sim- 
ply this: There have been passed two administration bills, the act 
of March 3, 1891, and the act of March 3, 1893. They have made 
the administration of the existing exclusions of immigrants more 
strict and rigid, but have not added to the existing exclusions 
except in one particu ar, and that a nominal one. In one of the 
two laws the word ‘‘ polygamists” was added, but, with that ex- 
ception, the existing laws do not exclude any class of immigrants 
that was not excluded eight years ago when these committees 
were constituted and the agitation upon this subject began. The 
reason is that everybody who has investigated the subject, every- 
body who has taken part in framing legislation on the subject, ha 
felt that it was necessary to have substantial unanimity in order 
to put any law upon this subject upon the statute book. So that 
we now, for the first time, approach the question of adding to 
existing exclusion, and public sentiment and the efforts of the 
advocates of legislation have been directed toward an illiteracy 
test. 

Mr. President, I realize now, as I have during the period of 
which I have spoken, that it is very desirable that there shall be 
substantial unanimity upon this question. Ithink, upona review 
of the whole subject, in order to secure:some approach to that 
unanimity, the chairman of the committee should assent to the 
objections of the Senator from New York, who was formerly the 
chairman of the committee, who has taken part in the delibera- 
tions of the committee, and who is entitled to have some regard 

aid to his judgment upon this question, and allow the report to 
be recommitted, so that the words ‘‘or some other languay: 
may take the place of ‘‘the language of the native or resident 
country,” and so that I may be allowed an opportunity, against 
my serious judgment on this question, to assent to the retentio! 
the clause proposing a new exclusion of the word ‘‘ wife,” so that 
an illiterate wife may accompany her husband or be sent for 
her husband, provided that husband is a qualified immigrant 
join in the request that the Senator from New York makes. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the two objections which have 
been made to the conference report by the Senator from New 
York are obviously the two objections around which all the ser! 
opposition to the bill, both in the House of Representatives 2" 
in the Senate, assemble. To myself one of them seems to involve 
a forced interpretation of the language of the bill, and the other | 
do not regard as an improvement of the bill—in fact, I am oppos 
to it; but I have no desire to endanger the legislation by involv» : 
it in needless opposition and delays on one or two points which 
not absolutely vital. I am still more anxious that this conference 
report, which I am obliged by my position and by the stage whic 
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ed in legislation to press, should not be where it is 
an Ba oe other Tuportant measures and add to the confusion 
now existing in regard to them. 

I do not wish to be unreasonable, although I feel very strongly 
on the subject, and I will consent to the proposition made by the 
Senator from New York, and will move that the Senate nonconcur 
in the report of the conference committee and ask for a further 
conference With the House of Representatives. __ / 

Mr.GIBSON. Dol understand that the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts to withdraw the conference report in- 
volves a request for recommittal? 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator does not understand that at all. I 
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that the committee would stand by it, and it was a disappoint- 
ment to the friends of the amendment when the conference report 
came in without it. Itis a great hardship, as has already been 
suggested by the Senator from Maryland, that an immigrant com- 
ing into one of our ports with a wife or minor child over the age 
of 16 years who can not read and write should be obliged to leave 
his wife or child and come in by himself, and it is a very poor 
consolation to him to know that he can bring his illiterate grand- 
father along, although he is obliged to leave his wife and his 
child to be sent back to their former residence deprived of his pro- 
tection. Before the bill is recommitted I hope it will be clearly 
understood that the original clause or one like it is to be put back 








have moved to nonconcur in the conference report and ask for a | into the bill. Ishould have been glad if the course suggested by 
the Senator from Maryland had been adopted, and the instruction 


further conference. : ; ; 

Mr. GIBSON. Then, impliedly, as I understand it, that does 
involve a recommittal of the conference report to the committee. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course it does. It involves asking the other 
House for a new conference. We can not refer it to a conference 
committee. We can only ask the other House to agree to another 
conference. 

Mr. CHANDLER. words, i 
land will allow me, we are on his side just for the moment. 
are with him just now. 

Mr. GIBSON. I prefer to be the judge as to how far that is the 
case. Isubmit an amendment to what I conceive to be the re- 
committal of the conference report, and that amendment is that 
the report shall be recommitted with instructions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. You can not instruct the conferees, if it is to 
be a free conference. 

Mr. GIBSON. lam ready to suggest what those instructions 
shall be. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me that if we are to have a free 
conference we can not instruct the conferees. There must bea 
free conference between the two Houses. If one House under- 
takes to instruct its conferees, it would not be a free conference. 
That is the difference between a free conference and a limited one. 

Mr. GIBSON. With the most profound respect for the Senator 
from Ohio, for whom I have the highest regard, I am obliged to 
differ with the views he has suggested in reference to a free 
conference. The free conference applies to the first conference 
between the two Houses, where a free conference is absolutely 
required. If the conferees should subsequently report to the 
House that they had not a free conference, or if the conferees 
should report to the Senate the result of the conference, which 
results in a point of order being made upon the report, and in the 
face of the point of order the committee voluntarily withdraws the 
report and necessarily asks that it be recommitted to the confer- 
ence whence it came, it is different. Therefore the suggestion as 


In other words, if the Senator from Mary- 
We 


to a free conference applies in the first instance, and has not the | 


power and effact, I respectfully suggest, that the Senator from 
Ohio has stated. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think there is nothing clearer in the ordi- 
nary course of legislation. Either House asks for a conference. 
It is always a free conference, because if the Senate should limit 
its conferees it would not be a freeconference. The House might 
and would, according to the ordinary course, decline to enter into 
a conference which is not free and open. It is true that we may 
instruct our conferees to insist upon certain amendments, but those 
and all others must be submitted to the House on a free confer- 
ence. We can not limit the action of the conferees except by ex- 
pressing our opinion upon a particular subject-matter. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will not insist upon the point which I have 
made in this connection, save to impress upon the Senate the views 
which I ae had in suggesting it. 

Mr. SH I wish to say also to the Senator from Mary- 
land that I a, with him in many respects, and was not at all 
prepared, as I stated to the chairman of the committee, to vote for 
the report of the committee of conference. But if there is to be 
another conference, it ought to be free and unlimited. 

Mr.GIBSON. I accept thesuggestion of the Senator from Ohio, 
and waive any further suggestions. ° 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, when the bill was first presented 
to the Senate, I was unable to vote for it. Iwas opposed to it until 
the amendment which was originally suggested by the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] wasagreedto, I then gave itmy 
support, and I regretted very much when the conference report 
came in with that amendment omitted. It is the amendment 
which appears on page 9 of the text in the bill before us, in the 
following language: 


All 


of the Trsons over 16 years of age who can not read and write the language 


native country or some other langeege: but an admissible immigrant 
over ere of 16 years may bring in with him or send for his wife or par- 
ent or parent or minor child or grandchild notwithstanding the inabil- 
ity of such relative to read and write as aforesaid. 


If that clause had not been put into the original bill, I am satis- 
fied it could not have in the Senate. It was understood 
when the Senator in charge of the bill accepted this amendment 
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given to the committee to restore the omitted provision to admit 
the illiterate wife and minor children of an admissible immigrant. 
But although he has not insisted upon his motion, I trust that 
when the bill comes back again to the Senate this clause will be 
restored, and that an immigrant who comes into the country pos- 
sessed of the proper qualifications will not be obliged to leave part 
of his family to be shipped back on some returning vessel in case 
they do not understand how to read and write. 

That is all I have to say in reference to the matter. I trust the 
committee of conference will fully restore this provision. If it 
does, I shall then be willing to vote for the bill, but I can not 
vote for it in the shape in which it stands before the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words in 
addition to what the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] has so 
well stated about its provisions to the Senators who have charge 
of this measure. I understand perfectly that it is very desirable 
to have some restriction upon immigration, and to a fair bill I 
would have noserious objection. The bill as it passed the Senate 
was not altogether satisfactory to me, but in the main I made no 
special objection to it. When, however, the conference commit- 
tee undertook to change, as they did change, for the first time 
s.nce I have had the honor of a seat upon this floor, the provisions 
that had been agreed to by both Houses of Congress, which were 
material, which went to the very substance of the bill itself, in 
my judgment they exceeded their authority. When they added 
to it a new section which had never been considered by either 
House, they went way beyond the authority of a conference com- 
mittee. 

When objection was raised to the conference report upon these 
material grounds, and for these reasons alone, so far as | am con- 
cerned, the distinguished chairman of the committee, in a very 
warm and ill-tempered speech, defending. his report, made state- 
ments that he ought not to have made upon this floor. He said 
that, with the exception of one or two gentlemen who have con- 
sidered the question, the opposition to the bill was from a corpora- 
tion. 

Mr. LODGE. 
repeat it. 

Mr. GORMAN. 
position?” 

Mr. LODGE. Outside of these Chambers. 

Mr.GORMAN. What has that to do with the attitude of any 
Senator on this floor in the consideration of this question? 

Mr. LODGE. I can not conceive that outside pressure would 
influence any Senator, Mr. President. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts should be the 
last to make such a speech as was made upon that occasion. He 
intended to convey the impression to the country that the opposi- 
tion here is from steamship companies, from one great concern 
especially, a German line of steamers. If the Senator did not 
intend to convey that impression, then I do not know what the 
English language means. Mr. President, if the bill goes back to 
a conference again, to the same committee or with a chairman who 
believes that the demand for the insertion of a provision to permit 
a wife, an ignorant wife of a man, to come in, as was agreed to 
by both Houses in substance, is backed up only by one great 
steamship company, I fear the next conference. 

What t desire to say to the Senator from Massachusetts now is 
that unless the bill as it comes from the conference next time has 
the provision in it as it passed the other House, applying only to 
males, or the provision as the bill passed the Senate, admitting the 
wife as well as the grandparents, the antagonism will be to the 
end of this session, for there is a great principle involved. It 
would be a great hardship if the bill passed in that shape, and it 
will not prevent opposition because a member on the other side 
of this Chamber talks about the influences of corporations and 
steamship companies. 

If the House of Representatives will agree to the bill substan- 
tially as it passed here and as they passed it, then I shall have no 
serious opposition toit. But I would not be content to send it 
back to the conferees with such a statement as that made by the 
chairman of the conference committee, without making this state- 
ment at least, Mr. President. 


I said the outside opposition, and I am glad to 


What does the Senator mean by ‘‘ outside op- 
y I 
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Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I certainly did not speak in any 
jll temper whatever when I spoke the other day; and I find on 





looking at my remarks, which I have not looked at since they were 
delivered, that, as I supposed, I took the utmost pains to say that 
no opposition in this Chamber or in the other House of Congress 
was included in what I had to say about corporateinfluence. But 


I did say that corporate influence was exerted against the bill, and 
I repeat it, and, what is more, I proved it by the telegrams of the 
great corporation. 
have never seen such telegrams used before, and I call it an utterly 
improper interference on the part of thatcorporation. They have 
used all their machinery to arouse feeling outside, and in telegrams 
and circulars, which I have had printed, they have threatened 
Congressmen with defeat. I do not mean to say they influenced 
a human being, but they have made the threats with the intention 
of intluencing them. 

Of course, no one in this Chamber would be influenced by a cor- 
poration, but that does not make it any better that a corporation 
comes here with its threatening telegrams and its threatening 
circulars, telling members of the other House that they will be 
defeated if they vote in a certain way. 
anybody in either House. I had no right to do so, even if I had 
desired, and I had no desire to do it. 

But I stand by every word that I said about that corporate influ- 
ence. I produced on this floor the proofs of what that corporation 
has been trying todo. I published them in the newspapers before 
Ispoke. Then I said that I thought such an exhibition of corpo- 
rate influence and such attempts on the part of a corporation to 
influence members of the House or the Senate by threats in that 
way were something greatly to be deprecated. By that opinion 
I stand, and I am perfectly willing to leave it to the judgment of 
our constituents and of the voters of this country whether that 
sort of corporate influence is desirable or decent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Massachusetts read 
the last clause in the telegram, to have telegrams sent to members 
of Congress? 

Mr. LODGE. It says: 

Wire your Congressman, our expense, protesting 


g against proposed exclu- 
sion and requesting bill be defeated, informing him that vote in favor means 
defeat next election 


Mr. CHANDLER. 
the polls? 

Mr. LODGE. Of course. It is signed 
North German Lloyd agents in Chicago.” 


That means necessarily his own defeat at 


‘Claussenius & Co., 
All I did was to speak 


agree with me more cordially than the Senator from Maryland in 
that objection to attenipts of corporate influence to threaten Rep- 
resentatives or Senators. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I am delighted to have the 
Senator from Massachusetts raise his voice 
influence to control Congress. I hope he will often in the next 


against corporate | 
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the Senator the statements of members of his own party \ 
frankly admit that but for the influence of the German [) 
Company and the balance of the steamship companies and th 
porations and the immigrants of the very class whom it is 
posed to exclude, your party would now be in the minority. 
the votes of Americans, the Democratic party stands represe: 
very much more than half, almost two-thirds. It was th 
mans scattered from Maine to the Pacific and this class of 
whom you now propose to exclude who gave you your maj. 
in all the States of the West which you carried, and nearly 
the States in the East. The understanding, growing out of ; 
cal emergencies, with that large body of American citizens 


| are intensely American demanded some restriction in im: 


| under the bill as it stands, except for the laborers who 


I cast no reflection on | 


tion, that the mechanics of this country could be more thoro 
protected hereafter. And yet under the provisions of th 
there is not to be excluded a single man of genius or a me 
of any ability. 

There is no relief to the industrial people of this country 
the cotton fields in the South and in the trenches to work on 
roads and canals, the most subordinate positions in the cou 
There is no relief in this bill, as it passed the Senate or th: 


| House or as it is proposed to be amended by the committee, \ 


| menial service. 


year raise his voice in Congress against the power of corporations | 


in attempting to take from the people just rights or to impose 
upon them greater burdens of taxation or to give to corporations 
greater power to make money through the national banks and other 
mediums through which they act. I am glad to see the Senator 
from Massachusetts fearing the result that is to follow from cor- 
porate influence. 

The country has just passed through a scene where corporate 
wealth and corporate power probably controlled. At least, it was 
the balance of power which selected our rulers in this country for 
the next four years. I am delighted that the structure which has 
been built up and used is now beginning to trouble gentlemen on 
the other side of the Chamber. When, however, you invoke it, 
when you bring it in here simply because there is an attempt to 
vote down a conference report which excludes the honest wife 
of an honest immigrant merely because she can not read the Con- 
stitution of the United States in some language, and tell us that 
this foreign corporation is at the door of Congress throttling 
Senators and Members, and that it is the power which is standing 
up for these poor women, the wives of these immigrants, the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts will permit me to say it is begging the 
question. It has nothing to do with it. The number of immi- 
grants, the women we propose to let in, who would come upon 
the North German Lloyd steamers would be insignificant. You 
can not hide behind the corporation this shameless attempt to 
prevent a man from bringing his wife with him to this country. 
No picture of corporations, which is distasteful to every man on 
this side of the Chamber, and would be, I have no doubt, on the 
other side, so far as the attempt to influence legislation is con- 
cerned, can deter us from doing our duty in preventing a com- 
mittee from violating the rules of this body and the general par- 
liamentary law by excluding from the bill two features which 
both Houses have agreed to. 

The Senator from Massachusetts ought to know that the German 
Lloyd Company and all the other steamship companies have no 
special infiuence on this side of the Chamber. I could quote to 


| possibly. 


amounts toanything. A blacksmith, ora mason, or a machi 
a man in nearly any of the other trades can read and writ: 
relief only to that class who, as I say, are downtrodden, wh 
not had the opportunity and never will have to learn anythi) 
the other side, and who would come here to perform th 
But in enabling them to come in, or w 
does come in, what we contend for and what I trust the con 
tee of conference will take note of when they come to consid 
matter again, is that the provision which excludes women, y 
makes war upon an honest but unfortunately an ignorant ; 
can not pass through the Senate at this session. It ought not to 
pass it at any time. The conference committee must tak 

that they have no right to frame a bill by adding a section 

was never considered by either House of Congress. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has had the matter long r 
consideration. The bill has been long under consideration in 
Houses of Congress. If it was not a perfect bill, one whic! 
be executed, it is the fault of both Houses. It is a misfo: 

But the committee of conference had no right 1 
to it another section that had never been submitted here f 


| cussion, that we had not been permitted to look at, which, 
against that corporate influence, and I know that no Senator would 


under the rule as it does as to conference committees, c 
be amended, for there is no vote but one to concur in the 
or to send it back. The report can not be amended. It: 
voted on as a whole, and hence the strict rule which pr 
you from putting new matter in a bill in conference or cha 
materialiy the matters that have been considered by both [1 
and a determination reached. 

“ Now, that is all I desire to say, reserving careful consice1 
of the report when it comes back hereafter. 

Mr. GRAY. May Iask the Senator from Maryland bet 
takes his seat, as he is a good parliamentarian, whether a \ 
recommit the bill to the conference committee does not carr) 
it impliedly an instruction to insist upon the Senate amend 
If it bese not, that ought to be incorporated in the langu 


| the resolution for recommittal. 


Mr. GORMAN. 


Of course, very much depends upon th: - 
ferees. 


It is very seldom that a case ever arises in the S 


| when the conferees do not desire to carry out the will of th 


and I have never known a contested case where the confere: 
not selected with a view to carrying out the will of the > 
They ought to adhere to it, but not to the extent of prevent 
agreement. Some gentleman who is favorable to the posit 
the House he is to represent ought to be on the conferen: 


mittee, as a matter of course. I do not believe that it goes | } 
extent—— : 
Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order, if the Senator u 


Maryland will pardon me. What is the pending question’ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on agr: 


to the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopur to 
nonconcur in the report of the committee of conference a! ‘ 


for a further conference, 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Maryland has spoken 1b 
always as a motion to recommit, which, I understand, is 18 
pending motion. That motion would not have been in ord: 

Mr. GRAY. It is practically that. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator from Massachu-:'ts 
says it is not a motion to recommit. Practically it is that. '% 
means that. The bill goes back to the same conferees. 

Mr. FRYE. The proper motion would be that the Senate 1on- 
concur in the report of the committee, insist upon its amend: 
and ask for a further conference. 

Mr. HOAR. That motion has been made. 

Mr. LODGE. That is the precise motion which I made. 
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Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator from Massachusetts 
Mr. LopGE] made that motion. 
“Mr. LODGE. Precisely. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the pending motion, upon 
which the Senator from Maryland addressed the Chair. 


Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, there are two extraordinary | 
things in the speech of the Senator from Maryland. There is no | 


need, I will say to the Senator from Delaware, of any instruc- 


tions to this conference committee. They have been instructed 
bv the Senator from Maryland, who has notified the Senate and 
the country that if the bill comes back from the conference and 
does not suit him, every method is to be resorted to to prevent its 
vassage. 

Ir GORMAN. I did not make any such statement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. We understand what that means. That 
means that this conference—— : 

Mr. GORMAN. I want to stop the Senator right there to say 
that I made no such statement. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. The language of the Senator will be read 
i » RECORD. 

—_ = YRMAN. Yes; it can be read at any time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator’sstatement was something like 
this. that all means would be resorted to to prevent the passage of 
the bill, which 1 understood to mean then, and I understand it 
now to mean, that filibustering methods will be resorted to to de- 
feat the conference report if it does not come back here to suit the 
Senator from Maryland. If he did not mean that, of course he 
will disclaim that meaning; but I certainly so understood it. I 
savy that was an extraordinary speech for the Senator from Mary- 
land to make upon a measure of this kind, the conferees of which 
have been endeavoring to so arrange it, to soamend it, as to make 
it acceptable to the great bulk of Senators upon this floor and to 
the great mass of the members of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. President, thereis another extraordinary thing in the speech 
of the Senator from Maryland. He has made the first political 
speech that has ever been made in the Senate in the discussion of 
the immigration question. So far as I know, there has not been 
an attempt in all these years to introduce party politics into the 
subject. Isupposed that the Senator from Maryland was as de- 
sirous, as [ supposed the distinguished Senator from New York, a 
member of the Committee on Inmigration, former chairman of 
the Committee on Immigration, was desirous, of framing a bill 
which,in accordance with the platforms of the two parties, the 
Senator’s party and my party, should limit and restrict the grow- 
ing evilof injurious immigration. No; the Senator is not content 
with that. and he has gone on here and has undertaken to intro- 
duce a political discussion at this time, a discussion which will be 
entirely fit when a tariff bill comes to be considered, or when any 
question that ought to be brought into politics or can by human 
device be brought into politics is under discussion in this Chamber. 
The Senator is the first to try to take advantage of the pendency 
of a bill of this kind, which the friends of the measure and the 
friends of the country are trying to put into shape, if they possibly 
can, so as to obviate all objections and secure unanimity in its 
passage. 

The Senator from Maryland undertakes to drag party politics 
into the discussion of the subject. I regret that the Senator has 
done that. 1 regret that the falling fortunes of the Senator’s 
party have required him, in his opinion, to seek to take a political 
advantage of the pendency of a beneficent bill of this kind, which 
has nothing partisan in it, which has had everything eliminated 
from it which by any possibility could give either party an advan- 
tage or have a party argument made to rest upon it. 

The Senator has taken advantage of the pendency of this bill to 
renew political discussions. Mr. President, I deprecate it. I 
shall be glad to discuss with the Senator, when the next report 
comes in, the question whether the conference committee has 
exceeded its authority. I trust when that report is made the 
Senators on both sides of the Chamber will refrain from an 
attempt to introduce political questions in connection with immi- 
gration, because if they are introduced all attempts to restrict the 
undesirable immigration and to protect the laborers of this coun- 
try will come to naught. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I voted for this bill as it passed 
the Senate, and I hope it may be put in such form in conference 
as to merit my vote again. I do not now wish to present any 
imstructions to the committee of conference, nor do I rise to hinder 
or delay action; but I do desire to call attention to one peculiarity 
of the bill as presented by the conferees, which seems to me very 
seriously objectionable. 

It will be observed that section 3 of the bill as it passed the 
Honse and section 4 of the bill as adopted by the conference com- 
mittee are practically identical sections. Section 3 was stricken 
out by the Senate from the House bill, and is embodied neither in 
principle nor in phraseology in any form in the Senate bill. That 
section provides. if agreed to— 


That it shall hereafter be unlawful for any male alien who has not in good 
th made his declaration before the proper court of his intention to become 


15235 


| 
| a citizen of the United States to be emploved 





ites Pp bh] v 

United States, or to me regularly or ha he United S y 
| land or water for the ] irpose of engag g eal trad ! 
p Sanen Sor wages r salary, returning fr e to time to a foreign 


| 
| This provision of the bill was manifestly 





i l nh led tO appiVv 1 
practice to citizens of the Domin 10of Canada it must be bo 
| im mind that the entire po} Canada not ¢ | 
| 5,000,000 souls. The populati United 3&4 sabou 
70,000,000 to-day. There ar { l States 
engaged in useful and lucrative busi de 
minion of Canada to one Canadian finding e 


limits of the United States 
Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Montan 


n Jiont ’ l l 
a question on that point? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand the Senator to sav. then, that th 


is fifty times the opportunity in Canada foremployme: 
is in the United States? 
Mr. CARTER. 


The proportion of population 


i I a 

I say that there are fifty citizens out of our 70,00 }emploved in 

| Canada where there is one citizen out of the 5.000.000 Canadians 
employed on this side of the lin 

Mr. LODGE. There is more of opportunity to get e1 vinent 


in Canada than there is here? 
Mr. CARTER. There is a broader country w 
Canada than there is in the United States, and we 


a wave Vel 
70,000,000 as against their 5,000,000. We have an ag ive and 
progressive people in invading an undeveloped country all over 


this continent; we have an irrepressible population. West 


i the 
main range of the Rocky Mountains, in the Kootenai country and 
all through that vast, magnificent mining region, extending 
thence to the Pacific Ocean, there must be to-day of the citi- 
zens of Montana alone fully 10.000 miners engaged in useful work 


making good wages in that country. Those 
with the same consideration which is accorded 

ada or @ citizen or subject of Great Britain. Th ‘ 
to take out a miner’s license, for which they pay the 
and no discriniination in that behalf 1s made against a cit 


the United States. On the other hand, there are » fe 


people are treated 


W Individua 
on the Eastern coast who come down from Canada every year to 
chop wood in winter and to pick hops, possibly, in the summ: 
season. If we incorporate this proposed section in the law, w 
will constrain the Dominion of Canada or the local pa ment of 
British Columbia to initiate retaliatory legislation. We invite i 
we put them upon their manhood to enact it as an ordinary vit 
dication of common self-respec [ do not wish any measure to 
be incorporated in this or any other law which will justify the 
Dominion of Canada in resorting to drastic measures to « he 
laborers of the State I have the honor in par ( of 
the lucrative employment they find at the present time in British 
Columbia. 

{ think this part of the proposed act should be stri n 
conference. I do not wish to indulge in any threat or f 
sach action should not obtain, but L-express the sincer ’ 
the conference committee will take into consideration 1 
effects that would follow the retention of this particular feature 
of the measure as it now stands, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the 1 on he 
Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. Lopa 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at t u 


conference: and Mr. LopGr, Mr. CHANDLER, and 
were appointed. 
MARITIME CANAL 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed t onsid 


MPANY ] N LRAGI 


eration of the bill (S. 3247) to amend an act entitled *‘An act to 
incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved 
February 20, 1889. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, at the time when the Senate ad 
journed last night I had considered the two reasons which were 
given by the Committee on Foreign Relations to sustain their 
opinion that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is no longer of obligation 
upon the United States 

A third reason was suggested by the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGan], the distinguished chairman of the select commit- 
tee, to the effect, as | understand it, that because this country in- 
dependently and Great Britain independently had made treaties 


with Nicaragua since the Clayton-Bulwer treaty 
therefore the Clayt 
upon us. 

[t will be recognized at once that any 
States could have made independently 


was ratified, 
m-Bulwer treaty was no longer obligatory 


treaty which the United 
with Nicaragua could in no 


manner discharge the obligation which the United States | 
assumed and contracted to observe by the Clayton-Bulwer treaty 
j . Y . + ‘ 
| with England. If, then, there is any force whatever in 


| tion of the Senator from Alabama, it must find that for n the 
\ terms of a treaty made by England with Nicaragua to which we 
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could rightfully take exception. If any such treaty as would 
operate to discharge the United States from her obligation to Great 
Britain has been made by England with Nicaragua, I should like 
to have it pointed out and the terms of it submitted, so that we 
could form a judgment upon it with due consideration. But no 
such treaty is brought before us, and never in any other report 
or argument which I have been able to find, in which this subject 
has been in anywise considered, has any such point been taken 
against the validity and binding obligation of the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty upon us. 

The language used in the report made to this Congress by the 
select committee I will read, in order that it may appear from 
those words that evidently no such contention can be successfully 
maintained. Indeed, I would not have supposed that it would 
have been urged from what the report says, or that itwas intended 
to mean that. 

The question as to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty— 


I read from page 12 of the report made at the first session of the 
present Congress, Senate Report No. 1109— 
in its relation to this canal, whether it exists or is liable to revocation or de- 
nunciation for any cause, can not prevent either of the treaty powers from 
the enjoyment of rights acquired from Nicaragua by later treaties, both Gov- 
ernments having aftirmed by unequivocal acts in obtaining such rights that 
each had the separate right to secure them by treaty with Nicaragua, 

An inquiry into the questions, if there are any, as to the rights of the two 
Governments under the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is entirely apart from the 
rights of each country under their respective treaties with Nicaragua, which 
were concluded at a later period. 

Mr. President, if the theory of invalidity is to be based upon the 
assertion that because the United States have made a separate 
treaty with Nicaragua, then the proposition would be simply that 
we could discharge our obligation to Great Britain under the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty by making a treaty with some other coun- 
try in violation of it. If there be anything which Great Britain 
has done to discharge our obligation to that country under the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty, then that action of that Government should 
be presented tous. Though we might by somotreaty with another 
power break our treaty with Great Britain, we could not release 
ourselves from its obligation. The point is so obvious that it 
hardly needs discussion. 

But, sir, I suppose the transaction to which the Senator from 
Alabama alludes was one which took place prior to the time when 
the President of the United States, Mr. Buchanan, by his message 
of December, 1860, advised the Congress that the complaints which 
had been urged against Great Britain had been removed by her 
action. So that, so far as that is concerned, there is and can be 
nothing in the point that we could now dismiss ourselves from 
the undertakings into which we had entered because of the action 
of Great Britain then. 

But, sir, I wish to call attention to one other fact which is in 
complete denial, in utter extinction, of any right on our part to 
say that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is either voidable or has rl 
avoided altogether. We have, long sincethe time when these sup- 
90sed acts of infringement took place, insisted upon the Clayton- 
edie treaty in communication with Great Britain, and claimed 
its binding obligation upon that country. Iwill point to but two 
or three dispatches which fix our acknowledgment of the validity 
of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty beyond all reasonable doubt or con- 
tradiction. I call attention, first, to the dispatch of our Secretary 
of State, Mr. Fish, to our minister to England, General Schenck, 
under date of the 26th of April, 1873, which will be found in the 
document called ‘‘Correspondence in relation to the proposed 
interoceanic canal between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty and the Monroe doctrine.” The document 
is not numbered except asit is declared to be a ‘‘ Reprint of Senate 
Executive Documents No. 112, Forty-sixth Congress, second ses- 
sion; No. 194, Forty-seventh Congress, first session; and No. 26, 
Forty-eighth Congress, first session.” 

Mr. GRAY. When was it reprinted? 

Mr. VILAS. It wasreprinted ini885. That dispatch, of which 
I will only read the beginning and conclusion, directed our min- 
ister to England as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, April 26, 1873. 


Srr: You are aware that a main object of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, so 
called, of the 19th of April, 1850, was to provide against obstruction by either 
party toa ship canal to the Pacific ae Nicaragua. A work of that kind 
was then deemed specially necessary and desirable for us, as California had 
recently been acquired, the only practicable way to which was across the 
Isthmus of Panama or around Cape Horn. For some time previously to date 
of that instrument, and especially during the considerable period when the 
United States were without a diplomatic representative in Central America, 
it seemed to be the policy of the British Government to avail itself of what 
was called its protectorate of the King of Mosquitos towrest from Nicaragua 
that part of its territory claimed on behalf of that Indian chief, including, of 
course, the mouths of the San Juan River, by the way of which it was sup- 
posed the proposed ship canal must pass. The Clayton-Bulwer treaty effectu- 
ally checked this pretension. Italso, in terms, forbade either party to occupy 
or fortify in any part of Central America. The British Government, prob- 
ably actuated by an apprehension that this stipulation might be construed 

nst their claims at Balize, Honduras, instructed Sir H. L. Bulwer to make 
the declaration of 29th of June, 1850, when the ratifications were to be ex- 
changed, to the effect that they did not understand the engagements of the 





convention to a ply to Balize and its dependencies. In a note to Sir Henr 
of the 4th of July, 1850, Mr. Clayton acknowledged that it was not the ; z 
pose of the convention to apply to Balize and its dependencies. ae 


Then follows other discussion of that treaty and of certain points 
of objection to’supposed recent action of Great Britain, whic) | 
shall not weary the Senate by reading, but I note the concludi 
part. Speaking of the representations of a minister of Guatey 
here, Mr. Dardon, Mr. Fish directs the minister to England, { 
to ascertain the correctness of the representations of Mr. Dard») 
as to the cause of the discontinuance of the demarcation of 
boundary complained of, and then adds this instruction: 

If the statement of that gentleman should prove to be correct, you 
then formally remonstrate against any trespass by British subjects, wit 
connivance of their Government, upon the territory of Guatemala 
infringement of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty which will be very unacc: 


in this country. HAMILT 
ON FIs 


Iam, etc., I 
But we have a much more recent acknowledgment of the yalid- 
ity of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 


There have been several in the 
course of our correspondence. On the 19th of November, {sx1 


Mr. Blaine, — then our Secretary of State, addressed Mr 
Lowell, our minister to England, in a dispatch which wil] be 
found as No. 338 of the communications with Great Britain in 
the document called Foreign Relations, volume 1, of 1881 and 
1882. In that dispatch Mr. Blaine called attention to the increasg 
of our interests in that region as rendering some change necessary 
in the terms of our treaty with Great Britain, called the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty. He says in the early part: 

The respect due to Her Majesty's Government demands that the obj: 3 
to the perpetuity of the convention of 1850, as it now exists, should be stated 
with directness and with entire frankness; and among the most salient and 
palpable of these is the fact that the operation of the treaty practica t 
cedes to Great Britain the control of whatever cana! may be construct 


Then he proceeds to further discussion, which I do not wish to 
take up time—— 

Mr. HOAR. When was that? 

Mr. VILAS. That was November 19, 1881. 

Now let me turn to what Mr. Blaine desired with reference to 
this treaty in a later part of the same dispatch: 


It is earnestly hoped by the President that the considerations now pre 
sented will have due weight and influence with Her Majesty’s Gover: 

and that the modifications of the treaty desired by the United States w 
conceded in the same friendly spirit in which they are asked. 

The following is a summary of the changes necessary to meet the views of 
this Government: 

First. Every part of the treaty which forbids the United States fortifying 
the canaland holding the political control of itin conjunction with the countr 
in which it is located to be canceled. 

Second. Every part of the treaty in which Great Britain and the United 
States agree tomake no acquisition of territory in Central America to remaia 
in full force. 


I forbear to read the argument added to that second proposition. 


Third. The United States will not object to maintaining the clause kK 
ing to the establishment of a free port at each end of whatever canal may be 


, 


Ak 


constructed, if England desires it to be retained. 

- Fourth. The clause in which the two Governments agree to make treaty 
stipulations for a joint protectorate of whatever railway or canal might bo 
constructed at Tehuantepec or Panama has never been perfected. No treaty 


stipulations for the aoe 2d end have been suggested by either party, al- 
though citizens of the United States long since constructed a railway at 
Panama and are now engaged in the same work at Tehuantepec. It is a fair 
presumption, in the judgment of the President, that this provision should be 
regarded as obsolete by the nonaction and common consent of the tw 
ernments. 

Fifth— 

And the most important of all to our present discussion— 


Fifth. The clause defining the distance from either end of the canal wher 
in time of war captures might be made by either belligerent on th 
seas, was left incomplete and the distance was never determined. |) 
jodement of the President, speaking in the interest of peaceful c« nm 

his distance should be made as liberal as possible, and might, with a‘ 
tage, as a question relating to the high seas and common to all nations 
matter of stipulation between the great powers of the world. 

In the concluding paragraph, after expressing the po'nts of 
change that were desired, the minister was instructed to acquaint 
Lord Granville with the purpose of the United States, etc., in lis 
own way. 

Sir, just think of that dispatch, were we to answer Great [rit- 
ain, if she insisted upon the obligation of the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty, that it was in 1853 practically abrogated, or that it had 
become obsolete, or that anything she has done has operated to 
discharge the United States from the obligations assumed |)y it! 
Is it not so obvious that no Senator in this Senate could pretend 
such a thing for a moment, after such insistence upon that treaty 
long posterior to the events spoken of as affecting its obligation, 
and when our minister to England was instructed by this Govern- 
ment to insist upon its terms to restrain and prevent some action 
of England, and when again, eight years later, our minister was 
instructed to lay before England a proposition for some modifica 
tion of it? Is it possible that any Senator here could preten: for 
a moment that were our dealings with a great power, or with %ny 
state, whether great or small, aa a nature as that the Un ted 
States could be less than dishonored if we did not recognize our 
obligation? 

In another dispatch on the 29th of November from the Secretary 


» Gov- 








a SS CUO 


“<« 








1897. 


~ r. Blaine, to our minister, Mr. Lowell, in which he 
oF Oat ike former and made some further discussion in regard 
a it, he speaks thus of this treaty of which we have been talking 
as ifit were of no account as concerns this bill: 


In perusing— 
Savs Mr. Blaine— 


: sous correspondence, unprinted as well as that printed and sub- 
en Cee time to Congress and tb Parliament, Iam sore? han ever struck 
Lo : elastic character of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and the admirable pur- 
A it has served as an ultimate recourse on the part of either Government 
ee a eck ap) yrehended designs in Central America on the part of the other, 
aithou ‘nail the while it was frankly admitted on both sides that the engage- 
= aan the treaty were misunderstandingly entered into, imperfectly com- 
prehended, contradictorily interpreted, and mutually vexatious. Iam, as I 
P ist confess, strengthened in this impression. by the circumstance that in 
his response to my dispatch of the “Ath of June last, Earl Granville takes the 
eae that the position of Great Britain and the United States toward the 
projected Panama Canal is determined by the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 


I do not need to read more to illustrate the point. 

Mr. President, let us pause a moment to sum up the evidences 
in respect to the declared policy of the United States upon the 
subject of this canal. I showed upon yesterday that from the 
first moment when it became a matter of official discussion in our 
Department of State the statesmanlike, wise, and farseeing policy 
of a complete neutralization of that canal was foreshadowed by 
Mr. Clay. 


President of the United States transmitting the treaty of Granada, 
which was based upon a similar policy, and promptly ratified, 


and finally by the negotiation and ratification of the Clayton- 


Bulwer treaty, every line of official action by executive and 
legislative departments of the Government had declared our policy 
to be one of neutralization in war as in peace of that canal. 

Sir, let us go a step further. I wish to consider next whether 
this policy is not so obviously the right policy that if now, for the 
first time, we were to consider what should be adopted to guide 
our national action, we should not be driven by force of reason to 
the same conclusion which has found continuing expression in all 
our public action. 

Let us see, sir, what is this theory that by a taking phrase has 
been laid down to the people of America for our true national 
line of action, as ‘‘an American canal under American control.” 
What is meant by “‘ American control?” 
that canal exclusively by the United States, or in such conjunc- 
tion with the state upon whose territory it shall be built as that 
practically the dominance of the United States is complete and 
the exclusiveness as much hers as if she owned the territory? If 
so, sir, what is the significance of that control? Is it that we shall 
say whether vesseis of other countries shall = through the canal 
between the two oceans at our pleasure? That question has two 
branches. First, as it relates to the ships of commerce in time of 
peace or of war—not the ships of belligerents—and, second, as it 
relates to ships of war either in time of peace or in time of war. 

Suppose the first, and that we were to enact this bill by which 
the United States Government incorporates itself, and in a cor- 
porate capacity goes forth under this concession from the State of 

Jicaragua to buiid that canal, and then as owner or proprietary, 
with the assent of Nicaragua, denies to the vessels of commerce of 
other nations of the world the right to pass through on payment 
of the fixed tolls. Mr. President, think of the posture in which 
that would place the canal toward England and Germany and 
France, whose commercial vessels seek to use it in order to escape 
the long and stormy passage around Cape Horn. They would deal 
with Nicaragua. e United States would not be there as a sov- 
ereign, but as a corporation. Nicaragua is the sovereign upon 
whose x yore this junction of the oceans will have been built. 
England would say to Nicaragua: ‘‘ The United States enjoy the 
right to pass their ships at will through that canal on payment of 
tolls. Are we to exist with you under the least-favored-nation 
arrangement?” Would not England, Germany, France, all the 
naval powers of the world, say to Nicaragua at once: ‘* You will 
hold no exclusive control over the waters of that strait which has 
been moved northward from the Straits of Magellan;” and their 
representation would be so potential, so abso utely irresistible, 
that Nicaragua would in an instant recognize the obligation to 
treat those countries as she treats the United States. 

More than that, Mr. President, this very concession, under 
which it is suggested to us that we should go there to build a 
canal as a ration, provides for the very thing, as Iread to the 
Senate on yesleeda; , and by the terms of that concession it would 
be n for thie poor Government of ours, in its corporate 
ofa to admit the vessels of other nations to pass on payment 

6 le 


Mr. IE. Mr. President, I suggest that there is no quorum 
present, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Taurstoninthechair). The 
Senator 


quorum, will call the roll of the Senate. 
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From that time on, by resolution adopted in the | 
Senate, by report of committee in the House, by message of the | 


Does it mean control of | 





diana raises the question as to the presence of a 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, 


Faulkner, 


Mantle, Smith, 
3acon, Gallinger, Martin, Stewart, 
Baker, Gibson. Mills, Teller, 
Bate, Gordon, Morgan, Thurston 
Berry, Gray, Palmer, Tillman, - 
Blanchard, Hawley, Pasco Turpie, : 
Caffery, Hill, Peffer, Vilas 
Carter, Hoar, Perkins, Walthall, 

| Chandler, Jones, Ark. Pugh, White, 
Chilton, Lindsay, Roach, Wilson 

| Clark, McBride, Sewell 

| Cullom, Me Millan, Shoup 


Mr. BATE. The name of my colleague [Mr. Harris] has been 
frequently called during the various roll calls which have been 
had. I wish to state that my colleague is sick and unable to ate 
tend the sessions of the Senate. I desire to have that fact recorded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators having ans 
swered to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, suppose another theory of our con- 
trol of vessels of commerce. Is it meant that the United States 
can fix different rates of toll for the vessels of different nations? 
How long, think you, sir, would England, Germany, France, the 
nations of the earth who send their ships abroad, permit Nicara- 
gua to allow her corporation to charge one toll for the passage of 
an English, German, French, or other ship through that canal 
and a lesser toll for the passage of a ship of the United States? 


| How long, think you, would they tolerate the Republic of Nicara- 


gua in discrimination against their commerce on the high seas in 
order to throw an advantage to the United States? How long, if 
either we undertook to exclude—we in our corporate capacity, I 
mean—the vessels of other nations or to impose discriminating 
tolls upon them, would it be before the guns of England resounded 
on the coast of Central America? We saw but a little while ago 
how quick she was to seize upon a port there for indemnity be- 
cause merely some injury had been tana to one of her citizens by 
officials of thatState. And if those powers were to unite in such 
demand upon Nicaragua, is it then that the United States would 
show herself in her sovereign capacity and come out of the skin 
of the corporation to say, ‘* Lo, here is the ally of Nicaragua”? 
How should this Government then appear? Not after the old 
fable of the ass braying in the lion’s skin, nor perhaps as the lion 
roaring in the ass’s skin, but to the eye of the world it would prob- 
ably seem the ass was there in his own proper person and apparel. 
It is obvious at once that to establish that canal in this manner 
or to assert that control over it would be to invite war with the 
nations of the earth. Our country would tolerate no such injury. 
If any nation undertook so to deai with the United States in re- 
spect to such a waterway as that, it would be the signal of war 
unless the pretension were withdrawn. 

Let us think of it for another moment, to put it on the lower 
plane. How would the United States derive these golden showers 
of dividends if it were to exclude the vessels of commerce of other 
nations from passing through the canal? The theory of the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the select committee is that great gains 
can be derived by the corporation which shall build the canal 
from the tonnage dues it will levy upon the vessels of other coun- 
tries. No,'sir; if we refuse to them the right to pass; not if we 
ut discriminating duties upon them, for they would not pass. 

t could only be made useful if it were perfectly certain that when- 
ever any vessel of commerce put into Grey Town or Brito its right 
of passage through the canal was assuredly foreknown, because 
its voyage must have been directed with reference to that expecta- 
tion. It is hardly open to question then for an instant. I do not 
believe that any man upon this floor can argue that the United 
States as a corporation, Nicaragua as a sovereign, or Nicaragua 
and the United States in alliance could maintain exclusiveness in 
that canal. 

But let us pass to the other branch. How would it bein case of 
war? Could Nicaragua or the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua undertake to maintain the canal on a different footing from 
that which has been adopted by the civilized nations of the earth 
with others? What is demanded in respect to such a water with 
refererice to a state of war? That question has been presented to 
Europe. Ithas been presented to the United States with reference 
to this very canal, and, as I showed by the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, 
there stands now our explicit agreement obliging us to permit 
England to send her vessels of war through the canal at her will, 
even though we were her antagonist, and the accompanying and 
supplementary engagement that we will endeavor with her to ex- 
tend a similar arrangement to the other powers of Europe. Unless 
that were done in every war that might occur, in which the ves- 
sels of either belligerent were excluded from the canal, the fact 
would constitute at once a provocation to destroy it. If the ves- 
sels of one belligerent should enjoy it while the vessels of another 
were excluded, at once the “nal becomes the scene of hostile con- 

ict. All that has been fully considered by the statesmen of 

urope in a similar case—the Suez Canal. They have had these 
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questions before them and they have met them in that broad, 
strong. understanding way in which the great men of the world 
log upon qui stions of this kind. 

t sh 
in an interesting article a year or two ago by Mr. Woolsey. I 
read from the Yale Review of November, 1895, an account of the 
way in which the Suez Canal was built, and how the great powers 
of Europe have dealt with its use: 


o 


Th 


Suez Canal was by a French company under a concession from 


aug 








the Khedive of 1856, confirmed by the St , his suzerain. Article X1V of 
3 icession embodied a formal declaration that the canal should be 
ays open as a neutral passageway to merchant ships of every nationality. 
it this was clearly insufficient, for Egypt, even with the possible backing 
Turkey. was too weak to make the declaration good. A much stronger 
aranty was needed for its effectiveness, Moreover, nothing prevented 
sev. in case of war, from blocking the canal, or even breaking it. The 
rld’s commerce was not guaranteed against the guarantor. For thesecur- 
ity of this commerce a European concert was needed. What shape should 
thistake? 
Twenty years before a spade was struck into the sands of Suez, Prince 
Metternich had answered this question. In 1838 Mohammed Ali had asked 
his opinion in regard to a Suez Canal project, and received this reply: That 













if he \ 


utr 


ed to se 


h ure the accomplishment of his plan he should look to a 
zation of the canal by a European treaty. On this line the solution 








problem has been worked out, not without difficulties. The first — 
was taken in 1875. At Constantinople, in December of that year, was signec 
an agreement that the Suez Canal should be open to transports and ships of 
war of all signatories alike. Accepted by Turkey and the canal company, 
this act was acceded to by nearly all the European powers, including Russia. 
Thus the principle of European control was initiated. 
In 1877 came the war between Russia and Turkey. 


importance to commerce that the canal should be free from its operations. 
To this end Great Britain issued a declaration that any attempt to blockade 
the canal or its approaches would be regarded as a menace to India and an 
injury to the commerce of the world, which would compel the abandonment 
of British neutrality. This threat drew from Prince Gortschakoff the an- 
nouncement that Russia desired neither to interrupt nor threaten the canal’s 
navigation; byt, on the contrary, considered it an international enterprise 
affecting the world’s commerce, which must remain free from all attack. 

The Arabi outbreak in 1882 threatened the security of the canal still more 
seriously, and proved even more forcibly the insufficiency of a merely Egyp- 
tian guaranty—the necessity of European control. France timidly declined 
the responsibilities of joint occupation, and therebyost her share in the dual 
control. Great Britain shelled the insurgents out of Alexandria, occupied 

he canal as a base, and defeated Arabi’s forces, acting throughout at the 

juest of the Khedive. Her subsequent occupation of Egypt, without the 
urgent solicitation of the Khedive, is another matter having a bearing upon 
the protection of the canal, but not upon its international status. It was 
induced rather by the English ownership of Egyptian bonds and by the 
threatening rise of a fanatical invader out of the deserts. By those who are 
always suspicious of England’s good faith, her renunciation of sole control of 
the canal while occupying Egypt is a fact to be pondered. 

Nor did the purchase of canal shares by the British Government give it 
additional political rights. 


Let me remark that the ownership of all the shares of the Mari- 





rights. 

Were the Emperor of Germany to own a thousand square miles of land in 
Texas, it would none the less be subject solely to the sovereignty and juris- 
diction of the State and the nation. 
the sovereign was not qualified by English financial control. 
of state and corporation were laid down by the concession— 


As they would be here— 


The relations 


under which the English Government enjoyed rights in common with other 
shareholders. And this would be true in our own case were the United 
States to lend its credit toa Nicaragua canal. Rights in the line of man- 


alfected. 

In the case of Suez this status was not yet definitely and satisfactorily 
determined. By force of circumstances Great Britain has assumed, single 
handed, responsibilities which properly belonged to Europe and which she 
desired Europe to assume. An invitation to the powers with this end in view 
in 1883 remained unaccepted for two years. Then, in 1885, a commission rep- 
resenting ten States met in Paris to draw up for consideration an interna- 
tional act, which should offer a definite form of control capable of guarantee- 
ing at all times and for all powers the free use of the Suez Canal. 

This was the basis upon which was built up the convention of Constantino- 
ple of 1887. Its conditions are briefiy these: 

The Suez Canal shall forever be free and open, in time of war as well as in 
times of peace, to the vessels, whether merchantmen or men-of-war, of all 
nations 

Neit she nor its approaches to the distance of 3 marine miles shall ever 
be bl ckaded. 

The canal itself, the various works connected with it, and the Sweetwater 
Canal, which furnishes its fresh water supply, shall ever be inviolable. 

No act of war shall take place upon it, though belligerent ships may be 
using it, and a twenty-four hour’s interval shall elapse between the depar- 
ture of hostile ships from either terminal. 

No troops or material of war shall be landed along it, and no ships of a 
belligerent shall be stationed in its ports, but neutral states may maintain 
not to exceed two ships of war each for its protection. 

When, in the opinion of the representatives of the powers in Egypt, the 
security of the canal is threatened,the Government of the Khedive shall 
first be called upon for its protection. Failing this, the Porte shall have the 
duty of treaty execution laid upon it, and if Turkey should prove unequal 
to the task the signatory powers shall act in concert with her. 

No permanent fortifications are permitted. 

+ No contracting power shall enjoy special territorial or commercial advan- 
ages in it 

Ihe sovereignty shall reside, as before, in Turkey. 

The ac cession of as many powers as possible shall be secured to this treaty. 

These aot ms have been aurest to by Austria, France, Great Britain, 
Germany, Holland, Italy, Spain, and possibly others. Russia and Turkey 
held aloof, but in 1885 Turkey yielded to pressure and acceded. The present 
status of the Suez Canal, therefore, is that of neutrality guaranteed and pro- 
tected by the leading powers of Europe with the exception of Russia. 


That is what statesmanship has provided for the first of the 
two great waterways which Mr. Wheaton foresaw in his dispatch 
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ll show the story in a very clear and direct narration given | 


It was of the greatest | 
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of 1845 were to be built between the equator and 40° north 
tude, so as to enable a passage round the world of ships of 
merce or of war; and that policy which we have agreed to ex; 
with Great Britain, and which the countries of Europe 
established with reference to the Suez Canal, is inevita] 
become the governing policy of an isthmian canal. if ey 
shall be constructed, wherever it may be, between the wat: 
the Pacific and the Atlantic oceans. There must be nent; 
tion complete, and in addition to it sufficient zones of adj 
ocean water on the Pacific side and on the Gulf side to gua) 
and insure the impossibility that a hostile naval conflict 
occur at any point where it might putin jeopardy the c 
ance of the canal. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kent 
having suggested the absence of a quorum, the Secretar, 
call the roll, 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senato1 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Chandler, McBride, Shoup, 

| Allen, Chilton, MeMillan, Smith, 
Allison, Clark, Martin, Stewart, 
Bacon, Cockrell, Morgan, Teller, 
Baker, Cullom, Nelson, Thurston, 
Bate, Davis, Pasco, Tillman, 
Berry, Faulkner, Peffer, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Perkins, Vilas, 
Burrows, Hawley, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Caffery, Hill, Pugh, White. 
Call, Hoar, Roach, 
Cannon, Jones, Ark. Sewell, 
Carter, Lindsay, Sherman, 








The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators havin 
swered to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. VILAS. If Il am right in the views which I have jus 
sented, and to which but for the time I have engaged th: 
tion of the Senate I should be glad to urge other reasons 1 
ress them more firmly, then it follows that the isthmian 

etween the waters which bound our continent must be 1i! 
canal which leads from the Mediterranean to the seas of Indi: 
open, free canal, which all the powers of the earth will join t 
the same right of passage through that nature has given t 
straits of Magellan or of Gibraltar. With that conclusion | 
dissipated at once all this froth and spume gathered abou! 
idea of an American canal under American control, words \ 
appeal to a petty, seeming selfishness of patriotism, but ca: 


| no scrutiny when subjected to the just view of reason, of s: 
time Canal Company would give the United States no political | 


of the enlightenment that guides and rules the progress « 
manity. 


Sir, canals are instruments of commerce, and the project 


ect, ; mty an | canal is to me most alluring and delightful, because it is an 
So in the Suez Canal the jurisdiction of | 


harbinger of peace. Commerce can not exist with war. 
constant antagonist of war. It must have law, justice, fa 
and all the guaranties which advance humanity in ordcr | 
yrosperity. Never has Christianity had an ally such as com: 
ios been; and commerce is now a necessity to the life of man 


R | globe. Wecan not dispense with it; we can not cripple it. | 
agement would be gained thereby, but the political status would not be | 


breath of a rumor of war is like a lightning blast upon the 
avenues of trade and business. Let but the dread story soun: 

a mere threat of war, and suffering follows through the thousiud 
ramifications of business down to the homes and heartlisto: 

the meekest and the poorest of the land. 

The distinguished and honorable Senator who is in charg: 8 
pending bill has intimated to us that there is something w 
up in it which is antagonistic to the treaty of arbitration. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to make a suggestion to t! 
tinguished Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from W 
sin yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. VILAS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator says that commerce and wa 
inconsistent. It would seem to be so, but I hold in my h: 
book entitled The Expansion of England, by J. R. Seeley, a 
fessor of nodern history at Cambridge, in which he says: 

It seems to me to be the principal characteristic of this phase of F i 


that she is at once commercial and warlike. A commonplace is ‘ 
about the natural connection between commerce and peace. 


But he goes on to say that this is the law: 


> @ 


The law, namely, of the intimate interdependence of war and tr 50 
that throughout that period— 
A century or so— 
trade leads naturally to war and war fosters trade. 
7 * * * * * 


England, indeed, grew ever more warlike at that time as she grew 
commercial. 

She made war for the sake of getting a chance to sell things. 
She wants a treaty of peace now. . 

Mr. VILAS. I shall indulge the Senator from Connecticut 10 
reading that observation from Professor Seeley, and spen: 09 
time in regard to it. 
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You propose war to England with a power fit to cope with her 
and see whether commerce 18 antagonistic to war. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But, begging pardon, most of her wars are 
with small people, and generally end by her taking possession. 

Mr. VILAS. Precisely. She does not have war. The wars 
that the Senator talks about are such as would be the effort of a 
mouse under the paw of a lion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I know that she fights weak people frequently, 
but she has had more than forty wars in less than fifty years, 
mostly, however, with weak people. 

Mr. VILAS. I do notdesire to make any observations here that 
might carry an injurious import to another country, but, sir, 
think you that the commercial interests of England will tolerate a 
war with a power like the United States unless the degradation of 
avoiding it was such as of itself to be more perilous to her trade? 


The man who argues in this day and generation that war is the | 


acolyte of commerce has but a pitiful and insignificant concep- 
tion of the great agencies which are carrying forward the evolu- 
tion of man upon this globe. No, sir; so far from the distinguished 
Senator from Alabama being justified in the intimation that there 
can be anything hostile in that great treaty of peace to the inter- 
ests of the project of an isthmian canal there could be nothing 
that would be more advantageous to it, nothing more conducive 
to its construction or to its effecting the great purposes for which 
it should be created. 

We ought to rejoice in the promise which such an engagement, 
putting a discontinuance to war on earth, gives to such projects 
as this for the enlargement of the great instruments of commerce 
and peace. And it 1s a strange misconception, in my poor judg- 
ment, sir, that the United States can, in any aspect of considera- 
tion. find their interests, their prosperity, the promotion of the 
happiness of their people in any other course than that which shall 
keep our country where for a century she has been—the noble 
leader in the great movement of liberty and enlightenment and 
human advancement traveling around the globe. 

Now, sir, let me pause to review for a »noment the effect of the 
arguments which I have been making. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, Isuggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. VILAS. I hope the Senator from Georgia will not raise 
that point now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CANNON in the chair). The 
absence of a quorum having been suggested, the Secretary will 
call the roll. 


Mr. BACON. Iwill state that I am perfectly willing to remain 


here as long as a quorum is present; but I do not think half of | 


the body ought to be required to remain here when the rest are 
away. 

Mr. VILAS. I shall detain the Senate but a very few moments. 

Mr. BACON. Very well; I will withdraw the suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia can 
not withdraw it. The absence of a quorum having been suggested, 
the roll must be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Chandler, Hoar, Roach, 
Allen, Chilton, Lindsay, Sewell, 
Allison, Clark, McBride, Sherman, 
Bacon, Cockrell, McMillan, Shoup, 
Bate, Cullom, Mantle, Stewart, 
Berry, Davis, Martin, Teller, 
Bianchard, Faulkner, Morgan, Thurston, 
Brice, ‘rye, Nelson, Vilas, 
Butler, Gallinger, Pasco, Walthall, 
Caffery, Gordon, Peffer, White. 
Call, Hale, Perkins, 

Cannon, Hawley, Pettigrew, 

Carter, Hill, Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present. The 
Senator from Wisconsin will proceed. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. VILAS. For what purpose? 

Mr. HILL. Lrose to suggest an executive session. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from New York give me about 
ten minutes before submitting such a motion? 

Mr. HILL. Very well; I will not make the motion now. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I think I have demonstrated by 
the argument submitted, first, that the United States is under 
binding, unescapable obligation of good faith to Great Britain to 
provide for a guaranty with her of neutrality in war and peace, 
to vessels of war as well as of peace at all times, if this canal 
should be constructed. Further, I have shown that without that 
guaranty we should be simply one step short of what we must 
seek for the canal in any case; that it must be a neutral water, a 
part of the oceans which it will connect, with all the rights and 
privileges of an ocean strait, and with the guaranty of the great 


| sirability of that canal to the human race. 


| 


we 
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powers of the earth for the preservation of peace there forever 
and, as such, to be welcomed, as the world welcomes the Suez 
Canal, as a spot on earth where by common consent of man war 
can no more be waged, whatever the fury of hostile nations. 

If that be so, then there is a complete demolition of the sup- 

osed answer, and the only plausible answer ever offered, to the 
demand that they should build this canal whose commercial inter- 
ests are to receive the benefits of it. This canal ought to have for 
its sponsors and controllers, and as well for its constructors. the 
great nations of the earth whose commerce shall pass through it, 
Now, sir, a word or two with reference to what the duty of the 
United States is in view of these considerations. 

First, let me say that I acknowledge without hesit incy de- 
l acknowledge its 
desirability to the United States, albeit our share of expectation 
from it must be so much less than that of other nations of the 


1 
tho 


| world, as our commerce is at present, at least, existing. 


} 





I shall answer now the suggestion frequently made by the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the select committee to the objectors to 
this particular scheme, ‘‘ What will you do for this canal?” Sir, I 
conceive the United States have a high duty in reference to it. I 
acknowledge that duty. iItisnot, sir, to shoulder upon our citizens 
all the cost, at all the risk, of the canal, to take all the chances of war 
and trouble that may flow from it, but it is thatsame duty which 
nature seems to have assigned to the United States among the 
kingdoms of the earth. It is the duty of leadership. 

It belongs to us, sir, to take the flag in our hands, but as a mes- 
senger of peace, good will, commercial prosperity, and increased 
welfare. As such a leader in this great enterprise we have some 
things to consider. First, it is due to the other nations of the 
earth—a debt of mutual intercourse which was recognized in the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty—that we do not declare absolutely all the 
law and methods that shall govern this project, but proffer to 
them the open hand of fair conference, invite their reasonable 
suggestions, and unite with them in reasonable provision for its 
construction and maintenance. And, sir, as a leader among the 
nations of the earth, I conceive that it belongs to us to do what I 


| have proposed in the amendment offered as a substitute for the 


bill, not to go on with a half-understood, perilous, uncertain proj- 
ect which every business man must condemn when asked to 
engage in it, but to begin as any wise man begins when he intends 
to invite capital to contribute effort to a great scheme; to begin 
by acquiring the accurate and sufficient information which will 
enable an intelligent determination as to the probabilities of the 
proposed project and the availability of the plan upon which it 
should be executed. 

We have seen by the report of the commission which we sent 


| there to examine this scheme of the Maritime Canal Company of 


Nicaragua that, from one end to the other of it, it is utterly 
untrustworthy. That board of intelligent, patriotic engineers 
has declared that there should be no such thing as work upon that 
plan until observations and examinations and surveys and borings 
should determine the safety of the proposed works. They have 
negatived by their professional advice the possibility of the con- 
struction of one of the great dams which is the key to the whole 
canal project. They say that the La Flor Dam can not be built 
as it is projected, and as to the other at the other end of the 154 
miles of elevated water, the Ochoa Dam, they say upon the evi- 
dence before them it is probably untrustworthy, at least it is so 
insufficiently demonstrated as to be unworthy of the expenditure 
of money upon it until further examination shall have enabled 
the perfection of the plan and warranted trust in it. 

What is the first duty of the United States? It is to make the 
most thorough, adequate, and careful survey of all the routes 
which may be available for an isthmian canal, to prepare a plan 
for the construction of a canal upon that route which shall in the 
end be deemed most eligible, a plan which does carry with it all 
the evidence of engineering skill, of completeness of examination, 
thoroughness of observation, to justify the United States in laying 
it befcre the world as fit to base an invitation to the nations of the 
earth to share in the project. 

When that shall have been done, or when, in the course of the 
work to attain it, it can be seen that that thing will be aecom- 
plished, and that we shall be enabled to present to mankind proof, 
reasonably satisfactory, of the eligibility of the best route, and a 
plan, with details complete, and specifications elaborately and 
safely drawn up for the execution of it, then our next step should 
be to confer with Great Britain, in accordance with our treaty 
obligations, observing the good faith which ought to bind the 
United States after entry into an engagement; to confer with 
Germany, whose interests areequal to ours; to confer with France, 
who is herself greatly interested in the canal, and our ancient 
ally and friend, as well as imitator in republican pursuit of lib- 
erty. Weshould confer with those nations of the earth in the 
grand way of a sovereign, fit as the United States are fit, in 
streneth, in power, in intelligence, in their aspiration for the 
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freedom and happiness of mankind, and seek to establish that 
canal upon such a foundation as that peace will bless it forever 
as a great agency of commerce flowing around the globe. 

At the same time, and as part of it, our negotiation should ex- 
tend not with cruel epithets and harsh expletives whenever they 
choose to assert the dignity that belongs-to them not less than to 
greater governments. Next, our intercourse should embrace with 
kindliness, with generous favor, with the manliness of the great, 
the republics of Central America, and in concert with them and 
the commercial nations of the earth, the leadership of the United 
States may establish that canal, and never, I believe, in any other 
way can it be created. Peradventure, it may then seem fitting 
for the United States, if we shall find olnallaaiienal authority for 
it, even to construct the canal, but I believe the true course—that 
is my own opinion, both as a matter of constitutional obligation 
and of highest wisdom and expediency—will be for all commercial 
nations to unite so as to attract, under the security of their pro- 
tection, the necessary capital for its construction and operation. 

Mr. WHITE. Will it interrupt the Senator if I ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. VILAS. It will not. 

Mr. WHITE. Dol understand the sum and substance of the 
Senator’s argument to be that he does not favor the plan proposed 
in the Frelinghuysen-Zavala treaty, that he does not consider it 
feasible? 

Mr. VILAS. Idonot consider the Frelinghuysen-Zavala treaty 
such an arrangement for the execution of this work as the United 
States ought to undertake, but I would, if I had not already occu- 
pied so much time, set forth why, and distinguish easily, as I think 
I could, the true method of procedure from that which governed 
the terms of that treaty. However, at this hour I shall not detain 
the Senate longer with that consideration. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield for the motion of the Senator from New York? 

Mr. VILAS. In one moment. I should like to add just one 
idea before that motion is made, and that is that the plan 
which I have suggested—rather the general idea which I have 
suggested—is not one which will delay the consummation of 
this great project. In my judgment, it will forward it. For 
more than two hundred years these half-fledged schemes have 
been under consideration, until, as the distinguished Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE] has said, the project for a canal on Lake 
Nicaragua is ‘‘ blacklisted by the capitalists of the world.” There 
have been twenty concessions given by the Government there 
which have failed. This is the fourth American concession. 
Americans have been trying it for eighty years. Here have been 
ten wasted by this very company in futile pretense of promotion 
of the project. If we want speed, let us remember the old maxim 
that slow haste quickest reaches its goal. 

I shall not ask the Senator from New York to longer delay the 
motion he wishes to make. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and nineteen 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 6 o'clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Friday, February 5, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 4, 1897. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Maj. Robert. W. Huntington, to be a lieutenant-colonel in the 
Marine Corps, from the 2d day of February, 1897, vice Lieut. Col. 
McLane Tilton, retired. 

Capt. Charles F. Williams, to be a major in the Marine Corps, 
from the 2d day of February, 1897, vice Maj. Robert W. Hunting- 
ton, promoted. 

First Lieut. Harry K. White, to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps, from the 2d day of February, 1897 (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law), vice Capt. Charles F. Williams, promoted. 

Seneell Lieut. Elisha Theall, to be a first lieutenant in the Ma- 
rine Corps, from the 2d day of February, 1897 (subject to the exam- 
inations required by law), vice First Lieut. Harry K. White, 
promoted. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Benjamin F. Shaw, of Vancouver, Wasgh., to be register of the 
land — at Vancouver, Wash., vice George H. Stevenson, re- 
signed. 


| of Carroll and State of Georgia, in the place of Richard N. Mo 


POSTMASTERS. 


David C. Hyer, to be postmaster at Susanville, in the county o¢ 
Lassen and State of California, in the place of Noble 8. McKinsey. 
whose commission expired J uly 29, 1896. ris 

A. C. Wood, to be postmaster at Suisun City, in the county 
Solano and State of California, in the ' of Asa Crocker, wi) 
commission expired December 14, 1896. 

Anna R. Moses, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the county 


deceased. 

A. J. Brundage, to be postmaster at Nora Springs, in the cou 
of Floyd and State of Iowa, in the place of George E. Moore, wh, 
commission expired January 7, 1897. 

John M. Topper, to be postmaster at Colfax, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Iowa, in the place of Mrs. Adella V. Wea\ 
whose commission expires February 18, 1897. 

Lester D. Watrous, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county 
of Coffey and State of Kansas, in the place of Ebenezer M. Loc. 
wood, removed. 

Leonard G. Babcock, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place «{ 
Leonard G. Babcock, whose commission expired January 7, | 

Abial H. Chase, to be postmaster at Concord Junction, in 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the pla 
Loring N. Fowler, whose commission expires February 6, 18) 

Henry J. Dann, to be postmaster at Medfield, in the count, 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Frank R, 
Moore, removed. 

Charles J. McGurk, to be postmaster at New Bedford, in the 
county of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Charles 8. Ashley, resigned. 

J. O. Billings, to be postmaster at Fergus Falls, in the county 
of Ottertail and State of Minnesota, in the place of Justus Pickit, 
whose commission expires February 6, 1897. 

Smith M. Dockstader, to be postmaster at Canby, in the county 
of Yellow Medicine and State of Minnesota, in the place of Morgan 
E. Westcott, whose commission expired January 5, 1897. 

Albert P. McIntyre, to be postmaster at Warren, ip the county 
of Marshall and State of Minnesota, in the place of A. R. Gordon, 
removed, 

Alexander S. Gillespie, to be postmaster at Glendive, in the 
county of Dawson and State of Montana, in the place of Hubert 
C. Clancy, removed. 

John G. Cobler, to be postmaster at Everett, in the county of 
Butler and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John B. Tobias, 
whose commission expired February 1, 1897. 

Joseph E. McCabe, to be postmaster at Beaver Falls, in the 
county of Beaver and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Harry 
F. Hawkins, whose commission expires February 6, 1897. 

Miss Ada L. Davis, to be postmaster at Pilot Point, in the county 
of Denton and State of Texas, in the place of David A. Weilborn, 
whose commission expired January 13, 1897. 

Susie P. Hyman, >i postmaster at Stephenville, in the county 
of Erath and State of Texas, in the place of Susie P. Hyman. whose 
commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Jessie L. Reese, to be postmaster at Velasco, in the county of 
Brazoria and the State of Texas, in the place of Henry W. Chinn, 
resigned. 

John J. Conway, to be postmaster at Harpers Ferry, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of West Virginia, in the place of 
C. B. Wentzell, removed. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 4, 18°. 
CONSUL. 


John F. Valls, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United States at 
Matamoras, Mexico. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 


Post chaplain. 


S. Henry Bell, of Pennsylvania, to be post chaplain in the United 
States Army. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Adjutant-General’s Department. 


Lieut. Col. Michael Vincent Sheridan, assistantadjutant-general, 
to be assistant adjutant-general with the rank of colonel. 

Maj. John Breckinridge Babcock, assistant adjutant-general, to 
be assistant adjutant-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 


Medical Department. 


Capt. John Monro Banister, assistant surgeon, to be surgoon 
with the rank of major. 











1897. 


Subsistence Department. 
Lieut. Col. Samuel Tobey Cushing, assistant commissary-general 


of subsistence, to be assistant commissary-general of subsistence 
with the rank of colonel. : 


Maj. Charles Patrick Eagan, commissary of subsistence, to be 
assistant commissary-general of subsistence with the rank of 
ASSIS l« ¢ 


ieutenant-colonel. ’ . ; 
. Capt. Henry Brown Osgood, commissary of subsistence, to be 
commissary of subsistence with the rank of major. 
Corps of Engineers. 
Col. John M. Wilson, Corps of Engineers, to be Chief of Engi- 
neers With the rank of brigadier-general. 
Infaniry arm. 


Lieut. Col. Charles Augustus Wikoff, Nineteenth Infantry, to 
» colonel. ‘ 
a ary Charles Crook Hood, Seventh Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
olonel. soit 
"Gat Constant Williams, Seventh Infantry, to be major. 
Adjutant-General’s Department. 


Capt. William Harding Carter, Sixth Cavalry, to be assistant 
adjutant-general with the rank of major. , 

Capt. Thomas Henry Barry, First Infantry, to be assistant 
adjutant-general with the rank of major. 


Subsistence Department. 


First Lieut. George Burwell Davis, Fourth Infantry, to be com- 
missary of subsistence with the rank of captain. 


Pay Department. 


Capt. John Lapham Bullis, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be pay- 
master with the rank of major. 


POSTMASTERS. 


C. E. Dingle, to be postmaster at Woodland, in thie county of 
Yolo and State of California. 

Benjamin L. Williams, to be postmaster at West Orange, in the 
county of Essex and State of New Jersey. 

John J. Conway, to be postmaster at Harpers Ferry, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of West Virginia. 

Watson S. Menefee, to be postmaster at Union Springs, in the 
county of Bullock and State of Alabama. 

Waiter D. Harris, to be postmaster at Olneyville, in the county 
ot Providence and State of Rhode Island. 

D. H. Lafferty, jr., to be postmaster at Sanger, in the county of 
Fresno and State of California. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 4, 1897. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Rev. JAMES J. DoLLIVER, of Iowa, offered the following prayer: 

O Lord, our Lord, how excellent is Thy name in all the earth! 
Thou makest the outgoings of the morning and of the evening to 
rejoice. Thou art high and lifted up; worshiped by angels and 
ull the host of Heaven. What can feeble dust and ashes do, on 
this Thy footstool, at a remote distance from Thee, for our salva- 
tion, without Thy help? 

Draw very near to us and bless us. Prepare us for the duties 
and the labors of the day upon which we have entered. 

May we exalt Thy glory in all we say and all we do, and live 

with reference to eternity. Bless our land and our country, the 
land we love the best. May our liberties, civil and religious, be 
still perpetuated, and the God of our fathers still reign over us. 
_ Bless the President of the United States, the outgoing and the 
incoming President. Bless the Congress of the United States, all 
these men in their honorable positions; and may they so labor to 
promote the interests of this glorious country that at last they 
may meet the Divine approval of ‘‘ Well done, good and faithful 
servant.” 

Bless the poor and the needy, the oppressed and distressed, the 
fatherless and the widow; and hasten the time when our world 
shall become a mountain of holiness, blooming all over with the 
trees of righteousness. 

Bless and save us, for Christ’s sake. Amen. 


oon Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 


LIGHT-HOUSE, ORIENT POINT, LONG ISLAND, NEW YORK. 


Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 853) providing for the erection 
of a light-house at Orient Point, Long Island, New York, and for 
the proper lighting of the entrances to Greenport and Sag Harbor, 
and the west shore of Shelter Island. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


, Be it enacted, etc., That the Light-House Board is hereby authorized and 
directed to erect a light-house at the site of the beacon heretofore existing at 
Orient Point, or Oyster Pond Reef, on the west side of Plum Gut, at the 
entrance of Long Island Sound, in the State of New York, and the said Board 
shall also erect beacon lights or gas buoys at the following points in the 
county of Suffolk, N. Y.: a 
First. On Hay Beach Point, Shelter Island 
Second. At the end of the Greenport breakwater, Green 





iport 
Third. On Conklings Point, about 2 miles west of Greenport 
Fourth. On Rocky or Stearns Point, on Shelter Island 
Fifth. On Hallocksor Paradise Point, on Great Hog Neck, opposite Shelter 
Island. 
Sixth. On Tyndalls Point or Clarks Point, north of Sag Harbor 
Seventh. On the shoal south of West Neck Harbor, on Shelter Island 


Eighth. On the shoalabout three-fourths of a mile north of the Sag Harbor 
wharf, Long Island. 
Sec. 2. That the sum of $65,000, to be available immediately, is 1 


ereby ap- 
propriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
for the purpose of constructing and placing the foregoing light-house, beacons 


> 


and buoys. 


Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to substitute for 
the bill just read the one which I send to the desk. 
The proposed substitute was read, as follows: 


Amend the bill by striking out all after the enacting clause and 


inserting 

as follows: . 
“That the Light-House Board is hereby authorized and directed to erect a 
light-house with fog signal at the site of the beacon heretofore standing at 
Orient Point, or Oyster Point Reef, on the west side of Plum Gut. at the 
entrance to Long Island Sound, in the State of New York: Pr: led, That 


the cost of such light-house and its equipment shall not exceed the sum of 
$30,000." 


Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear the report on 
this bill. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk's desk 
and ask to have read the report of the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

The report (by Mr. CoRLIss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 853) providing for the erection of a light-house at Orient Point, 
Long Island, New York, and for the proper lighting of the entrances to Green- 

yort and Sag Harbor and the west shoal of Shelter Island, report the same 
Saale with an amendment, and recommend that the bill thusamended do pass, 

The correspondence from the Department herewith submitted shows the 
necessity for the proposed legislation. 

The committee recommend to amend by striking out all of section 2. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., February 1 ; 
Str: The letter from your committee of January 6, 1895, inclosing House 


bill No. 8538, providing for the erection of a light-houss at Orient Point, Long 
Island, New York, and for the peepee lighting of the entrance to Greenport 
and Sag Harbor and the west shoal of Shelter Island, and asking suggestions 
touching the merits of the bill and the propriety of its passage, has been 


received. 
This matter was referred to the Light-House Board, which has replied that 
it recommends the establishment of a light-house and steam whistle at Orient 
Point or Oyster Pond Reef, at the entrance of Plum Gut, Long Island, and gas 
beacons on eight points or shoals on the course to Greenport Harbor, and 
thence to Sag Harbor. 
Respectfully, yours, 
S. WIKE, Acting Secretary. 
CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE, 
House of Representatives 


Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Speaker, the bill H. R. 853 was favor- 
ably reported from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, and has been upon the Calendar since the 3d of March, 
1896. 

On the 29th day of April last, I asked unanimous consent for its 
consideration, and after an exciting debate, wholly unlooked for, 
and covering the whole range of national expenditures, objection 
was made by the gentleman from California |Mr. Loup] to the 
provision in the bill for gas buoys. He insisted thatit was unnec- 
essary, as buoys, if needed, could be provided by the Light-Honse 
Board from the general fund for that purpose. I declined to with- 
draw the provision until I had time for consultation with the Board, 
I now, by the consent of the committee, present a substitute for 
the bill, which asks simply for a light-house with fog signal, with 
the restriction that the total cost of the light-house and equipment 
shall not exceed $30,000. I also send to the desk a letter from the 
Light-House Board stating that if the classification formerly made 
by the Board were still in use this light would be defined as 
‘*indispensable.” 

The letter was read, as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., May 11, 1896. 

Str: Your letter of May 11, 1896, asking that the Light-House Board clas- 
sify . proposed light-house at Orient Point, Long Island, N. Y., has been 
received. 

In reply, I have the honor to state that the practice of classifying proposed 
light stations as ** indispensable,” ‘‘ necessary,’ and “desirable,” is no longer 
followed. Had this classification still been in use, Orient Point light and fog- 
signal station would have been classed as ‘* indispensable.” 

Respectfully, yours, 


S. WIKE, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. R. C. McCormick, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


There a objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered in | The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 

the nature of a substitute. of the bill? : 
The amendment was agreed to. |. Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Arizona has indic: 
Mr. DOCKERY. I was under the impression that the gentie- | his willingness to have the report read, which I ask may be d 


man offered a new bill as a substitute for the original bill. reserving the right to object. : 
The SPEAKER. The amendment just agreed to was the sub- The report (by Mr. FLYNN) was read, as follows: 


stitute. : The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third = Soman to the Hudeon Reservoir and Canal Company the right 

time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. ee ee felons apeeereetlen, having had the same und: 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title of the bill will be ; 


i The grantee, the Hudson Reservoir and Canal Company, proposes { 
amended soasto conform tothe recommendation of the committee. | struct a storage reservoir in the Tonto Basin, in Arizona, forthe pur} 
There was no objection. 


5 ge 2 Eertes the surplus and flood waters of the drainag 
; ; oral “— . : of the upper Salt River, the same to be used in irrigating the Salt Ri 
On motion of Mr. MCCORMICK, a motion to reconsider the vote vale i ’ ee, 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


Gilavalleys. To utilize all the waters of this reservoir the grantee f 
advisable to omens a as — a the ae India 
? 2 aac . sd i vation, so as to reach the public lands south thereof. This canal w 
HUDSON RESERVOIR AND CANAL COMPANY. wise be available, under reper arrangement, for a supply of wate: 
Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. I ask unanimous consent for the | ™dians on the reservation for irrigation surposes—a fact of much 
eRe -onsiderati f the bill which I send to the desk tance. This reservation is known as an “Executive order” reservat 
resent consideration of the Dill which 1 send to the desk. the honorable Secretary of the Interior holds that the act of March 
The bill (H. R. 9029) to grant to the Hudson Reservoir and Canal granting to reservolre the mon of way ove oe pattie lands, does n 
‘ onv Tig P Way ous » Gils iv ; say. | to this reservation; hence the necessity of this bill. 
Ce ony the . ight a ay through the Gila River Indian Reser The committee having referred the bill to the honorable Secretary 
vation was read, as follows: Interior for his opinion thereof, with a request that he make sugges 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Hudson Reservoir and Canal Company, a cor- | to any desirable amendment, the honorable Secretary has transn 
poration created and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the Terri- this committee, with his approval, a recommendation of the honora 
tory of Arizona, be, and the said corporation is hereby, authorized and em- | missioner of Indian Affairs that the bill be amended by inserting at 
powered to locate, construct, own, maintain, and operate its main line of | of section 8 the following proviso: | 
canal through and across the Indian reservation situated in the Territory of ‘* Provided, That the rights herein granted are upon the express c 
Arizona, known as the Gila River Reservation, occupied by the Pima, Mari- | that the grantee thereof, its successors or assigns, shall at all time 
copa, and Sacaton Indians, from a point on the northerly line of said reser- | the continuance of the grant furnish the Indians located under 
vation, running thence by the most practicable route to the southerly line | along said right of way with water sufficient for all domestic and 
of said reservation, and to construct, own, maintain, and operate such aque- | tural purposes and purposes of irrigation on such just and reasona 
ducts, flumes, siphons, bridges, and other structures as may be necessary | and under such rules and regulations as shall be prescribed by the s: 
for the conveyance of water where the samecan not be conveyed in the canal | of the Interior.” 





itself, and the development, utilization, and transmission of any powerderived | _ The committee recommend that the bill be amended as suggest: 
from the water so carried. insertion of the said proviso, and that it do pass. 
Sec. 2. That a right of way 50 feet in width on each side of said main canal | The correspondence on the subject had with the Department of 


is hereby granted to said Hudson Reservoir and Canal Company: Provided, 
That no part of the lands granted shall be used except in such manner and 
for such purposes only as shall be reasonably necessary for the construction 
and convenient operation of said canal and said other structures; but when 
any portion thereof shall cease to beso used, such portion shall revert to the 
tribe or tribes of Indians from which the same shall have been taken, or, in 
case they shall have ceased to occupy the same, to the United States: And 
provided further, That when any such lands shall be taken for the purposes 
aforesaid the consent of the occupants thereof shall be obtained in a manner 
satisfactory to the President of the United States. 

Sec. 3. That before said canal or other structures shall be constructed 
through any lands held by individual occupants according to the laws, cus- 
toms, and usages of any of the Indian tribes through which the same may be 
constructed, full compensation shall be made to such occupants for all prop- 
erty taken or damage done by reason of the construction of such canal or 
other structures, the amount of such compensation to be ascertained and 
determined in such manner as the Secretary of the Interior may direct, and 
to be subject to his final approval. 

Sec. 4. That said company shall cause maps showing the route of its lo- 
cated line through said Indian reservation to be filed in the office of the Sec- 


terior is appended. 


Mr. DOCKERY. How much land does this convey? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. No land except the right of 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the width of the right of way? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. I think the bill states it. 1 do not 
remember the exact width—25 feet, I think. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The bill as proposed to be amended ha 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In the event that the land should cease t 
used for this purpose, it will revert to the United States? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Yes, sir. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 













retary of the Interior, and that said location shall be approved by the Secre- The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
tary of ee 7 eating 4 ee — _ — or | third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
part of said located line shall be begun: Provided, That said canal and other : . T oti raconaider ast te 
structures he located and constructed with a due regard for the rights of the On motion of Mr. BLUE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 


Indians and especially so as not to interfere with their irrigating ditches. 

Sec. 5. That the officers, servants, and employees of said company neces- 
sary to the construction, maintenance, management, and operation of the 
structares hereby authorized shall be allowed to reside while so engaged upon 
the lands herein granted, but subject to the provisions of the Indian inter- 
course laws, and such rulesand regulations as may be established by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior in accordance with the said intercourse laws. 

Sec. 6. That said company shall have the right to survey and locate its 
canal immediately after the passage of this act. 

Sec. 7. That in connection with the said canal and its appurtenances said 

company shall have the right to erect, maintain, and use a telegraph or tele- 
phone line, or both, and other appliances reasonably necessary or convenient 
tor the construction, maintenance, and operation of the said canal and its ap- 
pentaneieen, but only within and upon the limits of the right of way hereby 
sranted. 
” Sec. 8. That the said Hudson Reservoir and Canal Company shall accept 
this right of way upon the express condition, binding upon itself, its success- 
ors, and assigns, that they will neither aid, advise, nor assist in any effort 
looking toward changing or extinguishing the present tenure of the Indians 
in their lands, and will not attempt to secure from the Indian tribes any fur- 
ther grant of land or its occupancy than is hereinbefore provided. 

SxEc. 9. That Congress may at any time amend, alter, add to, or repeal this 
act. 

Sec. 10. That this act shall be in force from its passage. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
was read, as follows: 


At the end of section 8 insert the following: 


Provided, That the rights herein granted are upon the express condition 
that the grantee thereof, its successors or assigns, shall at all times during 
the continuance of the grant furnish the Indians located under its canal 
along said right of way with water sufficient for all domestic and agricul- 
tural purposes and purposes of irrigation on such just and reasonable terms 


and under such rules and regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Interior 7 


was laid on the table. 
ELIZABETH WELLONS. 


Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 8898) to increase the pension of Elizabeth Wel- 
lons was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Elizabeth Wellons 
of a soldier of the war of 1812, from $]? per month to $20 per month 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been favorably reporte! 
from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Umon. 
My anxiety to have it passed at once is because the beneficiary is 
a lady 82 years old, and because, this being a House bill, it must 
go through the Senate before she can receive what the bil 
poses to grant her. TheCommittee on Pensions has carefull) 
sidered the measure and unanimously recommend that it become a 
law. As shown by the report, Mrs. Wellons is dependent upon 
her pension for a livelihood. She can not live very long, | 
is very old and feeble. There are very few pensioners of t! 
of 1812, and they are fast passing away. I sincerely hope ! 
will object to the present consideration of this bill. It is: 
meritorious. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consi 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read | 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and pass 

On motion of Mr. CRISP, a motion to reconsider the las‘ 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I should like the gentleman from Arizona 
[Mr. Murrny] to state whether this bill has been submitted to 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. The amendment which has been 
reported by the committee in connection with this bill was st g- 
gested by the Interior Department. The Secretary of the Interior 


has recommended that with this amendment the bill be passed. 
I ask that the report be read. 


CHRISTOPHER ELLIS. 


Mr. FLETCHER, I ask unanimous consent for the imm te 
consideration of the Senate bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (S. 895) for thé relief of Christopher Ellis was 1 is 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is ! 
authorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion and grant « 
orable discharge in the case of Christopher Ellis, who was a machinist 


United States Navy, and who is charged with having deserted from 4° 
U. 8. 8. Nipsic February 7, 1872. 
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Mr. ERDMAN. Has this bill been considered in the Committee 

‘the Whole House? ip | 
= MN STCHER. It has not been; but it is a Senate bill, and 
++. passage is unanimously recommended by the Committee on 
Marvel Affairs. This is the bill which I showed to the gentleman 
vesterday morning. 
er, ERDMAN. Let us hear the report. _ 

Mr. FLETCHER. I will state that the bill has been favorably 
reported upon by the Secretary of the Navy. 

a ERDMAN, who said: I withdraw the demand for the read- 
ing of the report. I know about this case. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill: which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. “ae ., Me 

On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, a motion to reconsider the last 
’ vote was laid on the table. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION, POINT ARENA, CALIFORNIA, 


Several members addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California [Mr. BARHAM], who desires to bring up a public bill. 

Mr. BARHAM. I ask the immediate consideration of the bill 
which I send to the Clerk. ‘ 

The bill (S. 3820) to provide a life-saving station at or near 


Point Arena, Mendocino County, in the State of California, was | 


read, as follows: 
Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 


iced to establish a life-saving station ator near Point Arena, Mendocino | 


County, in the State of California. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. NELSON) was read, as follows: 


This bill was referred by your committee to the Treasury Department, by 
whom it was referred to the Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, who 
has made a favorable report thereon, which is hereto appended. In view of 
the facts stated in this report, it is evident that a life-saving station is ur- 
gently needed at the point proposed in the bill. y 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 14, 1397. 

Sir: I have the honor toacknowledge the receipt, by your reference of the 
10th ultimo, of bill S. 3820, ‘‘ to provide a life-saving station at or near Point 
Arena, Mendocino County, in the State of California,” and asking for sugges 
tions touching its merits and the propriety of its passage. 

In reply | have to state that the matter was referred to the General Super- 
intendent of the Life-Saving Service for report, which has been received, and 
is herewith transmitted with my concurrence. 

Respectfully, yours, 


S. WIKE, Acting Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 
United States Senate. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT LIFE-SAVING SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 14, 1897. 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge your reference of bill S. 3320, “to 
provide a life-saving station at or near Point Arena, Mendocino County, in 
the State of California,’ forwarded by the Committee on Commerce of the 
Senate for suggestions touching the merits of the bill and the propriety of its 

SSAC. 

: Point Arena is not far from midway between the two nearest life-saving 
stations—the Humboldt Bay station on the north and the Point Reyes station 
on the south, which are nearly 200 miles apart—and is the most dangerous 
place upon this stretch of coast. The dangers are chiefly due to the fact 
that the point is the extreme western limit of land, and vessels sailing along 
the coast having to change their equrses off this headland—approach it to bring 
the land in sight by day or the light located upon it by night—and are in 
danger of being brought within the influence of the strong inshore current 
and the heavy swells which prevail there. 

The records of this office show that since the year 1886 twelve disasters 
have occurred in this immediate vicinity, in which fifteen lives were lost and 
property to the amount of $436,800 out of $445,600 involved, seven of the ves- 
sels being total losses. 

The interests of commerce and humanity would be subserved by the pas- 


sage of the bill. 
Respectfully, yours, S. I. KIMBALL, 
Genera! Superintendent. 


The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


The SPEAKER. 


Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 


Mr. DOCKERY. What amount of expense will the construc- | 


tion of this proposed life-saving station involve? 
Mr. BARHAM. I am informed by the gentleman whoreported 
the bill to the House that the estimated expense is $5,000. 


Mr. MILES. Does the bill simply authorize the construction of | 


this life-saving station? 

Mr. BARHAM. Yes; it simply authorizes its construction. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I shall not object; but I think hereafter in 
these matters there ought to be some specific estimate as to the 
amount of expense involved. 

Mr. BLUE. Is the estimate included as part of the report? 

Mr. BARHAM. No, sir; but it isin the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 
_Mr. LOUD. This simply authorizes the establishment of the 
life-saving station at that point. We appropriate each year a 


Clerk proceeded to read the report, but was interrupted by 


certain amount of money for this purpose, which is handled by 
the Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, and it is at his op- 
| tion whether he shall establish the station or not. 

| Mr. BLUE. But if the authorization is made, you may be very 
| sure that the expenditure will be incurred 


| Is there a report from the Light-House Commissioner here? 
Mr. LOUD. This is not a light-house matter. It is a life-sav- 
| ing station. 
| Mr. BLUE. All right. 
| There being no objection, the Senate bill was considered, read 
| three times, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BARHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 


vote was laid on the table. 
ORDER OF 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the District of Columbia appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I wish the gentleman would defer that motion to 
enable me to call up a bill on the Speaker's tabl: 

Mr. GROUT. Atthe request of the gentleman from New York, 
I will withdraw the motion temporarily. 


MRs. 


BUSINESS. 


MARY GOULD CARR, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call up from the 
Speaker's table and ask the House to consider at this time the Dill 
| (S. 3623) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Gould Carr, the widow 
of the late Brigadier and Brevet Major General Carr, United States 
| Volunteers, deceased. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to say in regard to this bill that a 
similar one was passed by both the House and Senate at the last 
session of Congress, and was sent to the President; but the Presi- 
dent held the bill during the recess and until the expiration of 
ten days after the recess had commenced. 
fered what is called a ‘* pocket veto.” 

This bill is precisely the same as that which passed the Senate 
and the House last year. It has now passed the Senate and comes 
here for our action. Of course the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
has examined the bill and reported favorably upon it. It has been 
through the House in Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, and has been reported favorably to the House, and passed 
the House by an emphatic vote. 

Mr. HULL. Let me ask the gentleman if the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions did not report this bill at $50 a month? 

Mr. PAYNE. My impression is that the committee reported 
the bill at $75 a month, and that the House reduced it to $50 per 
month. It went to the Senate, and the Senate refused tg concur 
| in the House amendment, and a committee of conference exam- 
|} ined the amendment and reported it back to the House, recom- 
mending $75 a month, which report was adopted. 

Mr. MILES. My recollection is that the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions recommended, in the first instance, $75 per month. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. That is correct. 

Mr. PAYNE. My impression is that it is so reported. 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. HULICK. This is to pension the widow of a private sol- 
dier. I believe? 





In other words, it suf- 





| Mr. PAYNE. No, sir. 
Mr. HULICK. Is it for a general officer? 
Mr. PAYNE. It is. 


Mr. HULICK. Then I think we ought to do something for the 
| widows of general officers. Of course the privates have no right 
to expect anything. I might illustrate by saying that a few days 
ago | got recognition from the Speaker to offer a bill in behalf of 
a private soldier, but the gentleman from New York objected. 
Mr. PAYNE. I did not object; the gentleman is mistaken. 
Mr. HULICK. I beg pardon, then; | was under the impression 
| that the gentleman had objected. 
Mr. PAYNE. I did not object. 
The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 
Mr. BLUE. If I understand the parliamentary status of this 
| matter, it will be subject to amendment if the House considers it? 
Mr. PAYNE. I will state to the gentleman that I will yield to 
him to make a motion to amend the bill if he desires to do it, if 
the House shall take it up for consideration at this time. 
Mr. BLUE. With that understanding, I shall not object. 
| There being no objection. the bill was considered. 
| Mr. BLUE. Now, Mr. Speaker 
Mr. PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas. 
i 





Mr. BLUE. Now, I move to amend the bil! by making it read 
$50 per month, instead of $75 a month. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, in regard to that I wish only to 
say that the House has already considered that very question, 
and after debate concluded that $75 a month was the correct 
figure. I hope the bill will be allowed to pass just as it comes 
from the Senate and as the House fixed the amount after full 
consideration. I trust, therefore, that the amendment will not 
prevail. : 

If the gentleman from Kansas desires to be heard on his amend- 
ment, I will yield to him. 

Mr. BLUE. I do desire to be heard. 

Mr. PAYNE. [yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say in reply to that that 
if the House made a mistake that is no reason why they should 
not correct the mistake. These pensions, it seems to me, are all 
excessive. 





exceptional case. 
position to make exceptions in favor of the widows of general 
officers, and in favor of general officers themselves, is what breeds 
discontent among the people of the United States, and is one of 
the important factors in bringing about socialistic conditions 
everywhere throughout the land. There is no good reason for 
these large pensions to widows and to general officers, and I trust 
the House will avail itself of this opportunity to correct the mis- 
take heretofore made by agreeing to this amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I have some memory of this 


case, and if my memory serves me correctly this is the status, that | 


the injuries from which the officer finally died were not received 
in the service. On the contrary, after he left the service he was 
for a long time a prominent official and able to discharge public 
duties at a high compensation in the service of his State. 

This is not one of the cases where the soldier was killed in battle 
or where he received his injuries from which he finally died in 
battle, or was so disabled by his war service as to prevent him 
from earning a livelihood after the close of the war. If I remem- 


ber, also, it is one of those cases that was recommended by the | 


House at a smaller rate than was finally agreed upon. I will not 
be so positive about that, but my recollection is that it went to the 
Senate, that the Senate increased the amount, and that the con- 
ference committee did what is generally done by conference com- 
mittees in these cases, gave the highest amount, and then the bill 
died in the hands of the Executive. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, General Carr was one of the most 
gallant officers in the war and saw a great deal of hard service. 
He received injuries in the service for which he was afterwards 
pensioned, but he did not receive in the service the injury from 
which he died. He died from the effects of cancer. He died a 
poor man, and left his widow at an advanced age. Itis true he 
held civil office. He was, at three different times, elected secre- 
tary of,state of the State of New York, and was elected when no 
one else upon his ticket was elected, because of the high esteem in 
which he was held, not only by members of his own party, but by 
members of the Democratic party. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the compensation which is given to 
that officer in New York? 

Mr. PAYNE. The compensation now, I think, is $5,000 a year. 
I think it was less than that at the time that General Carr held it, 
but I would not be positive about that. I know what the com- 
pensation is now. 

Now, in regard to this case, it is as meritorious as cases which 
Congress has heretofore passed at $75 a month, not excluding the 
case of the general from Kansas, which the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. BLUE] saw fit to advocate at that rate. 

Mr. MILES. Is this the war widow of General Carr? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly; he married her in 1845, and Mrs. Carr 
herself served during the war as a volunteer nurse, for which 
service she never received a dollar of pay. The case is certainly 
a meritorious one, and I hope that the House will not cut down 
the pension after having on a previous occasion, by an over- 
whelming majority, voted that the pension should be $75 a month. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. HULL.. When the bill was before the House as an original 
proposition, is it not true that, after discussion, the House cut it 
down to $50 a month? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the House cut it down to $50 a month, 
but not after much discussion, as I remember. 

Mr. HULL. My recollection is that there was a very full dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. PAYNE. This widow is an old lady, some 76 years of age 
at the — time; and after full discussion, on a later occasion, 


the full House, by an overwhelming vote, fixed the rate at $75 a 
month. 


The full amount to be granted, unless it be an excep- | 
tional case, ought never to exceed $50 a month, and this is not an | 
Fifty dollars is amply sufficient. and this dis- | 
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Mr. HULL. Was not that on a conference report, which car. 
ries a great deal of weight with it? 

Mr. PAYNE. It was on a conference report, and the « 
weight ought to attach tothe conference report to-day that attac} 
to it when it was presented before. 

I move the previous question on the bill and amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of ¢) 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLUE], which the Clerk will re; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “ seventy-five,” and insert the word ‘; ’ 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by \y. 
PAYNE) there were—ayes 88, noes 65. : 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MARY W. KEEFFE. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two |] 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill S. ™ 
act granting a pension to Mary W. Keeffe,” having met, after full and 


conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their res; 
Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In licu 
amount proposed to be inserted, insert “ $25; and the House agree 


$25; 
same. 
HENRY F. THOMAS 
GEO. C. CROWTHER 
F. C. LAYTON, 
Managers on the part of the H 
FRANK J. CANNON 
GEO. L. SHOUP, 
Managers on the part of the S 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the report 





| of the committee of conference. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, what is this bill? 
ment. 

Mr. THOMAS. The report of the conference committee was 
read, 

Mr. HULL. Have you got a statement? 

Mr. THOMAS. This is simply an amendment. 

Mr. HULL. There has to be a statement of the House c 
ferees. 

Mr. THOMAS. This bill originally called for $40 a month. 
That is reduced to $25 a month, and agreed to in conference. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I would ask if there is a statement 
accompanying the conference report? 

The SPEAKER. There is no statement. 

Mr. LOUD. I think it is a dangerous precedent to pass these 
bilis without a statement accompanying the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of order that 
there is no statement. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

CAROLINE A. HOUGH. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
to call up the bill (H. R. 2604) to increase the pension of Caroline 
A. Hough, widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough. It is in the same 
condition precisely as the bill of Mrs. Carr, which you have just 
passed in the House. It is the bill of a widow of a soldier, a war 
widow. The soldier entered the service as a private and was pro- 
moted up as far as brigadier-generaband chief of staff of an army 
corps, and died of wounds received in the service. I ask unan- 
imous consent to call it up. 

Mr. BLUE. How aah is it to give her? 

Mr. WOOD. Fiftydollarsamonth. Itis for the widow of Gen. 
John Hough. 

Mr. BLUE. What was the rank? 

Mr. WOOD. Brevet brigadier-general. 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


There is no stat 


n- 


i tion? 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 

of the bill, which will be reported? 
Mr. MILNES. I suggest that the bill be read before consent !s 
given. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the District appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the char. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 10167. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


‘To enable the Commissioners to have the plats of subdivisions of the various 
squares or tracts of land in Washington County photolithographed, $1,9>v. 
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Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to submit an amendment 
to that paragraph. I have not the draft ready at this moment, 
and will ask to have the paragraph passed for the time being. 

There was no objection, an it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For special repairs to market houses, $1,500. dae 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, under the permission of the 
House. given yesterday, upon the report of the Committee on Rules, 
1 offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

. February 15, 189%, entitled ““An act to amend an ac 
Tat a TT tae Ettlarent ot alls casos 
q nt trict of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims | 
tot - the same, and for other purposes,’ approved June 16, 1880,” be, and the | 
ee hereby, repealed. and all proceedings pending shall be vacated and on | 
judgment heretofore rendered in pursuance of said act shall be paid. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I want to understand whether there is to be | 
discussion over this matter or not. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Go ahead. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman, I entered my protest on yes- | 
a a HULICK. I ask where that comes in? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It comes in on page 11, after line 2. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I was about tosay, Mr, Chairman, I entered | 
my protest yesterday against legislation of this kind; and I very | 
well understand this morning [ would be leading a forlorn hope 
to oppose it after what was done yesterday by the Committee on 
Rules. I say I appreciate that any opposition now would be sim- 
ply leading a forlorn hope. The House under a misapprehension 
of facts have made up their minds that this amendment shall be 
passed, and that a law which was passed by the Fifty-third Con- | 
gress shall be repealed by the passage of thisamendment. Istated 
yesterday evening that the Committee on the District of Coluin- 
bia, which are being criticised by some gentlemen, had this mat- | 
ter before them; and I state here to-day for the first time, I knew | 
yesterday that a resolution which was first discussed and about | 
which a hearing had been granted, had been introduced and sent 
to thecommittee. Itreached the committee on the 15th of Decem- | 
ber, and the House adjourned on the 22d of December. It was | 
about three weeks after that before any work was done. I simply | 
make that statement, Mr. Chairman, to put the Committee on the | 
District of Columbia in its proper light before this House, and to | 

| 
| 








show that they have not been negligent in their duty. 

I say, further, that since the resolution was called to the atten- 
tion of that committee, which was yesterday, the committee has | 
been engaged in hearing gentlemen interested in that matter who 
have come before the committee, and we consumed the entire 
time; in fact, twenty minutes after the House adjourned we were 
still hearing those gentlemen, and I undertake to say, Mr. Chair- | 
man, that if this House could have heard the statements of gentle- 
men who are interested in this question, both for the Government 
and in the interest of the people whose cases are now being deter- 
mined by the Court of Claims, they would halt in this proceeding, 
because they would see that gentlemen who have discussed this | 
measure on the floor and who have sought to run through this | 
repeal in this hurried manner, have been misinformed as to the | 
merits of these cases. 

Mr. Chairman, if I correctly understand from the statements of 
its advocates and from the statements of the advocates of its re- 
peal, the District Commissioners and their officials, including the 
law officer of the District government, the gentlemen employed 
by the Commissioners to fight these cases in the Court of Claims— 
if I understand.them correctly, this law was passed for the pur- 
pose of letting a set of claimants have adjudicated by the Court of | 
Claims their rights under contracts which were made with the 
old form of District government and extended by the Commission- | 
ers when the form of government was changed, and which were | 
known as the ‘extended contracts,” most of them being of that | 
character. 

Objections have been urged that these claims are ‘‘stale,” but, 
Mr. Chairman, according to the statements of the gentlemen who | 
have appeared before the District committee, these parties have 
reason to complain that the Government has withheld from them 
what is actually, equitably, and justly due them. It is stated | 
that these contracts were made with the old form of city govern- 
ment, and that afterwards a board was organized which fixed the | 
rates of compensation, and it is in evidence before the District 
committee that those rates were advertised to the world, and that 
contracts were entered into by parties who signed them in blank, 
With the understinding that they were to be filled out at the | 
board rates, 

Now, if it is urged that the board rates were greater than the 
rates at which persons first took contracts, I urge as a set-off that 
when the old government found itself unable to carry on the 
work and pay the contractors in money, it made an arrangement | 
with them by which they were to be paid in 3.65 bonds, which 
were worth upon the market as low as 50 cents on the dollar, and | 


if the board fixed rates higher than had previously been con- 
tracted for, it was a separate and distinct understanding and agree- 
ment with the parties engaged in the work that they were not to 
be paid in money, but were to be paid in bonds worth about 50 
cents on the dollar. 

Further, Mr. Chairman, I am informed this morning that many 
of the contractors—nearly all of them, indeed—failed and were 
ruined by the contracts which they had entered into with the 
District government. The Commissioners were before the com- 
mittee this morning—the law officer of the District was before the 
committee, and also a representative of these claimants. It was 
stated here yesterday by a gentleman, a member of the Commit- 
tee on Rules, that they had had a full hearing and investigation 
of this matter by that committee. I put the question to my 
friend from Texas [Mr. BaILey], and he said that they had hada 
full hearing. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am informed bya gentleman who stands 
as high in thiscommunity as any man,a gentleman who stands as 
high as any man who treads this earth, that he, on his way to 
his office yesterday, was informed for the first time that this mat- 
ter was coming up before the Committee on Rules, and that, with- * 
out any opportunity of going and getting his papers or collecting 


| the necessary information to convince the chairman of the service 


of the same- 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman might have saved 
himself the trouble of misstating what I said if he had looked at 
the Recorp. I did not say that we had heard the matter fully; 
I said that we had heard it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Virginia 
has expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Virginia be allowed to proceed for five min- 
utes longer. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman. I accept the explanation of 
the gentleman from Texas, and if I used the word * fully,” I did 
not mean to misrepresent him. I understood: him to say yester- 
day that the committee had heard this matter, and, as I have just 
said, a gentleman made a statement this morning that he was on 
his way from his office, and that, without the opportunity of going 
fully into this measure, he had been called to appear before the 
committee. 

Now, I repeat, I know I lead but a forlorn hope in this cas», but 
I believe that Iam right in principle, and it is a matter of supreme 
indifference to me whether this House shall stand by me or not, 
or whether a single gentleman here will agree with my view. 
Believing that I am right, if every man here should vote against 
me, I shall still regard it as a duty to enter my solemn protest 
against this repeal being rushed through in such a manner and in 
such a way as is here proposed upon a rule brought in by the 
Comninittee on Rules. I say to my friend from Texas, who is a 
member of that committee, that this is a dangerous precedent. 

I say that when Congress has passed a law and that law has 
received the sanction of the President of the United States and 
stands upon the statute books of the country, it is a dangerous prec- 





| edent to let the Committee on Rules, or any other committee. come 
| in here and change cur regular methods of procedure, and, by a 


simple amendment upon an appropriation bill, in this extraordi- 
nary way, repeal a law which was passed by a previous Congress 
and signed by the President. From the testimony which was 
given before our committee, I am satisfied that if anything should 
be done about this act now there might perhaps be a modification 
of any provisions of it which work hardship to the Government, 
and if gentlemen of the House would acquaint themselves with 
the facts, and the evidence which establishes those facts, while 
they might be willing to modify the rule so as to protect the Gov- 
ernment’s interest in every conceivable way, I do not believe they 
would go to the extent that they are asked to go here and crush 
down these people who are right in their charges against the Gov- 
ernment—some of them admitted to be right by the District Com- 
missioners—because whatever may have been said about the bill, 
the Commissioners, when they wrote to the District Committee 
in reference to the bill then pending before the committee a letter, 
every line and syllable of which was printed in the report made 
by Judge ABBOTT, practically agreed that there were outstanding 
claims against the District government which should be paid; 
and I do protest, Mr. Chairman, against this law being changed 


| in the manner suggested in the amendment of the gentleman from 


Missouri. 

I do not desire to detain the House. I am satisfied that many 
gentlemen of the House concluded yesterday, acting under a mis- 
apprehension, that this law should be changed, let the conse- 
quences be what they may. I believe that the majority of the 
House will do this; but they will doit, Mr. Chairman, against my 
protest, if it is the only protest made in this body. ' 

Mr. GROUT. Of course, the proposition before us to repeal 
upon an appropriation bill an act already upon the statute books 








. 
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is unusual, and it has seemed to members of the committee, as it 
seems certainly very clear to me, that there ought to be larger lib- 
erty for debate than can be had under the ordinary five-minute 


restriction. Requesting the attention of the gentleman from Vir- 
gvinia [Mr. MEREDITH], who seems specially torepresent the oppo- 
site view of this question, I will ask him what time will be accepted 
by that side as reasonable for the discussion of this proposition? 


Mr. MEREDITH. Suppose you say fifteen minutes. 
Mr. MCEWAN. Say twenty minutes. I want five minutes. 
Mr. MEREDITH. Well, twenty minutes. 


sion. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I think half an hour ought to be allowed | tleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] and the other by the , 


on each side. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Say half an hour on each side for general 
deba 
Mr. GROUT. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendment proposing to repeal the act of the former 
Congress be further discussed (without taking account of what 
has already been said) for one hour, thirty minutes to a side; the 
gentieman from Virginia |Mr. MEREDITH] to control the time 
against theamendment, and the chairman of the subcommittee or 


ate. 


the member in charge of the bill to control the time on the other | 


side. 

Mr. PITNEY. Ido not think this debate ought to be limited 
to even one hour. It has been charged or insinuated here that it 
Was proposed to put this amendment through without adequate 
discussion or a proper understanding of the measure. Although 
I think I underst the proposition pretty well, | have no doubt 
that there are many members who do not. I think we ought not 
to limit the discussion to an hour. Let the opponents of the 
proposition have all the time they want. 

Mr. GROUT. It was the proposition of the other side that the 
debate be limited to an hour. I think we ought not to act on this 
question with any unseemly haste. It is really a serious proposi- 
tion. If the original bill when passed had béen deliberately acted 
on by the House, which it seems was not the case, I should be 
opposed (however much I might be inclined to repeal that bill) to 
considering the proposition for its repeal on an appropriation bill. 
But I am entirely satisfied from my knowledge of these claims 
that the law ought to be repealed. So Iam ready to act upon it 
with very little discussion. But my acquaintance with the mat- 
ter extends over a longer time than that of some other gentlemen. 
I feel that there ought to be the amplest discussion of this propo- 
sition, because the repeal of existing law in this way is a practice 
that ought not to be followed every day. Weshould not proceed 
with unseemly haste. What does the gentleman from New Jer- 


wv (Mr P 
sey | Mr. riTNEY 








_ 
« \Wie 





| suggest as the limit of time? 

Mr. PITNEY. My only purpose was to give the advocates of 
these claims and the opponents of the amendment the fullest op- 
portunity to explain themselves, I submit the suggestion that an 
hour be allowed on each side. 

Mr. HENDERSON. What say those gentlemen who are op- 
posed to the adoption of the amendment? What do they want? 

Mr. MEREDITH. I think half an hour on a side will be satis- 
factory. 

Mr. SAYERS. Those who favor the adoption of the amend- 


Mr. GROUT. The committee has no desire to suppress discus- 
| 


| 





controlled by the gentleman from Vermont [ Mr. GROUT] and 
hour by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MerepiTH].  [s 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand, then, that the vote on 
proposition will be taken about 3 o’clock. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Youmeanthat members will absent 
selves in the meantime. _—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. No; but I do not want the members 
away under a misapprehension, or a misunderstanding as to 
the vote will take place. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate, by order of the commit 
limited to two hours, one of which will be controlled by th 


man from Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH]. The Chair recogni: 
gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. GROUT. Iyield twenty minutes to the gentlema 
Texas | Mr. SAYERS}. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, in order that the Hous 
thoroughly understand the manner in which the law w 
sought to be repealed by the amendment to this appropriati: 
passed the House, I will send to the Clerk’s desk the C 
SIONAL RECORD of the Fifty-third Congress, third session, a 
to have read on pages 1738 and 1785 the marked portions b 
upon this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[From the Recorp of February 4, 1895.] 

SETTLEMENT OF OUTSTANDING CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF Corl 

The Speaker laid before the House the bill (S. 2165) to amend 
entitled “‘An act to provide for the settlement of all outstandin, g 
against the District of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction on the ‘ f 
Claims to hear the same, and for other purposes,” approved June 14 

Mr. Coss of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for t 
ent consideration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous co1 - 
the present consideration of the bill, which the Clerk will report, afte 


Ja Pi 


the Chair will ask if there be objection. 
The bill was read at length. 
Mr. Sayers. I would like to have an explanation of that bill. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will make a s ex. 


planation of the bill. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama. This bill is intended to adjust certain cla 
pending against the District of Columbia. These claims originat 
way: During the period of time when the board of public works ha 
of improvements in the District of Columbia they established wh 
known as “ board rates,”’ under which these improvements wer 
There were a great number of contracts made under this arrangen 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, is this bill before the House by uw 
consent? 

eee: The gentleman is asking unanimous consent that 
sidered. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask the gentleman to let it lie over for a day or tw I 
can look into it. Otherwise I shall be compelled to object. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama. There is no appropriation made. 

Mr. SAYERS. That makes no difference. It probably will entail 
Government a very heavy expenditure. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama. I have no objection to letting it lie on the S 
table. 

_ Mr. SAYERS. No. Withdraw it for the present. 

The SPEAKER. This isa bill which the Chair has laid before the H 
reference. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I object to its present consideration, Mr. Speal 

Mr. Cops of Alabama. Would the gentleman be satisfied if the | 


| lie on the Speaker’s table for the present until I can get an oppo 


ment offered by the gentleman from Missouri will want an hour | 


for the purpose of fully explaining the character of this measure. 

Mr. PITNEY. I think so, too. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Well, I ask that an hour be allowed to 
those who oppose the amendment and an hour to those who favor 
it. Let there be full discussion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I shall not object, although I hardly think so 
much time will be necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is proposed that the discussion on the 
pending amendment be limited to two hours, one hour on each 
side. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Before that request is acted on, I wish to 
say only a word. As one member of the District Committee, I 
hardly feel prepared to discuss this question as fully as it ought 
to be discussed; and for that reason | consented tothe short limit 
of thirty minutes, asking only ten minutes for myself. We had 
a hearing in the District Committee this morning on this proposi- 
tion, lasting about two hours, but the subject was not exhausted. 
Therefore 1 say the members of the District Committee are not 
all prepared to speak. If the House wants to cut down the dis- 
cussion to thirty minutes, or to an hour, I shall be content, con- 


fining myself to ten minutes; and then when the District Com- | 


mittee shail report a measure, as I think they will, with reference 
to this matter we can discuss the question more fully. For 
myself I think that one hour will be enough. But if the commit- 
tee wishes to extend the time to two hours, I will consent to that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr.Chairman,has not the proposition for 
two hours been agreed to? 

The CHAIRMAN, Unanimous consent is asked that debate on 
the pending amendment be limited to two hours, one hour to be 





examine it, and should then be again laid before the House, so that 
have an opportunity to get the Senate bill passed, if possible? Ca 
Chair retain it on the Speaker's table? ; is 

The SPEAKER. With the consent of the House, the Chair will d 
pleasure. A 

Mr. Coss of Alabama. Then Iask unanimous consent that that « 
taken. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous cons ut 
this bill lie on the Speaker's table for a few days. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


[From the Recorp of February 5, 1895.] 
SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS AGAINST THE DiSTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

The Speaker again laid before the House the bill (S. 2165) to amet 
entitled “An act to provide for the settlevaent of all outstanding 
against the District of Columbia, and confe” ring jurisdiction on the ( 
Claims to hear the same, and for other purposes,” approved June 16 

Mr. Coss of Alabama. Mr, Speaker, { ask :nanimous consent for t 
ent consideration of this bill. The bill was lai’ before the House yes : 
and was allowed to lie on the table so as to permit the gentleman fr i3 
{[Mr. SAYERS] to have an opportunity to look intoit. He has don 

The SPEAKER. The bill will again be reported. 

Mr. Sayers. Let us have an explanation of the bill to the House 

The bill was read, as follows: 

** Be it enacted, etc., That in the adjudication of claims brought u 
provisions of the act entitled “An act to provide for the settlement 
standing claims against the District of Columbia, and conferring jw 
on the Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other purposes,”’ 
the 16th of June, 1880 (21 Statutes at Large, page 234), the Court of ¢ 
allow the rates established and paid by the board of public works; at 
ever said rates have not been allowed the claimant or his person: 
sentative shall be entitled, on motion made within sixty days after t 
sage of this act, to a new trial of such cause.” 

Mr. SAYERs. Let us have an explanation of the bill. 


Mr. Coss of Alabama. When the board of audit, which was the i 
which succeeded to the board of public works in the District of ¢ y 
and to whom was referred quite a number of claims pending against t 3 
trict, expired by limitation, there were many of these claims that e 
unadjusted and were referred to the Court of Claims. The law r 1 
that these contracts made under the board of public works should | 40 
in writing; but as matter of fact that law was not obeyed. A great m0y 
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rth wntractors are persons who did work and performed service by oral 
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i v i x . ass i i > that the | 
tracts W b the board of public works. It came to pas . in time 
Se a of dl United States propose xd to make some Investigation into these | 
Congress 


e+e ope. and it was thought ¢ esirable then that the contracts should be put 
in writing : *k he contracts in proper 
+ was le -ith the clerk of the board to draw up the contracts in } er 
edly Sar “i ae aa by these persons who had been employed by the board of 


. works. In some instances he made a mistake as to the rate of pay 


“ ithough they showed that the contract was different from that 


oa a it t he written instrument, the court held the parties to their contract 
— ap was. Now, the object of this bill is simply to allow these parties t ) 
, _ k to the Court of Claims and recover such amount as they actually 
rie scted to receive from the board of public works. 
‘fy Sayers. Does that bill contain any appropriation? ate 
Mr. Cons of Alabama. It contains no appropriation. The appropriation 
heretofore been made to pay them by act of Congress, and certain bonds 
« authorized to be issued; and those bonds are held in the Treasury for 
the payment of these claims. 
~ Task for a vote. 


‘ 


| omitted. 


| oe parties were entitled to. Therefore,when they went before the Court | 
se part 


ssed in the writing, and refused to allow ali proof of what the real | 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of this bill? | 


rAftera pause.) The Chair hears none. , 
“The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, this fully explains to the com- 
! ittee, so far as the RECORD shows, what transpired in the House 
when the bill was passed. I had the assurance of Judge Cobb, of 


Alabama, that at the most this bill would involve an expenditure | nitted to this House in the r port of the gentleman from Texas 


of only thirty or forty thousand dollars; and also that it had 
received the approval and indorsement of the Commissioners of 


the District of Columbia. Having received that assurance from | rated as a part of the Senate report. 
him, and the explanation made by him that it would involve but 


a limited amount, | withdrew my objection to the unanimous 
consent asked. 

Now, I wish to call the attention of this committee especially 
to the explanation given by Judge Cobb, and to show how widely 
at variance it is from the facts as they have developed under the 
enforcement of the law. Judge Cobb says: 

The object of this bill is tute to allow these parties to go back to the 
Court of Claims and recover such amount as they actually contracted to 
receive from the board of public works. 

This was the statement of the gentleman in charge of the bill, 
that the only effect of the bill would be to allow these parties to 
go back to the Court of Claims for the purpose of recovering such 
amounts as they had actually contracted to receive from the 
board of public works. If I understood the gentleman from New 


Jersey |Mr. Pitney] correctly on yesterday, and I believe the day | 


before, when speaking upon this subject, he said that these con- 
tracts called for a certain amount of expenditure, and that the 
object of this law and the result of its enforcement would be to 
enable parties interested to go outside of their positive contracts 
and obtain the higher prices for their labor and material that had 
been allowed by the board of public works to other contractors. 
That the men who were to be the beneficiaries of the law, having 
received payment from the Government according to their con- 
tract, which had been actually entered into for the performance 
of the work, had given their receipts and thereby discharged the 
Government from all obligations for further payment on account 
of the service rendered. It does seem to me, if the statement by 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PITNEY] be true—and [| 
have no doubt whatever that it is true, because the gentleman 
would not have otherwise made it 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow an interrup- 
tion just there? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I donot think the gentleman from New 
Jersey stated that that condition applied to all persons holding 
claims of this character. 





Mr. SAYERS. I can not recall the number of claims specified, | 


if they were specified 

Mr. RICHARDSON (continuing). It applies to some, un- 
doubtedly, but not to all. 

Mr. SAYERS. But I have been informed, Mr. Chairman, that 
under the operation of this law parties have been enabled to 
secure judgments utterly at variance with the explanation of the 
provisions of the law as given by Mr. Cobb, of Alabama, on the 
occasion to which I have referred. I would never have consented 
that the bill should come before the House for consideration by 
unanimous consent if I had thought for a moment that any other 
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vital and essential portions of the letter of the Commissioners had 
been stricken out. All the safe guards the Commissioners recom- 
mended to be attached to the bill to protect the Government were 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gent] 
ruption? I know my friend would 1 
impression. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, That entire letter is prin 1 th 
of his colleague, Judge ABBOTT, who made the 1 l t bill 
The entire letter to which he refers is there quoted. and the een- 
tleman’s colleague is present who will verify that st: 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not refer—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON (continuing). And that is the only k 
of the Commissioners. The gentleman is laboring under a1 
take in the statement he makes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think the gentleman is referring to another 
subject. Does the gentleman seek to controvert the statement I 
have made in regard to the report from the Senate? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No. 

Mr. SAYERS. What then? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I say that a part of the letter only was 
printed in the report of the Senate, but the entire | 


letter Was sub- 


eman allow another inter- 


10U Gesire to create a wrong 


his- 


[Mr. ABBorrT]. 
Mr. SAYERS. I am referring to the letter that was incorpo- 


Mr. RICHARDSON. What I mean to say is 

Mr. SAYERS. And that was what may have deceived Judge 
Cobb. 

Mr. RIt ‘HARDS\ YN. There is no difference betwe en us, except 
that the Senate report did not contain the whole letter; but the 
entire letter of the Commissioners was submitted in the report of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Asporr] to this House, so that 
there was no advantage taken of the House, and | know my friend 
would not want to create the impression that a part of the letter 
was suppressed for any bad effect, because the entire letter was 
submitted by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Apsorr!| 
report on this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam stating to the committee, as I believe, the 
grounds on which the House permitted the bill to pass and to 
become law; first, that the expenditure would not involve over 
$30,000 or $40,000; second, that 1t had received the approval of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and lastly, that the 
proper interpretation of the bill was given by the gentleman from 
Alabama, Mr. Cobb. 

l repeat that the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri {[Mr. DocKERY] should be adopted. There should be 
mere suspension of this very objectionable law, but this House 
should put the seal of its condemnation, not only on the measure 
itself, but also on the manner in which it was passed through the 
House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will yield the remainder of my time, if I 
have any, back to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout}. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes remaining, 

Mr. GROUT. Now, will the other side occupy the floor? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, in the brief time that I 
shall occupy‘the floor, I shall not assert that all of these claims 
should bepaid. If my friend from Texas |[Mr.Sayers] will hsten 
to me for a moment or two, I think we shall not disagree. 

It seems that the object contemplated in the act passed in the 
Fifty-third Congress was a good one, and the District Commission- 
ers recommended it. There is no controversy about that. 

Mr. SAYERS.- No; they did not recommend it. Does the gen- 
tleman mean to say that the Commissioners recommended the bill 
which was passed by the House? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; I did not say anything of the kind. 

Mr. HULICK. I understood the gentleman to make that decla- 


in his 


ho 


| ration, that it was on the approval of the Commissioners. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not say that. I said that the object 
had in view in the legislation was a good one, and that the District 


Commissioners recommended the object in view, at first, which 


| was the passage of a bill which would authorize persons holding 


when the bill was presented by the gentleman from Alabama, in | 


whom I had then, and have now, the greatest confidence. 
But there is something more connected with the matter. It 


Was stated to me by the gentleman from Alabama that this spe- | 
cial bill had received the indorsement and approval of the Com- | 


missioners of the District of Columbia. He so believed. Taking 


the report of the Senate upon this bill, which assumed to quote | 
versatim <5 literatim the letter of the Commissioners, and upon | 


which Mr. Cobb made probably that statement, it was literally 
true. But the committee will find during the course of this de- 


these claims to vo to the Court of Claims and ascertain if anything 
5 . 5 


; b | was justly dne to them. 
interpretation of the law would be given to it except as stated | 


Mr. HULICK. But let us understand. They did not recom- 
mend this specific act. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, I have not said so, and I do not 
say SO. 

Mr. HULICK. I want the committee to understand that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I say they did not recommend this act, 
and I hope I may be understood. They did not recommend this 
act, but they favored the object of the legislation, which was the 
submission of some of these claims to the Court of Claims, that 
there might be an ascertainment if there was anything fairly due 
to the claimants. That is what they favored, and they say so this 


te that, for some cause or other, and by some hand or another, the | morning. 
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Wow, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that this morning the Com- | Judge Cobb did not make the report, but it was made } 
mittee on the District of Columbia had before it the two Com- | gentleman from Texas [Mr. eos. 


missioners of the District, the president of the Board, Mr. Ross, 
and Mr. Truesdell, and the auditor of the District, and one or 
two other officers representing the District,and two Assistant 
Attorneys-General of the United States, representing the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and also had the gentleman whose 
name has been mentioned here, Mr. Hemphill, as the attorney 
representing some of these claims. Now, we listened for two 
hours to the debate pro and con, endeavoring to get at the real 
facts in respect to these claims. The hearing was not completed 
when the time came for us to come upon the floor of this House 
at 12 0’clock. 

It is an intricate question, Mr. Chairman, and while it is intri- 
cate it is easy to understand; but there is difficulty in the position 
of my friend from Texas [Mr. Sayers], and of my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. DocKEeRY], and of my friend from New Jersey [Mr. 
PitNEY], who are conscientious legislators, seeking to do right in 


this case, and to prevent the Government from beingrobbed. The | 


difficulty with them is that they combine and bring together the 
just claims—and there are some of these claims which are just— 
with the unmeritorious claims which are presented. Now, what 
we ought to do as legislators, if we can, is to provide some remedy 


by which those having honest claims can get to the Court of | 


Claims and get them allowed, and the dishonest ones be rejected. 

I am frank to say that the bill which we are now considering, 
and which we are seeking to repeal, goes too far. It does provide 
on its face, absolutely, that the Court of Claims shall allow “the 
board rates” in every case. I did not think it was subject to that 
construction. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. ABBOTT] who made 
the report upon it did not think possibly that the law which was 
passed would admit of that construction. 
has placed that construction upon it, and has held that it has no 
discretion and that it must allow the entire sum fixed by what is 
known as ‘‘the board rates;” and that, not having any discretion, 
it must allow all of these claims, and therefore gentlemen have now 
come forward, as suggested by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SayYERs|—who have been paid, as they once thought, in full, and 
paid as the Government supposed, in full, and for which they exe- 
cuted their receipts in full, but not as much as ‘“‘ board rates ”— 
have now come in under this act and presented new claims, based 
on the language of this act, and they say that they are arbitrarily 
to be allowed ‘‘the board rates,” because this act, passed in the 
Fifty-third Congress, says so. 

I tried to state that yesterday, and Iam trying to state it here 
this morning. What does the committee find? It finds these 
facts developed this morning. You are going to repeal the law. 
And when you do so, what do youdo? You shut out meritorious 


claims, but you also shut out those which the District Commis- | 


sioners admit are equitable and just and some of which ought to 
be paid. Are you going to dothat? You will if you pass this 
amendment. You say, ‘‘Oh, well, let the meritorious ones go, in 
order to get rid of the unmeritorious claims.” Ido not think we 
ought to legislate in that way. Ido not think that the amend- 
ment ought to pass. I think that the Committee on the District 
of Columbia ought to report a bill repealing this act, and substi- 
tuiing in place of it a proper bill; and that is one that will allow 
these parties that admittedly have just claims to present them to 
the Court of Claims, under proper restrictions, and have them ad- 
judicated properly and fairly. Is there anybody who objects to 
that? If so, I have offended him. I do not think we ought to go 
to the broad extent of absolutely and unconditionally repealing 
this act. 

Mr. MILES. What is the difficulty about your committee doing 
that after this law has been repealed? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Itcan be done that way. I suppose we 
will go on with the hearings; but I am speaking about the real 
situation. I say that the better way is to let the Committee on 
the District of Columbia report upon it. A bill was introduced 
in December for the repeal of this act, and our attention was called 
to it by the District Commissioners in a pro forma way. Gentle- 
men must remember that it is not possible for the District Com- 
mittee to consider more than one-third or half of the measures 
that are presented to them. We take them up in order and dis- 
pose of them in a business way under our efficient chairman, and 
if it had been specially called to our attention we would have 
taken it up, as we are in the habit of taking up bills that our atten- 
tion is especially directed to. I donot think that this committee 
or this House ought to repeal this bill that will shut off persons 
who have meritorious claims from having them adjudicated in the 
Court of Claims. Now, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] 
says that he was misled by the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. 


Cobb, unintentionally. We would all exonerate Judge Cobb, and 
I know my friend would. 


Mr. DOCKERY. He did. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Hedidso. Isaid he would doit. Judge 
Assort, of Texas, a member of the committee, made the report. 


But the Court of Claims | 











> th 
‘ Judge Cobb sim) had 
charge of the bill on the floor. y friend from Texas /\f, 
SAYERS] says that Judge Cobb misled him in stating ¢),; +), 
claims were only $30,000 or $40,000. I may be mistake: the 
hasty reading of the statement of Judge Cobb. I do not | he 
intimated that. If the gentleman from Texas is on the floor, wij) 
he look at it? P 
Mr. DOCKERY. He is not in the House at this time. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Here is what Judge Cobb said. | jaye 


read it hastily. Will my friend from Missouri look at jt joy, 
[Offering the Recorp.] I do not think Judge Cobb said that 
Mr. DOCKERY. I do not think the gentleman froy 
[Mr. SAYERS] assumed that he made that remark on the { 
Mr. RICHARDSON. That may be. I was about to 
Judge Cobb may have made a remark to him off the flo 
that. But be that as it may, it does not reach the merits of th, 
question. The statement made by the gentleman, Mr. Her))))j)) 
who presented it to the District Committee, was that the claims 
would amount to $70,000 or $75,000; and his attention being calleg 
to that this morning, he stated it was that amount, and not 
$1,400,000, as claimed by my friend from New Jersey | Mr. Pip. 
NEY]. Mr. Hemphill very promptly stated, in reply to the ques. 
tion, that the proper and just claims, which he supposed wouiq 
be all that would be presented, would be about $70,000 or S75, 
But he said that other parties, taking advantage of this act, haye 
rushed in aid have filed claims amounting to a million and g 
quarter. 
Mr. PITNEY. Will the gentleman permit me one moment? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 
Mr. PITNEY. Will the gentleman inquire of Mr. Hemphill 
whether he was not before the Committee on Rules yesterday 
morning, accompanied by a client of his for whom a sing): 


l'¢ xas 


that 


} out 


judg. 


| ment has been rendered by the Court of Claims for $122,000). which 


is now under appeal simply on the question of interest, anid this 
for only one of these claims? 

Mr. MILNES. That question was up this morning in the com- 
mittee, and I never heard any statement of any such judgment, 
The referees in one case had rendered a decision in favor o! 
claimant for $70,000, and not $122,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The suggestion of the gentleman from 
Michigan is—— 

Mr. MILNES. There was no judgment rendered. 

Mr. PITNEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, my statement 
was made that there was.a judgment, and the auditor of the Dis- 
trict isin the gallery and he can be called to the lobby if neces- 


one 


| sary to satisfy members upon the question of fact as to whethera 


judgment has been rendered. An appealis now pending, and the 
principal point relied upon by the appellant is simply a question 


| of interest, but there is no doubt that a judgment has been ren- 


dered by the Court of Claims. 

Mr.MILNES. The gentleman ismistaken. The United States 
attorney of this government says there has been no sucl) judg- 
ment rendered. The referee in this case has recommended that 
this party be paid $70,000. 

Mr. PITNEY. Plus interest. 

Mr. MILNES. And the question of interest is now before the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. MAHON. I hope they will make them pay it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It may be, Mr. Chairman, that both these 
gentlemen are correct. I am not sure but there has been a judg- 
ment rendered in one case, as suggested by the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. PiItNEy], for $70,000; at any rate, for an amount 
considerably larger than Mr. Hemphill thought these claims would 
amount to. ; 

Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman will permit me, the auditor 
stated this morning that the total amount for which judgment 
was rendered was $81,660. 

Mr. GROUT. Were the names of the parties in whose favor 
those judgments were given stated before your committee’ 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir. 

Mr. MILNES. That is to say, out of over $400,000 claims passed 
upon, four-fifths were dismissed entirely. 

Mr. PITNEY. No; only twenty-six were dismissed. 

Mr. MILNES. Four-fifths of the claims considered by the court 
were dismissed. Claims amounting to over $400,000 were acted 
upon, and over four-fifths were dismissed, and out of that tota'o! 
over $400,000 judgment was given for some $80,000. : ae 

Mr. PITNEY. I make my statement upon the authority 0! thé 
auditor, and upon the authority of the auditor's official report © 
the Commissioners, which I have before me, that these «01ms 
which were pending on the 11th of January, 1897, after (isis 
ing those to which the gentleman refers, amounted, with interest, 
to about $1.400,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is correct about that. 
Claims have been piled up amounting to about $1,400,000. 

Mr. MILNES. e attorney for the United States said ‘0 the 
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istri ittee this morning that in the greater part of these 
aororne vending the claims were for the difference between the 
oan value of the 3.65 bonds in which payment had been made and 
the amount the bonds actually sold for, and that the court had 
already decided that that difference could not be considered, so 
that those cases, or a very large part of them, have gone by the 
board. (CHARDSON. I was about to statethat. Claims of the 
kind described by the gentleman from Michigan have gone out of 
the count entirely, but such claims had been piled up and are 
counted in making up this total. ; 

Mr. DOCKERY. When I take the floor, I will state in my time 
the items of the cases now on the docket remaining unadjudi- 
cated. They amount to $851,440.52 without interest. 

“Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no controversy about that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas is 
now in the Hall, and I will ask the gentleman from Tennessee to 
repeat what he said a while ago about the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Texas as to what had been said to him by Judge Cobb 
about the amount of these claims. 4 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What I said was that I did not think the 
gentleman from Texas would be able to find in Judge Cobb’s re- 
marks in the REcoRD any statement that the claias under that 
proposed legislation would amount to only thirty or forty thou- 
sand dollars. 

Mr. SAYERS. I never claimed that. What I said was that 
Judge Cobb told me, and that others interested in the passage of 
the bills told me, that these claims would not amount to more than 


that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no doubt the gentleman is correct 
in his statement. Mr.Chairman, there is no controversy but that 
these claims have piled up to the amount of $1,400,000. There is 
no controversy either but that, under the law prescribed by the 
Court of Claims, 70 per cent of all those claims will be eliminated. 
That was stated this morning before the Committee on the Dis- 
trict by gentlemen for and by gentlemen against these claims. 
Therefore the whole amount which will go before the court will 
not exceed three or four hundred thousand dollars, and the court 
can reject such of the claims included in that amount as it finds 
to be improper. Whether the court will do right or not I do not 
know. [assume that it will, and I believe it will. But some por- 
tions of these claims it can not reject under the present law be- 
cause that law says that the court shall allow “board rates,” 
which we do not think ought to be allowed, and which probably 
the court will not think ought to be allowed, but the law is man- 
datory. For that reason [ think that instead of striking the law 
absolutely from the statute book it should be so modified and lim- 
ited as to give the court some discretion in its finding and not 
direct it arbitrarily to make a certain finding. 

The trouble with the pending proposition is that this Commit- 
tee of the Whole is not in a condition to act with full knowledge 
upon this question. In the Committee on the District we spent 
two hours this morning listening to both sides—and that is the 
only way to get at the facts; to hear both sides face to face. I 
believe that in an hour longer the committee could have reported 
a measure which would be absolutely satisfactory to the District 
Commissioners, who are guarding the interests of the people of 
this District and of the United States as well as honest and effi- 
cient men can guardthem. The Commissioners are seeking to do 
right; the District Committee is seeking to do right. I believe 
this Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
wishes to do right about this matter, but unfortunately I am not 
in a position to give them all the facts. I wish 1 were, but there 
are some facts in the case that I do not understand myself, because 
our hearing was cut off arbitrarily by the meeting of the House. 

Mr. MILES. After all, however, can any injustice come from 
the repeal of the existing law? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; the denial of a hearing to persons 
whose claims are admitted to be just. 

Mr. PITNEY. They are not admitted to be just. 

Mr. MILES. But I assume that the District Committee will go 
on and discharge its duty to these claimants, and when it finds, 
as the gentleman thinks it has found, that the existing law is 
wrong, that committee will probably propose an amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We probably could amend the law so as 
to make it satisfactory. I say frankly, however, that if, after full 
investigation, I should change my opinion, I would not be in favor 
of any modification; but I think there ought to be a full hearing 
before we are called upon to undo what - been done by a pre- 
vious Congress. Ithinkthe law might well be modified; I think it 
Soes too far; but at the same time I do think that some of these 
claims are meritorious, and that an opportunity for the considera- 
tion of them ought to be given. 

Now, it seems to me it would have been better to let the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Committee formulate a proper measure, giving 
relief to these parties who have honest claims, and have it consid- 
ered under the rules of the House, I agree with the gentleman 
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| from Vermont [Mr. Grout], who says that this method of legis- 
lation is one that we ought not to enter upon hastily. It is nota 
kind of legislation that we ought to encourage, one evidence of 
which is that the rules of this House, adopted by a majority of its 
members, prohibit us from considering measures of this kind in 
this way. In the last Congress, if I may so say, and in the Fifty- 
second Congress, the rules of this House permitted this kind of leg- 
|islation. Butin this Congressthe majority in its wisdom said, “It 


is not right thus to consider this kind of legislation;” therefore they 
put in the rules a provision that we should not do so. The conse- 
quence of waiving the rule in the present case is, as members must 
see, to precipitate a discussion here upon a question on which 


there has been no full hearing. I know that my friend from Texas, ° 
and other members, did have a partial hearing before the Com- 
mittee on Rules yesterday morning. That committee had before 


them the attorney, Mr. Hemphill, who, I understand, was before 
the Committee on the District of Columbia two years ago, when 
the bill now in question was passed. But this morning, as I have 


stated, the Committee on the District of Columbia had’ before 
them the District Commissioners; they had before them two assist- 
ant United States district attorneys; they had before them other 
attorneys, officers of the District of Columbia—wide-awake and 
honest—sincerely endeavoring to serve the interests of the Dis- 
trict and of the people of the United States. It seems to me woe 
ought to have been allowed to complete that hearing before action 
is taken by the House. This is all I have to say, Mr. Chairman, 
I surrender the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. MEREDITH], who yielded it to me. 

Mr. GROUT. Will some gentleman on the other side now 
occupy further time? 

Mr. MEREDITH. We prefer to wait until somebody else has 
been heard, if it be agreeable to gentlemen on that side. 

Mr. GROUT. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dock- 
ERY] wish to proceed now? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No. I wish to be heard for five minutes at 
the close of the discussion. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Hutick}. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, this matter can be determined 
upon some very simple propositions of law, and I think if they are 
properly understood this Committee of the Whole can have no 
hesitancy in voting in favor of this amendment. 

The act of 1880 conferred upon the Court of Claims legal and 
equitable jurisdiction with reference to these claims. The act of 
1895, which it is now proposed to repeal, limited the jurisdiction 
of that court so that in rendering judgment it could not exercise 
equitable jurisdiction, but must obey the mandates of the statute, 
thereby accomplishing injustice to the Government through judg- 
ments of the court amounting to over $851,000. All this trouble 
has grown out of the act of 1895. Let me read a part of the lan- 
guage of that act: 

The Court of Claims shall allow the rates established and paid by the board 
of public works; and whenever said rates have not been allowed, the claim- 
ant, or his personal representative, shall be entitled, on motion made within 
sixty days after the passage of this act, to a new trial in such cases. 

Under that provision judgments to the amount of over $800,000 
were rendered in conformity to the provisions of the statute, the 
Court of Claims being forbidden to go into the equities of the 
case. Parties whose claims had once been determined under the 
act of 1880 came in there with additional claims and obtained 
under the act of 1895 judgments which helped to swell this amount 
of $800,000. When in answer to those claims the attorney repre- 
senting the Government said, ‘‘ You are estopped now from coming 
inand claiming judgment at the hands of this court,” the court was 
obliged to say, ‘‘ No; our hands are tied.” Thus, notwithstanding 
these claims had been adjudicated before the proper tribunal under 
the act of 1880, these same parties came into the Court of Claims 
under the act of 1895 and obtained judgment, in spite of the de- 
fense that they had under their written contracts agreed to receive 
a less amount for their services than they were claiming. In this 
way these claims, amounting to $800,000, have been recognized, 
and the present perplexity and trouble have arisen. 

Mr. MILNES. Will the gentleman state in what form these 
men were paid? 

Mr. HULICK. They were paid under the act of 1880 in 3,65 
bonds. 

Mr. MILNES. What were those bonds worth at the time? 

Mr. HULICK. That does not make any difference. They en- 
tered into their contract under that statute—— 

Mr. MILNES. The statute did not provide that they should be 
paid in 3.65 bonds worth 50 cents on the dollar, did it? 

Mr. HULICK. The act provided that they should be paid in 
these 3.65 bonds. Those were the express terms of the statute, 
which time will not permit me to read. 

Mr. PITNEY. It has already been conceded, as I understand, 
that the value of those 3.65 bonds could not be taken into considera-- 
tion even under the act of 1895. 
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Mr. HULICK. No one has made any such claim. 

Mr. MILNES. SolI understand; yet in equity—— 

Mr. HULICK. Ii does not lie in the mouths of these people to 
talk about equity when they are proceeding under this act of 
1895, which says that the Court of Claims shall not inquire into 
the equity of the claims presented, but must proceed upon the fact 
simply that these claimants have not been allowed for the differ- 
ence between the price as fixed in their contracts and the price 
fixed by resolution of the board; in other words, upon that fact 
being made evident to the satisfaction of the court, that court must 
listen to their claims and give them judgment for the difference. 

For instance, there was one claim of this kind: A maintaining 
wall extending some two or three miles was built by a contractor 
who agreed to do the work for $5 per square yard, or whatever the 
rate may have been. He was paid the price stipulated in the con- 
tract. But after the enactment of this act of 1895, he commences 
his proceeding in the Court of Claims, and notwithstanding his 
written contract he obtains judgment for $1.50 in addition to the 
$5 he had already received under his contract. This is the way 
the hands of the court were tied, and the way in which those 
$800,000 of judgments were swelled up. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. HULICK. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It has been stated that judg- 
ments have been rendered under the act of 1895 for the amount of 
$81,000. That, I believe, is the correct amount. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The judgments are $81.000 inround numbers; 
but there are claims aggregating $851,000, for interest and so on, 

ending. 
. Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Claims already filed? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes. 

Mr. HULICK. But, Mr. Chairman, instead of there being that 
amount rendered as judgments by the court, there would not have 
been 75 per cent of that amountif it had not been for the passage 
of the act of 1895, practically compelling the court torender judg- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HULICK. I should like to proceed fora little while longer. 

Mr. GROUT. I will yield five minutes more to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I would like toask the gentleman one ques- 
tion before he proceeds. The case you have referred to has gone 
up, as I understand it, on appeal on the part of the attorney rep- 
resenting the Government? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MEREDITH. And he makes the point that we can not 
vary trom the written terms of the contract. And further, if I 
understand this matter correctly, he claims that it has not yet 
been decided as to the constitutionality of the proceedings, which 
will be inquired into. 

Now, let me ask the gentleman if it is his judgment that a law 
would be constitutional that permits variations in a written con- 
tract at the will of either party? 

Mr. HULICK. Emphatically no; and I think every lawyer 
here who has ever given any consideration to the subject would 
make that same declaration. It is in direct violation of a prin- 
ciple that we all recognize for the Government to undertake to 
change or vary the terms of a contract after it had been entered 
into. And this matter has gone up to the court of appeals from 
a decision rendered by the lower court. But would any gentle- 
man say on that appeal that any court of this country would 
decide differently from what the District court has already decided? 
They say that it is imperative that they should decide as they did, 
and the question goes up on the appeal, not only as to the constitu- 
tionality of the law, but as regards the question of interest-—— 

Mr. POWERS. If the gentleman will permit an interruption, 
I understand him to say that judgments have been rendered to 
the extent of some $800,000? 

Mr. HULICK. No, sir; $81,000, I think. 

Mr. POWERS. And the indebtedness, if it be an indebtedness, 
was against the District of Columbia before the act of union in 
1878, was it not? 

Mr. HULICK. It grew out of a contract that had been deter- 
mined by the court, and otherwise, between the Government and 
the claimants themselves, under the provisions of the act of 1895. 

Mr. MEREDITH. But the contracts were extended by the 
Commissioners, and in that way jurisdiction was obtained. 

Mr. HULICK. They were extended by the Commissioners of 
the District, that is true. 

Mr. PITNEY. Oh, no; not all of them. 

Mr. HULICK. No, not all of them; but a great many were. 
Those claims that had been incorporated in the judgment were 
extended by the Commissioners, and under the extension, under 
the act of 1895, they get the claims taken up, and then they come 
in and claim a judgment for the difference in money adjudicated 
and settled the case where the parties had received 3.65 bonds under 
the act of 1880, and sold the bonds for less than par. 
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but it is a considerable sum. And the claims have not only 
“landed,” as the gentleman says, if the act remains in for. 
hundreds of thousands of dollars more will be involved, ; 
understood in the hearings before the committee this m: 
that some $1,400,000 were involved in this question. 


of course. 


of the District have already paid their amount. The pr oo 
owners have been assessed, and they paid at what are known a 
‘** board rates.” 
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Mr. POWERS. I understand the point the gentleman is ; 


ing. My inquiry was whether it would not resultin landing | 
the Government of the United States one-half of an old de}: 
tracted by the District and due from the District before the a.: 
union was passed? 


Mr. HULICK. I do not know whether it was one-half or 


Mr. POWERS. And the people of the United States wil] 


to pay one-half of the total amount allowed? 


Mr. HULICK. The Government will have to pay its one jialr, 


Mr. MILNES. What! Out of the 3.65 bonds? 
Mr. MEREDITH. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, the ci; 


Mr. HULICK. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tep- 


nessee says not to repeal this law. We have a resolution |efore 
the Committee on the District of Columbia considering this yery 
matter. But let us settle this thing before the adjournment of 
Congress. It is late now in the session. Let us act now and 
untie the hands of the court, and if we desire to modify or ainen4 
it, giving the court equitable jurisdiction im the premises, that 
can be done. 


This act was passed without the approval of the Commissioners, 


as they told me nolonger ago than this morning. It does not meet 
their approval, and did not meet it at the time it was enacted, jut, 
on the contrary, it met their entire condemnation. They say that 
not only the District, but the Government is legally swindled out 
of a great amount of money if the bill remains on the statute 
books, and it ought to be repealed at this moment by the House, 


I yield back to the gentleman the remainder of the time. 

Mr. GROUT. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has thirty-five minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. GROUT. Will gentlemen on the other side occupy some 
time now? 

Mr. MEREDITH. I yield such time to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. i as he may desire to occupy. 

Mr. ABBOTT. r. Chairman, it happened to be my good for- 
tune or bad fortune to report this bill from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to this House in the Fifty-third Congress. | 
was simply the mouthpiece of the committee. The bill was under 
discussion there at several sessions of the committee, and after it 
had been agreed to—I believe unanimously by the committee—I 
was instructed to make the report. I made that report. 

When that bill came up for consideration in the House I was 


not present. Circumstances had compelled me to return to my 


home in Texas, and I was not here during the debate on the pas- 
sage of that bill. I do not know what took place on the floor of 
the House, and simply know that I acted on behalf of the com- 
mittee in making the report. 

The report is too long to be read in the short time that I have, 
but I founded every statement in that report upon a letter from 
the District Commissioners, which is printed in company with 
my report. That letteris here. It is signed by John W. Ross, 
District Commissioner, and addressed to the Hon. John T. Heard, 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
dated June 14, 1894. 

The report simply reiterates and restates the facts and the leg- 
islation of Congress upon the subject of these claims against the 
Government. 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes. 

Mr. HULICK. I want to set myself straight. I made the cec- 
laration here that this act was enacted without the approv.! of 
the Commissioners. Now, the gentleman states that this report 
was based upon a letter from the Commissioners. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes. 

Mr. HULICK. Approving it? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes. = 

Mr. HULICK. Now, one of the Commissioners told me t!'s 
morning that that was not all of the letter that was written by 
the Commissioners to the committee, but that a portion of it was 
left out; or if it was not that letter, it was some letter upon which 
the committee acted. 

Mr. ABBOTT. There may have been another letter. 

Mr. SHANNON. That is the Senate report which he refers to. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I will simply say that the whole of this lett«r 's 
printed, the District Commissioners to the contrary notwithst«:- 
ing. But I will corroborate the gentleman thus far—— 

Mr. PITNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to make an '- 
quiry? 


Mr. ABBOTT. Certainly. 
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Mr. PITNEY._ The point is this, if the gentleman will permit: | 


Since he reported this bill in the Fifty-third Congress, I should 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 


1539 


seek their advice and their counsel, but when I have to surrender 
the position I occupy as a representative of the people in order to 








like to call his attention to this fact, that the letter of the Commis- | listen to the District Commissioners, and say that I am but the 


‘one _ Heard, dated June 14, 1894, was in response to a 
sioners to Ma committee to the Commissioners of House bill 
3134 which had been introduced by the gentleman from Virginia 

Mr. MEREDITH]. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes. re 7 ; 

Mr. PITNEY. The Commissioners, in the letter published there, 
say that they returned a substitute bill containing certain safe- 
euards that the Meredith bill did not contain. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes, certainly; and I want to — the gentle- 
man right now that I hold that bill in my hand. e is anticipat- 
Nir, PITNEY. Will you permit me to ask you a question? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes, but not to make a speech. _ 

Mr. PITNEY. I can not ask my question until I state the 
“- ABBOTT. Ican not yield my time. | 

Mr. PITNEY. Very well; I will wait until I have my own time, 
and I hope the gentleman will remain here until the end of the dis- 
cussion, so that he may be present when I have the floor. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Very well. Iwanttostate, Mr. Chairman, that 
I hold in my hand the substitute bill offered by the Commissioners 
and the bill which I was instructed to report. 


Mr. ABBOTT, from the ge on the District of Columbia, reported 


a 
5 


the following bill in lieu of H. R. 7 


Now, if my friend will give me his attention, that is the bill 
which the Commissioners brought here. 

Mr. PITNEY. No. 7453 was? 

Mr. ABBOTT. No. 7453 was. Thatis the bill that they brought 
here. 

Mr. PITNEY. Yes. 

Mr. ABBOTT. And that is the bill they asked us to pass. 

Mr. PITNEY. Yes; because it contained certain safeguards 
mentioned in their letter. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Well, I have the bill here and will read it for 
the benefit of the committee. 

Mr. PITNEY. Why did not the committee report that bill, 
instead of reporting another bill which left out every safeguard? 

Mr. ABBOTT. 1 do not concur with you. Now, if the com- 
mittee will give me their attention, I will read the bill which the 
Commissioners themselves presented to us, and which they asked 
us to pass, and then in lieu of that the Committee on the District 
of Columbia directed me to recommend this bill. 

The bill which the Commissioners prepared and me our 
committee to pass and to present to this House is as follows: 

That in the adjudication of claims heretofore brought under the provisions 
of the act entitled “An act to provide for the settlement of all outstanding 
claims against the District of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction on the 
Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other purposes,”’ approved the l6th 
of June, 188)— 

I want my friend to listen to the provisions of this bill, so that 
he will understand the reasons why we reported a different bill— 
no sum in excess of the sum named in the written contract allowed by the 
late board of public works or the late board of audit of said District, and paid 


to said claimants for work done or materials furnished for said District at the 


rates established and allowed by said board of public works and known as 
“board rates” — 


I want you gentlemen to listen— 


and known as “ board rates,” shall be pleaded or allowed as a set-off or coun- 
terclaim against any claim for work done or materials provided for said Dis- 
trict so far as the prices allowed and paid were reasonable, just, and equitable. 
And in all cases where such set-off or counterclaim has been allowed against 
such claim, in cases heretofore brought as aforesaid, the ciaimant shall in 
such cases be entitled to a rehearing of his case. 


In the bill we not only provided to cut off these counterclaims, 
but prevented the board of audit and the Court of Claims from 
allowing a greater sum than that which had been allowed hereto- 
fore. We not only approved the bill, but we thought that under 
the provision in the District Committee bill they could come 
in here and before Congress and before the Court of Claims, and 


although they had been allowed “‘ board rates” they might in ad- | 


dition thereto make claims in addition to the contract price and 
in addition to the ** board rates;” and therefore we did cut that 
provision out of the bill. We did right; and neither the District 
Commissioners nor any member of the House can defend the 
measure the District Commissioners presented to us to pass. 

Now, I want, for one, to say that since I have had the honor to 
be a member of that committee I have not been governed by the 
District Commissioners. They are not the representatives of the 
people of this great nation. I have always been willing to hear 
their suggestions. I have always been willing to listen to their 
advice, because they are more familiar with the details of this 
city government than I am; but I have not surrendered to them 
the right to legislate for this country or the District of Columbia. 
I do not intend to surrender that righttothem. I have never yet 
passed or voted for a bill in the committee that I did not ask and 
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mouthpiece of that concern, I want to repudiate the idea, and I do 
it here. 

I want to say that if you will examine the report which I made 
in that case, and which is founded absolutely upon the report and 
upon the letter of Commissioner Ross, you will find I restated the 
facts substantially as he gave them in that letter. I gave further 
the history of the legislation upon this subject, showing that in 
1871, when the board of public works was created in this District, 
when this District was given a governor and a legislature—and 
subsequently the Congress of the United States in its wisdom 
repealed that form of government for the District and assumed 
control of it—these contracts had been made by the board of pub- 
lic works with hundreds and hundreds of contractors here who 
were improving and beautifying the streets of this grand city to an 
extent which Congress thought was extravagant, and therefore 
they took their jurisdiction and power away from them and con- 
fided it to Congress. These contracts were unexecuted. These 
contracts which had been made by the board of public works had 
not been executed at the time of this change in the government 
of the District of Columbia. What was to be done? Most of 
these contracts were renewed by the District Commissioners them- 
selves, and many of these contracts were entirely new. 

Let me call your attention to another fact—that during the 
existence of the board of public works the contract system had 
been altered more than once, and changes in the amount allowed 
for the improvement upon the streets of this city had been made. 
These contractors had to comply with the requirements of that 
board of public works, because they had the contractors directly 
in their power. Many of these contracts are shown not only by 
the evidence before the committee, but fully shown in the report 
which I made, to have been signed in blank. Hundreds and hun- 
dreds of these contracts that were made for the improvement of 
the city were signed by the contractors in blank, and in many 
cases the clerks never filled out the provision of the contract, but 
they were turned over under the change of government with- 
out any act upon the part of the board of public works or upon 
the part of anybody else representing the Government or the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. The question then came up as to what terms 
of settlement should be made. Existing contracts were outstand- 
ing. There was no measure of damages provided for in the con- 
tracts, because they were not existing legal contracts; yet many of 
these men went on fulfilling the undertakings they had entered 
into with the board of public works. When the change of gov- 
ernment came about, their contracts were not renewed, and the 
question was, how should the rights of those parties be settled? 

Now, the bill which the committee reported and which became 
alaw provided substantially that those contractorsshould be settled 
with at the rates which had obtained here under the old régime. 
The committee modified the bill so as to secure to the parties who 
had performed services for the District the same compensation 


which all others had received under the contract system. Thisis 
the sum and substance of that bill. 
Mr. HULICK. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Would 


the gentleman insist for a moment that if he had known the inter- 
pretation that was going to be given to that act by the Court of 
Claims he would have reported it? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I will say tothe gentleman that I would not 
have reported it. I donot believe that the Court of Claims has 
given to that law the proper interpretation. I stand on the floor 
as a lawyer—and I have been one all my life—and say to you, sir, 
that I do not concur in the judgment of the Court of Claims on 
that question; but the right of appeal exists, and if the Supreme 
Court of the United States ever passes upon the question, I pre- 
dict that it will not uphold the decision of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HULICK. But the gentleman recognizes the principle that 
as long as that decision stands it is the law? 

Mr. ABBOTT. No; because it is appealed from now. It is 
already suspended by an appeal. Every man has the right to ap- 
peal, and as long as that right exists there is nothing settled. 

Mr. HULICK. But many of the cases are not in court. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Well, if they are not in court, that is their 
fault,not mine. But to hold that the courts in any civilized land 
would set aside a written contract, where the parties are bound by 
the terms of the contract according to every principle of law—to 
hold that the court would set aside the contract and construe a 
statute to the benefit or to the detriment of a claimant, is not law 
and never will be law, and no court of respectability will ever 
sanction that view. 

Mr. HULICK. -I think the gentleman is right about that. But 
when there is a question raised about the meaning of the law, 
ought not we to make it so plain that there will be no question 
about the interpretation of it? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I will answer my friend in this way: I would 
not make it plain by such a proceeding as this—by an amendmensé 
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on an appropriation bill. 
the question. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 2 

Mr.GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. PITNEY]. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have unanimous 
consent that I may occupy fifteen minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I shall not object, provided we can have 
an understanding that if any gentleman on the other side desires 
five minutes additional time he shall have it. 

Mr. PITNEY. ‘There will be no objection to that. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, I see the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RicHarpDsoN] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
ABBotT] both present, and I hope they will do me the honor to 
remain until I have concluded my remarks. 

I want to say to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. ABBoTT] who 
has just taken his seat, that I have a very high admiration for his 
innocence, because, after all his years of life, after all his years of 
service in this House, after all his experience as a lawyer, he is 

10t able to detect a gross fraud when it is right under his nose. 
[| Laughter. ] 

The gentleman says the contracts were signed in blank. That 
is true. The gentleman says they were not signed until some 
time after the agreements were made. Thatistrue. When were 
they signed? The work in question was done without the scratch 
of a pen upon paper; done in violation of a statute which rendered 
it absolutely unlawful to have work done in that way, and after 
the work was done and paid for at unlawful and fraudulent rates, 
when the joint Congressional investigating committee, headed by 
Senator ALLISON, commenced its investigation of these affairs in 
the year 1874, they called on ‘‘ Boss” Shepherd to furnish copies 
of all these contracts. No such contracts had been made in writ- 
ing, and thé clerks in the departments of the District government 
were set to work scudding about the District to find these fraudu- 
lent jobbers who had fattened off the District treasury, to get 
them to sign contracts which should show an apparent compliance 
with the law, years after the work had been fully performed. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. PITNEY. Before the gentleman interrupts me, let me 
give him the evidence of that. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I donot require any evidence; I know that to 
be true. 

Mr. PITNEY. LIhope you do. If you do not, you have forgot- 
ten it, because I have the evidence of it here in a printed report 
headed by your name. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Admitting those facts, I now ask you this ques- 
tion: If this labor was performed without a written contract, 
although the law required a written contract, are you willing for 
that reason to deprive men of the quantum meruit that they 
would be entitled to? Are you willing to deny them justice? 

Mr. PITNEY. Everyone of them has had his quantum meruit. 
They had their legal remedy on their contracts. 

Mr. MILNES. What remedy did they have? 

Mr. PITNEY. They had aright of action under the original 
law against the District government, a legal right of action in the 
Supreme Court. But they were not satisfied with their legal right 
of action, and the act of 1874 was passed to create a board of audit, 
and it provided that they should have these same remedies which 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. MILNES] says they are now 
claiming. They were not only given these remedies by the act, 
but they have had them. They have had their suitsin court; they 
have had their judgments; they have had their money, 

Mr. MILNES rose. 

Mr. PITNEY. Iwillnot yield toan inquiry on the point which 
the gentleman wishes to bring up—the payment in bonds instead 
of money—untilI get toit. My time is short, and I want to an- 
swer the gentleman from Texas [Mr. ABBOTT]. 

That gentleman in his own report—Report 1659 of the Fifty- 
third Congress, third session—shows, I say, his entire innocence of 
the affairs of this world and his entire ignorance that the un- 
savory Shepherd régime ever existed in the city ef Washington, 
because he says—I do not know who prepared it for him—— 

Mr. ABBOTT. I will say to my friend that the report does not 
show my ignorance on that point; the report does show the exist- 
ence of ‘‘the Shepherd régime.” The gentleman, in the statement 
he now makes, shows his ignorance of what the report contains. 

Mr. PITNEY. Not at all—— 

Mr. ABBOTT. It would so appear, at any rate. 


Mr. PITNEY. Iam going on to remind the gentleman of what 
the report contains: 





I would come up like a man and face 





In a large number of cases where “ board rates * were allowed, the modifi- 
cation of the contract was made in writing, in conformity with the statute 
which required all such contracts to be in writing. 

That modification was made after the work was done. and was 
unlawful—absolutely prohibited by the organic act of 1871. Yet 
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those men have been paid. They have received the ‘board rates,” ! 


FEBRUARY - 





and are not among the class to be benefited by the act of is) 
But here is what the gentleman was getting at: : 


On account of the large number of contracts in existence and the i; 
eee of the improvements in progress, all these contracts w . 
made in due form, and after the work had progressed two or three yea 
gress, becoming dissatisfied with the extensive outlay of money, pro; 
investigation. Whenthis became known, the contract clerks in the 
the board of public works sought out a number of the contractors a 
them sign contracts in blank to be filled out at the Office at the regular 


rates.” 

Yes; irrespective of whether that had been the undersi 
between the parties or not; in spite of the fact that the u 
standing was contrary to that; in spite of the fact that th: i 
had taken work at prices below the board rates 

Mr. ABBOTT. Does the gentleman deny that the stat 
he has just read is a correct statement? Is not that a . 
statement? 

Mr. PITNEY. 
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I am reading the language and explainin 
Mr. ABBOTT. Iask whether it is not correct? 

Mr. PITNEY. Yes;and something more is correct. Th \° 
ment itself discloses the condition of rottenness that n 
peremptorily for the repeal of the act of 1895. It says: 

Through mistake upon the part of the clerks in the said office th. 
inserted in some of the contracts rates which had prevailed | 
“board rates” were finally established in place of the regular ** board 
under which these parties and all others doing similar work were 
out their contracts, and in accordance with which they had been ; 
time to time certain proportions of the amounts due to them. 

W hat does that really show? It shows that the “board ” 
were simply fraudulent increases of compensation in viola 
law, the rates being increased from time to time without any ¢») 
sideration paid by the contractors, and that the alleged c 
were mere fictions and shams, made out years after the work |) 
been done and the money paid; and the clerks who made out those 
contracts, for the purpose of dodging a Congressional iny: 
tion, could not in their hurry make the fictitious contracts aw 
with any of the surrounding evidence. The gentleman's report 
proceeds: 

These contracts were in printed form upon several separate s! 3 
paper, and were intended to be filled out with the regular “ board rates 

This was long after the work was done and paid for. 


Asa matter of fact, only the last sheet of these contracts was 
sented to or signed by the contractor, and even this was not done u 
years after the contract had actually been made and the work begu: 
some cases after the work was finished. 

Yes; and as a matter of fact, not merely was the last sheet only 
presented to or signed by the contractor, but no sheet at all was 
ever presented to or signed by any person or officer who had the 
power under the law to bind the District government. 

What is the history of this matter? Let me go over it a little, 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHaRDSON]—and | hope 
he is present—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam present. 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman from Tennessee said that 
only wanted to provide for just claims. I answer him—an 
evidence upon the statute books will sustain me—that there i 
bit of justice, of ity, or of decency in any one of these clai 

Mr. MEREDITH. That statement is contrary to the opini 
the Commissioners. 

Mr. PITNEY. It is not contrary to the opinion of the Commi 
sioners. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask my friend to yield a moment. I 
know that he does not intend-—— 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I rem 
ing? When I learn that I will decide about yielding. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Iam not prepared toname any claim that 
is just, but I will state—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. Pit- 
NEY] has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. PITNEY. I can not yield unless the gentleman wil! name 
some claim that is just. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam not prepared to do that, because I 
do not know the name of a single claimant; but I will say J 

Mr. PITNEY. I will yield to the gentleman, if the House will 
indulge me with a few minutes’ extension of my time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think it will do so. The gentlema 
makes a statement which I think is entirely too broad, becau 
the District Commissioners in their statement this mornins 
ceded that some of these claims might be just. I think that 1s 
conceded. ; 

Mr. PITNEY. I did not hear their statement this morning 
I have read the written statement of the Commissioners, |: 
June 14, 1894, and it does not so show to my mind. Mr. Comms 
sioner Truesdell appeared before the Committee on Rules yestel- 
day and said he had never made that admission. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. He has so testified before the comm''c? 
this morning. ‘ , 

Mr. MEREDITH. He made that admission this morning. 


re 


} 
ne 
4) 

i the 
ta 
ms 


f 


nof 


in- 














1897. 


. Mr. Commissioner Truesdell is simply a public 
Slr ting sooording to the best of his judgment—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ibelievethat. 

Mr. PITNEY. And when Mr. Commissioner Truesdell and 
Mr, Commissioner Ross sent that letter of June 14, 1894, assent- 
ing to this more innocent form of bill, they were unaware that 
the matter had been investigated by committees of Congress and 
two adverse reports made after full examination and hearing of 
™ = nRICHARDSON. I want to do justice to the Commissioners. 
I want to say that the Comumnissioners stated this morning, in direct 
reply to my question, that while some of these claims might be 
<nst. and but for the piling up of the enormous amount of claims, 
many of which are unjust, the present law might properly be con- 
tinued in force, yet, in view of all the circumstances, they would 
not now repeat the recommendation which they made in favor of 
the passage of any bill giving them relief. 

Mr. PITNEY. Iwas going to say—and I thank the gentleman 
for his frankness—that the Commissioners now state that so far 
as they made any recommendation it was based upon a complete 
misapprehension, and they now recommend the absolute and 
unconditional repeal of the act of 1895. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman from New Jersey allow 
me to ask him a question for information? 

Mr. PITNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. In the opinion of the gentleman from New 
Jersey, does the existing law provide for the payment of claims 
that are not just or legal? 

Mr. PITNEY. Yes, sir. The law puts an iron rule upon the 
Court of Claims, and makes it mandatory upon the court to do 
iniquity. It says that these men shall be allowed ‘board rates,” 
whether board rates were in contemplation of the parties at the 
time they entered into the agreement and did the work or not. 

Mr. BOATNER. You mean to say that it compels the Court of 
Claims to pay a rate different from the rate fixed in the contract? 

Mr. PITNEY. Absolutely so. And I am glad to have the 
gentleman from Louisiana aroused to the importance and the 
iniquity of thething. Iam going on to show that every man con- 
nected with the matter had his legal canals that every man had 
his equitable remedy, and every man has had his pay according 
to the terms of the contract, and many of them at rates over and 
above the contract rates. That occurred in this manner: That 
in case one man received a higher rate or a different rate from 
that paid to the others, and was placed on a different footing, 
then the men who had not been able to get such preferred rates 
would come in and make a claim for the difference between the 
amount of compensation they had received and the amount paid 
to the other contractors, and in many cases these claims were 


allowed and paid. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the proposed amendment provide a right 
of suit for whatever may be due to such parties? 

Mr. PITNEY. There is nothing due, and I am coming to that 
point shortly, and hope the gentleman will give me his attention. 
I trust the committee will pardon me if I have occasion to repeat 
a little of what I stated on the day before yesterday, when this 
matter was pending. 

The organic act—the original organic act of 187i—expressly pro- 
vided, by section 15, as follows: 

That the legislative assembly shall never 
pensation, fee, or allowance to any public officer, agent, servant, or con- 
tractor after service has been rendered or a contract made, nor authorize 
the ae of any claim or part thereof hereafter created against the Dis- 


trict under — contract or agreement made without — authority of 
law; and all such unauthorized agreements or contracts shall be null and void. 


: Mr. RICHARDSON. What is that the gentleman is reading 
rom? 

Mr. PITNEY. Iam reading from section 15 of the act of Feb- 
ruary 21, 1871, the original organic act. 

Section 87 of the same act provided for the creation of the board 
of public works, and provided that said board— 

Shall have entire control of, and make all regulations which they shall deem 
necessary for in repair, the streets, avenues, alleys, and sewers of 
the city, and all er works which may be intrusted to their charge by the 
legislative assembly or Congress. 

It also declared that— 

All contracts made < Ra said board of 


and shall be signed b parties making the same, and a copy thereof sha 
be filed in the office of the secretary of the District. 


_And said board of — works shall have no power to make contracts to 


ant or authorize extra com- 


ublic works shall be in writing, 


bind said District to the es of any sums of money except in pursuance 
boa) bropriations made by law, and not until such appropriations shall have 


Now, Mr, Chairman, the legislative assembly of the District of 
Columbia, under that act, appropriated $4,000,000 for street im- 
provements and inc = ere aa my and, in spite of the limitation 
of the law, the fraudulent contractors and jobbers, in and out of 
office, went ahead and made improvements for which they claimed 
$18,872,565.76, or more than $12,000,000 beyond the appropriation 
of $4,000,000. This had the effect of saddling on the District a 
debt of $20,000,000, largely for this unlawful work. 

Mr, BOATNER, the gentleman mean to state that an act 
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of Congress has been passed which directed or commanded the 
Court of Claims to give judgment for those parties at a certain 
rate, regardless of the amount of the contract? 

Mr. PITNEY. Absolutely and unquestionably so. That is 
the simple case. It is astounding, I know, but it is true. and we 
are here now seeking to repeal it. I do hope that the committee 
will be unanimous in its vote upon this question. 


The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. PITNEY. Lask an extension of ten minutes longer. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the extension of time 


requested by the gentleman from New Jersey? 
There was no objection, 


Mr. MEREDITH. Isuppose of course there will bo an equal 
extension of time on this side? 

Mr. PITNEY. Certainly; there will be no objection to that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, why were some of the contracts not in 
writing? Why was it that in violation of the express letter of the 


law some of these contracts were not in writing? On September 
1, 1871, the board of public works advertised for bids, and they 
got bids for the public works, but did not award a single contract 
to the lowest bidder; not one. They wiped outall bids at one sit- 
ting, and authorized certain favorite contractors to go on and do 
the work, stating to them—I do not know the words used—‘: Come 
around in a few days and we will fix it up under aspecial contract.” 
And even these very contracts, although in violation of the prin- 
ciple as well as the letter of the law, were held lawful in and of 
themselves when executed, and the work was performed under 
them and the money paid. 

But next, the contractors wanted compensation over and above 
the contract rate, on the ground that the board of works had 
passed a resolution to pay some one in excess of the 


contract, or 
had actually paid some other fellow more than they had received 
for doing the same work; and theseclaims were allowed, because 


the claimants established what they called a ‘‘ customary pay- 
ment,” and hence a “‘ board rate.” But in many cases there were 
no contracts made in writing at all. This was in vivlation of the 
law, of course. They went on and did the work, and the board of 
public works, orsome of its members, caused to be entered upon the 
minute book resolutions raising the price all over the city, irre- 
spective of whether the workmen required it or ought to have it, 
or whether it was just or not, a sweeping resolution, for instance, 
‘‘ that the price of excavation shall be 30 cents per yard.” They 
raised it again from time to time, and there is not an instance on 
record where they reduced the rate. But the customary board 
rate is now claimed, and is held by the Court of Claims, under this 
mandatory act of 1895, to be the highest rate that was allowed for 
any similar work. 

But how did these resolutions come upon the minutes? I read 
one of them to the House day before yesterday, and I have now 
alluded to its substance. The Allison investigation showed that 
there seldom or never wasa legally held meeting of the board of pub- 
lic works, with minutes lawfully entered and approved. The testi- 
mony of the clerk who kept the minutes was given before the Al- 
lison investigating committee, and ho says he simply entered the 
minutes according to the understanding of members of the board 
of public works as to what ought to be done. There never was 
such a honeycomb of iniquity in any city in the Union as that. 

Well, but these contractors, having done the work, had a right 
to sue the District on their contracts, written or oral. If oral, 
then they werein violation of thelaw; but even so, after the work 
was accepted by any lawful authority, they could recover the 
quantum meruit; that is, what it was reasonably worth. They 
availed themselves of that. But it was not necessary for them to 
do so, because during that time the officials were in sympathy 
with the contractors and paid them not only what their contracts 
allowed, butpaid them more. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], who I see is 
honoring me with his attention, was perhaps not present on the 
day before yesterday, when I gave that little sample case, ont of 
the numbers that are to be found here in the books, where a man 
solemnly agreed in writing to do certain grading, including haul- 
ing, at 20 cents per cubic yard. Afterwards the board of public 
works passed a resolution that grading should be paid for at the 
rate of 30 cents per cubic yard. He went and got the 30 cents, 
notwithstanding his contract. Afterwards they passed a resolu- 
tion or established a ‘‘ custom” that hauling should be paid for at 
15 cents a yard. 

Mr. PEARSON, Extra? 

Mr.PITNEY. They did not say extra, buthe collected it extra— 
15 cents per cubic yard for hauling 30,000 cubic yards. He re- 
ceipted for this in full June 2, 1873; and more than two years 
afterwards, after the board of public works had expired, and the 
work had been done and paid for and receipted for, he came be- 
fore the board of audit, created under the act of 1874—to which 
I shall further refer—and claimed and received pay at the rate of 
15 cents a cubic yard for the same dirt, because he had dumped 
his carts and let the dirt fall intothe canal at the end of his haul. 
That man’s claim is justified by the act of 1895. 
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Now, I say that originally these contractors, all of them, had 


their legal remedy in the supreme court of the District against | port, which a man could read in a few minutes, is this lancy 


the District government. But they did not want that. What 
they wanted was an equitable remedy. The law gave it to them, 
not only once, but twice. The act of June 20, 1874, was passed 
creating, by section 6, a board of audit ‘‘to examine and audit for 
settlement all the unfunded or floating debt of the District,” in- 
cluding the following: 

Fourthly, claims existing or hereafter created, for which no evidence of 
indebtedness has been issued, arising out of contracts, written or oral, made 
by the board of public works. 

That validated every one of those oral contracts, according to 
the proof by parol evidence, of the agreement actually made. 

Fifthly, claims for which no evidence of indebtedness has been issued, 
arising out of contracts, written or oral, made by or on behalf of the District 
of Columbia. 

That is, contracts subsequent to the abolishment of the board of 
public works. Theclaimants have therefore been given their day 
before the board of audit for these claims, whether they were in 
writing, according to the original act, or whether they were oral, 
in violation of the original act. They have had these claims 
allowed under that act, every one of them. 

3ut gentlemen say these men were paid in the 3.65 bonds, and 
that they were worth less than par. Gentlemen of the commit- 
tee, the act of 1874 was a pure gratuity to these men, and coupled 
with it was the condition that they should take the pay for these 
judgments, or the amount ascertained by the board of audit, in 
the 3.65 bonds. But the very same statute contained this clause: 

And the faith of the United Statesis hereby pledged that the United States 
will, by proper proportional — ypriations, as contemplated in this act, and 
by causing to be levied upon the property within said District such taxes as 
will provide the revenues necessary to pay the interest on said bonds as the 
same may become due and payable, and create a sinking fund for the pay- 
ment of the principal thereof at maturity. 

The bonds they took were backed by the credit of the United 
States Government, and to all intents and purposes were at least 
as good, if not better, than payment in the legal-tender money of 
the United States at that time in use. 

Under that provision hundreds of these claims—indeed. all of 
them—were reopened and settled at the equitable price, because it 
did not restrict the contractors to their legal remedy, and the men 
went forth from the board of audit with their money or their 
bonds. 

But still they appealed for further relief, and not being satisfied 
to go into the lawful tribunal, the supreme court of the District, 
they persuaded Congress to pass the act of 1880, enacting— 

That the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims is hereby extended to, and it 
shall have original legal and ant Jarman of, al auiene now existing 
against the District of Columbia arising out of contracts made by the late 
board of public works, and extensions thereof made by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, and such claims as have arisen out of contracts 
made by the District Commissioners since the passage of the act of June 20, 
1874, and of all claims for work done by the order or direction of the said Com- 
missioners and accepted by them for the use, purposes, or benefit of the said 
District of Columbia, and prior to the l4th day of March, 1876. 

This act provided that these judgments of the Court of Claims 
should be paid in the same 3.65 bonds; but in the meantime the 
act of 1878 had been passed—the present organic act—whereby 
the United States Government assumed those bonds and made 
them as good as gold, so that I have no doubt that in 1880 they 
sold at par. The act of 1880 was a pure gratuity to these men. 
Every one of them has availed himself of the benefit of it, for the 
act of 1895, which we are now proposing to repeal, by its terms 
applies only to the men who had such claims adjudicated in the 
Court of Claims under the act of 1880. 

Now, complaint is made that we are legislating on an appropri- 
ation bill. lundertake to say, gentlemen, that not in one case in 
a hundred where an act is passed by this House is there one-half so 
full an understanding of it by members as we have of this pro- 
posed amendment at the present time. The gentlemen of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia seem to be a little touched 
because the amendment was suggested by members of the Appro- 
priations Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, PITNEY. May I have five minutes more? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom New Jersey asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PITNEY. On the 16th of December, 1896, the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] says, a joint resolution to sus- 
pend the act of 1895 was sent to the District of Columbia Com- 
mittee by the District Commissioners, and shortly afterwards they 
sent to the committee an urgent letter in its favor. An urgent 
recommendation for the absolute repeal of the act is contained in 
the latest report of the auditor of the District of Columbia, made, 
it is true, to the Commissioners, but printed with their report and 
referred by them to Congress. I should suppose it ought to be 
examined, and has been examined, by those gentlemen who are in 
charge of the interests of the District of Columbia as members of 
that committee. 





ee 


In the auditor's report for 1896, on page 4, early in the litt! 


era 


I feel constrained to invite your attention to the act of February | 
providing for the payment tocontractors under the late board of public 
of the difference between the rates stipulated in their contracts and th, 
ule of pres afterwards adopted and known as “ board rates,” which is 
larly lacking in precautions for safeguarding the interests of the ¢; 
ment. The Commissioners are farhiliar with its history, and will d. 
recall their own earnest but unavailing efforts to engraft upon it, w) 
its way through Congress, such restrictions as, had they been enacted 
have lessened its power for evil and left no occasion for the criticisy, 

I feel impelled by a sense of duty now to make. a 


In that report, Mr. Chairman, the auditor called attenti 
two of the most flagrant cases out of all the old “jobs” y 
have been presented here under the guise of claims. I wil] pip; 
them in the RECORD, without consuming the time of the } 
to read them. 


~ 


As justifying this criticism, I mention two cases in point: 

During its incumbency the board of public works fixed the price a m 
time to time apportioned the work to be done among the various cont : 
of the city instead of letting to the lowest bidder, as the law now r - 
On one of these occasions, it is said, a contractor for a certain class 
provements, not satisfied with his allotment, represented that, having 
extensive plant and greatly superior facilities, he could afford to work 
than his competitors, and agreed that if the board, instead of parceliny +), 
work among them, would give it all to him in one large contract, }y i 
willingly take less than “board rates.’’ This offer was accepted a 
work given to him on his own terms, but years afterwards he set up a 
for the difference between his contract prices and * board rates.”. Th 
of Claims decided against him in 1887, holding as follows: 

‘The court orders, adjudges, and decrees that the contract betw: 
claimant and the defendant referred to in claimant’s petition * 
rectly and truly sets forth the understanding and intention of the part 
has not by accident, inadvertence, mistake, or clerical error failed to s: 
the same, and ought not to be reformed.” 

In the light of these facts it may seem incredible, and yet it is true. tha 


3 
contractor now claims the difference between the prices he agree | <8 
and “board rates,”’ and the referee —— by the court has r tly 
allowed him $70,272.50, amounting, with interest, to nearly $122,000. because 
the act of February 13, 1895, requires that in adjudicating claims whic} re 
prosecuted under the act of June 16, 1880, the Court of Claims shal! allow 
‘board rates.” 

The second case is that of a contractor who, having completed his work, 
received a full and final settlement therefor, but yeaee afterwards, averring 
that the certificates in which he was paid were so. 


d by him at less than their 
face value, he brought suit under the act of June 16, 1880, to recover tho dif- 
ference. The court held that as the sale was his own voluntary act, | i 
not the District, must lose the discount. The question of * board rates” did 
not enter into the case at all, for the reason that the contractor had received 
his quittance long before their establishment. Because, however, the act of 
February 13, 1895, declares that “board rates” shall be allowed to a 

tractors who sued under the act of June 16, 1380, this contractor now, revard 
less of the fact that his suit had no relation whatever to those rates, s»ts 
a claim therefor, and has been awarded by the referee $8,664.19, amount 
with interest, to nearly $15,900, and constituting an absolute gratuity for 
which no justification exists outside the technicalities of this unique statute. 

+ ” * 7 * * 


When this act was under consideration, Congress was advised that the 
claimants were few in number, and the amount involved about $70.4), but 
the docket of the Court of Claims shows 98 petitioners, whose claims aggre- 
gate $753,526.75, amounting with interest to $1,300,000. These figures are 
startling, but they are also official, and bring us face to face with an issue 
that must soon be met. For myself I do not hesitate to say that the 
proper solution of the question is the prompt and unconditional repeal! of t 
aw. 








But, again, the gentleman says that the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia do not know the circumstances of these claims. 
Why, I called attention yesterday to the fact that the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH], a member of the committee, 
introduced a bill in the Fifty-third Congress in one form and had 
it referred to the Commissioners, who reported it back with their 
letter of June 14, 1894, acquiescing, perhaps, in the passaze of 
some bill, but submitting safeguards which were absolutely nec- 
essary to protect the public interests. Yet the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. ABBOTT] who recently spoke reported from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia an entirely different }i!!, not 
only taking away all the safeguards, but making it mandatory 
upon the Court of Claims to do an inequitable thing. 

Yet now they say that the matter was entirely unknown to tle 
gentlemen of the Committee on the District of Columbia. How, 
then, did it happen that the day before yesterday, when my friend 
the distinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKErY | moved 
his amendment, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ricuakis.'s | 
was quickly on his feet, before the gentleman from Missouri ha 
given one word of explanation of the purpose of the amendment, 
to interpose the point of order? He did not doit by accident. «T 
by way of mere precaution, but he did it because the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. MerepiTH] had intended to do it, anc was 
temporarily absent. So the gentleman from Tennessee his 
explained it, in his remarks subsequently on the same day. 

If they did not know anything about the claims, why did the) 
not know something about them after all this time? Is it becaus 
they are so busy and so overburdened with work in the Commit: 
tee on the District of Columbia that they are unable to take uP 
and consider so urgent a case as this? : 

Mr. MEREDITH. I have been out and have just come in, ond 
did not catch what the gentleman said about “‘ the gentleman ‘10 
Virginia.” ‘Will you please repeat it? 
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Mr. PITNEY. I said that although the gentlemen of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Committee seem to be unaware of the merits or 
demerits of the proposition, they were careful to have a point of 
order opposed against the proposition. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I am responsible for the point of order, 
Mr. Chairman, and do not seek to shirk any responsibility in the 
main, PITNEY. Very well; I am glad the gentleman has the 
courage of his convictions. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Ihave that here or elsewhere. : 

Mr. PITNEY. Now,I have said enough. Gentlemen, it may 
be I show too much heat upon this question. But it seems to me 
that this is a matter which ought to arouse a little heat; and I am 
not going to apologize for the earnest interest 1 have taken in it. 
Gentlemen criticise the Committee on Appropriations for the in- 
terest they take in such matters, and sneeringly say that we seem 
to consider ourselves the special guardians of the public Treasury. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not a pleasant thing for the Committee on 
Appropriations to do. Do gentlemen suppose that it is any pleas- 
ure for us? The gentleman is very much mistaken if he thinks 
it is a pleasant duty to stand here and have to protest against such 

ings as this. 

— RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
oment? 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I believe we have a little time upon this 
side, and I would like the gentleman to yield me a minute. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I yield the gentleman a minute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
PitNEY] has made the insinuation, not a direct charge, that I was 
not frank when I said that I had not heard of this matter until the 
motion was made by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. ee 
to repeal this bill by this amendment. I stated to the Chair I ha 
not heard of it until a moment before, when the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH] called my attention to it. Now, does 
the gentleman mean to say that I was not entirely frank in that 
statement? 

Mr. PITNEY. Ido not think my language is such as to admit 
of that construction. I said that the point of order was not made 
accidentally, by way of general precaution, but was made at the 
request of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Istated that I had not heard of it until 
that moment. 

Mr. PITNEY. So I stated, on your authority. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thenthe gentleman makes no insinuation 
to the contrary? 

Mr. PITN EY. None at all. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman 
from New Jersey that I take the responsibility of making this 
point of order. I want to deal with the House frankly and hon- 
estly, and any criticism that the gentleman from New Jersey has 
to make upon me I am willing to hear, either in this Hall or else- 
where. I have acted in perfect good faith with the House, and 
when I stated this morning that the Committee on the District of 
Columbia was investigating this subject and that I had not known 
of it until yesterday, I stated the exact fact. I have been per- 
fectly frank with the gentleman from New Jersey and with the 
House, and any insinuations to the contrary are utterly without 
foundation. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have made no insinuation of 
any lack of frankness on the part of the gentleman from Virginia. 
I have simply given the gentleman credit for the utmost vigilance 
in attempting to prevent the repeal of this law. 

Mr. MEREDITH. And I give the gentleman from New Jersey 
credit for the utmost vigilance in appearing here, not as a law- 
maker, but as an advocate for the repeal of this law. 

Mr. PITNEY. For my position in advocacy of that repeal I do 
not apologize, If I have done anything in this House to be proud 
= it . at, and Ido not take it back, and I never will. [Ap- 
plause, 

Mr. MEREDITH. I do not ask the gentleman to take it back. 
I am proud of the position I have taken in this matter, because I 
think Iam right, and I do the gentleman from New Jersey the 
Justice of believing that he thinks he is right. Now I yield to 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. MILNEs]. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DaLzELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLat?, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment the following resolution: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
= Houses of Shall assemble in the Hall of the House of Represent- 
atives, on Wedn y, the 10th day of February, 1897, at 1 o’clock in the after- 
the pursuant to the coenaens of the Constitution and laws relating to 

© election of President and Vice-President of the United States, and the 
: resident of the Senate shall be the presiding officer; that two persons be 

inted tellers on the part of the Senate and two on the = of the House 
presentatives to make a list of the votes as they shall be declared; that 
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the result shall be delivered to the President of the Senate, who 


shall an- 
nounce the state of the vote and the persons elected to the two Houses assem- 
bled as aforesaid, which shall be deemed a declaration of the persons elected 
President and Vice-President of the United States, and, together with a list 


of the votes, be entered on the Journals of the two Houses. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 8886) for the relief of Hiram T. 
Corum and Silas W. Davis, of Oregon. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses onthe amendment of the House tothe bill (S. 2129) 
granting an increase of pension to Annie E. Nolan. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (S. 1722) to approve and ratify the construction 
of a bridge across the Sulphur River, in the State of Arkansas, 
by the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill (S. 1624) to quiet title and possession with respect to cer- 
tain unconfirmed and located private land claims in the State of 
Louisiana; and 

A bill (S. 361) for the relief of Silas P. Keller. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee again resumed its session. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, [amin fullsympathy with what 
this amendment is trying to do—that is, to protect the Treasury of 
the United States of America—but I do believe that this is a con- 
temptible way to doit. I believe that if the Committe on Ap- 
propriations had devoted one hundredth part of the time they have 
occupied upon this floor in discussing this measure to bringing it 
to the attention of the Committee on the District of Columbia, a 
resolution would have been reported by that committee months 
ago, and would have passed here by unanimous consent, settling 
the whole question. Together with the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. RICHARDSON], as amember of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, I never heard of this matter until it came up upon 
this floor. It is true that there wasa resolution in our committee 
providing for the repeal of this law, but, like scores of other reso- 
lutions and bills, it never was considered or reached by the com- 
mittee, because, as every gentleman knows, a great many bills and 
resolutions are never reached unless they are called up by some- 
—— who desires to have them considered and passed. Thatistrue 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia, and I presume that 
the same is true of almost every committee in this House. 

Now, as to what the gentleman from New Jersey has said with 
regard to theold board which controlled the District of Columbia 
previous to 1874, 1 think he has .probably stated the truth. I 
believe, Mr. Chairman, that much worse things could be said of 
them than anything the gentleman from New Jersey has said. 
They were a board that did business outside of the law, but, be- 
cause the board did that is surely no reason why innocent men 
who performed work for the District of Columbia should not be 
paid for their work. I desire now to call attention to a fact—— 

Mr. BOATNER.. Will the gentleman permit a question right 
there? 

Mr. MILNES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOATNER. It has been said by the gentleman from New 
Jersey that if this law be repealed there will still be, as there was 
before the law was enacted, an ample remedy in the courts of the 
District for the enforcement of any legal or equitable claims that 
may exist against the District government. Does the gentleman 
from Michigan concur in that view? 

Mr. MILNES. I will come to thatina moment. These men 
had the right to go into court on certain contracts said to have 
been signed by them, but those contracts were signed in blank 
and the men were working under another provision, made by a 
resolution of the board of control. 

Mr. PITNEY. Does not the gentleman remember that so far 
as those contracts were signed in blank they were signed years 
after the work was done, and that the oral contracts were vali- 
dated by the act of 1874. 

Mr. MILNES. Ido not know when those contracts were signed; 
but, as I was saying when interrupted, I know that worse things 
might have been said of that old board than anything that has 
been said by the gentleman from New Jersey, because I remem- 
ber that during the period of their power that board took a hun- 
dred men, in thedead of the night, and toredown a public marketin 
the District of Columbia which was occupied by three or four hun- 
dred market men, who had paid their ground rent and paid their 
license fees. I remember that between daylight and dark that 
building was absolutely pulled down and every dollar’s worth of 
property in it was destroyed. Yea, not only was property de- 
stroyed, but two men were killed. All that was done, and yet. 
from that day to this not a single dollar has ever been paid to the 
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men who suffered the destruction of their property, and my friend 
from New Jersey might say that they, too, had a right to go into 
court. 


But what are the facts as we understand them? As I said a 
moment ago, I never heard of this case until yesterday. But. 
althouch the law required this board to let this work by contract, 
they went on outside of the law and let it without any contracts. 
‘They passed a resolution which declared a certain price for remoy- 


ing dri; they passed a resolution fixing a price for certain kinds 
of mason work. Then they went on and employed these men to 
do this work. Under these resolutions, and without any contract, 
these men went on in the performance of that work. But when 
Congress came to investigate the transactions of this board, what 
then happened? This old board of public works immediately be- 
gan to ‘hustle around”—began to place contracts before these 
men who were doing the work—— 

Mr. PITNEY. Who had done the work. 

Mr. MILNES. Who had done some of the work—not all of it— 
not even any very great portion of it. But the board said to these 
men, ‘‘We have got into a hole; you must sign these contracts.” 
And they did sign those contracts in blank; and when those con- 
tracts were filled out, they were filled out not at the board rates—— 

Mr. BOATNER. At this point will the gentleman permit a 
question? Did these contractors, the parties who did the work 
for the District, have an adequate remedy in any court of the Dis- 
trict for the enforcement of whatever rights they may have had? 

Mr. MILNES. Yes; under the contracts which they had signed 
in blank and which had been filled out at rates other than those 
which they understood they were to receive. 

Mr. BOATNER. If they did have an adequate remedy, and if 
that remedy still exists, what hardship or injustice is done to them 
‘by the repeal of a law which directs a decree in their favor for an 
amount different from what they contracted to receive? 

Mr. MILNES. I said that these men went on and did the work 
under resolutions passed by the board of public works fixing prices— 
for instance, 30 cents per yard for removing dirt—and withoutany 
contract whatever. They were obliged afterwards to come in and 
sign contracts in blank. And when thosecontracts were filled out, 
instead of being filled out at 30 cents per yard for removing dirt, 
they were filled out at 20 cents per yard. 

Mr. HULICK. Is it not true that they not only had the right 
to go into court originally, but that most of these claimants did 
go into court and have their rights adjudicated, and that their 
claims were paid out in bonds, as provided by the statute of 1880? 

Mr. MILNES. Paid at the rate which appeared in contracts 
which they had signed in blank and which were filled out ata 
different figure from that at which they undertook to do the work. 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman is mistaken about that entirely. 

Mr. MILNES. That is the information which the committee 
got this morning. 

Mr. HULICK. Is it not true that the parties did go into court 
and have their rights adjudicated, and that now the act of 1895, 
which is sought to be repealed-—— 

Mr. MILNES. Ican not yield for so long a question. 
tleman has had his own time. 

Mr. BOATNER. Iam asking my question for information. 

Mr. MILNES. Isayto the gentleman from Louisiana that these 
parties did have the right to go into court, and that some of them 
did so; but, as I understand from information which we received 
this morning in committee, they were held strictly to the written 
contracts which had been signed by them in blank. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman state that those contracts 
were filled up for less amounts than those at which the work had 
been undertaken? 

Mr. MILNES. That is the information of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. Whether that be true or not I do not 
know; but that is the information that we were allowed to get in 
the short time that we were permitted to investigate the question 
thismorning. We have had only a couple of hours to investigate 
the whole question. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Was settlement made, so faras made 
at all, wpon the basis of the contract figure? 

Mr. MILNES. At the contract figure in those contracts which 
were signed in blank. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Then are not the parties estopped 
from repudiating the figure stipulated in the contract, unless they 
repudiate the contract altogether? 

Mr. MILNES. That would have been so if this act had not 
been passed by Congress. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. They have the right to collect dam- 
ages upon the quantum meruit. 

Mr. MILNES. They have a right under existing law to go be- 
fore the Court of Claims and collect the difference between the 
price named in the written contract and the price fixed by the 
resolution of the board of public works. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Then is not the court the proper 
place for them? 


The gen- 
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Mr. MILNES. Certainly itis. Butit is now proposed nea 
that law. That is what we are fighting over. porepeal 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. They have had their day in court 

Mr. MILNES. Itis proposed here by an amendment to an an. 
propriation bill to repeal the law allowing them to recover {}; 3 
difference. This amendment not only attempts to repeal the ex. 
isting law on this subject, but it goes further and says: 

a. no judgments heretofore rendered in pursuance of said act sha) be 
paid. 

It proposes not only to repeal the law and say you shall not » 
before the Court of Claims any more, but it goes even furthe 
than that and says that any judgment heretofore rendered by +) 
Court — Claims shall not & paid, no matter how just the ¢ 
may be. 

Much has been said, Mr. Chairman, of the enormity of 4 
amount of the claims involved. But I contend, sir, here, thai 
claim is a just one, if the Government owes the claimant, it 
debt is justly due, no matter how much the amount. it makes 
shade of difference. The — established by the Hou 
simply this: Is the claim just and proper? Does the Governmen 
owe the man acertain sum? If it does owe him, it should be paid 
just as any honest man would pay his own individual debts 

Again, the claims are not so enormous as the gentleman from 
New Jersey would leave us to understand. It is true that about 
$800,000 in round figures have been presented. Over $400,(\()) 
these have been adjudicated by the Court of Claims, and on! 
that $400,000 more than four-fifths have been rejected and (j 
missed by the court, leaving only about $80,000 allowed. Of the 
$400,000 now before the court, as stated by the attorneys of the 
United States before the Committee of the District of Columbia 
to-day, a very large proportion is for the difference in the price of 
the bonds in which the contractors were paid and the prices at 
which they were compelled to be sold—that is, the difference | 





— 


or 


rta2aoodrf o 
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tween their selling price and their par value. But the courts 
have decided this question, that that can not be taken into con- 
sideration, and that dismisses a large amount of the pending 
claims. 

Under the law as it stands, I am opposed to it; and, if I could 


do nothing better, I would vote for the entire repeal of the law. 
But in my judgment it should not be repealed in this way. In 
my judgment it should be amended, and with such safeguards 
thrown around it as will protect the United States of America 
and do justice to every individual citizen. 

Mr. MEREDITH. ill the gentleman from Vermont proceed 
now to consume the remainder of his time? 

Mr. GROUT. We propose to close the debate on this side. If 
the gentlemen wish to occupy further time, 1 hope they wil! pro- 
ceed now. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I will yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. ABBOTT]. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Chairman, I would not rise to address th 
committee again but for the fact that the gentleman from \ 
Jersey [Mr. Prrney], when occupying the floor a few moment 
ago, saw proper to accuse the District Committee, and mys 
especially, of being extremely innocent and entirely ignorant 
regard to the affairs of the District and the affairs of the country 
as involved in the pending proposition. Of course I regard such 
charges as they should be regarded, coming from the source they 
do. I hurl back to the gentleman the statement that his stupidity 
is so intense that he can not comprehend or understand the report 
I made in this case. He took it for granted that I was relating in 
the report I made to this Congress my views of the controversy, 
when I was simply stating the facts—simply reiterating that which 
had been stated by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 
He took it for granted, as he could not discriminate between the 
recitation of the facts and my own position, that I was giving in 
the report my own views. 

I want to say to the committee and to the gentleman that I was 
not responsible for the legislation which gave rise to these claims. 
I was not then a member of Congress. 1 was not responsible for 
any of that legislation; and the tleman attributed to me igno- 
rance because I simply recited the facts of the legislation that had 
been had in the past. i. 

He recites facts for which, and I do not make the assertion 12 
any offensive sense, his party was responsible and not mine. 
was not responsible, I repeat, for any of this legislation that led 
to the causes which gave rise to these claims, and these claims, 
whether they are just or unjust, do not present a question for me 
to pass upon. st a 

On the strength of the report of the District Commissioners, ‘1° 
committee—not I, but the committee—substituted a bill which 
resulted in the legislation of 1895, and I was requested by te 
chairman to make the report. That is my whole connection wit 
the matter; and the my pe of the gentleman from New Jers°y 


rato 


5 


could not comprehend the position I occupied as a mere mem!T 
of the committee, ing the action of the committee upon the 
proposition, and undertaking in any way to state my ow? 
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views upon it, which has induced him to assert that I was acting 
from innocence or ignorance of the fact. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MEREDITH. I willyield to the gentleman another minute. 
Mr. ABBOTT. Clear out your own mind; remove the clouds 
that hover over your own mind like a pall; clear them away and 
let the bright sunshine of God Almighty enter that brain once, 
and I will be satisfied. 


New Jersey [Mr. McEwan |. | 
Mr. McEWAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to amend the pending 


eraph, as follows: 


And no judgment heretofore rendered in pursuance of said act shall be 
paid. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New Jersey. 


The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. McEWAN. Mr. Chairman, conceding all that has been 
said about the iniquity of these claims, I yet say that the most im- 
portant part of this discussion has not been referred to at all. To 
allow these words to remain in this resolution is to make a conflict 
between the legislative and the judicial branches of this Govern- 
ment. The amount involved is but $70,000, as Iam told; only 
that amount has gone to judgment; and it seems to me that we 
might very well strike out those words in order to avoid starting 
on a road that will ultimately bring the legislative branch into 
conflict with the judicial. There is no justification whatever for 
doing this. 


It will end in allowing the legislative branch to co- | 
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erce the judiciary. From the foundation of the Government tv | 


the present time I know of no action in any legislative body such 
as that which is sought to be accomplished here. The proper way, 
probably, is to pass this entire resolution with the exception of 
those words. I expected that some of the great constitutional 
lawyers of this body would dwell upon the importance of striking 
out these words. 


branches of the Government. 

Mr. PITNEY. If the gentleman will recall the history of the 
case, he will remember that there is no conflict between the legis- 
lative and judicial branches ofthe Government. Thesame Court 
of Claims has given its decree that there is neither law nor jus- 
tice nor equity in these claims. That court would not have given 
a different decree if Congress had not arbitrarily commanded 
them to do injustice. Now, we ought to wipe out the whole 
thing. 

Mr. McEWAN. 
branch of this matter at all except the one that here is a conflict 
between the legislative and the judicial officers of this Govern- 
ment, and that should not be. I see a gentleman for whom I 
have the greatest respect shaking his head, but I tell you this is 
the beginning of the time when the legislature can coerce the 
judiciary. e ought to have those words stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MEREDITH. lLask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be allowed five minutes more time. 

Mr. McEWAN. I have said all that I want tosay. I merely 
want to urge the point that this is very dangerous legislation, and 
I want to go on record as protesting against it. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I 
remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN, 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to my friend 
from New Jersey [Mr. Prrney], who has talked about my con- 
nection with this case, that I assume the responsibility. I made 
the objection to the amendment which was offered, and if the 


gentleman is proud of his position, I am also proud of the posi- | 


tion that I have taken here, because I believe that I am right; and 
I want to say to the gentleman—who I see is throwing kisses at 
me now, so that I can not say what I intended to say—that I con- 
sider that the committee to which I belong have acted in good 
faith, and with as much honesty and as much sincerity as the 
committee to which the gentleman belongs, who has, I must say 
m conclusion, appeared here as the advocate and not as the law- 
maker, in my judgment. 

Mr, GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I have had some knowledge of 
these claims for the last twelve years. I was assigned to duty on 


the Committee on the District of Columbia in the Forty-ninth | 


Congress, and served on that committee through that Congress, the 
Fiftieth, and the Fifty-first. Im the Fifty-first I had the honor to 


bechairman of thatcommittee. In the Forty-ninth Congressthese | 


claims were presented. They reappeared in the Fiftieth Congress 
and in the Fift Distr fire 


Congress took especial pains to investigate these claims. I pre- 
sume they had been before the committee prior to the Forty-ninth 


Co but there had been no report by the committee before | amount claimed. 


I do beseech you all not to start upon this path. | 
Think well before you make this conflict between coordinate | 


Mr. Chairman, I not care to discuss any | 


The gentleman has one minute remaining. | 


ifty-first. The District Committee of the Fifty-first | 


i 








, | committee, and it was decided, after a thorough investig: 
Mr. MEREDITH. [I yield three minutes to the gentleman from | 


|} upon by that subcommittee for informa 
resolution by striking out the words in the next to the last para- | 


I 


There is a subcommittee of that committee known as the judi- 
ciary subcommittee, which is ordinarily composed of the chair- 
man and one Republican and one Democrat. Mr. THEopore E. 
BURTON, the gentleman who then represented the Cleveland dis- 
trict of Ohio, and who now represents that district—and I am 
sorry he is not present—was the Republican member of that sub- 
committee with the chairman. These claims went to that sub- 

tigation, to 
It seems by the letter of the auditor, dated 








report against them. 


| May 29, 1892, that as early as January 16, 1890, he was called 


tion concerning these 

claims, which was furnished by the Commissioners. But not 

| being satisfied with that report, there being only a rough mate 

of the total amount, on the 9th day of January, 1891, the Com- 

missioners were called upon by that committee for a fic 

statement of the names of the persons and companies with which 
the contracts were made and the amount claimed by each. 

The auditor furnished a statement to the committee, under date 

of January 9, returning the reply on the same day. Im that he 


made an estimate of $57.070 as the amount called for by all 


claimants, giving a list of their names, which I will not stop to 
read. But it seems this was not all that the committee had heard 
of. The committee in their report, written by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BurTON], which is printed in the volume ne- 
ports of the House of Representatives for the second session of the 
Fifty-first Congress, say that other claims still have come to their 
knowledge. I remember the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia in the Fifty-first Congress were satisfied that the District 


office did not have full information as to the number of claimants 


nor the amount claimed. We, at all events, decided to report 
against them, and determined to present the matter fully and ex- 


haustively to the House. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] was authorized to draw 
the report. Im doing so, he recited by name the different claim- 
ants named in the bill. There were eight of them in that bill, but 
it seems from the report that there were outside a large number 
asking for a general bill, sothat they might be included also. All 
the claims named in the bill are carefully reviewed in the report. 
One was in favor of Andrew Gleeson. . He was the first in the list. 
I can not stop to read the full report, but his claim was found by 
the committee to be utterly without equity or justice. Nev 
less, I find in the list of judgments already rendered under the 
law which this amendment proposes to repeal, one in favor of 
Andrew Gleeson for $7,695. 

I will ask at the close of my remarks to have this report printed 
in full; and will now stop to read from it only here and there a 
sentence. In that report in the Fifty-first Congress the com- 
mittee said: 


a} 
Trhe- 


The second claim, that of Peter P. Little, administrator of Michael Shiner, 
against the District of Columbia, seems to us to have no possible. | 3s of 
equity. 

That report shows that it had been rejected by the Court of 
Claims; and this was the language used by Chief Justice Drake 
in delivering the opinion: 

We are not able to discover any foundation for suchaclaim. | act 


in the case is against it. The grading was all done before clai 
tracts were canceled, and at a time when there was not the least 
claiming it to have been done under any other contracts 

The order of January 22, 1872, increasing the rates for grading, was not 
retrospective in its operation; did not refer to contracts pr 


wing ) 
viousiy « red 
into on other rates; did not mention Shiner or his contracts. 


As I say, the Court of Claims had rejected this claim in the for 
going very strong language, and yet I see in this list of judgments 
already rendered Peter Little is allowed $1,275.80 under the 
vision in the law of 1895 directing the court to allow the } 
rates. 


pro- 


oard 


[ also find in this report of the District Committee in the Fifty- 
first Congress a description of the claims of Owen O’Hara, Frank 
H. Finley, William Schooler, John J. Shipman, and of one Lips- 


comb, whose Christian name does not appear in the report, and on 
turning to the list of claimants now before the Court of Claims 


under this law I find all these names pushing in that court for this 
arbitrary allowance of 30 cents per yard, though their contract 
was to do the work for 20 cents per yard. 

Mr. Chairman, let it be remembered that these men have all 


ence -had their day in court; all had a chance to establish thei 


rb] 1eir 
claims and recover every cent they were entitled to under their 
contracts. This was expressly so declared in Gleeson’s case by 


Chief Justice Drake, and the others are precisely like this one. 

But now, under this law of 1895, directing the court to allow 
30 cents a yard for grading, these men reappear before the Court 
of Claims, and two of them have actually obtained judgments for 
considerable sums. 

Now, let me refer for a moment to three certain letters of 
the auditor. There is in his last letter, the one of May, 1892, a 
revision of his former statements as to number of claimants and 
He says those statements were made upon the 
authority of a trusted clerk in his office of the name of Donovan, 
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I think; that he trusted implicitly on him for the information, he 
having been long familiar with them. But in this letter of May, 
1892. to the Senate committee, he says he wishes entirely to recall 
those former statements as not being correct. Those former let- 
ters were the ones he sent the District Committee in the Fifty- 
first Congress. In this letter of the auditor in 1892 he refers to 
the Burton report as an exhaustive presentation of the matter, 
and Mr. McMILLAN, in reporting against these claims in the Sen- 
ate in the Fifty-second Congress, incorporates the Burton report 
into his as the substantial ground for disallowing them. 

Mr. Chairman, I said at the outset that I would not be in favor 
of repealing an act of Congress upon an appropriation bill if I were 
not entirely satisfied that the act ought never to have been passed 
in the first place. In this case the act certainly never ought to 
have been passed. Another point, Mr. Chairman, is that it was 
not fully considered by the House when it was passed. It went 
through in one of those peaceful, but active hours when the courtesy 
of unanimous censent prevails and all are happy but those who fail 
of recognition. We are told that ‘‘Senatorial courtesy ” exists at 
the other end of the Capitol,and when “ unanimous consents” are 
onin this Hall, Representative courtesy prevails here, and we do not 
generally inquire very carefully as to the merits of the measures 
presented. It seems that in this case the gentleman from Texas, 
Governor SAYERS, thought there might be something amiss in 
the bill and inquired about it, but was quieted by the replies he 
received. The bill was passed inmyabsence. If I had been pres- 
ent, I am quite certain that I should have recognized these old 
claims which the District Committee in the Fifty-first Congress 
had tried to bury, and supposed they had buried beyond resurrec- 
tion. 1 feel sure if I had been present,1 should have recognized 
these old acquaintances, though it is true no names were given in 
the bill of 1895. 

Mr. Chairman, it is said that the District Commissioners rec- 
ommended the bill that became alawin 1895. Ihave been allowed 
to see a copy of the bill which they did approve and their letter of 
recommendation sent to the committee in the Fifty-third Con- 
gress. In that letter the Commissioners do not expressly recom- 
mend any bill. They say they send a draft of a bill, and that if it 
is passed these claims can be settled, and that no appropriation to 
pay them will be necessary, because they will settle themselves by 
certain offsets that should be allowed against them, which I have 
no time to describe in full. 

Mr. WATSON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WATSON. I understand you to say now that in your opin- 
ion the bill which passed the Fifty-third Congress, and under 
which suits were brought and judgments obtained in the Court of 
Claims, was an absolute fraud upon the Congress of the country. 

Mr. GROUT. No; I do not mean to say that anybody intended 
to practice fraud. The District Committee has a world of work to 
perform, as I know from my own experience as a member of it. 

The members of that committee can not examine every proposi- 
tion as fully as they would desire. [am not imputing any dis- 
honorable motives or acts to the District Committee, but it was 
evidently a mistake for them to report that bill. To-day I asked 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. ABBoTT] who reported the bill 
whether he would have reported it if he had had knowledge of the 
report of the District Committee in the Fifty-first Congress, and 
he said frankly he would not. Why, Mr. Chairman, if the gen- 
tlemen of the committee had had that report before them, I know 
they would never have reported the bill that it is now proposed to 
repeal. I am sure they would not, for it would have set them to 
looking into the matter, and I believe investigation would have 
decided them against it. 

Mr. WATSON. Another question. Suppose, now, that under 
that law which was passed by the Fifty-third Congress some man 
went into court and obtained a judgment, a meritorious one—— 

Mr. GROUT (interposing). Ido not think any of them were 
meritorious—not intrinsically meritorious—but of course, under 
the law of 1895, they had at least a legal standing. 

Mr. PITNEY. All the meritorious claims had been adjudicated 
before and paid. 

Mr. GROUT. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that in the light of 
the full history of these claims there is not a meritorious one 
among them; not one. It has been said the Commissioners rec- 
ommended them as proper to be allowed. That claim is fully 
disposed of by the Commissioners in their letter to the Senate, 
dated February 4, 1893, upon which Senator FAULKNER’S report 
was made, and which has been seen here on the floor by certain 
members. They say in that letter: 

, With reference to yqur inquiry whether, in the judgment of the Commis 
sioners, the proposed legislation should be enacted, the Commissioners have 


to state that if the equities are considered some careful remedial legislation 

= - proper. At law the claimants have had their day in court and been 
eTeated. 

That is the strongest recommendation of the Commissioners that 

I have been able to find. And everbody knows that it will never 

answer to go back and dig up stale claims which have either been 


| adjudicated or at least have had opportunity for adjudication, and 
| then talk about the equities of such a proceeding. 
Mr. WATSON. Now, let me finish my question. 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. WATSON. When interrupted, I was about to put this 
question: Suppose that under the act passed by the Fifty-third 
Congress judgments had been obtained, meritorious ones; does the 
gentleman think that we now ought to provide in this bill that 
those judgments shall not be paid? 

Mr. GROUT. If they were really meritorious judgments, of 
course not; but the trouble is they are not meritorious judy- 
ments 


, Mr. WATSON, One other question. There is a large num- 
per——— 

Mr.GROUT. Will the gentleman let me answer his question? 

Mr. WATSON. You have answered it. 

Mr. GROUT. No. sir. 

Mr. WATSON. You have answered it satisfactorily to me. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I deny that a single meritorious 
judgment has been rendered under this act. If you take the act 
as a just and proper one, some of the judgments rendered under 
it might be considered as meritorious under the act. The trouble 
is not so much with the judgments as with the act under which: 
they are rendered. These claimants all had their day in court, 
all had an opportunity to appear and present their claims to the 
Court of Claims and to the board of audit and to have every 
equitable right there considered, and they failed to present then, 
or, when they were presented, the decision was against them. Then 
they got a law passed—the law of 1895—which gave them a rigiit 
of action where they had no right before. Now, who can fairly 
talk about a meritorious judgment under such a law? Both the 
law and the judgment are tainted with injustice—injustice to the 
people who have to pay judgments that had no cause of action on 
which to rest until one was created by statute twenty-four years 
after any just and meritorious cause of action could have accrued. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does this amendment propose to invalidate 
judgments already rendered by the Court of Claims? 
| A MemBer. AsI understand it, it does; and says, practically, 

we will not pay any of the judgments that have been rendered 
under it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me say to the gentleman it does not. It 
simply vacates pending proceedings, recognizing the distinction 
between a proceeding and a judgment. 

A MEMBER. Is not that the same thing? 

Mr. BAILEY. It may have the same effect practically, but 
Congress has no power to invalidate a judgment of a court. 

Mr. BOATNER. My next question is this: Is it the opinion of 
the gentleman that we can lawfully and rightfully destroy the 
legal effect of any judgment which has been rendered in accord- 
ance with law? 

Mr. MEREDITH. This amendment undertakes to do that. 

Mr. GROUT. If the amendmentis unconstitutional, the court 
will, of course, have authority to set aside the act to the extent of 
its interference withthe judgments. The repeal of this law would 
not in strict terms invalidate the judgment, but it would provide 
authority for refusing to appropriate the public money in pay- 
ment of it. There has already been $63,000 paid on these claims, 
and I think it high time further rman should be stopped. 
Sixty-three thousand dollars already paid, and how much lies 
beyond no man can tell. The auditor in his letter of 1892 to the 
Commissioners, to be sent to the Senate committee, said very pru- 
dently that he would not undertake to venture upon that field of 
wild conjecture. He had trusted his accountant and clerk to do 
so and had twice confidingly signed estimates which he found 
utterly unreliable and which he then recalled, saying, ‘“‘ No one 
knows what it will amount to.” He then made a personal exami- 
nation of these claims and became satisfied that they had no merit 
and ought not to be paid, as expressly stated in that letter. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, [ desire to yield five minutes to the gent!e- 
man from Missouri [Mr. DocKERyY] to close the debate. 

Mr. BOATNER. Before the gentleman takes his seat, I trust 
he will answer this question, which I am asking for information. 
because [ want to understand what the real effect of this propose 
legislation is. Is it proposed by this legislation to deny to parties 
who have obtained judgments under the law the remedies which 
that law gave them? In other words, does this amendment p':- 

ose to operate retroactively and to invalidate judgments whic)! 
sone been rendered in accordance with the provisions of existin4 


ED 








law? 

Mr. GROUT. I have already answered the gentleman as fu!'y 
asIcan. I call for the reading of the amendment, which w''! 
best explain the matter. That will show that we do not propose 
to make any further payments on the judgments rendered und:r 
that law. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the act eqgeovel February 13, 1895, entitled ‘‘An act to amend 42 
act entitled ‘An act to provide for the settlement of all outstanding claims 
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against the District of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction upon the Court | 


ot Claims to hear the same, and for other purposes,’ approved June 16, 1880, 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed. ; 

‘And all proceedings pending shall be vacated, and no judgment heretofore 
rendered in pursuance of said act shall be paid. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dock- 
ERY] is entitled to the floor for five minutes. ; 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, this question has been so 
thoroughly and ably discussed that I do not propose to detain the 
Committee of the Whole ; 

Mr. MEREDITH. Before the gentleman from Missouri pro- 
ceeds further, 1 ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BoaTNER] be allowed to occupy the floor for two 
or three minutes. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwas about to say, Mr. Chairman, that this 





is in possession of all the material facts, and therefore I shall not 


detain members by any extended remarks. After all, thisis avery 
simple proposition. 1am not alawyer, but I think I can compre- 
hend the issue. Certain contractors under the board of public 
works in 1874 agreed to do certain work for the city of Washing- 
ton. They entered into contracts in writing; they performed the 
work, and they were paid in full pursuant to the terms of their 
contracts. Subsequently the board of public works provided that 
contractors should be allowed what were called ‘‘ board rates,” 
notwithstanding they had entered into contracts in writing with 
the city to perform the service at lower rates. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, the effect of the act of the last Con- 
gress was to give to these contractors a sum estimated at $1,400,000, 
being the difference between the contract price and the ‘‘ board 
rates.” The contractors had contracted with the city at certain 
rates. The ‘‘board rates,” as a pure gratuity, gave to these con- 
tractors, in most cases, higher rates. The law which the present 
amendment seeks to repeal allows the Court of Claims no discre- 
tion. The language of the act of February 13, 1895, is mandatory, 
and compels the court to allow the contractors *‘ board rates;” 
and in doing this it involves the city, as heretofore stated, in an 
additional liability estimated at about $1,400,000. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman state, if he knows, 
in what way the board was influenced to do that? What infor- 
mation has the gentleman on that subject? 

Mr. DOCKERY. My information is a matter of history. Cor- 
ruption was rampant here at that time; scandals were prevalent. 
A Congressional investigation developed the fact that improper 
influences in the main secured the allowance of ‘‘ board rates,” 
and substantially the entire administration of the city was tainted 
with suspicion. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman yieldamoment? Admit- 
ting all that has been said—that these judgments did not repre- 
sent any real indebtedness—where does the gentleman find any 
authority to invalidate by an act of Congress judgments which 
have been rendered by a competent court, pursuant to law, and 
which have passed into the domain of property? How can we 
declare that the District of Columbia shall not pay those judg- 
ments without directing and commanding the District to commit 
an act of repudiation? 

Mr. DOCKERY. In answer to that question, Mr. Chairman, I 


desire to say, from the standpoint of a layman, not being learned | 


in the law, that by this amendment we propose not only to repeal 
the law, but forbid the payment of judgments, because they were 
obtained under a mandatory statute which, in effect at least, is 
fraudulent. 

It it is right—and I may say if it is equitable—to pay the judg- 
ments, then all the claims that are pending should, in equity and 
fair dealing, be paid. 

Mr. BOATNER. It is not a question of equity, but a question 
of absolute legal right. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, the gentleman must discuss that issue 
a the lawyers. I speak now only from the standpoint of a 
ayman. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Will the gentleman yield to me for an inquiry? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I ask the gentleman—he says this is a manda- 
tory law—on what does he base that opinion? I say to him that 
a oo that has been passed upon by the Court of Claims is 

ow under 


RERY 
Mr. DOCKERY. But the language of the law is avsolutely 
mandato 


= ABBOTT. It has not been passed upon. 

r, 

& meritorious case pending before the court, and there could not 
be, because the claims in every instance are based on the difference 
between the contract price and “board rates.” The contractors 
entered into an agreement with the District to perform the service 
at certain rates, and there can be no justice in permitting them to 


&0 before the Court of Claims and secure additional compensation 
over and above the contract price. 





DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, in my judgment, there is not | 2 





ae 

1547 

Mr. MILNES. Iam amazedat the statement made by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri in regard to these claims. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the gentleman's suggestion? 

Mr. MILNES. I would ask the gentleman this question: Does 
he make the statement that if these claims, or judgments, are 
paid, then that all claims now pending of this character should be 
paid? Does not the gentleman know that four-fifths of the claims 
that the court acted upon were rejected? 

Mr. STEELE. Then they are not pending. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not know it. I[ am advised by a state- 
ment of the auditor of the District, which I will incorporate at 
this point in my remarks 

Mr. MILNES. The attorney of the District said it was so. 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). 1 am advised that on January 





| 11, 1897, there were pending $851,844.53 of claims, exclusive of the 
matter has been so fully discussed that I am persuaded the House | 


interest claimed upon these amounts. So that if the claims are 
allowed—the court is compelled to allow board rates under the act 
of February 13, 1895—the interest and principal combined will swell 
the aggregate to about $1,400,000. 

I insert at this point a complete tabular exhibit of these claims, 
prepared by Auditor Petty: 


Cases standing for trial under the act of February 13, 1895 

























No Claimant. Amount. Interest. Judgment. 
| | 
| 

3 | Frank H. Finley (Thos. A. Brown). $8, 814. 80 $7,185.50 |...... ‘ 

5 | J. V. W. Vandenburgh.-.-.......... 24, 980. 82 20, 059. 58 ca 
20 | Steep & Follansbeo--.............. 300. 00 240.00 | (*) 

21 | Gallaher, Loane & Co ...........-- } 7,500.00 6,113. 75 - = 
ee ee oa in ccc casndnnate indie meeabe 11, 595. 26 9, 452. 06 - 
Oe I nace teraie 9, 840. 96 j 

32 | Matthew J. Laughlin. ............. 3, 139. 82 

| SS eee $3, 139. 82 
41 | Andrew Gleeson -- 7, 605.00 7, 695. 00 
45 | Campbell & Eslin 3,682.68 | 2,822.77 |............ 
46 | Wm. H. Adams - 108, 774. 80 (*) 

47 | Elias E. Barnes -.-.. 31,754.57 | 39 24, BBO. 87 |... 
48 | Chas. H. Moulton....... 7,566.38 | 6,075.80 {22222 
49 | SS eae 2, 787.90 : 4 
8k > A eee aa 1,345.73 879.78 
58 | George Semmes.................--- 10, 728. 76 ee a 
i I rans ccccoacescuses Seen 0 | GNM Ec cccecncs 
Se SE  incncacnmededecsanene 6, 967. 86 ‘ 
@ | Birch & Fletcher. .................. 20,000.00 . 
70 William Fletcher.................- 20, 000.00 Y 
72 | Wm. H. Adams.................-... 23, 496. 00 (*) 

Ee GI Els GIN ciniwincin tanscewn nouns 6, 514. 62 (*) 

Tt I nin accom dmeetieuen 217.96 217.96 
78 | William Schooler.................. 5,080.13 | 4,149.30 j......... 22 
st | J. K. Murphy (Morris Murphy).-.- 2,126.00 | 7 
: : 4, 344. 53 

88 ER sink dienialvaiccnininiimniases { 4021. 44 \ a 
90 | Neal T. Murray............ 3,312. 66 | 3, 312. 66 
Re UO re 8, 877. 66 : : 
97 | James Finnegan-...............--- 5,000.00} 8,750.00 |. _ . 
98 | Charles Stewart..................- 3, 773. 64 1,005.18 
99 | Jonathan Taylor.................. 11, 581. 68 SERRE: 
eh. | i a aaa 11, 932. 20 9,385. 76 (*) 
101 | Patrick Brennan.................. 11, 647.37 9, 494. 57 in eles 
108 | Geo. Neitzey................... 4) 480. 12 3,651.94 | 
8 Nl IRS cnet ensune dco venus 6, 000. 00 4, 800.00 | 3, S77. 66 
106 | Richard Rothwell. ................. 359. 87 301.50 369. 87 
108 | Lewis Filbert..........:....... 68, 918.99 |...... , Sea ; 
Vel”, AC aa 16, 161. 34 12,929.07 | (*) 
OR RE gS eee 96, 539. 48 71, 443. 41 fe 
125 | Dennis McNamara. ................ 253. 53 189.56 | 253.53 
Re FO NN io ook cnecccccctaccncs 4, 226.28 3, 881. 02 | 2, 127.21 
198 | Iesiek Stowart.................... 739. 20 589.56 | (*) 
135 | Walsh & Gleeson.............. 7, 282.70 5, 936. 42 | i oe 
136 | O'Hare, Himber & Groat.-......... 7, 569. 98 6, 170. 70 | ; 
148 | Patrick Doyle..:...:...........:..: 219.98 156.45 | 219. 98 
144 | Mary A. Gibbons......_............ 1, 068. 07 854.45 |... a 
146 | William H. Adams................. 2, 500. 00 34, 000. 00 Io-- 
150 | Samuel J. Ritchie_................. 9,372.14 7,023.09 { 9350-20 

\ 768. 

Se i SIN inn detec ttn nce secinininih 2,196.45 1,790. 46 | : 
168 | Dan’l H. Commelly.................. 2, 327.91 1, 862. 32 2,027.01 
167 | Sam'l C. Wroe.....................- S|) es 
169 | John M. Carusi.................... 605. 70 (*) 
I i ain tains las a I th iia tean es 
177 | Dillard & Moulton..-............. BOE Biden 
179 | Bartlett & Williams ............... %, 177.57 Yea 
180 | Andrew Lipscomb.............._--| OS eee 
183 | Dani. A. Connolly ................. CO Ei ccn cnice 
Ben NG I ce cacncannecns 1,015.95 | (*) 
185 | Birch & Fletcher ..................} ROO Been ccunscue 
186 | Wm E. Vermillion ................ 2) 849.00 | (*) 
187 | William Hussey -..................- 1,099. 21 
188 | Eletcher & Birch ................. 3, 650.00 | es 
201 | Henry P. Saunders ..........-.....| 367.16 i 
207 | Thomas Kirby ee ea ad OE Bec csaas 
214 | Old Dominion Granite Co ......... 1, 365. 39 | 1, 293. 50 
OO | 2 3, 219. 25 4, 480. 52 
Be Oe FM nes cadesasnnennnes DE 9,873. 00 8, 664.19 
231 | John B. Davis ................ casa 20, 000.00 | 16,208.00 }............ 
ES eee 2, 000. 00 Ae 06S Uj eee 
239 | Ann M. Stafford .................--| 20,000.00 MONE Ba coc cnn 
241 | Thomas Lucas .....................} 19, 553.51 15, 939. 30 | + FRE 
eae 18, 07.21 ED Ptcikccnnane 
245 | Alien Chappell..................... L350. O4 194.08 (*) 
265 | Thomas Joyce.....................: 2,479.35 1,819.35 > 479.35 
270 | Childs & Neville -............. : 1,000.00 | 815. 16 | (*) 


* Dismissed. + Dismissed; judgment for defendant. 
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Cases standing for trial under the act of February 13, 1895—Continued. 


l c | 




























No Claimant. Amount. Interest. adgment. 
— —— — - | a 
982 | Hugh McGinniss----.....--. .--.---- 770.17 7 Eee 
22) | Downman & Green .......----.----] 10, 100.00 8, 080. 00 $1, 250. 76 
992 | Theodore Sheckels--.........-.---- | 6, %32.15 5,545. 72 7, 306. 2 
295 | Van lenburgh & Crawford 882.17 wees 
295 | John F. 2 ) 
303 | Henry B acieaen 4 we 10, 000. 00 | AR ya 
B05 Wm. Dickson (consolidated 161, 

RD ecenteleien wea etapa ences 7, 123. 80 5, 699.04 | 1, 386. 30 
3. | J. V. W. Vandenbargh.._.... ......}......- soll csclieaedecks I spatlledianbonci hel 
334 | Himber & Stetson................. 6, 200.00 5,084.68 |...... ” 
351 | Chas. H. Moulton 28. 50 RED Bikes scalitacici 
352 | Peter P. k 2, 403.00) 1,800.00 | 1, 275. 80 
359 | Cranford & 7, 362.60 5, 410. 04 7, 362. 60 
366 4 William Fletcher 10, G80. 00 6,151.69 }...........--- 
367 | Jonathan Tay 1,000.00 a 
371 | William Murdock 3, 797.02 | 3,087.61 | (*) 
375 | Columbus J. Helin..................- 50,000. 00 40,000.00 | 4,841.26 
388 | James Nelson... .--- Li badaeashcbenenal 4,395. 22 | RONG ME 4.555250. 
389 do seoke a 10,052.16 | Re EB aikintectinn 
68 | Himber @ Groat... nc ccneesee 2, 000.00 | SSD ices ecscns asec 
89 | Delaware Hudnell sot ieaiiiliade 10, 345. 08 J  « {eee 
(82)| Stephen Talty...................... 14,961.34] 11,880.67 |............ 
109 | John B. Wickersham. .............. 3, 110. 24 | + 9 Ree 
251 | j | 
252 | Johanna McNamara ..............- 6, 185. 42 | 5, 395. 02 | 6, 085. 42 
253 | | 
263 | Silas Merchant........--.--.------- |: 9.942.00 | 2,253.60 |.......----- 
es er a a amenimemels 144. 93 ok ) Se 
335 | 
358 i | 
372 Y | 
374. | Chas. 11, Matton. . .... 0222-2 = 22 ofan enna noswnnsfnncnabannn sn calecuengeecnen 
852 | Peter P. Little . .. . -.... -.-. 2-2 2-00] oonnn 220 20 -foeweemeceeweee | (t) 

RR 2s cn cnetnteaideumaiaad 1, 041, 535. 47 828, 609. 45 81, 660. 76 





+ Second trial; judgment for defendant. 

In addition to t cases, there are three or four cases in which the 
amounts are not definitely stated, but which, by reference to the original 
cases, would be in the neighborhood of $300,000. The cases which have already 
gone to judgment embrace some $200,000 of claims, although judgments were 
for a little in excess of $81,660.76. 


ss a on cane 


Dismissed. 


hese 


108 cases amount 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, let me say that I do not care 
whether the amount involved is fourteen hundred thousand do]- 
lars or $10,000. There is no equity, there is no justice, and no fair 
dealing in allowing any of these unworthy claims, and the House 
ought to support the amendment which repeals the law and pro- 
hibits further payment of judgments. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

he CHAIRMAN. The time for debate has expired under the 
order of the committee, and the question is on the amendment to 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from New Jersey | Mr, 
McEwan], which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following words, “and no judgment heretofore rendered in 
pursuance of said act shall be paid.” 

Mr. PITNEY. That amendment should be voted down by the 
committee, if we are to adopt the amendment of the gentleman 
from Missouri, 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockEry}. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert on page 11, after line 2, the following: 
* That the act approved ee on 1895, entitled ‘An act toamend an act 


entitled “An act to provide for t settlement of all outstanding c] S 
against the District of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction upon the Court 
ot Claims to hear the same, and for other purposes,” approved June If), Isse. 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed; and all proceedings pending shal! ha 


Magee and no judgment heretofore rendered in pursuance of said act sh 
be paid.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, when we passed the preceding 
paragraph I asked the privilege of returning to it, and I will do so 
now, for the purpose of offering a substitute for the provision 
incorporated in the bill at that point. 


I send to the desk an amendment, which I ask to have adopted 


Aad 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, commencing with line 22, up to and including lime 25, on page 10, 
and insert: 

‘To enable the Commissioners tohave the numerical books for the city of 


i 


Washington and county photolithographed, $1,986, to be immediately avail- 


| able.” 


a I I as nrc cas aotinlitn plait to te sienna idea 828, 609. 45 
Riba gece 0k TI ons ni ote enone nnn 1, 870, 144.92 | 


January 11, 1897. Amount of claims filed-...............-.....-.. - 1, 041, 535.47 























The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read as fol- 


lows: 


| 


SF a ee ea occsbaccs cocese $174, 807. 57 
Judgments thers Gestnisn jaitotalammmatmenamain sido on 81, 160. 76 
Disallowedin claims where judgments wererendered. 25,088.26 
— —-——— 281, 506.59 
SN et Nl cal ate ahead ieee 760, 028.88 
Add qomerel Gockest, tO i SeIOG Wooo ncn cscs ecocccccsncsncscccse $1, 815.65 
ee ee em 851, 844.53 | 
Cases remanded to general docket and still pending. 

No Claimant. Amount. 
SD) Ee TINIE. 2siiss cattnnd wwbnis ncemiwemantmnesmhepepil $5,617.42 
63 | Himber & Groat.................-.--- 2 siaanaee ind aaa 2,000.00 
96) MOUNTS ML. DOMNGON 5 oo oe nens sc cwes eeciee so<enece-ceddennabee 
ne OIE Ten SUMED... 1s ctinintinin ishing Biante ilies teataeend dad acetals cama 199. 66 
I I SII 5 sc esis decid iat os ns iprarnnp-bv airings escent ie RE i 9,000.09 
Be or aI woos nscissein Sipniotands ih shcseriines lav itiingts isehiaieatiesecdedagetianaiaa 6, 250.09 
ee a ee II iss Si techn indn te sdigte niet g anodic eal aaaT 2, 258. 94 
ae I lk els ae teeth Sida nk aes eth Sut np | 3, 000.09 
Re EE OSs eee ae Se a | 6,873.00 
Se © se I inc cnn roqee tinins G0 badnpensescinwcnkenebenbhipnell 8,178.48 | 
OP ON ee Sar 85, 253. 58 
4) NN GOED kiss dicctsttins tet rac emimnhaniine acbdntaghelemaiae | 50, 000.00 

TE git scl thai bt nin ees ones neninpmnmnnehinbaaie | 148,815.65 

Statement of cases dismissed. 

SDs Baten By Tinie nnnncstbetkrentsinnnticetinmee | $300.00 
SD 1 Taare GIVEN. Sain 0 ohne ccd stsns thant cemistecaiaan #88. 00 
00 5 Win As NOS |... nhs. a chemise eastieelbheeccee | 108,774.80 
32 SES Fae ONS. = «os ssecein ssinllvichmsinior otipiblacnaccnimseainidimm | 28, 496.00 
Pe 2 SO OD «cody d oncunancn qanesstinniidipaabackeeeisehaeal 6,514.62 
ie de IN > oh ncccichaminniicnmc ine nadine indi incite each aikdehid ieee 14, 861. 34 
ere a nes See ic 11, 932. 20 | 
EE es IID ois. cisnccin todd inten inetd ttbnas cae 3,110.24 
114 OS 16, 161. 34 
SESS II TEIN oo cach bith sits angst, wedhdett aimee ign sk gece aida em an 739.20 
LP I FIIs is cacndicm babs accehdicce wirihiad Gino bdcne eke eeeene 5, 518. 27 
BD 0D Fie, II on ce rncknciidsd wens dnap ceddonmeusedeee - 757.13 
Pane 0 RE ION iss wisintncces neu maeeisawds inieiseninth iba 1,269.94 
SUE ae SUT. (Aig, UNINC a. cs sds ccc sa mney scans ll emis: rea 3, 561. 26 
ee NO I an a a sd oecenasiuapala iain Samsun aaa 1,374.02 
2g le” ae a eee indi dintalitinsn a tneeee Ms 130. 04 
238 | John Brenman................ ‘ sn dieminiillitiadiaitiaiin cea 374.21 
ee COND Br IN in os ind ci eoiw aw mnctnciiiebeehbnassh aaah Gece cae 600.00 
aS 2a SaaS 2,942.00 
es Geena SRONEO......... sun woteabbaak mbmaieieineaie sian eeeee 1,000.00 
371 | Wm. C. Murdock.._....___. 5 caltmsdbce teed keokadas ae 8.797.02 
852 | Peter P. Little............_. idehdnendsnanecuacen ae *2 403.00 
Total | 205,604.63 


ati aceowssinrteids ch sdvans die an 


* Second trial ; judgment for defendant. 


For work on streets and e.venues named in Appendix “ Bb,” Book of Esti- 
mates, 1898, $100,000, to be expended in the discretion of the Commissioners 
upon streets and avennes specified in the schedules named in said appendix 
and in the aggregate for each schedule as stated herein, namely: 

Georgetown schedule: Nine thousand one hundred and sixty-six dollars. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr, Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out in lines 15 and 16, page 12, the words “nine thonsand one hun- 
dred and sixty-six’ and insert ‘“‘ forty thousand five hundred.” 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, the purpoze 
of this amendment is to make it conform more nearly to thie esti- 
mates of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. Th 
Commissioners have certified to the House thirteen different 
streets for improvement in the old city of Georgetown, and have 
asked $55,000 for the purpose of making these improvements. I 
have offered an amendment which provides only $40,500, which is 
exactly the amount this bill provides on page 16 for the improve- 
ment of three streets only, in the country. Those three streets in 
the country will accommodate perhaps 500 people, not more than 
that, and in the city of Georgetown, which, according to this bill, 
is to receive only $9,000 in appropriations for this purpose, there 
are some 10,000 inhabitants. ore than this, the amount given in 
the bill, $9,166, can not be made up in any way from the schedule 
submitted by the Commissioners. It isnot the amount necessary 
to improve one street, two streets, threestreets, or any other num- 
ber of streets, and the same remark applies to all the other sched- 
ules mentioned on this page. For instance, in the northwest 
section the Commissioners estimate for four items, aggregating 
$170,500; in the southwest section they estimate for sixteen items, 
aggregating $82,000; in thesoutheast section for twenty items, 2¢- 
gregating $130,000, and in the northeast section for eighteen items, 
aggregating $155,400. In all of these cases little more than one- 
tenth of the amount which the Commissioners have asked for 13 
granted by this bill, an amount which is entirely inadequate. _ 

The whole amountas provided in this bill isnot one-third of the 
amount carried by the bill last year. In fact these items are so 
meager that the whole appropriation might as well be omitted 2s 
to grant these miserable at items. ‘Then, again, there are two 
provisions on this page and the following page providing how t!'s 
money shall be expended. The first one, in lines 12 and 13, says 
that it is— 

To be e ded in the discretion of the Commissioners upon streets and 

xpen 


avenues specified in the schedules named in said ix and im the aggre 
gate for each schedule as stated herein, namely. 














1897. 


Mark you, to be expended in the discretion of the Comraissioners. 
But there is a proviso at the bottom of the page covering every 
one of these proposed appropriations, which says: 

Provided, That the streets and avenues shall be contracted for in the order 
in which they appear in said schedules, and be completed in such order as 
nearly as practicable. 

Now, it is impossible for the Commissioners to use the discretion 
which is granted to them at the top of this page and still be bound 
by the requirements of the bill itself, if they have any discretion 
a enon, again, as I have said, these items that are proposed to be 
appropriated for are such items that it is impossible to complete 
any one of the works for which the Commissioners have asked an 
appropriation, The whole amount is entirely inadequate. As I 
said, it is only about one-third of the amount carried by the 
last appropriation bill. It is entirely unsatisfactory to the people 
of the District of Columbia, and is in marked contrast with the 
appropriation to which I call the attention of the committee in 


relation to three streets up in the northwest section, where the | cuffer it better be streets: and proceeding upon that principle, they 


entire property is owned by about three people, or very few 
owners at least; while in the city of Georgetown some 10,000 peo- 
ple will be benefited, as against a few dozen in the other section. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I have only a word to say’in 
reference to this matter. The Commissioners estimated $600,000 
for improvements and repairs of streets. The committee thought 
they could allow but $100,000, and they have oe pro rata 
to these different schedules, the Georgetown schedule, the north- 
west section schedule, the southwest section schedule, the south- 
east section schedule, and the northeast section schedule, accord- 
ing to the sums estimated for those schedules respectively by the 
Commissioners. As to the discretion of the Commissioners, I 
will say there is a list of streets prepared in the order of their 
importance, that list having been submitted by the Commission- 
ers. This money is to be expended on the streets in the order 
given in the list as nearly as practicable. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. How can you justify the 
appropriation, on page 16, of $40,500 for the improvement of three 
streets, and grant only $9,000 for the improvement of all the 
streets in the city of Georgetown? 

Mr. GROUT. What streets does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I refer to the following 
items, to be found at the top of page 16: 


For paving Connecticut avenue and Columbia road between Florida ave- 
nue and Eighteenth street extended, $36,000: Provided, That the owners 
thereof shall dedicate the spaces for widening said Columbia road within the 
limits named, for conformity with the recorded plans of highway extensions; 

For grading, regulating, and paving Roanoke street from Thirteenth street 
to Fourteenth street, $4,500; in all, $40,500. 


Mr. GROUT. Well, that is new work, Mr. Chairman, and it 
necessarily requires much money to complete it. The amount 
allowed is less than the estimate, as I remember it, or certainly not 
more. It was thought by the committee that the work on these 
streets could be entered upon. The amount which the gentleman 
refers to is simply for improvements and repairs. Thatisall. A 
very different thing from building new streets. 

Ar. BAKER of New Hampshire. A very different thing, Mr. 
Chairman; but, notwithstanding all that, there are twenty streets 
in Georgetown unimproved to one on the Hill, on which this $40,500 
is to be expended. 

Mr.GROUT,. I did not yield foraspeech. The gentleman has 
time in which to submit his remarks. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman,I want to call the attention of 
the chairman of the committee to the proviso in line 25 of page 
12, in connection with the four preceding paragraphs, for in- 
stance, ‘* northeast section schedule, $25,900.” The proviso reads: 


_ Provided, That the streets and avenues shall becontracted for in the order 
in which they appear in said schedules, and be completed in such order as 
nearly as practicable. 


Referring to that schedule, I find in the northeast section a list 
of some twenty or more streets for which there are estimates; but 
the two streets first named require an appropriation amounting 
to $32,000, and here is a total of appropriations provided of $25,900, 
not a sufficient sum to provide for the work of two of those streets. 
Now, at that rate, if this proviso is to be continued, and if this 
method is to be continued, it will be at least six years before the 
last street already in the schedule of the Commissioners can receive 
attention. I submit that that is not a wise provision in the bill. 

Mr.GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman from 
lowa that hereafter we hope to be able to appropriate larger sums 
for the peeeremnen and repair of streets. This is all the com- 
mittee could carve out of the revenues for this bill, and with the 
imecreased speed with which, it is hoped, we may hereafter provide 
for these streets, the streets the gentleman has in mind may be 
reached inside of six years. I hope that they will be, as I believe 
they ought to be. 

- BAKER of 
me for a question? 
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Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. What reason exists now why 
there can not be more than one-third of the amount appropriated 
last year in regard to this matter? 

Mr.GROUT. I think this is about the same 
tee brought into the House last year. 
with the Senate. 


sum the commit- 
Vait till we are through 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is all very true: and I 
hope that when we get through the Senate we will get back to the 
old figures. 

Mr. GROUT. Just a word, so that there may not be a mis- 
understanding about the provision for the improvement of streets. 
In my opening remarks upon this bill I called attention to the large 
expenditure for sewers—amounting to almos{ three-quarters of a 
million of dollars. Everything which it seems necessary to } 


done in this city can not be done in a single bill. The committee 


which looked to the health of the city, and that if anythin 


¥ THUS 


reduced considerably, as you have seen, the estimates of the Com- 
missioners in regard to street improvements and repairs. 

Mr. HENDERSON, Will the gentleman allow me to as! 

a question? ‘ 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. | 

Mr. HENDERSON. What is the total amount estimated for by 
the Commissioners in Georgetown and the four sections: 

Mr. GROUT. For the four sections they call for $600,000, and 
for Georgetown $55,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON. So they estimate for half a million? 

Mr. GROUT. More than half a million; $600,000 for st 
improvements in the four sections. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The committee felt that all they could do 
in the present condition of the revenues was to give $100,000? 

Mr. GROUT. Wethink we have done the best we could, under 
all the circumstances, for repair of streets. We were asked to 
enter upon many new projects, but selected only two—the two 
said by the Commissioners to be the most urgent. 

Mr. HENDERSON. One further question, if the chairman has 
itin mind. What are the estimated revenues for the District for 
the next fiscal year? You may have stated it in your report; and 
what amount is covered and carried in this bill? 

Mr. GROUT. The total estimated revenues for the year 1898 
is $3,359,858.33. The total amount carried by this bill is $5,642,- 
856.93, one-half to come out of the District revenues— 

Mr. HENDERSON. Making $2,500,000 or $3,000,000 less than 
the estimated revenues? 

Mr. GROUT. A little over $500,000 will be left in the District 
revenues by this bill as it stands now—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. Leaving half a million for the Senate? 

Mr. GROUT. That is right. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It strikes me the committee are acting 
with wisdom in the matter, from our experience in the past. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Can the gentleman tell us 
how far that is changed from preceding years? 

Mr. GROUT. What? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
or more; and if so, how much? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. GROUT. This whole subject is presented on page 43 of 
the bill. The revenues for 1897 were $3,225,081.56, about $100,000 
less than for 1898. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And, Mr. Chairman, these 
estimated revenues show an annual increase. For 1895 they were 
$3,469,740.51; for 1896 they were $3,061,688.96; for 1897, $3,225,- 
081.56, and for 1898, $3,359,858.33. So that they go on increasing 
each year; and as the United States duplicates these almost 
entirely, in the face of that the committee come in here with a 
meager appropriation of $100,000 for all the streets inside of the 
city and for one-half of them, for a little bit of a section, just out- 
side of the city, where some favored people happen to own property. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman wants to make good that state- 
ment, of course, and he will have an opportunity to do so before 
the billis concluded. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move to strike out the last word, and I 
desire to say briefly, in reply to the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, that while the people outside of the boundary have been 
heavy taxpayers for many years and have never yet had their pro- 
portionate share of the appropriations for improvements, I am 
glad that the committee have begun to give attention to the tax- 


< him 


reet 


The revenues. Are they less 


| payers outside of the city boundary, and to give them fair recog- 
| nition as taxpayers in this District. 


i 
' 
! 
| 
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Mr. PITNEY. And the allowances that we are making are on 
streets built at private expense in a large measure. 
Mr. GROUT. I move to strike out the last word. 


The ¢ 
man complains about this bill. 


It is really the largest ever re- 


ntle- 


New Hampshire. Will the gentleman yield to | ported to the House from the Committee on Appropriations. It 


is larger than the bill of last year by some $300,000, 











Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
that it is not larger in these items. 
The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For paving Connecticut avenue and Columbia road, between Florida ave- 
nue and Eighteenth street extended, $36,000: Provided, That the owners 
thereof shall dedicate the spaces for widening said Columbia road within the 
limits named, for conformity with the recorded plans of highway extensions. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
est of economy, I move to strike out, before the word ‘* thousand,” 
in line 3, page 16, the words “ thirty-six,” and insert ‘‘ten,” so 
that it will read “$10,000,” etc. The provision in the bill grants 
for two streets several hundred dollars more than it grants for the 
whole city of Georgetown. It seems to me that this amendment 
must, by its fairne§s and justice, commend itself toevery member 
of the House. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bathing beach: For the care and repair of the public bathing beach on the 
Potomac River, in the District of Columbia, $1,000. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, on page 
18, the paragraph beginning with line 13 and ending with the line 
15. Isee no use in this expenditure for the purpose of keeping in 
repair this bathing beach. It seems to me to be utter nonsense, 
and I hope the paragraph will be stricken out. 

The amendment was rejected. 

For sixty-one teachers at $400 each; in all, $761,100: 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 24, page 21, insert: “For the establishment and maintenance of 
free kindergartens in the District of Columbia under the control of trustees 
and superintendent of public schools, $10,000." 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on that. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, the purpose 
of this amendment is evident uponitsface. In these modern times 
it has come to be a necessity in public school education to start 
with the kindergarten. I think it will be admitted by the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] and by every gentleman here 
present that the best educators of our land favor these primary 
institutions. This amendment is intended merely to make acom- 
mencement in the District of Columbia under the proper authori- 
ties. Heretofore these institutions have been conducted as private 
schools, and families in this city and in this District who should 
have been served by the public schools have been compelled to 
spend their own money for the education of their little children. 
‘This amendment, if adopted, will enable the trustees and super- 
intendents to make a commencement in this line and to give the 
system a fair trial and report upon it next year, so that, having 
expended only the sum of $10,000 for this purpose, the committee 
can receive from them a full report as to the necessity or the 
advisability of continuing the appropriation. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment does not seem to me to be sub- 
ject to the point of order, because it is in line with appropriations 
in this bill and is simply an additional item for the support of 
such other teachers as the amount appropriated will justify the 
employment of. I hope the gentleman in charge of the bill will 
accept the amendment, as he knows that it is very deeply in the 
interest of the poorer people of the District, even of those who live 
in the slums. This is a startin the right direction. It is advo- 
cated by nearly all the women of the District who are engaged in 
charitable work, and I trust it will pass. 

Mr. GROUT. Speaking for the committee, I must say I can 
not accept the amendment. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Have you any objection to it? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes; I have this objection: The committee, some 
of them at least, thought that possibly at another time we might 
appropriate for schools of this kind. Atsome future time it may 
be wise to provide the kindergarten as a department of our public 
school system, for the benefit of children below the age of 6 
(which I believe is the age at which children are admitted to the 
public schools, though Lam told that rule is not always enforced )— 
the committee, I say, thought that at some future time it might 
be advisable to establish these small children’s schools. But it 
seems to me it ought to be postponed until some future time, when 
prosperity shall have returned and everybody will feel a little 
freer to expend the money which weshall then have in the Treas- 
ury, instead of appropriating, as now, that which we have not in 
the Treasury. This object was estimated for by the Commis- 
sioners of the District, but the committee thought it wise to post- 
pone it; I can not, therefore, accept this amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It may be that this sum is too large, and that 
so much as $10,000 ought not to be appropriated at this time for 
this purpose, but it does seem to me that we ought to begin this 
branch of education now. It is the very foundation of our system. 
I have known of a number of kindergarten schools in Washington 
maintained by private charity. There is one that I have heard 


But the gentleman will admit 
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spoken of as a model of its kind, the expenses of which are born; 
by one lady in this city. Thereisa multitude of little ones from 
4 to 6 years of age who can not get into the public schools and who 
might be cared for in these kindergarten schools and might receive 
great benefit from them. Other cities are taking steps in this 
direction. and this city ought not to be behind. This subject has 
received the careful attention of the Commissioners of the District. 
The establishment of these schools meets their approval, and | 
think it meets the approval, individually, of a large majority o 
the Committee that have reported this bill. They have seen fj 
for economical reasons, to withhold their favorable official actioy 
but I hope the House will take the responsibility of starting th). 
work, if not with $10,000, with $5,000, or an amount sufficient to 
make a beginning. 

Mr. BLUE. r. Chairman, so far as this work is to be regarded 
as an experiment, it would seem that an appropriation of money 
for the purpose at this time is wholly impracticable. 

I think it is usually conceded everywhere throughout this coun- 
try—in the larger cities at least—that it is meritorious. Tho 
whole effect of this proposition is to make an appropriation for 
the purpose of experimenting. Kindergarten schools have gone 
beyond the experimental stage. Their usefulness and efficiency 
are recognized throughout the nation. When the Treasury is in 
better condition—when times are more propitious—this House will 
doubtless make an appropriation, not to experiment in this mat- 
ter, but to carry out some general plan upon the subject. At this 
time, with the Treasury in its depleted condition, it would be bad 
policy to make an appropriation for the purpose suggested by the 
amendment. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Did I or did I not read some time in De- 
cember last that the President and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury said that we did not need any more revenue; that we had 
$128,000,000 of surplus in the Treasury? 

Mr. BLUE. Yes, Mr. Chairman; but the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DocKERY], whois usually very cautious and prudent in 
protecting the Treasury, remarked that that was a borrowed sur- 
plus. That is not the kind of surplus that gentlemen on this side 
favor. It is not the kind that we expect to use in dealing fully 
and sometimes even charitably with the necessities of this District. 
When a surplus shall have reached the Treasury in the regular 
way, by taxation—a surplus that will be maintained without bor- 
rowing and without selling bonds—it will be time enough to 
venture upon these additional educational propositions. Mr. 
Chairman, the committee at the present time have treated with 
extreme liberality the educational institutions of this District. 
They have provided in this bill for 2 new schools and for 36 
additional teachers. The District ought to be satisfied. I do 
not understand that the parties having in chafge the educational 
institutions of this District and answerable for them are pressing 
this matter. It is more a question of sentiment now than one of 
absolute necessity. We have done what we could consistently 
with proper economy. In this bill we have sought in every way 
to give to the District the most liberal eg ge that the 
condition of the Treasury would permit. I hope the amendment 
will not prevail. 

Mr. KIEFER. Will the gentleman state just what amount of 
money is now claimed by the United States Treasurer to be in the 
Treasury? ‘ 

Mr. BLUE. Ido not remember the exact amount. I did not 
examine the reportthis morning. Butso far asthat is concerned, 
I suppose that one hundred millions of the amount there is fora 
special purpose; and the Treasury, even upon the reports of the 
present Secretary, is not showing any very healthy condition, 
unless it has changed materially within the last few days. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri |r. 
DocKERY] insist on the point of order? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I now renew the amend- 
ment, with $5,000 inserted instead of $10,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment as now 
submitted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after line 24, page 1, the following: 

‘For the establishment and maintenance of free kindergartens in the 1is- 
trict of Columbia, under the control of the trustees and superintendent of 
the public schools, $5,000.” 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I propose to 
say meee word in reply to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Biur]. Nowhere in this country, and certainly 
nowhere in Europe, are kindergartens any longer experiments, 
unless such may the case in the State of Kansas. They «re 
well known in the District of Columbia; they are well know2 
everywhere, and the trustees of the public schools—— : 

Mr. BLUE. That is just what I stated. I stated that they 
were no longer an experiment. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I understood the gentleman 
to say that they were. 











1897. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1551 





Mr. BLUE. No, sir. ; 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then I stand corrected so 
far as the gentleman’s remarks are concerned, and will include 
Kansas in the statement that kindergartens are nowhere an 
experiment. ; 

I was about to say that the trustees and superintendent of the 
schools in the District of Columbia are ready now to take hold of 
these kindergartens and put such number of them as the appro- 
priation may justify in immediate use in Washington, George- 
town, and the surrounding country. There is no way in which 
the poor children of this city can be kept out of the streets and 
out of pollution so easily and so cheaply and with so much benefit 
to themselves as by the establishment of kindergartens. I hope 
that this small appropriation of $5,000 will be allowed for that 

purpose. 
: "The uestion being taken, the amendment of Mr. BAXER of New 
Hampshire was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

oy ing second story, and for heating plan ildin 
Cc For ante be issenediabely available, SiP000. an an 

Mr. BLUE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

9 . insert: 5 

ior Memeo of additional ground and for additional building of two 
rooms, near line of Connecticut avenue, south of Chevy Chase Circle, to be 
immediately available, $8,000." 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, I present thisamendment on behalf 
of the Subcommittee on Appropriations because it was overlooked 
in part, there having been an a made in the former 
bill for a two-room building in the locality named. The commit- 
tee regarded it as economical that this amendment be adopted at 
this time, so that a building may be constructed of this capacity to 
meet the demands in that vicinity. I ask that the amendment be 
adopted. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. BLUE was 
agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. DOLLIVER having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLatr, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
disagreed to the amendments of the House of Representatives to the 
bill (S. 2037) to provide times and places for holding terms of 
United States courts in Utah, asked a conference with the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Hoar, Mr. VILAs, and Mr. CANNON as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
7864) to amend the immigration laws of the United States, had 
further insisted upon its amendments, asked a further conference 
with the House on the bill and amendments, and had appointed 
Mr. Lop@r, Mr, CHANDLER, and Mr. FAULKNER as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Increase fire department: For one new engine, $4,200; 

For one hose carriage, $900; 

For house, lot, and furniture for one engine company, to be located in 
Anacostia, $16,200; in all, $21,300. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word, for the purpose of asking the gentleman in charge of 
this bill a question. If I understand it correctly, it provides for 
the purchase of one new fire engine? 

Mr.GROUT. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. One engine, at a cost of $4,200. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that, I take it, is not a sufficient increase for 
the needs of this city. I think instead of providing for one new 
engine there ought to be a provision for at least five. I have re- 
cently seen a statement canis by the chief of the fire department 
of the city of Washington alleging that the number of engines in 
this city is not sufficient and that the facilities for fighting fires 
are not adequate. 


shown that in every other city in the United States—possibly not in 


all of them, but nearly all—of a population equal to that of the city | 
of Washington, they have at least five engines more than we have | 


in service here. 
service, - 

I will ask the chairman if that is not so? I believe there is no 
other city in the United States having a population equal to this 
city that has less than fifteen, and some as high as twenty engines. 

Mr.GROUT. [am not able, just at the moment, to state the 
exact number of engines, but will give the gentleman the infor- 
mation in a few minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand that to be the number; but 
I will not d to be accurate or exact. It is, however, some- 
where in that neighborhood. I am accurate, though, in the state- 


If I do not mistake, we have but ten engines in 


If [am not mistaken, in that statement it is | 


ment that we have at least five engines less than any other city of 
the size of the city of Washington; and the statement is made by 
the chief of the fire department of the city that the number is 
totally inadequate for the service required. 

I think the Government of the United States ought to have in 
this the capital city of the nation the most efficient fire depart- 
ment that can be found anywhere in the United States. I think 
we ought not to be economical in this particular respect beyond 
proper limits; and I hope the gentleman will not resist an amend- 
ment which I shall offer, increasing the number to five instead of 
one. We ought to have five additional engines provided. 

The statement to which I have referred was made a few weeks 
ago as the result of a very disastrous fire which occurred (I re- 
fer to the statement of the chief of the fire department) near the 
Government Printing Office. when a large luntber mill and con- 
siderable property were destroyed, and during the time the fire 
Was in progress a general alarm was sounded for a fire at some 
other point, the exact location of which I do not now recall. He 
said that his opportunity for fighting a fire was greatly hampered, 
limited, and impaired because of the want of a sufficient number 
of fire engines, and suggested that there ought to be at least five 
more added to the service here. 

I move, therefore, Mr. Chairman, in the paragraph now pending, 
to strike out ‘‘one” and insert “five,” so as to increase the pur- 
chase of fire engines to five, and increase the sum of the appropria- 
tion to correspord. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, there is a good fire department 
in this city, and I think the House will take judicial notice of the 
fact that fires are well and thoroughly handled here. The unsur- 
passed streets and their paving in the city of Washington furnish 
facilities for engines assembling at a fire which are furnished by 
no other city in the world, according to population and area, 
We therefore really need fewer engines, because the streets are so 
wide and so little occupied by traffic and travel that the engines 
can go and do go at breakneck speed to a fire. Really, there is 
no city in the world where the assembling of the fire force on an 
alarm is so thrilling as in this city. And for the reasons stated I say 
we have a good fire department. And now a word as to the num- 
ber of engines. Turning toa letter written to the committee by 
the chief engineer of the fire department, it seems that there are 
12 engines in the city, 10 in service and 2 in reserve; 13 hose car- 
riages, 10 in service, 2 in reserve; 2 fuel wagons in service; 2 sup- 
ply wagons in service; 5 trucks, 4 in service and 1 in reserve; 1 
chemical engine, capacity 160 gallons, in service; 1 chemical en- 
gine, capacity 170 gallons, in service; 1 buggy for the use of the 
engineer of the fire department, and so on. 

The committee wanted full inform..:ion, so that we might deal 
fairly with the fire department, and called upon the chief for 
these particulars. They are furnished in a letter found on page 
101 of the hearings. 

Let me also call your attention to the steady increase in the 
expense of the fire department in this city, which is fairly com- 
mensurate with its needs. In 1893 we appropriated $35,320 for its 
increase; in 1894, $2,640; in 1895 we appropriated $42,720; in 1X96, 
$58,000; in 1897, $51,700, and the amount carried in this bill is a 
further increase of $21,300. 

This engine that the bill provides for is supposed to take the 
place of some old engine in the populous part of the city, which 
older engine will go to Anacostia, there to be housed in the place 
provided for by this paragraph of the bill. 

A new hose carriage was deemed necessary, and that has been 
provided, at $900. The situation at Anacostia is peculiar. The 
fire department can only reach it by the bridges across the river, 
and the bulk of the suburb is reached only by the Navy- Yard Bridge. 
There is adrawinthat bridge. Itisanold and weak bridge. across 
which a fire engine could not be taken at full speed, and if the 
draw were up not at all without perhaps dangerous delay. To 
meet the necessities of that growing suburb it was thought by the 
committee that this fire engine might well be provided, a large new 
one being purchased for the city of Washington to take the place 
of one of less capacity to be moved to Anacostia. 

Now, I say, Mr. Chairman, that fairly liberal provision has been 
| made by this bill for the fire department. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will not insist on the amendment if the 
| committee do not consent. I wish to ask the gentleman if he has 
| the annual report of the Commissioners, and if that report itself 
does not include a request of the chief of the fire department for 
| additional service, and if the Commissioners themselves have not 
| recommended that additional facilities be afforded by an increase 
in the number of engines? I will state to the gentleman that I cut 
out of a newspaper a letter, which I have no doubt was authen- 
tic, from the chief of the fire department, in which he states that 
it is absolutely necessary, in order that he may render efficient 
service in fighting these fires, that he have an additional number 
| of engines; and my impression is that he said he had appealed to 
| Congress to give him additional engines. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I infer that the gentleman has 

been visiting with the chief engineer of the fire department. 














Mr. RICHARDSON. No; I will say tothe gentleman that I 
have not heen visiting him. I do not know him, and never saw 
him in my life. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman asks me if we have the report of 
the Commissioners here. Itis not beforeme. It is true the Com- 
missioners asked for additional engines. Last year we provided 
for two new engines, and this year we have provided in this bill 
the men to man those engines, twenty in number; and next year 
we shall have to provide ten additional men for this new engine, 
when the house is completed for it and the engine in ‘it. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will not agree to the 
amendment, I shall not insist on it, and I withdraw it. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Grout, the committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. PayNE, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 10167) making appropriations to provide for the expenses 
of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2253) for the relief of Barzilla C. Hudson; 

A biil (S. 1624) to quiet title and possession with respect to cer- 
tain unconfirmed and located private land claims in the State of 
Louisiana; 

A bill (S. 1722) to approve and ratify the construction of a 
bridge across the Sulphur River, in the State of Arkansas, by the 
Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company; 

— bill (S. 2129) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
. Nolan; 

A bill (S. 361) for the relief of Silas P. Keller; and 

A bill (H. R. 9499) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Interior to sell certain lands to A. L. Williams, and for other 
purposes. 

RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. DANFORD. Mr. Speaker, the immigration bill is on the 
Speaker's table. I move that the House insist upon its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate, and agree to the further 
conference requested by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. Danrorp, Mr. WILson of 
South Carolina, and Mr. BARTHOLDT. 


MARY W. KEEFFE. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference report 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill S. 905, “An 
act granting a pension to Mary W. Keeffe.” having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend totheir respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
amount proposed to be inserted, insert $25; and the House agree to the same. 


HENRY F. THOMAS, 
GEO. C. CROWTHER, 
F. C. LAYTON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


FRANK J. CANNON, 
GEO. L. SHOUP, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the conferees on the part of the House was 
read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House make the following statement upon 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses: 

As passed by the Senate, the bill carried $30 per month, which sum the House 
reduced to $20. The effect of the conference reportis to grant the beneficiary 
$25 per month, being in the nature of a compromise, the Senate making a con- 
cession of $5 and the House conceding a like amount. 

The soldier died of disabilities contracted in the line of duty, and the bene- 
ficiary named in the bill is now drawing a pension of $20 per month. 

HENRY F. THOMAS, 
GEO. C. CROWTHER, 
F. C. LAYTON, 

Managers of the conference on the part of the House. 


The conference report was agreed to. 
ADELAIDE MORRIS. 


Mr. THOMAS. I also present another conference report. 
The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 8S. 757, “An 
act granting an increase of pension to Adelaide Morris,” having met, after 
fulland free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
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House and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of ¢ 


amount proposed to be inserted, insert $35; and the House agree to the sam ; 


HENRY F. THOMAS, 
GEO. C. CROWTHER, 
F. C. LAYTON, 
Managers on the part of the House 
J. H. GALLINGER 


W: N. ROACH, 
Managers on the part of the Senute. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House make the following statement 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses: 

As it passed the Senate the bill carried $50 per month, which was red 
to $25 by the House. The effect of the conference report is to grant the 
ficiary $35 per month, a concession of $15 by the Senate and $10 by the H 

The managers on the part of the House have been led to make t! 
cession because the soldier had a very gallant record, particularly 
guishing himself at the battle of Antietam, on which account he was 
the rank of brevet captain, though but 19 years of age. He was in m 
tles, and after the close of the war participated in the Indian cam) 
He died from disabilities contracted and incurred in the line of duty 

HENRY F. THOMAS 

GEO. C. CROWTHE!, 

F. C. LAYTON, 
Managers of the conference on the part of the I 


The conference report was agreed to. 
MARION M’KIBBEN, 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I present another confi 
report. 
The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conferences on the disagreeing votes of the two I! 3 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill S. 6s: 
act granting an increase of pension to Marion McKibben,” having n : 
full and free conference have agreed torecommend and do recom: i to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment. 

HENRY F. THOMAS 

GEO. C. CROWTHER, 

F. C. LAYTON, 
Managers on the part of the I 

J. H. GALLINGER, 

GEO. L. SHOUP, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


’ 





The managers on the part of the House make the following statement upon 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses: 

As it passed the Senate the bill carried $50 per month, which was reduced 
by the House to $40. The effect of the conference report is to recede from 


the House amendment and grant the ag eens, Bom r month. 

The managers on the part of the House have been led to make this conces- 
sion because of the unusually long and gallant services of the soldicr. He 
served during the war with Mexico, and was several times promoted for cal- 
lant conduct during the late war. He rose to the rank of brevet brigadier 
general, and died from disabilities contracted in the line of duty. Tho bene- 
pad named in the bill is now receiving $30 per month under the general 


Ww. 
HENRY F. THOMAS 
GEO. C. CROWTHER, 
F. C. LAYTON, 
Managers of the conference on the part of the Hou 


_The conference report was agreed to. 
CAROLINE A. HOUGH. 


Mr. WOOD. Mr.Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
the bill (S. 3622) that was under consideration when the House 
went into Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3622) to increase the panige of Caroline A. Hough, widow of Brig. 
en. John Hough. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Caroline A. Hough, widow ot 
the late Brig. Gen. John Hough, upon the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws,and grant her a pension of * per 
month, in lieu of the pension of $17 per month which she is now receiving 


The —— Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know something 
about this. I ask for the readingof the report, reserving the might 
to object. 

Mr. WOOD. This bill has already passed the House and passed 
the Senate. It was considered in Committee of the Whole. It 
was not signed, having reached the President just a short time 
before the recess. I hope the gentleman will not object. It is in 
precisely the same condition as the bill of Mrs. Carr. es 

Mr. ERDMAN. I would like to knowsomething about the). 
I know nothing about it. ee 

Mr. WOOD. I can make a statement concerning the ))i!), if 
that would be satisfactory. ; 

Mr. MILES. Is this one of the cases that was considered 01 no! 
considered last Friday night in Committee of the Whole? —s 

Mr. WOOD. It was considered by Committee of the \V)0° 
and in the House, and passed. 

Mr. MILES. But not last Friday night? : : 

Mr. WOOD. It was not passed last Friday night. It was 
passed in December. It passed both branches. a 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman means that the original bi!!, 
which failed to be signed by the President, was passed, and (us 
is identical with that bill. 

Mr, WOOD, This is identical, 


























1897. 


is bill. 
this OOD. But a bill identically like it. There would be no 


good purpose in referring it to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
and having it considered in the Committee of the Whole. 
been before both and has been well considered. 
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The SPEAKER. It is identical with the original bill; but not | been received at the Department since May 22, 1896—to the Cor 





the same condition as the bill of Mrs. Carr, and it ought to pass. | 


The beneficiary is a very worthy and very feeble old lady. The 
service of this officer was distinguished; and 1 hope the House 
will consent to its being taken up and passed. 

Mr. BLUE. This is only for $50? 

Mr. WOOD. That is all. 

Mr. BLUE. The same as the other? 

Mr. WOOD. The same as the other. 

Mr. BAILEY. This bill has not been considered in Committee 
of the Whole? 

Mr. WOOD. A bill precisely like this has. 

Mr. PAYNE. A bill exactly like this one passed last session 
both the House and the Senate, and went to the President just 
before the recess, and the ten days expired during the recess. 

Mr. BAILEY. My question was, if this bill had been consid- 
red in the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. PAYNE. This bill has not been, but one that is precisely 
like it went to the President and failed to be signed. This bill has 
passed the Senate and came from the Senate over here, so that the 
same subject-matter has been considered in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. BAILEY. But my question referred to this particular bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. This particular numbered bill has not been con- 
sidered; but I want to say to the gentleman that a bill under pre- 
cisely the same circumstances passed this House this morning by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAILEY. This House has gone absolutely mad on the 
pension question. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman why this 
woman can not be pensioned under the law? 

Mr. WOOD. She is pensioned under the general law at $17 a 
month. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is all she is entitled to under the 
law? 

Mr. WOOD. She is pensioned at the rate of $17 a month, that 
being based on the rank her husband had at the time when the 
wound was received. That would be the highest rate that she 
could get at the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. MILES. His rank was such that she could get no more? 

Mr. WOOD. His rank at the time was such she could get no 
more. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, the Chair asked the question 
of the gentleman from Illinois, whether or not this was the iden- 
tical bill that had passed the House previously and had failed to 
receive the signature of the President. I will say in explanation 
that the bill that passed the House in December last called for $50 
per month, and the Senate has repassed the bill. The original bill 
having failed to become a law at the figure that has been agreed 
upon as the amount that should be allowed to the widows of 
general officers of the Army, $50 per month, this bill proposes to 
give the beneficiary that amount. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was eoteel to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WOOD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Farts, for four days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Miizs, for two days, on account of important business. 
; — Martin, for five days, on account of sickness in his 

amily. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 10 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 

Focaeons were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
ollows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 

a communication from the Postmaster-General, submitting an esti- 


mate of a priation to meet the expenses of the Congress of the 
U niversal Postal Union—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 


ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a list of cer- 
tain judgments rendered against the Government by the circuit 
and district courts of the United States, for which the records have 
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| mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a list 
of the disbursements for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, under 
It has | the act for the endowment of colleges for the teaching of agricul- 
It is in precisely | ture and the mechanic arts—to the Committee on Agriculture, and 


ordered to be printed. 

COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resol 





REPORTS OF 


BILLS AN] 


AtLLLIO \ ( Vv 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 1 to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. EDDY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to h 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3603) entitled ‘‘A ) 
extend the time for the completion of the St. Paul, Minneapolis 
and Manitoba Railway Company through the White Earth, Leech 
Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du Lac Indian reservations, in the 
State of Minnesota,” reported the same without amendment m- 
panied by a report (No. 2787); which said bill and report re 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the stat the 


Union. 

Mr. HILBORN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred House resolution No. 505, reported in lien 
resolution (House Res. No. 525) requesting the Secr: tary of 1 
Navy to furnish certain information to the House relative to pro- 
motions of meritorious warrant officers of the Navy, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2788); which said bill and report were referred 


+] 
Lie a 


~é 


to the House Calendar. 


Mr. aed from the Committee on the Library, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10079) for the erection of a 
monument to Peter Charles L’Enfant in the city of Washineton, 


D. C., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2789); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Uni 

Mr. BOWERS, from the Committee on the Public L » ve 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9607) to amend 
an act to permit the use of the right of way through public lands 
for tramroads, canals, and reservoirs, and for other pur 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report . 
2790); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CURTIS, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Di 
Columbia, to which was referred sundry bills of the House, re 
ported the same, accompanied by reports; which said bills and 
reports were referred to the House Calendar, as follows, to 

WITH AMENDMENT. 

The bill (H. R. 9842) relating to the adulteration of foods and 

drugs in the District of Columbia. (Report No. 2791.) 
WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 

The bill (H. R. 9976) to punish the impersonation of inspectors 
of the health and other departments of the District of Columbia. 
(Report No. 2792.) 

The bill (H. R. 9821) authorizing the Commissioners of the Dis 
trict of Columbia to charge a fee for the issuance of transcri) 
from the records of the health department. (Report No. 2793. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of C 
bia, to whicli was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10122) 1 
amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to prohibit the interment of bodie 
in Graceland Cemetery, in the District of Columbia,” 1 d 
August 3, 1894, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2802); which said bill and report 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FISCHER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the resolution of the House (No. 511) requesting of the 
Secretary of the Interior certaininformation relative to the enforce- 
ment of the treaty or agreement with the Navajo Indians, entered 
into June 1, 1868, reported the same without amendment, acc: 
panied By a. report (Ho. 2608); which said bill and report wore 
referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 950) entitled ‘‘An act granting increase of pension 
to Franklin C. Plantz.” (Report No. 2794.) 

The bill (S. 2702) entitled “An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel A. Smith.” (Report No. 2795.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 5424) granting a pension to Robert A. 
McKee. (Report No. 2796.) 


By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (S. 3613) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to 
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Mary M. Macauley, widow of the late Brig. Gen. Daniel Macauley, 
United States Volunteers. (Report No. 2797.) 

3y Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 9788) granting a pension to Bethiah H. Rollins. 
(Report No. 2798.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 4954) to grant Mary Chamberlin, of Chelsea, 
Vt.,a pension. (Report No. 2799.) 

The bill (H. R. 9552) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Monteith. (Report No. 2800.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 9915) granting a pension to Sarah F.Smith. (Re- 
port No. 2801.) 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 

The bill (S. 3408) entitled ‘An act granting a pension to Ann 
King, widow of Samuel King, deceased.” (Report No. 2804.) 

The bill (S. 3612) entitled “‘An act granting a pension to Mrs. 
Martha Frank.” (Report No. 2805.) 

By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 4472) for the relief of Isaac Whitenberg, of 
Bledsoe County, Tenn. (Report No. 2806.) 

The bill (H. R. 5326) to grant a pension to Sarah A. Blazer. 
(Report No. 2807.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 10235) to fix the 
rate of pension of sailors and soldiers in certain cases—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 10236) to amend section 
4440 of the Revised Statutes, authorizing the licensing of mates on 
river and ocean steamers—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 10237) authorizing the 
judge of the eastern district of Texas to hold special terms of the 
courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 10238) to amend the act 
of July 16, 1894, providing for the entry to the second class of 
mail matter of periodical publications—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 10239) to authorize Lieut. Com- 
mander Raymond P. Rodgers, United States Navy, to accept the 
medal presented to him by the Russian Government—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10240) to authorize Maj. Gen. Alexander McD. 
McCook, United States Army, retired, and Capt. George Percival 
Scriven, United States Army, to accept medals presented to them 
by the Russian Government—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 245) proposing 
an ainendment to the Constitution providing for the election of 
Members of the House of Representatives of the United States 
every four years—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: A joint resolution (H. Res. 246) 
to print additional copies of Messages and Papers of Presidents— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BENNETT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 247) directing the 
Secretary of War to submit estimates for work upon Wallabout 
Channel, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HICKS: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. No. 
69) providing for the printing of additional copies of the report of 
the Assistant Secretary of the Interior, 1896—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of California, favoring the establishment of a republican form of 
governmentin the Hawaiian Islands—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Wyoming, favoring the passage of any resolutions which will 
tend to secure to the people of Cuba belligerent rights as revolu- 
tionists or their independence as a republic—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A memorial of the legislature 
of the State of California, relative to the establishment of a repub- 
lican form of government in the Hawaiian Islands—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Michigan, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4339, to estab- 
lish a military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 10241) granting an increase of 














pension to Mrs. Margaret F. Joyce, widow of William H. Joyce 
late a captain in Company F, Seventh Regiment Rhode Island Vo). 
unteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 10242) granting a pensioy 
to Louisa Pasquet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 10243) for the relief of Edward 
W. Coberly—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10244) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah M. Hadley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 10245) to in- 
crease the pension of Margaret Madden—to the Committee oy 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 10246) to pay the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of Frederick C, Gros). 
administrator of Lewis Grosh—to the Committee on War Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWN: Papers to accompany House bill No. 4472, for 
the relief Isaac Whitenberg, of Bledsoe County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Protest of J. C. Klaholt and 145 other 
business men of Springfield, Ill., against the passage of the Sher- 
man bill with respect to ticket brokers—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Resolutions of the Iowa State Horticultural 
Society, of Des Moines, Iowa, in favor of the passage of House bill 
No. 119, for the protection of the forests of the United States 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
of Albion, lowa, protesting against the passage of the bill to estab- 
lish a bureau of military education, etc.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of H. L. Foote and 104 other citizens 
of Bay City, Mich.. protesting against the passage of the Sherman 
bill to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HART: Resolutions of Lafayette Post, No. 217, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Easton, Pa., approving of House bil! No, 
9209, for a per diem pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of O. W. Stephens, Charles N. 
Bellamy, and 19 others, in opposition to House bill No. 10090, known 
as the Sherman bill, to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Comuuiit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of C. L. Rundell and 10 other 
soldiers of Earlville, lowa, in favor of the passage of House bil! 
No. 9209, for a service pension to all honorably discharged soldicrs 
of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. paper from Branch No. 257, of the National Association 
of Letter Carriers, of Dubuque, Iowa, favoring the passage of thie 
letter-carriers’ bill—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, paper from President King, of Cornell College, Mount 
Vernon, Iowa, favoring increased provisions for the Bureau of 
Education—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of the First Presbyterian Church, 
of Corning, Iowa, asking the passage of a bill to raise the age of 
protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the First Presbyterian Church, of Corning, Iowa, 
favoring the passage of a bill forbidding the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in any Government building—to the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petitions of A. F. Shapleigh Hardware Company and oth- 
ers, of St. Louis, Mo.: the Minneapolis Dry Goods Company and 
others, of St. Paul, Minn.; Charles R. Skinner, president of the Na- 
tional Educational Association, Albany, N. Y.; J. W. Baer, sec- 
retary Christian Endeavor Society; F. B. Wilkins, secretary Dap- 
tist Young People’s Union; Irwin Sherpard, secretary National 
Educational Association; J. D. Lang, second vice-president \V est 
Shore Railroad, and A. B. Hepburn, of New York City, favoring 
the passage of House bill No. 10090, to abolish ticket brokerag: 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ; 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petition of the Methoist 
Episcopal church, of Drayton, N. Dak., praying for the enat 
ment of the House bill to raise the age of protection for gir's in 
the District of Columbia to 18 years—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEONARD: Petition of citizens of Elkland, Pa., | 
testing against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amen the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roa:s. 

By Mr. LITTLE (by request): Memorial by J. B. Jackson an 
G. W. Dukes, delegates from the Choctaw Nation, and EF. \. 
Wright, member of the commission of Choctaws to treat wit) 
the Dawes Commission, asking for a modification of the |. 
agreement—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Sundry petitions from various cities in 
the State of Georgia, favoring the passage of the Sherman bill to 
abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. te : ; . 

By Mr. MEYER: Petition of J. C. Morris and others of New 
Orleans, La., favoring the passage of House bill No. 10090, known 
as “antiscalping bill”—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. : ; 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Papers relating to the claim of John 
Christie—to the Committee on War Claims. _ 
~ Also, papers relating to the claim of Eliza Piggott—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Sundry petitions of American Merchants’ 
Manufacturing Company, of Chicago, Ill.; F. E. Briggs and oth- 
ers, of New York City; Brewer & Lanlefter and others, of Griffin, 
Ga.; W. L. Dawson, president of Shepard Bank, and others, of 
Opelika, Ala., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 10090, 
abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Resolutions of the Mississippi Valley 
Cottonwood Association, to restore the tariff on lumber—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES W.STONE: Petition of members of Branch 
No. 293 of the National Association of Letter Carriers, in favor of 
the bill to classify and fix the salaries of letter carriers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEW ELL: Papers in support of House bill No. 3519, 
relating to the claim of John R. Watson, of Harrison County, Ind.— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of the members of the bar of 
Muscogee, Ind. T., favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 3513, 
authorizing an additional judge for the Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of L. J. Palda, of Elgin, Iowa, and Dimmick & 
Wrate, of Mason City, Iowa, for a uniform specific rate on im- 
ported leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Iowa Seed Company, of Des Moines, Iowa, 
in relation to House bill No. 9532, regulating the sale of agricul- 
tural seeds—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Iowa Horticultural Society, favoring the 
passage of House bill No. 119, for the protection of the forests of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of G. F. McFarlan, of State Center, lowa, for the 
passage of the bill raising the age of consent, and the bill for the 
prevention of gambling—to the Committee on the District ot 
Columbia. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: Petition of citizens of the State of 
Maryland, asking the appropriation of money to pay depositors 
who lost by the failure of the Freedman’s Bank, July, 1874—to the 
Committee on (ators 

Also, petition of the heirs of W. Stone, deceased, late of Fred- 
erick County, Md., praying reference of his war claim to the Court 


¢ Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


SENATE. 
FriDAY, February 5, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Davis, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 895) for the relief of Christopher Ellis; 

A bill (S. 3320) to provide a life-saving station at or near Point 
Arena, Mendocino County, in the State of California; and 

A bill (S. 3622) to increase the pension of Caroline A. Hough, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the House tothe bill (S. 684) 
granting an increase of pension to Marion McKibben. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the Dill 
(5. 757) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide Morris. 

he message 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 905) 
granting a pension to Mary W. Keeffe. 
Che message also announced that the House further insisted 
be its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7864) to amend theimmigration laws of the United States, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





1555 


agrees to a further conference asked for by the Senate on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
DaNFoRD, Mr. WILson of South Carolina, and Mr. BarTHoLptT 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 3623) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Gould Carr, widow of 
the late Brig. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. Joseph B. Carr, United States 
Volunteers, deceased, with an amendment in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 853) providing for the erection of a light-house at 
Orient Point. Long Island, New York; 

A bill (H. R. 8898) to increase the pension of Elizabeth Wellons; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 9029) to grant to the Hudson Reservoir and Canal 
Company the right of way through the Gila River Indian Reser- 
vation. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 361) for the relief of Silas P. Keller: 

A bill (S. 1624) to quiet title and possession with respect to cer- 
tain unconfirmed and located private land claims in the State of 
Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 9499) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Interior to sell certain lands to A. L. Williams, and for other 
purposes; . 

A bill (S. 1722) to approve and ratify the construction of a 
bridge across the Sulphur River, in the State of Arkansas, by the 
Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company; 

A bill (S. 2129) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Nolan; and 

A bill (S. 2253) for the relief of Barzilla C. Hudson. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the legislature 
of South Dakota, praying that Fort Meade, in that State, be made 
a permanent military reservation; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, as follows: 

OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, Pierre, S. Dak 
A joint resolution and memorial requesting the Congress of the United States 
to make Fort Meade a permanent military reservation 






Be it resolved by the senate of the State of South Dakota (the house of r pre- 
sentatives concurring), Whereas there is but one military post of any im- 
vortance within the State of South Dakota, to wit, rt Meade, located in 
Meade County, S. Dak., in the eastern part of the Black Hills, adjacent tothe 





Sioux Indian Reservation in this State, and with rapic 





| railroad connection to 

the Crow Indian Reservation in Montana, which said post is conceded by the 

military authorities to excel all other Western posts as a strategic point, and 

| has now permanent features, to wit, a large brick hospitaland a permanent 
connection with the water system of Sturgis, S. Dak.: and 

Whereas the Federal Government has allotted lands to the Indians and by 

| other acts has made the several Sioux Indian reservations apparently per- 

| manent in their character, we deem it necessary for the protection of the 
people of the western part of this State that such military post should be 
made permanent: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That we favor and hereby urge the Congress of the United 
States, by statute if necessary, to make said Fort Meade a permanent mili- 
tary post; and 

Be it further resolved, That we request the Senatorsand Representatives 
from this State in Congress to use their best endeavors to accomplish this 
result. 

[Indorsed. ] 
A joint resolution and memorial requesting the Congress of the United 


announced that the House had agreed to the | 


States to make Fort Meade a permanent military reservation 
DANIEL T. HINDMAN, 
Attest: President of the Senate 
T. M. StmmMons, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
JOHN COLVIN, 
Attest: Speaker of the House. 
JONAS H. LIEN, 
Chief Clerk. 
I hereby certify that the herein joint resolution and memorial originated 
in the senate and was known in the senate as senate joint resolution No. 7 
T. M. SIMMONS, 
Secre tary of the Senate. 
Received at the office of the secretary of state this 30th day of January, 
A. D. 1897, at 5.30 p. m. 
WILLIAM H. RODDLE, 
Secretary of State 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of South Dakota, Secretary's Office: 
I, William H. Roddle, secretary of state of the State of South Dakota, do 
hereby certify that the attached instrument of writing is a true and correct 
copy of a joint resolution and memorial requesting the Congress of the United 
States to make Fort Meade a permanent military reservation, as the same ap- 
pears on file in this office, and of the whole thereof. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of South Dakota, at Pierre, this Ist day of February, 1307. 
WILLIAM H. RODDLE, 


Secretary of State 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the legislature 
of South Dakota, praying for the enactment of a free-homestead 
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law: which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, Pierre, S. Dak. 
morializing Congress for a free-homestead law. 
“een the senate concurring), That 
»by petition and memorialize the Congress 





7 t/ of re tatives 
the! lature south Dakota her 

of the United States to enact a law, as speedily as possible, permitting set- 
tlers upon Government lands in this State to make final proof upon their 
homestead claims and acquire title thereto without the payment of any spe- 
cifi ie 
s 
t 


hous 





} per acre, as required under the present law. The demand for 
h a law has been emphasized in the various platforms of the political par- 
this State and of this nation, and is the universal wish of the people. 
ler who endures the hardships and } 
lement upon and improve 160 acres of unbre 
poor and without means, pays enough for th 







ations necessary to make 
en prairie, being, asa rule, 
and by the toil and sacrifice 














he must make, without the payment of the price exacted by the Government 
under the present law. 
And for the pa re of such a law your memorialists will ever pray. 
Approved this 29th day of January, A. D. 1897, at 2.30 p. m. 


ANDREW E. LEE, Governor. 
[Indorsed. ] 


A joint resolution and memorial memorializing Congress for a free-home- 


stead law. 
JOHN COLVIN, 
aes Speaker of the House. 
~ Jonas H. Lien, Chief Clerk. 
DANIEL T. HINDMAN, 
Attest President of the Senate. 


T. M. SIMMONS, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
I hereby certify that the within resolution originated in the house of rep- 
resentatives and was known as house joint resolution No. 7. 
JONAS H. LIEN, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 


Received at the executive office this 28th day of January, A. D. 1897, at 
4.40 p. m. 
ANDREW E. LEE, Governor. 
STATE OF SouTH DAKOTA, OFFICE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
Filed January 29, 1897, 2.30 p. m. 


PHILIP LAWRENCE, 
Assistant Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of South Dakota, Secretary's Office: 

I, William H. Roddle, secretary of state of the State of South Dakota, do 
hereby certify that the attached instrument of writing is a true and correct 
copy of a joint resolution memorializing Congress for a free homestead law, 
as the same appears on file in this office, and of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of South Dakota, at Pierre, this lst day of February, 1597. 

WM. H. RODDLE, Secretary of State. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Napper- 
Tandy Club, of New York City, remonstrating against the ratifi- 
cation of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of T. L. Cockrell, publisher of the 
Alexandria Times, of Alexandria, Va., and the petition of Edward 
Frey, publisher of the Long Island Freie Presse, of College Point, 
Long Island, N. Y., praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. HALE presented the memorial of Alfred R. Hall and 16 
other citizens of Oakland, Me., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Ri ad ls. 

He also presented a petition of the Maine Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, of Portland, Me., praying for the ratification 
of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Napper-Tandy Club, of New 
York City, remonstrating against the ratification of the pending 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented sundry petitions of citizens of Knox- 
ville and Sycamore, in the State of Illinois, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
the Capitol building; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Woodstock 
and Cobden, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Commercial Club of Chicago; 
of the Warder, Bushnell & Glessner Ccempany, of Chicago, and 
of E. E. Witt, of Kappa, all in the State of Mlinois, praying for the 
ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Chicago, Oak- 
land, and Evanston, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of New York, 
praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 3545, to prevent the 


sale of railroad tickets by unatithorized persons; which were ro. 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Napper-Tandy Club, of N 
York City, remonstrating against the ratification of the pendi) 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to | 
on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Christian End 
Union of Mansfield, Ohio, and a petition of the Christian Ende 
Society of the Memorial Presbyterian Church, of Dayton, « 
praying for the enactment of legislatien to prohibit the s 
intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which were ord; 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ohio, pr 
for the defeat of any measure which may cause the destructi 
the ticket-brokerage business; which was referred to the Comm 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of London, ! 
laire, Lisbon, St. Marys, and Ottawa, all in the State of | 
remonstrating against the passage of theso-called Loud bill, r 
ing to second-class mail matter: which were referred to the ( 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petitions of Dr. C. M. Goheen, pub! 
of the Union, of Continental; of W. J. McMurray, publis! 
the Auglaize Republican, of Wapakoneta; of Sam Knesth 
publisher of the Ottawa County Zeitung, of Port Clinton; of \. 
H. Althoff, publisher of the News-Democrat, of Port Clinto 
H. E, Soule, editor of the Vinton County Republican, of Mc \r- 
thur; of the C. L. Bailey Grocery Company of Marietta: of the 
Ohio Wholesale Grocers’ Association Company, of Colum! 
the Board of Trade of Columbus, and of A. C. Buss, publisiy 
the New Bremen Sun, of New Bremen, all in the State of ©) 


praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the l 
laws relating to second-class mail matter: which were referred to 


the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of Ernest F. Werner, pub- 


lisher of the Herald, of Crab Orchard, Nebr., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to secon: 
mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-O 3 


and Post-Roads, 

He also presented a petition of the Western Nebraska \\ 
Growers’ Association, of Willey, Nebr., praying for the enactient 
of a tariff schedule on wool such as has been asked for b t 
association; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the members of the First Pres- 
byterian Church, of Auburn, Nebr., and a petition of the mem- 
bers of the First Congregational Church, of Crawford, N 
praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with 
Great Britain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the memorial of Joseph Mills and 27 
other citizens of Westport, Conn., and the memorial of George 5. 
Fuller and 22 other citizens of North Canaan, Conn., remonstrat- 


ing against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating t 
ond-class mail matter; which were referred to the Commit m 


Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Mr. WALTHALL presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 


Canton, Miss., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred 


to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of P. K. Mayers, publisher « 
Pascagoula Democrat-Star, of Scranton, Miss., praying fo 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws re! 
to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Comm 'tee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. NELSON. I present a brief paper prepared by Mr. D 
Pennie, of Minnesota, giving practical hints for the preserva ‘on 
of the forests of that State. I move that the paper be refer 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Ga: 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry lumberm: 
Duluth, Minn., praying for the restoration of the tariff on lum 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the legislature of Minnesota. | 
the Presbyterian churches of Rushford and Fremont, and of |! 
First Unitarian Church, of Duluth, all in the State of Minnes:'4, 
praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration treat) 
Great Britain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commer 


> 


~ 


Dre 


—rmn 


Fergus Falls, Minn., praying for the passage of the so-calle:| |. 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was referre! to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of A. F. Gosslee and sundry 0 )"T 


citizens of Tracy, of A. W. Freeman and sundry other citizens 0! 
Adrian, and of J. W. Bleevett and sundry other citizens of Detr' 
City, all in the State of Minnesota, remonstrating against the ))\> 
sage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail ! 
ter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 60¢ 
Post-Roads. 


‘ 
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Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition, in the form of a letter, | sage of the so-called Cameron resolution, in relation to Cuba; 


from Sarah P. Nichols, superintendent of the department of peace 
and arbitration of the New Hampshire Woman’s Christian Tem- 
rance Union, praying for the ratification of the pending arbitra- 
tion treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the 
a] 
= DAVIS presented a petition of the legislature of the State 
of Minnesota, praying for the ratification of the pending arbitra- 
tion treaty with Great Britain; which was read and ordered to lie 
on the table, as follows: 
Sr. Pau, January 28, 1897. 
Srr: I have the hear to Capes to ae the Siewine sumuesent sescber 
tion of the senate and house of representatives o e rw a a. 
Secretary of the Senate. 


yn. C. K. DAVIS, 
- Tnited States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


RESOLUTION. 

Whereas there is now pending before the Senate of the United States for 
ratification a treaty between Great Britain and the United States, providing 
for the arbitration of differences which otherwise might result in war be- 
tween the two countries; and ‘ s , 

Whereas, believing that war, independent of the sacrifice of invaluable 
human lives, isa t burden to the people and should be avoided when pos- 
sible to do so without the sacrifice of national honor: Therefore, | 

Resolved by the senate of Minnesota (the house of representatives concur- 
ring), That we favor the general principle of international arbitration, and 
commend its adoption by our Government as a wise and humane method of 
settling international disputes, and we believe it is a step in the direction of 
a higher civilization anda broader statesmanship which reflected credit upon 
the United States asa nation: Provided, That this is not to be considered as 
an indorsement of the arbitration treaty pending before the United States 
Senate, and that matter is left to the discretion of our Senators. 

Resoived further, That this treaty should not be concurred in unless terri- 
torial questions involved in the Monroe doctrine are expressly excepted 

verefrc 
= ‘heed, That the secretary of the senate is hereby instructed to forward 
copies of this preamble and resolution to Senators DAvis and NELSON at 
Washington. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., praying for the enactment of a bankruptcy law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the minister and trustees of the 
First Unitarian Church, of Duluth, Minn., praying for the ratifi- 
cation without amendment of the treaty of arbitration between 
the United States and Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Hastings, 
Minn.. praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Ee also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of St. Paul, | 
- Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud 

bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to | 

the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Mr. TILLMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 

South Carolina, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of G. M. Harman, publisher of 
the Lex Dispatch, of Lex, 8S. C., and the petition of Frank Carter, | 
publisher of the Times, of Lake City, S. C., praying for the pas- | 
sage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee | 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WHITE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Los | 
Angeles and San Bernardino counties, Cal., praying that the | 
placer and quartz mines within the San Gabriel and San Ber- | 
nardino Government preserves be opened to settlement; which 
was referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. 

He also presented the petition of James M. Brown and sundry | 
other citizens of Placerville, Cal., and the petition of J. A. Cook 
and sundry other citizens of San Jacinto, Cal., praying for the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter, and for the passage of House bill No. 838, to reduce letter 
postage to 1 cent per half ounce; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

_Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial, in the form of resolu- | 
tions, adopted by the Commercial Travelers’ Protective Associa- 
tion of Pittsburg, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 3545, to prohibit the sale of railroad tickets by 
unauthorized persons; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

_He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Erie, Wrights- 
ville, Carlisle, and Weatherly, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, re- 
lating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Samuel J. Randall Council, No. 
448, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Reading, Pa., 
and a petition of Star Castle Lodge, No. 141, Ancient Order 
Knights of the Mystic Shrine, of York, Pa., praying for the pas- | 





| Abigail J. Hadley, State superintendent of the 


| ing the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; whic 


which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petitions of John M. Miller & Son, of 
Philadelphia; of Lippincott, Johnson & Co., of Philadelphia; o 
William R. Nicholson; of Nye & Tredick, of Philadelphia; of Da 
vid Camek & Co., of Philadelphia; of Bodenstein & Kuemmerle 
of Philadelphia; of Strousethanhauser & Co., of Philadelphia; of 
Joseph May and other citizens, of Philadelphia; of Thomas Wal- 


T 
L 





stenholme Sons & Co., of Philadelphia; of the Board of Trade of 
Bradford; of R. B. McKee, publisher of the Journal, of Fre port; 
of the Blizzard Publishing Company; of Benjamin F. Ha , pub- 
lisher of the Wayne Independent, of Holmesdal ot G » WwW. 
Brown, publisher of the Wayne Times, of Wayne; of P. F. M hy 


of Philadelphia; of the Enterprise Publishing Company, of Cam- 
bridgeboro; of J. B. McFadden, publisher of the Leader-C 

of Osceola Mills; of P. C. Boyle, publisher of the Oil City Derrick, 
of Oil City; of Joseph Parker, publisher of the Daily Leader and 
Weekly Telegraph, of Corry, and of the Master Builders’ Exchange 
of Philadelphta, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 1 


tor the 

passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 

matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 

ance Union of Washington County, Pa., praying for the enact- 

ment of legislation raising the age of consent to 18 years in the 


District of Columbia; to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the Capitol building; for a Sunday-rest law for the District 
of Columbia, and remonstrating against interstate gambling by 
telegraph, telephone, or otherwise; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of Cook & Humphrey, 
publishers of the Poultney Journal, of Poultney, Vt., praying for 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relat- 
ing to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOAR presented the memorial of Charles M. H. Scott and 
27 other citizens of Millers Falls, Mass., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Otfices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. Inman L. Willcox and 
34 other ministers, members of the Worcester (Mass.) Central 
Association of Congregational Ministers, of Massachusetts, 
ing for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty 
Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Dry- 
den, Mich., praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter, and 
for the passage of House bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage to 1 
cent per half ounce; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BRICE presented the memorial of F. C. Moore and sundry 
other citizens of Ashtabula, Ohio, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail mat- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, 

He also presented petitions of the Ohio Wholesale Grocers’ Asso- 
ciation Company, of Columbus, Ohio; of the Board of Trade of 
Columbus, Ohio; of H. E. Soule, editor of the Vinton County 
Republican, of McArthur, Ohio; of W. H. Allholf, publisher of 
the News-Democrat, of Port Clinton, Ohio, and of Sam Kre:thardt, 
publisher of the Ottawa County Zeitung, of Port Clinton, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to sec- 
ond-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 


pray- 
with 


on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

He also presented the memorials of William H. Baldwin, secre- 

| tary of the Ohio Steel Company, of Youngstown, Ohio; of Mrs. 


department of 
peace and arbitration, of Clarksville, Ohio, and of the congrega- 
tion of the Pilgrim Church, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the 
ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; 


| which were ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented the petition of Bert P. McKee, vice-president 
of the Christian Endeavor Society of the First Baptist Church, of 
Toledo, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 


th 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 


| Temperance Union of Rhode Island, praying for the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1552, to provide for the further prevention of cru- 
| elty to animals in the District of Columbia; which was ordered to 


lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented the memorial of G. F, 
Lyons and sundry other citizens of Wisconsin, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second- 
class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, 











He also presented a petition of the Fox River Valley Division, 
No. 373. Order of Railway Conductors, of Green Bay, Wis., pray- 
ing for the passage of Senate bill No. 3545, to prevent the sale of 
railroad tickets by unauthorized persons; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the memorial of E. V. Johnston, of 
Alexandria, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented two petitions of Bierhaus Bros., of Vincennes, 
Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating 
to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Tuckerton, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation raising the age of consent to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the Eighth Street Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of Camden, N. J.; of the Second Presbyterian 
Church, of Camden, N. J.,and of the Mount Zion Baptist Church, 
of Camden, N. J., praying for the passage of House bill No. 7083, 
prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol build- 
ing; which were ordered to lie on table. 

He also presented petitions of the Wynn Baptist Church, of 
Camden; of the First Presbyterian Church, of Camden; of the 
Mount Zion Baptist Church, of Camden, and of the North Baptist 
Church, of Camden, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for 
the enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by 
telegraph, telephone, or otherwise; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Boston Druggists’ Asso- 
ciation, of Boston, Mass., praying for the appointment of a tariff 
commission to whom tariff matters shall be referred and reported 
on before any action by Congress is taken; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of W. H. Twombly & Sons, pub- 
lishers of the Chronicle, of Rendig, Mass., praying for the passage 
of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class mai! matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the New York Central Labor 
Union, indorsed by the New York Protective Labor Union, re- 
monstrating against any attempt by steamship companies to 
defeat the bill to restrict immigration; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. GORDON presented the petition of R. M. Martin, publisher 
of the Liberty County Herald, of Hinesville, Ga., praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class nail matter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of the legislature of 
South Dakota, praying that Fort Meade, in that State, be made a 
permanent military reservation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the legislature of South Dakota. 
praying for the enactment of a free-homestead law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Sioux Falls, 
8S. Dak., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 
divide the southern division of the district of South Dakota and 
to establish a place for the holding of the district and circuit court 
of the United States at the city of Yankton; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented a memorial of the delegates 
of the Chectaw Nation, remonstrating against the ratification of 
the treaty made and entered into at Muscogee, Ind. T., on the 
18th day of December, 1896, and praying for the adoption of cer- 
tain modifications to that treaty; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of the Epworth League of the 
Chatham Square Methodist Episcopal Church, of Keokuk, Iowa, 

raying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Napper-Tandy Club of New 
York City, remonstrating against the ratification of the pending 
ogre «hig treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on 

1e table. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the petition of M. Louis Ferris and 
80 other members of the Christian Endeavor Society of the First 
Congregational Church, of Saginaw, East Side, Mich., and the 
petition of E. C. Worriner and 11 others, teachers in the high 
school of Saginaw, East Side, Mich., praying for the ratification 
of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented the petitions of E. T. Orr, president of the 
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Agricultural Press League of Pittsburg, Pa.; of J. E. Dennie 
publisher of the Hillsdale County Gazette, of Jonesville, Mich: 
of Scarritt & Stuenvald, publishers of the Post, of Hudson, Mich 
of Edwin W. Mason, publisher of the Lapeer County Enterpris 
of Otter Lake, Mich.; of E. T. Kellogg, publisher of the Duran, 
Express, of Durand, Mich.; of C. F. Lawrence, publisher of ; 
Grove City Telephone, of Grove City, Pa.; of James Slocn 
publisher of the Oakland County Advertiser, of Holly, Mich. 

L. E. Buell, State secretary of the Young Men's Christian Ass: 
tion of Alabama, of Birmingham, Ala.; of William T. Comsi 
publisher of Architecture and Building, of New York City 
Willard F. Levings, general secretary of the Young Men’s Ch; 
tian Association, of Paris, I1l.; of Cobbs & Mitchell, of Cadi] 
Mich., and of Rev. J. M. Barkley, pastor of the Forest Aver 
Presbyterian Church, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the pass 
of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to se 
class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on P 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented a petition of sundry citizens of ( 
vallis, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation amendins 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter, and to reduc 
letter postage to 1 cent per half ounce; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented the memorial of John F, 
Brown, principal chief of the Seminole Nation, Indian Territory, 
remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 3544, to se- 
cure to the citizen Indians in the Indian Territory the equal use 
of their tribal lands and to extend the jurisdiction of the United 
States courts therein, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 174) to 
suspend the operation of an act approved February 13, 1895, en- 
titled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the 
settlement of all outstanding claims against the District of Co- 








lumbia, and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear 
the same, and for other purposes,’ approved June 16, 1880,” reported 
it without amendment. ’ 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3589) regulating fraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations in the District of (o- 
lumbia, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re; 
thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom were referred two amendments submitted by 
himself on the 4th instant intended to be proposed to the District 
appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that 
they be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. MANTLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
PETTIGREW December 14, 1896, intended to be proposed to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3517) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Evanston, in the State of Wyo- 
ming, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. THURSTON, from the Select Committee on International 
Expositions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 3489) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize and encourage the holding «! a 
transmississippi and international exposition at the city of Oiata, 
in the State of Nebraska, in the year 1898,” approved June 10), 1>\'6, 
to repeal certain portions thereof, and for other purposes, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referre: the 
amendment submitted by Mr. ALLEN December 9, 1896, inten ed 
to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, the 
amendment providing for carrying out the provisions of tle 
act to encourage the holding of a transmississippi international 
exposition in 1898, submitted a report thereon, which, with ‘ie 
accompan:7ing amendment, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5473) concern- 
ing delivery of letters in towns, villages, and other places wht? 
no free delivery exists, reported it without amendment, and su>- 
mitted a report thereon. 


CONSULAR REGULATIONS. 

Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Printing. ‘0 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 243) proving 
for the printing of the Consular Regulations of 1896, to report 1% 
without amendment, and I ask that it be put on its passage. 
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There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as} Mr. COCKRELL. I move to insert those words in the sixth 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to print.2,900 copies, 800 | line; so as to read “‘ wages alleged to have been earned by him.” 
copies for the use of the Senate, 1,600 copies for the use of the The amendment was agreed to. 

House of Representatives, and 500 copies to be delivered to the The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


Superintendent of Documents for sale. ; : ment was concurred in. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | read a third time. 
JAMES STEWART. The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to have passed a little bill, the j SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 
Dill (H. R. 897) for the relief of James Stewart. It will take but Mr. GRAY. [rise toa privileged question, Mr. President, and 
amoment. Itis a House bill favorably reported. : ask leave to present the credentials of Richard R. Kenney as a 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | Senator from the State of Delaware. 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be read. 
Mr. COCKRELL. _Is the bill on the Calendar? The Secretary read as follows: 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. | The bill is on the Calendar. STATE OF DELAWARE, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. SHERMAN. There is a brief report which will explain | 70 tie President of the Senate of the United States: 


the whole matter. It is simply the case of an old soldier who This is to certify that on the 19th day of January, in the year of our Lord 

desires to sue in the Court of Claims for what he claims to be 1897. Richard R. Kenney ves og ae by as logiiature of Delaware a 

- : : : : penator to represent said State in 16 Senate o le nited States to fill a 

one > ey iccocmtsen vacancy caietion in the en of said State for the term ending the 
5 i ‘Of . 4 . 


3d day of March, A. D. 1901. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. Mpes mae _ ner -—_ Gyvernce. Ebe W. ee and our seal here- 
: ; a r unto affixed at Dover this 2Ist day of January, inthe year of our Lord 1897, 
The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Burrows and of the independence of the United States of America the one hundred and 
January 20, 1897, as follows: twenty-first. ee acne 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. BR. 897) for EBE W. TUNNELL. 
the relief of James Stewart, have examined the same and submit the follow- By the governor: 


ing report thereon: “ty Wm. H. Bryce, 
This claim received Srerene sapewts om * Comenies on aeess Secretary of State. 
ai Senate and the Committee on War Claims of the House durir . : 7 
Afar oe third ‘Congress, and was passed by both Houses, but failed to The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be filed. 
become a law on account of its reaching the President too late to receive his Mr. CHANDLER. lIask the Senator from Delaware what ac- 
signature. : ; tion he proposes, if any, to have taken at this time? 
rably reported by the Committee on War Claims in the _ e . ? 
vi hte, chun report’ our committee adopt as part of their Mr. GRAY. I was about to state, and will now state, that Mr. 


report, and recommend the passage of the bill. Kenney is present and ready to be swornin. I ask that the oath 
In report referred to is as follows: he af inistered to hi : 
ne . 8: . may be administered to him. 
‘ommittee laims, t h f h 1 . R. 897 7 x + . ’ ‘ : : 
for the relat 7 Soe saints the ate ee ee Mr. CHANDLER. Before the Senator-elect is sworn in, I desire 


This claim was presented in the Fifty-third Congress, and was favorably | to make a brief statement. 
reported u on by ee ee « we Hones ant theCom-| [shall not object to his being sworn in upon those credentials; 
een corefal investia ation of the facts involved our committee adopt but I believe that the vacancy in this body should be filled by 
the report of the Fifty-third Congress, a copy thereof being hereto attached | Henry A. DuPont, who was lawfully elected and ought to be here 


and made a part of this report. : : according to law and justice, as I understand the case. If, how- 
Your committee report Back the bill and recommend its passage. ever, MreDu Pont is not entitled to the seat, I believe that the leg- 
[Senate Report No. 970, Fifty-third Congress, third session.] islature of Delaware which chose Mr. Kenney was a legislative 

The principle upon which this bill is based has been repeatedly established | body fraudulently created and not entitled to elect a Senator. 
in cases to which this one pertains, particularly in the case of Captain Pull- These matters, Mr. President, will doubtless be brought before 
nen ee » now on the Calendar, for the relief of many offi- | the Senate in due time in contest of the right of Mr. Kenney to 


The claim is for longevity pay on account of length of service, being one | retain his seat in this body. et 
additional ration for each five years of service. ’ B Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to make a brief statement 
The present bill merely allows Captain Stewart to bring suit in the Court 


of Claims also before the Senate admits this gentleman to a seat. 
The report of the House committee is hereto appended. At the last session of the Senate, the Senate determined by a mae 
The passage of the bill is recommended. jority of one, I think (I was not present when the final vote took 
[House Report No. 426, Fifty- third a — — - a hag sey that ey A. 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5224) s ena — - ensitied to & a — t — Senate. a result 
for the relief of James Stewart, report: necessarily involved in that determination was the decision of the 


James Stewart served continuously asan enlisted man in the United States 
Regular Army from October 29, 1851, to November 15, 1861, when he was com- 
missioned second lieutenant in the Fourth Artillery, United States Army, 
and served as a commissioned officer in the United States Army from then 
till June 18, 1878. During the time he served as such commissioned officer the 
following provisions of law were, respectively, in force: 

That every commissioned officer of the line or staff, exclusive of general 
officers, shall be entitled to receive one additional ration per diem for ever 
five years he may have served or shall serve in the Army of the Unite 
States. (5 Stat. L., section 15, 258, act of July 5, 1838.) 

* There shall be allowed ent id to each commissioned officer below the 
rank of brigadier-general, including chaplains and others having assimilated 
rank or pay, 10 per cent of their current yearly pay for each term of five 


Senate that a vacancy existed from the State of Delaware. 

I suppose it is unnecessary to say that I dissented from the 
opinion on which that vote of the Senate was based. The ques- 
tion was whether the acting governor, formerly speaker of the 
senate and formerly a member of the senate, was disqualified from 
voting under the Delaware constitution by his accepting and 
entering upon the then vacant oftice of governor. I thought then 
and think now that it was just such an act of usurped authority 
when he undertook to vote as it would have been if President 
Johnson or President Arthur had come back to the Senate here 


ae service.” (Act of July 15, 1870, now section 1262 of the Revised Stat- | and undertaken to preside as Vice-President and to give a cast- 
* ing vote on some important question. I never have changed that 

H his services sai ZV g at 
15, 1s6). to hy 1878, Ts 2 a + eiruae nen opinion, and I have no great doubt about it. But the Senate 


ally paid; and he was paid or allowed nothing whatever in this interval of 
time on account of his said prior length of service in the United States Army 
asan enlisted man. For this reason he alleges he was short paid for his serv- 
ices rendered during the said interval of time from November 15, 1861, to 
June 18, 1878, i ly in the suppression of the late rebellion, and requests 
ie poems of this bill, the sole object of which is to remove any statutable 
limitation that exists, or may exist, to prevent the Court of Claims from 


hearing and determining his demand in the premises as if it accrued within 
ears. 


adjudged otherwise. 

The Senate is made by the Constitution the judge of the election 
and qualification of its members, and its judgment is just as bind- 
ing in law, in all constitutional vigor and potency, when it is 
rendered by one majority as it is when itis unanimous. I remem- 
ber very well what I think was one of the most admirable public 
utterances of the late James G. Blaine. The year after his own 
party had nearly lost the State government by an attempted fraud 
and usurpation on the part of their antagonists there was a con- 
tested election, that party then being in power. It was very close, 
and Mr. Blaine declared that one majority for Plaisted was as 

ood as a thousand in entitling Mr. Blaine’s opponent, Governor 
laisted, to the seat. 

Now, what was the effect of that judgment of the Senate? It 
seems to me that it was the same as a judgment of a court would 
have been fixing the rights of parties. It may be undoubtedly 
reviewed for newly-discovered evidence; it may undoubtedly be 
vacated for an error in the record, as if we should discover that 
one or two Senators who were recorded as voting one way in fact 
voted another way. I suppose it could be vacated if it should turn 
out, to use an illustration that some one else made in my hearing 
recently, that that governor, when it was supposed he voted in the - 
Delaware legislature, was falsely impersonated by some one else and 


, +he commutatiomvalue or price thus put in controversy of the one addi- 
tional ration per diem for every five years of prior service computes to about 
the sum of and your committee, having fully considered the matter, 
Can see no reason why the question involved should not be heard and deter- 
mined, as this officer requests, in the Court of Claims. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest a little amendment which the 
House will doubtless concur in, and with that I have no objection 
to thebill. In line6, after the word “‘ wages,” I move toinsert “ al- 
leged to have been;” so as to read ‘‘ wages alleged to have been 
earned.” Ido not want any admission that he has earned wages 
for the time he is calling for pay. 

Mr, SHERMAN. I have no objection to the amendment ex- 

t that it might create delay in the House. 
r.COCKRELL. There will be no trouble. The House will 
= in the amendment as soon as the bill goes back. 


- SHERMAN, Very well, if the Senator thinks so, 
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was not there at all. But, although parliamentary proceedings 
differ in form from those of courts, the great rule on which the 
safety of all human property and transactions depend, established 


in courts of justice, ought in substance to govern us here. 

There has been an application on the part of Mr. Du Pont— 
whom I respect personally, whom I eagerly desire should have a 
seatin this body, and whol think ought to have had one on the merits 


of his case—to reopen that case. No newly-discovered evidence 
is suggested; no fraud or mistake is suggested. The reopening of 
the case would merely be a reconsideration of a question of con- 
stitutional law which this great constitutional court has decided 
once. That is all he asks, and that is all he would obtain if his 
prayer for a reopening of the case were granted. 

That petition was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, and after a very able and interesting argument in favor 
of Mr. Du Pont by Mr. Garland, late Attorney-General—and it is 
not necessary to say thatany argument that gentleman makes will 
be able and interesting—the committee unanimously decided this 
morning that there had been an adjudication by the Senate and 
that nothing further remained to be done. It was unanimously 
decided with the exception of one member, who was not prepared 
to determine what was his duty at the particular time, 

Mr. President, I propose to act upon that doctrine. I think it 
is very important for constitutional government, very important 
to the dignity and authority of the Senate, very important for the 
peace of the country that we should stand by these principles. 

Itisa very unpleasant thing to me that Mr. Du Pontis not to take 
his seat, and that some one else is to take it But it would be a 
very bad thing for every citizen of this country unless the Senate 
of the United States could act and could be known to act upon 
great questions where right and righteousness are involved in 
pursuance of a law other and higher than its own desire. 

If it be true that Mr. Du Pont was not legally elected, or if it 
be true that that question has been settled by a judgment of the 
Senate, it follows that there is a vacancy, and that there was a 
vacancy at the time of the alleged election of Mr. Kenney, in the 
office of Senator from the State of Delaware; and there being a 
vacancy under the Constitution and statute of the United States, 
the credential in due form, signed by the executive of that State, 
gives the gentleman who now applies for the seat a prima facie 
title to the seat, subject, as has been suggested by my honorable 
friend from New Hampshire, to reexamination on the merits here- 
after, if that reexamination shall be desired. 

I therefore assent to the request of the Senator from Delaware 
that the oath be administered. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator, before he sits 
down, whether in this case the committee have filed a written 
report? 

' Mr. HOAR. I will state that the committee came to that con- 
clusion this morning, and it will take some little time to prepare 
a report. 

Mr. TELLER. The committee will present a report? 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave been instructed as acting chairman to pre- 
pare and present a written report. Of course I could not have it 
ready now. It will be filed in a week or two. 

Mr. TELLER. All I want to say is that I thought we ought to 
have a report from the committee, and that it ought to be filed. 

Mr. HOAR. There will be such a report. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. Kenney, whose credentials have just been 
read in the hearing of the Senate, is present in the Chamber and 
ready to take the oath of office. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the Sen- 
ator-elect will come forward and receive the oath of office. 

Mr. Kenney was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
GRAY, and the oath prescribed by law having been administered 
to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3658) granting an increase of 
pension to Alexander Swallow, of Platte County, Nebr.; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3659) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of Thomas Blackburn, of Keith County, 
Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 8660) des- 
ignating the national patriotic song; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 3661) for the relief of Abner 
Abercrombie; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BAKER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
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Mr. TURPIE (by request) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to bg 
printed. ; 

Mr. MANTLE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CANNON submitted an amendment intended to be pro. 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referr 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. I, 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 8d instant approved and signed the act (S. 1128) grantine 
a pension to Isabella Morrow. , 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate, ; 
a part of the morning business, the resolution of the Senator fr: 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], coming over from a previous day. 1 
resolution will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution instructing the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads to inquire and report to the Senate whether the 
executive department has, by existing law, authority to foreclose 
the Government mortgage or lien on the Union Pacific and Kan- 
sas Pacific railroads, etc. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. Fresident—— 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator will allow me to move that 
the Senate shall proceed to the consideration of House bill 7()s:\. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. THURSTON. Day before yesterday I had partially ad- 
dressed myself to the pending resolution. I should like very much 
to go on this morning. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the bill will not take many minutes, 
but I do not know whether it will or not. I very much desire to 
have it disposed of. 

Mr. THURSTON. I should like to yield to the Senator from 
Vermont, but yesterday morning his bill took the entire time, 
and I have every reason to believe that it will take the time of 
several morning hours if it is again placed before the Senate 
However, if the matter can be disposed of without consuming any 
considerable time, I have not the slightest objection. I am very 
anxious to go on this morning with my discussion of the resolution. 

Mr. MORRILL. I understand that there will be an amendment 
offered to the bill, and I hope it will be taken up now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska having 
yielded the floor, the Chair recognizes the Senator from Vermont, 
who moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
indicated by him. 

Mr. HILL. What is the motion, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont to proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 7083) to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Capitol building, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HILL. That bill will take considerable debate, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I understood that yesterday the Senator from Nebraska 
gave notice that he would ask to be heard upon the resolution this 
morning. I informed several Senators to that effect, and we did 
not expect the bill to come up to-day. In fact, I left at home my 
papers in relation to the bill. Still I think I could make a few 
brief remarks on the question. A large number of amendments 
are to be offered by several Senators, which will lead to a discus- 
sion and a lengthy debate. The Senate is pretty closely divided, 
I should judge from the vote, on the bill, and to take it up now 
and crowd out the Senator from Nebraska is hardly a proper 
thing, I think. 

Mr. MORRILL. I suppose the Senator from New York coud 
take the floor and occupy it from now until the 4th of March, 
but I hardly think he will be disposed to do that. Therefore | 
prefer to have the bill brought before the Senate and amended, 
and passed, if possible. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Sena 
the motion. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator from Vermont make the motion 


ow? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motionispending. | 
Mr. HILL. Is not the resolution a part of the morning bus! 
ness? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is a part of the morning business. 
Mr. HILL. Then, Mr. President—— - 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the Chait 
laid before the Senate the resolution of the Senator from Nebras*4 
on the right of the Chair coming over from a previous day, 2" l 
upon the resolution the Senator from Nebraska on the left of t® 
Chair was entitled to the floor. The Senator from Nebraska has 
yielded the floor. 
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Mr. HILL. The morning business is here. The Senator from 
Nebraska can not give way the morning business. It is properly 
pete. BERRY. The motion is in order, nevertheless. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is a matter for the Senate to 
determine. The Chair will submit to the Senate the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont. * 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Nebraska can himself, of course, 
give away his right to speak, but the resolution is here asa part of 
the routine morning business coming over, and any other Senator 
has a right to speak on that morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unquestionably that is correct. 

Mr. HILL. Then I raise the point of order—— 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, 1 think I made a very ex- 
plicit statement that I would yield to the Senator from Vermont 
if the matter that he desired I should yield for would not lead to 
debate and consume time. I did express a very earnest desire to 
proceed with my remarks during the morning hour to-day. I 
am in the middle of what I believe to be an important discussion, 
and I should like very much to conclude. Ihave not sought op- 
portunities to occupy the time of the Senate during this session. 
It is the first matter that I have undertaken to speak upon at any 

gth. 
“a MORRILL. Iwill no longer press the bill, out of consider- 
ation for the Senator from Nebraska, who desires to finish his 
speech. I think he ought to have an opportunity to conclude 
what he has to say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska is recog- 
nized upon the pending resolution. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, ETC. 


Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Nebraska kindly yields 
for me to make a request. At least a score of Senators have been 
urging me to ask consideration for the few pension bills on the 
Calendar. Iask unanimous consent that at the hour of 4.30 o’clock 
this afternoon the Senate proceed to the consideration of the pen- 
sion Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. MILLS. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that at the hour of 4.30 to-day the Calen- 
dar of pension bills be taken up and considered by the Senate. 

Mr. MILLS. Unobjected cases? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Unobjected cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to hear the request again, please. 
Is it for unobjected bills? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Unobjected bills on the pension Calendar. 
I will say to the Senator from Virginia that I have made this 
request at the suggestion of at least a score of Senators, mostly on 
his side of the Chamber. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to say that I have no objection at 
all, but I should be glad if unobjected bills of another class, House 
bills, might also be taken up. There are a number of them. 
There will be no difficulty about passing the pension bills. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It will take only a few minutes to clear 
the pension Calendar. 

Mr. DANIEL, Very well. I ask leave to add to the Senator's 
request, that unobjected House bills may then be taken up. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On the general Calendar? 

Mr. DANTEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That they shall follow the consideration 
of the pension bills? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. HILL. What is the precise request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that at 4.30 to-day unobjected pension 
bills be taken from the Calendar for consideration, to which the 
Senator from Virginia adds a request that House bills, as the Chair 
understood, be then considered. 
eae. After the pension Calendar has been 

eared. 


7 eat VICE-PRESIDENT. After the pension bills have been con- 
sidered, 
Mr. GALLINGER. Unobjected cases on the general Calendar. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution sub- 

mi by Mr. ALLEN January 28, 1897, instructing the Committee 

on Railroads to inquire and report to the Senate whether 

the executive department has, by existing law, authority to fore- 

close the Government mortgage or lien on the Union Pacific and 
Pacific Railroads, etc. 
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Mr. THURSTON resumed the speech begun by him on Wednes- 
day. After having spoken for some time, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which is Senate bill $247. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President 

Mr. THURSTON. I ask that the pending resolutions may go 
over without prejudice, and I give notice that to-morrow morning, 










after the usual routine business, I shall ask unanimous consent to 
continue the discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the r quest 
made by the Senator from Nebraska? If there is no objection, the 
resolutions will go over without prejudice, as requested the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

[Mr. THuRSTON’s speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. } 

ADELAIDE MORRIS, 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 757) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Adelaide Morris, having met, after full : ) 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lien of the amount proposed to be inserted, insert ‘$35; and the House 
agree to the same. 

J. H. GALLINGER, 
W. N. ROACH, 
Managers on the part of the S te 
HENRY F. THOMAS 
GEO. C. CROWTHER 
F. C. LAYTON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
The report was concurred in. 
MARION M’KIBBEN. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houseson 
the amendment of the House of Repre tives tot bill (S. 684 intine 
an increase of pension to Marion McKibben, hay 1et, after full 1 free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their r ive 
Houses as follows: 

And the House recedes from its amendment 

J.H. GALLINGER 
GEORGE L. SHOUP 
Managers on the part of t vate. 
HENRY F. THOMAS 
GEO. C. CROWTHER 
F. C. LAYTON, 
; Managers on the part of t e. 
The report was concurred in. 
MARY W. KEEFFE, 

Mr. CANNON submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing vot the t es 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 9 ite 
ing a pension to Mary W. Keeffe, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their r ctive Ho ag 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of tha 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In li i) 
amount proposed to be inserted, insert “$25; and the Hou he 
same. 

FRANK J. CANNON 
GEO. L. SHOUP 
Managers on ti toft 


S ¢ th 7 tit a tthe 
HENRY F. THOMAS, 


GEO. C. CROWTHER, 
F.C. LAYTON, 
Managers on the part of the 


The report was concurred in. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 853) providing for the erection of a light-house 
at Orient Point, Long Island, New York, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 8896) to increase the pension of Elizabeth Wellons, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

HUDSON RESERVOIR AND CANAL COMPANY. 

The bill (H. R. 9029) to grant to the Hudson Reservoir and 

Canal Company the right of way through the Gila River Ind 


ih 

Reservation was read twice by its title 
Mr. PETTIGREW. A bill exactly like this one in w 3 and 
terms has been reported to the Senate by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and is upon our Calendar, I ask unanimous consent that 


the House bill be substituted on our Calendar for the bill reported 
by the Senate committee, that immediate consideration be given 
to the House bill, and that the Senate bill be indefinitely postponed 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakot 
asks that the bill which has just come from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to which he has referred, be substituted for the Senate 
bill of the samelanguage, and thatit benow considered, temporarily 
suspending the unfinished business. Is there objection? 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to any temporary suspension of 
unfinished business. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objectionis made to therequest 
of the Senator from South Dakota. 


the 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. Then I willask, notthat the bill be consid- 
ered. but that it be substituted upon the Calendar for Senate bill 
3167. as it is the same as the Senate bill which has been reported 
unanimously from the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. It will be so substituted, and the bill (S, 3167) to 
grant to the Hudson Reservoir and Canal Company of Arizona 
the right of way through the Gila River Indian Reservation will 
be indefinitely posfponed. 

WORLD'S COLUMBIAN COMMISSION REPORT. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, on motion of Mr. SEWELL, referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Re presentatives; 


The World’s Columbian Commission has delivered to me certain documents 
and exhibits which they desire should constitute the final report required by 
section 12 of the act of Congress passed April 25, 1890, providing for the cele- 
bration of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America, and 
the holding of an international exhibition in the city of Chicago. 

‘The docaments referred to embrace the reports of the president and sec- 
retary of the Commission and a report of the executive committee on awards, 
with exhibits relating to the same. They are contained in five boxes of con- 
siderable size, which, instead of actually transmitting with this communica- 
tion, I have deposited in the State Department subject to the action and 
direction of the Congress. 

I am informed that the Director-General of the Exposition has made a re- 


port directly to the Congress and that no report of the lady managers has 
yet been made. - : 

The selection of such part of the material mentioned as may be considered 
necessary to constitute a final exhibit of the action of the Commission and the 
results of the Exposition is submitted to the discretion of Congress. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 5, 1897. 


MRS. MARY GOULD CARR. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3623) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Mary Gould Carr, the widow of the late 
Brigadier and Brevet Major General Carr, United States Volun- 
teers, deceased. 

The amendment was, in line 7, before the word ‘ dollars,” to 
strike out ‘‘ seventy-five” and insert ‘‘ fifty.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. The bill passed both Houses of Congress 
prior to the late holiday recess, at $75 per month, and was sent to 
the President of the United States. It is held that the bill failed 
to become a law because of the fact that the recess intervened. 
The Senate again passed the bill at $75, but the House, in its wis- 
dom, has reduced the amount to $50, notwithstanding they had 
passed the bill previously at $75 a month. I move that the Sen- 
ate nonconcur in the amendment made by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and request a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. GALLIN- 
GER, Mr. HILL, and Mr. SHouP were appointed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana 
Mr. CAFFERY] is recognized as entitled to the floor on the unfin- 
ished business. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Louisiana yield to mea 
moment? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to move to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8110) to establish a uniform law on the subject 
of bankruptcies throughout the United States. This bill has 
already passed the House. If it can get the consideration of the 
Senate at this time, it is hoped that before the session ends—— 

Mr. MORGAN. «I object to any debate on the motion. 

Mr. DANIEL. Let me finish my sentence. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I object to any debate. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theabsence of a quorum is sug- 
gested, and the roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Clark, McBride, Pugh, 
Allen, Cockrell, McMillan, Roach, 
Allison, Daniel, Mantle, Sewell, 
Bacon, Faulkner, Martin, Sherman, 
Bate, Gallinger, Mills, Shoup, 
Berry, Gear, Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 
Brice, Gordon, Morgan, Stewart, 
Burrows, Gray, Morrill, Teller, 
Caffery, Hale, Murphy, Tillman, 
Yall, Hansbrough, Nelson, Turpie, 
Cameron, Hawley, Palmer, Vilas 
Cannon, Hill, Pasco, Walthall, 
Carter, Hoar, Peffer, Wetmore, 
Chandler, Jones, Ark. Perkins, White, 
Chilton, Lindsay, Pettigrew, Wilson. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty Senators have answered to 


their names; a quorum is present, and the motion made by the 
Senator from Virginia will be entertained. 


Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to withdraw my motion. There is 
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a disposition to move later to take up the bill, when I hope it wil) 
pass. I therefore withdraw the motion for the present. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn, 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consi. 
eration of the bill (S. 8247) to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approy 
February 20, 1889. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask that there may be incorporated in th» 
RECORD a letter addressed to me by Lieut. Col. William Ludlow. 
Corps of Engineers, United States Army, who was at the head 0: 
the Board of Engineers appointed by the President to survey the 
line of the Nicaragua Canal. 

I only desire to say in reference to the letter that I quoted from 
the remarks of Colonel Ludlow in a statement made before tho 
House committee that had the Nicaragua Canal billin charge, |; 
was a statement that the Board of Engineers, of which he was 4 
member, constituted, without exception, the only engineers w))5 
had ever gone over theentire route. My distinguished friend ¢})o 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] quoted a part of the testi- 
mony that appears in the report of the select committee that 
reported this bill in response, and made remarks from which tho 
inference might be drawn that Colonel Ludlow was inaccurate jy, 
his statement. I have not replied to the statements made by tho 
Senacor from Alabama, but 1 desire to call attention to the fact 
that the letter which I submit seems to furnish a very sufficient 
reply to that element of controversy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
letter will be incorporated in the REcorp. 

The letter is as follows: 





+ 
) 


LIGHT-HOUSE ESTABLISHMENT, GENERAL DEPOT, 
OFFICe OF ENGINEER, THIRD District, 
Tompkinsville, N. Y., January 29, 1897. 

DEARSrR: Ihave but to-day the opportunity to read in the CONGRESSIONAL 
REcORD the discussion in the Senate on Wednesday relative to the Nica- 
ragua Canal bill. 

eferring to my statement to the House committee in May last, that the 
late United States Nicaragua Canal board were the only engineers who have 
ever been over the entire route as laid down, and to Senator MORGAN ’s quo- 
tations from Mr. Menocal’s testimony before the House committee in opposi- 
tion to that statement, I beg to invite your attention to Mr. Menocal’s tinal 
admission before the committee that, as a matter of fact, he had not been over 
the San Francisco embankment line as located through the hills between 
Ochoa and the East Divide, and also had not been over the line of the San 
Carlos Ridge embankments since either of these important lines had been laid 
down, thereby confirming in categorical terms the fact stated by me to the 
committee, and which Mr. Menocal at an earlier stage sought to deny. 

The statements to which I refer are found on page 857, lines 14 and 15 and 
26 and 27 of Senate Document No. 315. 

These admissions by Mr. Menocal, occurring almost at the close of the hear- 
ing, doubtless esca’ the attention of Senator MORGAN, but not that of the 
committee to which they were made. 

I may be permitted toadd a few words as tothe nature of the investigation 
and report made by the late canal board. 

We were parr days in Nicaragua, and with the exception of a si: 
day taken for the trip to the —. to pay our respects to the Nicaray 
Government, in recognition of the numerous official courtesies shown us, \ 
were constantly on and about the canal route and actively engaged in t!. 
study of its physics and conditions. We went carefully over the entire routo 
from ocean to ocean, making a study of every material feature. Import 
surveys were made and vital data obtained for our better information and to 
supplement the deficienciesin the company’s data. The report shows this 

e then proceeded to Costa Rica and to Colombia to examine the physics 
and conditions of the railroad and canal work in those two States and exam- 
ine the effects of climate and rainfall. We then returned to New York and 
devoted three months to a thorough exploration of the engineering data ani 
material that were contained in the company’s records. 

Our report, therefore, represents three months of arduous and persistent 
investigation on the Isthmus and three months more of still miore diffics!' 
and laborious exploration and study of the entire mass of the company’s dats 
in New York. 

In formulating our report in comformity with the act of Congress. it was 
inevitable that we should note and correct the errors and deficiencies in the 
company’s project, which was the special task intrusted to us. 

ile omissions and shortcomings had to be stated and corrections male, 
the report itself was prepared as a conscientious, painstaking, imperso 
and conservative statement of facts, which we are confident will comm 
itself to the judgment of all professional engineers of standing and capa: i‘) 
as an intelligent and faithful contribution to the solution of the pro}lem, 
when they shall have had an opportunity to studyit. In its entirety and wit) 
the maps and other data necessary for an understanding of it, it has not yo' 
been available for distribution. 

It was sought before the House committee to offset the effect of our t: 
nical discussion and conclusions, based upon a thorough study of all the 
terials available, anda laborious and widespread search for outside info: 
tion, by a fallacious attempt to show that the investigation was trifling: ' 
but fourteen days were spent in or near the canal route; that our stud 
the subject was entirely superficial, and that therefore our opinions : 
seggnent were destitute of weight or value. 

is was Mr. Menocal’s task before the committee, in his endeavor to 
the statements in our report of the numerous errors, omissions, and misst:' 
ments made by him in his official papers that in fact constituted the oo: 
peay's roject, and in a futile endeavor to substantiate the fallacious on! 
mis codine estimates of cost to which the enterprise has been committ 
The attempt resulted in seriously prejudicing the enterprise itself and ha 
pering the endeavors of its legitimate advocates to secure action by Cong 

Incidentally it has had another result, which the members of the | i 

rticularly deplore—of putting us in a seeming attitude of antagonis! 

he success of a project which every one of us was heartily and unqualifi 
= a of as an engineering matter of world-wide interest and comman: 
nce. , 
is position is one which we strongly object to, but which is the logi 
result of an unwise and insincere endeavor to break the force of our pro':* 
sional criticisms of Mr. Menocal's engineering work, which in effect does nut 
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d or defensible project, and is hopelessly defective in sev- 
constitute s Fralars, and which E a single and unfortunate aspect only of a 
- d engineering enterprise in which the American pec ple and American 
pravneers are deeply interested, but which no one can wish to further upon 
Sone xtive and fallacious data either of construction or estimate. — 
With reference to the estimated cost of the work as stated in our very 
moderate and conservative schedule, it is proper to say that the proffers and 
atements that have been made by responsible contractors, and which have 
ee quoted as substantiating the entirely inadequate estimates by Mr. 
Menocal, do in very fact fully sustain and confirm the estimates as prepared 


gress. and with a full consciousness of its responsi 


oot which is susceptible of ready and conclusive demonstration. 


r bedient servant, 
ee WILLIAM LUDLOW, 


Lieutenant-Colonel, Corps of Engineers, United States Army. 

Senator ioted ako menete, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President. I do not underéstimate the impor- 
tance of the construction of the Nicaraguan Canal. Thattheagri- 
cultural and commercial interests of the country demand it I do 
not think can be successfully denied. 
miles long, the Atlantic and Pacific oceans will be brought together 
and 10,000 miles of ocean voyage around the Horn will be saved to 
our ocean carrying trade. But the Government should own and 
control it, and should not, by subvention or in any other manner, 
pledge the credit of the nation to a private corporation for money 
with which to carry on the work, thus taking upon itself respon- 
sibility for the success or failure of a private enterprise. It is 
quite safe to say that the construction of the canal, before it will 
have become completed and made perfect, will cost in round num- 
bers $300,000,000, and the experience of the people in granting aid 
to the Pacific railway systems by means of bonds affords a valu- 
able lesson we must not now ignore. 

Nor will the financial condition of our country admit of enter- 
ing upon this colossal undertaking at this time. The people were 
never in worse financial plight thanatthismoment. All business 
is at a standstill. Within the last four years the value of prop- 
erty has fallen 50 per cent. There is poverty and bankruptcy in 
the land, and suicide following asa sequence. Conditions are con- 
stantly growing harder, and it would be as unwise as it would be 
unpatriotic to now tax the people and the resources of the country 
to secure money to build this canal; and for the time being, at 
least, it must be laid aside. 

The first and most imperative duty for us to perform is to de- 
termine on a definite financial policy; one that will increase the 
resources of the people, energize business in all directions, restore 
confidence—of which we have heard so much in recent months— 
and after this has been accomplished we can well afford to turn 
our attention to the dazzling and important enterprise of build- 
ing and owning the Nicaraguan Canal. 

I will not, for one, vote for the issuance of bonds in any form, 
or for anything. We have reached the limit; the country has be- 
come bond crazy and bond weary, and no form of property, ex- 
cept gold and bonds, is at par at this time. We must retrace our 
steps speedily and conscientiously if we would not engulf our 
country in lasting ruin and bring our people to a condition of per- 
petual poverty. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, after the distinguished and 
honorable Senators from Indiana [Mr. Turpie], from Wisconsin 

Mr. Howes and from Virginia |Mr. DANIEL] have reaped so 

ountiful a harvest of logic, of eloquence, and of exhaustive anal- 
ysis in regard to the provisions of the pending bill, there may be 
perhaps left but a few sheaves for me to garner or to glean of 
argument or statement in regard to the bill. 

M:. President, when the minister plenipotentiary of the Greater 
Republic of Central America. through the Secretary of State, 
communicated to this body his protest against the pending bill it 
occurred to me that then and there we should have called a halt. 
That i was virtually directed to the Government of the 
United States acting through its legislative branch so as to affect 
the rights of Nicaragua, one of the States of this Greater Republic 
which this minister plenipotentiary represents. That protest set 
out in effect that some of the vital provisions of the cession under 
which the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua had the right 
to construct this canal were violated and impinged upon; and 
inasmuch as in my opinion the United States represents the Mari- 
time Canal Company of Nicaragua in all of its rights, and stands 
in lien of that company so far as the cession from Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica is concerned, I thought that virtually this protest was 
directed to the proceeding in the legislative branch of this Gov- 
ernment, and I thought that the courtesy and amity and good- 
fellowship that ought to obtain, and does obtain, among civilized 
nations would indicate to us the propriety of treating that pro- 
test with all deference and due consideration; but, in spite of that 
protest, courteous, dignified, couched in the most polite and dip- 
lomatic language, we are proceeding to consider this bill, affecting 
. i alleged the vital interests of Nicaragua, as if it were not 

I think that an investigation of the provisions of the bill will 

ustify the averment set up in this protest of Mr. Rodriguez, the 


and submitted by the board pursuant to the oe ees upon it by Con- | 
i 


lity, both individual and 


} 
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minister plenipotentiary of the Greater Republic of Central 
America; and in the course of my argument I shall attempt to 
make that point plain. 

In the consideration of this bill very important and grave con- 
siderations present themselves to the Senate of the United States, 
The first question presented is as to the constitutionality of the bill 
in two aspects; the second question is as to whether or not this bill 
affects, injuriously and detrimentally to the interests of Nicaragua, 
the concessions under which the canal in question is to be con- 
structed; the third question, and one of great moment, is whether 
or not this bill does not affect and violate the provisions of the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty; and a fourth, a most important material 
question, is whether or not the bill does not contemplate the con- 
struction of the canal on a plan impracticable, unsafe, and uncer- 
tain. 

In every direction this bill presents difficulties of a very serious 


| character, and it will not do to hurry through a measure of this 
| importance without the gravest and calimest deliberation. 
By cutting a channel 168 | 


Any 
bill which involves $100,000,000 as a subsidy, whether by way of 


guaranty of the bonds of the subsidized company or by a direct 
subsidy, will necessarily gather to its support very powerful in- 
fluences. All the difficulties in the way are brushed aside as mere 
cobwebs, and a rosy picture of connecting the Pacific and the At- 
lantic oceans, captivating to the imagination, deluding tothe judg- 
ment, is presented to the Senate of the United States as a set-off, 


| a8 an argument, against the exceeding great difficulties presented 





by the provisions of this bill. 

Those of us, Mr. President, who oppose this bill do not do so in 
any captious spirit. We do not oppose this bill because we do not 
desire these great oceans to be linked together by the artificial work 
of this Government; we do not do so because we do not desire the 
Pacific Coast to be linked to the Atlantic. and the interchange of 
products between those two portions of our conntry to be made at 
the lowest possible cost of transportation; we do not do so because 
we think in the nature of things this route is impracticable; but 
we do so because we think that $100,000,000, to be derived by tax- 
ation from the people, will be recklessly squandered if appropriated 
according to the provisions of this bill; the concession violated; 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty set aside. 

Sir, personally—and I believe I can voice the judgment of all those 
of us who oppose this bill—I am most earnestly in favor of the con- 
struction of an interoceanic waterway between the Pacific and the 
Atlantic at or about the locality where this canal is proposed to ba 
constructed; but a work of this magnitude, the most colossal, 
gigantic piece of civil engineering which was ever heard of in the 
world, encountering difficulties which nowhere else exist even in 
its mechanical and engineering aspects, requires at our hands a 
very patient and industrious investigation. 

Mr. President, what are the points made by Mr. Rodriguez in 
regard to the provisions of these bills—this bill, if you choose— 
especially as affecting the concessions of Nicaraguato the original 
Construction Company? There werethree companies. They are 
or were all composed of the same individuals. The original con- 
cessions of 1887 were made to a voluntary association of individ- 
uals, called the Canal Association of Nicaragua. That associa- 


| tion transferred over its concessions, obtained by and through 


Mr. Menocal, to the Nicaragua Canal Construction Company, a 
corporation of the State of Colorado. That corporation in due 
time transferred its rights, derived by the original concessionaire, 
to the present Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, incorpo- 
rated under an act of Congress. So we have a chain of title as 
thus stated. 


Going back to the protest, I will read what Mr. Rodriguez says, 
under date of January 15, 1897: 


The undersigned, envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the 
Greater Republic of Central America, has the honor to address His Excel- 
lency the Secretary of State, informing him that, as several bills relative to 
the construction of an interoceanic canal through Nicaragua have been for 
some time pending before both Houses of the American Congress, his Gov- 
ernment recently instructed him to examine them and to make, under cer- 
tain conditions, suitable representations to His Excellency the Secretary 
of State. 

The undersigned has consequently examined said bills, which are five 
number, to wit: 

Three introduced in the House of Representatives, one by Mr. MAnON, 
December 3, 1895, another by Mr. DooniTr.ex, and the third by Mr. BARHAM, 
both the latter having been introduced December 6, 18% 

Two introduced in the Senate, one by Mr. PeErKiNs, December 30, 1895, and 
the other by Mr. MorGAN, June 1, 1896. 

All these bills take it for granted, with minor differences of detail, that 
the American Government is to take an important part in the enterprise, 
and that it is to furnish the money necessary for the construction of the 
canal by the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, whose constitution and 
organization they essentially modify 

Jnfortunately, the undersigned observes that the provisions of these bills 
are at variance, both generally and in matters of detail, with the stipulations 
of the contract of April 24, 1887, between Nicaragua and the company afore- 
said, from which contract the company derives its existence, and which is 
the basis of its enterprise. 

That contract stipulates in itseighth article that the concession therein 
provided for shall in no case be transferable to governments or to foreign 

ublic powers, and Article LILI provides that any contravention of this stipu 
ation shall entail a forfeiture of the contract. Asit can not be denied that the 
bills to which the undersigned has reference—although they do not express! 
say so—effect that transfer most fully, making the Government of the Unite 
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States of America the absolute owner of the enterprise and of the canal and 
its rights. the result to which they inevitably conduce is the forfeiture of the 
contract. 

Mr. President, that is as clear and as lucid a statement of the 
case bill as anyone can possibly make. Under the 
eichth article of the treaty of cession, referred to in the protest, 
he says the concessionaire company or association is absolutely 
inhibited from transferring over their franchises and rights and 
immunities, which they enjoy under the cession, to any foreign 
power whatever. What does this bill provide? It provides that 
70 per cent of the stock shall be held by the United States. It 
provides that the majority of the directors shall be appointed by 
the President of the United States, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate of the United States. There could be no 
higher evidence of the character in which this bill is viewed by 
its drafters as a governmental enterprise than by appointing 
these directors as officers of the United States, to be confirmed by 
the Senate of the United States. 

No one can conceive of any greater ownership of a corporation 
than to own the majority of its stock. But, Mr. President, besides 
stipulating for seven-tenths of the stock to be held by the United 
States, there is in one of the sections of this bill, to which I need 
not refer particularly now, a right upon the part of the United 
States to have a mortgage upon the canal and all its appliances 
and appurtenances, and that this mortgage shall be executed and 
foreclosed by the Attorney-General without the necessity of resort- 
ing to judicial proceedings before a court. Here is a majority of 
the stock held, here is a mortgage given to indemnify the United 
States on its guaranty of these bonds which covers the whole 
canal and all its franchises. It goes without saying, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that if this enterprise were pushed to completion and this 
canal were finally constructed this mortgage would have to be 
foreclosed and that the property would fall into the hands of the 
United States, if such were permitted, or if such could be done 
under the terms of the stipulations between Nicaragua and the 
original concessionaires. 

So here we have the full indicia of ownership; we have the 
whole panoply of a full-armed and complete authority and juris- 
diction on the part of the United States over this canal. The 
United States, to all intents and purposes, according to the provi- 
sions of this bill, is the owner of the Nicaraguan Canal to be con- 
structed. Can there be two opinions, therefore, as to whether the 
provisions of the bill are antagonistic to and in violation of the 
prohibition contained in the cessions from Nicaragua, that no for- 
eign power can ever have the ownership of this canal by transfer? 

Why, Mr. President, the mere formality of a transfer is set aside 
in this bill. What is the use of going through the empty formal- 
ity of a transfer? Take it out of hand, gobble it all up, do not 
wait for any cession from the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua, but just simply by a bill envelop the canal and take all its 
franchises. Can anybody say, in the teeth of these cessions, in 
the teeth of the provisions of this bill, which are diametrically and 
clearly opposed to the cession, that the United States has not by 
undertaking to pass this bill, put itself in an attitude of violating 
the contracts between Nicaraguaand the original concessionaires? 

It was entirely proper, entirely just, in accordance with the 
rights of Nicaragua, in accordance with diplomatic usage, that 
the minister of Nicaragua should make this courteous protest 
against the action of the United States as contemplated in this 
bill. Wherefore, then, was it that this minister was arraigned 
before this Senate as misrepresenting Nicaragua? 

I was charmed, Mr. President, by the expressions which fell 
from the lips of the venerable Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
who is soon to be the first dignitary in the Cabinet of the incom- 
ing Administration. I was glad to hear fall from his lips those 
conservative words, which look toward maintaining the entente 
cordiale that ought to exist between the United States and this 
weak Republic to the south of us. 

He said as follows: 

The minister of the Greater Republic of Central America sends us a 
friendly message: he delivers it to the proper authority, the Secretary of 
State. The President has acknowledged him as the minister plenipotentiary 
from those powers; he communicates in due form with the Secretary of State, 
and that statement made by him has all the marks of friendship and of hon- 
esty. There is no such sign about it as my friend the Senator from Alabama 
thinks there is. Isee nothing in the communication but what is friendly. 
The minister himself says that fhe work can not be completed by the corpora- 
tion, but that it must be completed, if at all, by the United States of America, 
and he comes here and submits the matter to us. The communication came 
in the ordinary course of business transactions. It came to me as the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations from the Secretary of State, and 
the very first thing I did was to show it to the Senator from Alabama, be- 
cause, having charge of this bill, I felt he ought to know about it. We con- 
sulted and talked about it, and the Senator made no objection at all to the 
communication, so far as I could see, but advised that it be presented to the 
Senate. It was right that it should be presented in open session; it did not 
relate to any matter of foreign negotiation; it was not executive business; it 
was simply in relation to a bill pending before us and under debate, and 
therefore, although I disliked very much the aspect of it and some of the 
minister's objections to the bill, I considered it my duty to present it here in 

open session, and it was properly here. therein s' 


sic. y The considerations 
by the minister of the Greater Republic of Central America ought to Have 


been treated with kindness and forbearance; it ought to have been and was 
printed and considered in our debates, * 
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But my honorable friend drew England into the controversy; and when. 
ever there is a bugaboo to be presented, megan is brought before us. Tho 
Senate of the United States does not fear England or any other power, and 
the people of the United States donot fear England. We have had two wars 
with England, long since past, and I hope that war with England will never 
occur again. The two nations cuphs never to fight each other. They ouch+ 
always to be friendly. Great Britain is moreand more following tho exam. 
ple of the American people of having a government for the people, of the poo- 
ple, and by the people, and I believe the time is not far distant when the peop!s 
of Great Britain will be as free as we are. In many of their late procesad- 
ings they have been approaching nearer and nearer to the rule of the people 
in their country, and, but for the Irish question, I have no doubt that they 
would approach much nearer. That, however, is a question that we have not 
to'deal with. 

I think, under all the circumstances, although I will vote for this bil) 
any form in which it is likely to be ee think the better course for 
my honorable friend to pursue would be to allow the bill torest. It can: 
pass during the present session of Congress. Everybody knows, wit) 
going into details, that even if the bill should pass the Senate, in all pro})- 

ility it would not be taken up in the House of Representatives. It can jo 
taken up and considered at the next Congress whenever it shall meet. 

I would not take advantage of the company which have undertaken ‘» 
build this canal. I would pay back to them every dollar they have ex pended 
in advance for improvements made in the harbor, in the towns adjoining ¢! 
canal, and in all parts of the work. 


I should be very gled to see another treaty made between Nicaragua an] 
the United States which would provide for the completion of the canal, some- 
— that would be acceptable to the United States Government, and that 
we should proceed to deal with that canal precisely as we have dealt wit) 
the great canal upon Lake Superior and the other public works of « 
country. 

Now, Mr. President, I consider that statement of the distin- 
guished Senator from Ohio as embodying not only a correct per- 
ception of the proper course to be pursued in a matter of that sort, 
highly honorable to him in relation to the exalted position which 
he is to assume, but as embodying other statements and other 
facts equally pertinent to the consideration of the provisions of 
this bill. Iam very glad to hear the honorable Senator say that 
all this talk about the interference of England, about the sinister 
designs of England, about her land-grabbing and canal-grabbing 
capacity, upon any and every occasion, is altogether extraneous, 
altogether out of place in any proper issue before the Senate of 
the United States. 4 

Let the matter be tariff, the English free traders are at work, 
Let the matter be finances, the English goldbugs are at work. 
Let the matter be whether or not a company ought to be subsi- 
dized by the United States to the enormous extent of $100,000.00 
without any sort of guaranty, England is at work. I am very 
glad to see that the honorable and distinguished Senator from 
Ohio has got on a plane of thought and feeling elevated above all 
such petty arguments and considerations. 

Another statement that he made in the extract from his speech, 
which I have quoted has with me, and it always had with me, very 
great weight and consideration as connected with this enterprise, 
and that is that it ought to be constructed under another cession 
from Nicaragua on the lines of the Zavala-Frelinghuysen treaty, 
and that it ought to be constructed by the Government, if it is 
constructed at all, and not by and through the intervention of a 
private corporation. Iam very glad to be in accord with the (is- 
tinguished Senator on this ground, and I yield to him my hearty 
thanks for the dignified manner in which he stated that he did not 
think the representations of the minister plenipotentiary of a na- 
tion with which we are at peace ought to be treated in other than 
the most kindly and courteous manner. 7 

Mr. President, I have said that the terms of the cession of Nic- 
aragua to the original canal association were violated by the pro- 
visions of this bill providing for the holding by the United States 
of a majority of the stock, and providing for the foreclosure of a 
mortgage which would, if foreclosed, inevitably bring to the 
United States the full ownership of this property, for they n 
sarily would be at the foreclosure sale the purchaser of tlie 
property mortgaged. In order to cover not only the defects in 
the bill in regard to the inhibition of transferring the franchises 
of the canal company to a foreign power, but in all other respects 
where the bill violates the provisions of the cession from Nicara- 

a, the distinguished Senator from Alabama has offered a nwin- 

r of amendments. The amendments are in the shape of aul 
tional sections to his amended bill, and I will read section 1+: 

That of the $100,000,000 of capital herein provided for, at least 5 per cont 
shall be reserved for Central American Governments and citizens that may 
desire to subscribe for the same within atime to be fixed by the Maritime 
Canal Company of Nicaragua. ce 

That there shall be delivered to the States of Nica a and Costa Rica 
such portions of the securities authorized to be issued by the provisi : 
this act as they, or either of them, are entitled to receive by virtue of (5° 
concessions now existing from such States, or either of them, to said Mar 
time Canal Company of Nicaragua. s 7 

Nothing in thisact contained shall beconstrued asempowering the Marit:™° 
Canal Company of Nica: toacceptany rightsor privileges or todo any ' 
or thing inconsistent with the terms of the concessions made toit by the Nic 
raguan Government or the Government of Costa Rica; and the Govern™ 
of the United States admits the right of Ni and Costa Rica tointerpos® 
any objections to the acceptance of this act by the Maritime Canal Company ° 
Nica a which they, or either of them, may deem just, subject to the msh* 
of the United States to participate in the examination, d jon, and sett!c- 
ment of such objections by diplomatic ence or by arbitration under 
the provisions of the concessions made by said Governments tosaid companys 
if that method of settlement is preferred by said Governments. 


If there were any proof needed beyond the terms of the original 
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bill to show that the United States has absorbed the Maritime 
Canal Company, that that company has virtually disappeared and 
the great Government of the United States is substituted for it, it 
is these amendments. They direct that the company shall do so 
and so. Im the first place, they direct that 5 per cent of the securi- 
ties provided for shall be allowed to be subscribed for by the citi- 
zens of Nicaragua and Costa Rica. That is an obligation on the 
part of the Maritime Canal Company. Not only has the United 
States absorbed all the power and privileges and franchises of this 
corporation, but it now comes in as a custodian, as a guardian, as 
a tutor of the company, and directs what it shall do. It takes vir- 
tual control not only of the original franchises of the canal but 
of the Maritime Canal Company itself in what it ought to do. 

In trying to escape from the attack of Minister Rodriguez that 
a certain percentage of the securities which Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica were entitled to had not been given to them or they had not 
been permitted to subscribe to them by the Maritime Canal Com- 

anv, the United States comes in and assumes to do that, and in 
trying to escape from the attack of the minister in this regard in 
the matter of the violation of the cession on the part of this com- 
pany in respect to the stock, it does what? It falls into the other 
violation, and a greater violation, of assuming absolute control, 
absolute dictation, absolute ownership not only of the canal, but 
of the Maritime Company itself. The honorable Senator from 
Alabama was between Scylla and Charybdis. When he dodged 
or attempted to dodge or to evade the force of this attack in re- 
gard to certain provisions, he fell into its hands in regard to the 
more vital and important attack made as to the ownership by the 
United States of the franchises of the canal. There shall be de- 
livered from the United States to the States of Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica such portions of the securities authorized to be issued 
by the provisions of this act. It is mandatory, authoritative; the 
language of a dictator; the language of a powerful government, 
What right has the United States to intervene as a Government 
between Nicaragua and a party with whom she has contracted 
for the construction of the canal? 

When the United States intervenes in this manner in this authori- 
tative way, the United States becomes amenable, becomes directly 
liable to the charge of ownership and possession which the minister 
makes against the United States in this first and most vital attack 
that he hasmade. Sir, we are proceeding as if neither Nicaragua 
nor the Maritime Canal Company, for that matter, had any rights 
in the matter. Either one of two things in regard to this matter 
istrue. Either the United States is proceeding in the matter with 
its full power and force, or it is merely giving advice. If the 
United States is proceeding with full authority and power and 
force, compelling obedience to what it says, then the United States 
is not only the owner of the franchises of the canal company, but 
the dictator to Nicaragua and the Maritime Canal Company alike, 
and this amendment very kindly says that if any matters of dif- 
ference between Nicaragua and the Maritime Canal Company of 
Nicaragua arise and are submitted to arbitration under a certain 
article of the cessions, the United States will come in, and, if Nica- 
ragua or either of the parties prefers it, she will act as arbitrator 
and she will undertake to carry on the diplomatic intercourse as 
a@ nation. 

There can be and there has not been any answer to the charge of 
Minister Rodriguez that the bill violates the provisions of the 
cession from Nicaragua to this company when that cession says that 
no transfer of the franchises and the canal shall be made to a for- 
eign government. Right here I can stop and give a good reason 
why Nicaragua made this stipulation. In reading the articles of 
this cession or agreement one is struck with the sedulous care that 
Nicaragua takes to neutralize the canal. One is struck with the 
sedulous care that it takes even with regard to itself, for it is stipu- 
lated that the shares or securities, in whatsoever shape they may 
be, that Nicaragua is to receive in consideration of the cession are 
to be nontransferable by herself. She stipulates that she herself 
will not put it into the power of a foreign government, so far as 
she is concerned, and so far as her shares in the enterprise go, to 
have any control over the canal. It is not necessary to point out 
at the present moment the particular article in which the state- 
ment is made that Nicaragua herself shall not transfer her shares. 
Later on in the discourse, if occasion demands, I will refer to it. 

_ Mr. President, these cessions provide that the books shall be open 
for the subscription of stock in the enterprise, so that all people 
and all nations may participate in the construction of this great 
work, and in other provisions Nicaragua guarantees that the 
canal, so far as she is concerned, so far as her jurisdiction goes, 
shall be neutralized. I have referred to one particular, but there 
are other clauses and stipulations of the cessions which point in 
the same direction. The neutrality of the canal was amply pro- 
vided for and securely guarded in the clause which prohibits the 
transfer of the canal and its franchises to a foreign government. 

at was evidently put in there for the purpose of making the 
canal a grand international waterway. It was put in there for 
the purpose of preventing any powerful, nation or any combination 
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of nations from taking exclusive control and jurisdiction of the 
great waterway, and in the teeth of this safeguard, which the 
dence and wisdom of Nicaragua dictated, the pending bill prov 


for the virtually exclusive ownershi 
the Government of the United States. 
most vital point in this enterprise. 

I was instructed and impressed with the powerful 
made by the Senator from W 


md hanes +] 
p and contro! of 1 ¢ 


And I consider tha 





’ n \ Ve in 
regard tothe absolute necessity for the neutra f th oo 
believe it is an international necessity that the « i- 
tralized, and I believe that this very importan st 
a transfer of the canal toa foreign power was } lin t 
Nicaragua with a full view and apprehension of t . 
sity that the great waterway, opening the secrets of t a 
great waterway which ought not to be embarrassed or imp Lin 
any way by the exclusive control of any nation, should b 
lutely neutral, absolutely free to every nation, to every shi 
sails the oceans. 
Right at the inception of this argument we are met wit] n- 
superable objection, one that I think is absolutely conden ry 
| of the bill and absolutely destructive of its provisions. N 8 
can read the provisions of the bill and come from the rea f 


cece CL 


them without saying that not only are the provisions des d 
but they effectually accomplish the work of transferrin 


from Nicaragua to construct the canal from the Maritime ( 








Company to the United States. 

This minister goes on, after referring to the first vital point. to 
allude to Article XLVII of the cessions, as to which I will frankly 
say I do not entirely agree in the criticisms of the representative 
from Nicaragua, and he says: 

Article XLVII of that instrument provides that the company sh r- 
take, at its own expense, the final surveys of the g i and the! of 
the line of the canal by a commission of « el rs, two m 
are to be appoiuted by the Government of wua he d 
Article LIU provides that a failure to cor | ‘ 
tail the forfeiture of the concession. The M t 
canal shall be constructed under the survei rf Dey n 
gineers of the Army of the United States of - ric d I $ 
plans; and that three engineers shall be designated by the Pres t 

yurpose, who shall make the explorations and estimates his } I 
ikewise conduces to the forfeiture of the contract. 

There have been a great many surveys of the canal. The chief 
engineer of the company purports to have made, I think, two 


exhaustive surveys. The first survey of the route, so far ; 
appears in any statement of an authoritative character, was m 
by a celebrated and competent engineer in 1851, for the beneti 


Mr. Cornelius Vanderbilt, who at that time contemplated ma 


a waterway across the Isthmus for the benefit of his California 
trade. Mr. Menocal made, under the direction of the United 
States, a survey of this route in 1885. He again made a survey in 
1889. He purports to have made other surveys or conti ur- 
veys in the interim between 1889 and 1890. But, sir, it « to 
me that while the bill provides for the surveillance by the United 
States Engineer Corps of the construction of the canal, it does 
not provide for the survey and location of the route. If t 

vey and location of the route has not been made, the can m- 
pany has nostanding incourtatall. It is stated by and on half 


of the Maritime Canal Company that a full plan and pro map 
and drawings of the survey of 1889, made by Mr. Menocal, 
been deposited with the Nicaraguan authorities, in com) 
with this provision of the concession. 

Sir, it is one of two things. If no survey has been mack t] 
statements of the Maritime Canal Company and Mr. Menc 
not true, we are wasting our breath in talking about 
prise. But I rather suppose that the minister of the 
public of Central America, representing Nicaragua, has 1 
mistake between the survey of the route and the sury 
necessary in the construction of that route by a corps of engi: ‘. 

However that may be, that is a point which might have been 
condoned by the Nicaraguan Government by acquiesc 
bills have been pending for a long time. The report of the engi- 
neers has been made public. The report of the survey is authentic 
so far as anything can be made authentic of a character of this 
kind. It has the stamp of being official. It has been published 
by the Secretary of the Interior according to the provisions of th: 
original bill, and I rather think this point, although it appears 
upon its face to have some merit, is not very strong. 

Then the minister goes on and says: 

The people of all nations shall be invited to contribute— 

Quoting from the concessions— 


this e1 


Gqrea he 


nee. These 


The people of all nations shall be invited to contribute the necessary capi- 
tal to the enterpise. ; 
Of the capital with which the company shall organize, and which it pro- 


poses to distribute among the different countries interested in the enterprise, 
there shall be reserved at least 5 per cent for the Central American Govern- 
ment and citizens that may desire to subscribe. 


Who shall reserve them? The Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 


ragua, not the United States. The Maritime Canal Company of 
Nicaragua has not reserved the 5 per cent stipulated to be re- 


served in this clause of the article of the concession; and in that 
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particular I think the criticism of the minister of the Greater Re- 
public of Central America is well made. They have no right to 
look to the United States for the performance of the contract upon 
the part of the Maritime Canal Company holding these conces- 
sions by transfer. They must look to the company bound, legally 
bound, to them, with whom they contracted either directly or in- 
directly. They contracted with the officers of this company, and 
as a matter of course this company taking the concession takes 
all the obligations of the original concessionaires. Here is an ob- 
ligation that has not been complied with. Here is a reservation 
of 5 per cent of the stock that would have to be made, and they 
have distributed the stock in utter disregard of this stipulation. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to ask the Senator if he has discov- 
ered in any of the documents the charter of the Nicaragua Canal 
Association or the resolution or action of that body transferzing 
their concession from Nicaragua to the Maritime Canal Company? 
If he will allow me to explain my question, it will be observed 
that the concession of Nicaragua is to Mr. Menocal, as represent- 
ing the Nicaragua Canal Association, but I have not been able to 
discover in the documents which are laid before us any charter of 
the Nicaragua Canal Association, or to deduce title by any finding 
of the documents or resolutions of that association to the Mari- 
time Canal Company. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will answer the Senator from Virginia by 
stating that I have never seen, although I have diligently searched, 
any written transfer or any other transfer from the original com- 
pany or association to the Nicaragua Canal Construction Com- 
pany, and from that company to the present company; but I have 
seen in the testimony of the then president of the Maritime Canal 
Company of Nicaragua, taken before a House committee and 
lately published in a House document, in the oral testimony of 
the then president, who was Mr. Hitchcock, that the original 
association had transferred over its franchises to the Canal Con- 
struction Company, and that the Canal Construction Company 
had, by a resolution of its board, which I did not see, transferred 
here all its rights to the presentcompany. That is all I know 
about it. But I have seen nowhere any transfer of an authentic 
or a private character. 

Now, how does the amendment of the bill get over this criticism 
of the minister of the Greater Republic of Central America? 

‘The capital stock of the final company shall be composed of shares, bonds, 


or obligations of any other kind, in such proportion as it may deem con- 
venient.” 

This is another provision of the ninth article. The bills, however, fix the 
amount of the capital stock in shares, of which they dispose in such a way 
that they are of no use for the work of the enterprise, as they ought to be, 
according to the intent of the contract. For the work of the enterprise the 
bills create bonds, which must thus be converted into capital stock or be left 
out of the contract. The undersigned need not here point out the infrac- 
tions which the bills involve. 

This criticism is well directed. The article referred to men- 
tions provision for the capital stock of this enterprise which may 
be used in the construction of the canal, and the provisions of the 
bill transfer the stock over to the United States, to Costa Rica, to 
Nicaragua, to such persons as may be indicated by the Maritime 
Canal Company, andto noothers. They makedistribution. There 
is no provision whatever in the pending bill to distribute any of 
these bonds to Nicaragua. The bill contemplates that the con- 
struction of the canal shall be by the proceeds derived from the 
sale of bonds. Not one single one of these bonds is to be given 
to Nicaragua. Now, sir, what are the plain directions of this 
contract? 

The capital stock of the final company shall be composed of shares, bonds, 
or obligations of any other kind, in such proportion as it may deem conven- 
ient. The issue and transfer of these obligations shall be exempt from stamp 


dues and from any other imposts or taxes established, or that may be here- 
after established, in the Republic. 


Of the capital with which the company shall organize, and which it pro- 
poses to distribute among the different countries interested in the enterprise, 
there shall be reserved at least 5 per cent for the Central American Govern- 
ments and citizens that may desire to subscribe. 

What do you call the capital of this company? What is the 
capital that is to be used in the construction of this canal? Ordi- 
narily, when a joint stock company is organized, the loans of 
money are made upon a pledge of stock, or upon such other securi- 
ties as the company may possess or may derive, but the stock 
issued to the United States, the stock distributed around by the 
provisions of the bill, is to be nonassessable. That is not the cap- 
ital stock. That represents nothing. No money can be raised on 
it, nor can the canal be constructed out of it. 

As the minister says, when this per cent is stipulated for all the 
shares, bonds, stock, or other securities that the company has, what 
does it mean? The Senator from Alabama the other day said 
that if there were five different sorts of securities, and you have 
got 6 per cent of each one of the securities, you have 30 per cent of 
the whole, when under the concession you were entitled to only 6 


the United States coerce the Maritime Canal Company? 
bonds of the United States will be given to the company with the 
guaranty of the United States on them. 
bonds at not less than par. 


They ought to go as high as bonds sold to get gold to replenish the 





per cent. Is that true? Nicaragua ought to have, under the terms 
of the concession, 6 per cent of all the stock, shares, bonds, or 0}. 
ligations, of whatever character they may be. Where is the ¢ 
per cent of the bonds? 
of bonds, sells the bonds with the guaranty of the United States on 
them, and uses that money for the construction of the canal. 
canal is, at the lowest estimate ever put upon it, to cost over $1()),- 
000,000. That is the lowest estimate ever put upon it by impar- 
tial men. 
to take them with many grains of allowance. 
too much; he has estimated too often; and his estimates differ 
from one another too much to be the foundation of any clear jude 
ment as to the cost of the construction of this canal. 


The company takes the whole $100,000,009 
Tho 


In the matter of the estimates of Mr. Menocal, I haya 
He has estimated 


But be that as it may, sir, 6 per cent of the bonds, the capi 


with which the company is to construct this work, is to be set oy 
to the Republic of Nicaragua. 
bill in terms almost provide that it shall not be done? 
bonds are to be delivered over to the Maritime Canal Company 
they do not make a solitary provision for the transfer of one of 
them to the Republic of Nicaragua. 


Has it been done? Does not ¢) 


When these 


And what about these amendments? Can the Government of 


The 


They will dispose of the 
I suppose they will go to a premiuin. 


Treasury. They ought to go to 117; they ought to go higher. 
When these bonds get into the possession of the Maritime Canal 


Company, unless it is acknowledged here and now in the course 
of this debate that the United States and the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany are one and the same, that the United States has absorbed 


and swallowed up and digested the Maritime Canal Company of 


Nicaragua, then there is no guarantee whatever that the stipula- 


tion made in the contract with Nicaragua, the original conces- 
sionaire, will be carried out and performed. 

It is hard enough, Mr. President, for the United States to com- 
ply with its own contracts. It is rather a novel departure from 
the ordinary course of affairs and business relations of the United 
States that she will not only guarantee the bonds of a private cor- 
poration, but that she will undertake stipulations in regard to the 
performance of the duty of that corporation and its legal liabilities 
in every quarter and in every direction, in every shape and form 
that they may take. We not only come in and guarantee these 
bonds, but here is an amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Alabama which undertakes in a mild, pleasant kind of a way, in 
a persuasive kind of a way, to make the Maritime Canal Company 
of Nicaragua do its duty in regard to transferring these bonds; 
but I see no power that the United States could exercise in this 
regard except the power of main force—the main force which is 
talked of here in the concessions later on in regard to another mat- 
ter. I see no power by and on behalf of the United States except 
a persuasive power, an advisory power, to compel the performance 
of the stipulation between the United States and the original con- 
cessionaires. So if that point is well taken and the canal company 
has violated this provision, in the language of the minister, this 
violation conduces to the forfeiture of this contract. 

Here is a criticism which I think, taken in connection with the 
surveys and estimates of the chief engineer of that company, lias 
great weight and significance. I think it will disclose very clearly 
in such a way that even the most devoted adherent to the con- 
struction of the canal under and according to the terms of the 
bill will halt a while before he will give his vote for the passage of 
the pending measure: 

The company, by Article XIV of the aforesaid contract, has contracte| the 
solemn obligation to construct at its own expense within the term of three 
years, reckoned from the commencement of the work upon the interocesnic 
canal, a aa canal between Lake Managua and the navigable part of 
the Tipitapa River, near Pasquier, of sufficient dimensions to admit of the 
free passage of vessels drawing 6 feet and of 150 feet in length. 

Mr. President, there has been no estimate made for the con- 
struction of the canal here referred to. It has been entirely disre- 
garded. In the reportof the Ludlow commission itis not adverted 
to. Mr. Menocal himself fails to state in his estimate what to 
canal will cost. Itis made a very important part of the conces- 
sion from Nicaragua to the original company and associat! 0. 
Managua is the capital — that Republic. In the construction 
of this great work that Republic took care that its capital “ty 
should be in direct water communication with the canal to )° 
constructed, and therefore it was that this provision was insert. 
No one can say it is not of vital importance and necessity, ip View 
of the construction and completion of this canal, that this city | if 
Managua, which I am told is a very beautiful city, should not »° 
in direct communication with it. 

The three years have long since passed. Not a single effort !s 
been made even in the direction of estimating the cost of t!'s 
enterprise, and the minister from Central America draws (4° 
attention of the United States to the fact that in this importaus 
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rticular concerning his Government, concerning the Govern- 
ment of Nicaragua, the canal company has failed in the perform- 
ance of its duty. ‘ : 

Mr. President, when such a statement as that is made, when it 
js made one of the conditions upon which the existence of this 
contract of cession depends, I ask, Does it become the Senate of 
the United States to be undertaking to pass a bill, or even to dis- 
cuss a bill, which looks toward the construction of a work the 
time for the completion of which depends upon the performance 
of such a stipulation as this, and the stipulation has not been per- 
formed? Arewe,asa nation self-respecting, honoring other nations 
and claiming their honor in return, claiming to be irreproachable 
in all of our obligations of an international character—are we to 
take up this violated treaty of cession—call it a treaty—are we to 
take up acontract violated in almost every important part, and un- 
dertake its execution by our own instrumentality, by our own great 
power and resources, in the face of a protest of this kind and in 
face of a violation of this kind? It occurs to me that the Senator 
from Ohio was entirely correct and met the decencies and pro- 
prieties of the situation when he said we ought to stop. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I suggest the want of a quorum 
in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Chilton, Lodge, Pugh, 
Allen, Clark, McMillan, Sherman, 
Bacon, Cullom, Mantle, Shoup, 
Bate, Faulkner, Martin, Thurston, 
Berry. Gallinger, Morgan, Tillman, 
Blanchard, Goar, Morrill, Turpie, 
Burrows, Gordon, Murphy, Vilas, 
Butler, Gorman, Nelson, Walthall, 
Caffery, Hawley, Palmer, Wetmore, 
Cannon, Hill, Pasco, White. 
Carter, Hoar, Peffer, 

Chandler, Lindsay, Perkins, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. The 
Senator from Louisiana will proceed. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, there are two other points to 
which the minister of the Greater Republic of Central America has 
directed the attention of the Senate. This bill provides for 11 di- 
rectors, 8 of whom are to be appointed by the President of the 
United States, by and with the consent of the Senate. He says 
that in the concessions there is a stipulation that 6 of the directors 
of the company to be formed for the construction of this canal 
shall be taken from the promoters, and that this provision has been 
set aside by the pending bill. Upon the face of the bill his criti- 
cism is correct. The President is allowed unlimited discretion as 
to the selection of the directors; he is not to be bound by these 
cessions; in fact, the bill itself utterly ignores the cessions. The 
President is, therefore, to take these directors from any body of 
men or from any locality in the United States that he sees fit. 
This is made by the minister a very serious criticism. 

What the particular purpose or motive of Nicaragua may have 
been in inserting this provision I am not aware; but here is the 
provision. I understood the Senator from Alabama to say that a 
pean of like character was in the cession from Costa Rica, 

mut that the cession from Costa Rica only made provision that 
the first board should be chosen from the promoters; that this 
cession from Costa Rica had some sort of effect, I believe he stated, 
upon the subsequent cession from Nicaragua, and that Nicaragua 
was presumed to have intended that these promotors should only 
form the directorate for the first board. ut, at all events, it is 
upon the face of the papers in the cession from Nicaragua that 
the directorate for the canal, for the company of execution, which 
is this Maritime Canal Company, shall be taken largely from the 
promoters. six of the directors, and that provision has been ig- 
nored, has been evaded, has been set aside, as if it did not exist. 
_Every single one of these stipulations of Nicaragua in this ces- 
sion is to be observed to the letter. Itcan not be set up that this, 
that, or the other condition or stipulation made by Nicaragua in 
her own behalf, for her own purposes, should be considered imma- 
terial. We are not to sit in judgment upon the motives of a 
State in the matter of her concessions. We are not to say that it 
is Immaterial to inquire whether a canal construction company 
would be better off with a directorate taken from the promoters 
rather than from a body of citizens of the United States. That 
is not the question. The question is, Did Nicaragua insert in her 
concession such a clause as that, and has that clause been 
observed? If it has not been observed, it is a cause of forfeiture 
of the contract. 

Mr. TURPIE. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. TURPIE. I regard the clause inserted in respect to the 
&ppointment of promoters to be in addition to the clause prevent- 
ing the transfer toforeign governments. I ask the opinion of the 
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honorable Senator on that point. I wish to know whether he 
does not think that this section in the original treaty of cession is 
provided in addition to and in aid of that section which prevents 
the transfer of these rights to any foreign government or public 
state? 

I regard the provisions respecting the conditions of the cession 
in relation to the promoters to be in aid of that, and to prevent 
also perpetually the transfer of it from the original promoters for 
all time, keeping it in the hands of the corporators, and prevent- 
ing it from going into the hands of any government or public 
state. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam very much obliged to my friend for the 
suggestion he has made. It is very pertinent, and it lays down 
the very motive, in my opinion, of the Republic of Nicaragua in 
requiring that at least six of this board of directors should be the 
promoters of the canal company. 

Mr. MORGAN. What would be the state of affairs fifty years 
from now, when all the promoters may be dead? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Well, I find that in this world it is as much 
as we can do to take care of the present. In matters that can reg- 
ulate themselves in fifty years, or as to what may occur in fifty 
years, I do not think we should concern ourselves. Some of these 
gentlemen may be then octogenarians, or they may live one hun- 
dred and fifty years, for aught I know; but whether they do or 
not, this is a stipulation in presenti; it relates to the present; it 
relates to the formation of this board of directors. Therefore, so 
far as the limits of human life are concerned in this generation of 
living men now, the Republic of Nicaragua has taken care that 
these franchises shall not be transferred to a foreign country by 
this clause. What may occur in the future I do not know; but it 
is to be hoped that the purposes of Nicaragua in this requirement 
will be followed out in future boards if this canal is ever to be 
built. It is to be hoped that any future directorate which may be 
appointed in after times will be appointed in pursuance of the 
same spirit which prompted Nicaragua to require that six of the 
directorate of this company should be taken from the promoters, 

But there is another stipulation in my opinion of equal mo- 
ment. It is a stipulation of time. It is stated that from and 
after the date of these cessions, some time in April, 1887, in ten 
years after the date of the cession if the canal were not completed 
then the cessions lapsed and the grant fell. I understood, in a 
colloquy which occurred between the honorable Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGan] and my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. 
ViLas] when he was addressing the Senate on this question, that 
the honorable Senator from Alabama said that the time of the 
limit of ten years was extended two years; that instead of com- 
mencing from April, 1887, the ten years commenced from October, 
1889. 

It is stated by the chief engineer of this canal company that it 
can not be possibly constructed under six years. If the United 
States, in view of this time limit, which will expire before the six 
years run out, undertook to construct this canal, and about the 
time they have it half completed, or nearly completed, the Repub- 
lic of Nicaragua were to demand acompliance with this forfeiture 
condition, how would the United States answer it? The Republic 
of Nicaragua has filed its protest, which was sent to the Secretary 
of State and communicated by him to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, who communicated it to the Senate. 
We go on to construct this canal in the teeth of the protest; and 
whether the construction of the Senator from Alabama is correct 
or not, whether the timelimit of ten years commences to run from 
April, 1887, or October, 1889, taking into consideration that this 
canal can not be finished under six years, the protest is equally 
fatal to any attempt on the part of the United States to undertake 
its construction. Nay, more, Mr. President, it would be infinitely 
wiser to do nothing in the matter of the construction of this canal, 
to spend no money upon it, than to undertake its completion and 
to lose our money when we were half through with it. 

Could we by ‘‘main force,” spoken of in this time limit, disre- 
gard the rights of Nicaraguain the premises and undertake to hold 
the canal? I think not. I do not predicate the action of the United 
States upon any resort to force or violence of any kind. 

In the testimony delivered before the select committee of the 
House of Representatives, called the Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce Committee of the House, it was stated that this time limit 
would not give opportunity to build the canal if the financial panic 
of 1893 was not considered a matter of ‘‘main force.” It is pru- 
dently and wisely stipulated in connection with this time limit that 
if matters of ‘‘ main force” intervene, the time of the intervention 
of this force shall not be calculated in the ten years’ limit; but who 
ever heard of a financial panic being a matter of ‘‘ main force?” 
Financial panics have occurred in this country at various periods, 
Did anybody undertake before to hold that an industrial depres- 
sion ora financial panic was a matter of ‘‘main force?” A matter 
of main force is some physical violence that can not be resisted. It 
does not refer to the silent but powerful action of economic forces. 
Whether the panic of 1893 was due to the demonetization of silver, 
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as our silver friends urge, or whether it was due purely to indus- 





trial causes, no one can say that there was any consideration of 
anv element of ‘‘main force” or physical obstacle. 

Sir, the very terms of this concession stipulate only for ‘main 
force,” and it would be exceedingly strange for the ingenious gen- 
tlemen who stand behind this great enterprise to interpolate as 
‘main force” a mere matter of the silent, powerful, unseen action 
of economic forces. Financial panics have nothing to do with it. 


We had a panic in 1837, when we had too much money; we had a 

anic in 1857—we had too much speculation; we had a panic in 
Pe73 —we had too much speculation; we had a panic in 1893—some 
gay we had too much money and some say too little, but there was 
no question of ‘‘ main force.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Where does the Senator find the statement 
about main force? 

Mr. CAFFERY. 

Mr. MORGAN, In what article? 

Mr. VILAS. The forty-eighth article. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishould be glad if the Senator would read it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iwillreadit. It is as follows: 

A term of ten years is also granted to the company for the construction, 
completion, and opening of the canal for maritime navigation. However, 
should events of main force arise, duly justified and sufficient to impede the 
regular progress of the works during the period of the said ten years, an 
extension shall be granted equal in duration to the time that may have been 
lost by such delays. 

Here is another part of the article which I did not advert to: 

If, at the expiration of the ten years aforesaid, the works should not be 
completed so as to have the maritime communication between the two oceans 


In the time-limit stipulation. 


opened, in consideration of the great capital the company may have invested 
in the enterprise, and of the good will and ability it may have shown, and 
the difficulties encountered, the Republic binds itself to concede a new 


extension. 


‘*In consideration of the great capital the company may have 
invested in the enterprise.” Hereis an enterprise, which their 
own engineer states will cost $65,000,000, that the consulting 
board of engineers in New York called the Bogart board, called 
in to supervise the estimates made by Mr. Menocal, placed at 
$87,000,000. The estimates made by the Ludlow commission are 
one hundred and thirty-three and a half million dollars, or there- 
abouts, and here is a company which has constructed this canal 
to an extent and to an outlay the present value of which is esti- 
mated at about $500,000. According to their own testimony they 
have not spent on this canal over $3,000,000, and we have now, 
here in 1897, the term of this contract to expire in April next, 
with a mile and a half of canal constructed, with a railroad with 
rotten ties and grown over with weeds, bramble, and wild cane, the 
cars of which are propelled by poles, the harbor that they attempted 
to dredge out filled up—here is the great capital invested and the 
great work done, in consideration of which the State of Nicaragua 
says they may concede an extension of time. 

Mr. VILAS. The Ludlow board says it is three-quarters of a 
mile. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I think it is stated by the engineer of the 
company that they dug a mile and a half of the canal on the sea 
level; but that canal was to be dug, I remind my friend the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin, to the depth of 28 feet, and it is only 17 feet. 

It has not been done much more than half. You may call it, if 
’ you please, three-quarters of a mile, because it is a mile and a half 
half done. I do not believe that the Maritime Canal Company, 
as modest as it is, as coy as it is, would have the audacity to say 
that in consideration of the great capital invested they ought to 
have an extension of time from the Republic of Nicaragua. 

The canal company started out with a great many rosy antici- 
pations. They have constantly said that they were not applying 
to Congress; and the other day, in the discussion of a part of this 
subject, I heard the venerable and honorable Senator from Ohio 

Mr. SHERMAN] say that we had run after the Maritime Canal 

Jompany, or we had sought them. Oh, sir, what an elusive com- 
pany it is that we can only catch with $100,000,000 of bonds! They 
do protest toomuch. They are a little toocoy. They havenever 
asked the United States for anything, they say, and whatever is 
given is thrust upon them as an unsought gift by the United 
States. 

When it comes to the time limit, can anybody say, when the 
facts are so well known and established, when there has been 
comparatively nothing done in the construction of the canal, that 
there can be any extension of time granted upon the part of Nica- 
ragua? No, sir; it can not be said. If, therefore, there is no 
ground for an extension in consideration of the great capital in- 
vested and the great works constructed or the good will and abil- 
ity that this company has displayed, would it not be the height 
of folly upon the part of the United States to embark on an enter- 

rise to sink twenty, thirty, forty, fifty—a hundred million dol- 

ars—to have it swallowed up by a forfeiture legally demandable 
under the terms of the time-limit concession? I think there is no 
sort of doubt on that question. 

Mr. President, I stated a while ago that the Republic of Nicara- 
gua has in terms stipulated for the neutrality of the canal, I 
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argued that the stipulations in other respects warranted the con. 
clusion that the main purpose of Nicaragua ia making these res 
ervations in her behalf was the neutrality of the canal. 
read Article VI. 
Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Louisiana yield to me? 
Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 
DULUTH AND WINNIPEG RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. NELSON. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
sideration of the joint resolution (8S. R. 121) to amend an 
granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railroad Company a1 
of way through the Chippewa and White Earth reservation 
= State of Minnesota. It is a local matter, and will prov: 

ebate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the c! 
The Senator from Minnesota asks unanimous consent that th. 
finished business may be temporarily laid aside, and that th 
ate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution indi: 
Is there objection? 

Mr. MORGAN. At the hour of half past 4 the Senate has cop. 
sented, I believe, to take up all unobjected matters, and it is very 
near that time now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The agreement, the Chair 
state, is to consider House bills and House joint resolutions. 

Mr. NELSON. I will say to the Senator from Alabama that 
this is a local matter, and will provoke no discussion. 

Mr. MORGAN, I will not object. 

By unanimousconsent, the Senate, asin Committee of the W 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which had been repor 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments, in li: 
9, after the word ‘“‘ five,” to insert ‘‘and inserting the words 
its legal successor, the Duluth, Superior and Western Ra 
Company;’” and in line 18, after the word ‘‘ company,” to ins 
‘‘or its legal successor, the Duluth, Superior and Western Ka 
road Company;” so as to make the joint resolution read: 

That section 5 of an act entitled ““Anact granting to the Duluth and Win- 
nipeg Railroad Company a right of way through the Chippewa ani ) 
Earth Indian reservations in the State of Minnesota,” approved Au 7. 
1894, be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out the word ‘: ’ 
and inserting the word “five,” and inserting the words “or its legal , 
—, ae Superior and Western Railroad Company,” so that t! ill 
wis SEC. 5. That the right herein granted shall be forfeited by said com 


its legal successor, the Duluth, Superior and Western Railroad ( 
unless the road shall be constructed through the said reservation 


I wilj 


— 


five years after the passage of this act.” ps 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. VILAS. The purport of the joint resolution is simply to 
extend the time two years. 

Mr. NELSON. To extend the time for building aroad through 
an Indian reservation. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 


and the amendments were concurred in. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE AT CHATTANOOGA, 


Mr. BATE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisian 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BATE. Iask permission of the Senate to call up tly 
(H. R. 9799) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authori } 
Chattanooga Western Railway Company to construct a bridge 
across the Tennessee River near Chattanooga,” giving the suid 
company more time in which to begin and complete said bride. 
It will lead to no debate. It merely extends the time i 
which a railroad may build a bridge. It is a bill similar to the 
joint resolution just passed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Itis a House bill? 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir; and it will take but a moment. re 

Mr. MORGAN. House bills will be the regular order at hau 

ast 4. 

" The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the }! 
consideration of the bill? _ 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orce: 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM B. ISAACS & CO. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louis:1n4 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask the courtesy of the Senate to call up ind 
put on its passage the bill (H. R. 1524) to execute the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of William B. Isaacs & Co. }° 
is a bill which, according to my recollection, was objected to ‘1° 
day when unobjected bills were called up, because it would havo 
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given rise to debate, perhaps. I do not think there can be any 
substantial objection to the bill. I ask that it may now be 
= COCKRELL. The bill is included in the unanimous-con- 
sent agreement for half after 4. res 

Mr. DANIEL, I did not advert to that fact. If there is objec- 
tion, I will let 1% go until then. It might be briefer to pass it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be tempo- 
rarily laid aside and that the bill he has indicated may be consid- 
ered. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish the Senator from Virginia would ex- 
plain the biil. ? d ae: 

Mr. DANIEL. After the war certain banks in Virginia sent 
their coin to the town of Washington, in Georgia. About $100,000 
in gold was among their assets. The Union generals command- 
ing in the South and in Virginia had given to the claimants pro- 
tection and safe conduct of their money from Washington to the 
city of Richmond, and en route about the sum named was taken 

yossession of by the Federal troops, and it was covered into the 

reasury. A controversy afterwards arose as to the ownership 
of the coin. Congress passed a joint resolution directing the 
Court of Claims to ascertain and report who were the owners of 
the coin in question. They reported that the bank, whose assign- 
ees the claimants are— 

Was the equitable owner of a part of the fund in the Treasury propor- 
tionate to the amount which it contributed thereto, such proportionate part 
being the sum of $16,987.88. The claim therefor aad the ri ht of property 
therein passed to and is now owned by the claimants in this suit, who are 
equitably entitled to the same. 

The remainder of the fund, being the sum of $78,276.40, is the property of 
the United States, the title never having passed to said banks and the claim- 
ants not having derived any claim or title in and through said judicial pro- 
ceedings. 

Mr. CULLOM. How do William B. Isaacs & Co. happen to be 
the beneficiaries? 

Mr. DANIEL. They are the assignees of the bank. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator know what they paid for the 
assets? 

Mr. DANIEL. No,Idonot. I was once upon the Committee 
on Claims, and I think I drew the original report in the case and 
had the matter submitted to the Court of Claims. I know the 
firm very well. I know the members of it. They are very highly 
reputable people of the city of Richmond, and my impression is 
that the bank was sold out after the war, and the assets were 

robably sold at public auction. The money that goes to the 
United States Government was money which had probably been 
deposited, if my memory is correct, by the ‘State government of 
Virginia, and the idea of the court, no doubt, was that it was the 
money of anenemy. I presume that was it. The court does not 
say. There is no claimant for the rest of the$100,000. But this 
money was under the safe conduct of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. Has all the money been turned into the Treas- 

7? 

Mr. DANIEL. All of it has been turned into the Treasury. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move that the bill (S. 2058) to execute the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the matter of William B. Isaacs 
& Co. be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of half past 4 having 
arrived, under the unanimous consent given by the Senate the 
Calendar of pension cases will be called. The first pension case 
on the Calendar will be stated. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to yield 
for the consideration of a Senate bill the passage of which is 
epereaat, in view of certain legislative proceedings pending in 
Colorado. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I will yield for that purpose, if no one else 
ie = og but then I shall insist upon proceeding under the agree- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That settles it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have a unanimous-consent agreement, 
and we can not afford to set it aside. Wait until we get through. 

Mr. TELLER (to Mr. Carter). Withdraw it. 

Mr. CARTER. I withdraw the request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first pension case on the 
Calendar will be stated. 


FRANCES M. ROBERTS. 


The bill (H. R. Set. arenting a panion to Frances M. Roberts 
‘was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
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amendment, inline5, afterthename “ Roberts,” toinsert ‘‘daughter 
of Levi M. Roberts, express rider in the war of 1812;” so as to make 
the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 1 





ve, and he hereby is, 


authorized and directed to place the name of said Frances M. Roberts, daugh- 
ter of Levi M. Roberts, express rider in the war of 1812, upon the pension roll 
and pay to her the sum of $8 per month. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. 
ment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the 
amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, strike out the word ‘‘said” before 
the words ‘“‘Frances M. Roberts,” and in line 5, after the word 
** Roberts,” where it occurs the first time, insert the words ‘ 
and destitute;” so as to read: 

Frances M. Roberts, sick and destitute daughter of Levi M. Roberts, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment to strike 
out the preamble; which was agreed to. 


MILTON T. BEDFORD. 


The bill (S. 3191) granting a pension to Milton T. Bedford was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Milton T. Bedford, late of Company 
B, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment Ohio National Guard 
Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 146) granting an increase of pension to Samuel C, 
Towne; 

A bill (S. 638) granting an increase of pension to John Nichols; 

A bill (S. 1017) granting a pension to Robert Kiracofe; 

A bill (S. 1310) granting an increase of pension to Shubael 
Gould; 

A bill (S. 1311) granting an increase of pension to Dudley F, 


I move a mere verbal amend 


chair). The 


sick 


| Brown; 


A bill (S. 1356) to increase the pension of Elizabeth L. Larrabee, 
widow of Col. C. H. Larrabee, late of the Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment of Wisconsin Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 1787) granting a pension to Nancy T. Duncklee; 

A bill (S. 1949) granting an additional pension to Capt. Brad- 
bury W. Hight; and 

A bill (S. 2133) granting a pension to Mary E. Ely. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 9707) making appropriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 5764) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth D. Mar- 
thon; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 8886) for the relief of Hiram T. 
Corum and Silas W. Davis, of Oregon, and it was thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President. 

WILSON S. HULSE. 

The bill (S. 2752) granting a pension to Wilson S. Hulse was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the bill be indefinitely post- 
poned, and in this connection I wish to put on record a simple 
statement. The case is now under consideration in the Pension 
Bureau, and it is a rule of the pension committees of Congress not 
to consider cases that are under investigation by the Pension 
Department or that have not been rejected there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire that the bill be 
indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEMUEL J, ESSEX. 

The bill (H. R. 2985) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel, 
J. Essex was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to pension Lemuel J. Essex, late of Company B, Eighty- 
seventh Indiana Infantry, at the rate of $24 per month, in lieu of 
the pension that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD C, ENRIGHT. 


The bill (H. R. 6539) to increase the pension of Richard C. En- 
right was considered as in Committee 6f the Whole. It proposes 
to pension Richard C. Enright, late colonel of the Sixty-third 
New York Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $30 per month, in 
lieu of the pension now being paid to him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES L, M’KINNEY. 

The bill (H. R. 3688) to pension James L. McKinney for serv- 
ices in Oregon Indian wars was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to pension James L. McKinney, of Capt. 
W. W. Chapman’s Company I, Second Regiment Oregon Mounted 
Volunteers, at the rate of $8 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DANIEL GILES. 


The bill (H. R. 3939) to pension Daniel Giles for services in Ore- 
gon Indian wars was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to pension Daniel Giles, of Capt. Samuel Gordon's 
Company H, Oregon Volunteers, and thereafter also in Capt. Ed- 
ward Sheffield’s Company A, of said volunteers, at the rate of $8 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. MARY A. FREEMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 2189) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Free- 
man was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pension Mrs. Mary A. Freeman, widow of Andrew V. Pntch- 
ard, late a private in Company H, Second Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, Mexican war, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY S. HIGGINS. 

The bill (H. R. 4099) to increase the pension of Mary S. Hig- 
gins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pension Mary 8S. Higgins, widow of Jacob Higgins, who was a 
Mexican veteran of Pennsylvania and colonel of the One hundred 
andtwenty-fifth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry and the Twenty- 
second Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry in the war of the rebel- 
lion, atthe rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension she now 
receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LAURETTA L. PRINCE, 

The bill (H. R. 2620) granting a pension to Lauretta L. Prince 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pen- 
sion, at $20 per month, Lauretta L. Prince, dependent daughter of 
Henry Prince, late a private in Company D, One hundred and 
forty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES H. TWOMEY. 

The bill (H. 2257) to increase the pension of Charles H. 
Twomey, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place the name of Charles H. Twomey, late a private of 
Company H, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment Indiana In- 
fantry Volunteers, upon the pension roll, and to pay to him a pen- 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of any pension that may now be paid 
him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARTHA L. BOHANNON, 


. The bill (S. 2576) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha L. Bohan- 
non, of Lynchburg, Va., was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘' dollars,” to strike out 
“twelve” and insert ‘‘eight;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitationsof the pension laws, the name of Martha L. Bohannon, widow 
of Private Miles R. Bohannon, of Capt. E. W. Paul's battalion of Missouri 
Volunteers in the Mexican war, at the rate of $8 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LEWIS KEISER. 


The bill (H. R. 7740) granting an increase of pension'to Lewis 
Keiser was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 





poses to place upon the pension roll the name of Lewis Keiser, lats 
a private of Company B, Ninety-third Regiment Plinois Infantry 
Volunteers, at $72 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISE A. RICE. © 


The bill (S. 3584) granting a pension to Louise A. Rice, wid 
of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Rice, was consideredas in Committes 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit} 
amendments, in line 6, before the name ‘ Rice,” to strike out | 
letter ‘‘A”’ and insert the letter “*M;” and in line 8, before the w 
‘*‘dollars,” to strike out ‘“‘seventy-five” and insert ‘‘fifty;” so as ¢ 
make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provis 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louise M. Rice, wid 
Brig. Gen. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Rice. at the rate of $0 per mont) 
lieu of the pension of $30 per month she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: “A bill granting 
a pension to Louise M. Rice, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Samuc! A, 
Rice.” 


’ 


Sie 


CLARA L. NICHOLS. : 
The bill (H. R. 6528) to increase the pension of Clara L. Nichols, 


widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. W. A. Nichols, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


amendments, in line 6, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
‘*seventy-five” and insert “ fifty;” and in line 9, before the word 
**dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five” and insert ‘‘fifty;” so as 
to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the pension of Clara L. Nichols, widow of the late 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. W. A. Nichols, of the United States Army, be. and 
hereby, increased from $30 per month to $50 per month, and the Secret 
the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to place the name of th 
Clara L. Nichols wpen the pension roll at the rate of $50 per month, su 
te the provisions of existing pension laws. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered, to be engrossed and the Dill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JOSIAH P. HILL. 


The bill (H. R. 1168) to increase the pension of Josiah P. Hill, 
late of Company F, Eighty-first Regiment of [linois Volunteers, 
in the war of the Pbellion, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes toincrease the pension of Josiah P. Hill, late 
of Company F, Eighty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, in tho 
war of the rebellion, to $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY SLAUGHTER. 

The bill (H. R. 2725) granting increase of pension to Henry 

Slaughter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | 

»0ses to place on the pension roll the name of Henry Slaughter, 

fate private in Company A, Fourteenth Regiment of Indiana \ ol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month. in 
lien of the pension he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY E. LAW. 

The bill (S. 617) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Liw 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It propos:s ‘0 
place on the pension roll the name of Mary E. Law, widow of 
Capt. Richard Law, United States Navy, at $50 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that the usual rate for the widow 
naval captains? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The usual rate, I will say to the Senator, 

is $30 for captains in the Navy. The Senator from Indiana | \\'. 
VOORHEES} introduced the bill, but I do not find a written re) 
I presumed one had been filed, but I fail to find it. Perhaps 4 
written report was not made. There was some good reason | T 
the increase in the minds of the committee. Perhaps the Sena'vr 
from Indiana will make a statement about it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am not objecting. I simply wantec (0 
know what is the rule. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It isan increase beyond the usual rate, I 
will say to the Senator. ‘ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Of course it is not beyond the legal rate: 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, no; it isnot beyond the legal increase. 


iTO- 
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Mr. COCKRELL. It is not such an increase for the widow of a 
captain in the me as has never been made before? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all; there are various precedents 
for it. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MINNIE PARKER. 

The bill (H. R. 6166) granting a pension to Minnie Parker, 
widow of Col. and Bvt. Brig. Gen. Ely 8S. Parker, late of the 
United States Army, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Minnie Parker, widow of Col. and Bvt. Brig. Gen. Ely S. Parker, 
late of the United States Army, and to pay her a pension of $30 
per month. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM WALDRUP. 

The bill (H. R. 4001) to reinstate William Waldrup on the pen- 
sion roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to reinstate William Waldrup, of Maddox, Tenn., late of 
Company F, Sixth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry, on the pension 
roll of the United States at the rate he was drawing when dropped 
from the roll. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

IRA POWERS. 

The bill (H. R. 5061) to pension Ira Powers, of Henderson 
County, Tenn., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place the name of Ira Powers, late of Company A, 
Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, of Henderson County, Tenn., on the 
pension roll of the United States, and to pay him a pension of $12 
per month. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNIE SCHIFIRLI. 

The bill (H. R. 7821) granting a pension to Annie Schifirli was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to placeon 
the pension roll the name of Annie Schifirlh, widow of John E. 


Reserve Corps, Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $20 a month. 

The bill was réported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CARLTON W. MUZZY. 


The bill (S. 3556) granting a pension to Carlton W. Muzzy was | 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of Carlton W. Muzzy, landsman, U.S. 8. 
Minnesota, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
pension to Carlton W. Muzzy.” 


MRS. VIRGINIA E. TURTLE. 

The bill (H. R. 3264) to increase the pension of Mrs. Virginia E. 
Turtle, of the District of Columbia, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the 
name of Mrs. Virginia E. Turtle, of Washington, D. C., widow 
of Maj. Thomas Turtle, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, 
and to pay her a pension of $40 per month, the same be in lieu 
of the pension now drawn by her. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE B. MERCHANT. 

The bill (H. R..3166) granting a pension to George B. Merchant 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place upon the pension roll George B. Merchant, late sergeant 
Company K, Fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $72 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEWELLYN D. KING. 


The bill (H. R. 7349) to pension Lewellyn D. King was consid- 
ered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension roll of the United States the name of Lewellyn D. King, 
late a private in Company E, Eighty-first New York Volunteers, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES L. WING. 


The bill (H. R. 3481) granting a pension to James L. Wing was 
as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty” and insert “‘twenty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to_place on the pension roll, at the rate of $20 per 
month, James L. Wing, of Wout Vernon, Ohio, late private Company G, 
Forty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

r 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed an 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. E. 8S. KELLY. 

The bill (S. 1394) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. E. S. 
Kelly was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

rhe bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘“ dollars.” to strike out 
“* fifty” and insert ‘‘ thirty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her 
authorized and directed to place the name of Mrs. E. 8. Kelly 
R. Kelly, late a captain in the Third Artillery, United States Army, o1 
pension roll at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the rate of px 
now receives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


the bill to be 


wi ‘ Beas 
Widow [Ja 


i 


nsion she 


MELLISA ADAMS. 

The bill (H. R. 4841) grantinga pension to Mellisa Adams, widow 
of Silas Adams, was considered as in Committee of the Whole 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word *‘dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty ” and insert ‘‘ twelve;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mellisa Ad 


ams, of Liberty, Casey County, Ky., widow of Silas Adams, deceased, late 
colonel of the First Kentucky Cavalry.and pay hera pens 


Mr. GALLINGER. 


on of $12 per mont 
I will state that that amendment on the 


pen , . 6 ; —s : | part of the committee was made under a misapprehension, and I 
Schitirli, late private Company M, First Regiment United States | p: PI S10 


trust it will be rejected and the bill allowed to stand as it passed 
the other House. 
The amendment was rejected. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LEVI R. LONG, 
The bill (S. 2674) granting a pension to Levi R. Long was con- 


| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘dollars,’ to strike out 
‘fifty ” and insert ‘‘forty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi R. Long, late 
private of Company I, Seventeenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cav- 
alry, at the rate of $40 per month, in lieu of the pension which he now receives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 





GEN, JAMES W. M’MILLAN. 


The bill (S. 3509) to increase the pension of Gen. James. W. 
McMillan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word *‘ Infantry,” to insert ‘* and 
brevet major-general, United States Volunteers;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Gen. James W. McMillan, colonel 


of the Twenty-first Indiana Volunteer Infantry and brevet 
United States Volunteers, upon the pension roll, and al 


major-gebnerali, 


llow and pay him a 
pension of $50 a month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HENRY F. THORNTON. 

The bill (H. R. 1064) for the relief of Henry F. Thornton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to issue to 
Henry F. Thornton, late of First Virginia Volunteers in Mexican 
war, a certificate of pension of $16 per month, in lieu of the certifi- 
cate now held by him as a survivor of that war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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JANE CUNNINGHAM. 


The bill (H. R. 5068) to grant pension to Jane Cunningham, 
widow of James Cunningham, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pension roll the name 


of Jane Cunningham, widow of James Cunningham, late of Com- | 


pany B, Seventh Wisconsin Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARY A. VIEL. 


The bill (H. R. 6902) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Viel 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
‘‘twenty-five”’ and insert ‘‘ twelve;” soas to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Mrs. Mary 
A. Viel, formerly widow of Maj. W. D. Sanger, of the Fifty-fifth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MIRIAM V. KENNEY. 

The bill (H. R. 3937) granting a pension to Miriam V. Kenney, 
widow of Samuel W. Kenney, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 3, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
‘*twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ twelve;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That.a pension of $12 per month be, and the same is 


hereby, granted to Mrs. Miriam V. Kenney, widow of Samuel W. Kenney, 
during the term of her natural life. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS MADDEN, 


The bill (S. 1302) granting a pension to Thomas Madden was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the word ‘‘roll,” to strike out ‘‘sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws” and 
insert ‘‘at the rate of $8 per month;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of 38 per 
month, the name of Thomas Madden, late of Company H, Thirty-second 
New York Volunteer Infantry. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ELNORA SHUMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 10085) for the relief of Elnora Shuman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Elnora Shuman, widow of John 
Shuman, deceased, and foster mother of W. E. Shuman, late of 
Company K, One hundred and seventh Regiment Pennsylvania 
Infantry Volunteers, and James F. Shuman, late of Company D, 
Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers, and to pay 
her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN A, PADDOCK, 


The bill (S. 8350) granting a pension to Susan A. Paddock was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out 
‘*fifty ” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the peaneiny of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Susan A, 
Paddock, widow of Joseph W. Paddock, late a major and assistant adjutant- 


general of volunteers, First Division, Fifteenth Army Corps, and pay her at 
the rate of $25 dollars per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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JAMES R. PACK. 


The bill (H. R. 6234) to restore the name of James R. Pack to 
the pension roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole 


name of James R. Pack, who was a private in Company D, of { 
Webster County (Missouri) Home Guards, and acting assistay 
surgeon of the United States Army, and to pay him a pension of 
$12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISABELLA H. SILVEY. 


The bill (S. 3124) granting an increase of pension to Isabella H, 
Silvey, widow of Lieut. Col. William Silvey, deceased, was . 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
** fifty” and insert ‘‘forty;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions of the pension laws, the name of Isabella H. Silvey, widow of Williar 
Silvey, deceased, late of the United States Army, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $40 per month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM EDWARDS. 


The bill (H. R. 7333) granting a pension to William Edwards, 
Company D, Tenth Regiment Vermont Volunteers, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll the name of William Edwards, of Company D, Tenth Vermont 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


URIAH ANDRICKS, 


The bill (H. R. 1948) to grant a pension to Uriah Andricks, 
Fifty-fourth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of Uriah Andricks, late private of Company H, Fifty- 
fourth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, at $14 per month, in lieu of 
the pension he is now receiving. ’ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. HELEN A, FUNKHOUSER. 


The bill (H. R. 6236) to grant a pension to Mrs. Helen A. Funk- 
houser was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Helen A. Funk- 
houser, widow of John J. Funkhouser, late colonel, Ninety-cighth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$30 per month. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of 
the Senator from New Hampshire to the fact that the Calendar 
suggests that there is an amendment to the bill. The Chair is 
informed that there is nothing in the report to indicate an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; there is no amendment proposed by 
the committee to the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES WARBROOK. 

The bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to James War)rook 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of James Warbrook, late pri- 
vate in Company K, One hundred and twenty-seventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPHINE GLOVER. 


The bill (H. R. 5532) to increase the pension of Josephine Glover 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to in- 
crease the pension of Josephine Glover, widow of Capt. EF. V; 
Glover, Company A, Thirty-fourth New Jersey Volunteers, and 
to pay her a pension of $30 per month. s 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL SHAFFER. 

The bill (S. 3144) granting a pension to Samuel Shaffer was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. A 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit) 22 
amendment, in line 6, after the name “Shaffer,” to insert “late 4 
private in Company D, Third Ohio Infantry Volunteers, and pay 


b 











pension of $20 a month, in lieu of the pension he is now 


him a L 
‘receiving;” so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, goes That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


rized and to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
aut imitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Shaffer, late a private 
in Company D, Third Ohio Infantry Volunteers, and pay him a pension of 
$20 a month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


mendment was agreed to. 
Ea bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MRS. ESSIE E. POWELL. 


The bill (S. 2910) granting a pension to Mrs. Essie E. Powell 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“ twenty-five” and insert ‘“‘twenty;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Essie E. Powell, widow of 
William A. Powell, captain Company G, One hundred and twenty-fourth 
Okio Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $4 per month, in lieu of any pension 
she may now receive. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

RHODA A. VAN NIMAN. 

The bill (S. 355) granting a pension to Rhoda A. Van Niman 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Volunteers,” to insert 
‘‘and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rhoda A. Van Niman, widow 
of Enoch I. Van Niman, late of Company F, Forty-second Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH E. VANTINE. 


The bill (H. R. 7969) to increase the pension of Joseph E. Van- 
tine was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place the name of*Joseph E. Vantine, late first-class fireman on 
the U. 8. 8S. Richmond, United States Navy, on the pension roll at 
$72 per month, in lieu of his present pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 5764) granting an increase of 
beth A. Marthon was read twice by its title, an 
Committee on Pensions. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CULLOM, Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the regular order, according to 
the agreement. 

Mr. CULLOM. What was the agreement? 

Mr. COCKRELL. To take up unobjected House bills favor- 
ably reported. 

r.CULLOM. I rose to call up an unobjected House bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the bill will be reached in its order. 
‘ Mr, CULLOM. It is away back in the first part of the Calen- 

ar. 


Mr. COCKRELL. We shall soon run through with the House 
bills. There are only a few cases. 

= CULLOM. I have been trying to get the bill passed for a 
month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must insist on the agreement. 

Mr. CULLOM. It comes within the agreement, if there is no 
objection. to the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not set aside the agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unobjected House bills on the 
Calendar will now be considered. 
_ Mr. COCKRELL. And Order of Business 1192, House bill 7469, 
is the first case on the Calendar. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state that the first case on the Cal- 
endar is Order of Business 1184, House bill 9029, the Senate bill 
having been indefinitely postponed to-day and the House bill put 


in its place upon the Calendar. 
Air. COCKRELL. Very well; let that bill be proceeded with. 


nsion to Eliza- 
referred to the 
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HUDSON RESERVOIR AND CANAL COMPANY. 


The bill (H. R. 9029) to grant to the Hudson Reservoir and Canal 
Company the right of way through the Gila River Indian Reser- 
vation was announced as the first bill in order, and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest one amendment, which is that the 
last section, which says ‘that this act shall be in force from its 
passage,” should be striken out. I movetostrike out that section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
: The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out section 10, as fol- 

Ows: 


Sec. 10. That this act shall be in force from its passage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
REMOVAL OF SNOW AND ICE IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill (H. R. 7469) for the removal of snow and ice from the 
sidewalks, cross walks, and gutters in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move wherever the word ‘‘owner” 
in the bill that the word “ agent” be inserted after it. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 3, after the word ‘‘ owner,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘“‘agent;” in line 11, after the word 
“owner,” to insert ‘“‘agent;” and in line 12, after the word 
*‘owner,” to insert ‘‘ agent;” so as to make the section read: 

That the owner, agent, or tenant of each house or other building or lot or 
lots of ground in the cities of Washington and Georgetown, and in such other 

art or parts of the District of Columbia as the Commissioners of said Dis- 

rict shall from time to time designate, shall, within tho first four hours of 
daylight afterevery fall of snow, cause the same to be removed entirely from 
off the paved sidewalks opposite each house, building, lot, or land under the 
penalty of $l for each lot for every such neglect, to be paid by the said 
owner, agent, or tenant; and such owner, agent, or tenant shall, undera like 
poral? within five days after a notice to do so by the Commissioners, clean 
off and remove, or cause to be cleaned off and removed, all dirt, sand, gravel, 
or other refuse matter that may fall or be washed upon any paved sidewalk, 
roadway, or alley inside the cities of Washington and Georgetown, and in 
such other part or parts of the District of Columbia as the Commissioners of 
said District shall from time to time designate. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The same amendment should be made in 
section 2 and the following sections. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Idesire the amendment to be inserted wher- 
ever in the bill the word ‘‘ owner” occurs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 2, line 2, after the word “‘ owners,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘agent;” and in line 11, after the word 
‘*owner,” to insert ‘‘agent;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That in case the sidewalks are covered with ice the owner, agent, 
or tenant of any building, lot, or lots of ground in the cities of Washington 
and Georgetown, and in such other part or parts of the District of Columbia 
as the Commissioners of the said District shall from time to time designate, 
shall promptly cause the paved sidewalks or paved portions of the sidewalk 
opposite his, her, or their premises to be strewn with ashes, sand, sawdust, or 
some other suitable substance that will insure or contribute to the safety of 

estrians, under the penalty of $1 for each lot for every neglect, to be paid 
y the said owner, agent, or tenant. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theremaining amendments will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, line 1, after the word ‘‘owner,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘agent;” and in line 10, after the word 
“‘ owner,” to insert ‘‘agent;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 3. That in case the owner, agent, or tenant of any house, lot, building, 
or land shall neglect to comply with any of the provisions of the preceding 
sections of this act, it shall be the duty of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to cause the removal of snow and ice, or any dirt, sand, or gravel 
from all _ sidewalks and alleys in the cities of Washington and George- 
town, and in such other part or parts of the District of Columbia as the Com- 
missioners of said District shall from time to time designate, wherever there 
has been a failure on the part of the owner, agent, or tenant as aforesaid to 
removethe same: and the cost of such removal, by order and under the direc 
tion of the said Commissioners, shall be assessed as a tax against the prop- 
erty to which the sidewalks in question belong, for the purposes of this act, 
and the said tax so assessed shall be carried to the regular tax roll of the 
District aforesaid, and shall be collected in the manner provided for the col- 
lection of other taxes. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Imovethat the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and ask for aconference with the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 


occurs 
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appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. McMIiL- 


LAN. Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. BAKER were appointed. 
DISTRICT TAX-SALE CERTIFICATES. 
The bill (H. R. 3610) for the relief of holders of certain District 
of Columbia tax-sale ee and for other purposes, was an- 
nounced as ne ‘Tt In Order. 


Mr. COCKRELL. 


tosome discussion. Let it be passed over temporarily. 

Vir. FAULKNER. I hope the Senator will not object to that 
bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over temporarily. I want 
to examine it. tn ; i 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have been sitting here all evening waiting 


to answer any question which might be asked in relation to that 
bill, which has been indorsed by all the officials of the District of 
Columb a. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
insist upon his objection? 

Mr COCKRELL. I made the objection once, and I have not 
withdrawn it, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

H. C. HERNDON. 


The bill (H. R. 3787) for the relief of H. C. Herndon was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $204.30 
to H. C. Herndon, of Catlettsburg, Ky., for the loss of a regis- 
tered package containing that sum which he had placed in the 
post-office at Webbville, Ky., as deputy collector of internal 
revenue, on November 24, 1892, addressed to Thomas C. McDowell, 
collector for seventh internal revenue district of Kentucky, and 


Does the Senator from Missouri 


which was stolen from the said post-office on the night of the 24th | 


of November, 1892. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REORGANIZATION OF NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 190) to facilitate the reorganiza- 
tion of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company; to secure to 
actual settlers the right to purchase at a price not exceeding $2.50 
per acre the agricuitural lands within its grant, and to prohibit 
said company or any successor company from giving, by consoli- 
dation, sale, or other corporate action, control of its railroad to 
any corporation, company, person, or association of persons own- 
ing, operating, or controlling a parallel or competing railroad, was 
anuounced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over without losing its 

lace. 
™ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
passed over. 

IMPROVEMENT OF PUBLIC ROADS. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 194) extending the scope of the 
investigations by the Agricultural Department in the matter of 
the improvement of public roads was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that joint resolution be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
passed over. 

ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (H. R. 5482) authorizing the Cleveland Bridge Com- 
sr to construct a bridge across the Arkansas River between 
awnee County, Okla., and the Osage Indian Reservation was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
TONNAGE TAX. 
The bill (H. R. 2672) concerning tonnage tax was announced as 
next in order. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be passed over without losing 
its place, the Senator reporting it not being present. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 
AMERICAN REGISTER FOR BARK VILA. 
The bill (H. R. 6776) to provide an American register for the 
bark Vila was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AMERICAN REGISTER FOR BARK E. C. MOWATT. 


The bill (H. R. 9734) to provide an American register for the 
bark EF. C. Mowatt, of Philadelphia, Pa., was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The bill (H. R. 9647) to authorize the extension of the lines of 


the Metropolitan Railroad Company, of the District of Columbia, 
Was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


That is quite a lengthy bill, and may lead | 











The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia with amendments, in lime 17, before the words ‘‘as wi 
provide,” to strike out ‘‘bonds” and insert ‘‘eapital stock;” and 
in line 18, after the word ‘“‘such,” to strike out ‘‘ bonds” and in- 
sert ‘‘stock;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Metropolitan Railroad Company be, and it 
hereby, authorized to extend the lines of its underground electric raiir 
from the intersection of Connecticut and Florida avenues northward a! 
Columbia road to a point on the west line of Eighteenth street extended: | 
vided, That the said extension be completed within six months from the da 
of the passage of this act, and the said company is hereby authorized ; 
empowered to increase its capital stock for the purpose of making and eq 
ping the extension of its route authorized by this act, but the amonnt of ¢ 
capital stock so to be issued as aforesaid shall not exceed the cost of the 1 
ing and equipment of the extension herein provided for: Provided fui 
That the Metropolitan Railroad Coropany is hereby authorized to issue 
an additional amount of capital stock as will provide for the conversion in:> 
such stock of its outstanding certificates of indebtedness, amounting to 
$250.000, heretofore issued for the completion and equipment of its road. 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amen1- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bil! to 
be read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
BRIDGES ACROSS RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 


The bill (H. R. 8814) to authorize the construction by the Duluth 
and North Dakota Railroad Company of two bridges across { 
Red River of the North, between the States of Minnesota and 
North Dakota, was considered as in Committee of the Whole 

Mr. CARTER. I wish to inquire if anyone knows of any navi- 
gation on the Red River of the North by steam craft or any other 
sort of vessel? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Neisoy| 
can probably tell. There is no doubt but what the bill is all right. 

Mr. NELSON. There are steamboats regularly plying every 
summer from Grand Forks to Winnipeg, and even up to Moor- 
head, up the Red Lake River, to and through Red Lake. There 


| is quite a bit of navigation there. This bill has been indorsed by 
| the War Department, and is intended to protect navigation. 


Mr. CARTER. 1 have no objection to the bill. I only desired 


| to know whether it was necessary. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MONONGAHELA RIVER. 


The bill (H. R. 9841) to amend an act authorizing the West Brad- 
dock Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela 
River from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Township was consii- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to. a third ssading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR THE BARK CERES. 


The bill (H. R. 8190) to provide an American register for the 
bark Ceres was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETER COOK. 


The bill (H. R. 2741) for the relief of Peter Cook, of Arkansas, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole.. It proposes to pay 
to Peter Cook, of Lonoke County, Ark., $904, being the amount 
found by the Courf of Claims to be due to him for stores and 
supplies taken and used by the Federal Army during the late war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RAILROAD COMPANIES IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The bill (H. R. 8850) to amend an act passed at the first session 
of the Fifty-fourth Congress, entitled “An act to grant to railrool 
companies in Indian Territory additional power to secure depot 
grounds and to correct alignments,” was considered as in Commit 
tee of the Whole. The bill was from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs with an amendment, to add at the end of the bill 
the following additional proviso: 

And provided further, That the right to add to, alter, amend, or repeal ‘!'s 
act is hereby expressly reserved to gress or to any State which may ! 
after be established in the Territory through which the lines of said rai. 
companies are constructed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. I offer an amendmen; to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be sta‘. 

The SECRETARY. In line 28, after the word “stations,” 1' 5 


proposed to insert: 

Provided further, That any railroad company which shall avail itself of the 
privileges of this act shall not charge more than 3 cents per mile for carry18 
each passenger through said Indian Territory. 











1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


- ' 


1575 


Sitaedeintninnis 


Mr. CHILTON. 
upon. . . - 
fairs. I will ask that it may be passed over until I can commu- 
nicate to the gentlemen who have the management of the bill the 
fact that such an amendment is pending. 

Mr. BERRY. Before the bill goes over,1 wish to say a few 
words, if the Senator from Texas will permit me. 

Mr. CHILTON. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to state that all the railroads which pass 
through the territory of the Five Civilized Tribes are allowed to 
charge only 3 cents a mile with the exception of the Missouri, 
Kansas and Texas. That road was granted its charter many years 
ago, and there was no provision of the kind inserted in the original 
act granting it the right of way through thai Territory. 


I shall vote for the amendment if it is insisted | 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Af- 


| Whole. 


All the | 


charters which have since been granted to various railroads have | 


contained provisions that the roads shall not charge a passenger 
more than 3 cents amile. The result is that the Missouri, Kansas 
and Texas charges 3 cents a mile in Missouri and Texas, but the 
moment it strikes the Indian Territory it charges the inhabitants 
and citizens there and all persons who pass through the Territory 
on its road 5 cents a mile. 

it is an injustice to those people, and it ought to be remedied. 
The railroads come here and ask additional privileges of Congress, 
and I think when they are asking.them, they ought to be required 
to be placed upon the same footing with ali other railroads in the 
Territory. 

Mr. CHILTON. Thereis agreat deal of force in what the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas says. The Missouri, Kansas and Texas Rdil- 
road has an attorney in this city, and | will ask that the bill may 


be passed over, in order that I may communicate to him the fact | 


that such an amendment has been offered. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
gentleman from Arkansas will be considered as pending, and the 
bill will go over. 
SUBMARINE CABLE LINES. 


The bill (H. R. 9149) to regulate the establishment of submarine 
telegraph cable lines or systems in the United States was an- 
nounced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I[ think two Senators objected to the con- 
sideration of the bill the other day. The Senator from Minnesota 
was one, I think, and the Senator from Kentucky | Mr. BLack- 
BURN] the other. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the bill go over. 

Mr. ALLISON. It can go over without prejudice. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I do not object. 

Mr. ALLISON. It had better go over. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], who is 
interested in the bill, is not present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. 

GEORGE W. WATSON. 


The bill (H. R. 4279) to cure the title to certain real estate in 
the District of Columbia was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides that the United States shall quitclaim and 
release in favor of George W. Watson, his heirs and assigns, any 
and all claim or title which it has in lots 7 and 8, in square 996, in 
Washington, D. C. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE EASTERN BRANCH IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill (H. R. 8010) toauthorize a survey for construction of a 
bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River in line 
with Massachusetts avenue extended eastward was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REVISION OF PATENT LAWS. 


_ The bill (H. R. 3014) revising and amending the statutes relat- 
ing to patents was announced as the next business in order on 
the Ca'endar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator who reported the bill not being 
present, I ask that it may be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 

ADAM HAND, 

‘ The bill (H. R. 7906) to grant an honorable discharge to Adam 


a as first lieutenant of Company B, One hundred and eighty- 


ourth Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SALE OF LIQUORS IN CAPITOL BUILDING. 
The bill (H. R. 7083) to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the Capitol building, and for other purposes, was announced 
as the next business in ordec on the Calendar. 





| be, and he is hereby, 


| amendments. 


Mr. HILL. I fear some Senators may desire to debate the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, un- 
der the objection of the Senator from New York. 
JOHN LONG, 


The bill (H. R. 9666) to correct and amend the military record 
of John Long, late private Company H, Thirty-first Regiment 
Missouri Veclunteers, was considered as in Committee of the 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That John Long, who was duly enlisted and rendered serv 


: Y , ° ¢ as a private 
in Company H, Thirty-first Regiment of Missouri Volunteers, 


shall be held 





and considered to have been mustered into the military service of the United 
States as a private of said company and regiment on the <2d day of Au t, 
1862, to have served continuously as such private in said service until the 30th 
day of November, 1862, and to have been honorably discharged, on the date 


hereinbefore last named, on account of disabilities incurred while in line of 

duty in said service, company, and regiment, and that the Secretary of War 

f authorized and directed to issue to said Long a certifi- 

cate of discharge in accordance with the terms of this act 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


| ment was concurred in. 


The amendment wss ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 


| read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


The bill (H. R. 9345) to enable certain persons in the State of 
Mississippi to procure title to public lands was considered as in 


| Committee of the Whole. 
The amendment offered by the | 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 

The first amendment was, in line 9, after the word 

“right,” to strike out— 

of entry for one year from the passage of this act, either under the home- 

stead law or by purchase at private entry, at $1.25 per acre; and the fact that 

persons affected by this act have heretofore made entry of lands under any 
w or laws shall not work a disqualification to make entry as herein providec 
And insert: 


For one year from the passage of this act to enter under the homestead 
laws of the United States not exceeding 160 acres of the lands so purchased by 
them from the State of Mississippi and to purchase not ensuing 160 acres 
additional of such lands at $1.25 per acre, or, if they elect not to avail them- 
selves of the homestead law, to purchase 320 acres of such land: Provided, 
however, That this act shall not affect the rights of homestead claimants who, 
between the léth day of February, 1895, and the 27th day of May. 189, made 
settlements and entries or filed with the local land officers applications to 
enter in good faith, under the homestead laws, any of the lands included in 


the provisions of this act not occupied or actually and substantially improved 
by such purchasers from the State. 


So as to read: 


That all persons who, prior to January 19, 1895, purchased in good faith 
from the State of Mississippi any lands within the 6 miles or granted limits 
of the Mobile and Ohio Railroad, and which lands were included in approved 
swamp-land list No. 7, Augusta series, their heirs or assigns, shall have the 
sreference right for one year from the passage of this act to enter under the 
1omestead laws of the United States not exceeding 160 acres of the lands so 
purchased by them from the State of Mississippi, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add, as a new section: 

Sec. 2. That all persons who have legally purchased any of the lands afore- 
said at tax sales shall be considered assigns within the meaning of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS PASSED OVER. 


The bill (H. R. 1888) to further amend an act entitled “An act 
regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of 
Columbia,” approved March 3, 1893, was the next in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator to wait a few 
moments before moving an adjournment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lhope the Senator from Indiana will withdraw 
his motion foramoment. There are only twoor three unobjected 
House bills left on the Calendar, and | think we can dispose of 
them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. TURPIE. I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 

The bill (H. R. 8582) to allow the bottling of distilled spirits in 
bond was announced asthe next business in order on the Calendar. * 


Mr. COCKRELL. We do not want to consider the bottling bill 
to-night. 


It is understood that the next bill is to go 
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Mr. CULLOM. 


it go over. ; . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 





1 object to its consideration at this time. Let 


The bill (H. R. 9863) to extend and amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to grant the right of way to the Kansas, Oklahoma Central and 
Southwestern Railway Company through the Indian Territory 
and Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes,” approved De- 
cember 21, 1893, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. This seems to bea very long bill and somewhat 
important, and I suggest that it go over. 

Mr. BAKER. It is a very important bill, and I hope the Sen- 
ator from Illinois will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
draws his objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The Senator from Illinois with- 


LIFE-SAVING STATION AT GREAT BOARS HEAD, NEW HAMPSHIRE, 


The bill (H. R. 8356) to authorize the establishment of a life- 
saving station at or near Great Boars Head, on the coast of New 
Hampshire, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ST. LOUIS RIVER BRIDGE, 


The bill (H. R. 9752) to amend an act entitled *‘An act to author- 
ize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River 
between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota,” approved April 
24, 1894, as amended by an act approved August 4, 1894, entitled 
“An act to amend an act to authorize the construction of a steel 
bridge over the St. Louis River between the States of Minnesota 
and Wisconsin,” was announced as the next business in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator from Wisconsin is opposed to the 
bill, and I agreed not to call it upin hisabsence. Let it be passed 
over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


ROCK ISLAND BRIDGE, 


The bill (H. R. 9775) to amend so much of chapter 189 of the 
Statutes of the United States of America, passed at the third ses- 
sion of the Fifty-third Congress, and approved March 2, 1895, as 
requires that the lower portion of the Rock Island Bridge shall 
not be occupied by any street railway company without paying a 
reasonable rent therefor was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PAY OF INSPECTORS OF STEAM VESSELS, 


Mr. CARTER. I suggest that the next two bills on the Calen- 
dar, House bill 10067 and House bill 9790, go over. They seem to 
be important matters. 

Mr. NELSON. House bill 10067 is a very short bill, reported 
from the Committee on Commerce. I wish the Senator would 
allow it to be proceeded with. 

Mr. CARTER. I have no especial objection to the bill. 

The.-PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the objection withdrawn? 

Mr. CARTER. I withdraw the objection. 

The bili (H. R. 10067) to amend ‘‘An act to amend ‘An act to 
amendsection 4400 of Title LII of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, concerning the regulation of steam vessels,’ approved Au- 
gust 7, 1882;” and also to amend section 4414, Title LII, of the 
Revised Statutes, ‘‘ Regulation of steam vessels,” was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes toamend the last para- 
graph of section 2, page 399, Supplement to Revised Statutes, vol- 
ume 2, so as to read: 

Every inspector provided for in this or the preceding sections of this title 
shall be paid his actual and reasonable traveling expenses or mileage, at the 
rate of 5centsa mile, incurred in the performance of his duties, together 
with his actual and reasonable expenses for transportation of instruments, 
which shall be certified and sworn to under such instructions as shall be 
given by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF EASTCHESTER CREEK, NEW YORK. 

The bill (H. R. 10012) relating to the improvement of East- 
chester Creek, State of New York, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of War to expend 
the whole or any portion of any appropriation heretofore made for 
the improvement of Eastchester Creek, in the State of New York, 
in accordance with the surveys and report for such improvement, 
upon that portion of the improvement included in recent surveys 
extending the improvement to the head of tide water. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SOLDIERS’ HOME IN COLORADO. 


Mr. CARTER. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4985) to permit a part 
of the Fort Lyon Military Reservation to be occupied, improved, 
and controlled for a soldiers’ home by the State of Colorado, to 
report it without amendment, and I ask unanimous consent for 
its present consideration. The bill is unanimously reported from 
the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. The bill was first referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and reported back from that committee and sent 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and it is now reported favyor- 
ably. I hope it will be put on its passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for infor- 
mation. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 4 minutes p.m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, February 6, 1897, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, February 5, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 
HENRY N. COUDEN. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


| proved. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr.GROUT. Mr. Speaker, Ispoke yesterday of having a report, 
which was made by the Committee on the District of Columbia in 
the Fifty-first Congress, printed in the REcorD, and I supposed 
from what I said that it would be printed this morning, although 
I did not make a formal request to that effect. I mow do so; and 
accompany that request with notice that to-morrow morning, im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal, I shall move to gointo 
Committee of the Whole for further consideration of the District 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I could not hear the gen- 
tleman’s request. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont asks unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RrecorpD a report made by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia in the Fifty-first Congress, 
with regard to the claims which were under discussion in Com- 
mittee of the Whole yesterday. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not object to printing that report as 
a document, but I do object to encumbering the REcorp with it. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


BENOIT VS. BOATNER, 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit to 
the House the report of the Committee on Elections No. 2, in the 
case of Alexis Benoit vs. Charles J. Boatner. The report is unaui- 
mous, and I will not call it up for consideration at the present 
time. 

‘he SPEAKER. The report will be printed and placed on the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say in reference to that 
case that the chairman of the Committee on Elections No. 2 no- 
tified me that a meeting of the committee was to be held for the 
adoption of the report, and I intended to be present, but over- 
looked it. I have not had an opportunity to examine the report, 
but knowing that I agree in the conclusions, I merely reserve the 
right, if I find I do not assent to any of the statements made, to 


say SO. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I suppose there is no objection to 
that; at least, not upon my part. The gentleman says that he 
was notified to attend the meeting. 

Mr. BAILEY. I was notified. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. One other gentleman of the mi- 
nority was notified of the meeting and appeared, and anotler 
member, the gentleman from California [Mr. MaGuIreE] came to 
the committee room and suggested that the report be made to-day, 
— that he could hereafter dissent from the reasoning if he care 
to doso. 

Mr. BAILEY. I perfectly understood that it was to be male 
at this time. 
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HOPKINS VS. KENDALL. 


Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report on 
the contested-election case of Hopkins vs. Kendall, from the State | 
of Kentucky. Seven members agree in this report. Two desire 
to make a minority report, and ask to be allowed until Wednesday 
next to file their views. 

Mr. ROYSE. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. We expect to be 
able to file the views of the minority by Wednesday. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- | 
tleman from Indiana | Mr. Royse]? | 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker. I ask that the report be printed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be printed 
and referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ROYSE. lask that the views of the minority also, when 
filed, be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the unfinished business 
which has passed through the Committee of the Whole. The 
Clerk will read the first bill. 


GEORGE L. BENNER. 


The first unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
6841) granting a pension to George L. Benner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior bs, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of George 
L. Benner and grant him a pension because of a fracture of right thigh, re- 
ceived during the civil war while said Benner was an employee of the Quar- 
termaster’s Department; said pension to be rated according to the degree of 
disability existing as the result of said injury. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill to its passage. ; 

Mr. MceMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from 
Michigan if he has any objection to having the report in that case 
read to the House before he demands the previous question? This 
seems to be a bill to pension a civil employee. — a 

The SPEAKER. Itisa } o_o to pension a civilian. _ 

Mr. THOMAS. Very well, Mr. Speaker. Pending the motion 
for the previous question, I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. MILES) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6841) entitled ‘* A bill granting a pension to George L. Benner,” beg leave to 
submit the following report, and recommend that said bill do pass without 
amendment: ; 

This is a bill enacting that the Secretary of the Interior be authorized and 
directed to place upon the pension roll the name of George L. Benner and 
grant him a pension because of afracture of the right thigh, received during 
the civil war while said Benner was an employee of the Quartermaster’s 


Department, to be rated according to the degree of disability existing as the 
result of said injury. 

George L. Benner was a teamster during the war of the rebellion, em- 
ployed by the United States under Captain Dana, United States Army, an 
assistant quartermaster; also under a wagon master named Lyles, and was 
acciden injured while performing his duties by being caught between 
the front wheel of an army wagon ond a tree, about November 7, 1861, incur- 
ring a fracture of the right thigh. 

Dr. N. 8. Lincoln, su of quartermaster’s hospital, testified cae 
28, 1896, that George L. Benner was admitted to the quartermaster’s hospital, 
under his (Dr. Lincoln's) charge, on the 7th of November, 1861, on account of 
a bad fracture of the thigh; that he suffered severely many weeks, and has 
never completely recov from the effects of the injury. 

Dr. James T. Young, medical assistant, quartermaster’s hospital, testifies 
(February 29, 1896) that George L. Benner was admitted to the quartermas- 
ter's hospital November 7, 1861, with a fracture of the thigh, and that he was 
discharged therefrom in March, 1862. He has never recovered from the 


effects of the injury. The fracture was treated by Dr. N. 8. Lincoln with 
Dr. Young's assistance. 

Your committee believe the bill is meritorious, and precedents having been 
set by previous action of Congress in pensioning the employees in Quarter- 
master’s Department for injuries received in line of duty, earnestly recom- 
mend the passage of the bill without amendment. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the House will under- 
stand fully the proposition involved in this bill. There may have 
been cases in which a civilian employee of this Government dur- 
ing the late war, in an emergency, took a musket in his hands, went 
into the fight, and was wounded by some weapon of war, but if 
I understand the report just read, this man received no such hon- 
orable wound as that. om all that is disclosed here, this man 
may have been jammed against a tree by an obstreperous mule. 
And now it is proposed to put him upon a roll which should be a 
roll of honor. I trust that this House, with a due regard for men 
who bear upon their persons honorable wounds, will not go into 
the business of pensioning civil employees of this Government. 
I desire that the House shall understand the nature of this case. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is it understood that this bill proposes to 
pension a civil employee of the Quartermaster’s Department? 

Mr. TERRY. This man seems to have been a teamster, and 
according to the report, as I caught the reading, he was shoved 
up against a tree, and thereby suffered injuries. On this account 
itis pro to put him upon the pension roll, where properly 
only soldiers belong, 
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I have always said to my people in regard to pensions that my 
attitude was this: If our side—and in so speaking I mean the 
Southern side—had won, we would have pensioned all our soldiers 
who were disabled through honorable wounds or incurred disabili- 
ties in the line of duty; and that therefore no Southern man ought 
ever to object to that being done on the Union side. But I do 
protest that the roll of our American soldiery should not have put 
upon it aman who presents no better claim than is presented here. 
I will only add that if this bill be pressed I shall ask for the yeas 
and nays upon the proposition. . 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I called for the reading of this 
report because I saw from the bill that it proposed a new depar- 
ture as to the pension list—that it proposed to place upon the list of 
pensioners a civil employee of the Government. I have nothing 
to say as to the arduous work of one who was engaged in the class 
of labor that this man performed during the war. But we have 
always drawn a distinction between the man who, having enlisted, 
took his life in his hands, his gun on his shoulder, andincurred the 
dangers of battle, and the man who preferred to gointo the civil serv- 
ice of the Government and took employment there without incur- 
ring the dangers of military life. I believe that to depart from 
that distinction now is not wise, and for many reasons. In the 
first place, there was not in the civil service the same care taken 
in keeping up the list of persons rendering service, in looking after 
them, and ascertaining how any injuries received may have been 
incurred. In regard to these civil employees, we have in general 
no proper means of ascertaining whether a man who acted as a 
teamster or a laborer did anything more than simply take his pay, 
exercising at the end of the month his right to leave that emp!oy- 
ment if he chose. 

I do not care to speak at length against this measure. Itstrikes 
me it is so obviously wrong that to mention the nature of-the 
claim is sufficient to defeat it. I know how ready the people of 
the United States are to give the benefit of the doubt in favor of 
the soldier wherever injuries have been received. But we have 
a civil list embracing over 100,000 employees, including our post- 
masters and all others, and I think we ought not to enter either 
now or hereafter on the policy of pensioning civil employees. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman is probably not aware that we 
have already entered on that policy. We have in some cases pen- 
sioned telegraph operators. I do not think there is any justifica- 
tion whatever for such pensions. Civil employees of the Govern- 
ment receive higher pay than an ordinary soldier, yet they take 
no risk whatever. By entering upon a policy of this kind we en- 
danger the pension roll. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 1 agree fully with the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. STEELE]. If we have departed in any 
instance from the sound principle on this question, the more quickly 
we decline to extend the pension list in this way the better. 

Mr. STEELE. [hope this bill will not receive favorable con- 
sideration from the soldiers of this House. 

Several Members. Let us vote the bill down. 
Mr. ERDMAN. I move that the bill lie on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. I rise to call up the conference 
report on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the Mili- 
tary Academy appropriation bill. 

The conference report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9707) making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1898, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7 and 8. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, and agree to the same. 

N. M. CURTIS, 
M. GRIFFIN, 
b. G. TYLER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
R. F. PETTIGREW, 
GEO. C. PERKINS, 
Managers on the part of the Sen 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 

The Senate amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, and 6 merely effect immaterial 
changes in the phraseology of the bill, and neither increase nor diminish the 
amount of the appropriations. 

Senate amendment numbered 4 increases the appropriation specified in the 
House bill $5,000. Senate amendment numbered 7, from which it is recom- 
mended in the report that the Senate recede, proposed to increase the amount 
appropriated by the House bill $15,000. Amendments numbered 5 and 8 were 
designed to state the total appropriations for certain purposes to correspond 
with the increases proposed by amendments numbered 4 and 7. 

Accordingly the Pill will, in case the conference report be adopted, appro- 
priate $5,000 more than the House bill and $15,000 less than the amount pro- 
posed by the Senate amendment. 

The changes effected by the Senate amendments, to which it is recom- 
mended the House agree, are in detail as follows: 

‘ No. 1: On page 3, line 23, strike out “six” and insert ‘‘one serg¢ 
ve.” : 

No. 2: On page 4, line 1, strike out ‘“‘six’’ and insert “two corporals and 
four;” so as to make the clause read as follows: : 

“For pay of the Military Academy Band: One sergeant and five enlisted 


ite. 


cant and 
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$34 per month, $2,448; twocorporalsand four enlisted musicians, 















h. 21.440; twelve enlisted musicians, at $17 per month, $2,448; 
eneth of service, $1,164; clothing on discharge, $240; re- 
harge, $60." 

No. 3: On pe t, line 10, strike out “fourteen” and insert ‘one corporal 
and thirteer as to make the clause read as follows: 

‘Por pay of field musicians: One sergeant, $216; one corporal and thirteen 
priv: «2,184; additional pay for length of service, $54; clothing on discharge, 
$120; retained pay on discharge, $30." 

No. 4: On page 14, after line 11, insert “for the purchase of one Maxim 
semiautomatic 3-pounder quick-firing gun mounted on field carriage com- 
plete, and ammunition therefor, $5,000." 

No. 5: On page 16, line 15, strike out “sixty-eight” and insert ‘*seventy- 
three;” so that the clause will read as follows 





“In all,for current and ordinary expenses, $73,502.50.” 
merely changes the aggregate amount for the 
the increase of $5,000 tor the Maxim gun 

No. 6: On page 19, lines 16, 17, and 18, reading as 
tary Academy, $592,328.83" are stricken out 

The paragraph thus eliminated merely stated the aggregate of the sage 
priations made by the preceding provisions of the bill, and hence is of no 
practical consequence. 

The foregoing are the amendments in detail to which it is recommended 
the House agree. 

Amendments numbered 7 and 8, from which it is recommended the Senate 
recede, were respectively designed to effect the following changes, viz: 

No. 7: To add $15,000 to the amount proposed to be appropriated by the 
House in lines, 18, 19, 20, and 21 on page 23: “ For constructing a set of filter 
beds and connecting the same with the new reservoir and otherwise purity- 
ing the water, including all necessary appurtenances, to be immediately 
available,” thus increasing the original amount named in the bill to $40,000, 
in lieu of $25,000, as adopted by the House. 

This item will be retained at $25,000, if the report be adopted. 

No. 8: On page 24, line 12, the Senate amendment proposed to strike out 
“eighty-two” and insert in lieu thereof **ninety-seven;” so that the para- 
grapb would read: ** In all, for public buildings and grounds, $97,244,” in place 
Of $82,244. 

It is recommended in the report that the Senate recede from this amend- 
ment, and hence the amount remains as fied by the House, viz, $82,244. 

N. M. CURTIS, 

M. GRIFFIN, 

D. G. TYLER, 
House Conferees. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. As I understand, this conference report 
makes an increase of $5,000 over the amount of the bill as passed 
by the House? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes,sir; and a decrease of $15,000 
upon the bill as amended by the Senate. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. . Theadditional $5,000 is for the Maxim gun? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes, sir. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. THOMAS. Iask that the next bill on the Calendar of un- 
finished business—Calendar number, 18—be passed over without 
prejudice, and that we proceed to the next bill. 

There was no objection. 

EMILY M. TYLER. 

The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6560) to increase the pension of Emily M. Tyler. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with an amendment. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to the 
amendment fixing the amount at $50, instead of $75. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the pending amend- 
ment be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 7, strike out “75,” and insert “50;” so as to read “at the rate of $50 
per month.” 


Mr. TALBERT. I understand that that is the pending amend- 
ment, to strike out ‘‘seventy-five” and insert ‘‘ fifty.” 

The SPEAKER. That is the amendment to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Missouri, which is the pending 
motion. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, this bill is precisely the same in 
amount (as it will stand if amended) as the bill which we passed 
on yesterday, which was changed from $75 to $50 a month. 

I do not care to discuss it, but trust the House will stand by its 
action of yesterday, and sustain the amendment. 

The question being taken, the amendment to the amendment 
Was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

IRA H. SWEATT. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill we just passed 
over on the Calendar of unfinished business, the bill (H. R. 1323 
for the relief of Ira H. Sweatt, be now taken up for consideration. 
I asked that it be passed over a few moments ago under the im- 
pression that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mrzes] who is 
now absent desired to be heard upon it. I have been informed, 
however, that he does not care to be heard, and ask that it be 
taken up and disposed of. 


This amendment 
expenses mentioned to cover 


follows: *‘ Total for Mili- 
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The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be now con- 


| sidered, 


There was no objection. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMAS. 
with the bill. 

The report (by Mr. Poor) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. |} 
1323) providing for the payment of a pension already granted to [ra H. Sweat 
of Company I, Thirteenth New Hampshire Volunteers, submit the follow; 
report: 

Llra H. Sweatt enlisted January 1, 1864, and was discharged December 
1865. On September 10, 1870, he applied for a pension, alleging that whi 

front of Petersburg, Va., in July, 1864, he contracted dumbague and mala 
fever, and that as the result he had lost the use of both legs and his r 
arm, and that he could not walk with crutches. The pension was ailow 
and he was granted a pension at the rate of $8 a month from the date of 
discharge, in 1865, to May 10, 1871, and $20 a month from that date to Jun 
1872, and $24 a month thereafter. 

On the 30th of June, 1882, he was dropped from the rolls on the ground t} 
the disability for which pension was granted was not contracted in lin 
duty, but while absent without leave. 

On July 25, 1890, Ira H. Sweatt made application for a pension under th 
of June 27, 1890, alleging paralysis, which pension was allowed October 1. | 
at $12 per month, from date of the application, with a proviso that all | 
ments under that certificate should be withheld until the Government 6 ju \d 
be reimbursed for all payments made under the first certificate. 

The evidence examined by your committee shows that Ira H. Sweatt tw 
appealed to the Secretary of the Interior against the order dropping | 
from the roll, but without success. The present disability of the claiman: 
beyond dispute, and is acknowledged by the Pension Bureau in granting him 
the largest amount of pension provided for under the act of 1890; but 
trouble is that while the pension certificate says that he shall receive $12 jor 
month, all payments will be withheld until in all probability this man will be 
‘in his grave. 

The committee are satisfied that the claimant has no resources; is also- 
lutely helpless; that all moneys heretofore received by him as a pension ‘and 
which he claims he was honestly entitled to) have been expended in his sup- 

ort. In view of the facts set forth, the complete paralysis of the claimant, 
1is poverty, and presentage, your committee believe that justice will be dine 
by passing this bill that provides that the pension granted Ira H. Sweatt Ly 
certificate dated October, 1892, be continued, and they recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill, with an amendment striking out all of the printed bil! after 
the word *‘ Volunteers,” in line 5, and in place th+reof inserting * 


I ask that the report be also read in connecti 


a pe mn 
of $12 per month from the passage of this act, under certificate No. 121si5, 
issued October 27, 1892, and no part of it shall be retained by any authority 


to reimburse the Government for any pension heretofore paid.” 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, General Bussey tock action with 
reference to this bill, and what he thought of it and what he said 
I would like to have the House understand. 1 therefore ask to 
have read a communication from him on the subject, which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., Janwary 19, 1897. 
Hon. JosHvua W. MILes, 
House of Representatives. 


DEAR Sir: In response to your request of the 18th instant, Ihave the honor 
tostate that Ira Sweatt, late private Company I, Thirteenth Regiment Now 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, pensioned by eertificate No. 121863, is shown 
tohave enlisted January 1. 1864, and served until September, 1864, when he was 
admitted to hospital at Point of Rocks, Md., for treatment for “ fever,” and 
was furloughed October 31,1864. He never returned to his company, but was 
mustered out on an individual muster-ont roll dated Boston, Mass., De 
ber 19, 1865, having been absent, sick, when regiment was mustered out 

He was pensioned in 1873 at $8 per month from December 2), 1855; 32 
month from May 10, 1871, and $24 per month from June 4, 1872. 

His name was dropped from the roll December 3, 1882, on the ground that 
the disability for which he was pensioned, viz, paralysis of both legs and 
right arm, was not contracted in line of duty, but while absent without leave. 

He made an appeal to the Secretary of the Interior in 1884, but the action 
of this Bureau was affirmed by the Secretary in the following languag: 

“Although the appellant has a —— reeord of ‘fever’ in 184, the evi- 
dence is not sufficient to show that he was permanently affected thereby 
On the other hand, the weight of evidence tends to show that his present «is- 
ability was incurred while in Canada, absent from his command without 
authority.” 

He entered a second appeal in September, 1890, and under date of October 
2, 1890, Assistant Secretary Bussey affirmed the action of the Bureau in this 
language: é' 

**From the appellant’s — statements to the special examiner, it app rs 
that soon after he arrived home on furlough he went to Canada, and never 
returned to his command nor to the Army, and was reported absent wie! 
his regiment was mustered out.” ; 

It is shown from the evidence procured by the special examiner in a! 
that appellant, when he first came to that country, worked upon a ‘arm, 
receiving the usual wages and performed the usual amount of labor reyuired 
of men in that business. : 

That while in Canada he took a contract to put in water pipes,and worked 
at the same until his health failed, when he procured another to comp!rte 
the contract; that some time in July, 1865, he was digging a grave, win be 
was overcome by the heat, and sat down upon the ground and took cold. «1d 
was immediately taken sick, and the next day called in a physician; that w 
he recovered from such sickness he was partially paralyzed. Some is 
neighbors say he had a sunstroke while digging the —_— referred to in 
my opinion, the evidence clearly shows that the appellant's present disa!!' ty 
is not due to his army service, but was contracted while laymg pipe *”! 
digging a grave in Canada, while he wasabsent without leave, aml your a!) 
in refusing to restore him to the pension rolls is approved and adhere ‘, 
and the appeal is dismissed.” . 

In the statement made by the claimant to the special examiner in Sept: ~ 
ber, 1881, he admitted that he went to Canada about a week after he retur'' 
to Colebrook, N. H., on his furl and remained there doing work for sev: 
eral persons until he was taken down sick with a fever; but he claimed - 
he had not been well a day from the time he left the Army; that the firs! > 
ever noticed any trouble with his limbs was early in the summer of 15», 
while still in Canada. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that there is no disposi- 
tion to press that bill after the report which has just been read. 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman im charge of the bill has anything 
to say in its favor, I would like to hear some reason given why 
the House should pass.it. os 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I dislike very much to take up the 
time of the House on that bill, having already, on two separate 
occasions, at considerable length, gone into a discussion of the 
case With gentlemen who opposed the bill in the Committee of 

e Whole. 
The report read was taken from the remarks of my friend from 





Maryland [Mr. MuLEs}, who opposed the bill in the Committee of 


the Whole, and afterwards before the House at an evening session. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman deny that this report which 
has been read is a report from the Department? 

Mr. KNOX. Not at all. 

Mr. LOUD. Then it can not be a part of the remarks of the 
gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. KNOX. Notatall. It wasread by him in connection with 
his remarks, as a communication from the office. 

Mr. LOUD. But it is the Secretary’s report? 

Mr. KNOX. Certainly. The suggestion 1 made was that it 
was read at the Friday night meeting in the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, and was placed before the House at that 

ime. 

; This bill, Mr. Speaker, presents as meritorious a pension case as 
has ever been presented in this House, and if it is now passed, very 
scanty justice only will be donetothe pensioner. He stands to-day 
on the rolls of the Pension Office tor $12 per month, and this bill 
simply directs and authorizes the payment of the pension which 
the office itself, after a full investigation, in 1892 granted to him, 
in lieu of a pension of a larger amount which I think they have 
unjustly deprived him of. This pensioner in 1892 was granted a 
pension of $12 per month. 

Mr.McCLELLAN. Washe not pensioned under the act of June 
27, 1890, under the general law, and in 1802? 

Mr. KNOX. He was. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. And under that law in 1892? 

Mr. KNOX. I am going on to state the fact that he had a pen- 
sion under the act of 1890 and 1892. When he went with the cer- 
tificate to receive the small pension, he was told to call around 
some time after he had paid back the three or four thousand dol- 
lars he had already received from the Government, some thirty 
or furty years, if he could secure that privilege from the abode of 
shades, and receive the pension the Government had granted to 
him. Why did they not pay him his $12 a month, as they had 
granted him the pension? It was upon the following ground: 
This man is totally disabled, paralyzed in both legs. He could 
not cross this Hall in five minutes. One arm is entirely paralyzed. 
He has not the full use of the other arm. 
the world. Heenlisted and served for almost one year. He then 
was taken sick, and these facts are not denied by anybody. He 
was taken sick with fever and dumb ague before Petersburg. He 
went to the hospital. The testimony is full and uncontradicted 
as to what his disease was, that it was malaria and dumb ague. 

After he had recovered sufficiently to travel he went to his home 
by permission. He went toColebrook,N.H. Where is Colebrook? 
That, Mr. Speaker, is the source of the charge that he went to 
Canada, whieb is sought to be used to do an injustice to this man. 
Colebrook is on the line between New Hampshire and Canada. 
When he went to the Army, he left his wife with his brother-in- 
law, who resided just this side of the line in New Hampshire. His 
brother-in-law, before he returned, had taken a farm in Canada, 

ust across the line. The town of Eaton, which adjoins Cole- 

rook, is just across the line in Canada, and all this talk about his 
going to Canada and doing some work there is based upon that. 
It is the same as a man living in Washington doing some work in 
Alexandria. 

His testimony, which is corroborated by the physicians, is that 
he never recovered sufficiently to return to the Army, and that is 
what is meamt by his being absent without leave. He says that 

never recovered from that disease, and the testimony is full on 
that point, that he was not able to go back. As far as it was 
known in the Army at the time, he was absent without leave; but 
submit to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockEry] that 
subsequent to this, when the facts were investigated, this man was 
honorably discharged. and he stands with a perfectly clear record. 
© was not put down as a deserter, but when it was seen that he 

4 not recovered, and was not able to return to the Army, he re- 
ceived an honorable discharge. While at home he was taken sick 
in the summer with paralysis of both legs and paralysis of his 


arm. 

Now, he claimed that that paralysis resulted from the fever and 
dumb ague contracted at Petersburg, and I will say to the gentle- 
man that every physician who examined him so testified. The 
pension examiners, every one of them, and other physicians with- 
out exception, testify that this man is a hopeless wreck, solely on 


He has not a dollar in | 
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account of the disease contracted in the Army while before Peters- 
burg, and I wish to say further that, on a subsequent investiga- 
tion, every physician who has examined this man, from that time 
until now, has said that he is a helpless wreck, solely on account 
of the disease that he contracted in the trenches before Peters- 
burg. What did the Government do with him? He applied for 
a pension in 1872. He was granted one in 1873, allowing him 
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| $8 per month, and then running up to $24 per month, the amount 


allowed to a man totally disabled 


He drew that pension for 
about ten years, until 1882. Then somebody wrote a letter to the 
Pension Office, saying that somebody else told him that Ira H. 
Sweatt did not contract his disease in the Army, but contracted it 


while he was in Canada, without leave. Now, I have explained 
what the “ without leave” means, and | have explained what } 
in Canada means. 

Thereupon the Pension Office sent a detective. as I call him, 
somebody, to look up the facts. Now, the testimony was very 
conflicting. Look over this report. It contains the statement 
that this man contracted his disease while laying a pipe, while 
digging a grave, while digging a well, and while out in the hay 
field. Now, which was he doing? Was he digging a grave or 
was he trying to pipe somebody to the other world? All four of 
the grounds which | have mentioned are testified to by these wit- 
nesses. 

Mr. ERDMAN. 
pension examiner? 

Mr. KNOX. Will you-kindly indicate to me what admission 
you mean? 

Mr.ERDMAN. Asset forth inthe report just read, he admitted 
that he contracted these disabilities in the way there stated. 

Mr. KNOX. I get over it in precisely this way: That the man 
never admitted any such thing, and the evidence in the Pension 
Office is not to that effect. The admission was that he never was 
paralyzed until he had returned to his home, and that we fully 
admit; but it is a contemptible misapplication of testimony to say 
that this man, after he had sworn that he was paralyzed, after he 
had sworn that he was a well man when he went into the Army, 
then admitted that he never had had any disease previous to being 
in Canada. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Do you challenge the accuracy of the report 
from the Bureau as read? 

Mr. KNOX. I chailenge the inference. I make no charges 
against anybody, but I challenge the inference that is drawn from 
it. Isay itis unfair, when a private detective goes to this man 


‘ . 
ing 


or 


How do you get over the admission to the 


| and asks him if he had paralysis previous to being in Canada, to 


have him report that the man contracted his disability somewhere 
else than in the Army. 

Mr. ERDMAN. It is not an inference; it is an admission that 
I would like to have explained. 

Mr. KNOX. Of what? He had never admitted except to the 
extent that I say—that he never had paralysis except in Canada. 

Mr. ERDMAN. The report of the Pension Bureau says that he 
admitted that he had contracted the disability in the manner 
specified. 

Mr. KNOX. What disability? 

Mr. ERDMAN. The fever and ague. 

Mr. KNOX. No, no—paralysis; and every particle of medical 
testimony was that the paralysis resulted, and naturally resulted, 
from the disease which he contracted before Petersburg. Now, 
when this,man found that his pension was taken away from him, 
he took other evidence. He had the evidence of every physician of 
Lowell, where he resided, whoexamined him: and every man who 
knew him testified that he was a well man when he went into the 
Army. 

Mr. SPALDING. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. KNOX. Certainly. 

Mr. SPALDING. This is a soldier who has an honorable dis- 
charge? 

Mr. KNOX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPALDING. And he is drawing a pension of $12 a month? 

Mr. KNOX. That is the rate at which he is on the roll. 

Mr. SPALDING. That is the rate at which he is on the roll. 
He has a certificate; and the only question is whether the Gov- 
ernment will allow him to draw that until he has repaid what he 
drew at a higher rate, and it would run that way until after he 
died, and that is where the pinch comes. 

Mr. KNOX. Iam only asking that he be allowed to draw the 
amount for which he is on the roll. 

Mr. SPALDING. There is no question as to whether he went 
to Canada or not, nor as to his drawing a pension of $12 a month. 

Mr. STEELE. However, it may be stated that he received his 
honorable discharge long since the war, under a provision of law 
allowing him to make certain proof. 

Mr. MILNES. He was discharged in 1865. 

Mr. STEELE. His discharge was dated 1865, but procured 
along in 1880. 
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Mr. KNOX. No, no; the discharge—— 

Mr. STEELE. His discharge was given him in 1880, after the 
law had passed 

Mr. KNOX. Oh, no. 

Mr. STEELE. To enable him to get a discharge, 

Mr. SPALDING. You are mistaken. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not think so. 

Mr. KNOX. Itis not true. The Pension Office decided that 
the man was not entitled to the large rate of pension which he 
had. He failed to get it restored at that amount, and he has lost 
that pension. Iam not here claiming it, although I could make 
a very strong case before this House or before the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions in favor of restoring him to that rate. ButI 
give it up. I let it go. I simply ask that this man may be paid 
at the rate at which he is borne on the roll, so that he may receive 
it during the few more years he has to live. He is left a helpless 
cripple. The Pension Office says he can not be paid until he shall 
have repaid the money which he thus received. Now, that prac- 
tice of making a soldier repay money which has been received 
upon a pension erroneously granted is very doubtful in its legal 
authority. The furthest extent that it has been carried by the 
decisions of the Department of the Interior is this: That where a 
pension has been granted through fraud of the pensioner or 
through a mistake of fact by the Pension Office, then that the 
amount formerly taken may be set off against the pension which 
he receives. 

Now, no fraud has been found in thiscase. Fraud is never pre- 
sumed against anybody. There is no finding of fraud in the Pen- 
sion Office against this man. What is the mistake of fact? Not 
a mistake of collateral fact; not a mistake in one of a number of 
facts that come before the findings of the Pension Office, but a 
mistake in some material fact upon which the pension rests—for 
instance, pensioning a man as major when his real rank turns out 
to have been only that of captain; pensioning a woman for a 
minor child when it appears on looking again at the fact that the 
child was of age. It is only these grounds on which the pension 
can be set off. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I conclude these remarks by saying that 
there is not a particle of evidence in this case that this man is ob- 
noxious to either of these two grounds; and I am willing to rest 
this case upon the simple proposition and submit it to every law- 
yer in the House that with no finding of fraud on the part of this 
man, with no mistake of material fact, it is not only unjust, but 
it is illegal, to deprive him of the pension the Government has 
already granted him. [Applause. } 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to offer one or two sug- 
gestions in regard to thiscase. This pensioner’s case has been 
twice adjudicated by Republican administrations. 

Mr. KNOX. Not the facts of the case, but that he should not 
receive a pension of $12 a month. 

Mr. LOUD (continuing). Once,in 1884, permit me to say, the 
pensioner was stricken from the rolls of the Pension Office. Again 
he made application, after 1890, under, I believe, one of the most 
liberal pension administrations that this country ever had. He 
was placed on the roll—at whatrate? At the rate of $12 per month, 
under the act of 1890. Now, then, under that Republican admin- 
istration, they emphatically stated, so far as they could, that this 
oon disability was not the result of his service. What we 

1ave, so far as the evidence is concerned, from the Executive De- 
partments is conclusive. I would take the testimony of the Pen- 
sion Department, at least when it is under a Republican Executive, 
as readily as I would take the ex parte statement of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. Now, I do not object to placing this man 
upon the pension roll, but I do object to singling out individuals 
and making exceptions. The House has established an unwritten 
code of its own, and I wish to quote here certain language which 
was used on the floor yesterday to show what position the House 
assumes in pension cases. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CROWTHER] said, speaking of the Hough case: 

The original bill having failed to become a law at the figure that has been 
agreed upon as the amount that should be allowed to the widows of general 


officers of the Army, $50 per month, this bill proposes to give the beneficiary 
that amount. 








Now, I think it would be much more becoming this House, 
instead of having an unwritten law or an agreement applicable to 
special classes of cases and accepted by unanimous or by almost 
unanimous consent, if members would have the manhood of their 
convictions and would say by law that the widows of general offi- 
cers shall receive $50 a month without discrimination. Why not 
enact into law what you say day after day is the policy that you 
follow in your pension committees? 

Mr. Speaker, as regards this case, I venture to say there are five 
or ten thousand individuals in the country who have obtained 
pensions by fraud, and the amounts paid them under such condi- 
tions are being deducted from them now. If that is right in those 
cases, it is right in all, and should be carried out uniformly, If it 
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is wrong, if by general consent of this House you propose to revise 
your pension laws, then, I repeat, have the manhood of your convic- 
tions and say that any pensioner, having obtained a pension or an 
increase of pension by fraud and having been restored to the rolls 
shall not suffer a deduction. Do that, instead of forcing men to 
come here and appeal for special bills. If it is right to withhold 
pension money obtained by fraud from one, it is right to withhold 
it from everyone else. These are my objections to this bill. [ do 
not approve and I never can approve of this system of special leg- 
islation by which a great representative body like this has an un- 
written law or rule for those who appeal to it through its pension 
committees, giving them higher rates of pension than they would 
receive under the general law. If you desire to give to the widows 
of officers $50 a month, enact that into statute, and do not attempt 
to doit by an unwrittenlaw. If youdonot desire to deduct money 
obtained by pensioners by fraud, then enact that policy into law 
and make it applicable to everybody. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The question being on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time, there were—ayes 83, noes 35. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were refused, only 21 members voting there 


or. 

The bill was read a third time. 

The question a the passage, 

Mr. ERDMAN. r. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 
grossed copy of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the Clerk has not 
the engrossed copy in his possession. The Clerk will report the 
next bill. 
ISAAC HOLBROOK. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H.R, 
2396) granting a pension to Isaac Holbrook. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET KIRKPATRICK. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bil! 
6099) granting a pension to Margaret Kirkpatrick. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous questi 
on the bill to its passage. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I trust the gentleman will 
not insist on having this bill passed without a word of debate. It 
appears to be a bill to pension a nurse. 

r. THOMAS. Ifthe gentleman desires, I am perfectly willing 
that the report shall be read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to hear the report. 

en Very well. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report 
be read. 


The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill | H. R. 
6099) granting a pension to Margaret Kirkpatrick, beg leave to submit the 
following report: 

The Pension Office records show that Margaret Vincent served and was 
paid as matron of the t hospital at Macon, Mo., from November |, |*t, to 
April 6, 1865, five months and six days; and that service was of a character 
and under authority recognized bythe War Department and recognized by 
the Pension Office as pensionable under the act of August 5, 1892, pr ( 
it were six months in duration. The service of which there is recor: 
menced November 1, 1864, and lacks twenty-four days of the six montiis pre: 
scribed, but the evidence shows that her service as nurse commence 
in the summer of 1864 and was of sufficient length to bring her within the 
law if her earlier service had been rendered under authority recogni 
the War Department. S 

An affidavit of Surg. A. B. Castle, of the hospital at Macon, Mo., on {Je 
in the Pension Office, shows that Margaret Vincent was employed «s 
and matron in that hospital from some time in the summer of 1864 uit 
spring of 1865, but he can not give the precise dates. While this perhaps es 
not meet the technical requirements of the law, it does show that the ««1m- 
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ant a ra red more than six months’ service as nurse and matron 12 

a United States post hospital. ; 7 
The evidence shows that the claimant is over 62 years of age, is un 0 

earn a support by reason of age and physical infirmity, and has nomeans 0 


income from any source, 
The passage of the bill is recommended. 


Mr. THOMAS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous ("> 
tion on the bill to its ; 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments were adopted. a 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passe''. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


a 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries, who also announced that the President had approved and 
signed bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

‘On January 28, 1897: 

An act (H. R. 9901) to detach the county of Audrain from the 
western district of Missouri and to attach the same to the eastern 
district of said State of Missouri; and 

An act (H. R. 2941) granting increase of pension to Alfred P. 
Buss. 

On January 30, 1897: 

An act (H. R. 9865) extending the time for the completion of the 
bridge across the East River, between the city of New York and 
Long Island, now in course of construction, as authorized by the 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1887; 

An act (H. R. 7255) authorizing the establishment of a life- 
saving station on the coast of Maryland; 


An act (H. R. 8551) to establish railroad bridges across the Cum- | 


berland and Tennessee rivers in Kentucky; 

An act (H. R. 8413) to confirm certain cash entries of public 
lands; 

An act (H. R. 1882) for the relief of John Ruhm, sr., Nashville, 
Tenn.; 


An act (H. R. 280) to prohibit the sale of intoxicating drinks to | 


Indians, providing penalties therefor, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 152) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to use Fort Bidwell for an Indian training school. 

On February 1, 1897: 

An act (H. R. 9935) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Rio Grande River at El Paso, in the State of Texas; 

An act (H. R. 2618) granting an honorable discharge to An- 
drew V. Sende; 

An act (H. R. 505) for the relief of Rev. Edwin Warriner; 

An act (H. R. 2048) for the relief of Rufus Betz; 

An act (A. R. 5127) for the relief of Abraham O. Waucop; 

An act (H. R. 3671) to remove tie charge of desertion from the 
military record of Anthony O'Grady, alias John Davis; and 

An act (H. R. 5610) for the relief of George T. Stevens, assistant 
surgeon Seventy-seventh New York Volunteers. 

On February 2, 1897: 

An act (H. R. 6546) granting a pension to Samuel Holliday; 

An act (H. R. 6556) granting a pension to Jacob Brown; 

An act (H. R. 8683) granting a pension to Frederick Lierman; 

An act (H. R. 5988) for the relief of Pricilla R. Burns; 

An act (H. R. 4410) to increase the pension of Elise Blenker 
from $30 to $50; and . 

An act (H. R. 4298) granting an increase of pension to Annie 
Thompson. 

On February 8, 1897: 

An act (H. R. 180) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Augustus P. Burditt; 

An act (H. R. 5855) granting a pension to Emily Elliott; 

An act (H. R. 8053) granting a pension to Alice Gard; 

An act (H. R. 2231) for the relief of Bluford Reeder; 

... act (H. R. 6282) to increase the pension of Alexander Mc- 
ride; 

An act (H. R. 6900) increasing the pension of Mary T. Young; 

An act (H. R. 1171) to pension Hannah Yazell; 

, An = (H. R. 8289) relating to mortgages in the Indian Terri- 
ory; an 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 215) extending time for compliance by 
Eckington and Soldiets’ Home Railway Company and the Belt 
Railway Company with provisions of section 1 of an act entitled 
“An act to extend the routes of said railway companies,” etc. , ap- 
proved June 10, 1896. 

On February 4, 1897: 

An act (H. R. 7781) to provide an American register for the 
barge Black Diamond; 

An act (H. R. 9710) to authorize officers who served during the 
war of the rebellion in the Regular Army to bear the title and, on 
occasions of ceremony, wear the uniform of their highest rank; 
> won (H. R. 6483) grantin; an increase of pension to Thomas 

. er: 


An act (i. R. 7212) to increase the pension of Melita E. White; 
An act (H. R, 4853) for the relief of John Duncan; 
wa act (H. R. 9306) granting a pension to Amanda Woodcock; 
An act (H. R. 717) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lafferty. 
THE WORLD'S COLUMBIAN COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
god exh ‘Columbian Commission has delivered to me certain docume ts 
section the act of for t y 
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bration of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America and 
the holding of an international exhibition in the city of Chicago. 
The documents referred to embrace the reports of the president and secre- 
tary of the Commission, and a report of the executive committee on awards, 
with exhibits relating tothe same. They are 
siderable size, which, instead of actually trar 
tion, I have deposited in the State Department 
tion of the Congress. 
oe I am informed that the director-general of the exposition has made a r¢ port 
| directly to the Congress, and that no report of the lady managers has yet 
| been made. 
| The selection of such part of the material mentioned as may be considered 
| necessary to constitute a final exhibit of the action of the commission and the 
result of the exposition is submitted to the discretion of the Congress 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 









tained in five boxes of con- 
ng with this communica- 
to the action and direc- 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 5, 1897. 


ANNIE M. ERMER. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
| 9095) granting a pension to Annie M. Ermer. 

The bill was read. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
| time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ELLA HATFIELD. 

The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1066) granting a pension to Ella Hatfield. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. THOMAS. I ask the previous question on the bill to its 


| passage. 





Mr. ERDMAN. 
be read. 

The report (as already published) was read. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment reported by the Committee of the Whole House 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the proposed amendment 
to the title will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 


I hope the gentleman will allow the report to 


EDWARD C. SPOFFORD. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6730) granting a pension to Edward C. Spofford. 

The bill was read. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House was read. 

Mr. THOMAS, 
passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


HANNAH E, RODGERS. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R: 
1832) granting a pension to Hannah E. Rodgers. 
The bill, with the amendment reported by the Committee of 
the Whole House, was read. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 
bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
there being on a division—ayes 35, noes 1. 


I ask the previous question on the bill to its 


I move the previous question on the 


JAMES CHARLES CRAMER. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8714) removing the charge of desertion from the military record 
of James Charles Cramer. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move that this bill lie on the table, in accord- 
ance with the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JULIA D. BEEBE. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6915) granting a pension to Julia D. Beebe, widow of Frank D, 
Beebe, late assistant surgeon, One hundred and fifty-seventh Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers. ’ 

The bill, with the amendment reported by the Committee of 
the Whole House, was read. 

Mr. THOMAS. I call for the previous question on the bill to 
its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
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The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the proposed | was entered on the rolls of the Princeton January 23, 1864, and served 








ta 


, ttle ta March 3, 1864: on the Ticonderoga to May 4, 1865, as landsman:; on the Prin,» 
amendment to thé title will be agreed to. ton as ordinary seaman to May 11, 1865, and was discharged from the Sa/ 
There was no objection. as ordinary seaman August 3, 1865. The rolls do not show anything in refer. 
SHUBAEL GOULD ence to his being a Confederate prisoner or having served in the Confedera:a 
ee <n 2 - army.” 
The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (S. ie War De partment vecerdeshow: osteitis ideale 
810) erantineg ; increase of pensi S ael G 4 ** Henry Mackrill, private, Company_D, Nin ississippi Infantry, C.S. A. 
i ~ e iL oe nos a ase of pension to Shubael Gould enlisted April 11, 1862, at Vicksburg, Miss., for three years, and is repor: 
The bill was re ad. on rolis to August 31, 1863, ‘present.’ October 31, 1863, ‘absent. s 
Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report read. since October 2), 1863, by order Surgeon Williams.” December 31, | 
The report (as already published) was read. ‘absent, missing in action since day after Missionary Ridge, Novembe: 


— : ‘ te “— . . 1863. Reported as deserter.’ Name not found on rollsof later date. Nat 
Mr. THOMAS. I move the previous question on the bill to its | of disahi ity not stated. Prisoner of war records show Henry Mack: 
passage. Company D, Ninth Mississippi Infantry, captured at Chickamauga, T. 
The previous question was ordered. re ae sales at a — my yee oe wher 
‘ 99 1 . . . enlistec e Lited >= s Nav =) avi 3 2Z Vous ) 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and | }ougias Til. Jenmene i sees ee ee ee 
passed. Claimant alleges that at breaking out of the war he was a British su 
JOHN NICHOLS. and engaged in cutting wood on the Lower Mississippi; that the floods wa 
=— sia : . ‘ his wood away, and it wasimpracticable to get any work or even anythi: 
The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (S. eat unless he enlisted, and under the pressure of his surroundings he en 
638) granting an increase of pension to John Nichols. in the Confederate States army, intending to get away at first opportu : 
The bill was read which came at battle of Mission Ridge, when he and eight others surrend j 
a a es . . 7 -, *| toone Union soldier. 
Mr. THOMAS. I move the previous question on the bill to its When he enlisted in the United States Navy he asked to have his : 
Passage. pet on rolls as “ Henry ees, oar fear that he might be taken pr 
Mr J T as the ze man ¢ » - ube 5 read- ut this was notdone. After the war he was known as Henry Mackey 
Reg Me Mil LIN - Has the gentleman any objection to the read the legislature of Indiana change his name to Henry Mackey: becam« 
ing of the report: ; : ; - uralized citizen under that name, and has been known as Henry Mackey 
Mr. THOMAS. Pending the call for the previous question, I | since. 


a 4 } a ‘ ae He applied for pension under act of June 27, 1890 (filed July 4, 1890 j 
ask that che re pak: be epee ee again May 9, 1891, and with the latter an affidavit stating his prior ( 
Phe report (as already published) was read. 3 . | erate service. His pension was allowed October 2, 1891, at $12 per mont! 1 
Mr. TALBERT. I wish to ask the gentleman, in regard to this | July 25, 1890, for “ catarrh, disease of rectum, kidneys, and eyes.” 


He was dropped from the rolls for ‘disloyalty * September 23, 1895 
authority of section 4716, Revised Statutes, having voluntarily aided or 


bill, why it is that this soldier could not have applied to the Pen- 


° e 4 Se hea rev ar eau ¢ 7 ai > « 2nN<I 29 ; ™ 7 . 7 - a ~ 

s10n bureau 1D the regular way and obtained a pension: His dis ted the rebellion against the authority of the United States. 

abilities seem to have been ratable, and there would have been There is no question in this case but that the applicant is disabled { 

no difficulty in his making application in the regular way and | forming manual labor. The board of examiningsurgeonsat Delhi, Ind 
1 ut) i L guile 7 | 15. 1801. rated hi ed mr avout daldline ehedieisboont) 

obtaining possibly a higher rate of pension than this bill proposes 15, 1891, rated him four-eighteenths for nervous debility, six-eight« 


; .” | post-nasal catarrh. two-eighteenths for disease of eyes, four-eighteent 
to allow. According to the statement of the report, the man is | kidneys, and 


wholly incapacitated for manual labor. —=- nemtevet é sata 7. 1800. which fled : 
— S eke alias ae . ” — : ._| The construction of the act of June 27, 1890, which prevailed several months 
Mr. i HOM AS cs Mr. op ake r, all I an a oo ‘hte ai without objection, while the Congress which enacted it was still in s 
bodied in the report of the committee. It seems that this so aier | that ninety days’ service and an honorable discharge, without regard ‘ 
did apply at the Pension Department, and was refused a pension. | vious loyalty, were the prerequisites to a pensiona te status under that 
He was shot through the shoulder, and his arm was perfectly dis- | $4ye,this sailor a pension, to which your committee believe he was jus 





four-eighteenths for piles, and his disabilities have prog 1 


. : : titled, he having faithfully served more than one and one-half years and |i! g 
abled, although he did not lose the arm. Had he lost it entirely, | honorably discharged. 7 y ; 
he would receive the pension of $36 a month; and the report, in Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill with t! 


wheannonne of hia c 1343 4 Ri Oot S ca antit an a | lowing amendments: 
consequence of nis ¢ ondition, finds tant he 1s entitled to the pore Strike out the words “or reinstate” in line4; substitute the name “ M 
amount that he would have been entitled to had it been a total | ,i)* for « Mackvill ” in line 5; strike out the word “fifteen ™ in line 7 a: 
loss of the arm sert “twelve” in lieu thereof, and strike out all after the word * month” in 
I demand the previous question. line 8. : : ; ' 
oa oe . ‘ lso, amend the title of bill so as to read: “ Grantin ‘ to Henry 
The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which Mackeil alias Henry Mackey.” . a a ’ 
the bill was read three times, and passed. Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I want the House to under. 
GEORGE B. CUSTER. stand that thisisa bill to pensiona gentleman of divers, sundry, and 
The next unfinished business on the Calendar of was the bill | innumerable aliases—— _ ° 
(S. 1806) granting a pension to George B. Custer, late sergeant | -Mr. LOUD. And services. 


Company H, Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, Mr. DOCKERY. And services, as suggested by my friend from 





reported from the Committee of the Whole with amendments. California; a soldier of fortune, a British subject, who volunta- 
Mr. THOMAS. 1 move the previous question on the adoption | Tily served, as shown by the report, on both sides during the lite 
of the amendments and passage of the bilk. struggle, having served more than a year and a half in the on- 
Mr. TALBERT. I would like to hear the report read in this | federate army and then deserted. I simply want to challenge the 
case. attention of our friends on the other side to the conditions pre- 


Mr. THOMAS. I will say to the gentleman from South Caro- | sented by this case. to know whether or not it is their purpose to 
lina that the report is quite a lengthy one, and perhaps I can make | €@ter upon this line of pensions. i 
a statement that will obviate the reading. This gentleman was a British subject who served, as | have 
This man was a soldier in the Mexican war, as well as in the | Stated, in the Confederate army, having voluntarily entered! It, 
late war. The bill does not carry much, considering the disabled and basely betrayed the cause, according to the report, and then 


condition of the man and the services he rendered. I hopethe gen- | f0T @ brief time served in the Army of the Union. He now comes 
tleman will not insist upon the reading of the report. to Congress and asks a pension of $12 per month. a 

Mr. TALBERT. I make no objection, on the statement of the | _t_ seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the case is wholly without 
gentleman. merit, and the House ought not to pass it. 


The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which | 1 move that the bill be laid upon the table. 
the amendments were agreed to; and the bill as amended was read Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. 


three times, and passed. HatcH). » es . 4} 
The title of the bill was amended to conform to the amendments a ae ee The motion is not debatable; but I wil! with- 
ecommended by the Cor 2c of the Whole. raw 1 porariy. 
: Ai cee ae sits Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I simply wish to state for the 1n!or- 
= eae ao mation of the House that this man came from England just !'vre 
The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H.R. | the beginning of the war, and was at work on the Lower i-sis- 
8690) restoring a pension to Henry Mackvill, alias Henry Mackey, | sippi cutting wood when the war broke out. It soon became 4 
reported from the Committee of the Whole with amendments. question whether he should enlist in the Confederate arm r 
Mr. THOMAS. I demand the previous question on the bill | starve. He had to enlist, and served a little over a year. At the 
and amendments. first opportunity he deserted to the Union Army, and se! ‘ 
Mr. DOCKERY. Task that the report in that case be read. year and a half on a Union gunboat. Afterwards he bec me 
_ Mr. THOMAS. I will withdraw the demand until the report | naturalized and made application for a pension under the a 0! 
PON: 2S okie . 1890, which was granted. : 
Mr. DOCKERY. LIhope the House will give its attention to| Under the construction put on the law by a Republican admin- 
the reading of the report in this case. istration, he received a pension and drew that for five years. \! 
The report (by Mr. KirKPaATRICK) was read, as follows: the time he made the application for pension he also mac« “1 


_ the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. affidavit that he had been in the Confederate osmY; which . 
86%) granting a pension to Henry Mackrill, alias Henry Mackey, late lands- | davitisonrecord. He is identified in the Department; he has 2 '“ 
—_s sdb “po ne ay ee carefully considered aif the facts and | ord; he served a year and a half as agallant Union soldier, an. °° 

cr stances presented, respectfully report as follows: = : - 7 . + onns 
The Auditor for the Navy genta’ Games is disabled to the extent specified in the report. I know the m'" 


“Henry Mackrill, landsman, enlisted at the naval station at Chicago, and |! well; he is a good citizen; I know his condition, and that le 1s 
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disabled as shown in the report. He drew a pension, as I say, 
ander a Republican administration of the office, but was deprived of 
it a little over a year ago by the present Democratic administration. 

I am not standing here, sir, for the purpose of asking a pension 
for a Confederate soldier, but a pension for a Union soldier, a man 
who served ayear anda half in the Army, and is entitled to a pen- 
sion as much as any other man who ever served in it and was dis- 
abled to the extent that he is disabled. ; 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the committee, I 
desire to say that under previous administrations prior service In 
the Confederate army did not bar applicants for pensions, if those 
applicants had a status under the law of subsequent service of 
» nety days and an honorable discharge from the Union Army. 
Upon that basis the committee passed upon this bill and restored 
this pension of $12 a month. ; 

Mr. LOUD. Ishould like to ask the gentleman if he assumes 
that the proper interpretation of the present law would give this 
applicant a pension? 

“Mr. THOMAS. Yes. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, then, if the Executive Departments are fail- 

ing to properly administer the law, would it not be well for us to 
remind them of it im some way, so that they can apply it to every- 
body alike? 
Mr. THOMAS. Certainly; but the condition is this: It has 
been decided in both ways by the Department, and under this 
administration this pension was taken from this man who was 
already drawing it. The House has already passed on this ques- 
tion, on what is known as the Pickler bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. How long did this fellow serve in the Con- 
fed racy? 

Mr. DOCKERY. A year and a half. 

Mr. THOMAS. The committee looked over the facts, and based 
their report upon them. I ask for the previous question. 

Mr. LOUD. It does not seem to me—— 


The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Michigan [Mr. THomas] | 


asks for the previous question. 

Mr. THOMAS. lam perfectly willing that the gentleman from 
California [Mr, Loup] be heard. 

Mr. LOUD. Of course, if this House intends to pension every 


Confederate army, why let him go to tne Pension Office and get 
his pension; but if we have a law which is interpreted in such a 


manner that this man is not entitled to a pension, I do not think | 


this Congress ought to review it. 

As the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] aptly stated, 
this man is a soldier of fortune, or a citizen of fortune, or a fel- 
low of fortune, whatever you may term him. He is what we used 
to term in the Army—and you who were there know well what it 
means—a floater, liable to turn up anywhere where it was safe to 
be. Isuppose very likely that was the gentleman’s record in the 
Confederate army. He says that eight of them surrendered to one 
Union soldier. He says further that he enlisted with the firm de- 
termination to get away as soon as he could. Yet it took him a 
year and seven or eight months to get away from the Confederate 
army. Then he went into the Navy—on the rivers, | suppose. 
None of his reeord is given here. Some gentleman says he has a 
very gallant and meritorious reeord in the Navy. I never have 
known a committee yet, when they could dig up, from any pos- 
sible recess, any gallantry or meritoriousservice that a man, even 
in his wildest moments, might have imagined that he rendered to 
his country, or any other, to fail to set forth the service in their 
report. I tell you, Mr. Speaker, when an applicant comes to this 
body to receive its beneficence his case appears in at least the best 
possible form im which he can draw it up. 

_ This applicant was a Confederate soldier. Probably he served 
in the Confederacy until he got tired. I am willing to admit that. 
He enlisted in the Navy, went onto a ship, and probably could not 

etaway. That was a good, safe place for a man who desired to 

esert. If this soldier is entitled to any pension, he ought to re- 
ceive a double pension. You ought to do equity and pension him 
for his service in the Confederacy and then pension him for his 
service in the Union Army, because he really is entitled to two 
pensions under the two services he has rendered to different por- 
tions of the United States. 

Then this gentleman, as well as having several services, has 


Several names. His name is Macrill and Mackeral, which is the 
name of a fish-—— 
; Mr. DOCKERY. Well, if he is willing to accept a pension 
under the name of ‘t Mackeral,” I have no objection. [Lanughter. | 
Mr. LOUD. And again, his name appears as Mackey. He has 
“tee hames and two services, but nothing that I believe should 
= le him te the consideration of this body. I should like to 
‘ow why he should receive any pension. I should like to have 
an gent eman show to this House why a man who voluntarily 
htered the Confederate service and served a year and six or seven 
m mths should be entitled to a special act of the greatest legislative 
y, 48 we often term it, on the face of the earth. 


| 
| 





Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. THOMAS. [ask for the previous question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move to lay the bill on the table. 

The question was taken on the motion to lay the bill on the 
table; and on a division (demanded by Mr. THomMas) there were— 
ayes 48, noes 31 

Accordingly the bill was laid on the table. 

PETER J. CLAASSEN. 

The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2221) granting an increase of pension to Peter J. Claassen. 

The bill was read. 


Mr. THOMAS. I move that the bill lie on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. Speaker—— 


MARY FORWARD. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4930) granting a pension to Mary Forward. 

The bill was read. 

The amendments recommended by the Committe 
were read. 

Mr. TALBERT. 
Mr. Speaker. 

The report (by Mr. THomas) was read, as follows: 


‘of the Whole 


I ask for the reading of the report in this case, 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referr 


sd the bill (H. R. 

4930) granting a pension to Mary Forward, respectfully report 
This claimant was married December 24, 1855, to Charles Branch. who 
| served in Company I, Tenth Veteran Reserve Corps, and who died March 24 
1865. She was pensioned as his widow until October 7. Is66. wh she was 
again married, this time to Joseph Forward, who died December 2, 1891 
The claimant is now old, disabled. and needy. She was the wife of the soldier 
during the war, and cared for their three children during his absence in the 


service. 

In view of these facts your committee are of opinion that this 
not be left to suffer in her age and decrepitude. In consequen ’ 
marriage the Government was relieved from the payment of ab 
amount she would have received as pension from date of her remarriage t 
the present time had she not remarried 

Your committee are of opinion that she should be again pensioned, and 
recommend the passage of the bi:l with an amendment striking out the words 
“of Allegan, Mich.,” and inserting in lieu thereof 


the words “formerly the.” 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, here is a case presenting a claim 


won 





| for pension to which the beneficiary is clearly not entitled under 
person who served in the Union Army, regardless of service in the | 


the law. She asked for a pension under the act of June 27, 180, 
and she was not married to this soldier until in July, 1891. The 
law especially says that the widow must have been married to 
the soldier prior to the passage of the act of June 27, 1800, before 
she is entitled. So that she is clearly not entitled to a pension 
under a strict construction of the law. Again, she has remarried. 
She is a remarried widow; and the law expressly says that a 
widow who remarries voluntarily relinquishes al! her right, title, 
and claim to pension. [ submit that we should not, in direct 
violation of the plain letter of the law, grant this claim. 
that it lie on the table. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, the lady whom this bill proposes 
to pension is the war velllons of a soldier. Itis true that she after- 
wards married, and it is also true that the Government from that 
marriage has been saved something over $2,000. I know this 
woman personally. She is aged and dependent, and as she was the 
war widow, remaining at home and taking care of a large family 
of children while her husband was in the war, I think it is noth- 
ing but just that this bill should pass. Thatis all I desire to say, 
and I move the previous question on the bill to its passage. 

Mr. LOUD. One of these statements isincorrect. There is a 
great discrepancy between the statement of the gentleman from 
Michigan and that of the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. TALBERT. She was the widow of a soldier, and received 
a pension up to the time of her remarriage. 

Mr. THOMAS. Up to the time of her remarriage, after the 
death of her first husband. she did receive a pension. 

Mr. TALBERT. But when she remarried she relinquished her 
right to a pension under the law; and, then, she was not married 
to this soldier until July, 1891, and the law expressly states that 
the marriage must have taken place prior to the passage of the act 
of 1890. It is alleged also by the gentleman that this lady is poor, 
needy, and deserving. That is no doubt true. But any 
reason why this House should grant the claim of a woman for a 
pension? There are hundreds and thousands of others who ar 
poor and needy, just as much so as this woman. 

Mr. LOUD. Thereseems to be a great discrepancy between the 
statements of the gentleman from South Carolina and the gentle- 
man from Michigan. I understand the gentleman from South 
Carolina to say that this woman did not marry this soldier until 
after 1890, and then the gentleman froma Michigan—— 

Mr. THOMAS. The second marriage— 

Mr. LOUD (continuing). Says that the second marriage was 
in July, 1891. 

Mr. THOMAS. Oh, no. 
many years—in 1866. 

Mr. TALBERT. I understand she remarried —— 

Mr. THOMAS. She married the soldier in 1855. 


lL move 


iS that 


Her second marriage was prior to that, 
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Mr. TALBERT. I am not speaking of that marriage. I am 
speaking of the second marriage. I understand she has been 
drawing a pension as the widow of her first husband up to the 
time of her remarriage. Then she claims pension 

Mr. THOMAS. The second husband died in 1891. 

Mr. TALBERT. Then she remarried a year after the passage 
of the act in 1890. I think it is so stated in the report. 

Mr. LOUD. These are very material statements. I will state 
to the gentleman from Michigan the statement as I understand 
it. This widow did not marry the soldier on account of whose 
service she claims a pension until after 1890. That is the state- 
ment. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is not true. 

Mr. LOUD. These statements should be corrected. 

Mr. TALBERT. The report shows that. I will ask that the 
report be again read. 

Mr. THOMAS. The report is short; let it be read again to the 
House. 

The report was again read. 

During the reading of the report, 

Mr. THOMAS said: I think that is all that is necessary. 

Mr. TALBERT. Iwas mistaken. I took the date 1891 to be 
the date of her remarriage. Anyhow, she is a remarried widow. 
It is alittle better case than I thought it was, but still I do not 
think it is a meritorious case. 

Mr. THOMAS. I thank the gentleman for his first statement. 
I demand the previous question on the bill to its passage, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The previous question was ordered: and under the operation 
thereof the amendments recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole were agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. TALBERT. I demand the reading of the engrossed copy. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the engrossed copy, 
and that not being present, the bill will go over. 


ELIZABETH A. MARTHON, 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5764) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Marthon. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report in that 
case be read. 

The report (by Mr. HALTERMAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5764) 
entitled “A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Marthon,” beg leave to 
submit the following report, and recommended that said bill do pass with 
amendments: 

The claimant is the widow of Joseph Marthon, latealieutenant-commander, 
United States re whose service began as a seaman September 30, 1861. 
He was subsequently promoted through the several grades to the rank of 
acting master, which he held when honorably discharged December 31, 1865. 
He was reappointed acting master April 19, 1866, and was subsequently pro- 
moted for valuable and meritorious service, until he finally attained the rank 
of lieutenant-commander July 1, 1882. His death occurred while still on the 
active list, and from causes originating in the service, at Shanghai, China, 
November 19, 1891, and his widow is now receiving the pension of $30 per 
month allowed by the general laws to the widows of lieutenant-commanders 
who die from causes of service origin. 

The following statement of Hon. 8. L. MrLLIkEN, member of Congress, 
shows the facts upon which your committee bases its favorable recommenda- 
tion: 





WASHINGTON, D. C., March 9, 1896. 
Mrs. Marthon is a native of Belfast, Me., the city in which I reside. I 
have known her since she was a girl, and knew her family, which was one of 
the prominent old familjes of Belfast. I knew her husband, Lieut. Com- 
mander Joseph Marthon, when he was alive. Since his death the little prop- 
erty which he left has suffered such losses that she is dependent almost 
entirely upon her pension for the support of herself and her husband's 


mother and maiden sister, also. 
S. L. MILLIKEN, Member of Congress. 

The following amendments to the bill are recommended: 

Change the title so as to read: “A bill — an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth D. Marthon;” and strike out the initial “A.” where it appears in 
claimant’s name in the body of the bill and substitute therefor the initial 
“D.;” also strike out the word “‘seventy-five,” in line 6, and substitute there- 
for the word “‘ fifty,’’ so as to fix the rating at $50 per month. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous 
question upon the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

HANS JOHNSON. 

The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
1495) granting a pension to Hans Johnson. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question upon 
the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. THomas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bile 405) 
ting a pension to Hans Johnson, adopt as their own the annex 
port, and recommend the passage of the bill. 





[Senate Report No. 173, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1495 
ing a pension to Hans Johfison, have had the same under considerat; 
report: 

ians Johnson, late corporal of Company I, Twenty-seventh Regim>=) 
Infantry, enlisted August 15, 1862, and was honorably discharged by I 
surgeon's certificate of disability June 14, 1865, at Montgomery, Ala 
claimant has drawn a pension, in sums varying from $5.33} a mont 
from the date of his discharge to dT ghee when his application wu: 
dependent pension law of June 27, 1890, was approved by the Pension | 
at $12 a month for disease of the eyes and gunshot wound of the righ 

The testimony in the claim, too voluminous for detailed presenta 
clear and ample as to the following facts: That Johnson was a sou) 
when he entered the service, and continued so until attacked by dy- 
and the incurrence of the gunshot wound in his thigh, and the diseas: 
eyes which developed while in the service. 

These facts are substantiated by the affidavits of the captain of | 
any, who enlisted him, and of the comrades who served with him, as we|| as 
y the surgeon's certificate of disability on which he was discharged. sino. 

the war the continuance and increase of his disabilities are testified to jy 
twelve physicians of the best repute, residing in the claimant's city a; d 
county, and covering all the years between 1868 to 1896, such physician; } 
ing either attended him professionally or certified to his condition as yom. 
bers of pension examination boards. is disabilities since the war aid their 
progressive character are also testified to by the claimant's neigh! iors anj 
associates, a.aong whom is the name of ex-Governor Lucius F. } urd. 
The Hon. O. K. Davis, Senator, has also stated to the committee his pers nal 
tribute to the high character of the claimant, and of the progress of his dis. 
abilities within his observation. The sum of all this testimony is t the 
disease of the eyes now amounts ae to total blindness; or, in the 
language of N. Juell, M. D., of the claimant's city, Red Wing, Minn 

“'N. Juell, eee ny sworn, on oath says that he is a duly licensed ang 
practicing physician in the said State and residing at the city of Re Wing, 
in said State; that he has examined the eyes of Hans Johnson (lat: Com- 
pany I, Twenty-seventh Iowa Regiment Volunteers), and that he finds a cen. 
tral atrophic coroido-retinitis involving both eyes; the central field of vision 
is entirely obliterated, so that he can not see the sun. In the marginal field 
he can see objects when placed in a strong light, but not suflficient!y clear to 
count his fingers; as a consequence he is almost totally blind, and has to ¢ 


ms 
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OS Fee 
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guide 
himself with a stick when walking. The disease is gradually progressing 
This affidavit _is dated January 7, 1896, and represents the claimant's pres 
ent condition. It is a condition of utter helplessness, and entitles the claim. 
ant to a substantial increase beyond that which he is now receiving 
Your committee therefore approve the bill and recommend its passage 
after being amended b striking out the word “seventy-two,” in lines, and 


substituting therefor the word *‘ fifty.” 


The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT KIRACOFE, 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the Dill (S, 
1017) granting a pension to Robert Kiracofe. 

The bill was read. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN DAY. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bil! (H. R, 
6803) granting a pension to Ellen Day, stepmother of Albert L. 


y 
he bill was read. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the report in that 
case read. 

The report (by Mr. LAYTON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! (H.R. 
6803) granting a pension to Ellen Day, stepmother of Albert L. Day, having 
carefully considered the same, report as follows: 

The soldier, Albert L. Day, enlisted and was duly enrolled asa private of 
Company I, First Regimens Ohio Volunteer Infantry, April 20, 1861, and was 
killed in battleat Ce Mountain August 9, 1862 @ Was never married 

The claimant, Ellen Day, was duly married to Berry Day, the fath: 
said soldier, on the 17th day of A t, 1847, at which time the sails 
was but 18 months old. From this time until the day of his enlist: 
always treated him with the utmost kindness, the same as if he was hier ow 
son, and he always exhibited the greatest fondness and affection for her 

» Said Berry Day, the father of said soldier, filed an application for 
as the dependent father June 17, 1885, but his claim was rejected rch 
1886, on the ground of — Subsequently, by special at of ( 

ess approyed June 4, 1888, he was granted a pension of §8 per mont, which 








e continued to draw until his death, which occurred April 19, 185° : 
The claimant never remarried. She is now aged and without any proper’? 
whatever. She is in feeble health and has no income except what +!) bie 
to make by sewing for others. The foregoing facts are fully show: 9 
official records and the sworn testimony of persons having person! sLoW* 





edge of the facts. 


our committee is therefore of the opinion that this stepmother s)ould. a 
the spirit of the pension laws grantin pensions to mothers of s rg, be 
regarded and treated as the mother of said soldier, Albert L. Day 1 does 
therefore recommend the paneege of the bill, with the following a: iments 

Insert after the name “ Ellen Day,” in the fifth line thereof, the i ae 
pendent.” 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of 
the House to the fact that this is another violation of t)° 
There is no law for a oy stepmothers. aoa 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, in response to the ¢~ oe 

tanc 


from South Carolina, I will say that this is not the first instan 
of the House granting a pension to a foster mother or ster 
mother. In the present session of this Congress the Sen’ has 
passed a bill for the relief of Mary T. Young—— | 
Mr. TALBERT. Oh, the Senate will do anything. il 
Mr. BROMWELL. But this wasa House bill which was pass 4 
here at the last session, granting a pension of $12 a mont! © 
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dependent foster mother. Now, the facts in this case, as shown 
by the report, are these: The mother of this a the father 
when the child was only 18 months old. She had the care of him 
all through his infancy and until he grew to bea lad of 15 years of 
age, when he went into the Army. ithin a year after entering 
the service he was killed. The husband had no other children. 
He himself afterwards, Py the action of Congress, drew a pension 
of $3a month. He left his widow without any support whatever 
and without any other children, either of her own or of his, to 
whom to look for aid. This boy was, to all intents and purposes, 
the same as her own child. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Icall the gentleman's attention to the fact 
that the report shows that the father was not dependent upon the 
son, and that it took a special act of Congress to get him on the 
pension roll. ; ; 

Mr. BROMWELL. That is true. By the action of Congress 
he was granted a pension of $8 a month. Now, Mr. Speaker, this 
pill is in the line of several precedents that have been set by Con- 
gress, the case is a just and proper one, and I ask for the previous 
question on the bill to its passage. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? : 

Mr. BROMWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Does not the gentleman think that every other 
stepmother similarly situated ought to be pensioned? 

Mr. BROMWELL. 1 most certainly do. 

Mr. ERDMAN. And does not the gentleman think that pen- 
sioning one and leaving the others unpensioned is an injustice to 
them? 

Mr. BROMWELL. [should be in favor of granting a pension 
in every similar case, where it is shown that the woman is old 
and dependent, and that she took care of the child, clothed him, 
tended him in his infancy and in his tender years as a mother 
would have done. In all such cases, I say, the dependent foster 
mother has the same claim upon the beneficence of this Govern- 
ment as if she had been the actual mother of the deceased soldier. 

Mr. ERDMAN. But does not the gentleman think that pick- 
ing out a case here and there to the exclusion of others is an injus- 
tice to the others? 

Mr. BROMWELL. It is not if the others as they come are 
treated in the same way. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 
grossed copy of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the engrossed copy 
is not at the desk, and the Clerk will report the title of the next 
bill. 


MAJ. GEN, JULIUS H. STAHEL, 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
1694) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius H. Stahel. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill to its passage, but pending that, I will yield to the gentle- 
man from Kansas [ Mr. BLUE}. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the words ‘one 
hundred” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ fifty;” so as to make the 
pension $50 per month. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kansas. The Chair understands that the pre- 
vious question is moved, subject to this amendment? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. BLUE. I wish merely to say that this House witi.in the 
last few days has fixed the pension of Mrs. General Carr at $50 a 
month; of Mrs. General Hough at $50; of Mrs. General Tyler at 
$50; and also, as the gentleman from Oregon suggests, the pension 
of Mrs. Morrow at the same rate. I hope the House will adhere 
to the rule which it has thus established, and not increase this 
pension beyond $50. 

he question being taken, the previous question was ordered on 
the bill to its b 

The SPEAKER.’ The question is now on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the a from Kansas [Mr. BLUE]. 

Mr. THOMAS. This is a pension to the general himself—not a 
pension to his widow. The cases mentioned by the gentleman 
from Kansas are cases of widows’ pensions. General Stahel is now 
receivin are of $50 a month. 

Mr. B Eu. And he has been in the public service a long time. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to; there 
being—ayes 46, noes 8. 

e was then ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed; there being on a division (called for by Mr. TaL- 
BERT)—ayes 45, noes 1, 


XXIX——100 





The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, House bill No. 


4534, identical in its provisions with the bill just passed, will be 
laid on the table. 


There was no objection. 
BETSEY J. WEBBER. 

The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the Dill (S. 
178) granting a pension to Betsey J. Webber. 

The bill, with the amendments reported by the Committee of the 
Whole, was read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


RICHARD WILCOXTON, 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4901) to pension Richard Wilcoxton for services in the late war, 

The bill and the amendments reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House were read. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move the previous question on the bill to its 
passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to hear the report read in this 
case. 

The SPEAKER. The report may be read by unanimous con- 
sent. 

There being no objection, the report (as already published) was 
read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I believe debate on this ques- 
tion is cut off by the previous question, unless I am entitled to fif- 


| teen minutes under the rule. I do not want to occupy that 


much time. I believe, however, this bill may have been debated 


| in the Committee of the Whole. 


The SPEAKER. Itis understood to have been debated in the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Lask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill may explain to the House upon what 
grounds it is necessary to have a special act passed to pension this 
soldier, as it has been found that his disabilities are sufficient to 
entitle him to a pension under the existing general law. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not want to discuss this question 
myself 

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman from Ohio led KERR] made 
the report in this case; and I suppose he is familiar with the facts, 
I am not. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand exactly the 
foundation of the objection of the gentleman from Ohio to this 
bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The report shows that this soldier had 
made an application under the old law; and while it was pending 
he made application under the new law. No disability was dis- 
covered which under this law entitled him to relief. It appears 
that then, upon an examination under the old law, disabilities 
were disclosed sufficient to entitle him to a pension of $12a month. 
Now, I ask why is it necessary that a special act should be passed 
for his relief? 

Mr. KERR. Let me explain to the gentleman the ground on 
which the Committee on Invalid Pensions founded their decision. 
This soldier had applied to the Pension Office for pension under 
the law of 1890, and had been rejected upon the ground that some 
medical board had decided that he had no disability. He then 
prepared an application under the old law for service disability, 
and that application was pending at the time this bill was intro- 
duced in the House. After that time he was examined on appli- 
cation for pension under the old law, and the medical board found 
him to be disabled and entitled to a full rating under the law of 
1890. 

The only question before the Committee on Pensions was, there- 
fore, whether they should send this soldier back to the office and 
there make his application under the law of 1890, or whether it 
should do simple justice, inasmuch as the bill was pending, and 
make a favorable recommendation of $12 a month. That was the 
only question about it. He is entitled toa pension, there is no 
doubt of the fact; and it was simply whether we would allow it in 
this expeditious manner or send him back. I believe the commit- 
tee were unanimous in the recommendation. 

Mr. GROUT. Would it be necessary to make another applica- 
tion under the act of 180? 

Mr. ANDREWS. Yes; under the rules of the Department. 

Mr. KERR. He had made application under that law, the law 
of 1890, and was rejected. Afterwards, as I have said, on an ap- 
plication under the old law, it appeared on examination that he 
was disabled and entitled to the pension. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, [ ask a vote. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time: and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
The title of the bill was amended to conform to the amendments 
reported from the Committee of the Whole. 


JAMES EGANSON. 

The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7451) for the relief of James Eganson, of Henderson, Ky. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report was read at length. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ELIZABETH T. ANDERSON, 

The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7121) to restore Mrs. Elizabeth T. Anderson to the pension roll, 
reported from the Committee of the Whole with amendments. 

The amendments were read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CRISP, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—BEATTIE VS. PRICE. 

Mr. TAYLER. Mr. Speaker, by instructions of the Committee 
on Elections No. 2, I report the findings of the committee in the 
contested-election case of Taylor Beattie vs. Andrew Price, from 
Louisiana, and ask that it be printed and appropriately referred. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be placed upon the House 
Calendar, and printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, in that case I desire 
to present a brief statement of the views of the minority, and ask 
to have it printed with the report of the Committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FRANCIS M. ROSS. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5986) granting pension relief to Francis M. Ross, reported from 
the Committee of the Whole with amendments. 

The bill was considered, the amendment recommended by the 
committee was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title ot the bill was amended to conform to the amendments 
reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

JOHN BEAIRD. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7457) granting an increase of pension to John Beaird, reported 
from the Committee of the Whole with an amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ALPHONSO O. DRAKE. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7205) granting a pension to Alphonso O. Drake, late a private in 
Company E, Second Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers, reported 
from the Committee of the Whole with amendments. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the following amendment to 
the amendments recommended by the committee: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word ‘‘twelve”’ in line 8 and insert the word “twenty;” and 
add the words **in lieu of the pension he is now receiving.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended to conform to the amendment 
reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

NANCY T. DUNCKLEE. 

The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
1787) granting a pension to Nancy T. Duncklee. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, it was passed. 

DUDLEY F. BROWN. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
1811) granting an increase of pension to Dudley F. Brown. 

The bill was read, ordered to a third reading, and accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID N. THOMPSON, 

The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6765) to increase the pension of David N. Thompson. 

The bill and the amendment recommended by the Committee of 
the Whole were read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CAROLINE WILKINSON, 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R 
1513) granting a pension to Caroline Wilkinson. , 

The bill was read. 

Mr. SPALDING. Let us have the report, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. LouDENSLAGER) was read, as follows: 

The Committtee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
entitled *‘A bill granting a pension to Caroline Wilkinson,” beg leave t 


mit the following report, and recommend that said bill do pass wit 
amendment: 


The claimant is the daughter of John Spears, who served as a priva 
fifteen months in the regiment commanded by Colonel Goode, Virginia 
war of the Revolution. The service isa matter of record, and he was 4 
sioner on account of same until his death, in 1842. His widow, 8 
Spears, was also a pensioner until her death. 

Mrs. Wilkinson, the claimant, is a widow, 75 years old, in indigent cj; 
stances, and dependent upon others for support. 

The relationship of the claimant to the soldier is shown by the 
statements of John 8. Sims, William Phaup, and other aged citizens of « 
terfield County, Va. 

The claimant resides at Pilkinton, Chesterfield County, Va. 

There are several precedents for the proposed legislation, and in \ 
the claimant’s great e and dependent circumstances, your com 
believe that such precedents may very properly be followed in this ca 

The SPEAKER. How old would the father of this beneficiary 
be if he were now alive? 

Mr.COFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that this bill go over without 
prejudice? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that the bill go over with. 
out prejudice. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


CAPT. BRADBURY W. HIGHT. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bil! (S, 
1949) granting an additional pension to Capt. Bradbury W. Hizht. 

The bill was read, ordered to a third reading, and accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. ELY. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill 
(S. 2138) granting a pension to Mary E. Ely. 

The bill was read, ordered to a third reading, and accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


NETTIE A. CHEEKS. 
The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the Dill 


(S. 2913) granting an increase of pension to Nettie A. Cheeks. 
The bill and the amendment recommended by the Committee of 
the Whole were read. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JESSE DURNELL. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
3108) to grant a pension to Jesse Durnell, late second-class jilit 
on gunboat Lexington and transferred to gunboat Mariiorw. 

The bill and the amendment recommended by the Committee 
of the Whole were read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and pass: 

On motion of Mr. WOOD, the title of the bill was amended as 
recommended by the committee. 


ELIZABETH L, LARRABEE, 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the ))i!! (5. 
1356) to increase the pension of Elizabeth L. Larrabee, widow of 
Col. C. H. Larrabee, late of the Twenty-fourth Regiment of \V\s- 
consin Volunteers. 

The bill was read, ordered to a third reading, and accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM G. BUCK. 
The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (!1. B. 
8388) for the relief of William G. Buck. 
The bill was read, and ordered to be engrossed and read « t \ird 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passe. 
DANIEL E. DE CLUTE. 
The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (11. 8. 
9689) for the relief of Daniel E. De Clute. 
The bill and the amendments recommended by the Committee 
of the Whole were read. 
The amendments were agreed to. a! 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read at! ird 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passe. 
MARIA SOMERLAT. a 
The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill |». 


1323) granting a pension to Maria Somerlat, widow of Valentine 
Somerlat. 
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The bill and the amendment recommended by the Committee of 


Mr. ANDERSON. Is it not a fact that the record shows that 
the Whole were read. | this is a meritorious case, if any of these cases ought to pass? 
The amendment was agreed to. : , Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. _Itis, perhaps,as meritorious as many 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was | others of this kind. 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. | Mr. ANDERSON. This old ladyis 70 years of age. She is now 
FRANCES P. TRUMBULL. | supported by the « harity of her n ‘s. We have a number of 
The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. | precedents of cases like this. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New J 


Jersey asks that the 
re objection? |After 


5435) : — relief of Frances P. Trumbull, widow of Mathew M. | bill be laid aside without prejudice. Is i 
The bill and the amendments recommended by the Committee of | a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
the Whole were read. 

The amendments were agreed to. The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the } 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a | 19040) granting an increase of pension to George W. Fer 
third time; and it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 

RACHEL WADDELL. Mr. ERDMAN. I demand the reading of the engrossed copy of 
The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H.R. | this bill. hes 
9683) granting a pension to Rachel Waddell, of Newport, Tenn. Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will with- 
The bill was read, as follows: draw that demand. This is a very urgent case, and [ earnestly 
Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized | hope it will pass, and, while the engrossed copy will only delay 
nd directed to place on the pension roll the name of Rachel Waddell, daughter | the passage of the bill a short time, I hope the 
yt oy ES eS ee 
Piliot efevolutionary war, at the rate of $20 per month, subject to the pro- : ERDMAN. . I withdraw the demand _ pear —— 
visions and limitations of the general pension law. 1e bill was accordingly engrossed, read a third time, and 
The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole passed. 
was read, as follows: HANNAH E,. RODGERS. 
Strike out the word “twenty,” in line 8, and substitute therefor the word Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, in view of the action just taken 
“twelve,” so as to fix the rating at $12 per month. by the House with reference to the last Revolutionary widow bill, 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill be | I move to reconsider the vote by which a bill was passed a little 
laid aside without prejudice. while ago in the case of Hannah E. Rodgers (H. R. 1832), so that 
Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, there is no doubt about this | it may be put in the same category with the others that are being 
being the widow of a Revolutionary soldier, nor is there any doubt | passed over. : 
of its being a meritorious case. She is an old woman, about 73 The SPEAKER. Without objection, the vote in regard to that 
years of age. This House has passed a number of bills of this | bill will be reconsidered, the action of the House vacated, and the 
character, and I trust this bill will pass and not be laid aside. bill will take its place on the Calendar. [After a pause.] The 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to correct the | Chair hears no objection. 
gentleman in one statement, and that is that this is not the widow 
of a Revolutionary soldier, but she is the daughter of a Revolu- 
tionary soldier. 
The SPEAKER. How old is this beneficiary? 
Mr. ANDERSON. 1 think the record shows she is about 71 or 
72 years of age. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. She is 70 years old. 


GEORGE W. FERRER. 





gentleman will 


WILLIAM N. WELLS. 
The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6268) to increase the pension of William N. Wells. 
The bill was read. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 


Mr. ANDERSON. Seventy years old. | Srossed copy of the bill. _ 
The SPEAKER. How old would the father have beenif he were |_The SPEAKER. The Clerk has not the engrossed copy in his 
alive? | possession, and the bill will go over. 


Mr. DALZELL. When did this Revolutionary soldier cease to | MRS. LAURA A. NELSON, 
take care of this daughter. 


Of tl , : ‘ The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the Dill 
Mr. ANDERSON. There is no doubt of this being a Revolu- 


: L ) , | 2126) granting a pension to Mrs, Laura A. Nelson. 
tionary soldier. He was wounded at Kings Mountain. There are The bill was read. 
affidavits showing his service. 


The amendments from the Committee of the W hole were adopted, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. This is extending the pensioning | The bill was ordered to a third reading: and it was accordingly 
power of the Government down to the lineal descendants of Rev- | read the third time, and passed. : 
olutionary soldiers pretty far. MICHAEL LOCHARD 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. This is simply following the prece- ' ae as 


dents of the Fifty-third Congress in this Congress by the passage | ..5- s ; : we 
of numerous bills of this character, all of which I believe are | 7627) granting a pension to Michael Lochard. 

wrong in principle. The precedent has been established, but in| he bill was read. fiecaciiitee enh ci 

my judgment it should be overruled; and if any pension of this} The bill was ordered to be engrossed au on third time. 
character is to be given it should be under a general law. It is Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the r 
best not to take up and defeat this bill at the present time, and [ | 8T8sed copy of the bill. 3 

think it is impossible to pass a general bill, but I think that we | , he SPEAKER. The engrossed copy is not ac the desk. 
ought to lay hens bills aside for the present and until the House | Pill will go over. 
is ready to act advisedly on the whole question; because I do not 
believe it is the purpose or the policy of this House or the duty of | The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 146) 
this Government to pension the daughters, the granddaughters, | granting an increase of pension to Samuel C. Towne. 

the great-granddaughters, and the great great-granddaughters of The bill was read. 
any who may have been in the service of the Government. It is Mr. TALBERT. 
Wrong in principle. Asa member of the committee, I have fought | port. 

the passage of these bills until the precedent has been established, The report was read. 

and the consequence of fighting them seems to be simply to select The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
a few and pension those, and leave the others out; so that they | read the third time, and passed. 
have brought it down to a specified amount of $12 a month and 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H.R 


eading of the en- 


The 


SAMUEL C; TOWNE. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the re- 





' " L MARY O. H. STONEMAN. 
proof of the record of the soldier, and have left the House itself . snished } SE ee eee ae 
to judge whether it was wise to pass it. The question has never The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 205) 
been raised : ; granting a pension to Mary O. H. Stoneman. 
. r ; "oe read 
Mr. JOH) : . : The bill was read. : 
& good caaieah tectese aypene ta ba An amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I do not know why this particular | 980° to: am | 
beneficiary should be singled out as the object of quescilan. I ae —— r Ard oe a Me — sending; audit was 
appreciate the fact suggested that it may be very much more | *CCOP™NS!Y Feac whe thirc time, and passed. 
Pree pace and very much better than others, and that is why I | BENJAMIN 


ink we should pass a general law on the subject if there are to 
be pensions of this kind granted. 


L. NOLAN. 
The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


3745) granting a pension to Benjamin L. Nolan. 
one ANDERSON. Will the gentleman yield to me fer a ques- The bill was read. 


An amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. With pleasure. agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time: and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ABNER ABERCROMBIE. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4076) for the relief of Abner Abercrombie. 

The bill was read. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
PATRICK CLABBY. 

The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5499) for the relief of Patrick Clabby. 
The bill was read. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
LAURA C. DODGE, 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
2347) for the relief of Laura C. Dodge. 

The bill was read. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. LUCY ALEXANDER PAYNE, 

The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
1501) to increase the pension of Mrs. Lucy Alexander Payne. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear the report 
in that case. 

The report (by Mr. Corrin) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1501) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Lucy Alexander Payne, have considered 
the same, and report: | ‘ , 

The claimant in this ¢ase, Mrs. Lucy Alexander Payne, is the widow of 
Capt. J. Scott Payne, Fifth United States Cavalry, who graduated from the 
United States Military Academy and was appointed second lieutenant, Fifth 
Cavalry, June 18, 1866; promoted first lieutenant May 23, 1867; resigned Sep- 
tember 12, 1868. Appointed second lieutenant, Sixth Cavalry, February 3, 
1873, and first lieutenant September 8, 1874. Promoted tocaptain June 4, 1875, 
and retired as of that rank April 24, 1886, on account of disability originating 
in the line of his duty. ; 

Captain Payne’s record is a very honorable one, and he rendered very 
brilliant and gallant service in the campaign against the Utes, especially in 
what is known as the Milk River fight, wherein the gallant Major Thorn- 
burgh lost his life. After the fall of Major Thornburgh the command de- 
volved upon ene Payne, who made a gallant and successful resistance 
against overwhelming numbers of Indians, bringing his command out of the 
dangerous position with great credit. He was particularly mentioned by his 
commanding officer for his conduct in this affair, and was recommended for 
promotion, which, for some reason, never came to him. 

He was twice wounded during the fight referred to, and was a great suf- 
ferer before hisdeath. His widow is now in feeble health, suffering from the 
strain brought on by her faithful attendance on her husband during his last 
illness. She is without means and dependent upon her pension for the sup- 
port of herself and two minor children. 

Captain Payne died December 19, 1895, from disease originating in the serv- 
ice, and his widow is now receiving the pension of $20 per month provided by 
the general law. : 

In view of the conspicuous and valuable service rendered to his country 
by the deceased officer, and in the light of the widow's invalid condition and 
pressing necessities, your committee recommend the passage of the bill, 
amended, however, by fixing the rate of pension at $30 per month. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous 
question on the bill and amendments to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

AMANDA M. WAY. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5898) granting a pension to Amanda M. Way as army nurse, 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, let us hear the report. 

The report was read in part. 

Mr. TALBERT (during the reading). Mr. Speaker, I do not 
insist on the further reading of the report. I simply wanted to 
know whether this nurse had served the time required by law, 
and I am satisfied. 

An amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
agreed to. 

_ The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES A. NAZRO. 

The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6671) for the relief of Charles A. Nazro. 

The bill was read. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a thir 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


JOHN J. CROSS. 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H, R, 
2321) to increase the pension of John J. Cross. 

The bill was read. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Who! 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 
grossed copy of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair isinformed that the Clerk has not 
the engrossed copy inhis possession. The bill will go over. 


ANDREW J. MALDER, 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill 
6757) granting a pension to Andrew J. Malder. 


8 


H.R, 


The bill, with the amendments reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House, was read. 

Mr. TALBERT. I should like to have the report read in this 
case. 

The report (as already published) was read. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment proposed 
to the title will be agreed to. 
There was no objection. 


MALACHI SALTERS, 


The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9319) granting a pension to Malachi Salters. a sergeant of Com- 
pany F, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill and the amendment reported from the Committ: 
the Whole House were read. 

Mr. TALBERT. Let us hear the report. 

The report (as already published) was read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker. upon this bill or some other I desire 
to occupy a momert or two in order to submit a suggestion. I 
wish to call attention to a case on which this House has already 
passed, and on which, of course, no further action can be taken 
at present. But I wish to bring the subject to the attention of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, which, as I know, aims at all 
times to deal out equal and exact justice to all pensioners. 

In a case which the House has just passed, the widow of the late 
General Stoneman is an applicant for a pension, and that bill, in 
accordance with the recommendation of the committee, fixes the 
pension at $30 a month. Yesterday there was brought up for con- 
sideration here a bill to pension the widow of General Carr. The 
Senate had passed the bill at $100 a month; the House passed it at 
$50 a month. Of course, we know that in the “ shuffle ” that pen- 
sion will come out at the rate of $75. The members of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions have repeatedly stated that they think 
the widows of general officers should receive pensions at the rate 
of $50 a month. That seems to be the generally expresse(| senti- 
ment. 

Now, permit me to say that General Stoneman was as gallant 
a soldier as any person whose case has ever come before this body 
for consideration; and while I do not appear here as the advocate 
of large pensions, while I would not, if I had been present, have 
offered an amendment to that bill to make the pension $5). yet! 
want to call the attention of the committee to the fact that if they 
want to do equity in these cases, then when this bill gets into 
conference the same measure of justice should be extended to the 
widow of General Stoneman that has been extended to the widow 
of many a general officer of whom none of us ever heard. 

It was my fortune, Mr. Speaker, to serve under General Stone- 
man. As many of you remember, he was not during the war an 
ordinary brigadier-general, commanding a brigade, but be had 
intrusted to him separate commands of great importance. He 
served with great distinction during the war in the Army of the 
Potomac, and subsequently he was sent to the West. 

Now, when that case goes into conference, I hope—I do not state 
this as a request on my own part, but submit it as a matter of 
equal justice—I hope the members of that committee who may 0@ 
on the conference committee will see fit to equalize these pens!ons 
along the whole line. ; 

General Stoneman, it is true, was at one time the Democratic 
governor of the State which I have the honor in part to represent 
on this floor. I hopethat fact had no influence whatever in promp™ 
ing the committee to reduce the pension of his widow to >" 4 
month. I repeat the hope that the conference committee om 
mete out to this woman the same measure of justice that is met 
out to others. 


e of 
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Mr. THOMAS. _I wish to say to the gentleman from California 
(Mr. Loup} that I indorse every word he has said. While there 
was some disagreement in our committee on this subject, I was 


pers mally in favor of amending the bill referred to so as to give | 


Mrs. Stoneman a pension of $50 amonth. I knew General Stone- 
man in the same relation as did the gentleman from California, 
having served under his command; and I hope the conference 
committee will, as suggested by the gentleman from California, 
fix this pension at $50. 

Mr. LOUD. Iam satisfied that if the House understands the 
case it will sustain that position. ; 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time: and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
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Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enroiled Bills, reported | 


that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 
aax6) for the relief of Hiram T. Corum and Silas W. Davis, of 
Oregon; when the Speaker signed the same. 

ANNA G. VALK. 

The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7055) increasing the pension of Anna G. Valk, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole with amendments. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I would like some gentleman to 
explain something of this bill, and tell us why the widow of a 
surgeon in the Army is to have $40 a month, nearly what the widow 
of a brigadier-general gets. If there is any reason for it, I should 
like to know it, for it does not appear in the report: and why this 
large pension is granted I have no means of ascertaining. 

| move tostrike out ‘* forty ’ and insert ‘‘ twenty ” in the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The arnendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Iam informed, Mr. Speaker, that the bene- 
ficiary of this bill is receiving now a pension of $25 a month. 
The amendment makes this bill $20 a month. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

NANCY ROBERTS. 

The next unfinished business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8633) granting a pension to Nancy Roberts, of Manchester, Clay 
County, Ky. 

Mr. SPALDING. 
case. 

The report was read at length. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

RECONSIDERATION. 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS, a motion to reconsider the several 
votes taken was laid on the table. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIS. During the debate on last Monday on the bill 
for the relief of Joseph E. Vantine, a bill having been presented 
for the increase of his pension, it seemed to me, from the remarks 
of the gentleman from California Sap Loup], that a sort of 
insinuation was dropped that for the sake of getting my Dill 
through the House I was willing to pervert the facts of history. 

The report on that bill asserted that Joseph Vantine was the 
first one who ever suggested the use of chain armor over the sides 
of a ship to protect it from the missiles of theenemy. The gentle- 
man from California rose and said that that honor belonged to 
Admiral Farragut. Now, I wish to read to the House a letter 
from Admiral Farragut which I think will explain itself. He 
Says: 

Mr. Moore— 


Meaning Chief Engineer John W. Moore— 


is the gentleman whom I mentioned in my official letter as the originator of 
the cladding of ships with chain cables, and has always been spoken of by his 
commander as a man of great merit, both in and out of his profession. 

D. G. FARRAGUT. 


In order to set myself right, I would refer the House to pages 
822 and 323 of Bennett's Steam Navy of the United States, which 
Sives a pretty full history of this affair. This is an able volume, 
which is considered authority, and which I have in my desk, so 
that any gentleman can refer to it who is pleased to take the 
trouble. 

Mr. John W. Moore, chief engineer, reported to Admiral Far- 
ragut, or suggested to him, the use of chain cables to protect ships 
from the missiles of the enemy. The officers of the Richmond 


claim that the idea originated on that ship, and that Assistant 


Iask for the reading of the report in that 


| the character of Mr. Loup, or to reflect upon him in any 


| of getting a pension bill through here, for anyb 


| He needs no apology or defense from the ; 


Engineer Eben Hoyt suggested the idea in the ince to 
ofh 


first inst 
Mr. Moore; and the same officers claimed that Joe Vantine., tl 
man whose name was embodied in the bill I offered in the House, 
was the first to suggest it to Eben Ho 
One thing is certain, Mr. Speaker, that Admiral F: 
not claim the honor, and those who honor his hi 
claimed it for him. 
Mr. DOCKERY. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. DOCKERY. 


t] agut did 
ever 
Mr. Speaker 

For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

I donot desire to raise any 


pure ler 

but simply to call the attention of the gentleman from Delaware 

to the fact that the gentleman from California | Mr. Lot is not 
now present. 

Mr. WILLIS. Well, he was present five minutes ago. What 


am Ito do? Cork up and hush? 


[Laughter.] It is not my busi 
ness to keep him here. 


I do notintend to say any thing to traduce 
manner 
whatever. Itis a matter of contest between the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Loup] and myself as to the facts of history. that 
is all. Ido not want to appear before this House as adopting a 
subterfuge, and thereby perverting the facts of history for the sake 
ody. The man who 
suspects me of anything like that, does not know his man, that is 
all. [Laughter and applause. } 

What I want to say is this, Mr. Speaker: My feelings, my senti- 


ments, are so much involved in a matter of this kind that I wish 
it known that L would be the last man in this world to tear a sin- 
gle leaf from the laurel crown which binds the brow of that great 


naval officer, Admiral Farragut. He needs no defense from me. 
’ gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr. Loup]. in his lifetime and after he had d away 
from this scene of action neither he nor his friends demanded that 
his fame should be plastered over with the veneering of any man’s 
achievements. He was great in himself. His fame is secure, his 
name is immortal, and 1 glory init, and I glory in the ladd 


which he climbed to fame. 1 would decorate every rune of tha 


passe 


| ladder with oriflamme of victory,and when he had ascended to the 
apex I would stand and shout while they crowned him before the 
| eyes of an admiring world. But, sir,if I knew the man that built 
| the ladder I would bow in homage before him, and when he died 
| | would cover his grave with flowers and bedew it with the tears 


Ll have both read. 


| of holy devotion. 


Sir, what I protest against is theseeming disposition to deny to 
the humble and obscure the honor which justly belongs to them. 
Iam reminded of a little story in ancient history which you and 
There was once a great general who was a 
leper, and not a great many miles away was a certain prophet, 
dwelling in the hills of Samaria. In the household of this great 
general there was a slave Jewess, a little maiden who sympathized 
with the sufferings of her lord, who went to her mistress and sug- 
gested that if her master would only go down to Samaria and ap- 
peal to that great prophet he would be healed of hisleprosy. The 
wife suggested it to her husband and persuaded him to go down. 
He went, and the prophet came tothe doorand told him to go and 
wash in the,Jordan, which he did and was healed. 

Now, if the gentleman from California |[Mr. Loup] had had the 
writing of that story he would have covered the prophet and the 
general with glory, and with grudging forgetfulness would have 


put outof sight the little slave Jewess, who started the wheels to 
turning and brought prophet and general together. I[ am not 
one of that kind. aa and laughter.] I want it remem- 


bered that God in His great wisdom and power sometimes chooses 
the weak things of the earth to confound the mighty, and the 
things that are not to bring to naught the things that are. 
Let not ambition mock their useful toil, 
Their homely joys, their destiny obscure; 
Nor grandeur hear with a disdainful smile 
The short and simple annals of the poor 
—— } 
assert here to-day that the first suggestion for chain armor for 
ships of war came out of the fire hole of the ship Richmond, and 
the first lips that uttered it were the lips of old Joe Vantine. 
[Applause. | 
Mr. THOMAS. I move, Mr. Speaker, that the House take a 
recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Pending the announcement of the vote, leave of absence was 
granted as follows: 

To Mr. Pitney, for this evening’s session, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. VAN Horn, for this evening, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WILBER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. STAHLE, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Coss, for this day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. GILLet of New York, for four days, on account of im- 
portant business. 
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To Mr. LINNEY, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. , ; 
To Mr. Copp1NnG, for four days, on account of important busi- 
ness 
LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Rusk, leave was granted 
to wi I from the files of the House the petition filed with the 
bill to grant a pension to H. Frederick Fisher, a soldier in the 
M n war, there being no adverse report on said bill. 

The motion of Mr. THomMaAs was agreed to; and accordingly (at 
8 o'clock and 54 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 8 


p- m., the Speaker announcing that the evening session 






would devoted to the consideration of business in order at Fri- 
day evening sessions under the rule, and that the gentleman from 
Ne York, Mr. PAYNE, would occupy the chair as Speaker pro 
tempo! 


EVENING SESSION, 
Ther 
o'clock 


Cite 
rhe 


ecess having expired, the House was called to order at 8 

p. m. by Mr. PAYNE as Speaker pro tempore. 

SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
J } 





The muse shall, on each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m., take a recess until 8 
© which evening sessio vate pension bills, bills for the removal 
of } al disabilities, and bills ving charges of desertion only shall be 
c ed; said evening sessiol ot to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 
n t 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House to consider bills on the 
Private Calendar under the rule. 

Ur. LOUDENSLAGER,. Pending that, I offer the following 
resoiution: 
Clerk read as follows: 
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The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the time 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 
_.The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bi 
57983) granting a pootion to Mary L. Tweddle, submit the following ; 

William Tweddle, the husband of this petitioner, served as ca; 
Company K, Tenth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, from Novembe; 
until August 7, 1862, when his resignation, tendered by reason of ha 
tracted rheumatism, affecting the back and lower extremities, was a 

_He was pensioned by the Pension Office at the rate of $5 per mor 
discharge; $15 from May 13, 1882, and $20 from March 24, 1886, on 
lumbago and chronic diarrhea, and, as will be seen by the forego 
his disability gradually increased until he was allowed the total of 


| aS a captain. 


He died August 22, 1892, of congestion of the brain. 

The petitioner applied to the Pension Bureau for a pension under 
eral laws, furnishing medical testimony that Captain Tweddle’s d 
due to the lumbago or rheumatism for which he was pensioned, ar 
certificate of the board of health, made upon the return of the atte 
sician, showing that the primary cause of death was congestion of 1 
and the remote cause rheumatism and diarrhea, but the claim was 
in the Pension Bureau upon the ground that it was not shown f: 
ical standpoint that the cause of death was due tothe disabilities { 
this officer was pensioned. 

Both the officer and the petitioner had been previously married 
fact of death of the former consorts was duly shown in evidence on 
Pension Office. 

The petitioner married the officer on January 5, 1891, and conseq: 
have no status for pension under the act of June 27, 1890, which « 
that a widow of a soldier shall have been married to such soldier p: 
passage of such act. 

The medical testimony furnished by Drs. Mannakee and Muncast 
city, physicians of high standing, shows that the congestion of bra 
doubt a result of the heart trouble from which the officer had suff 





| result of the rheumatism, which for a period had only affected t! 


muscles, but became general thereafter. 

Medical authorities admit that congestion of the brain, the res 
peded return of the blood from the head, may be caused by i: 
within the circulation, such as disease of heart. 

While the connection of the death cause with the pensioned d 
may not have been sufficiently shown by the testimony of the att: 
sicians, your committee believe that the case from all its surroun 
aoneas to present equitable features, and do recommend that t 
assed. 

: The petitioner is old and dependent upon the assistance of fri: 
daughter, who is hardly able to assist her by reason of having a la 


| of her own to support. 


The 
: . That House bills be considered in the following order: The Clerk 
to ca first bill on the Calendar, announce the number of it, the Calendar | 
number ithe name of the member who introduced it, and upon his fail- 
ure to respond “* Present,” the bill to be passed without prejudice and the 
next bill to be called in the same way; Senate bills to be called in regular 


order as the y appear or the Calendar. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the gentleman from Michigan. 
JOHN TAYLOR 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, pending that, I would state that I 
have a bill here for the removal of the political disabilities of a 
grandson of old Zachary Taylor, and the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary instructed me to take the first chance to 
call it up in the House. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. It will take but a moment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The question is on the motion of 


COL. WwoopD, 





A bill (S. 2746) to remove the political disabilities of Col. John Taylor Wood. 
Be it enacted. et two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That all 
political disabilities imposed by the third section of the fourteenth amend- 
i f the Cor t of the United States be, and the same are hereby, 
removed from Col. John Taylor Wood 


a 
read the third time,and passed, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


‘he bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Michigan that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. EVANS. I move that the bill be laid aside with a f 
able recommendation. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ANTON ERNST. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H 
8075) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 1 
of Anton Ernst. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is her 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the milita 
of Anton Ernst, late of Company K, Second Maryland Infantry, and 
him an honorable discharge, to date as of October 15, 1862. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, that is not my bill; but | 
duced the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest that the Clerk call the title of t! 
and that a member may move that the bill be considered 
wise that the bill be passed. I think that will be corre 
the order. a of ‘**Oh no!” } 

Mr. HULICK. Let the Clerk read the name of the mem! 
introduced the bill. 

Mr. FLETCHER. A parliamentary inquiry. I want to! 
what becomes of the Senate bills that come from our Senat 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the order agai 


| committee, as a number of members have come in since th: 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the | 


Whole, Mr. Lacry in the chair. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. or what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Iwant unanimous consent to consider 
a bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the first bill. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. 
[Cries of ** Regular order!” 

The CHAIRMAN, 
special order of the House. 
the bt 





That is not inorder. The Clerk will report 


Let me make astatement to the House. 


} 
j 


The House has directed the order of 
isiness. 
MARY L. TWEDDLE. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5795) granting a pension to Mary L. Tweddle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
authorized and direct 
name of Mrs. Mary L 





“hat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
ed to place on the pension roll of the United States the 
r'weddle, widow of Wi 


Y + 








to the provisions and limitations of the general pension laws. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. ERDMAN. iI desire that the report be read, 


iam Tweddle, late captain of | 


Company K, Tenth Kentucky Volunteers, and to pay her a pension, subject | 1862."" 


ras adopted. 

The order was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentlem 
Wisconsin that the bill appears to have been introduced 
Does he desire to have it passed without prejudice? 

Mr.GRIFFIN. Iask, Mr. Chairman, that the bill be co: 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is her« 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the milita 


| of Anton Ernst, late of Company K, Second Maryland Infantry, a! 


| ber 5, 1864. 


| him an honorable discharge, to date as of October 15, 1882. 
The committee is doing business under a | 


Mr. McCLELLAN. lLask that the report of the Comm 
Military Affairs be read. 
The report (by Mr. GRIFFIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the | 
4300) for the relief of Regina Ernst. having had the same under cons! 
would report thereon as follows: 

Itappears that Regina Ernst is the widow of Anton Ernst, who, a 
the report of the War Department. was enrolled September 5, 1561, asa 
in Company K, Second Regiment Maryland Infantry, to serve thr 
and appears to have served faithfully until August 31, 1862. The mu- 
for September and October, 1862, reports him “ Deserted from Oct 
He never rejoined his company, although he owed service to > 
The medical records furnish no information concerning 
applying for a removal of_the charge of desertion from the record 

ar Department, Regina Ernst, on June 22, 189], testified that in 14 
she brought her husband home from the Army “under a furlough. ; l 
an invalid, suffering from asthma, heart affection, and the effects of the | 


ships of the service; that he was never thereafter in a fit condition to ret 
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to the Army, and was an invalid on her hands for ten yearsafter she brought 
him home, she having to support him during that time by her daily toil. 

Under date of June 22, 1891, Comrade Boettger testified that he was second 
lieutenant of Ernst’s company; that the said Ernst was a good, brave soldier, 
and never showed the slightest disposition to shirk his duty, always doing it 
manfully, and further corroborated so much of the widow’s testimony as 
went to show that the soldier was suffering from a severe illness and was 
taken home “under a furlough.” : ae a 

On July 7, 1891, Angeline Wennig and Wendelin Kessler testified that they 
saw the soldier when he was brought home from the Army; that he was in 
very bad condition and seemed to be suffering from asthma and lung trouble, 


being hardly able to get his breath at all; that they were his neighbors and 


saw him frequently, and that he was never able to return to the service, 
being almost entirely helpless. 

Philip Engerd, Daniel Cooper, and John Luber, on July 18, 1890, testified 
that they were members of the Second Maryland Infantry; that Ernst became 
very sick in the service, having a bad cough and difficulty in catching his 
breath—a wheezing way of breathing that was extremely noticeable on ac 
eount of his unusual height: that his efforts to breathe caused him to bend over 
in a peculiar manner, and that he continued in this way * until discharge.” 

John Gerhard, on September 9, 1800, declared under oath that he served 
with Ernst, who, during the latter part of his service, suffered from a sever 
hacking cough and cold, brought on by exposure in the service. 
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George Lintenberger, on July 16, 1891, testified that he served with Ernst, | 


nd corroborates the statement of Gerhard. 
John Luber again, on July 17, 1801, corroborates the statements, substan- 
tially, of the witnesses Angeline Wennig and Wendelin Kessler 

On August 29, 1891, Boettger, who also testified on June 22, 1891, stated, in 
reply to a letter from the War Department, that after the battle of Antietam, 
Md.. September 17, 1862, when the regiment was encamped at Pleasant Val- 
ley, Ernst received a pass from First Lieut. F. W. Heck, then commanding 
the company, to go through the lines, he remembering the incident distinctly 
on account of the soldier's sickness. He further stated that he was not able 
to “diagnose fully the nature of the soldier's ailment, but was impressed at 
the time with the fact that he was a very sick man; that he seemed to be suf- 
fering from asthma, lung affection, and general debility. 

In reply toa letter addressed by the War Department to Louis Flecken- 
stein, late a lieutenant of Ernst’s company, he stated, under date of Septem- 
ber 5, 1891, that at and after the time said Ernst is shown by the records to 
have deserted he was an able-bodied man, and that he was charged with deser- 
tion according to the rules and discipline of war. 

On July 17, 1881, Regina Ernst again testified that her husband was a well 
man before his enlistment; that he was taken very ill while in the service 
and sent for her; that he was suffering from asthma ina bad form and had 
treated himself, using anything that was suggested to him, hoping to obtain 
relief: that after he went home he was treated by affiant with “home reme- 
dies,” as it was thought that a physician ** would not be of much use;"’ that 
the spells would come on suddenly, and he would suffer terribly; that he had 
no intention of deserting, and ha 
service, but was not fit for any work after he went home, and that it was im- 
possible for her to furnish medical testimony. 

Hannibald Gutman and Henry Freund testified, under date of October 12, 
1891. that this soldier was completely incapacitated from performing the du- 
ties of a soldier from the time he arrived home until the day of his death, in 


October, 1875, and that his wife supported him during this time; that Ernst | 


wes in good health when he enlisted, but was in wretched health after his 
return from the Army. 

On October 18, 1803, Regina Ernst, then being 62 years of age, made an affi- 
davit. which has been presented to your committee, wherein she stated that 
atter the battle of Sharpsburg, or Antietam, she went to the battlefield to see 
her husband, who had been sick, but participated in the engagement, and 
that he carried the company colors; that when she got to the camp, about 


he been able would have returned to the | 





September 20, 1862, she found her husband very poorly, so she went to Cap- | 


tain Seedsburg and gota pass to go home, and her husband was so much 
worse next day that Lieutenant Heck went to the captain and talked to 


him, and the captain told Heck to give a furlough to her husband, witha pass | 


for eight days, which he did, and then said if he was no better at the end of 
eight days tell him to stay till sent for; that she and her husband came to 
their home in Baltimore. When his eight days’ furlough expired he was no 
better, nor did he ever get much better; that his disease soon developed into 
a severe case of asthma, and he never was able to go but a few blocks from 
their home or to do any work, and for twelve years was an invalid, and died 
of the disability in 1876; that he never did desert in any way, but came away 
with his furlough, accompanied by her, and with full consent and knowledge 
of his superior officers, and never was able to go back or do any duty again 
during the remainder of his life. 

On September 15, 1894, Wanobatl Gutman, John H. Hoeck, and John Luber 
each testified of their personal knowledge that Anton Ernst was treated by 
one Dr. Troutman for several years after said Ernst returned home in Sep- 
tember, 1862, until the death of Dr. Troutman, and corroborates the state- 
ment of the widow as to her husband's ill condition of health until his death, 
and the witness Gutman also corroborates the widow as to the fact that she 
mapertes her husband and family by her own labors until the time of his 
aeath. 

Your committee, after a careful review of the testimony, has arrived at 
the conclusion that the failure of the soldier Anton Ernst to return to his 
command and serve out the term of his enlistment and receive an honorable 
discharge was due to his serious illness, which so disabled him as to render 
him incapable of returning to his regiment. 

All the sworn testimony supports this conclusion, and the only statement 
which militates against the same is the one made by Louis Fleckenstein, late 
a lieutenant of Ernst’s company, which is not, in the report of the War De- 
partment, stated to have been under oath, and hence your committee are 
unwilling that such statement should outweigh all the sworn statements 
supporting the conclusion at which the committee has arrived. It appears 
to your committee that the soldier left his command by permission, and 


hence no intention of deserting existed at that time, and during the remain- | 


der of the term of his enlistment his condition was such as to excuse him 
from ——- to his command. 
t 


Your committee therefore submit the following as a substitute bill, and 
recommend that the same do pass: 
_“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Anton Ernst, late of Company K, Second Maryland 
infantry, and to grant him an honorable discharge, to date as of October 15, 


Mr. McCLELLAN. May IL ask my colleague on the committee 
& question? Is the captain who is referred to in this report dead? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. I did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Is the captain who is referred to in that 
report dead? A comrade says that that captain told the husband 
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of the claimant, the beneficiary in this bill, to go home for eight 
days, and that if he was not better, to stay until sent for. Now, 
there is nothing to show this from any of the company’s officers. 
Is the captain dead? If he is living, it would be a very 

thing to get an affidavit from him. Nothing appears here 
the officers of the company 


SILIpPLA 
fy 


m 


Mr. GRIFFIN. As this is a favorable report. there is no ques- 
ion, from the habits and custom of the committ to believe other 
than that it is a meritorious case. I think the very points which 
the gentleman from New York calls attention t re abundantly 
covered by the proof in this case. It will be observed t there 
are a number of affidavits, and the points to which is 
made are material, and the committee came tothe conclu hat 
a favorable report should be made. I think the report was drawn 
a long time ago, and [ have no personal recollection respectii 
1 am satisfied that the question Was abundantly supported 
proof. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. If my colleague is satisfied, that is suffi- 
cient, as I know he investigates all cases before his subcommittee 
very carefully. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Iam satisfied. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HARRIET M. KNOWLTON 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 719) to 

| restore a pension to Harriet M. Knowlton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and 1 hereby, 
authorized and directed to restore to the pension roll, subject to the pro 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the namw of Harr M.K viton, 
widow of the late Major Knowlton, of the Twenty-ninth Maine \ inteer 
Infantry, at the rate of $25 per month 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. THOMAS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.719 
to restore a pension to Harriet M. Knowlton, adopt as their own the attached 
Senate report (No. 19+) and report the bill back with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

SENATE REPORT. 

The claimant in this case, Harriet M. Knowlton, widow of Major Kn 
ton, of the Twenty-ninth Maine Volunteer Infantry, asks to be restors ) 
the pension rolls, and supports her claim by the following statement of 1 
Harriet M. Knowlton, married at Lewiston, Me., on January 2), 84, to W 


liam Knowlton, who was afterwards major of the Twenty-ninth Regi it 
Infantry, Maine Volunteers, and was killed at the head of his r 


ent Sep- 
tember 19, 1864. 


Mrs. Knowlton received a widow's pension of $25 per month unti r sec: 
ond marriage, to Albin B. Stinchfield in November, 1567. On Ma IS80, she 
obtained a divorce from said Stinchfield on the ground of deserti he ha 
ing left her and not having furnished her any support for more than twelve 
years. The judgment and decree of divorce authorized her to take and 1 
sume her former name of Harriet M. Knowlton. Mrs. Knowlton is n n 
her sixty-fourth vear, and her only means of support is by nursing, wl i 
“ee has furnished her only support for the past twelve years 

The statement as to the divorce is fully and properly proved, as is shown 
by a certificate from C. B. Terrell, clerk of the district court, which show 
that the case was placed on the calendar May 25, 1889, at special term, and 
that it came on for trial the same time, and judgment was rendered in her 
behalf that — resume her former name of Harriet M. Knowlto 

In view of the honorable record of her former husband, his gallant s« 


ices during the war, and his death while in active service at the 


head of his 

regiment, and the fact that she was in receipt of a pension after his death 
and prior to her second marriage, and ample proof of her release from her 
second husband by the divorce proceedings, and the further fact that s} 
now poor and unable to earn a full living, the committee therefore deem 
proper that she be restored tothe rolls and granted a pension of #25 | 
month, and that the bill be passed 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I move that 


that bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETER 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2035) granting an increase of pension to Peter Anderson, of Strong 
City, Kans. 

The bill was read, as follows:  - 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 


r be, 
authorized and directed to increase t pen f Peter Ande 


ANDERSON. 


and he is her 





ym son, of 





City, Kans., late of Company C, Sixtieth United States Colored Infantry 
pay hith a pension of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension now receiv by 
im, said increase of pension to be paid sul t to the provisions and limita 


tions of the pension laws 
Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. KiRKPATRICK) was read, 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, t 


as follows: 


o whom was referred the bill (H. R 


2035) granting an increase of pension to Peter Anderson, of Strong Cit; 
Kans., submit the following report: 
Peter Anderson, for whom an increase of pension is asked by this bill 


now drawing a pension of $12 a month. It is shown by the records of the 
War Department that he served in Company C, Sixtieth United States Col 
ored Infantry. 





It is shown by the affidavits on file that while working in astone quarry 
at Ottawa, Kans., July 18. 1887, by a premature blast he lost both | 
one at the elbow and the other above it. He has no meansof sup; 
pension and what he receives from selling apples at trains. He carr 
apples in a basket suspended from his shoulders by astrap. He has a! 


family depending on him for support, and frequently is compelled to ask 
county for aid. 








Wi s anhar rustworthy colored man of good moral character. 
In \ } i id his service, we recommend the passage of the 
bill dmendment 

y he word “* fif *and insert in lieu thereof the word 

thir 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, it is very necessary that some 


1 amendment be made in this bill in order to perfect it, and I 
offer them for that purpose. 


amendments were read, as follows: 


form 








i out “increase the pension” and insert “* 
therwise to the provisions and regulati 
», Strike ou Strong City, Kans.” 
» 5, after the word “late,” insert ** private.” 
.. strike t all after the word * him.’ 
1d tl so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
And 





I 
Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this isa 
bill that ought not to be reported favorably by this committee. 
The applicant is receiving now $12 amonth. Twenty-two years 


after the war he lost his arms by a premature explosion. There | 


is no pretext anywhere that that was the result in any way of dis- 
ability incurred in the service. It was simply a misfortune, and 
if this poor unfortunate man can not get along in the world it is 
the duty of the community in which he resides to take care of him. 
It is not the duty of the American nation, and it is not to the 
credit of that community that they let him come here to ask the 
charity of the nation. I move that this bill be laid on the table. 


Mr. McCLELLAN. Will the gentleman who introduced this 
bill [Mr. Curtis of Kansas] let me ask him a question? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Certainly. 

Mr. MCCLELLAN. Isthere any claim made that this disability 


is the result directly or indirectly of the man’s service in the Army? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. 
number of precedents for bills of this character. 
half a dozen of them in this Congress. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Ido not doubt that. lam asking simply 
for information. It appears, then, Mr. Chairman, that this is pure 
gratuity. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. ErRDMAN, to lay 
the bill on the table; and the Chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Iask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 9, noes 84. 

The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the re- 
port was adopted. 

The amendments offered by Mr. THOMAS were then agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

WASHINGTON BAKER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4517) granting a pension to Washington Baker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $72 per 
month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Washington Baker, of Girard, Kans., late of Company H, Eighty- 
sixth Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. KiRKPATRICK) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4517) granting a pension to Washington Baker, having had the same under 
consideration, report as follows: 

The soldier, Washington Baker, was late a private in Company H, Eighty- 
sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and was en rolled on the llth day 
of August, 1862, and discharged January 6, 1865. The soldier is now drawing 
a pension of $12 a month under act of 189). His claim for pension under act 
of June 14, 1862, was rejected for the reason, as alleged, that the soldier's dis- 
ability {that of total blindness) was not due to his military service; that his 
eyes were defective when he entered the Army. The soldier alleges that at 
Murfreesboro, Tenn., in the month of January, 1863, he contracted a severe 
cold, resulting in pneumonia, followed by a diseased condition of the eyes. 
He also alleges that subsequently, while in an engagement soon thereafter, 
he was standing behind a brick chimney and firing therefrom, when a cannon 
ball passed through the chimney, filling his eyes with sand and lime dust, 
which added very much to their already diseased condition. 

These allegations are abundantly supported by his comrades, two of these 
testifying that they were with him in the hospitalat the time of the diseased 
condition of his eyes and subsequently, and that he was compelled to wear 
goggles a great portion of the time. The testimony, which is voluminous, 
satisfies your committee beyond question that the claimant's eyes at the 
time he entered the service were perfectly sound and free from disease, and 
remained in that condition until he contracted pneumonia, and that subse- 
quent to that time his eyes were continually in a diseased condition. The 
ean aat progressed until the eyeballs were swollen and protruded from the 
lids of che eyes; and while in this condition the claimant was working in his 
field and received an injury to one of his eyes by a cornstalk, but did not re; 
gard the matter as serious and continued his work for a day or so. Soon 
thereafter he was forced to abandon the same and send fora doctor. His 
physician, on examining his eye, found it filled with pus, and, there being 
no hope of restoring it, decided to remove it for the purpose of saving the 
other eye. This was done. The other eye improved apparently for some 
i, but again grew worse, until the ball burst, leaving the claimant totally 

olind. 

Your committee believe, from the testimony on file in the Pension Office, 
and in fact the physician who removed the eye gave it as his opinon, that the 
injury received to the eye in the cornfield , asdue to its swollen and inflamed 
condition and the inability of the claimant to see objects, and that the acci- 


We have passed 
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dent would not have occurred had the claimant's eyes been sound: that ¢] 
loss of claimant’s eyes is directly traceable to his army service, and that 7 
fair-minded man can read the testimony and reach a different concl 
Your committee therefore report the bill back to the House with the r: 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, some formal amendments aro 
required to perfect this bill also, and I send them to the desk, 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 7, strike out the words “‘ of Girard, Kans.”* 

In line 7, after the word “ late,” insert ** a private.” 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, in this case the applicant los+ 
his eye by its coming in contact with a cornstalk many yea 
after the war. The principle here is in line with that involved 
the last bill—the principle of pensioning, not for disabilities , 
tracted in the service, but for injuries incurred long after | 
war. It is quite apparent, from the recommendation of )il] 
this character, that the committee is willing this evening to 
anything and everything go through. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Will my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KiRKPATRICK], answer a questi 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Certainly. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Is it not a fact that the present Conn 
sioner of Pensions has recently held that when a soldier 
accepted during the war, the Government is estopped from ; 
ting up the defense that he was unsound at the time he entered 
the service? Has not the present Commissioner modified 
former rule in that respect? 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK, Ido not know. 
rule heretofore. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. It was not the rule under the previous 
Commissioner, but my impression is that the present Counnis- 
sioner has modified the rule in that way. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Ido not know about that, but he oucht 
to have done so. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. He ought not to have done so, but he has, 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, in addition to what has been 
said by the gentleman from Pennsylvania So ERDMAN], I des 
to call attention to the fact that under the management of 
Pension Bureau the regularly organized board of examiners in that 
Bureau, sworn officers, have found that this soldier’s disability of 
total blindness is not due to his military service, but that his eves 
were defective when he entered the Army. Further down, 
stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the fact is set forth 
that this man was plowing in his field one day, when his eye was 
struck by a cornstalk, which injured his eyesight still more. He 
was not in the Army at that time, of course. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. TALBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. The Government took this man 
and put him into the Army. Even if he had defective sight, they 
accepted him to fight for his country, and, with his defective sigitt, 
he served three years, I believe. 

Mr. TALBERT. I do not dispute that. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. In view of that fact. is th 
any equity in denying him relief now that he is totally disabled: 

Mr. TALBERT. That is another question entirely, which | am 
not now discussing. 

Mr. McCLELLAN (to Mr. TALBERT). The question of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey is in line with the plank in the p!atform 
adopted at Chicago last summer. [Laughter. | 

Mr. TALBERT. Oh, well, the gentleman knows, I guess, that 
that platform was made to get in on. and not to stand on after- 
wards. [Laughter.] But, Mr. Chairman, as I was saying, there 
is a regularly organized medical board in the Pension Lurean, 
composed of sworn officers, who find, under the responsibility of 
their oaths, that this man’s disability can not'be traced to service 
origin. That is not gainsaid. That is the record of the Pension 
Department. Again, it is shown by the man’s own evidence that 
his eyes were further injured by being struck by a cornstalk, and 
the physician who examined him gives it as his opinion—does 101 
swear to it, does not even certify to it—merely gives it as his opin- 
ion that the injury done by the cornstalk was owing to the swollen 
and inflamed condition of the eye at the time. 

Now, it seems to me that any statements which should influen 
the committee to vote for a claim of this kind ought to be back 
up by sworn evidence, and should not be the mere ipse dixit 0! 
any man, especially when that testimony is used to rebui the 
finding of a sworn court specially organized to examine these 
matters and find the facts upon oath. I have given you the finc- 
ing of the medical board of the Pension Office, and that is con- 
tradicted only by the mere statement of, you may say, a layman, 
not a Government officer at all. It does seem to me that that's 
insufficient evidence to justify the passage of this claim. These 
are my views, and I feel it my duty to state them and to enter my 
protest against the passage of this claim. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. One word, Mr. Chairman. The test! 
mony on file in the Invalid Pensions Committee room abundautly 
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shows that this man’s sight was sound when he entered the Army. 
There is no sort of question in my mind that this disability was 
incurred originally in the service, and no man can read the testi- 
mony and doubt that fact. 

The amendments proposed by Mr. THomas were adopted. 

The question being taken on laying the bill aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, the Chairman declared that the ayes 
BF emed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask fora division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 2. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass, 


JOHN M. LAUGHLIN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7688) for the relief of John M. Laughlin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


auth¢ 






private 
\ 


lunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension of $20 per month. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


At the end of the bill strike out the words “and pay him a pension of $20 
per month.” 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. Layton) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7688) for the relief of John M. Laughlin, having carefully considered the same, 
respectfully submit the following report: 

Said soldier duly enlisted and was duly enrolled, examined, and sworn in 
as a private of Lieut. George Melick’s detachment, Twentieth Regiment Obio 
Volunteers, on the Ist day of October, 1862, at Columbus, Ohio, and actually 
served as such soldier in said detachment until the 3lst day of January, 1863, 
when he was discharged at Cairo, [ll., by reason of surgeon's certificate of 
disability, and a certificate of honorable discharge was duly issued and deliv- 
ered tohim. No records of the actual muster of said soldier can be found. 

The records of the Auditor for the Treasury Department state that the 
soldier, John M. Laughlin, was paid from enlistment, October 1, 1862, Sidney, 
Ohio, to discharge, January 31, T63, Cairo, lll., four months; and twenty-one 
days’ travel; 420 miles travel from place of discharge home. He received 
$71.44 on account of the aforesaid service. 

Said soldier never reenlisted. 

On the 28d day of January, 1865, this soldier was granted a pension of $2.66 
per month, commencing from January 31, 1863, the date of his discharge (cer- 
tifieate 87290), by reason of aphonia, complicated with chronic bronchitis, 
contracted in the service. He continued to draw this pension until the 4th of 
March, 1867, when he voluntarily relinquished the same and returned his pen- 
sion certificate and blank voucher to the Pension Bureau. Soldier states he 
did so because he had partially recovered from his disabilities, and because 
of the smallness of the pension allowed him. 

On the 22d day of October, 1890, said soldier filed an application for the 
restoration of his pension and increase of same, and also an application under 
the act of June 27, 1890. Both of these claims were rejected on the 13th day 
of April, 1893, on the grounds that the records of the War Department fail to 
show that the name of said soldier is borne on the rolls of any company of the 
Twentieth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. The Commissioner of Pensions further 
— to said soldier, as a further cause for the rejection of his claim, as fol- 
Ows: 

“There being no record of your muster in, you can not be recognized as 
having been properly in the service of the United States.” 

All of the foregoing facts are clearly shown by the official records and 
sworn testimony now on file in the Pension Office. 

Inasmuch, therefore, as said soldier was duly enlisted and enrolled, and 
actually served as such soldier for four months, and received an honorable 
discharge, your committee are clearly of the opinion that he is justly and 
equitably entitled to a pensionable status the same as if he had been actually 
mustered, and do therefore recommend the passage of the bill with the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

Strike out the words ‘and pay him a pension of $20 per month.” 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, it appears that the records 
of the War Department do not show that this soldier was ever 
inthe Army. But there is another record showing that he was in 
the Army and rendered good service. 

The records of the Auditor of the Treasury Department state that the 
soldier, John M. Laughlin, was paid from enlistment, October 1, 1862, Sidney, 
Ohio, to discharge, January 31, 1863, Cairo, Ill., four months; and twenty-one 
days’ travel; 420 miles travel from place of discharge home. He received 
$71.44 on account of the aforesaid service. 


It thus appears that this man rendered service and was paid 
therefor; so that the technical objection that his service does not 
appear in the records of the War Department ought not to defeat 
what ee to be a just claim. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I call my friend's attention to the fact that 
this soldier, as it appears, was honorably discharged, and that the 
State from which 4 came was Ohio. 

Mr. TALBERT. Yes, he was honorably discharged; and al- 
though the records of the War Department do not show that he 
Was ever mustered in, yet the fact is shown otherwise that he was 
mustered in and rendered service; that he was once granted a 
pension, which he surrendered because he had recovered from the 
disability, thus showing that he is an honest and upright man. I 
think this is a just claim and should receive the favorable consid- 
eration of this committee. This is one of those honest claims 
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which I think ought to be granted. It appears that the man can 
not obtain a pension by going to the Pension Bureau—that the 
only place where he can obtain justice is this House. Iam in 
favor of the bill because it is proper and right; and a bill of this 
kind is the only method by which the soldier can receive the relief 
to which he is entitled. I hope the bill will 

Mr. MEREDITH. Will the gentleman lk 
tion? 

Mr. TALBERT. I hope the gentleman from Virginia will sit 
down and let this just bill pass before the man dies. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I wanted to ask my friend a questi 

Mr. TALBERT. I will answer the gentleman's question if T 
can, though some people can ask questions which others can not 
answer. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Did my friend observe that the gentleman 
who introduced this bill is the one who makes the report in its 
favor? What does my friend think of that? 

Mr. TALBERT. The records of the Auditor for the Treasury 
Department show that this soldier rendered service and was paid 
for it; and even if the report was written by the gentleman who 
introduced the bill, that gentleman is an honorable and distin- 
guished member of this House, who would not report anything 
that he did not believe to be true and right. I am willing to vote 
for the bill upon his responsibility. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 


it 
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HENRY O. HYRE. 

The next business on the Private Colendar was the bill 
7079) to increase the pension of Henry O. Hyre. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it r nacted, ete 


H. R. 


, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb 








: + Ys 
authorized and directed te pay to Henry O. Hyre, late a private in Battery 
E, First West Virginia Light Artillery, from and after the passage of thisact, 
a pension at the rate of $4” per month, in lieu of the pension now allowed to 


him. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out,in line 6,the word “twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twelve.” 

Mr. ERDMAN. [ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. LAYTON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 


7079) to increase the pension of Henry O. Hyre, having carefully considered 
the evidence, report as follows: 

This soldier enlisted asa private in Battery E, West Virginia Volunteer 
Light Artillery, August 4, 1862, and was honorably discharged June 28, 1865, 
He is now drawing a pension of $6 per month under act of June 27, 1890. He 
filed in 1884 an application under the general law, which was rejected in Jan- 
uary, 1896, on the ground of claimant's inability to prove origin in service of 
alleged injury of left knee, chronic diarrhea, ee, rheumatism, and diseasa 
of heart, and of noratable disability from alleged injury of left ankle and 
deafness since filing claim. This action, rejecting the claim under the gen- 
eral law, appears to have been proper, but it appears from the evidence that 


claimant is entitled to a higher rate under the act of June 27, 1890, than he is 
now recelving. , 
The examining board at Lima, Ohio, under date of March 13, 1895, concluded 


the report of their examination of him as follows: 

* This claimant is disabled in a degree equivalent to the loss of a leg at the 
knee.” 

M. L. Johnston, M. D., of Harrod, Ohio, in affidavit dated February 5, 1896, 
testifies that he has known claimant eleven years; has known him to have 
nasal catarrh and deafness of left ear; has treated him for same. He also 
has rheumatism, heart disease, and chronic diarrhea; knows this by obser- 
vation and examination as neighbor and physician. He is not able to do any 
amount of manual labor. His wife has been bedridden for five years 

Under date of February 7, 1896, J. H. Huntley, M. D.. of Lima, Ohio, testi- 
fies to treatment of the claimant, describes his disabilities, and concludes: 

*T consider his disability for manual labor total. He is both an invalid 
andacripple. He has no property or means of support.” 

In the opinion of your committee, the condition described warrants an 
allowance of $12 per month under act of June 27, 1800,and they therefore 
recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the word “twenty,” in 
line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ twelve,” and that as amended 
the bill do pass. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 
SOLOMON KLINE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7073) to increase the pension of Solomon Kline. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Solomon Kline, late of Company 


I, Forty-sixth indiana Infantry, upon the pension roll at the rate of $50 per 
month from and after the passage of this act. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “month,” in line 6, and insert “in lieu of the 
pension which he is now receiving.” 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us hear the report. 
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The report 


LT 


(by Mr. LAYTON) was read, as follows: 


The ¢ n e on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
F073) t ise the pension of Solomon Kline, having thoroughly examined 
the ev m file, beg leave to report: 


‘line enlisted in Company I, Forty-sixth Indiana Volunteer In- 
er 30, 1861, and was discharged therefrom October 7, 1863, on 
eof disability. The medical records show that he was 








ea fever from October 16 to October 23, and from December 
te cember 28, 1862; that he was wounded at Champion Hill, Miss., May 
18 was treated May 16, 1863, for gunshot wound, severe, flesh, of 





again June 10 to 13, 1863, gunshot 
i863, gunshot wound of thigh. 

The certificate of disability on which he was discharged shows that the sur- 
geon found him incapabie of performing the duties of asoldier because of gun- 
shot wound of both hips, the ball entering the middle of the left natis, pass- 
ing obliquely to the right and front, passing through the pelvis, and coming 
out on the front of the right thigh 2 inches below the inferior anterior spinous 


rips: 
64s, 


, left thigh, and June l4toJuly 










process of the ileum; not able tor field duty, and not physically suitable to 
enter or reenlist in the Invalid Corps; disability total; paralysis of right 
limb 


Atlidavits recently filed with this committee show condition as follows: _ 

Mrs. A. Sperling testifies that she has seen Kline almost daily, and his 
condition is such that he is confined to the house and needs attendance most 
of the time. 





. ’ _ was } 
Charies J. Brindley testifies that he has known Kline ten years, and that | 


he is now and has been confined to his house for the greater portion of five 
years, and that he requires the assistance of another person, by reason of 
gunshot wound in both hips, and that when he is around the house has always 
needed crutches to walk with. 

Dr. L. A. Bassett, of Swanton, Ohio, testifies that he has known claimant 
about twenty years; that he is totally unable to do any manual labor what- 
ever, and is confined tothe house, unable to dress or get along without assist- 
ance most of the time, on account of gunshot wound in hip, paralyzing one 
limb, rendering it useless. 

This man is now pensioned at $30 per month for gunshot wound of both 
hips and chronic diarrhea and resulting disease of rectum. He wasexamined 
August 7, 1895, at Wauseon, Ohio, by the board of United States examining 
surgeons in a Claim for increase, and in their report they say: 

“tHe is evidently unable to walk without crutch and cane; * * * evi- 
dently needs the assistance of another person partof the time. In our judg- 
ment this claimant is permanently disabied for the a of any 
manual labor,and requires the frequent and periodical, though not regular 
and constant, personal aid and attendance of another person.” 

in spite of this report of the local examining board, the claim for increase 
Was rejected on the ground that the claimant was receiving the full amount 
to which entitled for the disabilities for which pensioned. 

Your committee are of opinion that this report of the Wauseon (Ohio) 
board, corroborated as it is by the testimony of the claimant’s near neighbors, 
who see him every day, and by that of his physician, who knows his condi- 
tion from personal observation and treatment, shows that he requires the 
frequent and periodical aid and attendance of another person, and that he is 
therefore entitled under the law to the rate of $5) per month; and they rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill with an amendment striking out all after the 
word “month,” in line 6, and adding ‘in lieu of the pension which he is now 
receiving. 


Mr. TALBERT. This is another bill introduced by the same 
patriotic and distinguished gentleman |Mr. Layton]. It appears 
that the claim is supported by certain affidavits which are recited 
in the report. In addition to these affidavits we have a certificate 
from the examining board of the Pension Bureau which states 
that the soldier ‘‘is evidently unable to walk without crutch and 
cane—evidently needs the assistance of another person part of the 
time.’ I think this is a highly meritorious claim. It should be 
passed without objection. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

ae bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 





WILLIAM C. ESTILL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6497) granting a pension to William C. Estill. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. lask that House bill No. 4184 (No. 989 on 
the Calendar) be substituted for the bill just called, and that the 
bill just reached be substituted on the Calendar for the one I 
desire to call up. 

Mr. STEELE. I object. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Lhope the gentleman will not object. This 
arrangement does not postpone any bill in which any other gen- 
tleman is interested. 1am simply asking that one bill take the 
place of the other. This arrangement will not interfere with the 
rights of any gentleman. 

Mr. STEELE. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I ask unanimous consent for the arrange- 
ment I have just stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. It isthe opinion of the Chair that would not 
be in order under the special rule. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. This arrangement does not postpone any 
other bill or interfere with the rights of any other member. - 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opimon of the Chair the order of the 
House under which the Committee of the Whole is acting can not 
be changed in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Can it not be done by unanimous consent? 
The proposition is simply that one bill be put in the place of 
another. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that, as the House has 
directed the Committee of the Whole in regard to the order of 
business to be pursued this evening, that order must be followed. 
When the gentleman first made the request the Chair understood 
that it was the same beneficiary in each bill, but now ascertains 
that it is an entirely different bill. 
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Mr. CONNOLLY. 
Calendar by unanimous consent as to make the order wi 
made about the manner of calling them up? 

Mr. HICKS. I object. 


The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, and the Clerk wil] 


ceed with the reading of the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That William C. Estill, disabled and dependent 
the late William J. Estill, deceased, who was captain of Company F. T\ 
eighth Illinois Volunteers, and a private in Company A, Sixteenth 
States Infantry, in the Mexican war, be, and he is hereby, granted a 
at the rate of $12 a month, payable quarterly as other pensions. , 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! 
6497) granting a pension to William C. Estill. submit the following r 

William C. Estill is the disabled son of William J. Estill, late capta 
pany F, Twenty-eighth Dllinois Volunteers. He is 34 yearsof age. 
of the premature discharge of a cannon at Petersburg, IIL, in 168, a 
celebration, he lost both arms at elbow and his right eye. He ha 
and waited on by an attendant. He has no property or means what 
no relatives able to support him. He is dependent on charity. 

Petitioner's father, William J. Estill, wasa private in Company A, S 
United States Infantry, in the Mexican war. He was wounded in ¢ 
of Shiloh so severely as to compel his discharge on or about June 10. | 
this wound he was pensioned up to the time of his death, in 1s¥1. P 
mother died in 1874. 

Petitioner's great-grandfather, William Estill, was a soldier in t 
tionary war from the State of New Jersey. 

His grandfather, William Estill, was a soldier in the war of 1812. 
Gooden’s Company, Kentucky Militia, and drew a pension under law 
certificate No. 9346. 

His uncle, Isaac Estill, was a soldier in the Mexican war, ‘ 
Fourth United States Infantry, also lieutenant, Company F, Tw: 
Illinois Volunteers. Was wounded in battle of Hatchie, Tenn., a 
Bolivar, Tenn., in December, 1862. 

His uncle, David F. Estill, was a soldier in Company K, One hu: 
fourteenth [llinois Volunteers, and died in the service at Camp 5 
Miss., in 1863. 

His uncle, Samuel Estill, was captain Company K, One hundred a 
teenth Illinois Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion. 

His father, William J. Estill, wasa soldier in both the Mexican war 
war of the rebellion, as above shown. 

The above facts appear from the petition of claimant, and the affica 
Hon. T. W. McNeely, a member of this House from 1869 to 1875 
Scott, both of whom have lived at Petersburg for periods of fifty an 
eight years, respectively, and who have personal knowledge of the ! 

Petitioner has no pensionable status. He was over 16 years of 
time of his father’s death. 

On the above facts the committee recommend the passage of the | 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amen 
in order to perfect this bill. 
and the amendment would be virtually a substitute for tly 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the propos: 
stitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

‘*That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authoriz 
upon the pension roll, subject otherwise to the provisions and lim 
the pension laws, the name of William C. Estill, permanently hel; 
William J. Estill, late ones in Company A, Sixteenth Unit 
Infantry Volunteers, and pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill that ought 
laid upon the table. There is no justification whatever | 
passage. 

The report gives the genealogy of the applicant. It 
that his great-grandfather was a soldier, his grandfather 
soldier, his uncle and another uncle. and still another wel 
diers; his father, too, and possibly his cousins, his sisters, a! 
aunts, were nursesinthe war. Butthatis the only reason as 
for pensioning him. He never was in the Army, never was 
war; he is only 34 years old 

Mr. MEREDITH. He was not born when the war was go! 

Mr. ERDMAN. He lost his arms by an explosion of a ca 
firing a celebration 








Mr. STEELE. Does the gentleman say that the racords + 


that this man never was a soldier? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Why, he is only 34 years old now. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Of course he could hardly have beet 
Army at that early age. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have come across an 
in the Forum of May, 1893, on the “‘Anomalies of our privat 
sion system,” that I think would be of benefit, if the Hous 
hear it read. If the House, however, prefers to have it 
ReEcorD, I shall not obiect; otherwise I will read it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentlem 
be permitted to print the article in connection with his ren 

There was no objection. 

The article in question is as follows: 


(The Forum, May, 1893.] 
ANOMALIES OF OUR PRIVATE PENSION SYSTEM. 


There are two distinct methods of granting pensions in the Unite is 
Through the medium of the Pension Bureau, by virtue of a comp! 


tem of general laws, the growth of a century, the adjudication of Pp! 


claims goes forward ceaselessly, and at the present time 2,000 employ 


Can we not as well take up No. 989 on 
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that Bureau dispose of about 1,000 original and increase claimsa day. Con- 
gress has equipped this great machine and, aside from annual supplies of fuel, 
yives it only occasional attention. . : 

To this great mill, grinding not slowty, nor, indeed, exceeding fine, the 
granting of pensions by special act of Congress bears only remote relation. 
To secure a special act, the person who for any reason whatsoever surmises 
that he may be able to obtain a benefit not afforded by the general laws seeks 
to secure the introduction by a member of Congress of a private bill for his 
relief. The basis of his application may be the fact that his claim has been 
ected by the Pension Bureau, or that for some technical rather than ma- 


re) : 

+erial reason he can not secure a pension under the general laws. lt may be 
terlai “ : . . 2° 
that he already receives a pension at a rate less than he conceives desirable 


or that, because of conspicuous services, he aspires to an extraordinary rate. 
Be the pretext what it may, such bill is referred to a committee, by whom 
it is considered and reported to the House or Sengte, favorably or adversely, 
permitted to expire with the Congress. If reported favorably. passed by 
the House of Representatives and the Senate, and signed by the President, 
ich bill becomes a law, and the party named therein, and he alone, is bene- 
fited thereby. . 

Formerly the initial step was not usually, as now, the introduction of a 
pill setting forth the action proposed, but the presentation of a petition for 

lief, which was referred to a committee for consideration. If their decision 
was favorable, a bill suited to the case was reported by the committee; if 
adverse, a resolution was submitted suggesting that “the petitioner have 
leave to withdraw his petition,” a privilege by no means so valuable in etfect 

benignant in expression. 

The early reports of the Committees on Pensions show that the stalwart 
statesmen of the past were called upon todeal with the same perplexing and 

metimes trivial problems as are their successors of the present. In April, 
ix, the Senate Committee on Pensions reported on a petition setting forth 
at the petitioner “in June last, while firing a salute in honor of the Presi- 
deut of the United States, who was passing in a steam boat,” lost both his arms, 
and therefore asked to be pensioned. The committee, however, “ resolved 
that the prayer of the petitioner ought not to be granted.” In Jannary, 1520, 
the Senate committee stated that “the pension list already amounts to be- 
tween three and four millions of dollars, and the committee can not believe 
it expedient at this time to open the doors to a new and very numerous class 
of applicants” (referring to those persons who had not served the requisite 
nine months in the military establishment), and that they found it “ impos- 
sible to extend pecuniary reward to all who deserve well of their country.” 
The same committee recommended that a petitioner who, while serving un- 
der General St. Clair in 1791, had been ** wounded slightly im the little finger,” 
should have “leave to withdraw his petition.” 

Many so-called petitions for pension are still received by each Congress, 
but they are not usually in such form as to receive or merit careful consid- 
eration. A statement signed by admiring neighbors, setting forth the per- 
sonal virtues of the applicant, does not raise any presumption that he is 
entitled toa pension. On the other hand, the indiscriminate introduction of 
private bills, which, however little the member may intend it, bear his con- 
structive indorsement and implied certificate that in his opinion each repre- 
sents a meritorious claim, is an unmixed evil. 

It is not to be supposed that these bills are all introduced by members of 
Congress with a full knowledge of the facts or an expectation that they will 
become laws. ‘On the contrary, it is unfortunately the exception when a 
member has any definite knowledge of the circumstances of the case which 
he. in a measure, makes his own by the introduction of the bill. It is easier 
to hand such a bill to the Clerk when requested than toinvestigate the merits 
of the matter; and thus the records of Congress are needlessly cumbered, 
the files are inordinately burdened, the labors of committees are enormously 
augmented, and many deserving casesare crowded to the rear by less worthy 
but more aggressive claimants. Not only do members present bills without 
deliberation or investigation, but they have fallen into a custom of culling 
out early in each Congress all the bills introduced by themselves in the pre- 
vious Congress which failed of passage, and of again introducing them asa 
matter of course, without inquiry as to whether the conditions remain such 
as to justify it. 

This custom has resulted in the introduction in one day by one member of 
as many as seventy private pension bills. In the Fifty-second Congress an 
energetic Western member introduced a biil to pension a widow, and zeal- 
ously sought a favorable report froin the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
who on investigation found that precisely the same bill, introduced by the 
same member, had passed the Fifty-first Congress, and that the beneficiary 
thereof had been in comfortable receipt of her pension for more than a year. 
In 1892 a very prominent Southern member introduced a bill to restore pen- 
sion toa soldier's widow. Inquiry developed the fact that an exact dupli- 
cate of this bill had become a law in February, 1891, and that the intervening 
year had been spent by the Pension Bureau in a fruitless endeavor to ascer- 
tain her post-office dives, in order that the pension might be paid to her. 
The member, being made acquainted with these facts and asked for informa- 
tion as to the whereabouts of the beneficiary, blushingly admitted that he 
did not know her and had no recollection of the matter; and this is why the 
pension granted by the Fifty-first Congress to Sarah A. Phelps still awaits a 
claimant! 

_ The remedy for this evil lies in a change of rules, already in contempla 
tion by members of the Fifty-third Congress, so as to prohibit the introduc- 
tion of private pension bills and the needless printing and expense attending 
them, and requiring that all such claims be presented by petition only, which 
petition shall be referred to the proper committee for consideration. This 
petition should be not a numerously signed, indefinite, and irrelevant state- 
ment, but the sworn affidavit of the petitioner, setting forth specifically the 
grounds on which the claim to relief is based, and_ supported by the prop- 
erly executed testimony of disinterested parties. If the facts presented fh 
any case warrant favorable action, the committee should then report a bill 
in proper form and clearly worded, calculated to afford an adequate relief 
and not liable to misconstruction by the Pension Bureau. 

The number of private pension bills introduced in recent Congresses is 
truly enormous. In the Fifty-first Congress the total number was 6.49, the 
Senate furnishing 1,545 and the House 4,954. Of the bills originating in the 
House 4,098 were referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, which has 
Jurisdiction of all matters relating to pensions growing out of the late 
war, and 856 to the Committee on Pensions, having jurisdiction of bills relat- 
ing tothe Revolutionary war, the war of 1812, the war with Mexico, the 
various Indian wars, and to servicein the Regular Army or Navy prior to or 
subsequent to the war of the rebellion. Of these six and a half thousand 
bills exactly fourteen hundred were enacted into laws. The methods of re- 
cent Congresses in dealing with these great numbers of private pension bills 
will appear from a brief table repared from the dockets of the House Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. This table shows that in the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress (1883-1885) 2,783 bills were received, 555 were favorably and 448 adversely 
Poorted, and 1,780 were notacted on. In the Forty-ninth Congress (1885-1887) 
aoe rtions were 4,357, 768, 610, and 2,979; in the Fiftieth Congress (1887- 

), 4.205, 1,134, 263, and 2,898; in the Fifty-first Congress (1889-1801), 4,008, 853, 
and 3,149. In the Fifty-second Congress (1891-1893) 2,100 bills were received; 
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2-1 were favorably and 30 adversely reported. Of that Congress it can not ba 
said, as of those pre ling, that the bills 1 reported were not acted on, for 
the reason that this committee in the Fifty-second Congress made effort 
to give some consideration to all tl privat ] con ¢ before th and 
they have left a docket record of the met l ‘ fully 9) per « t 
of the 2,100 received ; 

These figures show a very st1 ng at ‘easin nation to take 
the responsibility of making advers 1 i ild be borne in 
mind that while only % adverse reports w ude int Fifty-first Con 
gress, the passage of 3,149 bills was quite as « vy refus- 
ing or failing to report them as if they i yor elv.and 
the ne is proportionately true of thea t ( 

It is obvious that in these five Congresses i tv 
to consider fully all these bills and that th ! id- 
eration must have resulted in detriment t Sts 1 ral 
character, and, furthermore, that the « sidera given ; 
were reported could 1t possibly have been so thorough a 
infallibility in the conclusions as to justify the President's signature \ 
out examination. 

The object of the special-act pension is h y least, t ve 1 n 
such exceptional and meritorious casesas, fo xl rea tech lor 
pomene unique, the general laws do not » their ber ent s 
“hat this is the theory of spec ited bya t resolution 
of Congress approved May 29, 

“Resolved, That the heads of d I ma ve chs ed 
with the administration of the pension laws of the Unit Sta Ai a 
be, and they hereby are, respectively directed and requ Ss iv 
be after the opening of each session of Congress, to present to the S« nd 
House of Representativesa several list of such persona, Whethe t 
ary, invalid, or otherwise, as shall have made appli n f p ! } 

| increase of pension, and as,in their opinion, ought » placed o1 pen 
sion roll or otherwise provided for, and for doing which they have not sufti- 

| cient power or authority, with the names and residences of such persons 8 
capacity in which they served, the degree of relief proposed, and a briet ‘ 
ment of the grounds thereof, to the end that Congress may consider the sat 

To assume, however, that this resolution, which is still in force, gave rise 
to the custom of granting pensions by special act would beas erroneous as to 
suppose that it is responsible for the numerous private acts which have 
emanated from recent Congresses That such is not the case is shown by 
the fact that while nearly 4,.0) private pension bills were introduced in the 
Fifty-second Congress, only two cases were received fr the Secretary of 
the Interior, in pursuance of the resolution quoted, mmending that re 
lief be granted by special act, while two others were received suggesting the 
repeal of former special acts on the ground that they were secured by fraud. 

The private pension act is coexistent with our constitutional Government. 
The First Congress enacted 22 such measures, of which the \ 


“s Y ery first, the pro- 
totype of nearly 7,000 which have followed, was enacted J +, 1700, gre 


an annuity of $2,500 during life, commencing January 1, 1700, “in order 
make full and adequate compensation to Frederick William de Steu 
the sacrifices and eminent services made and rendered to the United States 
during the late war.’ It will be remembered that Baron Steuben had come 
to America in 1777 and volunteered his services without stipulation as to re 
ward, and had served as inspector-general of the Army with rank of major 
general, introducing and perfecting the discipline of the Army; and his se1 
ices were so conspicuous and their value was so much appreciates A 
early as April, 1784,a resolution to pay him the sum of $45,000 was considered 
in the Continental Congress, but defeated, as were sundry subsequent prop- 
ositions of a similar nature 
In this First Congress there were also allowed to Sarah, widow of Major- 
General Earl-of-Sterling, who had died in the serv the U 
sum equal to the half pay of a major-general for seven years, 








itha 








ce ol nited States, a 


and to Frances 


E., daughter of Lieut. Col. John Laurens, a sum equal to seven years’ half 
pay of a lieutenant-colonel. This latter action had been recommended by 
a resolution of the Continental Congress as early as March 1, In the 


Lis 
vailing rate : 





private pensions allowed by the First Congress the pr 
was $5, with some as low as $2, these corresponding to the rates in \ 
under the Continental Congress. Three reasons for the very early ingra 
ing of this feature of private-pension acts upon our legislative system are 
here suggested: 

First. The exceptional occasion growing out of the then recent war of the 
Revolution for acknowledging and rewarding the distinguished and often 
gratuitous services of citizens, and more especially of titled foreig 

















gners who 
had fought in the American armies 
Second. The absence of any adequate system of general pension laws 
Third. The very moderate rates of pension which had been nted under 
the provisions adopted by the late Congress. The Continental ( ress made 
provision on August 26, 1776, for half-pay pensions for lif © soldiers and 


sailors for loss of limbs and other disabilities. In August, 178). provision was 











made for the payment for seven yearsof half-pay pensions to the widows and 
minor children of such officers as had died or should thereafter die in t] 
| military service of the United States, and in April, 1782, it was resolved that 
sick and wounded soldiers should be discharged and should receive a pension 
of $5 a month in lieu of all pay and emoluments 
These provisions had not, of course, the force of statute law, as the body 
that was responsible for them had no means of raising revenu« or of enfore- 
ing its resolutions; but the first Congress u r the Constitution hastened to 
| assume responsibility for the payment by United Sta rom March 4, 
1789, of such pensions as had been former! ranted and paid by the several 


States in pursuance of acts of the late Congress Sut it was not until March 
23, 1792, that 























23, general pension legislation of any considerable scope was enacted, 
and this provided that the applicant for pension should present his evidet 

to the circuit court of the district where he resided, which court should d 
termine the rate of pension to be allowed, and should certify the case to t} 
Secretary of War, who should place the name on the pension roll. In less 
than one’year (on February 28, 1705) a large portion of this act was repealed 
on the ground that it had been ‘found by experience inadequate t ! nt 
the admission of improper claims to invalid pensions,” and provisi was 
then made for taking evidence in invalid ims by the judge of the district 
or by three persons commissioned for that purpose | i ¥ ind for the 
examination of the applicant by two physicians appointed by the judge; for 
the transmission of the claims and evidence to the Secretary of War, to be 
compared with the records of his office, and then reported to Congress for 





such action as might seem pr: 
From this date, it is interesting to note 


, the Secretary of War was vested 





with no authority to place any name on the pension roll without first sub 
mitting each particular case to Congress for its action, and this prevailed 
until the last day of the Fifteenth Congress, when the Secretary of War was 
empowered to place on the rolls, without reporting the same to Congr th 
names of such persons as were found entitled under existing laws. During 


this interval of twenty-six years, from 1795 to 1819, all pensions 
allowed by what was, in form, a special act of Congress, ea 
mentioned by name and his rate being fixed by the act As tl 
tofore cited account for the introduction of 





the * spec 
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ix years of personal and individual legislation account for its thor- 
rent t in our legislative system.’ 
re import 


21871, 1887 








nt general pension laws were 
and 1890 

s discloses no possible relation of cause and effect. 
haps, that the number of special a 
th ine ing population and in 


enacted in 1793, 1806, 1813, 
A comparison of these dates with the 
It is to 
ts should increase rather 
reasing numbers of benefi- 
yn is prompted to seek a pen- 
1eral laws or by special act, 
or of injustice suffered than 
status with that of some on 















he general laws, for many a per 
e ot pension either under the g 
y a positiv of legal title and desert 
if his own 





re sense 
















y mparison « e who is in receipt of 
son ng which he has not. The prevailing formula in applications for 
increase is that the “rate is not proportion to that received by other per- 
sons for similar disabilities,” and it is probable that there would be more 
contentment among the pensioners if a uni , even though small, rate of 
pension were allowed to all than with the present innumerable recognized 
rates, varying from $1 to $100 a month. 


Herein lies the 


hief argument against the allowance of pension or increase 
m by 


l act, as well as the reason f« 
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Fifty-second Congress, 332 asked for increase of pension to soldiers alr 
pensioned; 820 were to pension civilian employees and others not reg 
mustered into the military service of the United States; 146 contai: 
sufficient data to identify the claims in the Pension Bureau; 131 sought +5 
interfere with claims not yet adjudicated by the Pension Bureau: 117 y 
erroneously referred to that committee; 110 were to grant pensions t 
diers’ mothers not pensionable under the general Jaws; 104 t grant p: 
to women who had by remarriage forfeited the pension once granted t} 
widows; 102 to increase the pension of widows already pensioned. } 
these, there were bills for army nurses, stepmothers, stepfathers, 
mothers, children over 16 years of age, soldiers who had deserted, wom 
legally married to soldiers, women who had been divorced from their s 
husbands, soldiers who had served less than ninety days, and soldiers 1 
abled from any cause. 

In two instances wherea bill was introduced to pension the suppos 
of a soldier who had long since disappeared and long been mourned a 


o 


| it was discovered that the elusive consort was still living and had am 
| pension, and his post-office address was accordingly furnished to his 
| while disconsolate widow! 


of pe y specia 1 the enormously increasing 
demand for that species of benefaction. The special act is, of necessity, per- | 
sonal, discriminating, and partial, and as such provokes a feeling of resent- | 
ment in the minds of those who, equally deserving, have not the acquaint- 


ance, the influence, or the knowledge of ** ways and means” requisite tosecure 
similar benefits. Probably the most meritorious cases have not received the 
promptest attention in the private legislation of the past; and as merit is 
proverbially modest, the most deserving perhaps never come to the atten- 
tion of Congress at all, and hence the feeling which is unquestionably grow- 
ing among the soldiers and worthy beneficiaries of the general pension laws 
especially, that every increase of pension allowed by special act of Congress 
isa mark of personal favoritism and an unjust discrimination against every 


pensioner who is not so fortunate as to have his cause espoused by some infiu- | 


ential man. 

ng fact appears from the table given in the footnote, namely, 
that during the late war, and to some extent during the war of 1812, the 
granting of special pensions was noticeably reduced. 
ering the period of the war of 1812, there were only 3 special acts; from 1861 
to 1863, only 15, and from 1863 to 1865, only 29, to be followed at once by 139 and 
292. During these great crises the attention of Congress was necessarily 
centered on matters of public interest to the exclusion of those personal and 
pri Can it be that private legislation is a form of mischief found for 


idle hands to do? 
1 
f 








Anextreme position on any disputed question is likely to prove untena- 
le. and here it must be admitted that there is a legitimate, but limited, field 
or the allowance of pension by special act. The statement that all rules 
have their exceptions is true, though trite, and it is obvious that no general 
law could be framed which would invariably give relief to the deserving and 
exclude the unworthy. Recognizing this fact, after an experience of nearly 
forty years, 
quoted, in order that the worthy persons excluded might, in a systematic 
manner, be brought to the attention of Congress, rather than that the claim- 





From 1811 to 1815, cov- | 


ant’s whim or failure of satiety should transfer the adjudication of his claim | 


for pension from the proper bureau to a most inadequate tribunal. That 
the proper field of the special act is a limited one mzy well be assumed 
from the fact that the first twenty Congresses, legislating for those who had 
borne the hardships of two great wars, enacted only 107, an average of 5 for 
each Congress. The next twenty Congresses show an average of 80. For the 
next ten Congresses the average is 489 
increase? 
or strict and technical, so that few could get their deserts through the regu- 
lar channels and many were thus forced to appeal to Congress? 
480,725 pensioners on the rolls on June 20, 1889, following the adjournment of 
the Fiftieth Congress, answer. And whatshall we say of the 1,400 bills passed 
by the Fifty-first Congress, about three times the average of the ten preced 


o* 
wits 


days had half expired the act of June i890, had become a law, extending 
to hundreds of thousands by general enactment new or additional benefits? 

Were the provisions of the general laws from June 27, 1890, to the close of 
the Fifty-first Congress so circumscribed that worthy claimants by the thou- 
sand were forced to seek relief through other channels? 
sioners on the rolls on June 30, 1891, together with the 876,068 names on the 
rolls on June 30, 1892, and the $165,000,000 appropriated by the last Congress 
for the ensuing year be the answer. 

Existing laws are so ample that one may well wonder what kinds of 
sion claims: 
or what peculiar hardships undergone the claimants urge to justify the ben- 
efits invoked. Of 2,100 bills before the Committee on Invalid Pensions in the 





* Following is a list of special pension acts of the various Congresses from 
the First to the Fifty-second, excluding, of course, those above referred to, 
pensioning by name those persons whose claims were certified by the Secre- 
tary of War: 














Congress. Years — Congress. Years. —— 
| 

Reree. ee 1789-91 Ee. ee | 1843-45 37 
eh eae 1791-93 AD 8 SAAR cecncectsbdcnee | 1845-47 77 
Ill 1793-95 DO Pees bed dat amnidte 1847-49 97 
Ree ak ole i ae 1795-97 |...... TEE > crate tea wntaiacie |} 1849-51 31 
iis cain each ..-| 1797-99 8 GREE odcasnoceacasee | 1851-58 | 58 
TIE: 1 hilt pels Siegen 1799-1801 |....... i RMI i incertae | 1853-55 108 
I a is 1801-03 |...... BEET cststina dma | 1855-57 75 
WEEE yc waccmen 1803-05 6:8 Peay icctacnctieceh 1857-59 62 
iii tisinkcocnkcinein ne hia 1805-07 SPs cy; ers 1859-61 49 
OE eee nite | 1807-09 |...... RU OE, nails tesa ia dt 1861-63 15 
TE cnignnvinkabacheoiantts } 1800-11 /...... aia ED a kininase 1863-65 29 
er ..| 1811-13 D0 Re avccaa duke 1865-67 139 
oe ated ees | 1813-15 | ERG as wcaaicaser eee 1867-69 292 
MO ccs tiatcsinss toes | 1815-17 F Week sk cacti iene 1869-71 84 
ee ee 1817-19 De Ns ciiicsich eat 1871-73 77 
3, ¢ (eee 1819-21 Dit SRMMEEE 2 isu cin’ etthin anki 1873-75 178 
aaa | | Se See i Seekisnukue 1875-77 97 
XVIII sikeabe Cicctnaineliae | OO BN ona 1877-79 22 
XIX Te POD nn ncaseisdbeden 1879-81 95 
XX a -| OO UAIVEE o ncesnnnkacue 1881-8: 194 
XXI i hciininiinlnanetcon naa | See: B eS W EEE oon cccmockont 1883-85 512 
XXII ee eds aioe et RIMES \ic dic Shorts dem arena 1885-87 798 
RN eakiciacanakse WO i i seciecte ee | 1887-89 | 1,027 
ory Pe 116 Me Somsindaeeusineile 1889-91 | 1,400 
4, Jes | ‘4 WEE anucdéciankead 1891- 2 
a 23 = it 
EE bi beRticdues 97 Total... . suse dakeee 6,814 





. : . . en- j 
‘e presented in these private bills; what meritorious service done | 


What is the cause of this enormous | 
Is it that the general laws for this period were mean and niggardly | 


Let the 


Let the 676,160 pen- | 


' | increase the pension of a man who was hurt twenty years 
‘ongress passed the joint resolution of May 29, 1830, already | 


| father or his uncles had been soldiers in the Revolutionary war 
ing Congresses, and that, too, in face of the fact that before its legislative | 


THOMAS FLETCHER DENN 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, it is because of th: 
which have been stated that I asked permission to postpo 
consideration of that bill on the Calendar and take up a bi 
one who had been actually in service, but the gentlema: 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE] and the gentleman from Pennsy! ‘ 
{Mr. Hicks] objected. 

Mr. STEELE. As we had a perfect right to do. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Asyou had a perfect right to do. 


7 


Ye 


v 
always a right to be discourteous. 

Mr. STEELE. And some people always seem to have t 
to grumble without cause. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I want the House to understand what y 
are doing in legislation of this character. It does seem | . 
and I speak seriously, that the House can not understand the 
position in which we are placing ourselves by undertaking to 
adopt such a measure as this. 

I am not here to oppose pension legislation; I am not here to 
oppose the granting of a pension to any man who was injured in 
the service of his country; but we have just passed a to 


more after the war, and almost the very next bill that comes up 
is to grant a pension to a man who was not born until after t] 


war was over, and upon no other ground in the world, as ; n 
by the report, than the fact that his ancestors had been so s 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if these are just and sufficient grounds 
upon which to give a man a pension, there is not a man in the House 
who is not entitled to a pension; and it is an absurdity v 


mind, when we are the custodians of the people’s money, and 
represent the Government, that we should, upon such frivol 
pretexts, pay out that money to special beneficiaries or to 
man simply and solely because his grandfather or his great-grand 


the war of 1812. Itis an absurdity, I repeat; and I desire to cal 
the attention of the House to the fact, and let it go tothe conntry 
that we are coming here on Friday nights to pass bills of this cha: 
acter—bills which are an outrage upon the people. 


There are bills, Ihave no doubt, on the Calendar that are strictly 
meritorious and which present an equitable right to a pension— 
bills for the relief of people who saw service, and were injured in 
the service of the country, and I have never raised my hand or my 

| voice against one of them. But, Mr. Chairman, when we come 


| to pension people who were not born until after the late unple 





antness, who have no claim upon the Government except the fact 
that their ancestors were soldiers in the war of the Revoluti 


n 
and in the war of 1812, it seems to me every right-thinking man 
in this House will come to the conclusion that we should calla 
halt on bills of that kind. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, so far as I am concerned, it does not mat- 
| ter a particle whether this bill is passed or not. I merely desire 
to call the attention of this House to this class of bills, and it 

seems to me that they ought to meet with the condemnation ol 
this body. 

Mr. HULICK. I should like to ask the gentleman from [/linois 

what kind of a celebration it was that this man was attending 


when he met with this accident? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, a Democratic celebration over a Demo 
cratic victory. 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order that 
this bill does not come within the rule of the House. = 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state the point of order? 

Mr. SPALDING. That it does not come within the rule ‘ot 
Friday night sessions, granting pensions to soldiers or removing 
charges of desertion. This man was not a soldier, and cons 
quently this bill can not come up at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as I introduced 
this bill for a constituent of mine who is a party friend of th® 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH]—— 

Mr. MEREDITH. That does not change the 


rinciple at all. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. I want to say that while h 


e insists there is 

















1897. 





no ground at all for the passage of pension bills of this kind, I have 
arecollection that not many days ago the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr. MEREDITH] voted for a pension to a daughter of a Revolution- 
ary soldier. She had never been in the Army. 

Mr. ELLIS. And was born long after the war. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. She was born long after the Revolutionary 
war closed, but she lived in Virginia, and therefore I presume she 
ought tobea pensioner. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, if this 
man’s father had died one day before the boy was 16 years of age, 
he would have been entitled to a pension of $12 a month, but he did 
not die at that time. The lead that was fired into his b« ly, which 
kept him an invalid for years, enabled him to draw a pension out 
of which he maintained this helpless crippled son for twenty years. 
That father finally succumbed to the lead that was fired into him, 
but. unfortunately for the boy, the latter had passed his sixteenth 
birthday, and hence, under our general pension law, the father 
lived a little too long to enable the son to draw a pension. 

Now, I protest that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MERE- 
piTH}, Who is ready to vote for pensions for the sons and daughters 
of Revolutionary soldiers, if they live in Virginia, although those 
sons and daughters were born long after the Revolutionary war, 
ought not to come here now and attempt to throw contempt ona 
son of the war of the rebellion, because, forsooth, his father died 
a little too late to enable the boy to come and get a pension under 
the general law. His father was a soldier, and a good one. He 
served bothin the war of the rebellion and in the war with Mexico. 
His grandfather fought in all the wars which the country had 
during the time he was on earth, and his great-grandfather did, 
too: but this boy, who was maintained by his father for years out 
of the little pension that he drew, upon the death of the father 
became a charge upon kinsmen who were as poor as he, and unable 
to maintain him at all. It is for reasons of this kind that I intro- 
duced this bill here, believing that he had as good a right to be 
maintained now for the remaining years of his crippled life as the 
grandson or granddaughter of a Revolutionary soldier should now 
be maintained by the Government. 
attempt to sneer this case out of court on the part of the gentle- 
man from Virginia | Mr. MEREDITH], because, forsooth, this man 
does not live in the State that once was the mother of Presidents, 
but which ceased bearing long ago. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman, the little fling which the 
gentleman makes at old Virginia needs no reply from me. I 
would say to him that the people of Virginia appreciate and honor 
her Presidents of the male but we appreciate another fact, Mr. 
Chairman. The time has not yet come when Virginians can again 
hold that position—although she has many sons who would 
worthily fill that exalted station—because the very unpleasant- 


Hence, I protest against the | 
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| in the advocacy of this claim. 


ness to which my friend has alluded has caused party lines to be | 


so strictly drawn that it would be impossible for any man who 
deserves the name of man and who lives in that grand old State 
to obtain sufficient votes to elect him to that high office until the 
feeling to which my friend has alluded is dispelled by time, 

My friend says that I have attempted to sneer this case out of 
court. Heis mistaken. It is a matter of supreme indifference to 
me whether this House grants this pension or not. It is a case 
which perhaps ought to appeal to the sympathies of this House 
asitappealsto mine. But, sir, we stand here as Representatives, 
to do justice to the Government as well as to the unfortunate 
citizens of the country. In reference to the statement made by 
my friend that I voted recently to pension the daughter of a Rev- 
olutionary soldier, I want to say to him that I may have done so, 
although I have no recollection of the case; but if I did, I fol- 
lowed a precedent which has been established in the past; and if 
the gentleman will turn to the statutes he will find that a goodly 
number of the daughters of the Revolution have been pensioned. 
If there was one such beneficiary from Virginia who received my 
vote in the present Congress, although I have now no knowledge 
of the case, I was simply following a precedent which had been 
already set, and I am sure that my friend has just such cases in his 
own State. 

If there is any cause why this young man should be pensioned, 
I say we have a right to pension thousands and tens of thousands 
of people who have been unfortunate, whose ancestors were in the 
Revolutionary war or the war of 1812. It is nota question of sen- 
timent, but a question which addresses itself to the sound discre- 
tion of this House and of the country that by our votes we are to 
say whether we are to be controlled by sympathy and by the elo- 
quence of the gentlemen, or whether we are to be guided by what 
seems to be honest and just to the Government and to the people, 
as as by the rules of common sense. [Cries of ‘* Vote!” 

0 ! 'v 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word about this, 
and only one. This is the establishment of a principle that [ do 
not believe has ever been practiced in the pension legislation of 
this nation. We have pensioned the imbecile children of soldiers 
of the late war; but this is not an imbecile. This is a child that 
lost his arms yearsafter the war. He is now only 34 years of age, 
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and if this is to be used as a precedent, there will be no end of 
this matter of pensioning. I heartily concur in the opinion of the 
distinguished gentlemen here that this whole business of pension- 
ing the granddaughters of soldiers of the Revolution is infamous 
and bad. 

There is no principle of pensioning upon which it can be based. 
I stand here now to say to this House that I am ready to vote at 
any time to repeal every bill of this kind. [Applause.! Itis 
wrong in principle, and if it is to be followed up, the time will 
soon come when the pension rolls of this nation will be so enor- 
mous that the people will rise up and destroy it and do great 
wrong to meritorious pensioners. And so, Mr. Chairman, I do 
not wish to make any motion in this case. I very much dislike to 
antagonize this measure, coming from the gentleman from Illi- 
nois { Mr. CONNOLLY], whom I respect so much; but this is wrong 
in principle, and the bill ought to be beaten. 

Mr. AVERY. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. BLUE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. AVERY. Upon what theory does the law pension the 
imbecile child of a soldier? 

Mr. BLUE. The theory, as I understand it, is this: That the 
imbecile child is not able to support itself. 

Mr. AVERY. Thatisvery true. Is not the same theory true 
of the infirm child, absolutely incapable? 

Mr. BLUE. That may beso. But, if the gentleman will per- 
mit, if this is to be established and followed as a rule, every time 
the child of a soldier of the late war loses his arm, or loses a hand, 
or is seriously maimed, in principle it follows on the same line 
that this House would be bound by its action to give him a pen- 
sion. And I am not ready to open the door that wide, and shall 





| vote against this bill. 


Mr. AVERY. You would confine it to the imbecile, and not 
give relief to the helpless. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to make any 
speech about this pension. Ican not speak like the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH] or the distinguished gentleman 
from Illinois; but I want to call the attention of the committee to 


| some of the reasons why this claimant should be entitled toa pen- 


sion, and see if they are based upon justice, right, and principle. 
I think certainly that must be a Joke attempted to be played upon 
the Committee of the Whole to-night. Certainly the distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CoNNOLLY], with his open, honest 
face can not be in earnest in his advocacy of this claim. He is 
certainly not looking at it in the proper light, if he is in earnest 
If so, I must say he certainly is 
laboring under a tremendous optical delusion, if he looks at it 
seriously. Now, what are some of the reasons why you are asked 
by the committee here to grant this claim? In the first place the 


| report says: 


By reason ofa premature discharge of a cannon at Petersburg,Ill., * * # 


he lost both arms at elbow. 

Has this Government anything in the world to do with that? 
Was not that after the war was over? Was he in the service of 
the United States? Another reason is: 

His father, William J. Estill, was a private in Company A, Sixteenth 
United States Infantry, in the Mexican war 

Possibly you can find a number of others who had just as dis- 
tinguished fathers as this gentleman had. So that seems tome to 
be no reason for pensioning this man. The report goes on to say 
that his great-grandfather, William F. Estill, was a soldier in the 
Revolutionary war from the State of New Jersey. Well, what of 
that? That has nothing in the world to do with the question of 
this committee recommending this claim. It is totally irrelevant, 
It does not touch the question at all, and it is no reason whatever 
why this man should receive a pension. There is no sense in it, 
there is no decency in it, there is no justice in it, there is no prin- 
ciple in it. 

Another reason assigned is that his uncle was a soldier in the 
Mexican war and another uncle was a soldier in another war! | 
am astonished that the committee has not gone on to speak of his 
aunts and his cousins—his first and second and third cousins—has 
not told us where they are all ‘‘at,” and brought them in as extra 
and additional reasons why this man should receive a pension at 
the hands of the United States Government. [Laughter.] Iam 
astonished, Mr. Chairman, that the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, composed as it is of able and distinguished men, should 
bring such a claim in here, and Iam glad that the name of the 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Layton] is not attached 
to this report, and I can not believe that he is going to vote for 
this bill. Soon ani 

Here is what the committee say after what I have already quoted: 
‘* Petitioner has no pensionabl@status whatever.” That amounts 
to saying that he is not entitled to a pension under any conditions 
or under any circumstances. That is what this committee them- 
selves say, and yet they recommend that this man be given a pen- 
sion! 

Again, they say that he was over 16 years of age at the time of 
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his father’s death, thus putting him in another aspect entirely out- 
side the pale of the law, which provides that no child over the age 
of 16 shall be pensioned unless an imbecile or an idiot. This man 
is not an imbecile; this man is not an idiot. He is disabled, it is 
true. and all such pitiful objects have my sympathy. They ought 
to be dealt with and cared for—ought to be put into some poor- 
house and taken proper care of—but it is not right or proper that 
the Government of the United States should be asked to provide 
for them. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not the pitiful little sum that would be 
given in this case that I am opposing: it is the principle—the 
precedent that you would establish, by which you would open the 
flood gates so that thousands of others just as needy and just as de- 
serving would be coming here and asking pensions upon the same 
plea. Ican not believe, Mr. Chairman, that this committee will 
seriously consider this case. I hope the claim will not be granted. 
I move that the bill be reported to the House with the recommen- 
dation that it do lie on the table. 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word on this bill. 
I trust that my friend from Nlinois {Mr. CONNOLLY] will not insist 
upon its passage. I dislike to take up the time of the committee, 
but I really think that if we pass this bill, we take a step that we 
shall regret hereafter. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Iam glad to see the House think of making 
a halt somewhere, even if I have to suffer by it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HICKS. ‘This man has no pensionable status. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No; if he had, he would not be here asking 
a pension by special bill. 

Mr. HICKS. I can pick out a large number of worthy persons 
in my district, children of honorably discharged soldiers, who are 
crippled for life by reason of disabilities or accidents incurred 
since the war, and if we pass this bill, I really think we-shall take 
a step in the wrong direction, which will excite the attention of 
the country and invite disapproval. I believe in a pension for 
every honorably discharged soldier, and for the widow of every 
such soldier who is unable to earn a livelihood. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Or for the imbecile child of a soldier? 

Mr. HICKS. Or for the imbecile child of a soldier. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Or for the daughter of a Revolutionary 
soldier? 

Mr. HICKS. Or for the daughter of a Revolutionary soldier. 

Mr.CONNOLLY. Or for asoldier of the war of 1812? [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mtr. HICKS. I will even agree with my friend on that propo- 
sition, but when we undertake to pension the child of a soldier 
for a disability resulting from some infirmity contracted since the 
war, or from some accident, we are certainly setting a precedent 
that will come to plague us in the future. It is a new departure, 
as has just been remarked by the gentleman from Washington 
[Mr. Hyper}. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Does not the gentleman know that we have 
passed a half dozen bilis of this kind in this very Congress? 

Mr. HICKS. If we have I do not remember them. I certainly 
would not have voted for them had I known their character, and 
I trust that this bill will be voted down. If we passed the bills, as 
stated by the gentleman, the principle suggested in this bill is 
wrong, and we can not afford to establish a precedent such as is 
proposed by the pending measure. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. TALBERT that 
the bill be laid on the table, the Chairman declared the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Task for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 23. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the bill was laid on the table. 

GEORGE F. MILLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 
2153) toamend the military record of George F. Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to amend the record of George F. Miller, who enlisted under 
the name of George F. Young on the 10th day of May, 1861, in Company G, 


Seventy-first Regiment New York Volunteers, and that an honorable dis- 
charge be granted. 


Mr. TYLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. TYLER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2153) to amend the military record of George F. Miller, after careful consid- 
Geena, report the same back to the House with the recommendation thatit 

oO pass 
it appears from the records of the War Department that thissoldier, under 
the name of George F. Young, jr., enlisted at the age of 14, on the 9th day of 
May, 1861], asa pr e in Company G, Second Regiment Excelsior Brigade, 
subsequently designated Company G, Seventy-first New York Infantry Vol- 
unteers, and was mustered into service June 28, 1861, to serve three years. It 
appeared that he served faithfully — March 18, 1862, when he is reported 
deserted. From the evidence of comrades corroborating the statement under 
oath of the applicant it further appears that the said George F. Miller, while 
stationed with his regiment at Sandy Point, Maryland, in March, 1862, was 
placed on the sick list because of an injury or sprain to his ankle received 
while at drill in the line of duty, and so remained until May 2, 1862, when his 
regiment was ordered to the peninsula of Virgmia. The said Mi was 
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then sent home as unfit for duty, where he remained until the close o; 8 
var. 

The soldier further states that his furlough and discharge were to / 
on his return home, but this was never done. The testimony further s) 
that Miller was never fit for duty again at any time prior to the expit 
of his term of enlistment; that, indeed, he has always been a sufferer 
or less from the injury received and is still at times forced to use a crut 
cane. 

The committee believe that there is nothing in this soldier's record ¢ 
that he intended to desert, but that he was prevented from completi 
term of enlistment by reason of disability contracted in the service 
extreme youth of the soldier alone, being a mere child of 14 years w} 
entered the military service, ought of itself to relieve him of the stigma ; 
ing on his name. is present reputation as a citizen is excellent. 

The committee, in view of all the facts of this case, recommend the pa 
of the bill for his relief with this amendment: 7 

Line 8, after the word “ granted,” insert ‘*Provided, That no pay, b t 
or other allowance shall become payable by reason of the passage of thi “t 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favoral)! 


y te 
the House. sie 
NATHAN MITCHELL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
5612) granting a pension to Nathan Mitchell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is ] by 
directed to place on the pension roll the name of Nathan Mitchell, a soldicr 


in the Mexican war, at the rate of $8 per month. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. Harpy) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. «12 


entitled “A bill granting a pension to Nathan Mitchell,” beg leave to sn ) 
mit the following report, and recommend that said bill do pass w it 
amendment. 

The claimant's statement as to his service is as follows: 

In the spring of 1846 he accompanied General Taylor's army from Corpus 
Christi, Tex., to the Rio Grande, in the capacity of forage master, under Major 


McRea, United States quartermaster, and that soon after this he was ap- 
— as secretary and interpreter (he being conversant with the Spanish 
anguage) to Colonel Cross. of the Quartermaster’s De ment, and served 
with him until the Colonel was assassinated by the Mexicans. About that 
time he was mustered into the service as a private in Capt. Sam H. Walker 
company of scouts, — ordered into service by General Taylor, and hi 
served asa member of said company until it was merged into Hays’s regiment 
Texas Mounted Volunteers. 

When the army left the fort on the Rio Grande he was specially ordere: 
by General Taylor to remain as interpreter to Major Brown, the comman« 
of the fort. On May 1, 1846, theenemy begana bombardment of the fort 
Major Brown at once ordered every man unattached to the army then in t! 
fort to organize into a.company and assist in the defense of the garrison. © 
this company the claimant was elected captain, and with it participated und 
arms in the defense of Port Brown (so named in hunor of the gallant 
mander, who was killed during the engagement) during the eight days’ bom- 
bardment which followed. 





The claimant further states that upon the relief of the garrison by General 
Taylor the company disbanded and the members thereof returned t eir 
former duties. 

Mr. Mitchell made application for a pension under the Mexican war serv- 
ice pension act of January 29, 1887, but the same was rejected becaus the 


inability of the War Department to find a record of the service as a 
although the Pension Bureau had, in 1857, issued a land warrant to th: 
ant upon his furnishing incontestible proof of his service as above set forth. 
Among the papers on file isa letter of F. V. Britton, late an officer in the 
United States Army, dated Rancho near Corpus Christi, Tex., January? 
1859, in which he certifies that Mr. Mitchell was reported to him (Britton) 
at Fort Brown as having been placed in command of all unattached team- 
sters, convalescents, etc., for service in the defense of the fort.and that he 


(Mitchell) served faithfully in battle as well asin every other situat is 
duties to the Government placed him. 
Gen. D. E. Twiggs, late of the Army, also certifies, under date of December 


18, 1858, to the fact of claimant's participation in the defense of Fort Brown. 
There is other evidence of the service, including the following certifica' 
“The undersigned, formerly an assistant surgeon, United States Arn 
and veteran of the Mexican war, certifies that heserved with the garrison in 
defense of Fort Brown in 1846, and was personally well acquainted w 
Nathan Mitchell, who remained with the garrison when the army under | 
eral Taylor marched to Point Isabel. r. Mitchell was given by Ma 
Brown the command of a squad of civilians, employees of various depart 
ments of the Army, and unquestionably rendered as brave and efficient 
ice in the defense of the fortasany of the other members of the garriso! 
which reason I do not hesitate to declare that he has as clear a right ' 
ceive a Mexican war pension as any of the veterans whoare now enjoyiny (ne. 
“GRAYSON M. PREVUs! 








“ FACABECAS, March 4, 1896.” 


The testimony shows that Mr. Mitcheil is now 78 years old and total 
blind. He has some interest in Texas lands, but nothing that produ 
income, and he stands in need of the relief provided by the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
MRS. JULIA JONES DUNCAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill A 
1975) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia Jones Duncan, widow of 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Duncan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is her 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro’ 
and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Mrs. Julia - 


Duncan, widow of Byt. Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Duncan, at the rate of $" ! 
month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
WESLEY A. PLETCHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. B. 
5183) granting an increase of pension to Wesley A. Pletcher. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 

thorized and directed to pay to Wesley A. Pletcher, late of Company K, 
One hundred and sixty-first Regiment of Ohio Volunteers, a pension of $3) 

- month from the passage of this bill, in lieu of the pension now drawn by 
Lim of $8 per month under certificate 562227. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Let us hear the report. 

The report (by Mr. KIRKPATRICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


z183) cranting an increase of pension to Wesley A. Pletcher, having carefully | 
examined and fully considered all the facts presented in this case, respect- | 


fully report as follows: _ “~ : nee 

Wesley A. Pletcher enlisted May 2, 1864, as private in ¢ waaay K, One hun- 
dred and sixty-first Ohio V olunteer Infantry, and was honorably discharged 
September 2, 1864. He filed claim for pension February 2, 1880, alleging that 
at Martinsburg. W. Va., July 15, 1864, he was attacked with sunstroke which 
resulted in heart disease and asthma. The claim was rejected July 24, 1885, 
on the ground of no record of any disability in service and no evidence of 
origin in service. He filed claim under act of June 27, 18, on July 28, 1890, 


for sunstroke, asthma, heart disease, and paralysis of right arm. Claim was 
admitted March 26, 1891, at $12 per month for ‘‘ paralysis and disease of heart.” 


The claimant furnished testimony of soundness at enlistment, and the tes- 


timony of Michael D. Pletcher, bis half-brother, who was a comrade, and who | 


testifies to being an eyewitness to claimant receiving sunstroke while work- 
ing in the trenches near Martinsburg, W.Va., on or about June 11, 1864, and 


that he fell down in the ditch, and affiant and others lifted him out and took | 


him to a shade tree; that after a while he got better and went to quarters; 
that affiant lived on same farm with him up to 1876, and knows that he suf- 
fered from pain in his head and pain in his heart, and when walking had sick 
spells and was short of breath, and from discharge to 1876 was fully three- 
fourths disabled for manual labor. : 

Claimant says Dr. Kennedy, who treated him from discharge to 1878, is 
dead, and that Dr. Raines, who treated him up to 1884, then went to Califor- 
nia, and he is unable to secure the medical testimony required, or that of 
other comrades or officers. ; f 

Claimant is wholly disabled for performing any kind of manual labor. The 
board of surgeons at Fowler, Ind., February 13, 1801, rated him eighteen- 
eighteenths for paralysis, eighteen-eighteenths for enlarged heart, and one 
eighteenth for asthma. They report paralysis of both sides, most marked in 
arms and vocal organs; applicant unable to talk, except a few words, so as 
to be understood, and is unable to use his hands to help himself; heart en- 
larged, area of dullness inereased 1} inches, sounds irregular, and impulse 

eak. . 

a In view of his deplorable condition, your committee recommend the pa: 

of the bill, with an amendment striking out all after the word * month,” in 
line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof ‘in lieu of the pension now drawn by 
him.” 

Mr. TALBERT. I should like some explanation in regard to 
this bill, either from the gentleman who introduced it or from the 


gentleman who reported it. The report states, ‘‘The claimant 


furnished testimony of soundness up to his enlistment.” 
kind of testimony was that? Was it sworn testimony? 
Mr. HANLY. It was sworn testimony, as I understand. 


What 


Mr. TALBERT. Further on, the report says: ‘‘ The claimant | 


is wholly disabled from performing any kind of manual labor.” 
What kind of evidence is produced to show that fact? Is it some 
unsworn statement of somebody, or is it sworn testimony? 
Mr.HANLY. That fact wasestablished by affidavit. Iwill add 
that I know this man myself. I know he is in a deplorable con- 
dition. Iknow that the facts are in truth as set forth in the report. 
Mr. TALBERT. The report states: ‘‘ Dr. Raines, who treated 


him (the applicant for pension) up to 1884, then went to California, | 
and he is unable to secure the medical testimony required or that | 


of other comrades or officers.” 
tion here. 

Mr.HANLY. He was unable to furnish the medical testimony. 

Mr. TALBERT. But I understood the gentleman to say the 
testimony had been sworn to. 

Mr. HANLY. The testimony as to his present condition has 
been sworn to; it is in the form of affidavits. 

Mr. TALBERT. That is the evidence, I understand, which 
goes to establish that the disability was of service origin. The 
pension first granted to the claimant was $12 a month for paraly- 
sis and disease of the heart. But he now seeks an increase of 
pension; and I am anxious to know upon what kind of evidence 
he bases this claim. Apparently, as he states, he is unable to 
produce the necessary testimony. I do not think an increase of 

ension should be ted upon any mere informal statement. 
Now, if the gentleman knows of his own knowledge that this man 
rs disabled from the performance of manual labor, I have nothing 

say. 

Mr. HANLY. I know of my own knowledge his exact con- 
dition, and it is established by testimony piled mountains high. 

Mr. TALBERT. That is satisfactory to me. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ALBERT BROWN. 


., Ehe next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
‘647) granting a pension of $30 per month to Albert Brown. late 


There seems to be some contradic- 


of Company D, One hundred and Fourteenth Regiment New York 
Volunteers, 
fees bill was read, as follows: 
e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

Suthorized and to place u n the pension roll of the United States 

© name of Albert Brown, of pany D, One hundred and fourteenth 
Regiment New York Volunteers, at the of $30 per month, in lieu of the 
Pension he is now receiving. 
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Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report in that case. 
The report (by Mr. PooLe) was read, as follows: 
_. The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was ref 
7647) granting a to Albert Brown, late of ¢ 


bill (H. R. 
y poeaion t 
and fourteenth New York Volunteers, submit the f 


e hundred 


erred the 
mpany D, On 
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Albert Brown enlisted in Company D, One hundr ind f urteenth New 
York Volunteers, August 13, 152, and was discharged June 17. 1865. Tho 
records and the evidence on file show that he was wounded in both ¢]} ighs, 
the ball remaining in the right thigh; alsoin the hand and 1 ith, 
knocking outa part of his teeth, in battle while in the service. He is now 
pensioned at $12 per month for wound of both thighs and \ h. 
Application for increase for same and resulting broken health was rv ed 

| February 21, 1896 

In an affidavit dated November 9, 1894, D. D. Chase, M. D., says 

“He has known claimant for twenty-five years; that in September, 1869, he 
examined claimant at biennial examination as examining surgeon for pen 
sions. He was pensioned for and was suffering from gunshot wound of lef 
and right thighs. A minie ball had passed through middle of left thigh from 





outside, leaving inner surface a little below middle, passing into right thigh at 
ae of middle and lower thirds, inner surface. The ball struck femur, 
odging, and _ evidently gravitating subsequently into popliteal space and 
remaining. There was a discharging wound 2} inches, about l inch outside per- 
pendicular line to popliteal space, leading to the ball, which was firmly 
impacted. The open wound was discharging offensive pus ; 

“In September, 1871, soldier again appeared for examination. The condi- 
tions were not materially changed, except that pus was now excoriating the 
wound and lameness and debility of soldier aggravated. About May or.June, 
1872, affiant was solicited toextract the ball. By applying compressed sponges 
repeatedly, by August, 1872, was enabled to seize the ball, which was ex 
tracted at opening above referred to. The ball showed pieces or spicule of 
bone, and was split about one-half its diameter and presented three parts, 
upon which were the spicule of bone. Affiant kept the wound open and 
treated cavity with carbolized solutions, and pronounced wound healed per- 
manently by December, 1872; but Brown did not entirely recover health, 
and affiant has seen him at least once each year since then and always found 
him in poor health, which was attributed by affiant to the disability accom- 
panying the long continuance of ball in thigh and its resultant discharges.” 

The foregoing affidavit clearly shows the condition of this soldier from 
discharge to 1872 and at intervals ever since. He is now totally disabled for 
manual labor, and from the affidavit quoted and other medical and lay tes- 
timony, your committee are satisfied that such inability to labor is due to 
the wounds which he received in the service and their results,and therefore 
they recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. POOLE. In line 7, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the 
bill by striking out the words *‘ at the rate,” and insert ‘and pay 
hima pension.” Alsoamend the title to read: ‘A bill granting an 
increase of pension to Albert Brown.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The billas amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. HELEN A. DE RUSSY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6159) to increase the pension of Mrs. Helen A. De Russy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Helen A. De Russy. of 
Washington, D. C., widow of Col. Rene E. De Russy, Corps of Engineers and 
brevet brigadier-general, United States Army, and pay her a pension of $100 
per month, the same to be in lieu of the pension now drawn by her 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommend the adoption of 
the following amendment: 


Strike out, in line 9, the words “‘ one hundred ” and insert “ fifty; so that 
it will read ‘*50 per month.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside, to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 
GROTIUS N. UDELL. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3605) granting a pension to Grotius N. Udell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
aathorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Grotius N. Udell. late of 
Company B, Sixth Regiment Iowa Infantry, and pay him a pension of $50 per 
month from and after the passage of this act, in lieu of the pension he is now 
receiving, for total inability to perform manual labor 


Mr. ERDMAN. [ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3605) granting a pension to Grotius N. Udell, late a private in Company D. 
Sixth Iowa Volunteer Infantry, having carefully examined all the facts and 
circumstances in evidence, submit the following report: 

Soldier served from July 17, 1860, until January 5, 1863. He filed claim and 
was pensioned from January 6, 1863, at $8 per month, for seven gunshot 
wounds in right shoulder, right lung and arm, and results. His pension was 
increased to $18 per month from April 15, 1874, and increased to $24 a month 
from March 3, 1883, and increased to $5 a month commencing September 7, 
1892. His claim for $50 a month was rejected January 2, 1896, for failure to 
show a degree of disability which would entitle him to $0 a month. 

The evidence shows that the injuries from which the claimant suffers were 
received at the battle of Shiloh April 6, 1+62 

Drs. John W. Webb, A. W. Coleman, and W. A. Boyden, reputable citizens 
and excellent physicians of Denver, Colo, testify that claimant is totally dis- 
abled and helpless, and that he requires the constant attention of one person; 
and the board of examining surgeons, under date of September 7, 1802, say, 
after describing the wounds: “The claimant isso disabled from his three gun 
shot wounds and other injuries described as to be incapacitated for any 
manual labor. He requires the aid of another person in feeding and dressing 
himself. He requires frequent and periodical, though not regular and con- 
stant, aid and attendance of another person, and we recommend a rating of 
$50 intermediate between first and second grade.” 

In view of all the facts, we believe him entitled to a pension of $# per 
month. We therefore recommend that the bill be amended by inserting the 
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word “private” between the words “late” and “of,” in line 6, and by strik- 
ing out the words “from and after the passage of this act,” in line 8, and by 
striking out all words after the word “receiving,” in the ninth line of said 
bill. and as so amended that the bill do pass. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to; and the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZA CRAIG HECKMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1816) 
granting a pension to Eliza Craig Heckman, widow of Brig. Gen. 
Charles A. Heckman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Eliza Craig Heckman, widow 
of Brig. Gen. Charles A. Heckman, on the pension roll at the rate of $50 per 
month. 


Mr. ERDMAN. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. McCLELLAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1816) 
rranting a pension to Eliza Craig Heckman, widow of Brig. Gen. Charles A. 
ieckman, having carefully examined and fully considered all the facts pre- 

sented, respectfully adopt the report of the Senate Committee on Pensionsas 
its own, and earnestly recommend the passage of the bill. 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is as follows: 

[Senate Report No. 416, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1816) grant- 
ing a pension to Eliza Craig Heckman, widow of Brig. Gen. Charles A. Heck- 
man, having had the same under consideration, submit the following report 
thereon: 

General Heckman entered the service as major in the Ninth Regiment New 
Jersey Volunteers, was promoted through the several grades to brigadier- 
reneral, and commanded a brigade or a division subsequently during the 
Gener part of the war. His military record, as reported by the War Depart- 
ment, is appended hereto. ; 

When the Mexican war broke out General Heckman, then a young man of 
24, raised acompany and was elected lieutenant, but was afterwards appointed 
an officer in Company H, First United States Voltigeurs, and took part in all 
the batties in General Scott’s campaign from Vera Cruz to the City of Mexico. 
At the conclusion of the war he made his home in Phillipsburg, N. J., but 
returned afterwards to Easton, where he became captain of a militia com- 
pany known as “ The National Grays,”’ which became one of the most noted 
companies in Pennsylvania. ' 

When President Lincoln made his first call for 75,000 men, Captain Heck- 
man took his command to Harrisburg, and it was mustered in as Company D, 
First Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

He afterwards became marr of the Ninth New Jersey Regiment and 
shortly lieutenant-colonel, and led the regiment at the battles of Roanoke 
Island and Newbern, after which he became colonel. He was appointed 
a brigadier-general in November, 1862, for signal ability and meritorious 
services. 

General Heckman died on January 24, 1896, having been in ill health for 
some years, and was in straitened circumstances, so that his widow is left 
without any support. The General’s death was hastened on account of a 

vainful operation he recently underwent for a wound he received in battle. 
lis widow is 66 years of age, and quite unable to provide by her own efforts 
for her maintenance. 

In view of the brilliant record made by General Heckman in two wars, and 
the almost destitute circumstances of his widow, your committee are unani- 
mously of opinion that the bill should pass, and accordingly report it back to 
the Senate with a favorable recommendation. 





RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, December 14, 1895. 

Sir: Referring to your letter of the 12th instant, received yesterday, ad- 
dressed to the Adjutant-General of the Army and by him forwarded to this 
office, to which the subject pertains, in which letter you request to be fur- 
nished with the military record of Charies A. Heckman, late brigadier-general 
of volunteers, for the use of the Senate Committee on Pensions in connection 
with Senate bill No. 707, I have the honor to inform you that the official rec- 
ords show as follows: 

Charles A. Heckman is regarded by this Department as having been mus- 
tered into service as major Ninth New Jersey Infantry Volunteers to date 
September 26, 1861, toserve three years; was mustered in as lieutenant-colonel 
to date October 8, 1861, and is regarded as having been mustered in as colonel, 
same regiment, to date February 10, 1862. 

He appears to have served with his regiment until December 2, 1862, when 
he was ———- brigadier-general of volunteers, to rank from November 
29, 1862. He accepted the appointment December 27, 1862; was immediately 
assigned to the command of a brigade, and continued on duty commensurate 
with his rank until May 16, 1864, when he was captured at the battle of Drewry 
Bluff, Va. He remained a prisoner of war in the hands of the enemy, being 
confined at Richmond, Va., Macon, Ga., and Charleston, 8. C., respectively, 
until August 3, 1864, when he was paroled and directed to repair to his home 
at Phillipsburg, N. J., to await orders. 

He was again assigned to duty commensurate with his rank September 17, 
1864, and continued on such duty until March 23, 1865, when he was ordered to 
proceed to his place of residence, thence to report by letter to the Adjutant- 
General of the Army. 

He was honorably discharged the service in special orders from this De- 
partment to date May 25, 1865, on tender of resignation. 


Very respectfully, 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, U. 8. A., Chief Record and Pension Office. 
Hon. JoHN M. PALMER, 
United States Senate. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


BENJAMIN F, YOUNG. 


The next business cn the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2395) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Young, late a private of 
Company G, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin F. Young, late a 
private in Company G, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. 
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Mr. ERDMAN. [I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. Layton) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (17 R 
2395) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Young, late private Company (;' 
First Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, having | examined and considerea i 
the facts and circumstances presented, res fully report asfollows: 
Benjamin F. Young enlisted September , 1861, as private in Company G 
First Ohio Cavalry Volunteers, and faithfully served until January 4, js,’ 
when he reenlisted in same company and was given a veteran forlous) ; 
thirty days, but was taken sick at home and was reported “absent sick” 
the muster roll of March and April, and afterwards discharged by x) 
order of Department of Ohio, to take effect February 4, 1864. mene 
He applied for pension May 4, 1876, for ‘‘ rheumatism, from which he ha 
lost his kneecap, some of the bones of his feet and bones of his head.” }j 
claim was rejected August 24, 1876, on the ground that his disability was », 
contracted in line of duty. i 
He filed a claim under act of June 27, 1890, on July 17, 1890, alleging phe) 
matism, disease of heart, and scrofula. This was rejected February °7 js) 
on the ground that all disabilities alleged are due to vicious habits. 
He appealed to the Secretary of the Interior on both claims, who affirmed 
the decision of rejection September 6, 1894, saying: 
“The prqpentenpate of the evidence is in favor of the view that appo} 
lant’s disability is due to vicious habits.” =F 
Your committee examined all the evidence in the claim and is truly sup. 
prised at the unwarranted decision. The testimony of comrades shows he 
contracted rheumatism in service in Tennessee in November, 1863. [is a+ 
ne payee. Dr. E. B. Fee, of Georgetown, Ohio, testified that | 
menc reating him rey 16, 1864. and continued treatment until s; 
tember 23, 1864, and occasionally prescribed for him since; that he at 
him for syphilis and gonorrheal rheumatism, and that he is now snfferi; 
(June 12, 1876) from necrosis of the bones of the head and face and other par 
of the body.” : 
The same physician filed affidavits September 10, 1880, and April 15, 188°. in 
both of which he contradicts his former testimony and says his wks’? 
and “notes” say he treated him for “‘chronic rheumatism.” He als) \ 5 
a letter to the Commissioner and says his former affidavit was a mistake, 
and that he made it when he did not have access to his books, and says: * In 
examining my books I find that I did not treat him for syphilis, but chronic 
1 
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rheumatism,” and asks the Commissioner, ‘* Can you not correct the error?’ 
The board of surgeons at Hillsboro, Ohio, examined him April 2, Iss4, an: 
after describing his symptoms say: 
“The skin of arms, legs, and hands, as also other parts, the conju: 
and throat, all indicate to us, as above described, the result of latent s) 
Opposed to this, the only testimony tending to show vicious ha) n 
immoral disease, are the sworn affidavits of eleven reputable physicians, who 
testify that after careful examination they are unable to find any indi 
that claimant suffered from the immoral disease mentioned, and some of 
them testify from personal knowledge that he never had it. Dr. R. B. Fee 
testifies that his father, Dr. E. B. Fee, was mistaken in his first diagnosis and 
affidavit, and so stated publicly and had made affidavit to that effect; an 
affiant states most positively that claimant never had the disease referr 
The board of examining surgeons at Georgetown, Ohio, December 15, | : 
* The scaly-skin disease, in our opinion, may be psoriasis and not sequela of 
syphilis. The differential diagnosis between syphiloderma and _ psoriasis 





















would incline to psoriasis. The ulcers may have nstrumous. The loss 
vomer and the blotches could be due to other causes than syphilis. I: 
probable that the disability was incurred in the service, as he claims, and 
that it has not been prolonged or aggravated by vicious habits.” 

The testimony shows clearly that applicant was of a scrofulous diathesis 
that his mother, two sisters, and four brothers were more or less scrofulous 
from infancy, and some of them almost blind at times, and (eliminating Dr. 
E. B. Fee’s first affidavit, which he tried to eliminate by two subsequent afti- 
davits and a personal letter) there remains not a scintilla of proof | hat 
claimant’s present deplorable condition could arise from rheumatism and 
scrofula, and your committee believe it did, and that a great injustice has 
been done this soldier. 

We submit as an appendix the decision of the Secretary of the Interior, 
believing that any fair-minded reader will arrive at our conclusion 

Your committee therefore earnestly recommend the passage of the Dill 
with an amendment, adding, after the word “cavalry,” in line 7, the words 
“and pay him a pension of per month.” 
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APPENDIX. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, Septembe: 5940 
[Docket 21720. Appeal in the pension claim of Benjamin F. Young, Compan 
G, First Ohio Cavalry, No. 218776. Rejection affirmed. The prepon 
ance of the evidence isin favor of the view that appellant’s disability i 
to vicious habits. ] 
Srr: Benjamin F. Youn 





was enrolled and mustered into the service on 


the 30th of September, 1861. He reenlisted January 4, 1864. On the roll for 
March and April, 1864, he is reported absent sick at Cincinnati, Ohio. A spe 
cial order directed his discharge to date from February 4, 1864, as he was 


absent from that date without pre r authority. ; 

On the 4th of May, 1876, he filed an ap Sealicn for pension in which he 
alleged that while in the line of duty in the service he contracted riieuma- 
oa See which he had lost his kneecap and some of the bones of lis feet 
and head. 

On the 17th of July, 1890, he filed an application for pension under the act 
of June 27, 1890, in which he alleged disability from rheumatism, disease © 
the heart, andscrofula. His claim under the act of June 27, 1890, was rejected 
on the poms that his disability is due to vicious habits. The claim under 
former laws was rejected in August, 1876, on the ground that the disability 
was not contracted in the line of duty. From the action rejecting both 
claims an appeal is taken. 5 / 

Applicant testified that he could not present the testimony of the rest 
mental surgeon or a commissioned officer of his company, as he cou! nob 
ascertain the whereabouts of any one of them. He presented the testimony 
of a member of Company G and two members of Company H, First 0 
a with a view to prove that he contracted rheumatism in Novem er; 

Dr. E. B. Fee, of Georgetown, Ohio, testified July 12, 1876, that Ben): 
F. Young came under his charge February 16, 1864, and that he had pres:rive 
for him or since that time. Affiant treated him for syplii's a™ 
gonorrheal rheumatism. He is now suffering from necrosis of the bones | 
the head and face and other portions of the ae His disease appears tv 
nae marching onward with periods of amelioration and aggravatio". = 

Dr. E. B. Fee, in an affidavit made on the 15th of April, 1882, stated oe 4 
knew the applicant fromchildhood. ‘After he veteranized he was furloug ne : 
and returned home. _I was called to see him on the 16th of February, 1%. nd 
notes say that he had gonorrheaand rheuma' I think the gonorrhea ¥ : 

exercise, thereby bruising the 


rha) roduced from continued horse 
crethte Phich ted in urethral discharge. I continued to treat him to 




















1897. 


September 23, inclusive, during which time he had ostitis of the os frontis, 

malar bone, humerus, ulna, carpus, metacarpus, and phalanges of both arms 

and hands. He lost a rtion of all these bones and all of some of them. 1 

hé ave treated him occasionally since, of which I have no data, because I con- 
dered: my treatment gratuitous.” 

“Dr. W A. Bivins testified, October 7, 1889, that to the best of his recollec- 

on he had known Benjamin F. Young since January or February, 1864, at 
wh hich time he wascalled torender him medicalaid. He was severely afflicted 

rheumatism, principally of the large — but many of the smaller 
its were also affected. He is afflicted with scrofula, for which affiant has 
en him medicine several times. A very careful examination did not reveal 
vidence of syphilis. Affiant can not give dates of treatment, for the 
n that he never kept any account against applicant and has to rely 
ge ethe r on his memory. . 

Thomas Robinson testified, November 27, 1888, that about 1869 he treated 
B . ‘amin F. Young for some scrofula sores on thescalpandarm. There was 
nothing of a syphilitic nature about him at that time, or before, or since, that 

fant had any knowledge of. He has had rheumatism since 1869, and is yet 
m4 bled with the effects of the same, but affiant did not treat him for that 
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Robert B. McCall, in his testimony taken October 14, 1889, after describ- 
the scars on the applicant's forehead, on the radial border, and anterior 
surtace of right forearm, and on the right arm at outer border of deltoid 
muscle, says he is not prepared to state the precise character of the ulceration 
which produced these lesions. 

Dr. M. Stoup testified, December 1891, that he had examined B. F. 

ng and found him affec ted with rheumatism and scrofula. He had known 
im for thirty years and never knew him to be affected with syphilis. 

Dr. M. W. Hayes testified, January 5, 1891, that he had examined Benjamin 
F. Young and found him suffering from scrofula and rheumatism. He found 
no indication of syphilis. 

Dr. J. B. McClain testified, October 2, 1892, that he had on that day exam- 
ined Benjamin F. Young and found him to be of scrofulous diathesis and 
laboring under articular rheumatism and disease of the heart. He found 

thing to indicate that he ever had syphilis. 

_W. J. Snofe testified, October 14, 1892, that he had known Benjamin F. 
ve ng more than forty-five years. Said Young is suffering from chronic ar- 
ticular rheumatism and cardiac disease and scrofula. The former diseases 
resulted from exposure in the Army; the scrofula is hereditary. He was 
intimately acquainted with said Young when he came from the ‘Army, and 
knows that he was not affected with syphilis. 

Dr. C. H. Mathews testified, May 15, 1893, that he had recently examined 
Benj: unin F. Young and found himsuffering fromc hronic rheumatism, scrof- 
ula. and disease of heart. Said Young's disabilities are not the result of vic- 
ious habits, but of hard labor and exposure. 

Dr. 8. Guthrie testified, November “4, 1888, that he had examined claimant 
and found him afflicted with chronic rheumatism, affecting his whole body. 
He states that he found no evidence of *‘ any immoral disease.” 

The board of surgeons at Hillsboro, Ohio, in their certificate of medical 
examination, made April 2, 1884, state: 

‘We have very carefully examined this man, and find two small cicatrices 
on frontal region of scalp, adherent, the bony structure having been i inv olved. 
Also find a large, depressed, and contracted cicatrix, 3 inches long, 2 inches 
above the right knee joint, the osseous structure of the femur having been 
involved in ulceration, leaving some deformity, but no loss of patella, es 
alleged. We find the metatarsal bone of second toe of right foot has a loss & 
a portion of bony structure by ulceration, and there is eversion of the larg 
toes of each foot and deformity. He has also cicatrices on each forearm, ¢ . 
sressed, adherent, contracted, producing some deformity of wrists and 
hands. ‘The skin of arms, legs, and hands, as also other parts, the conjunc- 
tiva and throat, all indicate to us, as above described, the results of latent 
syphilis. He acknowledges to us that these sores occurred some several 
years after his discharge." 

The board of surgeons at Georgetown, Ohio, in their certificate of Decem- 
ber 18, 1889, describe eschars from abscesses and ulcers on various parts of 
the body, and copper-colored or liver-brown stains or blotches upon the skin. 
They sa “the vomer is absent.” They state: 

“App icant has strumous family history. 
opinion, may be 
nosis between 5s 


28, 


~ 


y 
: 
bh 


The scaly skin disease, in our 
psoriasis and not sequela of syphilis. The differential diag- 

hiloderma and ——— would incline to psoriasis. The 
loss of rae and the blotches could be due to other cause than syphilis.”’ 

Dr. E. B. Fee, in a letter to the Commissioner of Pensions, dated Decem- 
ber 12, 1883, stated: 

“In relation to Benjamin F. Young, a private of Seventh Ohio Volunteer 
Cavalry. If I said in my affidavit that his disease was gonorrheal rheuma- 
tism,I think I was mistaken. My affidavit was made when I did not have 
access to my books. In examining my books I find that I did not treat him 
for syphilis, but for chronic rheumatism. My impression is thatin my affida- 
vit [said gonorrheal rheumatism. It 1 did, my memory was at fault, for my 
books show chronic rheumatism. I have this day examined y books and 
they say chronic rheumatism, and my treatment was for that disease. If I 
did him a wrong, can you not correct it?” 

The statement in this letter is not sworn to, and is therefore not of suffi- 
cient weight to controvert the testimony to which it refers, given more than 
seven years before. 

Under the circumstances of this case, the evidence is not sufficient to show 
that the disability on account of which pension was claimed was contracted 
in the line of duty in theservice. The preponderance of the evidence is that 
it is due to vicious habits. 

The action rejecting the claim under the act of June 27, 1890, and that under 
former laws is a affirmed. 

Very respec JNO. M. REYNOLDS, 
Assistant Secretary. 


The amine: OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it lie on the 
table. It is an outr us bill. I do not care to discussit. The 
reading of the report is sufficient to show the character of the bill. 
I make that motion. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. TALBERT, and on 
a division there were—ayes 10, noes 49. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN (having counted the committee). 
dred and ten members are present, a quorum. 

So the motion was rejected. 

The question recurring on the amendment of the committee, on 
& division (demanded by Mr. TALBERT) there were—ayes 74, noes 2 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 
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| returned from the war, after the di 
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The Chair overrules the point of order, a 


The CHAIRMAN, 
quorum being present. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The question recurring on the moti 


n to lay aside the bill with 





a favorable recomme ndat ion, ona division (demanded by Mr. Tat- 
BERT) there were—ayes 72, noes 3. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make ‘the point of no quorum, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ov les the point, a quorum 
being present. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the Ho with a 
favorable recommendation. 

CATHARINE HARRIS 

The next business on the Private Calendar wa H.R, 
6922) to pension Catharine Harris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 1c Inter and reby, 
auth rized and direct » place t I $ l,s to the provisions 
= d limitations of the general pension laws, the nam Catharine Harris, 

the mother of Mathias Harri ut f ¢ y¥i,s tec 1 Ol Vol- 
eee > ieeeey. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment 

In line 6, between the words “the” and “mother,” insert tl 
pendent; and insert after the wor 1 “Infantry,” in line 7, t 
*“and pay her a pension « if $12 per month.’ 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, let us have the report in this 
case. 

The report (by Mr. KERR) was read, as follows 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to who 
6922) to pension Catharine Harris, submit the follo 
The facts show that the soldier, Mathias Harris, 





asa lV 
I, Seventeenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, served his ti as v 
discharged at Columbus, Ohio, with his regiment. Hew en Gov nent 
transportation to his home, and when afew miles out of Columbus: way 
home a railroad accident occurred, and he, with another member of L 
pany, was killed and several others injured 

Catharine Harris is the mother of soldi:r. de stitute, anda w w. Sheisa 
very old woman, and has no relat ive upon whom she can depend for pport. 

The committee are of the opinion that the case comes within the spirit of 
the pension laws. While the soldier was dis« heveed: he had not yet reached 
his hones and was still toall intents and purposes in service wl he was 
killed. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill with the { wing 
amendments, viz: 

In line 6, between the words “the” and “mother.” insert the word 
“dependent,” and insert after the word “Infantry,” in line 7, the following: 
“and pay her a pension of $12 per month.’ 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I should like to know W whether 
this soldier left a widow. Does the gentleman in charge of the 


bill know whether he left a widow? 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Iam not able to state more than the 
report says, but I should like to address the committee later with 

reference to the merits of this bill. 

Mr. KERR. This bill was introduced by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Watson], but I reported it from the committe There 
is no direct evidence that I recollect on the question raise: a by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania; but this fact appeared in the evi- 
dence, that he was a very young man—I think between 19 and 20 
years old. He had been in the Army for two or three years before 
that time, and was killed on his way home. The presumption is 
that he was not married. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. 
House for a moment on this bill. 
curred more than thirty years ago. 


Chairman, I wish to address the 
It recalls an incident which oc- 

One of my brothers had just 
‘laration of peace. Almost the 
first thing he said to us was that the pleasure of getting home was 
greatly marred by a sad accident which had occurred a few miles 
from the city of Columbus. in which two of his comrades had lost 
their lives and in which he came very near losing his. He spoke 
with deep feeling of the brave boys who had been w ith him throug eh 
the war, who had followed Sherman to the sea and through the 
Carolinas, who had taken part in the great, grand review, and who 
were a part of the mighty hosts who had established the perpetuity 
of the Union and whose martial tread as they swept down the Ave- 
nue had shaken this Capito!, and whose lives went out almost in tho 
shadow of theirhomes. It was a touching story and impressed me 
deeply. 

Mr. Chairman, the pensioner in this case is the mother of 
those soldiers who lost their lives in that unfortunate accident, 
almost in the embrace of their loved ones, and when I introduced 
this bill I thought how strange it was that I should play a part in 
the tragedy I had heard of so long ago. I hope, sir, this bill will 
pass this House without a dissenting vote. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recomendation. 


one of 


EDWARD VUNK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
$842) to increase the pension of Edward Vunk. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Edward Vunk, formerly 
a member of Company D, Twelfth Regiment Wisconsin Infantry, to $50 per 
month, in lieu of the pension now paid him; said increase to take effect on 
and after March 1, 1896. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the follow- 
ing amendments: 

In line 6, strike out the word “ fifty ’* andinsertin lieu thereof “forty-five,” 


and strike out all after the word “ him” in line 7. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

ZOLMAN TYRRELL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4539) granting a pension to Zolman Tyrrell, imbecile son of Lewis 
R. Tyrrell, late Company A, First New York Engineers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place the name of Zolman Tyrrell, imbecile son of 
Lewis R. Tyrrell, late Company A, First New York Engineers, on the pen- 
sion roll and pay him a pension of $50 per month. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendments: 

- line 5, strike out the word “imbecile ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
” ic ix a.” 

_In line i, strike out the word “fifty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 

Kad. utter the word ‘‘month,” in line 7, the words “to be paid toa duly 
appointed guardian.” 

Strike out section 2. 

Strike out all of the title after the word “ Tyrrell.” 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, let us have the report. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, would it be in order to amend the 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion would be in order. 

Mr. RAY. Under the laws of the State of New York, idiots, 
instead of having guardians to take care of their estates, have 
what we call committees, and I therefore move to insert, after the 
word “guardian,” in the amendment to line 8, the words ‘‘ or com- 
mittee.” 


The CHAIRMAN. . The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 8, after the word ‘‘ guardian,” add the words “or committee.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ERDMAN] is recognized and asks for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. PooLE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4539) granting a pension to Zolman Tyrrell, having had the same under con- 
sideration, report as follows: 

Lewis R. Tyrrell, father of the beneficiary of this bill, served from Septem- 
ber 1, 1864, to July 3, 1865, when he was honorably discharged. He applied for 
poe and was pensioned under the general law for hemorrhoids following 

yphoid fever, and was receiving $12 per month in 1894, when he died, leaving 
neither widow nor minor child. It is probable that his death was due to 
causes arising in the service, though it is not shown; and noone has pension- 
able status under existing law on account of his service. 

The son, Zolman Tyrrell, is now 35 years of age, is utterly helpless, can not 
speak a word, can not dress or feed himself, and is idiotic, his idiocy having 
been caused by spasms in infancy. He has no property, no income, and is 
dependent on pe supported by a brother who works by the day for his liv- 
ing and is not able to care for this helpless son of a soldier. This is a meri- 
torious bill, and the committee recommend that it do pass with the follow- 
ing amendments: 

In line 5 strike out the word “imbecile” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ‘‘idiotic.” 

5 In line 7 strike out the word ‘fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
twenty.” 

Add after the word “ month,” in line 7, the words “to be paid to a duly 
appointed guardian.” 

Strike out section 2. 

Strike out all of the title after the word “ Tyrrell.” 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendments as amended were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


CAROLINE A. GROSHON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7489) granting a pension to Caroline A. Groshon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline A. Groshon, daugh- 
ter of William Groshon, late a private in Captain Messeroe’s company of New 
York Militia in the United States service, and pay her a pension of $8 per 
month from the l4th day of October, 1885, in lieu of the pension which her 


late mother, Catharine Groshon, was entitled to and received under the act 
of Congress approved February 14, 1871. 


The Committee on Pensions recommended the following amend- 
ments: 


Strike out the word “ Messeroe's,”’ in line 7, and substitute therefor the 
word “ Missine’s;’’ insert after the word “service,” in line 8, the words “in 
the war of 1812;” strike out all after the word *‘ month” in line. 


Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed } 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to hear the , 
port in that case read. 

The report (by Mr. Howe) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. ; 
entitled “A bill granting a pension to Caroline A. Groshon,” beg lea 


submit the following report, and recommend that said bill do pass, 
amendments. 


The claimant is the unmarried daughter of William Groshon, who se») 
from September 2, 1814, to December 3, 1814, in Captain Missine’s com, 
of New York Volunters in the war of 1812. 

Miss Groshon swears that she was born January 19, 1827, and that s) 
the only surviving child of the soldier. She further swears that she is do. 
pe:dent entirely — her daily labor for support, and that her mother. th» 
soldier’s widow, who was a pensioner, died October 14, 1885. ; 

The claimant's allegations are fully corroborated by the affidavits of J. w 
Hatsey and A. B. Russell, citizens of New York City, who have known } 
for more than thirty years. 

There are several precedents for the proposed legislation, and the Hoyse 


has at this session passed a bill ' a pension to an old and needy dayeh- 
ter of a soldier of the war of 1812. . 

The following amendments are recommended: Strike out the word * Voc. 
seroe’s,” in line 7,and substitute therefor the word “ Missine’s;” insert after 
the word “service.” in line 8, the words “in the war of 1812;” strike out aj] 
after the word “month” in line 9. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee wil] 
be consistent for one night at least. This bill is precisely on al] 
fours with the one we were talking about some time ago, concern- 
ing which the gentleman from Virginia Ye MEREDITH] and my 
excellent friend from Kansas [Mr. BLUE] boiled over with indig- 
nation, that the House should be passing that kind of pension 
bills. Here isa woman born fifteen years after the close of the 
war in which her father served. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask 
unanimous consent that this bill lie over without prejudice, which 
was the action taken by the House to-day in all bills of this char- 
acter. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Well, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be re- 
— to the House with the recommendation that it lie on the 
table. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman, consistency is a jewel. My 
friend [Mr. CONNOLLY] was advocating a similar bill a while ago, 
but now he wants us to be consistent and vote this down. I am 
willing to yote with him to satisfyhim. He says ‘‘the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH] was boiling over.” He is mistaken 
about that. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It was the gentleman from Kansas {| Mr. 
BLUE] who boiled over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] that the bill be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do lie on the table. 

‘ Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I hope the Chair will put my request 
rst. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, I hope this bill will receive 
the favorable consideration of this committee. This isa bill that 
I refused to introduce in the House until I had first personally 
investigated the matter, both as to the merits of the case and also 
as to the precedents in such cases. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That was my fix, too. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. So far as the merits of the case are con- 
cerned, this lady is an elderly maiden lady, gray haired, without 
many years to live, living alone, with no means of support. in 
poverty, and is the sole surviving daughter of an officer of the 
war of 1812 with a great record. 

Mr. BLUE. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. One moment andI will. As to precedents: 
Before introducing this bill I discovered that there were numer- 
ous precedents for passing bills pensioning the daughters of sol- 
diers of the war of 1812. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. One moment. It is not 10.30, and there is 
already a resolution before the committee. It will not take one 
moment to vote upon this bill. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Iinsist upon my motion thatthe bil! be re- 
ported with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

The motion of Mr. THOMAS was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. PAYNE having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Lacey, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House, reported that that commit- 
tee had had under consideration sundry House bills, part of w!'« 
were reported back with amendments, and part without am 
ments. With amendments—the bills H. R. 2035, H. R. 4517, H. ! 
7688, H. R. 7079, H. R. 7073, H. R. 2153, H. R. 5183, H. R. o4:, 
H. R. 6159, H. R. 3605, H. R. 2395, H. R. 6922, H. R. 3842, and Ii. ft. 
4539. Without amendments—the bills H. R. 5793, H. R. S07). >. 
719, H. R.5612, S. 1975, 8. 7816. Tolieon the table—the bill H. 8. 
6497; and also the bill H. R. 7489 without any resolution thereon. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move that the House do now adjourn. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10 o'clock and “) 
minutes p. m. having arrived, the House stands adjourned until 
to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 


tov Se ee 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting supplementary estimates of deficien- 
cies in appropriations, was taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred bills of the House of the following 
titles, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
reports, Which said bills and reports were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, as follows, 

) wit: 

; The bill (H.R. 10008) to improve and remodel the old post-office 
building and erect a bonded warehouse upon the grounds of the 
United States located at the corner of Larned and Griswold 
streets, in the city of Detroit, Mich. (Report No. 2810.) 

The bill (H. R. 10091) to repeal sections 2 and 3 of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Detroit, Mich.,” approved 
March 2, 1885. (Report No. 2811.) 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Patents, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10223) toamend Title LX, 
chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating 
to copyrights, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2813); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the joint resolution of the 
House (H. Res. 226) granting a life-saving medal to Daniel E. 
Lynn, of Port Huron, Mich., reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2814); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2487) en- 
titled “‘An act providing for the establishment of a quarantine 
station at or near Astoria, Oreg.,” reported the same without 
amerdment, accompanied by a report (No. 2815); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
* consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 

ollows: 

The bill (H. R. 10124) for the relief of James Y. Lilley—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 10175) to pension Mrs. Martha Frank—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Evidence to accompany House bill No. 10192, granting a pension 
to Martha A. De Lamater—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
: _ following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 10247) authorizing and directing 

the Commissioner of Navigation to cause the steamer Lonacon- 
ing to be registered as a vessel of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
_ By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 10248) provid- 
ing for the disposition of certain lands in Minnesota which have 
been or may be damaged by the United States in the construction 
of dams and reservoirs in aid of navigation, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10249) to 
regulate interstate transportation of property owned or manu- 
re by unlawful combinations--to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10250) to authorize 
the ap intment of an additional judge of the United States court 
im the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr, MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 10251) to regulate the service 
and fix the hours of labor for persons employed as policemen in 
Onemet of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
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By Mr. HARTMAN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 248) appro- 
priating $500 for the erection of a stand for the accommodation 
of Senators and Representatives and their families on March 4, 
1897—to the Committee on Appropriations. : 

By Mr. HULL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 249) for appoint- 
ment of a member of Board of Managers for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Wisconsin, asking the passage of House bill No. 4339, relative to 
the establishment of a military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4339—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 








PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 10252) for 
the relief of Verona E. Pollock—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 10253) granting pension to Elam 
Allen, late of Company E, Thirty-third Lowa Volunteer Infantry 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H. R. 10254) to increase the pension 
of Catharine McClain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McEWAN: A bill (H. R. 10255) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Edward Johnston, of Har- 
rison, N. J., and grant him an honorable discharge—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 10256) for the relief of J. H. 
Langston—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 10257) to remove the charge 
of desertion against William Katon—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: 4. bill (H. R. 10258) granting a pension to 
Susan McElwain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PIONSETIT, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: Petition of the Young Peo- 
ple’s Union and the Epworth League of Wickford, R. L., praying 
for the enactment of the House bill to raise the age of protection 
for girls in the District of Columbia to 18 years—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Young People’s Union and the Epworth 
League of Wickford, R. I., urging the passage of House bill No. 
7441, prohibiting the transmission of gambling matter by tele- 
graph or other agency—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Communications from Gen. James S. 
Graham and other citizens of Rochester, N. Y., in favor of the 
passage of House bill No. 10090, abolishing ticket brokerage—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of S. Rosenberger & Son, of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, concerning tariff on tobacco—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, letters of Joseph 8S. Peeble’s Sons, of Cincinnati, Ohio, and 
of the Live Oak Distillery Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, concern- 
ing amendments of tariff and internal-revenue duty on whisky— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Cincinnati Board of Trade, concerning 
the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Cincinnati Council, No. 24, American Pro- 
tective Association, concerning Cuban independence—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of General Alex. Hays Post, 
No. 3, and of Colonel James H. Childs Post, No. 230, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Pittsburg, Pa., approving of House bill No. 
9209, fora per diem pension—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of the Evanston Press Company, Evans- 
ton, Dll., favoring House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAGER: Petition of F. M. Hoskins and 18 others, of 
Menlo, Iowa, favoring the passage of House bill No. 9209, for a 
per diem pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: Sundry petitions of the Baptist church of 
Hickman, Ky.; the Baptist church of Poplar Grove, Ky.: the Ep- 
worth League, Methodist Episcopal church, St. Paul Episcopal 
Church, Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, Young Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, and of the Christian Church, all of 
Hickman, Ky., urging the passage of House bill No. 7441 and 
Senate bill No. 2846, to prevent interstate gambling by telegraph, 
mail, or express—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 
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By 





Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: 


Petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Plantsville, Conn., urging the 
passage of House bill No. 6119, known as the Phillips bill—to the 


Committee on Labor. 


Bv Mr. HEPBURN: Sundry petitions of E. H. Lockwood and 





other citizens of Irvington, N. Y.; Frank R. Webb and others, of 
Yonkers, N. Y.; J. B. Joseph and others, of Peekskill, N. Y.; C. 
Copum and othérs, of Poughkeepsie, N. Y.; W. J. Wood and 
others, of Garrison, N. Y.; George E. Bonteeon and others, of 
Duchess Junction, N. Y.; William Ross and others, of Hastings 
upon Hudson, N. Y.; E. H. Penson and others, of Hudson, N. Y.; 
Rey. J. E. Crane and others, of Schodack Landing, N. Y.; W. W. 
Hoit and others, of Albany, N. Y.; W. E. Philbrook and others, of 
New York City; W. J. McKean and others, of Dobbs Ferry; H. D. 
Hunted and others, of Brooklyn, N. Y.; R. L. Calkins and others, 
of Yonkers, N. Y.; J. W. Burdett and others, of New York City; 
Charles J. Lanig and others, of New York City; C. A. Ewing and 
others, of Tarrytown and other cities of the State of New York; 
E. E. Patterson and others, of New York and other cities of the 
State of New York; W. J. McKee and others, of New York City; 
C. W. Henry and others, of North Farmington, N. Y.; William 


Johnson and others, of Sing Sing, N. Y.; also letters of Charles 
R.C. Kinnert, of Albany, N. Y.; Dennis Courneen, of Lima, N. Y., 
and Beverly K. ., secretary of the Merchants’ Association of 
Boston, Mass., recommending the passage of House bill No. 10090, 
to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. HILBORN: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Sacramento, Cal., relating to a tariff upon imports of fresh and 
table grapes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper relating to the beet-sugar industry—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HITT: Petitions of F. S. Greenleaf, of Savanna, IIl1., 
and of J. W. Clinton, of Polo, Il., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Salem, N. J., comprising 100 members, 
asking the passage of a bill to raise the age of protection for girls 
to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Petition of George W. White 
and 85 others, of Winchester, Mass., praying for Government con- 

cific railroads—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 
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Also, petition of the New England Sabbath Protective League, 
urging the passage of Senate bill No. 2485, recognizing Sunday as 
a day of rest in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Charles S. Parker, of Arlington, Mass.; also of 
citizens of Somerville, Mass., favoring the passage of House bill 
No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Uffice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of C. F. Lieberg 
and other fourth-class postmasters of Yellow Medicine County, 
Minn., favoring the passage of House bills Nos. 3343 and 3351, 
known as the Cummings and Hardy bills—to the Committee on the 
Post-Oftice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McLAURIN: Petition of E. W. Nolley, of Conway, 
S. C., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of William Katon, of Company C, 
Twenty-ninth Regiment Maine Volunteers, to remove the charge 
of desertion against him-—-to the Commitiee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Susan McElwain, of Wayne 
County, N. Y., for increase of pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition of the Maryland Historical Society, of 
Baltimore, Md., for the removal and preservation of the frigate 
Constitution—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

3y Mr. SNOVER: Petition of Edwin W. Mason, of Otter 
Creek, Mich., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating 
to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of Sam. Knesthardt, of Port Clin- 
ton, Ohio, favoring the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEW ART of Wisconsin: Resolutions of the Wisconsin 
National Guard, relative to the use of the American flag—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the common council of the city of Superior, 
Wis., indorsing resolutions adopted by the bar association of the 
city, and mass meeting, relative to certain amendments to the 
Duluth and Superior Bridge law now pending in Congress—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WANGER: Resolution of H. Clay Beatty Post, No. 73, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Bristol, Pa., in favor of the pas- 
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sage of House bill No. 9209, for a service pension to all honora})ly 
discharged soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on Inyalij 
Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Colonel Edwin Schall Post, Camp No. 99 
Division of Pennsylvania, Sons of Veterans, U.S. A., of Lansda).’ 
Pa., urging the immediate recognition of Cuba as an indepe1 
nation, declaring their conviction of the justice of the war in ) 
the Cuban patriots are engaged and of its early success, and 
all Grand Army posts, camps of Sons of Veterans, and bus 
men of the United States use their influence toward checkiny 
slaughter of innocent Americans and Cubans, now the daily te 
cise of the Spanish army—to the Committee on Foreign A fiairs, 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 6, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minsurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s } 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Hoar, and by unanim: 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTE. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr 


LopGE as tellers on the part of the Senate under the conc : 
resolution providing for the appointment of tellers at the 
ing of the electoral vote for President and Vice-President 
United States. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives; by Mr. VW. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had | 


the bill (S. 2746) to remove the political disabilities of Col. John 
Taylor Wood. 

The message also announced that the House had passed t! ]. 
lowing bills, with amendments in which it requested the « I 


rence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 178) granting a pension to Betsey J. Webber; 

A bill (S. 205) granting a pension to Mary O. H. Stoneman 

A bill (H. R. 1323) granting a pension to Maria Somerlat, widow 
of Valentine Somerlat; 

A bill (S. 1495) granting a pension to Hans Johnson; 

A bill (8. 1501) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Lucy 
Alexander Payne, widow of Capt. J. Scott Payne, Fifth U: 
States Cavalry; 

A bill (S. 1694) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Jul H. 
Stahel; 

A bill (S. 1806) granting a pension to George B. Custer, late 
sergeant of Company H, Seventy-third Regiment Indiana \olun- 
teer Infantry; 

A bill (S. 2126) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Laura 
A. Nelson; 

A bill (S. 2347) for the relief of Laura C. Dodge; and 

A bill (S. 2913) granting an increase of pension to Nettie A, 
Cheeks. 

The message further announced that the House had passe! the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1066) granting a pension to Ella Hatfield; 

A bill (H. R. 1095) granting a pension to Annie M. Ermer: 

A bill (H. R. 2321) to increase the pension of John J. Cro 

A bill (H. R. 2396) granting a pension to Isaac Holbrook, late 
private in Company G, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry: 

A bill (H. R. 3108) to grant a pension to Jesse Durnell, late 
second-class ‘e on gunboat Lexington; 

A bill (H. R. 3745) granting a pension to Benjamin L. No! 

A bill (H. R. 4076) for the relief of Abner Abercrombie; 

A bill (H. R. 4901) to pension Richard Wilcoxton; 

A bill (H. R. 5435) to increase the pension of Frances P. Trum- 
bull, widow of Matthew M. Trumbull; 

A bill (H. R. 5499) for the relief of Patrick Clabby; 

A bill (H. R. 5898) granting a pension to Amanda M. Way, 22 
army nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 5986) granting a pension to Francis M. Ross: | 

A bill (H. R. 6099) granting a pension to Margaret Kirkpatrcs; 

A bill (H. R. 6560) to increase the pension of Emily M. ly -°Ts 

A bill (H. R. 6671) for the relief of Charles A. Nazro; 

A bill (H. R. 6730) granting a pension to Edward C. 

A bill (H. R. 6757) granting a pension to Andrew J. Moldcr; 

A bill (H. R. 6765) to increase the pension of David N. | p 


Sy 
> 
fold 


rt 


son; 
A bill (H. R. 6803) granting a pension to Ellen Day, stepu 
of Albert L. Day; 
A bill (H. R. 6915) granting a pension to Julia D. Beebe: 5 
A bill (H. R. 7055) increasing the pension of Anna G,. Valk; | 
A bill (H. R. 7121) to restore Mrs. Elizabeth T. Anderson to t2¢@ 
pension roll; 
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A bill (H. R. 7205) granting a pension to Alphonso G. Drake; 
‘A bill (H. R. 7451) for the relief of James Eganson, of Hender- 
, Ky.; ’ | 

"A pill (H. R. 7457) granting an increase of pension to John 
2 w! ir 1; ¥ ; . 
Ma bil (H. R. 7627) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
jochard; : aa 
A vill (H. R. 8388) for the relief of William G. Buck; 

A bill (H. R. 8633) granting a pension to Nancy Roberts, of 
Manchester, Clay County, Ky.; 

A bill (H. R. 9319) granting a pension to Malachi Salters; 

‘A bill (A. R. 9689) for the relief of Daniel E. De Clute; and 

A bill (H. R. 10040) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Ferree. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
sicned the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
sicned by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 146) granting an increase of pension to Samuel O, 
Towne; : , ; . 

A bill (S. 638) granting an increase of pension to John Nichols; 

A bill (S. 684) granting an increase of pension to Marion Mc- 
Kibben; 

A bill (S. 
Morris: 

A bill (S. 895) for the relief of Christopher Ellis; 

A bill (S. 905) granting a pension to Mary W. Keeffe; 

A bill (S. 1017) granting a pension to Robert Kiracofe; 

A bill (S. 1310) granting an increase of pension to Shubael 
Gx vald: 

A bill (S. 1311) granting an increase of pension to Dudley F. 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 1856) toincrease the — of Elizabeth L. Larrabee, 
widow of Col. C. H. Larrabee, late of the Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment of Wisconsin Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 1787) granting a pension to Nancy T. Duncklee; 

A bill (S. 1949) granting an additional pension to Capt. Brad- 
bury W. Hight; 

A bill (S. 2138) granting a pension to Mary E. Ely; 

A bill (8. 3320) to provide a life-saving station at or near Point 
Arena, Mendocino County, in the State of California; 

A bill (S. 8622) to increase the pension of Caroline A. Hough, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough; and 

A bill (A. R. 9707) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the legislature 
of Michigan, remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 
10090, for the purpose of abolishing ticket brokerage; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed in the REcorpD, as follows: 


=~ 


757) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide 


House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Lansing, Mich., February 2, 1897. 
Mr. Gillam offered the following: 

Whereas a bill has been introduced in the National House of Representa- 
tives, known as H. R. 10090, for the purpose of abolishing ticket brokers, and 
—— “A bill to amend the act entitled‘An act to regulate commerce;’” 
and 

Whereas the provisions of this proposed act, if carried into effect, would 
not only wipe out ticket brokerage, but deny to every citizen the right to dis- 
pose of his own property in the open market respecsng railroad transporta- 
tion, and in case of such disposal would be branded a felon, punishable by fine 
and imprisonment; and 

Whereas the passage of such a bill or act would, in effect, be in violation of 
the recognized rights of the people, and is, in effect, a grabat the public purse 
for the benefit of railroad corporations and to the injury of the traveling 
public: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Michigan, That 
we denounce the measure as unjust and one that tends rather to protect cor- 
porate interests than to benefit or in any manner favor the rights and privi- 
eges of the mass of American citizens; and 

Be it further resolved, That we recommend to our representatives in Con- 
gress that they use ali honorable means in their power to defeat any such 
measure; and 

Be it further resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to our 
representatives in Washington, to the Speaker of the House, President of 
the Senate, to the President of the United States, and to thechairman of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Which was adopted. 

WILLIAM D. GORDON, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Lewis M. Minuer, Clerk. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the American 
Anti-Saloon League, of Washington, D. C., praying that in case 
certain Indian reservations within the bounds of the United States 
are opened to white settlement, a law be enacted prohibiting the 
carrying on of the liquor traffic within the limits of these reser- 
vations; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

_Mr. VILAS presented a petition of the legislature of Wiscon- 
sin, pra —— the passage of House bill No. 4339, to establish a 
national military park to commemorate the campaign, siege, and 
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defense of Vicksburg; which was read, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs, as follows: 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, STATE OF WISCONSIN, 
Joint resolution No. 4, S, asking the members representing the State of Wis- 








consin in the Congress of the United States to vote in favor of bill H. R. 

4339. 

Whereas there is now pending in Congress a bill (H. R. 4339) to establish a 
national military park to commemorates the campaign, siege, and defense of 
Vicksburg; and 

Whereas the operations that culminated almost simultaneously at Gettys- 
burg and Vicksburg in July, 1863, not only mark the turning point he war 
of the rebellion, but also constitute one of the great epoch ry of 
our country, and should both be commemorated in the m e and 
enduring manner possible; and 

Whereas the establishment of a national military park at \ r will 
be a most fitting and appropriate monument to the great comma 0 
genius planned these operations and directed them to a successful 1 und 

Whereas the State of Wisconsin has an especial interest in this | the 
reason that of her gallant soldiers 11 regiments of infantry, 2 of cavalry, and 


3 batteries of artillery participated in the operations it is intended to con 
memorate: Therefore, 


The legislature of the State of Wisconsin, by this concurrent resolution, 
asks that the above-named bill (H. R. 4339) be passed during this session of 
Congress, and requests the Senators and members of the House of 


Represent 


atives in Congress from Wisconsin tolabor earnestly for its passag 


q 
secretary of state is hereby directed to send a copy of this resolution to the 
Senators and members of the House of Representatives from Wi sin, to 
the Hon. THoMAS B. REED, Speaker of the House of Representat und 


to the Hon. JoHN A. F. HULL, chairman of the House Committee on M 
Affairs. 
L. W. THAYER, 
President of the 
G. A. BUCKSTAFF 
Speaker of the A 


Given under my hand and official seal at the capitol in the city of Madi- 
son this —— day of February, A. D. 1897. 

HENRY CASSON, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of the Napper-Tandy Club 
of New York City, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Third Christian Church, of 
Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the ratification of the pending 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry American citizens, offi- 
cers of Polish-American organizations, and representatives of the 
Polish-American press of the United States, praying Congress to 
amend the bill purporting to regulate the immigration of foreign- 
ers into the United States so that it will not exclude the Poles 
from admission to the United States; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented the petitions of J. M. Baker, publisher of the 
Commercial, of Columbia City; of L. L. Burke, publisher of the 
American, of Brookville; of Reub Williams & Sons, publishers of 
the Daily Times and Weekly Northern Indianian,of Warsaw; of 
H. A. Strohm, publisher of the Newton County Enterprise, of 
Kentland; of G. R. Harmant, publisher of the Ciarion, of Prince- 
ton; of A. A. Holmes, publisher of the Union, of Sullivan; of O. B. 
Hass, publisher of the Sullivan Times, of Sullivan, and of M.C. 
Garber, secretary and treasurer of the Courier Company, of 
Madison, all in the State of Indiana, praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CHILTON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of West 
Dallas, Tex., remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented sundry petitions of citizens of Provi- 
dence, Newport, Millersburg, Vanceburg, and Bardwell, all in 
the State of Kentucky, praying for the passage of House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail mat- 
ter, and also for the passage of House bill No. 838, to reduce let- 
ter postage to 1 cent per half ounce; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Paducah, 
Ky., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Burgin, Ky., remon- 
strating-against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Hickman; of members of the St. Paul Episcopal 
Church, of Hickman; of members of the Christian Church of 
Hickman; of members of the Baptist Church of Hickman, and 
of the Young Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Hick- 
man, all in the State of Kentucky, praying for the passage of 
the so-called Shannon bill, raising the age of consent to 18 years 
in the District of Columbia and Territories; which were referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CALL. By request, I present correspondence between the 
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Cherokee and Dawes commissions, signed by 8. H. Mayes, principal 
chief. and G. W. Benge and W. W. Hastings, Cherokee delegates, 
relative to an erroneous impression as to the unwillingness of the 
Cherokee Nation of Indians to enter into negotiations with a 
commission appointed on the part of the Government of the United 
States, etc. I move that the paper be printed as a document and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Victoria, 
Tex., remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 4566, 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. GEAR presented the memorial of E. 8. Lawrence and 26 
other citizens of Des Moines, Iowa, remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Charles E. Sinclair, publisher 
of the Britt News, of Britt, lowa, praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Young Peopie’s Christian 
Union of the United Presbyterian Church, of Keokuk, Iowa, and 
@ petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Bridge- 
water, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Master Car Builders’ Asso- 
ciation, remonstrating against the adoption of a metric system of 
weights and measures; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Hon. Robert E. Pat- 
tison and other prominent citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying 
for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great 
Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, pray- 
ing fur the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second- 
class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Jolumbus, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of House bill 
No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Reflector Publishing Com- 
pany, of Payne, Ohio, and the petition of E. S. Arnold, publisher 
of the Dunkirk Standard, of Dunkirk, Ohio, praying for the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the memorial of C. H. Draper and sundry 
other citizens of Minnesota, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Spring 
Valley, Minn., praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the Presby- 
terian churches of Rushford and Fremont, in the State of Minne- 
sota, praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty 
with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS. I present a memorial of the legislature of 
Michigan, remonstrating against the passage of House bill 10090, 
for the purpose of atolichins ticket brokerage; which I ask be 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed in the REcorpD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has presented a similar 
memorial, which was ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. BURROWS. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the memorial of John F. Sughrow 
and 32 other citizens of Detroit, Mich., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. BAKER presented the petitions of R. M. Chilcott, publisher 
of the Times, of Wamego; and of sundry citizens of Onogg, Kan- 
sas City, and Wakeeney, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class mail matter, and also for the passage of House 
bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage to 1 cent per half ounce; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

ads. 
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the Cherokee Nation, in the Indian Territory, relative to the y.)) 
of citizenship of the Five Civilized Tribes in that Territory. «, 
indorsing and sustaining the report of the Dawes Commission. 
move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on India 
Affairs. 


and 20 other citizens of Alexandria, La., remonstrating agy 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 1,;;j 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices a,j 


bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was referre: ; 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. I present a memorial of 350 residents 


of 
d 
I 
n 
The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented the memorial of Charles S. \j 


es 


inst 


Post-Roads. 
He also presented a petition of the Chamber of ‘Commerce of 


Fergus Falls, Minn., praying for the passage of the so-called Loyd 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry bankers, merchants 
manufacturers, and representatives of commercial interests of 
New Orleans, La., praying for the enactment of legislation })y 
hibiting the sale of railroad tickets by unauthorized per 
which was referred ta the Committee on Interstate Commerc 

Mr. SMITH presented the petition of James D. Flynn, publisher 
of the Register, of Bordentown, N. J., praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the State board of health of 
New Jersey, remonstrating against the passage of Senate )ill No, 
1552, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of C. J. McPherson, publisher 
of the Tribune, of South Framingham, Mass., and the petition of 
W. H. Trumbly & Sons, publishers of the Chronicle, of Reading, 
Mass., praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating 
to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HALE presented the memorial of E. W. Wallace and 79 
other citizens of Millbridge, Me., and a memorial of 26 citizens of 
Oldtown, Me., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were re 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented the petition of N. P. Bonney, puh 
lisher of the Summit Sentinel, of Summit, Miss., praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post- Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of C. J. McPherson, publisher 
of the Tribune, of South Framingham, Mass., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
a was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads. 

He also presented a petition of the Yearly Meeting of Friends of 
New England, praying for theratification of the pending arbitra- 
tion treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor 
Union of Bridgeport, Conn., praying for the enactment of leyisla- 
tion prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
building; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Plantsville, Conn., praying for the passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 2485, to further protect the first day of the week as a 
day of rest in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Plantsville, Conn., praying for the passage of the 
so-called Phillips bill, providing for the appointment of a non- 
partisan commission to collate information and to consider and 
recommend legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, 
agriculture, and capital; which was ordered to lie on the ta!le. 

Mr. PASCO presented the petitions of Fred S. Hodges and 20 
other citizens of Madison, of W. Jackson and 9 other citizens of 
Fort Meade, of L. L. J. Niewwenkamp and 20 other citizens of Lake- 
land, and of J. N. Hooker and 12 other citizens of Bartow, a in 
the State of Florida, praying for the passage of House bil! \o. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mai! mat- 
ter, and also for the passage of House bill No. 838, to reduce |:ttet 
postage to 1 cent per half ounce; which were referred to the (on 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the First Congres 
tional Church of Tampa, Fla., favoring the principle of interna 
tional arbitration and requesting that it may receive the earn<st 
and favorable attention of the Senate; which were ordered to ¢ 
on the table. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petitions of W. E. Crow, )"'” 
lisher of the Facts, of De Soto; of F. W. Rauchenstein, pulliso:T 
of the St. Louis County Watchman, of Clayton; of J. M. Wrget; 


ns; 
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publisher of the Ray County Republican, of Richmond; of W. B. 
Cochran, publisher of the Daily News, of Aurora; of W. B. Coch- 
ran, publisher of the W eekly Argus, of Aurora; of W.S. St. Clair 
and W. B. Boynton, publishers of the Sentinel, of Lockwood; of | 
J. E. McKesson, publisher of the Republican, of Lebanon; of the | 
National Board of Trade and of G. K. Wathney, publisher of the 
Republican Pilot, of Maysville, all in the State of Missouri, pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal | 
laws relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to | 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petitions of Mrs. Judge Fryer, president | 
of the local Woman’s Christian Temperance Union; of Mrs. Mary 
T. Evans, president of the County Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union; of Dr. Joe Graves, president of the Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of Kingsville, Mo.; of the township Sunday- 
school convention of Green, Mo., signed by James A. Kerr, presi- 
dent, and Ross McCleary, secretary; and of the faculty and stu- 
dents of Central College, in convention assembled, February 1, 
1897, of Fayette, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Kings City, Mo., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation raising the age of protection to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories, for the enactment of a Sunday-rest 
law for the District of Columbia; and remonstrating against inter- 
state gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise; and pro- 
hibiting the sale of liquor in the Capitol building; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petitions of Fred. E. Harding, of 
Springfield, I11.; of E. D. Sweeney, of Rock Island, Ill.; of F. C. 
Donald, chairman of the mass meeting of the general passenger 
and ticket agents in the territory east of Chicago and St. Louis 
and north of the Ohio and Potomac rivers, held at Buffalo, N. Y.; 
of W. F. Hynes, representing the Brotherhoods of Railway Engi- 
neers, Firemen, Conductors, Trainmen, and Telegraphers, of 
Washington, D. C.; of J. F. Hayes and 68 other citizens of New 
York, and of James Heming and 117 other citizens of New York 
and New Jersey, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 3545, 
prohibiting the sale of railroad tickets by unauthorized persons; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petitions of John Lynch and sundry other 
citizens of New York, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 
3545, prohibiting the sale of railroad tickets by unauthorized per- 
sons; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented the memorials of J. J. Starke, of Momence; 
of John monds, editor of the Courier, of Lincoln; of A. W. 
Glessner, president of the Galena Gazette, of Galena; of sundry 
citizens of Momence, Peoria, Waverly, and Metropolis, all in the 
State of Illinois, remonstrating against the passage of House bill 
No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Brighton, Ill., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petitions of B. G. Whitehead, publisher of 
the Casey Gleaner, of Casey; of John Ruf, publisher of the Union 
Banner, of Carlyle, and of J. W. Clinton, swe gee of the Ogle 
County Press, of Polo. all in the State of Illinois, praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

He also presented the petitions of W. M. Hoyt, president of the 
W. M. Hoyt Company, wholesale grocers, of Chicago; of Lapp & 
Flersham, of Chicago, and of the Irwin Paper Company, of Quincy, 
all in the State of Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of G. W. Minier, of Minier, IIL, 
and the petition of Elizabeth G. Halsey and sundry other members 
of the Coterie Club, of Lake Forest, [ll., praying for the ratifica- 
tion of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I present a memorial of the Creek 
delegates in relation to their rejection of the agreement submitted 
to them by the Dawes Commission. I move that the memorial, 
together with the appendix, be printed as a document, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WETMORE presented the memorial of George W. Foster 
and sundry other citizens of Westerly, R. I., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 


matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, 
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DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Appropriations I report 
back the bill (H. R. 10134) making appropriations for the diplo- 
matic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, 
with sundry amendments, and a written report accompanying it, 
which I ask may be printed. I give notice that I shall try to call 
the bill up on Monday. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
endar. 


AND CONSULAR 


The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HALE. At the suggestion of several Senators 
make a proposition about the order of business to-day. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Tuurston] has announced 
that he desires to continue his remarks, beginning at the close of 
the routine morning business to-day. At3 o'clock to-day the Sen- 
ate has ordered that memorial resolutions in relation to a late 
Representative from Massachusetts shall be taken up. 

I ask unanimous consent that upon the conclusion of the re- 
marks of the Senator from Nebraska the Senate proceed to take up 
the Calendar under Rule VIII and consider unobjected cases 
until the hour of 3 o'clock arrives. That will give us one of the 
last opportunities of finishing the unobjected cases upon the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. The order of business not to be disturbed other- 
wise, but to remain the same as now? 

Mr. HALE. Such an arrangement would not of course in any 
way disturb the order of business. : 

Mr. WHITE. Is it the design of the Senator from Maine that 
the order of which he speaks shall proceed at once? I make the 
inquiry, as I wish to offer a resolution which I think will not be 
objected to. 

Mr. HALE. No; I bring it in now because I was on the floor. 
The routine morning business will go on, and when that is com- 
pleted I understand the Senator from Nebraska will take the floor. 
All there is in my proposition is that the time which elapses after 
the Senator from Nebraska shall have concluded and 3 o'clock 
shall be devoted to the consideration of unobjected cases on the 
Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. TELLER. Including Senate bills? 

Mr. HALE. Including Senate bills. Nothing but House cases 
were considered yesterday. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish tosuggest to the Senator from Maine 
that there is not much use at this period of the session in passing 
Senate bills. There are some House bills which have been passed 
over that were not really objected to; but in some cages bills were 
passed over because the Senators who had them in charge were 
not present. Some of us would like t9 call up a bill on the Calen- 
dar that would not be reached to-day in regular order. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I understand that under the suggestion of 
the Senator from Maine all those cases will come up, unless ob- 
jected to when reached. 

Mr. HALE. My proposition covers all bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Both House bills and Senate bills. 

Mr. HALE. The remnant of House bills unfinished yesterday, 
and the Senate bills also. 

Mr. TELLER. Is it the intention that we shall begin at the 
commencement of the Calendar? 

Mr. HALE. At the commencement. 

Mr. TELLER. And take up all unobjected cases? 

Mr. HALE. All unobjected cases. 

Mr. TELLER. Having gone some distance on the Calendar, I 
do not understand that the Senator means we shall commence 
where we left off yesterday. 

Mr. ALLISON. We went through it yesterday. 

Mr. TELLER. But we are to go back to the beginning of the 
Calendar and commence there? 

Mr. HALE. Precisely. 

Mr. TELLER. If thatis the understanding, the order is en- 
tirely acceptable to me. 

Mr. HALE. We can clear up a dozen or perhaps twenty cases, 
or more. and I donot know of anything else that it is desired shall 
be brought forward. , 

Mr. FAULKNER. Isuggest to the Senator from Maine that 
there might be a misunderstanding there. Some cases have been 
passed over under Rule VIII, and others under Rule IX. Of course 
when one of the cases passed over under Rule IX is reached, aSena 
tor who desires to call it up will beallowed to do so. Itis not the 
intention. I understand, to start in on the Calendar where we left 
off yesterday. 

Mr. ALLISON. We finished the Calendar yesterday. 

Mi. FAULKNER. No; we finished the Calendar only as to the 
House bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; but we went through with the Cal- 
endar yesterday as to the House bills. Therefore we will com- 
mence with the Calendar at the beginning, under Rule VIIL 

Mr. HALE. Under Rule VIII? 


, | wish to 
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Mr. FAULKNER. That is right; under Rule VIII. 

Mr. HALE. Is thatin order, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to have the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Maine. I have an important bill in charge affecting 
the interests of our State, especially at this time, and of all the 
sf I do nt 





States. it think it will excite any debate; I hope it will | 
not, and I desire an opportunity to call it up and see whether we 
can pass it or not. Of course, I will consent to anything which 


will expedite the business of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator understands, of course, that there are 
a good many Senators who have bills in charge that they desire to 
callup. This proposition of mine can not gothrough unless every- 
one consents. The object is to avoid being thrown into a scram- 
ble as to who shall get the floor, when the result would be that 
not much could be done. [have simply made the proposition in 
the interest of doing the most basiness during the time at our 
di sposal. 

Mr. WHITE. Iask the Senator from Maine whether it will be 
understood also that the Nicaragua Canal bill goes over until 
Monday as the unfinished business? 

Mr. HALE. The Nicaragua Canal bill will undoubtedly be 
laid before the Senate at 2 o'clock as the unfinished business, and | 
then it will be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Task the Senator from Maine to please give 
me the benefit of his experience here. Iam a new member, and 
I do not know exactly how to work this thing. I want to get my 
bill up and see whether it will create a fight or not, and if it does 
we can discuss it for a while, or a majority can lay it aside. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know where the Senator’s bill is on the 
Calendar. When we reach it, if it is not objected to, it will be 
considered and passed. If objected to, it will go over and come 
up again, holdingits place on the Calendar, I do not know where 
the Senator’s bill is; Ido not know what itis; but he loses no 
right, I will say, in this agreement to take up the cases in their 
order. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What am Ito understand by the expiration 
of the routine business? Is it that as soonas we get through with 
the presentation of petitions and memorials, resolutions, etc., the 
Senator from Nebraska’ will continue his speech, and when he 
gets through then we shall go to the Calendar? 

Mr. HALE. That is it, until 3 o’clock, when the memorial res- 
olutions will be taken up. It is utilizing the time the Senator 
from Nebraska leaves to the Senate; that is all. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, while I do not object to the agree- 
ment proposed, it does seem to me it is a very great hardship upon 
some of the cases that are back on the Calendar. We called over 
the docket under Rule VIII, and some cases went over which are 
important and full of merit. When a Senator objects to a bill, it 
is laid aside. We ought to have some rule by which we would 
have a right to give every case a trial when wereachit. We pass 
those simply which are not objected to. The most important 
cases, of course, are those which are controverted, yet such a pro- 
ceeding shelves them all and puts them out of the way for this 
session. I want to call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that I have some bills in charge, and other Senators have bills in 
charge that they desire shall be heard, and although there may be 
objection to the measures, let us test the merits and give the bills 
a day in court, and see whether the Senate will pass them or not. 

Mr. HALE. I do not desire to take any more time. My propo- 
sition can not be entertained unless every Senator here thinks it 
is best to proceed in this way. If any Senator objects, that is the 
end of it. 

* The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the request of the Senator from Maine. Is there objection? 

Mr. VILAS. Iask that the request be stated by the Chair, so 
that the Senate may understand it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Maine will please 
restate his request. 

Mr. HALE. It is that for to-day the Senate shall proceed with 
the Calendar on the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator 
from Nebraska, who, I understand, proposes to take the floor 
after the routine morning business is completed to conclude his 
remarks. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that prob- 
ably my colleague will desire to occupy the attention of the 
Senate after the morning hour. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. My proposition gives him all the 
range that he desires. Whenever he closes, the order will apply. 
I will state my request, Mr. President. It is that at the conclu- 
sion of the remarks of the Senator from Nebraska the Senate 
shall proceed to consider the Calendar under Rule VIII—unob- 
jected cases. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him 
whether we are to begin at the back of the Calendar or at the 
front at the point reached under Rule VIII when last under con- 
sideration? 
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Mr. HALE. We will begin at the beginning of the Calendar 
under Rule VIII. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In other words, you propose to go back over 
all that straw that has been thrashed and passed over on objec- 
tion, and leave us who have our bills at the tail without t)o 
opportunity to pass them that others have had to pass their bil|s. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to make a suggestion to the Sena 
from Maine, and then I think we will know specifically what wo 
are doing. There are certain bills which were passed over withon: 
prejudice under Rule VIII, beginning on page 4. I suggest to the 
Senator from Maine that in his request for unanimous consent })o 
propose that we begin on page 4of the Calendar, which covers «| 
the cases under Rule VIII which have been passed over withon¢ 
prejudice. 

Mr. HALE. That is where I propose we shall begin. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the Senator will observe, there are two 
points under Rule VIII on the Calendar. If that is what he pro- 
poses, then I hope it will be made clear. 

Mr. BATE. If those cases were objected to, I suppose the same 
objection will obtain when they are again reached, 2nd it would 
simply be, as was said by the Senator from South Carolina, thras)). 
ing over oldstraw. It seems tome that as we go along every caso 
ought to have a status, and that we ought to have a right to try it 
on its merits and the justice of it in some way. The session 
nearly at a close; of course the appropriation bills will sow: 

ressed; and, as 1 said, many cases will be shelved, some of which 

ve merit in them. 

Mr. TILLMAN, It seems to me, to give a homely illustration 
that you are passing around the plate twice to some before you « 


to others at all. I should like to begin, say, on page 14, and go. n 
through to the end, and then go back to the beginning and cvine 
down again. Then all will have an equal advantage, and nobody 


will feel that it is not perfectly fair. 

Mr. HALE. I think the best way is for me to withdraw the 
proposition, and let the Senate go on under its rules. Perhaps 
later in the day we can agree upon something of this kind, but I 
withdraw the proposition for the present. 

The VICE-PRESLDENT. Reports of standing and select « 
mittees are in order. 


ine 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of (o- 


lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3549) to authorize the 
Chesapeake Beach Railway Company, of Maryland, to extend its 
line into and within the District of Columbia, reported it with 
amendments. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by him- 
self on the 2d instant, providing for the purchase of Analostan 
Island, intended to be proposed to the District appropriation Lill, 
reported it with amendments, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3385) to refer certain claims for 
Indian depredations to the Court of Claims, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3715) for the relief of Capt. 
W. J. Kountz, to report it without amendment. 

I will state that a Senate bill for the relief of the party named 
was favorably reported by the Committee on Claims on thie ‘th 


instant. When the House bill reached the Senate, it was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. Subsequently that com- 
mittee was discharged from the further consideration of the 
House bill and it was referred to the Committee on Claims. I 


shall be glad to have the House bill take the place of the + 
bill on the Calendar, which is Order of Business 1532, being (1° 
bill (S. 1733) for the relief of Capt. W. J. Kountz. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, (at 
order will be made. 
Mr. BURROWS. To complete the record, I move that the 
Senate bill be indefinitely postponed. 
The motion was ageed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 3662) for the establishmen 
of a light and fog-signal station near Homer, Kachemak Bay, 
Inlet, Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. i 
“Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 3663) to grant public lancs 
to the State of North Dakota for the use and maintenance 0! t'° 
School of Forestry of that State; which was read twice by ''s 
title, and referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and 
the Protection of Game. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 3664) to provide an Americ:a 
register for the steamer Jacksonville; which was read twice bY 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 











1897. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 3665) for the relief 
of Daniel T. Tollett; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. ae 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 197) pro- 
viding for thé printing of the report of the Joint Committee of 
Congress upon the Ceremonials at the Celebration of the One hun- 
dredth Anniversary of the Laying of the Corner Stone of the 
Capitol of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Comittee on Printing. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the District appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. : ; 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the District appropriation bill: 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 


THE BOTANIC GARDENS, ETC, 


Mr. HOAR. I move that House Report No. 385, Forty-sixth 
Congress, third session, be reprinted for the use of the Senate. 
It is a brief report proposing new arrangements in regard to the 
Botanic Gardens, etc. I am not prepared to express any opinion 
as to the merits of the proposition advanced, but it is an interest- 
ing report and it ought to be in the possession of the Senate. The 
copy that I hold in my hand is, I understand, the last one to be 
obtained. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BONDED WAREHOUSES. 


Mr. WHITE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed | 


to inform the Senate whether an order has been issued discontinuing general 
bonded warehouses established under the provisions of the act of Congress 
of August 24, 1894; and if so, the authority and reasons for the issuance of such 
order. 

ACCEPTANCE OF GIFTS BY OFFICERS. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and they are hereby, 
directed to inquire and report if it is lawful for an officer of the Regular 
Army of the United States, while holding his official position and receiving 
compensation from the Government therefor, to receive from private citi- 
zens valuable presents in compensation for services performed by him in the 
line of duty; and if so, the said committee be, and they are hereby, directed 
to report to the Senate a bill prohibiting the acceptance of such a gift during 
the time such officer is in the actual service of the Government. 


WATERWAYS FROM THE GREAT LAKES. 


Mr. VILAS submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed in addition to the usual number 5,000 copies of the message 
of the President of January 18, 1897, and of the report of the Commissioners 
appointed under the act of March 2, 1805, to inquire into deep waterways be- 


tween the Great Lakes and the Atlantic Ocean accompanying the same, of | 


which 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,500 for the use of the House, 
and 500 for the use of the Commissioners. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1823) for the relief of Ira H. Sweatt; and 

A bill (H. R. 4930) granting a pension to Mary Forward. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

_The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 8190) to provide an American reg- 
ister for the bark Ceres; and it was thereupon signed by the 
Vice-President. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. eel coming 
over from a previous day. The resolution will be stated. 

The Secretary. A resolution instructing the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads to inquire and report to the Senate whether the 
executive department on by existing law authority to foreclose 
the Government mortgage or lien on the Union Pacific and Kan- 
sas Pacific railroads, etc. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The junior Senator from Nebraska 
|Mr. TaurRsTon] is entitled to the floor. 

_Mr. ALLEN. 
like to ask that at the conclusion of his remarks the resolutions 
be passed over, retaining their place, that I may address the Sen- 
ate upon the subject on Mendes. 








The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. THURSTON resumed the speech begun by himon Wedt 
day. After having spoken for some time, 

The PRESIDING OF fICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). 
Senator from Nebraska will suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock hav- 
ing arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 


Is there objection? The Chair hears 


S< 


mr} 
ine 


A bill (S. 3247 to amenda 1act entit d ‘**An 
act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” 
approved February 20, 1889. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest— 

Mr. VILAS. I ask that the unfinished business 1 ally 
laid aside to enable the Senator from Nebraska to cone¢lude his 
remarks. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the request I was about to make. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama cb- 


ts to laying aside the unfinished business. 
Mr. MORRILL. I suggest the la: 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Verm sug- 
gests the lack of aquorum. The Secretary will call the r 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


j 


*k of a quorum. 


Aldrich, Cullom, Martin, Sherman, 
Allen, Daniel, Mills, Shoup, 
Allison, Gallinger, Morgan, Stewart, 
Bacon, Gear, Morrill, Teller, 
Bate, Gibson, Nelson, Thurston, 
Berry, Gorman, Pasco, rillman, 
Blanchard, Hale, Peffer, Turpie, 
Butler, Hawley, Perkins, Vest, 
Call, Hill, Pettigrew, Vilas, 
Cameron, Lindsay, Platt, Walthall, 
Chilton, McBride, Pugh, Wetmore 
Cockrell, Mantle, Roach, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. <A quorum of the Senate is present. The 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFrERY] is entitled to the floor on 
the unfinished business. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HILL. 


I was going to ask, with the permission of the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, whether the Senator from Nebraska would 


not like to continue his remarks. 
Mr. THURSTON. I would have preferred to have concluded 
this morning, but I understood objection was made. 
Mr. HILL. I hope that objection will be withdrawn so as to 
allow the Senator from Nebraska to complete his remarks. 
Mr. MORGAN. I am entirely willing that the Senate 


shall 


| consider the Calendar of business, but I am unwilling that any 


| Senator shall occupy five days arguing a question in order to 
defeat it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
objects. 


| 


| 


Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from New York will permit me, 
I think it was the unanimous consent this morning that afier the 
Nicaragua Canal bill had been informally laid aside we might go 
to the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. That proposition was withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Three o'clock has been fixed as the time when 


the resolutions of the House will be called up for the purpose of 
delivering eulogies upon a deceased Representative. 

Mr. HILL. There seems to bea universal desire that my motion 
should be withdrawn, and I will withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
withdraws the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have noobjection to laying aside the Nica- 


ragua Canal bill informally if the Senator from Louisiana does 
not object. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ido not object. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let it be laid aside without prejudice. 
the Senate may go on with the Calendar. I understood that was 
agreed to under some general arrangement this morning. 

Mr.-WHITE. It was withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theobjection is withdrawn, and 
the Senator from Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Chair did not understand me, I am sure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair misunderstood the 
Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. Isaid I was willing to lay aside temporarily 
the Nicaragua Canal bill,in order that the Senate might proceed 
to consider the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


sO that 


The Chair misunderstood the 


Before my colleague begins his remarks, Ishould | Senator from Alabama. 


Mr. ALLEN. I want to appeal to the Senator from Alabama 
to withdraw his objection. My colleague will be able to close his 
remarks in the course of half an hour or so, 
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Mr. THURSTON. I will not ask leave to go on at the present 


time. The Senator from Alabama objects. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not under- 


stand— 


Mr. THURSTON. I give notice now that I shall ask unan- 
imous consent to proceed on Monday morning, immediately after 


the expiration of the routine business. 


Mr. HILL. I ask unanimeusconsent that thetwo pending reso- 


lutions go over without prejudice. 
Mr. MORGAN. I object to that. 
Mr. HILL. That does not affect the unfinished business. 
Mr. ALLEN. That consent was given this morning. 
Mr. THURSTON. Lalso wish to suggest 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
will suspenda moment. The Senator from New York asks unan- 


imous consent 





Mr. HILL. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] says that 


consent was given this morning, and so I withdraw the request. 
Mr. ALLEN. Consent was given this morning. 


Mr. THURSTON. I wish to suggest that I have refrained from 
claiming the attention of the Senate for this entire session, except 
with respect to this one matter. I have patiently sat and listened 
to arguments that seemed unending and unceasing at times when 
an objection might have beeninterposed. I now suggest that the 
same courtesy I have extended to others I shall ask for myself on 


future occasions, and as I receive it so shall I give it. 


[Mr. THuRsTON’s speech will be published entire after it shall 


have been concluded. | 
CONSIDERATION OF BILLS ON THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that we take up the Calendar under 


Rule VIII, the Senator from Alabama having consented to lay 
aside the unfinished business temporarily, as 1 understood him. 

Mr. MORGAN. For that purpose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. For that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senate proceeds with the Calendar, I 


desire to make a motion which [ think will be very much for the 


convenience of theSenate. Itis that our Calendar, which contains 
a list of subjects on the table, the unfinished business, special 
orders, etc., shall also have added to it a list of all the bills that 
are in conference, so that a Senator can find where a particular 
matter is by a glance at the Calendar. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the motion? 
The Chair hears none, and it will be so ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that we commence at the point left 
off when the Calendar was last under consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Calendar will be proceeded 
with; but the Chair will first lay before the Senate bills from the 
House of Representatives. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1066) granting a pension to Ella Hatfield; 

A bill (H. R. 1095) granting a pension to Annie M. Ermer; 

A bill (H. R. 1323) for the relief of Ira H. Sweatt; 

A bill (H. R. 2321) to increase the pension of John J. Cross; 

A bill (H. R. 2396) granting a pension to Isaac Holbrook, late 
private in Company G, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 3108) to grant a pension to Jesse Durnell, late 
second-class pilot on gunboat Lexington; 

A bill (H. R. 3745) granting a pension to Benjamin L. Nolan; 

A bill (H. R. 4076) for the relief of Abner Abercrombie; 

A bill (H. R. 4901) to pension Richard Wilcoxton; 

A bill (H. R. 4930) granting a pension to Mary Forward; 

A bill (H. R. 5435) to increase the pension of Frances P. Trum- 
bull, widow of Matthew M. Trumbull; ; 

A bill (H. R. 5499) for the relief of Patrick Clabby; 

A bill (H. R. 5898) granting a pension to Amanda M. Way, an 
army nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 5986) granting a pension to Francis M. Rose; 

A bill (H. R. 6099) granting a pension to Margaret Kirkpatrick; 

A bill (H. R. 6560) to increase the pension of Emily M. Tyler; 

A bill (H. R. 6671) for the relief of Charles A. Nazro; 

A bill (H. R. 6730) granting a pension to Edward C. Spofford; 

A bill (H. R. 6757) granting a pension to Andrew J. Molder; 

A bill (H. R. 6765) to increase the pension of David N. Thomp- 
son; 


A bill (H. R. 6803) granting a pension to Ellen Day, stepmother 
of Albert L. Day; 

A bill (H. R. 6915) granting a pension to Julia D. Beebe; 

A bill (H. R. 7055) increasing the pension of Anna G. Valk; 

A bill (H. R. 7121) to restore Mrs. Elizabeth T. Anderson to the 
pension roll; 


A bill (H. R. 7205) granting a pension to Alphonso G, Drake; 
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A bill (H. R. 7451) for the relief of James Eganson, of Hender- 
son, 


v3 
“ A Og (H, R. 7457) granting an increase of pension to John 
eaird; 

A bili (H. R. 7627) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Lochard; 

A bill (H. R. 8388) for the relief of William G. Buck; 

A bill (H. R. 8633) granting a pension to Nancy Koberts, of 
Manchester, Clay County, Ky.; 

A bill (H. R. 9319) granting a pension to Malachi Salters; 

A bill (H. R. 9689) for the relief of Daniel E. De Clute; and 

A bill (H. R. 10040) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Ferree. 

The bill (H. R. 5499) for the relief of Patrick Clabby was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

BETSEY J. WEBBER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 178) granting 
a pension to Betsey J. Webber. 

The amendment was in line 6, after the word ‘‘ Webber” where 
it occurs the first time, to insert the word ‘‘dependent;” so as to 
read: 

Betsey J. Webber, dependent mother of Otis Webber, jr. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. 

MARIA SOMERLAT. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 13238) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Somerlat, widow of Valentine Somerlat 

The amendment was, in line 8, before the word ‘ dollars,” to 
strike out ‘‘ eight ” and insert ‘“‘ twelve.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HANS JOHNSON, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1495) grant- 
ing a pension to Hans Johnson. 

The amendments were. in line 8, after the word ‘‘ Johnson,” to 
insert the words ‘‘ a pension;” and to amend the title so as to read: 
‘‘An act granting an increase of pension to Hans Johnson.” 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that those amendments be con- 
curred in. 


The motion was agreed to. 

MRS. LAURA A. NELSON. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2126) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Laura A. Nelson. 

The amendment was, in line 6, to strike out the words “ of the” 
where they occur the second time and in lieu thereof to insert 
‘“*Company E.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LAURA C. DODGE, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2347) for the 
relief of Laura C. Dodge. 

The amendment was, in line 7, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out ‘‘ forty ” and insert ‘ thirty.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move concurrence in that amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NETTIE A, CHEEKS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2913) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Nettie A. Cheeks. 

The amendment was, in line 5, to strike out the letter ‘‘O” and 
insert the letter ‘‘C.” 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in tle 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MAJ. GEN, JULIUS H. STAHEL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amen‘- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1694) to 1- 
crease the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius H. Stahel. 

The amendment was, in line 6, before the word ‘dollars,’ ‘0 
strike out ‘‘one hundred” and insert “ fifty.” ee 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in {ie 
amendment made by the House of Representatives, and tha‘ 4 
conference be requested on the disagreeing votes of the two Hou-es. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorize’ © 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. GALLIN- 
GER, Mr. PALMER, and Mr. PritcHarD were appointed. 
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MARY O. H, STONEMAN. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of oy gente to the bill (S. 205) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary O. H. Stoneman. 

The amendment was, in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “seventy-five” and insert ‘‘thirty.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment, and request a conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. SHoup, 
Mr. MitcHELL of Wisconsin, and Mr. CANNON were appointed. 

GEORGE B. CUSTER. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1806) grant- 
ing a pension to George B. Custer, late sergeant Company H, 
Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

The amendments were, in line 7, beginning with the word 
‘«‘ month,” to strike out all down to and including the word ‘“‘ date,” 
in line 9, and toinsert ‘‘in lieu of the pension he is now receiving;” 
and to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘An act granting an increase 
of pension to George B. Custer.” 

Mr. ROACH. I movethat the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MRS. LUCY ALEXANDER PAYNE, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S: 1501) granting 
an increase of pension to Mrs. Lucy Alexander Payne, widow of 
Capt. J. Scott Payne, Fifth United States Cavalry. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 6, 
before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘fifty” and insert 
“thirty.” 

Mr. ROACH. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the House 
amendment and ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Roacu, 
Mr. HANSBROUGH, and Mr. PEFFER were —— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Calendar will be proceeded 
with under the agreement. 


MOBILE MARINE DOCK COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 1968) for the relief of the Mobile Marine Dock Com- 
pany was announced as the first in order on theCalendar; and the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to pay to the Mobile Marine Dock Company, or 
to its authorized agent or attorney, $86,202.65, in full payment for 
the use and occupation of and damage to property taken of that 
company from April 16 to November 15, 1865, inclusive. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LANDS IN LOUISIANA, 


The bill (S. 1178) conveying to Rafael Seguro, of Iberia Parish, 
La., the right, title, and interest of the United States in and to 
certain lands in said parish of Iberia, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 151) relating to motive power on the 
Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway, the Belt Railway, and 
the Maryland and Washington Railway companies was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam very sure that we legislated on that 
subject a few days ago, and I ask that the joint resolution go over. 
I think I am not mistaken about the matter. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HI. in the chair). The 
Joint resolution goes over. 

_ Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: At my suggestion, the 
joint resolution (S. R. 151) relating to motive power on the Eck- 
ington and Soldiers’ Home Railway, the Belt Railway, and the 
Maryland and Washington Railway companies was laid over. 1 
said I thought the Senate had legislated on the subject, which I 
find to be true. I desire to move the indefinite postponement of 
the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the joint 
resolution will be indefinitely postponed. 


DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS’ HOME AT HOT SPRINGS, S. DAK. 

The bill (S. 2791) for the establishment, control, operation, and 
maintenance of the Northern Branch of the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, at Hot Springs, in the State of South 
Dakota. was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
read. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DISTRICT TAX-SALE CERTIFICATES. 

The bill (H. R. 3610) for the relief of holders of certain District 
of Columbia tax-sale certificates, and for other purposes, was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FauLK- 
NER], who reported that bill, is not in the Chamber, and I suggest 
that it go over without losing its place. ° 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

COMMODORE WILLIAM P. M’CANN. 

The bill (S. 1350) to make Commodore William P. MeCann, of 
the Navy, a rear-admiral on the retired list was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to transfer Commodore 
William P. McCann, United States Navy, from the retired list of 
commodores to the retired list of rear-admirals from May 4, 1892, 
the date of his retirement in his present rank. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SUBMARINE TELEGRAPH CABLE LINES. 

The bill (S. 3010) relating to the landing of any new submarine 
telegraph cable line or system in this country was announced as 
next in order. © 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let that go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 

PAINTING OF THE FRIEZE IN CAPITOL ROTUNDA, 

The joint resolution (S. R. 152) appropriating $6,000 for com- 
pleting the painting of the frieze in the Rotunda of the United 
States Capitol was announced as next in order. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Let that joint resolution go over, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
passed over. 

MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NORTH AMERICA. 
The bill (S. 3049) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company 


of North America, and for other purposes, was announced as next 
in order. 


Mr. NELSON. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
SALARIES OF SKILLED WORKMEN IN THE GOVERNMENT PRINTING 
OFFICE, 

The bill (S. 3243) regulating the salaries of printers, bookbind- 
ers, and other skilled workmen employed in the Government Print- 
ing Office was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

DANIEL DRAWBAUGH. 

The bill (S. 1453) for the relief of Daniel Drawbaugh was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That bill had better go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


SALES IN SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 


The bill (S. 2009) to simplify the system of making sales in the 
Subsistence Department to officers and enlisted men of the Army 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator reporting that bill is not pres- 
ent, and the matter has been heard again in the Committee on 
Military Affairs. I think the bill had better be passed over for 
the present, without losing its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE MILITIA, 

The bill (S. 2849) to promote the efficiency of the militia was 

announced as next in order. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over without prejudice. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 
REGULATIONS FOR PREVENTING COLLISIONS AT SEA. 

The bill (S. 3244) to amend an act approved August 19, 1890, 
entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at 
sea,” was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CAPTURE OF THE COMPETITOR. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution submitted by 
Mr. MorGAN June 3, 1896, relative to the capture of a vessel of the 
United States cailed the Competitor by a Spanish ship of war. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This resolution has been hereto 
fore read at length. The question is on the passage of the resolue 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


has heretofore been 
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JOHN A, FAIRFAX. 

The bill (S. 1604) for the relief of John A. Fairfax, of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ pay,” to 
strike out ‘‘ out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated; * so as to read: 


(hat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized and 


o pay to John A. Fairfax, of the District of Columbia, $502, being 


directed t 
the amount found due the said Fairfax by the Court of Claims of the Unite 


( 
L 


States April 9, 1894, from the’United States, for work and labor in building 
roads and streets in said District under the late board of public works 
therein, the said sum to be taken and accepted by the said claimant as in full 
for said services 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add at the end of the bill the fol- 
lowing: 

Provided, That the said sum shall be paid from the unexpended balance of 
the amount appropriated by the act approved June 20, 1878, entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fis ear ending June 30, 1879,and for other purposes,” to pay the work- 
ingmen employed in the public improvements under the late board of public 
works of the District of Columbia, or the contractors of the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

REORGANIZATION OF THE LINE OF THE ARMY. 

The bill (S. 2202) to reorganize the line of the Army, etc., was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 


ls 
uy 


PEACE MONUMENT AT APPOMATTOX. 

The bill (S. 3251) to procure a site and erect a peace monument 
at Appomattox was announced as next in order. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Let that go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

IMPROVEMENT OF PUBLIC ROADS. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 157) extending the scope of the in- 
vestigations by the Agricultural Department in the matter of the 
improvement of public roads was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls attention to the 
fact that on the next page, Order of Business 1257, seems to be a 
joint resolution of the same character and scope as the one which 
has just been read, which was rejected, and afterwards reconsid- 
ered and placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The Senator who reported that joint reso- 
lution is absent. and I think it had better go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will go over 
without prejudice. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 

The bill (S 2726) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for the adjustment and payment of claims arising from Indian 
depredations,” approved March 3, 1891, was announced as next in 
order. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill; and, after reading some 
time, was interrupted by 

Mr. WALTHALL. Let that go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

Mr. MILLS. It seems to me that as we have begun to consider 
the bill it is too late now to enter an objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has never been so held. It has always 
been held that an objection may be made at any time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This isa bill of considerable importance, 
and has been on the Calendar some time. I hope the Senator will 
not object to it. 

Mr. MILLS. It isa bill in which the people of Texas are con- 
siderably interested. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must protest that when a Senator makes 
objection to the consideration of a bill, time shall not be consumed 
by other Senators in begging that he withdraw the objection. I 
take it for granted that no Senator makes an objection unless he 
has a reason for having a bill passed over. I know when I make 
an objection it will stand, and I certainly hope the time of the 
Senate will not be consumed in this-way. 

Mr. MILLS. But there is a time within which an objection 
should be made, and that is when the bill is first called up, before 
the Senate proceeds to its consideration, and not afterwards. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The rule is that the objection can be made 
at any time during the consideration of a bill, and when objection 
is made, the bill must go over. That has been the rule from time 
immemorial. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not insist 
on so strict and harsh a rule as that, for sometimes a very just and 
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humane measure may be objected to under a misapprehension 
which would cause it to be dismissed without a hearing, when 
word of explanation would cause the objection to be withdraw 

Mr. WALTHALL. I made the objection, Mr. President. TT) 
is a very important measure, and the Senator who reported it 
not in the Chamber. Linsist upon the objection, if it is not | 
late, and I do not think that itis. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask if, under the una 
mous-consent rule, itis proper to move to take upa bill whi 
has been objected to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is not. 

Mr. MILLS. No; weare proceeding under a unanimous-cons 
agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

MARY A. SWIFT. 

The bill (S. 2071) for the relief of Mary A. Swift was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It appropriates $12,000 for i} 
relief of Mary A. Swift, widow of the late John F. Swift, eny 
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Japan, that being 
the salary allowed by law for one year. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment. ordered 
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to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passe, 


BILLS INDEFINITELY POSTPONED. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the next two bills on the Calen- 
dar be indefinitely postponed, as there is a general law covering 
the question involved in those bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The titles of the bills will bo 
stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 3257) donating condemned cannon 
and cannon balls to the Idaho Soldiers’ Home, Boise City, Idaho; 
and 

A bill (S. 3234) donating condemned cannon and cannon )}a! 
to the Ohio Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, Erie County, Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills the titles of which 
have just been read will be indefinitely postponed, in the absence 
of objection, 

REORGANIZATION OF NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 190) to facilitate the reorganiza- 
tion of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company; to secure to act 
settlers the right to purchase at a price not exceeding $2.5) }» 
acre the agricultural lands within its grant, and to prohibit said 
company or any successor company from giving by consolidation, 
sale, or other corporate action control of its railroad to any : 
poration, company, person, or association of persons owning, 0} 
ating, or controlling a parallel or competing railroad was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That joint resolution has never been referred 
to any committee of the Senate. Let it be passed over for th 
present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
passed over. 


) 


i 


The Chair understands that it 


IMPROVEMENT OF PUBLIC ROADS, 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 194) extending the scope of the inv’ 
tigations by the Agricultural Department in the matter of th 
improvement of public roads was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will |! 
passed over under the objection raised to the Senate joint resolu 
tion on the same subject. 

HOME FOR AGED AND INFIRM COLORED PEOPLE. 

The bill (S. 3227) to provide a home for aged and infirm colored 
people was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman) 
at one time made objection to that bill. I do not know whet! 
he has any objection to it now or not, but I have sent for him 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from California [Mr. PerKiys|, w! 
reported the bill, is not here. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
TONNAGE TAX. 

The bill (H. R. 2672) concerning tonnage tax, was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. BERRY. I think the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Ves‘ | 
opposed to that bill. I do not see him in the Chamber, and, there 
fore, on his behalf, I ask that it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 
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INDEPENDENCE OF CUBA. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 163) acknowledging the independenc® 
of Cuba was announced as next in order. 

Mr. VILAS and Mr. GEAR. Let that go over. a 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to to the consideration of that 
joint resolution, notwithstanding the objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not inorder. I hope the Senator 
will not undertake to violate the agreement which was mace, 
which was that we should consider unobjected cases only. 
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Mr. MORGAN. I did not so understand the agreement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was the express agreement. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir. I consented on this floor to consider 
the Calendar. I had my eyes open and looking at the subject 
when I consented that we should cx sider the Calendar. Weare 
on it now, and I move to consider that joint resolution notwith- 
standing the objection. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If the accuracy of the statement 
.e Senator from Missouri is challenged, the Chair will have to 


ott os 
ask the reporter to read precisely what was the agreement. The 
Conate has been acting thus far only in the consideration of unob- 


cocted cases. 

Mr. MORGAN. I remember very distinctly, Mr. President, 
that when the question was put I waived the bill that was then 

nder consideration, that it might be laid aside informally for the 
purpose of proceeding with the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. 
side of the Chamber. 

Mr. MORGAN, Iasked that the Nicaraguan Canal bill might 
be laid aside informally for the purpose of proceeding with the 
Calendar. There can be no doubt about that. 

Mr.COCKRELL. The unanimous-consent agreement was made 
earlier in the day, as I understand. 

Mr. MILLS. That was refused. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the question on the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama be put to a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was first endeavoring 
to ascertain whether the motion wasin order. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make no point of order on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. ALDRICH] was understood to make the last suggestion about 
proceeding with the consideration of the Calendar. The Chair 
asks the Senator to state his recollection of the request he made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
aside informally for the purpose, I asked the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Did the Senator limit his request 
to unobjected cases? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think] stated ‘‘ unobjected cases.” Of course 
it included that. It was my intention that only unobjected cases 
should be considered. 

Mr. MORGAN. But you did not say so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us take a vote on the motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly proceeding under Rule VIII means 
consilering unobjected cases. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will rule as it has 
been construed all along up to this time, that it was the consid- 
eration of unobjected cases that was meant when unanimous con- 
sent was asked; and as the Senator from Rhode Island states that 
was his idea, the Chair feels compelled to rule that the motion of 
the Senator from Alabama is not now in order. 

Mr. MORGAN, May I be allowed,by unanimous consent, to 
say a word? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tor, if there be no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not wish to force this joint resolution on 
the consideration of the Senate when it appears the Senate is so 
thin; but I want it understood that whenever the joint resolution 
comes in contact with the Senate I am going to insist upon its 
consideration, and I do not intend, so far as my privileges and 
powers as a Senator are concerned, to give way to anything at 
all, if 1 can get the question of Cuba considered. 

I now submit to the ruling of the Chair, of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
passed over. 


The Chair will hear the Sena- 


ST. JOHNS RIVER, FLORIDA. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 165) relating to the St. Johns River, 
Florida, and bar at the entrance to the river, was considered as in 
Committee ofthe Whole. It directs the Chief of Engineers, United 
States Army, to report to Congress without delay an estimate of 
the cost of improving the St. Johns River, Florida, for seagoing 
steamers from its mouth to Palatka and for river steamboats from 
Palatka to Lake Winder, and above that point as far as practicable 
to give transportation to the level now being desired on the highest 
levees of the river; also to report an estimate of the amount of 
money necessary for immediate expenditure for the prevention of 
the channels made by the jetties over the St. Johns Bar at the 
mouth of the river from closing up or diminishing in the depth of 
water, and also the amount necessary for obtaining a depth of 30 
feet of water over the bar at the mouth of the river. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE Ss. SIMON. 
_ The bill (S, 2588) for the relief of George S. Simon was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committeo on Claims with an 
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The Senator from Alabama is not heard on this | 


The Nicaraguan Canal bill having been laid | 


} 
| 
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amendment, in line 8, after the date ‘‘ 1864,” to strike out ‘“‘ amount- 
ing at that date to about $8,000;” so as to make the bill read: 





B ié enacted, etc., That the Court of Claims is hereby empowered to hear 
and adjudicate the claim of Simon, of Darke County, ‘ 
goods and merchandise taker is store at Versailles, Darke | y 
Ohio, and used or destr d by the U: States t m t 13 y of 
January, A. D. 1Sé6+4 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. Ifit bein order to have the 1 of t m- 
mittee read, I ask that it be read 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, yes; that is in ord 

Mr. ALLEN. I can state to the Senator ; in se, 
Some Pennsylvania troops on their return hon nd ( v 
were discharged, stopped in the town of Versai W there 
they looted the store owned by this man Simon, dest L 
carrying away goods to the amount of several thousat 
He now desires to go to the Court of Claims to see whet] 
a just and equitable claim against the Government. 1 no 
appropriation or anything of that kind in the bill. It il 
to permit him to go to the Court of Claims m Bov n Act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and t l- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third rea 1d 
the third time, and passed. 

CLAIMS FOR STORES AND SUPPLI 

The bill (S. 2433) for the allowance of ce tin claims for res 
and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the prov ns 
of the act approved March 38, 1883, and commonly known as the 
Bowman Act. was announced as next in order. 2 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 

CAPT. WILLIAM N. TISDALL. 


The bill (S. 1427) to provide for promoting ¢ 
Tisdall, United States Army, now on the retired 
of major, was announced as next in order 


apt. William N. 


LISt, 


to + rani 
vO Lie Tank 


Mr. ALLEN. I see that the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs is not here, and not knowing what particular 
merit there may be in a special act to promote this gentleman, I 


think the bill ought to go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 

PORTRAIT OF DANIEL D. TOMPKINS. 

The bill (S. 1499) to purchase a portrait of Daniel D. Tompkins, 
late Vice-President of the United States, painted by Jarvis in 
1812, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. WETMORE. I ask that that bill may go over without 
prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 

ELECTRIC SUBWAYS IN THE DISTRICT. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 187) relating to the laying of electric 
subways in the District of Columbia was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will go over 
without prejudice. 

TERM OF OFFICE OF POSTMASTERS. 

The bill (S. 3514) to regulate the term of office of postmasters 
Was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. GEAR. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
prejudice. 


Let that go over. 
The bill will go over without 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JOPLIN, MO. 

The bill (S. 3481) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Joplin. in the State of 
Missouri, was announced as next in order. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MILLS. Is there areport accompanying the bill? 
is, I should like to have it read. 
is a court at that place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no report. 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Missouri |Mr. Vest] who 
reported the bill is not present. It seems to me he ought to be 
here and teil us something about it; about the size of the city, and 
whether there isacourt there. I object to the bill for the pi it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 

Mr. MILLS subsequently said: I desire to withdraw the objec- 
tion which I made a while ago to the bill which was passed over 
for the efection of a public building at Joplin, Mo. tale it for 
granted that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] who is not 
present knows all about it, and while there is no written report, I 
will withdraw my objection. The bill has been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection is withdrawn 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid« 
eration of the bill, 


lf there 
I desire to know whether there 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EXTENSION OF MAIL SERVICE. 

The bill (S. 1811) to extend the uses of the mail service was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 12, after the word 
‘‘deliver,” to insert: 


And the Postmaster-General may. in his discretion, test the practical 
operation of this act in such one or more cities as he may select before extend 
ing it generally throughout the country, andif the result be unfavorable 


suspend its operation altogether. 

So as to make the section read: 

That it shall be lawful for the postal cards and envelopes, with coupons 
attached, as patented and now or hereafter owned by the United States 
Economic Postage Association or its successors, a corporation created under 
and by the laws of the State of West Virginia, to be carried in the mails of 
the United States, under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by 
the Postmaster-General, and the postage thereon, at the regular postal-card 
and letter rates, paid on presentation of the coupons from the eaid cards and 
envelopes when detached at the office of delivery; and the Postmaster- 
Genera! may, in his discretion, test the practical operation of this act in such 
one or more cities as he may select before extending it generally throughout 
the country, andif the result be unfavorable suspend its operation altogether. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 6, after the word 
** dollars,” to insert: 

Or such larger sum as the Postmaster-General shall in the beginning or 
from time to time prescribe. 

So as to read: 

That before the said cards and envelopes shall be so carried through the 
mails the said association shall enter in.o a bond to the United States, with 
corporate or other sufficient security, to be approved in form and sufficiency 
by the Postmaster-General, in the sum of $100,000, or such larger sum as the 
Postmaster-General shall in the beginning or from time to time prescribe, 
conditioned for the redemption in cash when presented of each and every one 
of said coupons taken from cards and envelopes at the office of delivery. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the bill calls for an explanation from the 
Senator who reported it. 

Mr. VILAS. This isa plan to enable persons to send out letters 
and provide for a reply for the convenience of tradesmen. It has 
been recommended by the Post-Office Department, examined by the 
committee, and the committee believe it is an experiment which 
the Post-Office Department ought to make with a view to facili- 
tating the use of the postal service by tradesmen and merchants. 
Great care has been taken to guard the Department against the 
slightest risk in respect to the experiment. It is all left to the 
discretion of the Postmaster-General, and it so*provided that he 
may, if he choose, try it in only one city in the country. 
that the proposed act will prove a successful experiment and 
greatly facilitate the use of the mails. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President —— 

Mr. VILAS. Of course, if we are to go into an elaborate discus- 
sion of the bill, it would take some time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the report read. 

Mr. VILAS. If the Senator from Rhode Island desires to have 
the report read, I suggest that it will be more convenient to have 
the House report read, because it sets forth the merits of the bill 
with illustrations. Instead of repeating it and reprinting it, our 
committee thought it best simply to refer to the House report 
with a general statement such as I have made from the floor. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin 
one or two questions. As I gathered from the reading of the bill, 
it provides that a particular corporation may have the privilege 
of manufacturing and sending out these cards. 

Mr. VILAS. Let me say to the Senator from Nebraska that 
that is because it is a patented device belonging to this corpora- 
tion. The bill provides explicitly that the United States shall un- 
der no circumstances pay anything for royalty or for the patent. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that very well. 

Mr. VILAS. It is the only way in which the plan can be made 
available at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. But why give toa particular individual or a par- 
ticular corporation a right that you do not extend to all other cor- 
porations or persons? 

Mr. VILAS. Because they have already secured, under other 
laws, the patent. We donot interfere with that atall. We leave 
it where it is. 

Mr. ALLEN. There ought to be in the same bill provision that 
other persons or corporations having similar patents may have 
the like privilege. 

Mr. VILAS. But there is no other patent of that kind. 

Mr. ALLEN. There may be. 

Mr. VILAS. Then, if there should be, it should be opened at 
once. There is no difficulty on that score, lam sure. The Sena- 
tor will see, if he will look at it. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is so manifestly unfair to have special legisla- 
tion in favor of one particular corporation in this respect that I 
shall object to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator objects on that ground. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 
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PAYMASTER JAMES E. TOLFREE, UNITED STATES NAVY, 

The bill (S. 3492) for the relief of Paymaster James E. Tolf 
United States Navy, was considered as in Committee of the W) 
It proposes to pay to James E. Tolfree, payimaster, United si 
Navy, $4,000, in full for all losses of both Government and 
sonal property incurred by him by reason of the destruction 
fire of the Windsor House, at Yokohama, Japan, February 8, {s+ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orders 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pass 


HOME FOR AGED AND INFIRM COLORED PEOPLE. 
Mr. PERKINS. Iwas in a committee room when the bill (Ss. 
3227) to provide a home for aged and infirm colored people was 


temporarily passed over. The committee unanimously reported 
in favor it, and I think if the report of the committee is read + 
the Senate the bill will meet with no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will say to the Senator from California 
that there is no time to have the report read now. I wish he 
would let me get up a bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator from New Hampshire does not 
object to the bill, we will not consume any time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [shall not object, but we will not have time 
to have the report read. 

Mr. PERKINS. The bill has been read, and its passage would 
please a great many people who are interested in a very just meas- 
ure. However, I will not talk any more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from California? 

Mr. ALLEN. lIcall for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is demanded, 


DISTRICT WATER SUPPLY. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senate to go back to Order of 
Business 717, being the bill (8. 1823) to amend an act approved 
July 15, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to increase the water supply of 
the city of Washington, and for other purposes.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks that the Senate go back to the bill he has indicated. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. CHANDLER. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
braska 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will be obliged to 
hold that where a bill has been passed over itrequires unanimous 
consent to return to it and take it up. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Where did the execution of the order begin? 
Did it take in Order of Business 717? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate began on page |! 
the Calendar. Order of Business 1186, being the bill (S. 1! 
the relief of the Mobile Marine Dock Company, and is proceeding 
in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How did the Senate happen to begin with 
Order of Business 1186? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is where we left off the last time we 
had the Calendar up. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is where we left off. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order having been 
demanded, the next case on the Calerdar will be announce: 


PAY CLERK CHARLES BLAKE, UNITED STATES NAVY 

The bill (S. 3493) for the relief of Pay Clerk Charles Blake, 
United States Navy, was considered asin Committee of the W! 
It proposes to pay to Charles Blake, pay clerk, United States 
Navy, $700, in full of all losses of personal property incurred by 
him by reason of the destruction by fire of the Windsor lH 
Yokohama, Japan, February 8, 1886. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pa 

CONTINENTAL FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 567) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance 
Company and others was announced as the next business in 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over wi! 
prejudice. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE COGSWELL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 3 o'clock ha 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate resolutions of the H 
of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the-resolutions, as follows: 

In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 15, 


Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that 
tunity may be given for tributes tothe memory of Hon. WILLIAM CousW! 
late a Representative from the State of Massachusetts. 

Resolved, That a3 a particular mark of respect to the memory of the «~ 
ceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilities asa distinguished pub!.c 


I suppose that is in the regular order 
I supposed my request was in the regular 


I thought so. 
I should like to have the Senator from Ne- 
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servant, the House, at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, shall 
5 adjourned. : . 
otand e, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 
Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to communicate a copy of these 
ré solutions to the family of the deceased. 
Mr. LODGE. I submit the resolutions which I send to the 
desk. . 
The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. WILLIAM COGSWELL, late a Representative from 
the State of Massachusetts. : 

~ pesolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that 
Atting tribute may be paid to his memory. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the Secretary 
ef the Senate to the family of the deceased; and that asa further mark of 
respect the Senate will, at the conclusion of these ceremonies, stand ad- 
journed. 


* The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions are before the 


Senate. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, Gen. WILLIAM COGSWELL, mem- 
per-elect from the old Essex district of Massachusetts, one of the 
bravest and ablest soldiers she ever sent into battle, a statesman 
who had been gaining and growing in a large national fame for 
four terms in the House of presentatives, until it had been ex- 
pected that by the general desire of the House he would have been 
assigned the place which carries with it the leadership of that 
body on the floor, died in Washington, May 22, 1895. He raised 
and commanded one of the first companies—he thought the very 
first—enlisted in the country for the war. He was in many bat- 
tles, was with Sherman in the march to the sea, was three times 
wounded, and came home a general when the war ended. He was 
beloved by his soldiers, and had the confidence and affection of 
General Sherman. 

The detail of this brilliant service, as of the lesser but important 
work which he did for his native Commonwealth in many other 
honorable places of trust, has been stated in the other House, 
especially in the admirable eulogy by his successor. Those pro- 
ceedings will be printed with ours. So 1 need not repeat them 
here. 

Mr. President, what I have said already would seem to be 
enough. To have been loved and trusted by as noble a constitu- 
ency as ever made a part of a free people; to have been of the very 
first and of the very last in the great struggle for the country’s 
life; tohave gained a foremost place in that great Assembly which 
now as ever represents what is best and most trustworthy in 
American character; to have steadily grown in power and in honor 
until the boy who offered his life for his country at 22 was borne 
to his grave amid the lamentations of a whole people who honored 
him as one of the foremost among the statesmeh of America in 
America’s best and greatest day, would seem to make the lan- 
guage of ordinary eulogy alike ridiculous and superfluous. 

One or two traits I will speak of for which General CoGSwELL 
was specially remarkable: He was an example of what we so often 
find to be true, that the bravest men are the gentlest and most 
affectionate in their own households. He was a lover of home, of 
wife, of family, of children. The men who loved him best, where 
everybody knew him, were his near neighbors, and his townsmen, 
and the people of his district. 

He was a man who grew constantly. The faults which he had 
when his public service began wore off and disappeared with life’s 
discipline and experience. His intellectual powers developed and 
strengthened from year to year; so you could almost see the dif- 
ference from year to year in the quality of his work and speech. 
When he entered the House of Representatives he was an able 
man. When he died, six years after, he wasa greatman. He had 
laid aside weaknesses and infirmities; he had burst and outgrown 
limitations; he had put under his feet faults and bad habits; so 
that if his life had been spared we should have looked upon him 
as one of our brightest and most shining models of what is excel- 
lent both in public and in private character. I think in these 
days, when there is so much well-founded and so much ill-founded 
criticism of the public life in this country, that it is well te point 
out to the ple what an intellectual and what a moral educa- 
tion is service in these Halls for the men, and they are the large 
majority, who perform that public service faithfully to the best of 
their ability. 

I believe I have been longer in continuous national legislative 
service in this country than any other man, with the single excep- 
tion of my honored and venerable friend the senior Senator from 
Vermont. I declare as the result of my observation that the char- 
acter of our national legislators is, on the whole, growing better 
from year to year and from generation to generation. Life in 

V ashington is becoming purer and sweeter and simpler. 
General CoGsWELL grew in the confidence and esteem of his con- 
stituency. He was nominated bya majority of 1 and elected bya 
plurality only, being in a minority of near 1,400 of the total vote. 
t his last election he was nominated by acclamation and chosen 

'y 4 majority in his district of 8,600 over all competitors, having a 
majority in every town, city, and ward in his entire district. He 
grew also, as I have said, in the love and affection of his associates. 
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He was as brave a man as ever went into battle. When his 
commanding officer had given him an order, there was no occa- 
sion for any further anxiety if the order was one which could be 
executed by human courage and skill. The men under his com- 
mand felt sure that he would lead them in the path of glory, and, 
if any man could lead them in that path, in the path to victory. 

He was a stanch friend, a trusty companion, and a wise coun- 
selor; a dauntless and unflinching champion of any cause in which 
heenlisted. If I were tosum up his quality by a single word, it 
would by the word manliness. 

General COGSWELL had some very original and racy qualities of 
intellect and character. They were disclosed to his friends and 
companions more freely as he grew older. He was a man who 
mellowed with years. But yet his peculiarities remained. He 
had a certain gruff independence and originality which made 
every man like to know what he was thinking of and to listen to 
what he would say. He had a gift of pithy, sententious speech, a 
shrewd common sense, and sharp wit. He was a man whom Dr. 
Johnson would have liked for acompanion. While he grew kind- 
lier as he grew older, and was tolerant of human infirmities and 
liked men when he came to know them well, he was a good hater, 
and was especially impatient of cant and affectation and pom- 
posity and the varnish and veneering of behavior. 

Mr. President, my words of praise will seem feeble to those who 
have heard or who shall coal the eloquent tributes of my col- 
leagues in this and the other House. They will seem poor and 
inadequate as an expression of the feeling of the Commonwealth 
for the brave son she has lost and of the great constituency who 
mourn for their loved and honored Representative. He sleeps in 
her holy Pilgrim soil with the great men who for nearly threo 
hundred years have adorned her annals. Massachusetts has given 
to the service of the country her full share of patriots, of bene- 
factors, of statesmen, of orators, of poets, and of sages. It is no 
time for boasting when we are mourning for our dead. Cer- 
tainly I would arrogate for Massachusetts no superiority of merit, 
especially in the presence of the representatives of the great Com- 
monwealth of Virginia. And still it almost seems as if we might 
say of the little State what one of her poets said of our mother 
England— 


One-half her soil has walked the rest, 
In heroes, martyrs, sages. 

To that honorable company WILLIAM CoGSWELL is gathered. 
The men who loved him and whom he loved have laid him to 
sleep within the limits of old Essex, where Winthrop landed, 
where Endicott dwelt, where Putnam was born, where Whittier 
sang, where Dane and Cutler planned the great ordinance of 1787, 
which stands with the Declaration and the Constitution as one of 
three great title deeds of American liberty, and where the sailors 
put to sea for the great sea fights of the war of 1812. 

General CoGSWELL’s services in civil life alone would have given 
him a high place in the grateful memory of the people. But it is 
as a soldier that his countrymen will remember him, and it is asa 
soldier that he would wish to be remembered. Whatever may be 
said by the philosopher, the moralist, or the preacher, the instincts 
of the greater portion of mankind still lead them to award the 
highest meed of admiration to the military character. Even when 
the most selfish of human passions, the love of power, or the love 
of fame is the:stimulant of the soldier’s career, he must at least be 
ready for the supreme sacrifice—the willingness to give his life, if 
need be, for the object he is pursuing. The great apostle of the 
Gentiles, in his loftiest passages, illustrates the highest Christian 
character by comparing it to that of the soldier. And surely, 
when the end is unselfish, when the love of country or the desire 
to save her life by giving his own has entire mastery of the soul, 
when all the ends he aims at are his country’s, his God’s, and 
truth’s, all mankind are agreed to award to the good soldier a 
glory which it bestows nowhere else. 

Mr. President, more than the full allotted time of a generation 
has passed since the splendid youth of 1861 sprang at the call of 
their country to the defense of Washington. Men have reached 
mature middle life who were born since the sound was heard of 
the first shot at Fort Sumter. The great majority of the sol- 
diers of the great war for the Union have gone. Their eyes will 
never again flash with triumph as they follow the flag to victory, 
or kindle with affection when they gaze on comrades’ faces. Their 
ears are cold in death— 

They list no more the tuck of drum, 
No more the trumpet hear. 

They will never again answer to the general’s summons, to the 
thunder of the captains, and the shouting. ‘They sleep with the 
great leaders—with Grant, and Sherman, and Sheridan, with 
Devens, and Hooker, and Shaw. 

The majority have gone. The few survivors who remain with 
us are entering upon an honored old age, crowned with the love 
of their countrymen. But their fame-and honor shall abide. It 
shall abide when the walls of this Capitol shall have crumbled, 
eternal and imperishable as the liberty they loved and the Union 
they saved. 
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Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I knew General COGSWELL as a 
member of the House of Representatives, where it was my for- 
tune to serve with him several years. He was a gentleman of the 
tighest character, modest and retiring in his disposition, and 
kind and courteous in his intercourse with his fellows. While he 
was well informed on all the subjects which come before Con- 

; for consideration, he very rarely took part in the debates of 
body. He was not a ready debater. He shrank from the 
He had no taste for the controversial part of the consid- 
He left that for others who were better 
it and whose tastes inclined them to share in the intel- 
He had his convictions, the result of intelligent 
‘sonsideration, and »y them his conduct was controlled. 
it takes nothing from the character of General COGSWELL to 
v that he was not a skilled and ready debater. This is nota 
ity which can be acquired by labor, however intense and long 
nued. It is a gift of the Creator, and one that does not 
always accompany the mind of man, however largely it may be 
stored with knowledge. Its absence does not mean that character 
is wanting in moral force, or that intelligence is destitute of use- 


tion of subjects. 
ted to 


1al combat. 





fulness. Every day’s experience proves to the contrary. Many 
of the greatest statesmen whom this country has ever produced 
were conspicuously deficient in the power of debate. The author 


of the Declaration of Independence immortalized himself with his 
pen. Noman of his day possessed such power to arouse the world 
through the point of his pen ashe. Yet when that great instru- 
ment was assailed in the Continental Congress by men whose 
names did not outlive their generation, he was utterly powerless 
to defend it. Benjamin Franklin was confessedly one of the 


greatest philosophers of the Revolutionary era and a very accom- 
plished diplomat, but he could not debate a proposition like Ham- 
ilton or Adams. Nor was he a match for men below them in the 
gifts of debate. Andrew Jackson was strong with the pen and 
still stronger with the sword, and notwithstanding the fact that 
he was a trained lawyer and of ability enough to grace the supreme 
bench of his State, to represent her in the Senate of the United 


States, and to preside over the destinies of the nation, yet he could 
not debate. When he was in the Senate of the United States, dur- 
ing the Administration of the elder Adams, the Vice-President who 
presided over that body,and who was conscious enoughof his own 
deficiency in that respect, formed a very unfavorable opinion of 
the man who, in after years, proved himself the great general, and 
as President of the United States so indelibly stamped his opinions 
on public questions on the minds of the people of the Republic. 

To know General CoGSWELL one had to be in close contact with 
him socially. In the committee room or in the abandon of social 
conversation at the fireside he showed himself the inan of intelli- 
gence and thought. He could not be drawn into a heated contro- 
versy about anything. His whole nature was averse to it. He 
was not born for storms, but for sunshine. He was affable, gen- 
tle, and kind. His convictions and conduct were the product of 
reason, not of passion. In his intercourse with his fellows he 
sought to do right to them and to deserve right from them, and 
when he finished his career I do not suppose he left an enemy on 
the earth. His was, indeed, a massive, a splendid character. It 
stood out like a monumental stone, not adorned by fretted work, 
but plain, clean, powerful, and ponderous as it rested on its im- 
perturbable base. Everywhere in the world of humanity char- 
acter stands for a certain quantity of force—a force that is not 
perceptible to the sight or tangible to the touch. But it isaforce 
nevertheless. It exists and exerts itself beyond the sphere of 
sensuous cognition. The elements in the character of an upright 
man impress themselves upon the moral and intellectual world 
just as light, heat, and moisture do upon the material world. 
They are among the silent forces which quicken with life the 
latent germs and cause them to grow and mature and bring forth 
their harvests in their season. 

Such was the character of the distinguished son of Massachu- 
setts around whose bier we are gathered to-<lay. I have spoken 
of him as he appeared to me, the representative of his people in 
the councils of the nation. But there was another theater where 
he appeared as an actor in the earlier days of his life. He was his 
country’s soldier in a great war where hundreds of thousands 
gave their lives for the land they loved. To one who has borne 
arms in such a war, who has seen and felt all which that one 
word means, it would be more acceptable that almost all the 
other virtues he possessed should be forgotten than that crowning 
virtue of true manhood. He was a brave soldier, an intelligent 
officer and leader, tried on many fields and measuring up to the 
duties of every statidn which he was appointed to fill. His record 
as a soldier gave Massachusetts just cause to be proud of him, 
and imposes upon her the duty of cherishing his memory and 
carving his name in the list of those who in peace and war have 
made her name immortal. 

In the conflict of which I have spoken he and I were on op- 
posite sides. Each fought for the cause he loved. Each fought 
with those among whom he was born—he for Massachusetts 
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and I for Texas. For four long and troubled years our arn 
were striking at each other’s lives and the lives of the gov 
ments whose standards they bore. The arbitrament o/ 
sword declared the United States victor and the Confed 
States vanquished—that the Union of the States should be a 
dissoluble union, and that each citizen should be a mem 
the great commonwealth of States as it was established by a 
mon ancestry. The wise counsels that dominated the poli 
the conquerors soon restored fraternity, and a union of ‘‘} 
and hands” as well as of ‘‘lakes and lands.” Soon Union 
Confederate soldiers met and mingled in the national counci 
soon the estranged people were brought together and ming 
peace and patriotic devotion in all the relations of privat 
Having by the consent of our people been sent to the Hon 
Representatives, we met here as friends, not as foes, and 
our labors for the advancement of our country, each in th 
he thought wisest and best. As intimately as I knew him, | 
heard him speak of his military career until I met him on 
ing at a lecture delivered on the battle of Missionary Ridge. 
wassome years after he had been elected to Congress. Whi 
lecture was over some questions were asked about certain . 
mands that took part in the battle, and during the coll: I 
learned that we had been confronting each other from ( 
nooga to Atlanta. That campaign has gone into histo 
those who shared in it are rapidly passing away. Most ot 
like General COGSWELL, have stacked arms on this side the 1 
and have crossed over and are now ‘resting under the s! 
the trees.” Those of us whom the roster has designated f\ 
with the rear guard are still on the march, and soon shall : 
the rendezvous on the farther bank of the shining river, 
the blue jacket and the gray are both faded into whit 
where Grant and Lee, and Jackson and Sheridan, and T} 
and Hood, and Burnside and Johnston, and the thousands 
they led, are standing round the same bivouac fires, citi 
the same great commonwealth and soldiers in the armies of the 
Prince of Peace. 





3 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I am glad to give my 
mony to the excellencies of Gen. WILLIAM COGSWELL. 1’! 
dresses made in the other House and the one made by th: i 
Senator from Massachusetts, however, leave very little to be said 
by anyone. There are some bare facts, and the facts that | \ 
ture to mention of his life alone are a sufficient eulogy. 

His descent was that which we in New England think is | 
able. From a Puritan who landed in a shipwreck on the co 
Maine in 1635, in the fifth generation that family illustrat 
character of the people who had a belief, recognized a duty, and 
never fiinched from it. Eight brothers of the Cogswell name were 
in the Revolutionary war, their aggregate service counting t! - 
eight years. We may judge from that where the young man was 
likely to go when the long roll sounded. He enlisted as soon as 
he heard of the trouble of a Massachusetts regiment in the sirects 
of Baltimore. 

He was a gentleman of education, and had entered upon a profes 
sional life, but he dropped everything. He enlisted April 1¥, 1s0!. 
He became a captain of the Second Massachusetts Infantry on t) 
25th of May. We may be assisted in estimating the charact:rf 
the man by looking at the history of his regiment. At Cedar 
Mountain it lost 35 per cent of its force; at Antietam, 25 per cent; 
at Chancellorsville, 33 per cent of those who were in action; at 
Gettysburg, 44 per cent of all who entered into that great bat 
During the war that regiment on its rolls bore the names ' 
soldiers killed, injured, and disabled in action or by accid 
disease. 

On the 25th of September, 1862, he was detailed to duty as a 
major. He was made lieutenant-colonel shortly afterwards, 0 
the 23d of October. He became acolonel of his regiment in J un 
1863, at the age of 24. His regiment reenlisted in December, |*', 
becoming the Second Regiment of Massachusetts Veteran \0\un- 
teers. During the furlough of thirty days to which they b e 
entitled, he took the remnant of the regiment to Massachus:''s. 
Of the 1,046 who had left Boston thirty months before, --- ' 
turned. When they were welcomed by Governor Andrew, (en- 
eral CoGSWELL felicitously replied: 

When I say to your excellency that these men, with the experic! 


have had, with the hardships, sufferings, and dangers that they ha 
and dared, have reenlisted, I have said enough for a lifetime in their 


He was in the famous Atlanta campaign. He was put inc" 
mand of Atlanta for a time, and to this day he is remembered wi‘ 
kindliness and respect in that region. ; 

In April, 1865, when Sherman was about closing his great © 
paign, General COGSWELL was wounded at Averysboro, N.C. 1! 
second day after that he was again wounded, the third woun " 
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received in the war. The last two, though more or less pain!ul, 
did not keep him from continuing on duty. as 
In civil life he was adequate to every task imposed upon bh, 
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and the good will of his constituency is shown by the fact that, 
coming from the war, he was three times elected mayor; he was 
once a senator of his State; he was five times a representative in 
the Massachusetts assembly; he was five times elected to Congress, 

.nd had his life not been cut off untimely he would probably have 
continued in the public service, even to a great old age. He was 
elected, as has been stated, to the present Congress by a majority 
f over 8,000, but the plarality was 10,000. 

While General COGSWELL was a stanch Republican and com- 
manded the respect of everybody having a creed and living up to 
++ he was a generous friend of his Southern brethren, as is shown 
hy a short and eloquent speech that he delivered in the House 
when Georgia was asking Federal aid for an exposition whic she 
was about to hold. 

In the private relations of life he was without a fault. 
lic life he was a man of absolute integrity. 
faithful, honorable, lovable. 
soldier, and a gentleman. 

The tribute to his character paid by his colleagues in the two 
Houses of Congress from East, West, North, and South abound 
in the strongest terms of respect, friendship, and sorrow. It was 
a very noble life. There never was a duty that he did not fully 
discharge. There never was a place which he did not fill with a 
fidelity and a capacity more than satisfactory to his constituents 
and all others who knew him. 

The bare facts of his life, I say, are a sufficient eulogy. His fel- 
low-citizens and neighbors of Washington remember him with 
more than affection. Massachusetts will honor him from genera- 
tion to generation. 
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In pub- 
He was diligent, 
He was emphatically a patriot, a 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I esteemed Gen. WILLIAM 
CoGswELL too highly to permit this occasion to pass without 
adding my own testimonial, however brief, to his worth as a man 
and his value as a citizen. 


long one, but I knew him well. This acquaintanceship with him 


My acquaintance with him was nota | 
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began when he entered the House of Representatives of the Con- | 


gress of the United States. I served with him as a member of the 


House of the Fiftieth, Fifty-first, Fifty-second, and Fifty-third | 


Congresses, and during the two years of the Fiftieth Congress he 
was associated with me in membership upon the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors of that body. This association led to close 
acquaintanceship, aye, to more than that, to good will, high 
esteem, and a friendship which existed up to the time of his 
death 

General COGSWELL was a high type of aman. His disposition 
was genial, his manner and address courteous and attractive, his 
presence magnetic. The qualities of his heart indicated the broad- 
minded, liberal, philanthropic, sympathetic man; while the quali- 


ties of his mind denoted high capacity, the constituent parts of | 


which are discernment, clearness of intellectual vision, analytical 
power, and strength of grasp of a question. 


In the consideration | 





of questions that came before him for decision or action he was at | 


once fair and just, accurate and able. 


| ship a benediction. 


Mr. President, the Commonwealth of Massachusetts has been | 


represented in the two Houses of Congress by many sons who have 
honored her trust and shed luster upon her name. The great 
Webster stands out like an Eiffel Tower or Washington Monu- 


° . . . ' 
ment in American history, while over the names of the Adamses, 


Winthrop, Rufus Choate, Charles Sumner, Edward Everett, and 
others, the student of American biography loves to linger. 
of her sons who figure in contemporaneous history are most worthy 
of honorable mention in this regard. 

But while paying this tribute to the statesmanship of the Bay 

State, it may be said with equal truth that not all of her public 
men have always been tolerant of judgment of the opinions and 
actions of other men. Too often have we seen the reverse. But 
this can not be said of him whose life and character form the 
theme which now occupies the attention of the Senate. General 
COGSWELL was a man whose opinions, while strong and force- 
ful, were tempered with a just regard for and consideration of the 
opinions of others. He was tolerant of judgment. Bigotry had 
no place in his make-up or composition. He believed that good 
could come out, and does come out, of “every Nazareth” in the 
land, whether it be situated in the Northern or Southern, Eastern 
or Western portion of this great country of ours. His heart was 
broad and catholic in its sentiment. 
tis country and included in a common brotherhood all who bore 
the insignia of his country’s citizenship. 
_ A gallant soldier in the war between the States, who won rank 
marms and distinction in the field, General CoaswELL exemplified 
in his career after the war the truth of the maxim that ‘“ Peace 
hath her victories no less renowned than war.” He won civic vic- 
tories as great as those he had achieved as a soldier. He served 
his State with distinction in both houses of her legislature, and as 
one of her Representatives in Congress he occupied an enviable 
position among the legislators of his time. 
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Some | 


It embraced the whole of | 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President. on occasions like this we 


are forcibly reminded of the fact that 
Man's | » is in the grave! 
Here dwell the multitude 


Death is an inseparable condition of 1i 
It has been said that there is nothing so 
so certain, so universal. I 
There is no exemption, no reprieve, for ‘‘d 
sentence pronounced on all humanity. 


fe—inexorable and sure, 
momentous, so imminent, 
to men once to die.”’ 


ust to dust” was the 


‘*It is appointed un 


Earth to earth, and d 

Here the evil and th 

Here the youthful and the old, 
Here the fearful and the b old, 
Here the matron and the maid, 





In e silent be id: 

Her e * KIN 
Side by sid r; 

lere the ul A er! 
Earth to ear nd dust to dust! 


We are here to-day to speak loving words of eulogy to the mem- 
ory of a friend and associate. WULLIAM COGSWELL impressed me 
as aman of broad sympathies, profound convictions, and generous 
impulses. He was genial, kind, companionable, and sincere 
Brave and fearless on the field of battle, he was in private 
gentle as a woman and as sweetasachild. If heever did a mean 
thing, those of us who associated with him in the other House of 
Congress knew it not. He was a strong debater, a tireless worker, 
and anindomitable antagonist, but he was always a fair and open 
opponent. The idol of his city and his district, he enjoyed in the 
House of Representatives the distinction of being one of the most 
popular men of that body. On leading committees and charged 
with grave duties, he was always equal to the requirements of the 


as 


| position, acquitting himself with distinguished ability and with 
| an integrity and fidelity questioned by none. 


His record is one of 
conspicuous merit, without a spot or blemish to mar its symmetry 
or cloud its horizon. 

General COGSWELL was withal a man of intense earnestness, 
How well I remember him at the Republican national conven- 
tion of 1892, in the city of Minneapolis. In the contest before 
that convention he differed from some of us, but no arguments or 
entreaties moved him in the least. Early and late he sought the 
accomplishment of his purpose, and when finally the candidate of 
his choice was nominated, he resumed his wonted composnurs 
though nothing unusual had engaged his attention. 


, as 
He had made 


a great fight and had won a conspicuous victory, but in the mo- 
| ment of triumph humility rather than pride possessed him. That 

was like the man. An earnest opponent, but never a bitter or 
revengeful antagonist. 

Others have told the story of General COGSWELL’S career as 
soldier, civilian, and legislator. That I need not repeat. It is 


sufficient for me to recall him as a friend and an associate in the 
service of the Government. I knew him well, and to know him 
well was to admire and love him. Large-hearted, generous, and 
sympathetic, his companionship was an inspiration and his friend- 
Through all the weary months of hissickness 
and suffering my heart went out to him in sympathy and alfec- 
tion. At last death came as a respite, and the soul of this great 
and good man took its flight to the abode of the blessed, where 
suffering, sorrow, and death are unknown. 

He passed away gently and quietly, and joined the majority on 
the shores of the Great Beyond. 

3ut why should we mourn for our departed friend, for is not 
death a necessary result, to be welcomed rather than repelled aft 
the strifes and toils and struggles of a busy and eventful life? 
Let us, as we contemplate death, adopt the words of Addison: 


When I look upon the tombs of the great, every emotion of e1 lies in 
me; when I read the epitaphs of the beautiful, every inordinate desire goes 
out; when I meet with the grief of parents uponatombstone,. my heart melts 
with compassion; when [ see the tomb of the parents t selves, I consider 


Lnaen 
the vanity of grieving for those whom we must quickly f 
kings lying by those who deposed them, when I consider rival 
by side, or the holy men that divided the world with their 
putes, [ reflect with sorrow and astonishment on the litt 1S, 
tions, and debates of mankind; when I read the veral dates of the tombs, 
of some that died yesterday and some six hundred years ago, - tl 
great day when we shall all of us be contemporaries and make o1 
ance together. 





oil 





sever 


Mr. President, I bring to the memory of my friend atender and 
loving tribute. The place he so well filled on earth is forever 
vacant, but I believe that his earnest spirit is enjoying the delights, 
the joys, and the labors of a better world than this. This belief 
reconciles one to death, and prepares our minds for the great 
change that awaits usall. Onthegrave of the distinguished dead 
I would plant sweetest flowers, and in my heart of hearts cherish 
his memory in loving kindness and tenderest affection. A good 
man left the world when WILLIAM CoGSWELL died, and the world 
was the better because he livedinit. Let us, in appreciation of 
his virtues, emulate his example, and strive to so live that it can 
be said of us, when the end comes, that we left behind us a legacy 
of good deeds and of honorable achievement. 
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Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, he who comes last in a field where 
s0 many eloquent speakers have reaped can only hope to glean 
among the already garnered sheaves. Coming from the same 
county, a friend of many years, I can not, however, fail to ex- 
press the affection I felt for the distinguished man to whose mem- 
ory we dohonor to-day. Tothat memory! wish to pay mytribute 
and recall once more the deeds and honors of a distinguished life. 

WILLIAM CoGSWELL was born at Bradford, Mass., on the 23d of 
August, 1838, The family were of English origin and came to this 
country in 1635. Family history records that John Cogswell, the 
first of the name in the New World, was wrecked with his wife and 
eight children on the Maine coast. Notwithstanding this disas- 
trous termination of a perilous voyage, the family found their way 
to the town of Ipswich, in Essex County, Mass., and there settled. 
WILLIAM COGSWELL was the seventh in descent from John Cogs- 
well, the original Puritan settler. The family appears to have 
been a prominent one in England, where they owned and con- 
ducted woolen mills through successive generations; and the 
American branch soon made themselves felt in the neighborhood 
in whichthey dwelt. The grandfather of General COGSWELL rose 
to be chief medical officer in the Continental Army and seven of 
his brothers likewise served their country in various capacities in 
the war of the Revolution. Dr. George Cogswell, the father of 
WILLIAM COGSWELL, is a well-known man, and was one of the 
founders of the Republican party. In 1860 he was a delegate to the 
convention which nominated Abraham Lincoln. His life has been 
alongandeminently useful one, and heisstill living, atan advanced 
age, at the family home in Bradford. His wife, who was a Miss 
Abigail Parker, died when her son was only about 7 years of age. 

WILLIAM COGSWELL’s early education was secured at various 
academies in Massachusetts and New Hampshire. He wasa pupil 
of the Atkinson Academy, Atkinson, N. H.; Phillips Academy, 
Andover, Mass., and Kimball’s Union Academy. Meriden, N. H. 
In 1855 he entered Dartmouth College. His collegiate training, 
however, was brief, and in 1856 and 1857 he became a sailor before 
the mast, visiting in this way many of the principal ports of the 
world. Returning to his native State, he entered the Harvard Law 
School for a course of study, and on September 8, 1860, was ad- 
mitted to practice at the Essex County bar. His first legal expe- 
rience was obtained in the office of William D. Northend, who is 
an eminent lawyer, and a little later, in April, 1861, he opened 
an office for himself. CoGSWELL was at this time 22 years of 
age, and the exciting events of that period were little calculated 
to hold the young lawyer at his desk. The drudgery of profes- 
sional toil would hardly commend itself toa man who came of 
a race of soldiers when the land was filled with rumors of war. 
During the winter which preceded the inauguration of Lincoln 
he enlisted in a local militia organization and entered with enthu- 
siasm upon the performance of his military duties. In a state- 
ment which he left can be found an accurate and a concise his- 
tory of the brilliant military career of which this enlistment in 
a militia company was the beginning. The attack of the mob on 
the Sixth Massachusetts in the streets of Baltimore roused the 
heart and conscience of the loyal North. Within twenty-four 
hours from the time when the news first reached Salem, young 
CoGswELL had recruited a full company of 100 men. His office was 
turned into a recruiting station, and it is worthy of remark that 
so successful was the work of enlistment that the company was, 
if not the first, one of the very first raised in the country for the 
war. The work of organization went on rapidly, and in the May 
following Captain COGSWELL’s company became Company C of 
Gordon's famous Second Massachusetts. On an occasion like this 
it is impossible to do more than allude briefly to some of the lead- 
ing incidents of a military career filled with deeds of conspicuous 
gallantry. In the winter and spring of 1861-62 COGSWELL was at- 
tached to Banks’s command in the Shenandoah Valley, and on sev- 
eral occasions opposed an effectual resistance to Jackson’s opera- 
tions in that region. After the battle of Antietam, where his 
company and regiment were engaged all day with signal success, 
COGSWELL was promoted to be lieutenant-colonel of the regiment. 
In this battle he was slightly wounded, but he quickly recovered 
sufficiently to be able to lead an expedition under the cover of dark- 
ness across the river into Virginia, which ended in the capture of 
a band of guerrillas and in the death of their notorious captain, 
Burk. CoGsWwELL participated at the head of his regiment in the 
bloody conflict at Chancellorsville. On the second day of the en- 
gagement he was wounded severely in theleftarm. This obliged 
him to retire from the field of battle, and he was unable to rejoin 
his regiment until after the battle of Gettysburg. In the following 
month of June he was made colonel of the regiment, being at that 
time but 24 years of age. His next conspicuous service was in con- 
nection with the draft riots in New York City. The discharge of 
this duty called for unusual coolness and discretion, but CoGSWELL 

roved equal to the emergency. When comparative quiet had 
een restored, the regiment rejoined the Army of the Potomac, and 
a little later became a part of the Army of the Cumberland. His 
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Atlanta. He was actively engaged in the campaign which resuli-.q 
in the evacuation of Atlanta, and was mentioned for distinguis!).4 
conduct at the battle of Resaca. When Sherman entered the, 

on September 3, 1864, one of his first acts was to make Coloy:i 
COGSWELL post commander, a position which he held until the | >;); 
of November, when the Union Army beganits famous march to 
sea. Itis worth remembrance here that when, thirty years ],; 
the people of Georgia were asking for national aid for the At] 
Exposition, they found no more effective advocate than the foro, 
military commander of Atlanta, then serving his native State with 
distinction in the halls of Congress. Both in the Appropriati 
Committee, of which he was a member, and on the floor of the 
House, General COGSWELL did zealous service for the city which | 
left a heap of smoldering ruins in November, 1864. Shortly after 
the fall of Atlanta, on December 12, 1864, Colonel CoGsweE i. w 
brevetted brigadier-general, and just a month later was assieyed 
to the command of the Third Division of the Twentieth Army 
Corps. This command he continued to hold until he was mustered 
out of the service in July, 1865. In one of the last engagements 
of the war, at the battle of Averysboro in April, 1865, Genera] 
COGSWELL was wounded for the third time. The injury did not 
prove serious, however, but the one received at Chancellorsyille 
continued to harass him until the end of his life. 

With the close of the war General COGSWELL returned to Salem 
and to the practice of the law. Two years later he was elected 
mayor of Salem, and served three years in thatcapacity. In 1s?) 
and 1874 he was again mayor. From the time he was first sum- 
moned to public office he never for a moment forfeited the confi- 
dence of his adopted city. Five times he represented it in the 
Massachusetts house of representatives, and during the years 
1885-86 was State senator. In 1876 he was made inspector-general 
of fish for the State of Massachusetts, a post he continued to enjoy 
until he was elected to the Fiftieth Congress in 1886 from the old 
Essex district. He was reelected to the Fifty-first, Fifty-second, 
Fifty-third, and Fifty-fourth Congresses. His committee assign- 
ments were varied and important. He served, among others. on 
Appropriations, Rivers and Harbors, and the District of Columbia. 
His work on Appropriations and Rivers and Harbors was most 
exacting, but he discharged it with unusual ability and fidelity, 

In the fall of 1894 he was selected by the Republican State com- 
mittee to preside over the convention of that year. Hisspeech had 
been prepared and had been given out to the newspapers in accord- 
ance with custom. There had been no intimation of declini 
health, and the report, which was first given out on the morning 
of the convention, that he could not preside over its deliberations, 
came, therefore, as a painful surprise to his friends and the public 
generally. His indisposition was at first thought to be but tempo- 
rary, but itsoon became evident as the campaign progressed that he 
was stricken withan incurablemalady. Inthe November election 
his constituents rallied to pay him one last tribute of affection and 
regard. The plurality he received was the largest given any can- 
didate for Congress in Massachusetts that year. When Congress 
convened for the short session in December, he was unable to take 
his seat, but in a few weeks he insisted on coming on to Washing 
ton to resume his public duties. Attendance upon the sessions of 
the House, however, only aggravated his malady, and he soon 
afterwards journeyed southward to Jamaica, in a vain searc): for 
health. But the skill of physicians and the loving and tender care 
of wife and friends were alike hopeless. He succeeded in getting 
as far as Washington on his return journey, and here, after lin- 
gering for a number of weeks, he died on the 22d of May, 15!). 

Such in bare cold outline are the incidents of an honorable and 


s 


is 


o 
r 


distinguished life. But there is much more than this to be said. 
He was not only a good soldier, who rose at a very early age toa 
high command, but he was conspicuous for personal gallantry. 


He had a warm and impetuous temperament that carried hii to 
the front of battle in his youth and which gave him the energy and 
the power which marked his career in later life. We speak of lim 
here in the Capitol as the soldier and the public man, and it is not 
fitting perhaps to go further. Yet to those of us who knew !im 
well and whose affection he possessed, the qualities of mind and 
heart which made him beloved by his constituents and which 
endeared him to those nearest to him are very present. He wasa 
loyal friend and a frank and open foe. He was warm-hearted and 
affectionate, vigorous in speech, and full of sympathy and humor. 
He had strong convictions and was always earnest in express!04 
them. He showed a strength of will and a power of self-contr 
which commanded the admiration of everyone who und rstood 
the manner in which he had displayed these fine and manly «)"\ 
Those who were associated with him in Congress understood 
and appreciated his high value as a public servant and _gric\' d 
for his death because it was the loss of a companion and fr end, 
The State which he had represented, the famous county an! (0 
old Puritan town which he had served so long, mourned w''! 
deep and genuine sorrow when he was brought back to his las 
resting place in the land where his — had lived for seven 
generations, and which he loved with all the strength of his heart, 
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If we reckon length of life by the number of days, that of Gen- 
eral COGSWELL was short indeed, but if we take for our measure 
the words of Stevenson that ‘‘to the bold and the busy life is 
always long,” then this life, whose end we mourn to-day, was far 
longer than that of many which outrun the psalmist’s span. It 
was filled with work which any man might have been prond of, 
with deeds which not only brought fame and honor to the doer, 
but which served country and State in the day of battle and in 
the time of peace. What he did may have fallen short of what 
he desired to do, as is always the case with strong men of action. 
The outward rewards that he received, distinguished as they ‘vere, 
may well have seemed to him, as they certainly often did to others, 
not always to equal the deserts. But now that the book is closed 
and the last account made up, we can fairly say that he had, what- 
ever else might have been lacking, the best of all rewards—the 
consciousness that he had played a man’s part in the life of his 
time, and left a memory which his children and his children’s 
children will reverence and cherish. He not only served with dis- 
tinction in public life, performing with faithful diligence arduous 
duties, many of which brought no compensation except the know!l- 
edge of duty done, but he also served his country on the great | 
field of the civil war. In that mighty trial he had had his share. 
What an opportunity it was to men like CoGSWELL, who tasted it 
to the full! With such a life as his in that war time, I always 
think of the splendid and familiar lines of Scott, in which we | 
may find the secret of the great romancer’s life and art: 


Sound, sound the clarion! fill the fife! 
To all the sensual world proclaim, 
One crowded hour of glorious life 
Is worth an age without a name. 
It was given to a man like CoGSWELL to be able to say this, and 
I think we may well ask ourselves whether any man who can say 
it of himself truthfully has much need to desire more. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the resolutions which have been read. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock 
and 3 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, Febru- 
ary 8, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 6, 1897. 
The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Herry N. CoupDEN. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ENGROSSED BILLS PASSED. 


The SPEAKER. On the following bills the reading of the 
engrossed copy was demanded, and the previous question having 
been ordered, the Clerk will read the engrossed bills. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4930) granting a pension to Mary Forward. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage. 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1323) for the relief ot Ira H. Sweatt. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage. 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr.GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself | 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for | 
the further consideration of the District appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the 
bill H. R. 10167. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to renew the amendment which 
I offered the other evening and withdrew just at the conclusion of 
the day’s labor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

a RICHARDSON. It was to strike out “one” and insert 
o ve, ” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 29, line 1, strike out “one” and insert “five; so as to read “for five 
new engines.” 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, we have passed that paragraph, 
have we not? 

_Mr. RICHARDSON. If you will refer to the RecorpD, you will 
find that just as I withdrew my amendment the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. Grout] moved that the committee rise, and there 


were no further steps taken. That will be found in the REcorpD 
on page 1552. 


| 
| 
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Mr. GROUT. The reading of the paragraph for the increase of 
the fire department was finished reading, and the reading of the 
bill this morning would be resumed after that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. What page of the Recorp does the gentle- 
man refer to? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Page 1552. I call the attention of the 
Chair to the top of the page, first column. The Chair will find 
that immediately, as I withdrew my motion, it reads: ‘“And then, 
on motion of Mr. Grout, the committee rose.” That was imme- 
diately after I withdrew my amendment. I did not have the re- 
port of the District Commissioners at the time and I did not have 
the interview to which I referred. I have them now, and I desire 
briefly to call attention to those matters. If you refer to the 
RECORD, you will find that the statement is as 1 have made it, at 
the top of page 1552, first column. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire where 
the Clerk understands the reading is to begin this morning. I do 
not know what the REcorpD may show, but my recollection is that 
the reading ended at telegraphs and telephones—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The last reading seems to be on page 1551. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. At the top of page 1552 of the Recorp 
the Chair will see the action of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk had concluded the reading of 
line 6 of that page, and then the gentleman from Tennessee of- 
fered his amendment, and no point was made against it at that 
time. After some discussion, the gentleman from Tennessee with- 
drew his amendment, and then the gentleman from Vermont 
moved that the committee rise. The Chair thinks that the gentle- 
man can renew the amendment this morningif he desires to do so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to renew the amendment, Mr. 


| Chairman, for the purpose of calling the attention of the Commit- 


tee of the Whole to the recommendation of the District Commission- 
ers. Imentioned it the other afternoon, but did not have the report 
of the Commissioners. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, however, finds on reading page 


| 1551 that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennes- 
| see was simply a pro forma amendment, and not this amendment, 


and the amendment was to line 7 and not line 1. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Theamendment loffered, the real amend- 
ment, was to strike out ‘‘one,” before the word ‘‘ new,” and insert 
“‘ five.” 

Mr. GROUT. But, Mr. Chairman, as 1 understood it, that 
amendment was made to line 1 in page 29 of the bill. Then, after 
that, discussion was continued upon a motion to strike out the 
last word, and the Clerk read down to ‘*‘ Telegraph and telephone 
service.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask the Clerk to 
read the extract from the Commissioners’ report which I have 
marked. 

The Clerk read the extract, as follows: 


THE FIRE DEPARTMENT. 


During the fiscal year 1896 the engine house on M street, between New Jer- 
sey avenne and First street NW., for the use of Truck D, was completed, and 
the engine house on D street, between Thirteenth and Fourteenth streets 
NW., was nearly completed. 

With the growth and development of the city and the populous suburbs an 
equivalent extension of the fire service becomes indispensable. The recent 
report of the assessor of the District of Columbia, modified by more recent 
information from United States officers, shows that the value of buildings in 
the District aggregates about $190,241.921. Of this amount, buildings of the 
value of $108,528.100 are owned by the United States of America. For the pro- 
tection of all this vast investment in buildings from destruction or injury by 
fire the entire equipment of the fire department of the District consists of 10 
fire engines, 4 hook and ladder companies, and 2 chemical-engine companies. 

The Commissioners have appended to their estimate of appropriations for 
the fiscal year 1898 a table showing the population of the principal cities of the 
Union and the equipment of each of said cities for protection against fire. Of 
these cities, San Francisco, Cleveland, Buffalo, and Pittsburg approximate the 
District in population. The other cities named in the following table do not 
equal in population the District: 














| Engine | Hook Chem- 

City. | ad com- | and ical om 

— panies. | ladders. | engines. ae 
NN es sctibiisctuacadieneimieieie 298, 997 19 6 7 404 
TNE | 263,312 19 6 2 239 
os cacnnatns dapeirebiina sits wind | 261,353 2 9 4 287 
os iaaeetacieenenaamant | 255, 664 3 9 4) 245 
New Orleans ...................- | 242,039 25 8 9 2% 
I ll |} 205, 876 20 10 6 300 
a ST 15 7 7 253 
Minneapolis......................| 164,730 18 5 8 | 266 
4 a 13 10 8; 19 
Washington (estimated) ----..--- | 280,000 | 10 4 2 169 








It not unfrequently happens that when a general alarm has called the 
entire fire department to one section of the city other fires have occurred in 
parts of the District remote from the scene of the first alarm, and it may 
well be expected that such a concurrence of fires may exist as to divide the 
available resources of the department so as to render it, as it now consists, 
incapable of meeting the demands uponit. A better equipment of the Dis- 
trict fire department is, therefore, imperatively demanded by the common- 
sense precautions which would govern any business man in regard to his 
own airs. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention 


to the fact that several other cities of above 200,000 population 
have as many as 20 fire engines, while Washington, with a popu- 
lation 280,000, has only 10. The additional one which this gives 
will make thetotalnumberil. Icallattention further tothe state- 
ment of the Commissioners in their report, that ‘‘it not unfre- 


quently happens 
fire de} 
part 
it may well be ex} 


irtment to one section of the city other fires have occurred in 

s of the District remote from the of the first alarm, and 

ected that such a concurrence of fires may exist 

as to divide the available resources of the department sc as to render 
it now exists, incapable of meeting the demands upon it.” 

I certainly think, Mr. Chairman, that with that statement of the 
ore us, we ought to pass an amendment giving 5 
additional engines. If we do that, Washington will then have 
only 15 engines, while the city of New Orleans, with a population 
of 242,000, has 25, and Detroit, with a population of 205,000, has 20. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to have fivesminutes more. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr RICHARDSON. In this connection,I desire to have read 
from the Clerk’s desk the interview with Chief Parris on this sub- 
ject which I referred to the other day. It was published in the 
Star of December 20, 1896, just a day or two after the big fire 
which destroyed the lumber yard down near the Government 
Printing Office. 

The interview was read, as follows: 


Yl scene 





it. a 
lt, a 


Commissioners bel 


That the facilities of the fire department of this city are wholly inadequate 
to cope with a conflagration of any size is readily recognized upon a compari- 
son of the force of the department in this city and the forces in other cities of 





the same size throughout the country. The danger from a number of fires 
breaking out at the same time is especially great from this cause, and it is 


sate fT 
limited facilities that Congress has given to the fire department. 

Chief Parris, of the fire department, talked at some length to-day to a Star 
reporter regarding the lack of facilities with which he is supplied to cope 
with fires that may break out in the city. 

‘Take the cities of Cincinnati, San Francisco, Cleveland, Buffalo, Pitts- 
burg, and New Orleans,” said Mr. Parris, “and compare the force of the fire 
departments there with the force in this city. The population of these cities 
range from 242,000 to 298,000, while the population of this city is placed at 
250,000, which is a very low estimate and probably considerably below what 
the actual figures should be. 

“Our fire department consists of 169 members, with 10 engine companies, 
4 hook and ladder companies, and 2 chemicals, and there are 1,757 fire plugs 
scattered throughout the city. Comparing this force with other cities, we 
find that we have scarcely more than half the facilities that are given else- 
where to cope with fires. 

‘In New Orleans, for instance, where the popul 
25 engine companies, § hook and ladder companic 
men on the force. In Pittsburg, with a popula 1 of 263,000, there are 19 
engine companies, 6 hook and ladder companies, 2 chemicals, and 239 men. 
In Buffalo, with a population of 255,000, there are 23 engine companies, 9 hook 
and ladder companies, 4 chemicals, with the additi i 
tower and 1 fire boat, with 24) men. Cleveland, Ohio, has a population of 
261,000, yet its fire department consists of 287 men, organized in 25 engine 
companies, 9 hook and ladder companies, 4 chemicals, and 2 fire boats. San 
Fr: isco, with a population of 208,000, has a fire department organized into 
19 engine companies, 6 hook and ladder companies, 7 chemicals, with 1 water 
tower and 1 fire boat, and with a total force of 494 men. Cincinnati has a 
population of 296,000, and it has 26 engine companies, 10 hook and ladder com- 
panies, 3 chemicals, and 298 men in the department. 

POOR SHOWING FOR WASHINGTON. 

“This isa very poor showing fora city like Washington, where the improve- 
ments are exceedingly costly and where, if a destructive fire should break 
out, there is possibility of tremendous loss of property. Now, take the cities 
that are much smaller than is Washington. Detroit, Mich., with a popula- 
tion of only 205,000, has a fire department with 300 men, organized in 20 engine 
companies, 10 hook and ladder companies, 6 chemicals, with 1 water tower 
and | fire boat. This force is about twice as strong as that in Washington, 
where the population exceeds Detroit’s fully 25,000. There is Milwaukee, 
with a population of only 204,000, yet they have 15 engine companies, 7 hook 
and ladder companies, 7 chemicals, with 1 water tower and 1 fire boat, and 
253 men. Even Minneapolis, with only 164,000 population, has a fire denart- 
ment nearly twice as strong as that existing in Washington. Ithas18 engine 
companies, 5 hook and ladder companies, 8 chemicals, and 266 men. St. Paul, 
with only 133,000 population, but little more than one-half the population of 
Washington, has a force of 30 more men than we have, organized in 18 engine 
companies, 10 hook and ladder companies, and 8chemicals. Kansas City, with 
but 132,000 population, has 18 engine companies, 5 hook and ladder companies, 
with 1 water tower. Even Indianapolis, with but 105,000 population, consid- 
erably less than ong-half of the population of this city, has a larger fire de- 
partment than have we. That city has 14 engine companies, 4 hook and lad- 
der companies, and 3 chemicals. I think that these facts are strong enough 
to indicate a pressing demand for additional facilities for the firedepartment 
of this city without comment. 

NO RESERVE FORCE. 

“Should a very large fire occur and a general alarm be sent in,” continued 
Mr. Parris, “there would be no reserve force to protect the lives and prop- 
erty of citizens left wholly unprotected by the neeessity of calling out all the 
companies to one fire. This was demonstrated last evening. While the fire 
at the Rink was burning another alarm was sounded, and the one engine not 
in use was sent out on the Brentwood road. It would have been exceedingly 
unfortunate if another fire had broken out at that time, because I do not see 
how we could have sent anything to it. 

‘Another forcible example of this condition was had at a recent fire on 
Louisiana avenue and B street, between Ninth and Tenth streets. It will be 
remembered that a large fire started there about 8 o'clock in the evening, 
and in less than ten minutes it had spread to such proportions that it was 
absolutely necessary to call upon the entire fire department to subdue the 
flames. The fire occurred immediately after a severe electric storm, and had 
another fire started in another section of the city it would have been neces- 
sary to send aid from this fire. As it was, with the entire department doing 
service at this fire. we experienced the greatest difficulty in confining the 
tlandes, and not until twenty-three buildings had been completely gutted was 
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that when a general alarm has called the entire | 


o say that the city is constantly placed at great risk because of the very | 





| he had looked at the hearings before the committee he could | 
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the fire gotten under control. Had there been ten more companies at th 
fire, they could have been used to the best advantage. ; 
DANGERS THAT THREATEN. 

‘* The great success we have had in handling this department seems to ha 
-d some of our legislators to believe that it is impossible fora fire to 
way from usin thiscity. Thisis far from thecase. At any time, with 
sent limited force, we are liable to sustain losses that would partially p 
yze the business of the city. In addition to the property owned by 
people of this city, we have to contend with the many public building 
their valuable contents, which are being increased year by year. A: 
thing of much importance to us, which makes the handling of fires in thi 
a hazardous and perilous undertaking, is the manner in which business 
dwelling houses are erected. Houses are erected in rows after rows 
instead of being two stories, as in former times, they go up four, five, and 
stories in height. 

“In my estimates I have asked Congress to give us an engine company 
be located in Anacostia, and one inthe section bounded by Eighth and T 
and D and Estreets NW. There are over 1,100 buildings in Anacostia 
tered over 1 square mile and inhabited by 6,000 persons. and this d 
include the churches, schools, and outbuildings, yet this suburban t 
without any protection from fire whatever. Anengine company is loc: 
North Carolina avenue between Sixth and Seventh streets SE., and 
the nearest company to that suburb, which is 1} miles from the nea: fir 
alarm box. Then there is the St. Elizabeth Asylum for the Insane and + 
German Orphan Asylum, which receive but slight protection from « 
partment. The bridge across the Eastern Branch at Eleventh street ca) 
always be depended upon, and it is easy to see that if a fire should br: 
in Anacostia much damage might be done before a company could rea 

‘The business portion of our city is constantly increasing, and t} 
great necessity for another fire company in the center of the city 
buildings going up are larger and more costly than have ever been er 
and are stocked with valuable infiammable goods. 

‘* While this is what I have asked for, because we have to be pretty: 
in making requests of Congress, I think there should be a very mater 
crease in the strength of our fire department before the people of 
can feel perfectly safe. We are far behind other cities in the 
our department, and I hope we will not wait to learn this fact by any: 
ences in addition to those we have had. This question should awal 
people and cause them to work hard in order to give this city proper 
protection.” 


During the reading of the extract the time of Mr. Ricuarns 
expired; and, on motion of Mr. PITNEY, it was extended to 
mit the reading to be completed. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, just a word with referen 
this amendment. I stated the other day that the fire depart: 
of this city could not properly be compared with that of 
cities because of the much greater facilities which the streets | 
afford for the assembling of the forces of the department. \ 
ington is unparalleled in that respect. 

Now, Lask the gentleman from Tennesseeif he intends to ‘ 
this amendment with another, making an appropriation of $100), 
at least, to provide houses and hose carriages to accompany t 
five new engines which he wants us to give. That should f 
logically, and also a provision for manning those engines, w 
would increase the fire force to the number of 20 men for ever 
engines, and would call for a further large appropriation. [ \ 
to ask him, also, why he persists in saying that there are but 
fire engines in this city, when I informed him on Saturday, a1 
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str 


learned for himself, that there are 12 engines in the city of W 
ington—10 in service and 2 in reserve—and this bill carries an ap- 
propriation for manning the 2 additional engines provided {\ 
year, which will make the number in service12. Notonly tha 
this bill provides for still another engine, making a tota! 
Last year the Commissioners estimated for 3 new fire en 
The committee gave them 2,and we are now providing for 1 
ning those engines, so as to make themeffective. They have 

for 2 new engines in this year’s estimate, and only 2. Why 
the gentleman outruns the estimate of the Commissioners. T 
Commissioners asked for only 2 new engines. Wehave giv 
1. We thought that under the present circumstances they \ 
be able to get along with what we proposed to allow them. 
lieve that the fire department in this city is really much 
provided for than certain other departments are. [hope w 
vote down this amendment without further discussion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from \ 
mont asks why 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhaust 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I move, then, to amend the amen: 

by striking out the lastword. Thegentlemanasks why I per 
the proposition I have submitted on this subject. Ido so bec 
the District Commissioners in their annual report for the year e: 
ing June 30, 1896—the last report we have from them—put ' 
thenumber of engines at10; hookand ladders, 4; chemical engin 


rs 





2. Now, I grant that, counting the chemical engines, we | 
12. But I have asked the committee to make a comparison 0 


equipment of the fire department of this District with that 
other cities. Detroit, forinstance, with 205,000 population, ax: 
280,000 in Washington, has 20 engines and 6 chemical engines, 
making 26. Idid not count the chemical engines in referr! 
before to the city of Detroit. 

Mr. GROUT. And we do not count the chemical engines 12 
making the 12. There are 12 fire engines—— 


Mr. RICHARDSON. The District Commissioners in their re- 
port say—— 
Mr. GROUT. But have I not told the gentleman that the 
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Commissioners report 10 fire companies, and this bill provides for 
two additional companies to man two other engines. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let it be conceded, then, that there are 
12 fire engines here, as against 20 in the city of Detroit. I am 
hi 
2 town of Georgia, with 30,000 inhabitants, they have 4 engines. 
Then, again, Minneapolis, with 164,000 people, has 18 engines. é 

But, Mr. Chairman, passing over that matter, I call attention 
to the statement of the chief of the fire department of this city, 
who says that the facilities for fighting fires here are utterly in- 
adequate and that he can not with the present equipment suc- 
cessfully fight the fires that are likely to occur. He refers to the 
immense loss of hundreds of thousands of dollars’ worth of property 
in the late fire at or nearthe Center Market. He refers also to the 
fire at the Lansburgh establishment, about the first of the year, and 
the fire at the lumber yard, which I have already mentioned, about 
the 19th or 20th of ember. The District Commissioners say 
that they need more engines; the chief of the fire department says 
that they need more engines. These official statements are what 
govern me in my action. 
~ The gentleman said the other day in his closing remarks that 
perhaps I had visited with the chief of the fire department. I 
want to say that [ do not know that gentleman. If I have ever 
seen him in my life, it was when he was passing rapidly in his 
buggy, chasing a fire. 

But regardless of any such question as that, I have read the 
report of the District Commissioners. I have read in an evening 
paper, the Star, the striking and startling interview with the chief 
of the fire department, saying that he has not the proper facilities 
for fighting fires, and having seen also the statement that in almost 
all the cities of the Union of anything like a population equal to 
Washington the facilities for fighting fires are almost twice as 
great as they are in this city, it occurred to me that the Govern- 
ment of the United States, owning $200,000,000 worth of property 
in this city in public buildings, ought to make a better arrange- 
ment for fighting fires than now exists. That is the reason I 
offered the amendment. Ido not personally know any man con- 
nected with the fire department, nor do I own any property in 
Washington that can burn. I have no personal interest in this 
matter in the world. I am simply urging that we should heed the 
demands of the District Commissioners for additional facilities for 
extinguishing fires. 

If the gentleman asks me what I would doin the way of man- 
ning the five additional engines, I reply that I presume the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations could report an appropriation of $100,000, 
if that amount were required, to provide for this extra expense. 
There is no difficulty about that. If it requires $100,000 of addi- 
tional appropriation in order to give Washington City the best 


and most efficient fire department in the United States, I think | 
Congress ought to make such an appropriation. I believe we ought | 


not to hesitate a moment in taking proper measures to make the 
fire department of this, the capital city of the nation, the most 
efficient in the country. The idea of permitting a little city like 
Detroit, with one-third less population than the city of Washing- 
ton, to have better facilities for the extinguishment of fires is, it 
seems to me, neither right nor reasonable. 


Mr. GROUT. I wish to say a word, and only a word, in reply | 


to the gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. RicHarpson]. The gen- 
tleman has referred to the extent of the fire department in the city 
of Detroit. 
ject it would be found that there are in that city more old and 
second or third class engines than in the city of Washington. The 
engines on duty here are good engines. 

Mr. CORLIsS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


. . Does the gentleman from Vermont 
GR a eld to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cor.iss]? 
Mr.GROUT. Yes, sir; for a question. 


Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, I can not sit here and allow the 
city of Detroit—— 

Mr. GROUT. Wait amoment. I did not yield for a speech. 
The gentleman can make his speech in his own time if he has 
something to tell us about the engines in the city of Detroit. 
not claim to have any knowledge as to the engines in the older 
cities of thiscountry. But thecity of Washington having attained 
its present proportions mainly within the last few years, the en- 
gines here are probably of more modern construction than they 
are generally in the older cities. Without having any personal 
knowledge on the subject, I venture to affirm that in the older 


cities of the country the engines will not compare in efficiency | 


With those in this city to-day. Now, then, the gentleman says he 
would have $100,000 provided for manning the engines. But 
100,000 would not do it, I can tell him. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I say whatever is necessary. 

Mr. GROUT. But $100,000 will be entirely insufficient. And 
then there is an increase in the fire force to be provided for; and 
the engines and all will cost over $200,000. Why, the Commis- 
slouers ask for only two; and yet the gentleman in his extrava- 
sance proposes five new fire engines. 
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ormed at this moment by a gentleman on my left that ina lit- | 


I believe that if we had full information on that sub- | 


I do | 





| Mr. RICHARDSON. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 


Do not you appropriate, or propose to appropriate, $4,200 to buy the 
hew engine’: 
Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Then how is it that five would cost 
| much as $200,000? They would cost only $20,000, 
Mr. GROUT. If I said that would be the « 
course it is a mistake. 


as 


st of the engines, of 
Ll intended to refer to the entire expendi- 


ture. I say that it will cost over $200,000 to meet the entire ex- 
pense of the amendment—the increase of the department, the 
purchase of the engines, and the preparation of houses, the hose 
carriages, and so on. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The expense of providing the engines 


would be only $20,000. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes; but to equip and serve them would very 
materially increase the expense. You must have engine h« 
costing not less than $100,000; the engines, new hose carriages, 
and the help to man the increase; in all, surely over $200,000. 

Now, if I really thought that the House was seriously contem- 
plating agreeing to this amendment, [ would submit a statement 
of the estimated receipts and expenditures, showing the total 
revenues of the District for the coming year, and would show 
where we would be left if even the estimates of this bill were car- 
ried into effect. And yet the gentleman proposes to run far be- 
yond them. It seems to me unnecessary, however, to discuss the 
proposition. Members generally know that we have got a reason- 
ably large and very efficient fire department here. It is sufficient 
to meet all the requirements of the city at the present time. It 
should be increased, as it is being increased by the bill, as oceasion 
warrants, for the purpose of meeting in a reasonable way the 
growth of the city. Beyond that it should not be increased, not 
even on the fancied necessities of the chief engineer of the fire 
department. You never knew of a commander of an army who 
did not want more men, whether he was to fight a great battle or 
not. So itis with the chiefs of the fire departments. They want, 
necessarily, more engines and men. It is in the very nature of 
things the province of the head of a department like this to mag- 
nify his own work and ask for more, so as to increase the size of 
his force; but it becomes necessary for prudent men—and I hope 
the House will exercise prudence in dealing with this matter—to 
consider the matter and appropriate according to what the reason- 
able wants of the city require. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Am I correct in supposing that the estimates 
as they come to Congress provide for but two new engines, and 
that the committee recommend one? 

Mr. GROUT. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. CANNON, And thisamendment proposes five new engines? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, why not vote it down? 

Mr. GROUT. We are going to do so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 would ask the gentleman who has just 
come on the floor, and who is the protector of the Treasury, if he 
heard the argument that was submitted in favor of increasing 
this to five engines? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, when we meet the estimates of 
the District Commissioners, and sufficiently, it strikes me that it 
is not the part of wisdom to go far beyond that point. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Commissioners ask for more engines, 
Does the gentleman understand that they say the fire department 
in its present form is inefficient; and that the chief of the fire depart- 
ment says he has not enough force? 

Mr. CANNON. The committee deals only with official sayings. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This is an official saying. Itisi 


Ses, 


n the an- 


| nual report of the Commissioners. 
| Mr. CANNON. 


But it is not in the estimates. 
that we are to consider. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. CANNON. 
and sermons— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
what is in the report. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, we have the estimates to show what 
|is required. There is no official estimate submitted for this work. 
{Here the hammer fell. } 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 will withdraw the pro forma 
| ment. 

Mr. CORLISS. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is, to the amendment pending. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope my friend from Michigan will be per- 
mitted to rise to a question of privilege. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ihave withdrawn the amendment I have 
offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
from Michigan. 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the discus- 
sion here has developed a considerable degree of ignorance on the 


Thatis the point 


But it is in the reports. 
Oh, well, there are reports and reports, prayers 


The gentleman evidently does not know 


re 


amend- 


The Chair then recognizes the gentleman 
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part of the members of the District Committee with reference to 
the subject-matter now under consideration, and in their igno- 
rance they have attempted to slander and belittle the fair name 
of my city. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Yourefer now to the Appropriations Com- 
mittee. not the District Committee. 

Mr. CORLISS (continuing). The gentleman from Tennessee 
refers tomy city as the ‘‘little city of Detroit” having but ‘‘two- 
thirds the poptilation of the capital city.” 
Vermont [Mr. Grout] refers to the fire department of Detroit as 
composed of a lot of ‘‘old and broken-down engines.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the House and to these 


gentlemen that the beautiful city of Detroitsurpasses in population | 


the capital city of the nation, surpasses in beauty and grandeur 
in every way this city, and it is managed at an expense to the 
people of less than one-half of the money that is expended in the 
District of Columbia. [Applause.] I want to say that the city 
of Washington, in all of its departments, in my judgment, needs 
to be investigated by this House. The fire department of my city 
surpasses in every possible way the fire department of Washing- 
ton, and I think it is maintained at half the expense. The city of 
Detroit is lighted by a plant which costs but one-quarter as much 
per light as is paid in this city. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will my friend yield for a question? 

Mr. CORLISS. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman says that the city of De- 
troit is maintained at a much less expense. I will ask him if the 
fire department of the city of Detroit does not cost about $1,000,000 
a year? 

Mr. CORLISS. It does not, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How much? 

Mr. CORLISS. It costs less than half a million. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
a city of only about 200,000 inhabitants? 

Mr. CORLISS. It has greatly increased in population since 
that time. It has the most efficient fire department of any city in 
this Union, and its equipment is perfect. I want to say that there 
has not been a large fire in that city for many years, because of 
the efficiency of that department, maintained at a much less ex- 


— than the fire departments of most cities inthe Union. I} 


10pe that the committee, in considering measures for this Dis- 
trict, will take into consideration many other improvements, 
which, it seems to me, are manifestly necessary in this city. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CORLISS. I will if my time can be extended. 

Mr. POWERS. 1 understand that your city has been under the 
administration of Governor Pingree. 

Mr. CORLISS. It has been under the administration of a re- 
form mayor who is now a reform governor, and I want to say to 
you that, while eccentric in many things, he has done that for the 
people of the city of Detroit for which they have honored him 
repeatedly by overwhelming majorities. 

Mr. POWERS. Could his services be procured in Washington? 

Mr. CORLISS. I think they might, and I think with benefit to 
the people of the District. [Laughter and applause. } 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CORLISS. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. 
the amount of potatoes raised in Detroit? 

Mr. CORLISS. Yes: and I have no doubt that the gentleman 
and other members have received the statistics of the Pingree 
potato patch for the last year, an industry which gave employment 
and food to thousands of people, and such an industry as should 
be developed in every section of our land while we are under the 


present unfortunate Administration, which has driven people into | 


want, idleness, and misery. 

Mr. MEREDITH. 
Detroit? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Does the gentleman withdraw the pro forma amendment? 

Mr. CORLISS. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ishould like to have it stated from the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 29, in line 1, strike out the word ‘one’ and insert “five.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read as 
follows: 


[ Applause on the Republican side. | 
Are these potatoes raised in the streets of 


TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE SERVICE. 

For superintendent, $1,600; electrician, $1,200; 3 telegraph operators, at 
$1,000 each; 3 telephone operators, at $600 each; expert repairman, $960; 2 re- 
pairmen, at $720 each; 2 laborers, at $400 each; in all, $10,800. 

For general supplies, repairs, new batteries and battery supplies, telephone 
rental and purchase, wire for extension of the telegraph ana telephone serv- 
ice, repairs of lines and instruments, purchase of poles, tools, insulators, 
brackets, pins, hardware, cross arms, ice, record books, stationery, printing, 
purchase of harness, washing, b thing, forage, extra labor, new boxes, 
and other necessary items, $11,000, 


The gentleman from | 


ae oe 
Does not the last census show that it is 


I should like to ask if you have any statistics as to | 
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Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert, after the word “dollars,” in line 23, page 29, the following: 

‘** That hereafter it shall be unlawful for any person or any telephon 
pany doing business in the District of Columbia to charge or receive 
than $50 per annum for the use of a telephone on a separate wire: $40 f 
telephone, there being not more than two on a wire; $30 for each tele) 
there being not more than three on a wire, and $2 for each telephone, 
being four or more on the same wire.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I think that changes 
isting law, and I make that point of order against it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It was admitted in the 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee | 

RICHARDSON] make the point of order? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Hampshire 
|{Mr. BAKER] desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I presume it is subject { 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is sustained. The C 
| will read. 

The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read as 
follows: 
| _ Writs of lunacy: To defray the expenses attending the execution of 
| de lunatico inquirendo and commitments thereunder, in all cases of ind 

insane persons committed or sought to be committed to the Gover 
Hospital for the Insane by order of the executive authority of the Dist: 
Columbia, under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1877, $2.(¥ 
* Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, my attention was occupied at 
the time when the preceding paragraph was reached. Lask unini- 
| mous consent to make a motion to strike out the clause at the toy 
| of page 31, line 2. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cor- 
Liss] asks to return to line 2, page 31, for the purpose of offering 
an amendment, 

Mr. GROUT. I do not think we had better go back at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont objects; and 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FOR CHARITIES. 
For the relief and care of the poor and destitute, and for such charitable 
and reformatory work, and such care and medical and surgical treatm f 
poor and destitute ey in the District of Columbia as have been | 
fore usually provided for by direct appropriations to private institut ; 
and as the District Commissioners may deem necessary, the sum of $4 7\)) 
to be expended under the direction of said Commissioners, either und: 
tract with responsible and competent persons or institutions or by en 
ing for the purpose the — institutions or agencies of said District, w 
practicable: Provided, That no such contract shall extend beyond t! 
day of June, 1898, and that no payment shall be made under any su 
tract except for service actually rendered, for which compensation shia 
provided in said contract; and that said Commissioners shall report to ‘ 
gress on or before the first Monday of December in each year a det i 
statement of their expenditures theretofore made under this approp: 
| and of all contracts made by them hereunder, giving the names of t! 
sons and institutions contracted with, and stating what further expenditures 
will be required thereunder. 

| Sor the Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying-in Asylum, maint: 
$20,000. 


For the Freedmen’s Hospital and Asylum, as follows: 

For subsistence, $22,500; 

For salaries and compensation of superintendent, who shall reside at tl 
howe not to exceed $3,000; assistant superintendent, $900 (this position to 
be filled by a nonmedical graduate or student); five internes, at $12 h; 

| superintendent of nurses, clerk, engineer, matron, nurses, laundresses ks, 
| teamsters, watchmen, and laborers, $16,000; 

For rent of hospital buildings and grounds, $4,000; 

For fuel and light, clothing, bedding, forage, transportation, medicine and 
medical and surgical supplies, surgical instruments, electric lights, repairs, 

| furniture, and other absolutely necessary expenses, $11,500; 

In all, $54,000. 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman-— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts. 

|. Mr. GROUT. I ask unanimous consent that this paragragh— 

| because this is the one to which amendment has been prop sed 
and on which some discussion may arise—be passed until the 

| reading of the bill be finished. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts desires 
| to offer an amendment to the paragraph. That amendment can 
be offered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman from Vermont desires to 
pass the entire paragraph and return to it after the completion of 
the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MORSE. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. GROUT. There is no objection to offering the amendment 
now, and then let the paragraph go by with the amendment 
pending. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The amendment will keep. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 38, at the end of line 6, insert: ‘ 

“ Provided further, That the sum hereby a ape shall be expe" i 
under the conditions and limitations imposed in the act making appr‘ . 
tions a aye may for the expenses of the government of the District of (> 


lumbia for the fiscal year 1897, page 411, volume 29, Statutes at Large of te 
United States.” 


I offer the amendment which 
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Mr. MORSE. I do not desire to discuss the amendment at this 
time, but simply say that this amendment reaffirms existing law. 

Mr. GROUT. { ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, that 
this paragraph, with the amendment, be passed over until we com- 
plete the reading of the bill, and then we will return and consider it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
mous consent that the amendment be passed over for the present. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Reform School for Girls: Superintendent, $1,000; treasurer, $300; matron, 


eweo: two teachers, at $180 each; overseer, $720; engineer, $48); night watch- 
man, $365; laborer, $300; in all, $4,725; ‘ : 

For groceries, provisions, fuel, soap, oil, lamps, candles, clothing, shoes, 
forage, horseshoeing, medicine, medical attendance, hack hire, freight, fur- 


niture, beds, bedding, sewing machines, fixtures, books, horses, stationery, 
vehicles, harness, cows, stables, sheds, fences, repairs, and other necessary 
items, $6,000; 

In all, $10,725. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word, for the purpose of eliciting some information 
from the gentleman in charge of the bill. I find there is here 
an appropriation for this school of $10,725. I understand, also, 
there are only 21 inmates in that school, 3 of whom are upward 
of 20 years of age. There seems to be 9 persons to take care of 
that small number of girls that are supposed to be undergoing the 
process of reformation. 

Mr. HENDERSON. This is for the Reform School for Girls of 
the District. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
while there is a capacity for 27, yet only colored girls are admitted. 
It does seem to me this appropriation is quite extravagant, and I 
would like to have information from the gentleman showing the 
necessity for this large force in connection with this institution. 
Mr. Chairman, the expense of this institution exceeds the cost of 


boarding schools of the highest character in the United Staies. 
For board, lodging, and tuition in the highest collegiate courses 
the cost in those institutions is only $400 per capita, while here, 
saying nothing of the cost of the buildings and repairs, the per 
‘apita cost is over $500. 
of facts, which requires some explanation from the gentleman in 
charge of the bill. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I hardly see the force of the com- 
parison by the gentleman of this school with Vassar and other 
equally fine boarding schools. This is a boarding school of acom- 
pulsory order that requires gratings on the windows and a police 
force to guard it. Itis true there is a large expense per capita 
incurred for the number of inmates in this institution. That isa 
fact. It ought to be obviated: and this is the way to obviate it: 
To increase the capacity of the institution, because the force that 
is there now is requisite for the number of inmates, and it would 
be quite sufficient for a larger number if the building were com- 
pleted as the Commissioners estimate. This ought really to be 
done; and by an appropriation of $50,000 the capacity of the insti- 
tution would be increased so that the expenses per capita would 
be largely reduced. It would provide then for 100 inmates, and 
the per capita cost would be just about cut in two. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If the gentleman will allow me, 
before passing from that, I will say they are not utilizing the 
capacity they now have. You have a capacity for 27 inmates, 
while there are only 20 or 21 inmates, and 3 of those are upward 
of 20 years of age, and have been there ever since the institution 
was started. 

Mr. GROUT. I would like to know the source of the gentle- 
man’s information. 
the Committee on Appropriations on the investigation of the 
matter and urged this salamseme and a reduction of the con- 
sequent per capita expense. 


or” 
wie 


He said the number of inmates is 
He was before the committee only a few days ago. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I think the gentleman will hardly 
find that given in the report. The capacity is 27. Iam credibly 
informed that there are only 21 inmates, and of these 3 are upward 
of 20 years of age. 

Mr. GROUT. Then, Mr. Chairman, one further thought in 
connection with this. A committee is investigating this whole 
subject of charities, and it is thought we may get light from them 
as to what it iswise todo. The gentleman says that only colored 


The gentleman from Vermont asks unani- 


Yes; and I also understand that | 


Certainly this is an extraordinary state | 


The president of the institution was before | 
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girls are or in this institution. There is no legal prohibition | 
against white girls being placed there. It is only a question of | 


some official discrimination on the part of the court in sending 
these girls to this school, while some other institutions in the city 
are allowed to care for white girls. The institution is open to white 
and colored alike, and when it is enlarged as is proposed, by the 
addition of a wing to cost $50,000, there will be room for a ward 
that will be separated from the colored portion of the building, so 
48 to satisfy the fastidious taste of the women who may be sent 


there or of those who are interested in them and in the adminis- 
tration of the law. 
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Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Will the gentleman explain the 
necessity for a treasurer and for two teachers to take care of these 
few girls, and also the necessity of an engineer and overseer in 
addition toa laborer? There are too many officers and salaried 
people for a small institution which cares for only colored girls. 

Mr. GROUT. We must have an engineer whether there are 20 
or 200 inmates in the building. We must have a matron and an 
entire outfit, and the gentleman knows it. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman has made no motion, and unless he desires to do so. I 


shall ask that the Clerk proceed with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the for- 
mal amendment, and move to strike out, in line 5, the words * treas- 
urer, $300.” 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amend- 


ment. I feel sure that the gentleman offering it has not looked 
sufficiently into this matter. I introduced the bill establishing 
this school. The school is still in its infancy, and I believe it to 
be one of the best institutions in the District of Columbia. Before 
it was created we had areform school for boys, but none for girls, 
and when girls, for petty crimes or for other causes, were brought 
before the courts, they had to be sent to the common workhouse, 
where they were surrounded by every kind of evil influence. I 
remember visiting the workhouse with a subcommittee of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and when Mr. Breckinridge (now 
our minister at St. Petersburg) and I went through the building 
we were greeted from behind the bars with the most brutal and 
loathsome remarks from the low creatures who were imprisoned 
there. 

That condition existed until the civilization of the District cried 
out for a reform school for girls, and I introduced the bill at the 
instance of that element in this District, and, after one or two ses- 
sions,it was passed. Efforts have been made before to cripple this 


| school, but never in this House, and I am sure that no such effort 
such institutions as Vassar, Wellesley, Smith, and other first-class | 


would be made here now if my friend from Nebraska had consid- 
ered the delicacy of the blow that he was about to strike. There 
is no discrimination in the school against any class of women, but 
I am sorry tosay thatit so happens that colored girls are those who 
appear most frequently in the courts and who have to be sent to 
the reform school. I have visited this school. The last time I 
visited it there were thirty-four inmates, a number greater than 
the capacity of the school. It is not merely a prison, but a school. 
They teach the girls industrial work. I have been all through the 
building and I have seen them teaching the girls to make dresses, 
simple garments, and to do other such work. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Does the gentleman speak from 
information? 

Mr. HENDERSON. 
been in the school. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I want to say to the gentleman 
that only a few days ago I talked with one of the teachers, and 
there is no teaching of that kind being done there. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I speak whereof I personally know, 
have not been there for two years. 

A MEMBER. Where is this school situated? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Above Georgetown, on the road to the 
Great Falls. After great trouble we found a Government reser- 
vation there, which was appropriated for the purpose. I have 
visited the school and I have seen the sewirg machines at work, 
the girls sitting in rows and being taught to sew, and they are 
also taught to read and write. Those girls are taken from tho 
purlieus of sin and crime, and are surrounded by the influences of 
Christian civilization in this school, and if gentlemen striking at 
these institutions in the District would personally visit them and 
see what orphans and unfortunate girls are having done for them 
there, they would go slow before proposing to strike a blow at any 
of these institutions. 

This school is still in its infancy, and we ought to be giving it 
greater facilities instead of less. The establishment of this school 
was a move in the direction of the Government taking charge of 
this work. Itis notinany sense a private institution. Itis ander 
Government supervision, and I hope to see the time when the 
Government will take charge of all the unfortunates in this com- 
munity, and when public money will be appropriated only to 
institutions belonging to the Government and controlled by it. 
Give us more money for these institutions. You have got to 
equip them properly in order tosecure efficiency. A treasurer for 
this school isneeded. Thesalaryis petty. This lady is the widow 
of Mr. Mills, the real founder of the institution, who died only 
within a year. This woman, carrying in her heart the inspiration 
of her husband for good, works for a petty compensation and 
devotes her heart and her life to this work. I never saw her but 
once, when she was brought and introduced to me by some Chris- 
tian women of the District. I regret that the committee has not 
seen fit to recommend an appropriation for increased facilities for 
this school. There is not an officer of the institution who can be 
spared, and I want to see the time come, as soon as the condition 
of the Treasury will permit, when a hundred girls can be sent 


I speak from personal knowledge, having 
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there and cared for by those who would lift up humanity and not | enable it to do, and then the proportion of expense would be ro. 


allow it to go into the purlieus of the slums or of the common | duced nearly one-half. 


prisons of our city. ; 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
property in United States? 

Mr. HENDERSON. 
the direction has been changed—the gentleman in charge of the 

ill is more familiar with the facts than [ am now) is under the 
charge of the Aftorney-General’s Office. 

Mr. GROUT. No; the institution is in charge of the Interior 
Department. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It is under the Interior Department, as 
the gentleman from Vermont now informs me. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Nebraska |Mr. HAINER] does not raise any question as to 
the usefulness of this institution. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Of course not. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The amendment simply proposes to strike 
out the prevision for anew office which this bill proposes to create. 
The proposition here is to pay a salary of $300 for disbursing a lit- 
tle more than $9,000. This disbursement, as I understand, has 
been made heretofore by the District Commissioners. 

I will not pursue this matter further, because I understand the 
pressure in favor of this appropriation. But I do not think the 
appropriation for this salary is a proper one to be made. The 
expenditure is too large for the service rendered. I believe that 
the appropriations we make for institutions in this District should 
go tothe benefit of the people for whom they are intended, and 
not be expended along the lines of an expensive administration. 

Now, 1 do not think this institution is successful. Iam in sym- 
pathy, however, with the object which was in view in the intro- 
duction of the bill creating this school. I shall not support any 
motion to cripple the institution at this time, inasmuch as it is 
understood that this, with similar questions, will be reviewed by 
a joint commission of Congress. By means of such an examina- 
tion we may be able to arrive at some conclusion in respect to this 
and other institutions so as to enlarge the scope of their opera- 
tions, while at the same time decreasing the cost of administra- 
tion. Hence, I repeat, I shall not at this time support any propo- 
sition to cripple the institution. 

But the office which the amendment of the gentleman from 
Nebraska seeks to strike out is entirely new. The amount to be 
disbursed by this treasurer is about $9,000. Heretofore the dis- 
bursement has been made, I believe, by the Commissioners of the 
District. 

Mr. GROUT. I wish to correct the statement of my colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY], 
that this office is wholly new. Let me remind him that the 
deficiency bill of last year carried an appropriation for the pay- 
ment of this salary to the amount of $600. That appropriation 
was made on the ground that this woman had a vested right in 
this salary. She had been appointed by the Commissioners to 
discharge this duty. 

I said a moment ago that this institution was under the charge 


of the Interior Department. Iwas wrong in that statement. It 
is under the control of the Commissioners of the District. The 


officers of the institution desire that it be placed under the control 
of the Attorney-General along with the other reformatory insti- 
tutions of the District. 

3ut this woman is rendering this service under appointment of 
the Commissioners of the District, and she is entitled to the salary. 
The law creating the institution expressly authorizes the appoint- 
ment of the officer. This lady holds the appointment. In the 
District bill a year ago an appropriation for this salary was re- 
fused; but in the deficiency bill we properly made the amount 
good. The present biil cuts down this salary from $600 to $300, I 
repeat, that the office is not new, as this House a year ago appro- 
priated $600 for the payment of this lady. In my opinion, she is 
entitled to that sum, which was in fact the compensation stipu- 
lated between herself and the Commissioners. I think she has a 
legal right to that amount; I believe she could go into the Court 
of Claims and recover it. The incidents which I have stated will 
remind the gentleman from Missouri that this appropriation is not 
wholly new. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman in charge of this bill [Mr. 
GRovT] is correct in the statement he has just made. I had for- 
gotten that an appropriation for this salary was made in the defi- 
ciency bill of last year. Atthe same time the appropriation, if 
madeat all, should have been carried in the District appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. GROUT. One word more. I admit that the expenditure 
for the support of this institution is large in comparison with the 
small number of persons cared for. The trouble is that the insti- 
tution is not as large as itoughtto be. Itis held back in its work 
by a refusal of adequate appropriations for buildings. There is 
where the trouble lies. Enlarge this institution so that it will 
accommodate 100 persons, as an appropriation of $50,000 would 


Yes, sir, itis; and the whole thing (unless | 


Is the ownership of this | 


| 
| 








A MemBer. Why did you not propose such an appropriatio 

Mr. GROUT. Ihave brought in this bill as the representatiy, 
of the opinion of the committee. Since the matter has 
brought before the House, however, I will say that personally | 
resolutely favored in the committee an appropriation of $50,0i)): 
but I was voted down. I shall not now propose an increase of tho 
appropriation. But when a proposition is presented to cut . 
this salary, I am simply astonished. I can not believe such 
proposition would have been offered if the facts had been fully in 
possession of the gentleman offering the amendment. : 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, my purpose in pro. 
posing this amendment was to call attention to a very vital fac: 
connected with this matter of charities. I especially invite ¢! 
attention of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], who, 
with his big heart bubbling over with sentiment (too often at the 
expense of practical judgment), has gone wide of the mark. 

The fact is, there has grown up in the District of Columbia a 
custom of ladies (of both sexes, dilettante very largely) gossiping 
over their little cups of tea and organizing societies to dispense 
so-called charity at the expense of the Government. They organ- 
ize themselves into boards of high-sounding names, but whose 
power and effectiveness for the accomplishment of good are very 
small indeed; and practically the bulk of the evidences of it wa 
have in connection with carefully prearranged visits to the par- 
ticular institution by some influential and big-hearted Congress- 
man like the gentleman from Iowa. 

Here we have in this institution twenty-one girls—all of them 
colored. No white girl is permitted to remain in the institution, 
The white girls are sent to other institutions, also thus far in large 
part sustained by the Government. I have already called the at- 
tention of the committee to the fact that three of these inmates ara 
more than 20 years of age. Just think of it; keeping them there 
at this expenditure! Children may well be taken for reformation, 
but is it a wise or even proper expenditure of money to keep them 
at $500 per annum after they are full grown and over 20 years of 
age? Do not the facts tend at least to prove that a few inmates 
are kept to maintain a useless force in positions? It seems to 
me one might well say the institution is for the purpose of supply- 
ing places, and not for the purpose of reforming erring children, 
The administrative features of this school are most in need of ref- 
ormation. Where is the practical judgment of gentlemen? 

Now, as to the expense of keeping up that school. We buy tho 
property, keep it in repair, and appropriate $10,000 and over an- 
nually for its maintenance, or an amount equal to an expenditure 
of $500 per annum for each inmate; and of that we expend $4,725 
for the administrative branch of the school. Do you not see that 
the District of Columbia has gone mad on this board manage- 
ment? 

This tender-hearted lady, the treasurer, ‘‘ who bears in her heart 
thé mighty work,” sits in her comfortable parlor in the city of 
Washington, doing what? Simply signingchecks. Doesshe audit 
the accounts presented to her? Not oneof them. That is done 
by others. When the accounts come in, she simply charges her- 
self with the gross appropriation of $10,000, and then signs tho 
checks forthe payment of the various expenditures that have been 
incurred, and for that duty is appropriated the sum of $300 as a 
salary, and the gentleman from Vermont in charge of the Jill 
wants to make it $600. Her work is perfunctory. The institu- 
tion has no more need of a salaried treasurer than a wagon has 
for five wheels. 

Now, | know that the treasurer of this institution is doing just 
about as much work as the average treasurer on the various boards 
of these institutions in Washington. We ought to abolish al! of 
these little subboards and put the entire matter in the hands of 
some special board, to take charge of all the charitable institu- 
tions of the District and make them capable of accomplishing the 
great good so eloquently described by the gentleman from lowa a 
few moments ago. 

Mr. Chairman, this appropriation accomplishes nothing; it 1s 
simply wasting the money of the District and of the United States 
in pretending to accomplish something that is not accomplished in 
fact. Thisis not a reform institution in the real sense of the term. 
It is an inefficient attempt, well meant, doubtless, to do a needed 
work; but nothing worth mentioning will come of this and kin- 
dred efforts until the entire subject of the charities of the District 
is reorganized and put upon a solid, businesslike, and sensib! 
foundation. 

Now, having said this much, I have accomplished all that I 
desired to accomplish. I withdraw my amendment, hoping that 
the committee which will investigate the entire subject of chari- 
ties, under the legislation already had, will have their attention 
directed especially to the abuses, which, in my judgment, have 
grown up, and in their wisdom present some proper remedy whic 
will provide the necessary correction; and that, too, in the near 
future. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


That the joint select committee, authorized by the act making appropria- 


tions for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the | 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, to make inquiry and report concerning the 
charitiesand reformatory institutions of the District of Columbia, are hereby 
continued during the Fifty-fifth Congress, with all the powers and duties im- 
posed upon them by said act. And any vacancies which may occur in the 
membership of said committee by expiration of service or otherwise of any 
Senator shall be filled by appointment by the presiding officer of the Senate, 
and any vacancies which may occur by reason of the expiration of service of 
anv House members of said committee shall be filled by appointment to be 


made by the es the present House of Representatives from members- | 


elect to the House of Representatives of the Fifty-fifth Congress; and any 
vacancies which met occur by reason of death or resignation of any House 
member shall be fil ed by appointment to be made by the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives for the time being; and said committee shall have 
authority to sit during the recess, and shall make report as soon as practi- 


cable after the beginning of the first session of the 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. 
amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 41, in the fourteenth line, after the last word in said iine, amend 
by adding: : : a : = 
“* And the said committee shall pursue such inquiries with diligence and 
expedition, to the end that a full and complete report may be prepared at the 
opening of the Fifty-fifth Congress.” 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I understand 
that the joint committee appointed at the close of the last ses- 


sion of Congress has held no meetings and have done absolutely | 


nothing in pursuance of the inquiry intrusted to them under 
order of the Congress; and to the end that the work of the com- 
mittee shall be of utility, it is absolutely necessary that they shall 
pursue their inquiries with diligence and dispatch. 

The amendment I have proposed imposes upon them the man- 
datory duty of pursuing the investigation with such energy and 
diligence that the matter which is intrusted to them may be pre- 
pared ind ready for consideration at the opening of the Fifty-fifth 
Congress. 

Mr. PITNEY. 
of that amendment, but simply desire to say, being one of the 
members of the joint commission selected for the purpose of mak- 
ing the investigation referred to, that the reason why nothing has 
been done u 
established the commission was passed on the last day, I think, 
of the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress. It provided for 
the appointment of a joint commission consisting of three Sena- 
tors and three Members of the House of Representatives. The 
Vice-President made the selection of the three Senators after the 
Senate had adjourned for that session. The senior Senator of 
the three declined to enter upon the discharge of the duties of the 
commission, and therefore the Senate committee could not organ- 
ize. and of course the joint committee could not organize. 

Since the opening of the present session the vacancy referred to 
has been filled and the joint committee has organized and is ready 
now to proceed with the investigation contemplated. 
be a perfect farce, Mr. Chairman, to adopt an amendment requir- 
ing them to make a report on that investigation at the opening of 
the Fifty-fifth Congress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
that Congress? 

Mr. PITNEY,. I am taking it for granted that there will be an 
extra session, for I do not know of any suggestion from any re- 
sponsible quarter which would seem to controvert that idea. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Well, make it for the regular 
session, 

Mr. PITNEY. But the amendment does not say so. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I will modify the amend- 
ment—— 

Mr. PITNEY. I have the floor at present. 

_ Iwill say, Mr. Chairman, that the joint committee have organ- 
ized and are ready to carry out the duties assigned to them under 
the law, and for the purpose of enabling them to do so, the provi- 
sion is carried in the present bill, which has been read and adopted, 
to fill the vacancy on the House side, occasioned, I regret to say, 
by reason of the failure of our friend from Kansas [Mr. BLur] to 
be reelected. But we do not like to be put under peremptory 
orders, when the committee have not been guilty of delay or neg- 
ligence in the matter. I hope the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I am not com- 
plaining about the committee appointed by this House. I know 
that there is no member more diligent than my colleague [ Mr. 
Pitney] and the fault lay with the committee appointed by the 
Senate. Lask to modify the amendment, so that it will read: 

At the opening of the regular session of the Fifty-fifth Congress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me suggest to the gentleman from New 
Jorany, jaa. STEWART] that the provision would be unwise, be- 
Cause if we are to have an extra session of Congress, which seems 
to be generally conceded, I assume that this joint committee 
would proceed with its work with all due diligence, and probably 
be able to report to the Fifty-fifth Congress in extra session. 
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Mr. Chairman, I offer the | 


Mr. Chairman, I will not complain of the motive | 


to this time is this: The provision of law which | 





Butit would | 


You mean in the event of an extra session of | 
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Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I will leave the amendment as 


| it is. 

Mr. GROUT. I would suggest that the amendment, as the gen- 
| tleman propuses it, would really defer the report, because the lan- 
| guage of the bill, as it now reads, is 

And shall make report S ras ‘ ‘ after t g i & 

session of the Fifty-fifth Co ; ; 

Mr. STEW ART of New Jersey. I willleave the amendment as 

I originally offered it. 

Mr. PITNEY. I hope the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let the amendment be reported as now 
| Offered. Has it been modified in any way? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman 

withdrew his modification. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would be glad to have the amendment r 

ported as it now stands. : 

The amendment as originally offered was again read. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, this amendment having been 


referred to as ‘‘the amendment of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey,” I wish it understood that I am not the member who offered 
it. Iam opposed to it, and hope it will be voted down 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Stewart]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 





Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come In as section 3 of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That hereafter the United States Electric Light Company, or any other 
electric-light company doing business in the District of Columbia, shall not 
charge or collect from the United States or any other consumer of electric 
are or incandescent lights, or electricity for power, prices exceeding 75 per 
cent of the prices charged for such lights and power on the Ist day of Jan- 


uary, 1897, in the said District of Columbia 
Mr. PITNEY. What is the percentage of reduction? 
Mr. DOCKERY. It provides for a reduction of rates to 75 per 
cent of what they were on the Ist day of January, 1897. 
Mr. PITNEY. That applies to private « 


‘onsumlers as well as 


| public? 


Mr. DOCKERY. It does. This is in the interest of the people. 


Mr. PITNEY. It applies to private consumers, does it? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It does. 

Mr. PITNEY. Throughout the District? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. PITNEY. It applies to all companies? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It does. 

Mr. PITNEY. Thatisall right. Iam in favor of the amend- 
ment. 


Mr. BLUE. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DocKERY] that there may be some question as to whether 
that would reach a company that was not in business, and not 
therefore charging consumers anything on the Ist day of Janu- 


ary. If we wish to adopt this amendment, let us put it in such 
form that it will catch them all. 

Mr. PITNEY. I think the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DocKERY | will accept the modification of the amendment which 

' ‘ 

1 now suggest. Iask the Clerk to read the amendment as modi- 
fied. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
_ That hereafter no electric-light company doing business in the District of 
Columbia shall charge or collect from the United States or any r ¢ 


sumer of electric arc or incandescent lights, or el ricity for power, prices 





exceeding 75 per cent of the prices charged for such | hts and p wer on the 
Ist day of January, 1897, in the said District of Columbia 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I do not want tq lose any 
parliamentary advantage, but I will accept the amendment to the 


amendment offered by the gentleman from New Jersey {Mr. Pit- 


NEY]. We have been making some reduction in electric lighting 
for the benefit of the Government, and we ought to make a cor- 
responding reduction now for the benefit of the people of this 


District. 

Mr. PITNEY. The amendment in the form in which it is now 
offered is satisfactory to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DOcKERY ]}. 


Mr.-DOCKERY. Laccept it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, This completes the reading of the bill 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, the paragraph on page 7 of the 
bill, relating to street sweeping, was passed for the time being at 
the request of the gentleman from lowa | Mr. HersurNn|, whom 
I do not see present now. But there is one other paragraph which 
has been passed which we can recur to, on page 37, relating to 
charities. 

Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a few min- 


utes, that I may explain my amendment? 
Mr. GROUT. Wait just a moment. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont desires to | 
recur to pages 37 and 38, on the subject of charities. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment which 
I have oftere d to this section may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 38, at the end of line 6, insert: 

* Provide ther, That the sum hereby appropriated shall be expended 
r the condittons and limitations imposed in the act making appropria- 


; 






1 


una 

tion provide for the expenses of the government of the District of Colum- 
bia for the fiscal year 1897, page 411, volume 29, Statutes at Large United 
States.’ 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I will say for the information of 
the House that this amendment'simply reaffirms the existing law; 
but in order that there may be no mistake or misunderstanding 
about it, it is desirable to take the matter out of the domain of 
construction and make the ptohibition and use of any money 
appropriated by this bill for sectarian charities clear and positive. 
That matter was fought out here last year, and I believe fought to 
a successful issue, and I believe and hope that the appropriation 
of public money for sectarian charities will never be again raised 
or entertained. Such use of public money is against the genius of 
our institutions that divorce church and state and against public 





policy. As I understand, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman in charge | 


of the bill offers no objection to this amendment, I do not think I 
shall take the time of the House any further. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, at'this time it is not my purpose to 
object to this amendment or to raise a point of order; but I wish 
to say in this connection that in my-.opinion there is no more 
necessity for this than there is for a fifth wheel to a wagon. It is 
mere surplusage, is an incumbrance to this bill, and necessarily in 
that respect it is vicious in its character. It is not entitled even 
to the respect to say that it is placed there in the abundance of 
caution. If that were true, then it would be necessary, practi- 
cally, in legislation upon appropriation bills to continue this upon 
every measure to which there might be objection made. These 
provisions that have become permanent law.can not be considered 
as applying to the appropriation of last year alone, because by 
their very terms they show that they are for all time, for the future, 
declaring what shall be and what is the settled policy of this Gov- 
ernment, and further providing in regard to future appropria- 
tions. Hence I say that this is not only mere surplusage, but it is 
bad in its character, and ought not to go upon this bill. Still, for 
the purpose of avoiding discussion on this bill, I will not make any 
question upon it. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman says he does not object. I do 
not object, and [hope we may have a vote upon it without further 
discussion. 5 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROUT. Now, Mr. Chairman, on page 7 there was a par- 
agraph passed over. The gentleman from lowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
does not seem to be present. I will submit, in that connection, to 
be printed in the RECORD, a letter from the superintendent of the 
street-sweeping department, which will explain the matter vm 
and with which I think the gentleman from Iowa will be entirely 
satisfied when he sees it. 

Mr. MORSE. lILask the gentleman from Vermont to yieldto me 
for the purpose of making a request to have the section of thelaw 
of last year printedin the Recorp. I ask unanimous consent that 
I may print, in connection with my remarks, a quotation from the 
law of last year—a single paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont asks unani- 
mous consent that the matter that he sends to the Clerk’s desk 
may be printed in the REcoRD in connection with the paragraph 
on page7, Isthere objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The letter is as follows: 

STREET AND ALLEY CLEANING DEPARTMENT, 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, February 5, 1897. 

Str: Ihave the honor to report, in reference to the proposed reduction in 
the number of inspectors in this service, that to reduce to the extent pro- 
posed would be false economy and simply in the interest of the contractors. 
There are four inspectors in charge of cleaning the paved streets and avenues, 
and every one of them is needed. Each day or night when work is done we 
sweep about 55 miles o: streets, or an area of about 1,400,000 —— yards. 
There are 17 machines, divided usually into four gangs. Can that work be 
a looked after by less than two men, who must necessarily travel not 

ess than 30 miles each during a day or night? They not only note thesweep- 
ing, but all obstructions. barricades, etc., in order to make the proper deduc- 
tions. There are 50 hoe and broom men, divided into 8 gangs, and 36 carts, 
into9 gangs. These are at work in various sectionsof the city covered by 
that particular route. Can this work be looked after as it should be by any 
less than 2 more men? The cost of inspection for this branch of the work is 
about 6} per cent. That is tosay,we pay out on this contract about $85,000 
annually, and inspection costs $5,900—including pay for horse keeping. I 
earnestly request that no reduction be made on this branch of the force, as 


the present men not only earn their pay, but save the District annually all 
they are paid. 

I have four gangs of laborers, one for each of the four sections of the city, 
cleaning the unimproved streets, keeping the gutters clean, free of weeds 
and grass, and attending to ail complaints in their respective sections. Would 
it be economy to work these men without some one in charge to lay out the 
work for them and see that they rendered a day's service? Rather than re- 





— 


duce their numbers it would be better to stop the work entirely if the: 
not to be direct supervision over each gang. he territory these gangs c 
is large; for instance, the southeast gang, all that portion of the city sout 
Maryland avenue east, to the river on the south, east to the boundary, 
west to First east. " 

The northeast gang, all north of Maryland avenue, east to the bound 
and west to Seventh street road as far as Whitney avenue, including 
Droit Park and West Eckington. The southwest gang, all south of Pen 
vania avenue to the river, east to New Jersey avenue, and west to T] 
sixth street, including Anacostia. The northwest gang, all north of R s 
to Columbia road, east to Seventh street road, and west to Thirty 
street, including Washington Heights and a portion of Mount Plea 
Could any one man properly supervise more than one of these sections 
fifth gang has all the soknie and rubble paved streets in the city, that a 
rough and broken that they can not be machine swept—amounting to a 
270,000 square yards. This work is scattered from Georgetown to the N 
Yard, and from the river to the boundary. It would seem that one ins). 
was needed upon this work. 

There is one gang engaged on unimproved alley work, cleaning away 
filth that so naturally finds its way to those out of the way places. 
area of these alleys is about 260,000 square yards and scattered throug 
the entire city, many of them small shafts and arms that receive all the ; 
use that can not well be thrown into the improved alleys adjacent. We 
round once in about eight days, averaging about 36,000 yards per day. EF 
men and 2 horses and carts do this work, at a cost of $11.47 per day. Ins) 
tion costs $6, or 50 per cent—1 inspector and assistant. That seems prot} 
high, but how can it be avoided; can the gang be permitted to roam at w!! 
To get round and to expedite the work, a couple or three men, with a ho 
and cart, are often detached to catch up the small shafts, etc. Without this 
thorough inspection the work would be slighted and many of the worst places 
left untouched. 

The improved alleys are in Beatye of 3 inspectors; the area of these a!! 
is about 602,000square yards, divided into 18 routes, 3 cleaned each day; averag 
area each route, about 33,500 yards; work done under contract, 40.9 cents per 
1,000 yards; cost of work per day, about $44; inspection, including pay allowed 
for horses, about $12.18, or 28 per cent of cost. ithout reflection, this looks 
high; but in what other way can the work be properly supervised? Thet } 
separate routes require separate inspection; without such inspection 3 
hardly supposable that the contractor’s men would clean them as they x} i 
be, or clean them all. Pennsylvania avenue and other streets, now cleaned 
under a patrol system during the day, cost for work $2aper day. Inspect 
costs $8, about 37 per cent, there being 1 inspector in charge, with 2 assistants 

With every desire to conduct the work as economically as possible, I can 
not spare one of these inspectors. Work of this kind must be watched closely 
by competent and efficient men or else the work will be slighted and con- 
tractors often paid for work thev did not do. The work in this city is beyond 
question done much cheaper, and I believe as a whole much better, than in 
any other city. The percentage for inspection is not a correct guide in this 
case. If the work cost more to doit, it would not take any more inspect 
but the percentage of cost for supervision would be less, The average cost 
supervision is 20 per cent, including pay for horses. I think it much bett 
to pay good prices for inspection than to pay contractors for bad work. 


Respectfully, 
A. G. McKENSIE, 
Superintendent Street and Alley Department 
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Gen. WILLIAM W. Grout, 
Chairman Subcommittee District of Columbia Appropriations. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that a paragraph of the law of last year may 
be printed in the RECORD in connection with his remarks. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. HOWARD. I object, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. MORSE. Since the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. How- 
ARD] objects, I think the gentleman from Vermont will allow me 
to read it in my own time, and I will thus get it in the Recorp. 
I ask the gentleman to give me a minute to read this paragraph. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes; I yield a minute to the gentleman. 

Mr. MORSE. I ask the Clerk to read the paragraph I send to 
the desk, and to which I referred in my remarks as passed in 
connection with the District bill of last year and reaffirmed by the 
amendment I offered a few moments since and which the House 
has adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And it is hereby declared to be the policy of the Government of the United 
States to make no appropriation of money or property for the purpose of 
founding, maintaining, or aiding by payment for services, expenses, or other 
wise, any church or religious denomination, or any institution or society 
which is under sectarian or ecclesiastical control; and it is hereby enacted 
that, from and after the 30th day of June, 1897, no money appropriated for 
charitable purposes in the District of Columbia shall be paid to any church 
or religious denomination, or to any institution or society which is under 
sectarian or ecclesiastical control. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, Iask unanimous consent that the 
report of the Fifty-first Congress upon these old claims against 
the District be printed in the REcoRD, in explanation and justili- 
cation of the amendment added yesterday td the bill repealing the 
law under which they are being allowed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont asks unani- 
mous consent that the report made in the Fifty-first Congress in 
reference to the statute repealed by this bill be printed in the 
RecorD. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 


[House Report No. 3727, Fifty-first Congress, second session. ] 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to which was referred Senate 
bill 3061, would respectfully report: : 

This bill seeks to refer to the Court of Claims, for rehearing, ten claims 
against the District of Columbia. The claimants did work and furnisic¢ 
materials for divers public improvements in this city, under contracts mace 
with the board of public works, which was established by the act of '*\ 
(16 U. 8. Stats., 419 et seq.). Under this act the board had control, in accor’ 
ance with the provisions set forth in the statutes, of improvements of the 
— avenues, etc.,in the District of Columbia, and the making of contracts 
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These claims are based upon different grounds. Some of the claimants 
contend that work was done by them underoral contracts, or which was nec- 
essary for the com letion of improvements specified in written agreements 
but not included therein; and although this work resulted in a substantial 
benefit to the city, their claims were denied by the Court of Claims because 
their contracts were not in writing, in accordance with section 37 of the stat- 
ute referred to. Others claim that they received a price for the work Jone 
lower than certain so-called board rates which had been fixed by the board as 
a fair payment for the different kinds of improvements made. Others aver 
that conclusive proof was brought forward on their behalf, showing. them 
entitled to larger compensation than they received, but that this proof was 
disregarded by the Court of Claims. ; oe 

~ Numerous cases besides those included in this bill have been recently 
prought to the attention of the committee, the owners of which allege that 
hey have similar valid claims against the District and that their names 
ald be included in this bill, or a general bill be substituted for it, by which 
persons who had contracts with the board of public works, under which 
ims exist similar to those of the parties referred to, can be again heard by 
he Courtof Claims. 4 : 

The auditor of the District of Columbia, in a list prepared, estimates the 
amount of these claims at $116,000, but large amounts of additional claims not 
included in the list have been brought to the attention of the committee. 

Nearly all of these claimants brought suit in the Court of Claims under 
the act of June 16, 1880 (21 U. S. Stats. 284), by which it was provided that per- 
sons having claims against the District of Columbia should have the right, 
within six months from the passage of the act, to bring suit in the Court of 
Claims. The act further provided that unless suit was brought within that 
time claims arising from transactions with the board of public works should 
be forever barred. In some of these cases decisions were rendered. In most 
of the decisions a small balance was found due to the claimants, which the 
accepted. In others the suits, although brought, were never pressed to trial, 
but were dismissed by the claimants on the ground, as it is now alleged, that 
the Court of Claims had, in similar cases, made adverse decisions, and that 
the further prosecution of these suits would have been useless. It is, how- 
ever, maintained by the claimants, and this point is important in its bearing 
upon the merits of this bill, that in later decisions the Court of Claims re- 
versed its former rulings and made decisions the principles of which would, 
if applied to these claims, have compelled their payment. 

These claims arise under contracts made and performed in the years 1871, 
1872, and 1873. It will be conceded that unless it appears that material injus- 
tice has been done to the claimants by the rulings of the Court of Claims, 
these controversies should not again be submitted to the court. 

In order toascertain the merits of this question, members of the committee 
have given considerable time to the arguments of counsel on behalf of the 
claimants, and have examined the printed records of testimony in all of these 
cases but one, which was not furnished by counsel. 

The first claim, that of James W. Walsh and Andrew Gleeson, is for the 
removal of the material constituting the old pavement or sidewalk on East 
Capitol street, between the Capitol Grounds and Lincoln Square. Walsh 
and Gleeson made a written contract, under date of July 3, 1872, by which 
they were to make the grade and lay the foot pavement along the street 
referred to, between First and Eleventh streets east; also, to make the park- 
ing, and set the curb at the line of the roadway. In order to do this it was 
necessary to take up and haul away a large amount of material included 
within the limits of the proposed improvement, which had been used for 
pavement, curbstone, etc. Noquestion of board ratescan arise in this claim, 
except in fixing the rate of compensation to which they are entitled, if they 
are entitled to any. 

The contractors wish to present to the Court of Claims their demand for 
the removal of the old material which had to be displaced in order to com- 
plete the improvement described in their contract. The contract has been 
presented to the committee and is somewhat voluminous, including a large 
amount of printed matter in which the blanks are not filled. It is, however, 
distinctly stated in the contract ‘‘that the said mates of the second part 
(namely, Walsh and aan) anaes receive the following prices as full com- 
pensation for furnishing all the materials and labor which may be required 
in the prosecution of the whole of the work to be done under this agreement, 
and in all respects completing the same.” 

Then foliow the prices for the grading and other work. 

While there is some ambiguity as to the meaning of the contract, arising 
from the number of provisions included in it which do not seem to have 
been fully considered at the time, we think this provision is sweeping, and 
precludes all compensation for the claim for the removal of the old material. 

One of the claimants, in a deposition taken on the 7th of May, 1881, admits 
that this material was in his way and he could not have compli d with his 
contract without removing it. It does not appear that any demand was made 
for compensation for the removal until years after the work was dc ne and pay 
had been accepted, in which no compensation was made for taking away the 
old material. In reply to the contention that the Court of Claims in later 
cases allowed pay for the carting away of this old material, we think the 
claimantsareinerror. Intwoor three cases, which were intrusted to referees 
to find the facts and the law, such compensation was allowed, but the court 
merely confirmed the referees’ report, apparently without any consideration 
of the legal principles involved in it. Also in one or two cases settlements 
made by the rd of public works and the board of audit, in which a similar 
allowance was made, were not interfered with; but whenever the question 
= presented to the court and argued, the decision was against any such 
allowance, 

The claimants are equally in error in asserting a uniform rule of the board 
of public works making allowance for such work. In an order upon this 
subject, issued January 25, 1873, we find the following: 


. JANUARY 25, 1873. 
1: Referring to tha letter of R. C. Phillips, esq., late chief engineer, 
asking whether accounts for taking up materials, such as pavements, curb, 
etc.. preparatory to laying new work or constructing sewers, etc., are gen- 
erally to be accepted as proper charges against the board, and stating that 
Some accounts of this nature have already been paid; and in reference also 
to your indorsement on said letter, stating that the practice of allowing for 
removing old material obtained in August last, and expressing the opinion 










inet for all such work done since that time, and which can be clearly estab- | 


ished, this allowance will have to be paid, but not on any such work done 
prior to that date, and that in future the practice should be stopped alto- 
gether, I have to instruct you to stop this practice entirely. Those claims 
that have already been d must of course stand; but — will allow no 


, pal 
more accounts of this description, whether the work was done prior or sub- 
sequent to the date seterved to. 

y order of the board. 


CHARLES 8. JOHNSON, 


Assistant Secretary. 
Hon. A. Ciuss, 
Engineer in Charge. 
» ed a: 
that eames yolantacity dismissed their suit in 1884. Their intention at 


was to abandon their It would be carrying the 
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right to prosecute claims against the District too far to give again tl: 
to litigate a claim after it is barred by the statute of limitations wh 
claimants, anticipating the decision would be adverse to them, dec] to 
further prosecute; this, too, n,if the decision had been against them. they 
would have still retained t] ht of appeal toa higher court. If t! buy 
suffered injustice, it was be : their own omission to take advant 
the provisions of the statute by which the rights of all parties were caretu 
guarded. 

The second claim, that of Peter P. Little, administrato 
against the District of Columbia, se 
equity. The claimant intestate on the 
made two contracts in writing, by the tern 
cents per cubic yard for the grading of FE] 
vanig avenue to H street north. By the « 
work should be commenced on or before t] 
of September, 1871. It wasalso provided th ! 
by order of the officers of the District it s] » complete: 
days from the date fixed for its commencement. Of the work 
done by this contract, 6,833 cubic yards were finished bef: 
January, 1872, and 12,758 cubie yards after January 8, 187 ‘ 
done after January 8, 1872, it is claimed 30 cents per cubic yard sh 
paid, because on the 22d of January, 1872, the board of public works ma 
following order: , 

‘* Ordered, That the prices of grading be fixed at 30 cents per cubie yard, 
including hauling, etc.” r 

This order was not made until the month following the date fixed by the 
contract for the completion of the work : 

It is alleged that on the 6th of September, 1872, Mr. Shiner received a note 
from the assistant secretary of the board directing him to cancel his two cor 
tracts and to prepare a new one dated after the adoption of prices under t 
above order and inaccordance therewith. This contract, however, it seems, 
was never made. Wecan hardly understand the conduct of a board an ofti- 
cer of which would invite a contractor to cancel subsisting contracts and 
invite him to prepare a new one dated months after the work was to have 
been finished under his agreement, and in which a much higher price was to 
be’ paid. What was the reason for this very material advance in price we 
are not informed, but it can not be denied that if the price of grading had 
been diminished the contractor would have received the benefit of his con- 
tract, which, by this change, would be a favorable one. We can see no rea- 
son for the application of a different rule when the price had been increased. 
This case was carefully considered by the Court of Claims, and in the opin- 
ion Chief Justice Drake says: 

We are not able to discover any foundation for such a claim. Every fact 
in the case is against it. The grading was all done before claimant's con- 
tracts were canceled, and at atime when there was not the least ground for 
claiming it to have been done under any other contracts. The order of 
January 22, 1872, increasing the rates for grading, was not retrospective in 
its operation; did not refer to contracts previously entered inte on other 
rates; did not mention Shiner or his contracts.” 

The claim of Owen O'Hara is based upon an alleged error in the measure- 
ment of the excavation in sewer trenches. This case was fully considered 
by the Court of Claims and a decision rendered adverse to the claimants. In 
this case, also, a balance was found due to O'Hara, which he accepted, pre- 
sumably in full settlement of all his claims. 

The case of Frank H. Finley and T. A. Brown, his assignee, presents a ques- 
tion of the validity of the action of the Court of Claims in detaining on final 
settlement certain overpayments by the board of audit. Finley made his con 
tracts for grading at 20 cents per cubic yard. Thereafter, when a measure- 
ment was made, he was allowed payment at the rate of 30 cents per cubic 
yard, notwithstanding his contract. He also was allowed for comin away 
material, in addition to the price for grading, 15 cents a yard for 30,640 cubic 
yards of earth. He receipted for this amount in full on the 2d of June, 1873. 
Afterwards, when the board of public works had ceased to exist, on September 
23, 1875, he presented to the board of audit a claim for additional compensation 
for depositing this earth in the canal. The board of audit were induced to 
allow fim 15 cents per cubic yard for earth deposited in the canal in addition 
to the price for hauling. 

On this subject the Court of Claims say: 

“The claim was also presented long after the authority of the board to 
receive claims had expired, and its action thereon was ultra vires, and voida- 
ble, if not void. Besides, the claim had no foundation in fact. The board of 
public works never did agree to pay 15 centsor any other price for depositing 
earth in the canal, the hauling of which they were to pay for according to 
distance hauled. Suchanagreement was not expressed in any of the writings 
or facts set forth in the findings, and it is not to be presumed, soclosely would 
it border upon absurdity. When a contractor agrees to excavate earth and 
haul it away, and prices are expressly fixed for the excavation and for the 
haul, it is hardly to be conceived that it could be understood that he was to 
have extra compensation for emptying his carts. And yet such was Finley's 
claim, and the board of audit fell into the mistake of accepting it.” 

On trial of the case in the Court of Claims this erroneous payment was set 
up by the District asa counterclaim. The court, on full consideration of the 
facts and circumstances, allewed the counterclaim and gave to Brown, the 
assignee of Finley, a judgment for the balance found due on all his accounts, 
namely, $2,422.71. 

Upon another claim made by Finley for extra sewe 
Claims say: 

On the 13th of June, 1874, the board of public works stated a final account 
with Finley for sewer work on K street, under contract No. 79%, allowing him 
the increased prices named in the extension of June 9, 1874, and the previous 
correspondence upon which it was founded. (First finding.) 
the amount due him to be $14,395.02. 

“Of this sum the board of public works paid him part, and he receipted on 
the back of the account without objeetion to the prices. After that board 

yas abolished the board of andit paid him the balance, and he receipted for 
the same on the account ‘in full settlement of the above-stated claims.’ 

‘Finley never claimed anything more, but by some means, not explained, 
the board of audit, without any demand or presentation of claim Ms him, 
allowed to Finley $1,741.66 for extra excavation, on account of quicksands and 
other matters, upon an old bill which somebody other than Finley had ex- 
humed from the archives of the board of public works, and which had been 
compromised, settled, and abandoned long before the board of audit came 
into existence. The facts about that old bill seem to be these: 

“In April, 1874, he had sent his claim for extras to the board of public 
works. Soon afterwards, on the 23d of May following, he wrote to the board, 
appealing for better rates of compensation than his contract specified, on ac- 
count of the difficulties that beset himin accomplishingthe work. The board 
took into consideration his appeal and the bill for extras which he had pre- 
sented, and they very largely increased the prices for work under his con- 
tract, No. 79. These prices were allowed for all work included in the final 
settlement, and were intended to cover all the items of the bill which the 
board of andit afterwards allowed, and were a discharge and satisfaction 
thereof. Finley so understood it, for he never thereafter claimed the samo 
as due him, and never presented any such demand to the board of audit. Ue 
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took the money not because it was due him, nor because he had set up an 
claim to it, but merely for the m that the board had mistakenly allow 
ittohim. It was, in yrced upon him. . 

‘It would be a perversion of justice, when he comes into court and asks 
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for a final settlement of his accounts and for payment of the balance due him, 
if he could retain money of the District thus wrongfully obtained from it. 
We can not do otherwise than hold that the allowance and payment being 
made in mistake of fact, the defendant may set up the same against Finley by 
way of counterelaim.”’ 

We see no possible reason why these claims should be opened at this late 
day. Inde f either party was the sufferer by the adjustment of the 
accounts, we think it was the District, rather than ley or his assignee. 








Che claim of William Schooler, as originally filed in the Court of Claims on 
the Wth of September, 1880, vy for the removal of old material and excayva- 
tion. The rules which should govern in determining the validity of this 
claim have been already sufficiently set forth in the mention heretofore made 
of other claims in which similar demands are made. It is true that he now 
in a petition filed with the committee lays claim to higher compensation for 
work done under his contracts. No mention whatever of any additional 
compensation being due him was made in his petition filed more than ten 
yearsago. There does not seem to be any merit in this claim. ; 

The claim of Patrick Brennan was for damages suffered in the construction 
of work at the intersection of T and Eighteenth streets. It was claimed by 
him that, notwithstanding his contract made him responsible for all damages 
from the nof the “elements,” the refusal of the engineer in charge of 
the work to allow him to put ina culvert caused him damage to the amount 
of $2,508.44. He Connantied this amount because of alleged arbitrary interfer- 
ence of the engineer. It was proved that by the engineer’s refusal he was 
not prevented from adopting such measures of precaution as might have 
avoided the loss. He also presents other claims to the committee, which 
were set forth in a suit brought in the Court of Claims in 1880, but were aban- 
doned by him on trial of the case. The Courtof Claimsgave hima judgment 
for the amount due him on his accounts, namely, $1,495.56, with interest from 
June 1, 1875. He received this sum, and we regard that as a full settlement of 
all his claims. 

The claim of John J. Shipman was tried with a degree of thoroughness 
seldom exhibited in lawsuits. A very large amount of testimony was taken, 
and the court elaborately reviewed the facts and law pertaining to the claim. 
The claimant filed his original petition, and later filed two separate amend- 
ments thereto, and his case was carefully presented by counsel; so that evi- 
dently nothing was left undone to secure the full compensation due to him. 
Allowances were made by the Court of Claims on counterclaims by the 
District for certain overpayments which were probably mistakes of fact 
made by the board of public works or the board of audit in measurements. 
There is no reason which would apply in favor of a reopening of this case 
which would not apply to any lawsuit thoroughly tried, carefully examined, 
and decided ten years ago. 
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sions indicate that the Court of Claims examined these cases with care an} 
marked ability, and if there is any evidence of insufficient consideration it j, 
rather in the cases which the claimants seek to establish as precedents th; 

in the decisions upon the claims in controversy. : 

The committee accordingly recommend that Senate bill 3061, together wit) 
House bill 2448, which is of similar import, be laid on the table. 

Mr. GROUT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe the bill is eo. 
nleted. I move that the committee rise and report the bill to + 

fouse with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committeeaccordingly rose; and the Speaker having resume) 
the chair, Mr. PAYNE, Chairman of the Committee of the Wh 
House on the state of the Union, —— that that commit! 
had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 10167) making ; 
propriations to provide for the expenses of the government of 1 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and 
for other purposes, and had directed him to report the bill b 
to the House with sundry amendments and with the recomm 
dation that as amended the bill do pass. 

The SPEAKER. The question 1s on agreeing to the amend. 
ments. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 


n 
the amendments and the bill to its passage. 
The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 


thereof the amendments recommended by the Committee of tho 
Whole were agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be 
engrossed fora third reading; and being engrossed, it was accor(- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GROUT, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 


| and joint resolution of the following titles: 


The claim of Lipscomb, administrator of Eslin, is for analleged overcharge | 


made by the officers of the District for certain material furnished to Eslin | 


and used by him in performing his contracts. It is maintained that Eslin 
was charged 75 cents per yard for a quantity of blue rock, when the charge 
should have been 75 cents per load, each load containing about 3yards. Pay- 
ment was received by Eslin’s attorney on a basis of 75 cents per yard, and 
no complaint made, nor does it appear that the decedent during his lifetime 
objected to the adjustment of his accounts on that basis. Aneffort was made 
during the trial to establish by testimony that the rate charged in other 
cases was 75 cents per load. We think this effort signally failed. 

Three witnesses were examined, two of whom testified that 75 cents per 
yard was charged, and the other 75 cents per load; but, aside from the com- 
parative credibility of the witnesses, the memoranda taken at the time decid- 
edly favored the price of 75 cents per yard. It appears that tie price allowed 
for paving was $1.50 per yard when the contractor furnished both the labor 
and material, and 75 cents per yard when the District furnished the material. 
This would leave the difference between the two 75 cents per yai‘d for mate- 
rial,and would apparently establish that as the price charged in transactions 
between the District and contractors. 

Several general considerations seem to be conclusive of the merits of these 
claims. First, every one of the claimants had opportunity to obtain his just 
dues. The work was done under the supervision of the board of public works. 
Later the statute of June 20, 1874, created a board of audit, composed of the 
First and Second Comptrollers of the Treasury, aided by skillful accountants, 
and directed that they should promptly investigate and settle these similar 
claims. Afterwards, in 1880, the statute referred to was passed, giving the 
right within six months to bring suit in the Court of Claims and providing 
that claims not presented during that time should be forever barred. In this 
statute the right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States was 
also given. In most of the claimsincluded in this billa judgment was entered 
in favor of the plaintiffs, which they accepted, and in several cases the judg- 
ment specified that unless the claimants accepted the amount named therein 
judgment should be entered against them. In these cases the amount was 
accepted. The aim of the two statutes creating the board of audit and giving 
the jurisdiction to the Court of Claims is manifest. 





It was to adjust and | 


finally dispose of transactions which had been marked by an unusual degree | 


of looseness and haste. 

There is nowhere any evidence of any lack of vigilance on the part of 
claimants in asserting their claims, or of unwillingness on the part of the tri- 
bunals in question to give to them all their just dues; second, there is not 
such a preponderance of evidence in favor of the claimants in any of the cases 
as to justify a court to reopen the case, even if the application for a new trial 
or rehearing had been made at the time; third, all the objections which apply 
to the reopening of controversies and the investigation of transactions ad 
remote apply with special force to these cases. It would now be practically 


impossible for any court to examine these claims and ascertain their merits | 


with that degree of accuracy which was possible at the time jurisdiction was 
given to the board of audit and the Court of Claims. In making a defense 
the District of Columbia would be subjected to a very great disadvantage, as 
not only have the officers having the matter in charge been changed for the 
most part, but the form of government has also been changed. 

The contention of the claimants is that they should have the most favorable 
terms in making settlement which were granted to any parties making con- 
tracts with the District,so that evenifa material mistake were made. and too 
much was allowed to anyone,everyone should have the same advantage in 
obtaining compensation. This intention is clearly set forth in a bill intro- 
duced in the Forty-eighth Congress (H. R. 7489), in whieh section 2 provides 
that— 

‘Whenever the board of public works or the Commissioners of said District 
by general ordersor rules have fixed or established higher or increased prices 
or rates for work or labor performed or material furnished under such written 
or oral contracts than the price mentioned, such higher rates shall be deemed 
and taken to be the rates of compensation applicable to said contract, with 
like effect as if inserted therein.” 

We can not approve a bill which seeks to ignore the written contracts made 
by the parties, and gives the option of claiming a higher rate of compensa- 

on for the work than that for which it was agreed to be done. The deci- 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 243) providing for the printing of tho 
Consular Regulations of 1896; 

A bill (H. R. 9799) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the Chattanooga Western Railway Company to construct a 
bridge across the Tennessee River near Chattanooga;” 

A bill (H. R. 1524) to execute the findings of the Court 
Claims in the matter of William B. Isaacs & Co.; 

7 A bill (H. R. 2985) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel 

. Essex; 

A bill (H. R. 6539) to increase the pension of Richard C. En- 
right; 

A bill (H. R. 3688) to pension James L. McKinney for servi 
in Oregon Indian wars; 

A bill (H. R. 3939) to pension Daniel Giles for services in Ore- 
gon Indian wars; 

A bill (H. R. 2189) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Free- 
man; 

A bill (H. R. 4099) to increase the pension of Mary 8S. Higgi: 

A bill (H. R. 2620) granting a pension to Lauretta L. Prin: 

A bill (H. R. 2257) to increase the pension of Charles H. Twom 
- bill (H. R. 7740) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 

eiser; 

A bill (H., R. 1168) to increase the pension of Joseph P. Hill, late 
of Company F, Eighty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, in 
the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 2725) granting increase of pension to Henry 
Slaughter; 

A bill (H. R. 6166) granting a pension to Minnie Parker, widow 
of Col. and Bvt. Brig. Gen. Ely S. Parker, late of the United 
States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 4001) to reinstate William Waldrup on the pe: 
roll; 

A bill (H. R. 5061) to pension Ira Powers, of Henderson County, 
Tenn.; 

A bill (H. R. 7821) granting a pension to Annie Schifirli; 

A bill (H. R. 3264) to increase the pension of Mrs. Virginia 5. 
Turtle, of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 3166) granting a pension to George B. Merchant; 

A bill (H. R. 7349) to pension Lewellyn D. King; 

A bill (H. R. 4841) granting a pension to Mellisa Adams, w 
of Silas Adams; 

A bill (H. R. 1064) for the relief of Henry F. Thornton; 

A bill (H. R. 5068) to grant pension to Jane Cunningham, widow 
of James Cunninghain; 

A bill (H. R. 10085) for the relief of Elnora Shuman: 

A bill (H. R, 6234) to restore the name of James R. Pack to ‘ 
pension roll; 

A bill (H. R. 7333) granting a pension to William Edwar«s, 
Company D, Tenth Regiment Vermont Volunteers; 7 

A bill (H. R. 1948) to grant a pension to Uriah Andricks, Fifty- 
fourth Illinois Volunteer Infantry; . 

A bill (H. R. 6236) to grant a pension to Mrs. Helen A. Funx- 
houser; 
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A bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to James Warbrook; 

A bill (H. R. 5582) to increase the pension of Josephine Glover; 

a pill (H. R. 7969) to increase the pension of Joseph E. Vantine; 

A pill (H. R. 3787) for the relief of H. C. Herndon: 

\ bill (H. R. 5482) authorizing the Cleveland Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge across the Arkansas River; 


A bill (H. R. 6776) to provide an American register for the bark | 


‘* bill (H. R. 8814) to authorize the construction by the Duluth 
end North Dakota Railroad Company of two bridges across the 
Red River of the North, between the States of Minnesota and 
North Dakota; 
"A bill (H. R. 9841) to amend an act authorizing the West Brad- 
dock Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Mononga- 
hela River from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Township; 

A bill (H. R. 9734) to provide an American register for the bark 
EB. C. Mowatt, of Philadelphia, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 8190) to provide an American register for the bark 


A bill (A. R. 2741) for the relief of Peter Cook, of Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. 4279) to cure the title to certain real estate in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 8010) to authorize a survey for construction of a 
bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River, in line 
with Massachusetts avenue extended eastward; 

A bill (H. R. 7906) to grant an honorable discharge to Adam 
Hand as first ieutenant of Company B, One hundred and eighty- 
fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 9863) to extend and amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to grant the right of way to the Kansas, Oklahoma Central 
and Southwestern Railway Company through the Indian Territory 
and Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes;” 

A bill (H. R. 8356) to authorize the establishment of a life-sav- 
ing station at or near Great Boars Head,on the coast of New 
Hampshire; 

A bill (H. R. 9775) to repeal so much of chapter 189 of the Stat- 
utes of the United States of America, passed at the third session 
of the Fifty-third Congress, and approved March 2, 1895, as 
requires that the lower portion of the Rock Island Bridge shall 
not be occupied by any street railway company without paying a 
reasonable rent therefor; 

A bill (H. R. 10067) to amend ‘‘An act to amend ‘An act to 
amend section 4400 of Title LIL of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, concerning the regulation of steam vessels,’ ap- 
proved August 7, 1882;” and also to amend section 4414, Title LI, 
of the Revised Statutes, ‘‘ Regulation of steam vessels:” 

A bill (H. R. 10012) relating to the improvement of Eastchester 
Creek, State of New York; and 

A bill (H. R. 4985) to permit a part of the Fort Lyon Military 
Reservation to be occupied, improved, and controlled for a Sol- 
diers’ Home by the State of Colorado. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
3623) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Gould Carr, the widow of 
the late Brigadier and Brevet Major General Carr, United States 
Volunteers, deceased, asked a conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. Gat- 
LINGER, Mr. HILL, and Mr. SHoup as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Represent- 
atives to bills of the following titles: 
af bill (S. 757) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide 
Morris; 

A bill (S. 684) granting an increase of pension to Marion Mc- 
Kibben; and 

A bill (S. 905) granting a pension to Mary W. Keeffe. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 7469) for the removal of snow and 


ice from the sidewalks, crosswalks, and gutters in the District of | 


Columbia, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the 
House on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. 
McMILLAN, Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. BAKER as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of James Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 3494) granting a pension to Frances M. Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 6528) to increase the pension of Clara L. Nichols, 
widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. W. A. Nichols; 

A bill (H. R. 3481) granting a pension to James L. Wing: 

A bill (H. R. 6902) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Viel; 

A bill (H. R. 3987) granting a pension to Miriam V. Kenney 
widow of Samuel W. Kenney; 

A bill (H. R. 9029) to grant to the Hudson Reservoir and Canal 





Company the right of way through the Gila River Indian Reser- 
vation; 

A bill (H. R. 9666) to correct and amend the military record of 
John Long, late private Company H, Thirty-first Regiment Mis- 
souri Volunteers; and 
| A bill (H. R. 9345) to enable certain persons in the State of Mis- 
sissippi to procure title to public lands. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles: in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 121) to amend an act granting to the 
Duluth and Winnepeg Railroad Company a right of way through 
the Chippewa and White Earth reservations, in the Stateof Minne- 
sota; 

A bill (Ss 3191) granting a pension to Milton T. Bedford: 

A bill (S. 2576) grantinga pension to Mrs. Martha L. Bohannon, 
of Lynchburg, Va.; 

A bill (S. 3584) granting a pension to Louise A. Rice, widow of 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Rice; 

A bill (8.617) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Law; 

A bill (5.3556) granting a pension to Carlton W. Muzzy: 

A bill (8.1394) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. E. S. 
Kelly; 

A bill (S. 2674) granting a pension to Levi R. Long; 

A bill (S. 3509) to increase the pension of Gen. James W. Me- 
Millan; 

A bill (8S. 1302) granting a pension to Thomas Madden: 

A bill (S. 3350) granting a pension to Susan A. Paddock; 

Joint resolution (S. R.191) relative to the improvement of the 
waterway between Birmingham, Ala., and the Black Warrior 
River. 

A bill (S. 3124) granting an increase of pension to Isabella H. 
Silvey, widow of Lieut. Col. William Silvey, deceased; 

A bill (S. 3144) granting a pension to Samuel Shaffer; 

A bill (S. 2910) granting a pension to Mrs. Essie E. Powell; 

A bill (S. 355) granting a pension to Rhoda A. Van Niman; and 
A bill (S. 3636) to increase the pension of the soldiers and sailors 
| of the war of 1812. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 3191) granting a pension to Milton T. Bedford—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2576) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha L. Bohan- 
non, of Lynchburg, Va.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2674) granting a pension to Levi R. Long—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3509) to increase the pension of Gen. James W, 
McMillan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3350) granting a pension to Susan A. Paddock—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1302) granting a pension to Thomas Madden—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (5. 2910) granting a pension to Mrs. Essie E, Powell—t« 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 3144) granting a pension to Samuel Shaffer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 355) granting a pension to Rhoda A, Van Niman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3636) to increase the pension of the soldiers and sailors 
of the war of 1812—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Joint resolution (8S. R. 121) to amend an act granting to the 
Duluth and Winnipeg Railroad Company a right of way through 
the Chippewa and White Earth reservations, in the State of Min- 
nesota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 191) relative to the improvement of the 
waterway between Birmingham, Ala., and the Black Warrior 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

A bill (S. 3239) for the relief of the estate of Richard Lawson— 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 








JAMES STEWART. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 897) for the 
| relief of James Stewart, with an amendment of the Senate thereto. 
| Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I would be gladif some ; 


rent le- 
man would tell us what there is in this bill. 
The SPEAKER. The bill can be referred to a committee, if 
that is the will of the House. 
Mr. CANNON. I move that it be referred. 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
| the Senate amendment, which is a mere correction of the phrase- 
ology of the bill. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has moved to refer this bill to a 
committee. I hope that will not be done, because the Senate 
amendment is merely formal. The bill as it went to the Senate 
from this body contained the words “‘for wages he has earned,” 
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The Senate amended that so as to read, 
alleged to have earned.’ 

Mr. CANNON. What are the facts about the bill? 

Mr. BROMWELL. It is the Stewart case that passed through | 
the House a short time ago. The gentleman from Illinois took 
part in the debate upon it. It is a longevity pay claim. The bill 
passed the House and went to the Senate containing the language 
I have stated, and the Senate has amende od it so as to read, ‘for 
wages which he is alleged to have earned.” It is a merely Seicnsial 
amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Speaker, I made my fight against | 
that bill with as much vigor as ' could command when it was 
under consideration here, but the 1: suse passed the bill, and I have 
nothing further to say. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw his motion to 
refer the bill to a committee? 

Mr. CANNON. I withdraw the motion. 

The Senate amendment was concurred in. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. Speaker 
For what purpose does the gentleman rise? | 
I rise to ask unanimous consent for the con- | 


‘*for wages which he is | 


Mr. POWERS. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. POWERS. 
sideration of a bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to dispose of the public | 
business which is on the Speaker's table. 
HUDSON RESERVOIR AND CANAL COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 9029) to | 
grant to the Hudson Reservoir and Canal Company a right of way 
through the Gila Indian Reservation, with an amendment of the 
Senate thereto. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House | 
concur in the Senate amendment. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that this is a bill | 
which was up for consideration in the early part of this week, | 
when the statement was made that it had been recommended by | 

the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. It is. 

Mr. TERRY. What effect does the Senate amendment have? | 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. The Senate amendment strikes out | 
section 10, providing that ‘‘the provisions of this act shall be in | 
force from its passage.” The Senate evidently regarded that as 
surplusage. 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 


REMOVAL OF SNOW AND ICE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 





The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7469) 


providing for the removal of snow and ice from the sidewalks, 
cross walk3,and gutters of the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes, with amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not see the gentleman 
from Wisconsin a BABCOCK], the chairman of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, in his seat, but I think he wishes to 
have that bill referred to his committee, and I move that it be so 
referred. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

MRS. MARY A. VIEL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6902) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Viel, with an amendment of 
the Senate thereto, reducing the pension from $25 to $12 per month. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


CLARA L. NICHOLS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6528) to | 


increase the pension of Clara L. Nichols, with an amendment of the | 
Senate striking out $75 and inserting $50, making the pension at | 
the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


MIRIAM V. KENNEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3927) 
granting a pension to Miriam V. Kenney, with an amendment 
striking out $25 and inserting $12, making the pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire if the read- 
ing clerk is not making some mistake. Is the Senate really re- 
ducing these pensions? { Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the Clerk is read- | 
ing correctly. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LOUD. It seems impossible. 

The SPEAKER. Well, it may seem so. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to; and the amendment was concurred in. 

FRANCES M. ROBERTS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3494) 


| tary record of John Long, late private Company H, Thirty 


| remain on the Speaker's table. 


On motion of Mr. OTJEN, the Senate amendment was cop. 


| curred in, 


JAMES L. WING. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3481) 
granting a pension to James L. Wing, with an amendment of tho 
Senate. 

The amendment of the Senate striking out ‘‘ thirty” 
ing ‘‘ twenty,” 
Mr. BLUE. 

curred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN LONG. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House, with an amendment 
of the Senate, the bill (H. R. 9666) to correct and amend the miji- 


st 


and ins 
to make the rate of pension $20 a month, was: 
I move that the amendment of the Senate be 


a. 


i 
yn 


Regiment Missouri Volunteers 7 
The amendment of the Senate was read. 
Mr. STEELE. Is not this a case where the House bill provided 


that the amendment of the soldier’s military record shoul fa carry 
no additional pay or emolument? 

Mr. LOUD et us have the House bill read. 

The bill as passed by the House was read. 

Mr. TRACEY. I move that the amendment of the Senate 
concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TITLE TO PUBLIC LANDS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House, with amendments of 
the Senate, the bill (H. R. 9345) to enable certain persons in the 
State of Mississippi to procure title to public lands. 

The amendment of the Senate was read. 

Mr. LACEY. I move the reference of this bill, with the amend- 
ments of the Senate, to the Committee on Public Lands. These 
amendments are very voluminous, and we have had no oppor- 
tunity to examine them. 

Mr. KYLE rose. 

Mr. LACEY. If the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Ky.r] 
prefers it, the bill might, by unanimous consent, remain on the 
Speaker's table until the amendments can be examined. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the | 
with the amendments of the Senate, be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. WILLIAMs]}, who 
introduced this bill, is not present just now. I ask un: unimous 
consent that the bill be allowed to remain on the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill, with the amendments, be permitted to 
Is there objection? The Chair 


be 


| hears none, 
MRS. MARY GOULD CARR. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 3623) gr 
a pension to Mrs. Mary Gould Carr, widow of the late oan ig 
| Bvt. Maj. Gen. Joseph B. Carr, United States Volunte: 
ceased; which was read. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been returned from the Senate 
| with the amendment of the House nonconcurred in, and tl 
quest of that body for a conference. 

The amendment of the House striking out $75 and inserting $)) 
as the amount of the proposed pension was read. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House insist on its amendment 
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. CrowTnrer 
i THomas, and Mr. Layton as conferees on the part o! the 
| House. 


1 Te- 
re 


FRANCES M. ROBERTS. 


Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago the House agree! 
to an amendment of the Senate to a bill pensioning the de pes 
daughter of a soldier of the war of 1812—House bill 3494, to pen- 
sion Frances M. Roberts. When the amendment was conc are d 
in, I did not catch fully its purport. I desire to make a motion to 
reconsider the vote by whi ch the House concurred in that ain 
ment. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. BLUE. I now move that the bill, with the amendmen 
the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move to reconsider the several votes by w! 
bills on the Speaker's table have been disposed of, and also 1 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TERMS OF UNITED STATES COURTS IN UTAH. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 2037) to eo 
vide times and places for holding terms of United States courts 18 


+ 
ndent 


nd- 


| 
| 


of 


ch 


ve 


granting a pension to Frances M. Roberts, with an amendment of | Utah; which was read. 


the Senate thereto. 


The SPEAKER. This bill, having been amended by the Hot 
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has been returned from the Senate with the amendment disagreed 
to and a request for a conference. 

The amendment of the Senate was read. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move that the House insist on its amend- 
ment and agree to the conference asked. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BropErRIck, 
Mr. Burton of Missouri, and Mr. BaILey as conferees on the 
part of the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Evans], who wishes to bring up a matter of pub- 
lic business. 

Mr. LOUD. I do not desire to disturb any arrangement which 
may have been made, but I call for the regular order. 

Mr. EVANS. I desire to call up a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 8190) to provide an American register for the bark 
Ceres; 

A bill (H. R. 9707) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898; 

A bill (S. 1356) to increase the pension of Elizabeth L. Larrabee, 
widow of Col. C. H. Larrabee, late of the Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment of Wisconsin Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 688) granting an increase of pension to John Nichols; 

A bill (S. 1017) granting a pension to Robert Kiracofe; 

A bill (S. 1310) granting an increase of pension to Shubael 
Gould; 

A bill (S. 1811) granting an increase of pension to Dudley F. 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 3622) to increase the pension of Caroline A. Hough, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough; 

A bill (S. 895) for the relief of Christopher Ellis; 

A bill (S. 3320) to provide a life-saving station at or near Point 
Arena, Mendocino County, in the State of California; 

A bill (S. 146) granting an increase of pension to Samuel C. 
Towne; 

A bill (S. 905) granting a pension to Mary W. Keeffe; 

A. bill (8. 757) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide 
Morris; 

A bill (S. 684) granting an increase of pension to Marion 
McKibben; 

A bill (8. 2133) granting a pension to Mary E. Ely; 

A bill (S. 1949) granting an additional pension to Capt. Brad- 
bury W. Hight; and 

A bill (S. 1787) granting a pension to Nancy T. Duncklee. 

SALE OF FORFEITED OPIUM. 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for present con- 
sideration a report from the Committee on Ways and Means on 
the bill (H. R. 10203) to amend section 40 of ‘‘An act to reduce 
the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved October 1. 1890, so as to authorize the sale of 
forfeited domestic smoking opium to the highest bidder. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 40 of an act entitled “‘An act to reduce the 
revenue and equalize duties on ugenee, and for other purposes,” approved 

aL 


October 1, 1890, be amended by adding at the end of said section the words 
‘and may be sold to the highest bidder.” 


The Committee on Ways and Means recommend the adoption 
of the following amendment: 


Add to the bill: “Pursuant to the provisions of section 3460, Revised Stat- 
utes, if not valued as therein provided at over $500; but if valued at more than 
$500, the sale shall be made pursuant to the judgment of the court in the pro- 
ceedings for condemnation or forfeiture.” 


The SPEAKER. This is a bill, the Chair will state, that is be- 
fore the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. EVANS. I think if the report is read there will be no 
a to its consideration in the House as in Committee of the 

ole. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Is ita unanimous report from the committee? 
Mr. EVANS. It is the unanimous report of the committee. 
_The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill will be con- 

sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. Evans) was read, as follows: 
an Peqymleten on Ways and Means, having carefully considered the bill 


d section 40 of the act of October 1, 1890, to reduce the 
revenue, ete. 


» recommend that the same be passed when amended by adding 
thereto the words following, viz: 


rsuant to the provisions of section 3460, Revised Statutes, if not valued 
&s therein provided at over $500, but if valued at more than $500 the sale shall 


be made pursuant to the judgment of the court in the proceedings for con- 
demnation or forfeiture.” 

They do so upon the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury 
and the Acting Commissioner of Internal Revenue in the letters which are 
appended, as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

Washington, D. C., January 21, 1897. 
_ Sie: Ihave the honor to transmit herewith a copy of a letter from the Act- 
ing Commissioner of Internal Revenue, dated the I&th instant, stating the 
embarrassment under which that office labors from the absence of specific 
statutory authority permitting the sale by a collector of internal revenue, to 
the highest bidder. of torfeited domestic prepared smoking opium, similar to 
the authority given collectors of customs by sections 3074 and 3077, Revised 
Statutes, in the case of imported smoking opium or other goods seized as 
forfeitable under the customs laws 

Asa remedy the Acting Commissioner suggests an amendment of section 
40 of the act of October 1, 1890 (26 Stat. L.,@€1), relating to opium, by the addi- 
tion of the words “‘and may be sold to the highest bidder.” ; 

i respectfully recommend the passage of the proposed amendment. 

Respectfully, yours, 


W. E. CURTIS, Acting Secretary 

Hon. NELSON DINGLEY, ; 

Chairman Committee on Ways and Means, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, D. C.. January 18, 1897 

Sir: Your attention is called to an embarrassment under which this office 
labors from the absence of specific statutory authority permitting the sale by 
a collector of internal revenue, to the highest bidder, of forfeited domestic 
ess smoking opium, similar to the authority given collectors of customs 

»y Sections 3074 and 3077, Revised Statutes, in the case of imported smoking 
opium or other goods seized as forfeitable under the customs laws. 

Under section 3334, Revised Statutes,amended, and other sections, goods 
taxable under the internal-revenue laws, sold by order of court or by the 
collector, under warrant of distraint or under section 3460, Revised Statutes, 
are required to be sold subject to tax. Usuallyin the case of spirits, tobacco, 
cigars, ete., the sale can be effected for an amount at least equal to the tax. 
In the case of domestic smoking opium, however, the tax of $10 per pound is 
srohibitory of such sale. The duty on imported smoking opium being but 

§} per pound, it is impossible to sell the domestic article for $10 

Crude opium is on the free list, and it was no doubt anticipated, when the 
internal-revenue tax of $10 was imposed on domestic smoking opium, that 
there would be some lawful production of the domestic manufactured article. 
Such has proved, however, not to be the case. Not asingle lawful manufac- 
tory of domestic smoking opinion has ever been established, nor an ounce of 
the article produced. The unstamped smoking opium seized (on the Pacific 
Coast almost exclusively) is said often to be made from asmall portion of the 
foreign article mixed with yen she, or the ashes of opium from pipes. Itis of 
course inferior, but this office understands that it might, notwithstanding, be 
usually depended upon to sell for $3 or more per pound. 

There are now in the hands of Collector Welburn several thousand 5 tael 
cans of domestic smoking opium liable to forfeiture, if it could be disposed 
of under the law. There is no specific authority for destroying it in case it 
will not bring a price equal tothe tax. And it would seem that it would not 
be good policy to require such destruction. Its discovery and seizure have 
been attended with considerable expense which it is desirable should be reim 
bursed out of the proceeds. In my opinion no valid objection can be urged 
to a specific provision of law authorizing the sale of such property to the 
highest bidder in view of the situation. The goods so sold will not take the 
place of lawfully manufactured domestic smoking opium, there being none. 

I therefore suggest that an act of Congress be sought amending section 40 
of the act of October 1, 1890, relating to opium, by the addition of the words 
““and may be sold to the highest bidder.” 

If such amendment should be enacted by Congress, it would be practicable 
to use the opium stamps heretofore prepared (none of which have ever been 
used) with a proper indorsement across the face of each stamp used upon a 
box of forfeited opium by the collector, showing the facts and date of the 
forfeiture, sale, etc. 

Respectfully, yours, G. W. WILSON, 


Acting Commisstoner 


The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment recommended by the Committee on Ways and Means. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
On motion of Mr. EVANS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
vas laid on the table. 


ORDER OF 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, Il ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been called for, which 
is the call of committees for report. The Clerk will proceed with 
the call. 

The Committee on Elections N>. 2 was called. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, | ask unanimous con- 
sent to take up and consider at this time in the House, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, the Report No. 1974, reported from 
Committee on Elections No. 2 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman indicate the nature of 
the report? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. It is a bill to repeal the statutory 
limitation of $2,000 allowed to contestants and contestees in elec- 
tion cases. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, let us have that bill read. 

Mr. LOUD. This is on the Union Calendar? 

Mr. PAYNE. If it is on the Union Calendar, it will require 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. LOUD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I insist on the regalar order. 

Mr. SAYERS. I object to its consideration. 


BUSINESS. 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I ask that the gentleman from 
Texas will hear the reading of the report. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Iask for the reading of the bill first, and 


then we can have the report, reserving the right to object. 
Mr. LOUD. The Speaker has uniformly suggested that during 
the call of committees for reports we should confine ourselves to 


the consideration of measures on the House Calendar, and has 
invariably suggested to members who asked unanimous consent 
that it was not desirable to interrupt that order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands this is not a proposi- 
tion to interrupt the order. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from Indiana to rise before the call of committees was commenced. 
The Chair, does not like to interrupt either the business 
on the Speaker’s table or the call of committees. But between 
them, as this is a matter of public business, the Chair thought it 
might be submitted to the House if there was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I had risen, Mr. Speaker, before 
the call of committees was commenced. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I object to the consideration 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and it could only be con- 
sidered now by unanimous consent. 

DISTRIBUTION OF THE RECORD, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report 
from the Committee on Printing, which I think is privileged. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman submits a privileged report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It relates to the Recorp, and I think is 
privileged. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the matter presented 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 237) to furnish the daily CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
to members of the press, etc. 





( yf course, 


The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc.. That the Public Printer be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to supply to each newspaper correspondent whose name appears in 
the Congressional Directory, and who makes application therefor, one copy 
of the daily CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, the same to be sent to the office address 
of each member of the press, or elsewhere in the city of Washington, as he 
may direct 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, this is a proposition to fur- 
nish a copy of the REcorRD to the paper or papers represented by 
the newspaper men in the gallery here. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think this is privileged, 
but will submit the matter to the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It relates to the REcoRD, and I thought 
it was privileged. 

Mr. LOUD. If itis not privileged, I hope the gentleman will 
allow it to go over. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is quite late in the session, as the gen- 
tleman knows, and if any action on this is to be taken at all, it 
should be taken promptly. 

Mr. LOUD. That is true, but it will break the rule that we 
have adopted with reference to unanimous consents. If it is 
given in one case it would have to be given in other cases, and I 
teel called upon to object. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will you hear my statement? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee on the question of privilege. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It must be in the nature of a privileged 
matter, because it refers to the publication of the REcorp. But 
I ask its present consideration. 

Mr. LOUD (continuing). I think there should be no excep- 
tions, I will state to the gentleman from Tennessee, in unanimous 
consents. If it be granted to the gentleman from Tennessee, it 
should be granted to all other gentlemen who desire it. If it is 
extended to one, it should be extended to all. I think we had 
better proceed with the regular order first, and then go on with 
unanimous consents afterwards. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ionly wanttosay aword,then. I think 
this is a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will state his ground, the 
Chair will be glad to hear it. The Chair had the impression that 
these reports were privileged when they related to printing to be 
done for the members. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. When they relate to printing for the two 
Houses or for either House or for the members, but not under 
that provision of the rules, Mr. Speaker. I think it is privileged 
under the provision of the rules that matters relating to the pro- 
ceedings of the House, to the integrity of those proceedings, and 
questions of that kind, are privileged. This resolution relates to 
the printing of the daily Recorp of the proceedings of the House, 
and my idea was that inasmuch as the resolution disposed of the 
daily Recorp, directed where it should be sent, it would be in 
order for the House to decide at any time when presented. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hardly thinks it could come up as 
aquestion of privilege, but the Chair will recognize the gentleman 


later, as the objection is only as to the time. The Clerk will cay 
the committees. 

The Committee on Military Affairs was called. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 2 o'clock ang 
43 minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive con 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitti)¢ 
a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, sj). 
mitting an estimate of appropriation to pay the Chesapeake 
Ohio Railroad for the transportation of Indian pupils—to the ( 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
together with the papers in the case, an additional claim under t),q 
act of July 4, 1864, and calling attention to sundry other c!| 
transmitted—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered | 
printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a further reply to the House resolution of June 6, 1896, in relation 
to the payment of certain State bonds and stocks now belo: 
to the United States, under the provisions of the Indian ap) 
ation act of August 15, 1894, with documents accompanying—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 


schedules of claims amounting to $114,876.81, allowed by officers 
of the Treasury Department under appropriations which | 
been exhausted—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 


to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on the Distric' 
Columbia, to which was referred bills of the following titles, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re} 
which said bills and reports were referred to the House Cale: 
as follows, to wit: 

The bill (H. R. 10121) to compel street railway companies in the 
District of Columbia to remove abandoned tracks, and for other 
purposes. (Report No. 2816.) 

_ The bill (H. R. 9470) to incorporate the Washington and Get 
tysburg Railway Company. (Report No. 2817.) 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 
referred the concurrent resolution of the House (House Con. R 
No. 66) to print the chronological list of battles, reported the sa 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2818); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHANNON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred a bill and joint resolutions of the fol- 


A N D 


re 


lowing titles, reported the same, accompanied by reports; which 
said bill, joint resolutions, and reports were referred to the House 
Calendar, as follows: 

The joint resolution (S. R. 158) to amend an act to authorize 
the reassessment of water-main taxes in the District of Colum/ia, 


and for other purposes. (Report No. 2819.) : 
The bill (H. R. 10038) to regulate the sale of poisons in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. (Report No. 2820.) 

The joint resolution (S. R. 148) for the relief of farmers and 
truckmen in the city of Washington, D. C. (Report No. 2821. 
Mr. CATRON, from the Committee on Private Land Clain 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9926) to authoriz 
the United States Court of Private Land Claims to hear, try, 0 
determine the issues as to the extent and boundaries of the |. 
Animas grant, reported the same with amendment, accompan 
by a report (No. 2825); which said bill and report were referT 

to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the U1 
Mr. MILNES, from the Committee on the District of Colum!ia, 
to which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. les. 
212) to suspend the operation of an act approved February 
1895, entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to provive 
for the settlement of all outstanding claims against the Distnc' 
of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Cla" 
to hear the same, and for other purposes,’approved June 16, 15>". 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report’ 
=. a which said bill and report were referred to the Hous 
endar. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: _ 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 5927) granting a pension to Henry A. Thoburn, 
of Newport, Ky. (Report No. 2822.) 

The bill (H. R. 10125) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Dennis, 

Report No. 2823.) 5 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 8596) granting a pension to William Wash- 
burn. (Report No. 2824.) 

By Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 984) for the relief of the administrators of Isaac 
P. Tice, deceased, and others. (Report No. 2827.) F 

The bill (H. R. 9849) for the relief of J. R. Eggleston, of Hinds 
County, Miss. (Report No, 2828.) ; 

The bill (S. 1336) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of John Melli- 
font and Ellen Riordon.” (Report No. 2832.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 9918) to pension George E. Welles, late colonel 
Sixty-eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. (Report No. 2829.) : 

By Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 2362) for the relief of Miss Eliza A. White. (Report No. 
2830. 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (S. 6) 
entitled “‘An act for the relief of P. S. Corbett.” (Report No. 
2831.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. TATE (by request): A bill (H. R. 10259) to provide for 
the construction of a macadamized roadway from the town of 
Fort Gibson, Ind. T., to the United States national cemetery near 
Fort Gibson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 10260) requiring all part- 
nerships doing business in the District of Columbia to record with 
the recorder of deeds of said District the full name of each mem- 
ber composing the firm, etc.—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 10267) to provide for the loca- 
tion and erection of a branch home for disabled volunteer soldiers— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4339, to 
establish a national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XVII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10261) for the 
benefit of H.S. Brannaman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 10262) for relief of Calvin 
Johnson, late first lieutenant Company D, Forty-second Missouri 
Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 10263) for the relief of Jacob 
in of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10264) for the relief of the estate of W. W. 
rapes mre late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 10265) for the correction of the 
military record of Capt. Joseph H. Richards—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

"By Mr, DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 10266) for the relief of Wil- 
liam L, Jones, of Pittsburg, Pa., and others—to the Committee on 


Appropriations. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

_By Mr, ALDRICH of Illinois: Petition of B. A. Hathaway and 
158 others, doing business at the Union Stock Yards, at Chicago, 
Ul., protesting against the passage of the Sherman bill, to abolish 
ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Memorial of Storer Post, 
No. 1, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New Hamp- 
, praying for the renewal and preservation of the U. S. frigate 
Constitution—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of C. W. Baker, C. H. Gentry, 

. C. Edwards, and other citizens of Chicago, Ill., protesting 
against the passage of the Sherman bill, with respect to ticket 
brokers—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of the Iowa State lezislation 
board, Order of Railway Conductors, of Clinton, Iowa. favoring 
the passage of House bill No. 10090, known as ‘*antiscalping bill "— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of John Nicola and 15 other citizens of Nichols, 


Iowa, urging the passage of House bill No. 9209, for service pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, resolutions of Master Car Bnilders’ Association, opposing 


the metric system—to the Committee 
Measures. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas (by request): Correspondence be- 
tween the Cherokee tribe of Indians and the Dawes Commission— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. ; 

Also (by request), memorial of the Seminole Nation of Indians 
in regard to House bill No. 7907 and Senate bill No. 3544, to secure 
to the citizen Indians in the Indian Territory the equal use of 
their tribal lands, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Petition of E. G. Reisterer, of Tonawanda, 
N. Y., praying for the passage of House bill No. 10090, abolishing 
ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. FOSS: Sundry petitions of W. J. Candlish, Percival 
Steel, Leo Austrian, N. M. Platke, F. F. Gazzolo, Sigmund Zeis- 
ler, C. H. Gentry, Arnold Tripp, National India Rubber Company, 
Prussing Cider Company, Kahn Bros., Monituck Silk Company, 
Cahn, Wampold & Co., and 138 other business firms and private 
individuals of Chicago, Ill., protesting against the passage of the 
Sherman bill, to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of Mrs. Fannie A. Drew, of St. 
Johnsbury, Vt., president of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Caledonia County, Vt.; also memorial of Mrs. L. D: 
Dyer, of Salisbury, Vt., president of the Woman's Christian Tem- 

erance Union of Addison County, Vt., favoring the passage of 
ouse bill No. 7441, for the prevention of gambling by telegraph, 
etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Mrs. L. D. Dyer, of Salisbury, Vt., president 
of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Addison County, 
Vt., praying for the passage of House bill No. 6119, known as the 
Phillips bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of L. E. Humphrey, of Brattleboro, Vt., corre- 
— secretary of the Rutland County Woman's Christian 

emperance Union, favoring the passage of the McMillan bill (S. 
2485)—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of W. T. King and 68 others of St. Johnsbury, Vt., 
protesting against the passage of the Sherman bill, to abolish 
ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolutions of Master Car Builders’ 
Association of Cedar Rapids, Iowa, in opposition to the compul- 
sory use of the metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Tempetance Union of Plantsville, Conn. , representing 40 mem- 
bers, favoring the passage of House bill No. 7441, prohibiting the 
transmission of gambling matter by telegraph—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Sundry petitions of C. W. Fisk, of Tilly 
Foster, N. Y.; H. L. Weed and 110 others, of Copake Iron Works, 
N. Y.; W. G. Monk, Henry Hitter, and others, of Fayetteville and 
Minoa, N. Y.; D. J. Churchill and 15 others, of Greenway, N. Y.; 
W. Y. Wilson and 11 others, of Geneva, N. Y.; George W. Higgins 
and 15 others, of Montclair, N. J.; Daniel Kent and 11 others, 
of Paterson, N. J.; A. E. Tregott and 9 others, of Tupper Lake,” 
N. Y.; Frank A. Smith, of Seneca Falls, N. Y.; Charles E. Sin- 
clair and 9 others, of Conestoga, N. Y.; A. Kelsey, of Alexander, 
N. Y.; Daniel Sweeney, of Attica, N. Y., and 14 others; John L. 
Benjamin and 12 others, of New York City; Thomas N. Har- 
vey and 24 others, of Brooklyn, N. Y.; J. M. Cummings and 
others, of Hyde Park, N. Y.; G. B. Smith and others, of Cold 
Spring, N. Y.; M. J. Whalen and others, of Millertown, N. Y.; 
E. H. Sturgis and other citizens of New York City; E. J. Miller 
and others, of Tonawanda, N. Y.; W.C. Hoytt and others, of 
Yonkers, N. Y.; Levi Brownell and others, of Northville, N. Y.; 
J. Carroll and 20 others, of Williams Bridge, N. Y.; Gilbert W. 
Hoff and 22 others, of Croton, N. Y:; C. F. Campbell, of Verona, 
N. Y.; C. O. Baker, jr., and 21 others, of New York City; George 
T. Higgins and others, of Broomville, N. Y.; Joseph R. Fournils 
and others, of New York City and Bedford Park, N. Y.; W. C. 
Phelps and 9 others, of Fordham, N. Y.: H. E. Brown and 22 
others of Kings Bridge, N. Y.; Willis A. Ganong and 9 others, of. 


on Coinage, Weights, 
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Lake Mahopec, N. Y.: Edwin R. Coles and 11 others, of Yonkers, 


N.Y.; T. P. Wheeler and 9 others, of Mount Vernon, N. Y.; Albert | N. Y., favoring the bill H. R. 4566, known as the Lond bill. 


K. Haynes and others, of Pauling, N. Y.; W. Deacon and 8 others, 
of Mount Kisco, N. Y.; J. D. Beckwithand 21 others, of Fort Plain, 
N. Y.: R. A. Ferguson and others, of Niagara Falls,N. Y.; W.H. 
Winants and 60 other merchants and jobbers, of Kansas City, 
Mo., and the Kansas City Transportation Bureau, praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 10090, known as the ‘: antiscalpers bill ”— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Protest of F. B. Gregg and 20 other citizens 
of West Superior, Wis., against the passage of the Sherman bill, 
with respect to ticket brokers—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Memorial and resolutions of Pontotoc County 
Alliance, No. 90, Indian Territory, praying for the formation of a 
rovernment for the Five Tribes of Indians—to the Committee on 

ndian Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Woodbury, N.J., praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 9515, to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 
years in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Woodbury, N.J., urging the passage of the bills for the prevention 
of gambling (H. R. 7446 and $8. 2847)—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Woodbury, N. J., favoring the passage of a bill prohibiting the 
sale of liquors in any Government building (H. R. 7083)—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Woodbury, N.J., favoring the passage of House bill No. 9676 and 
Senate bill No. 2485, protesting against Sunday traffic in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House 
bill for the relief of H.S. Brannaman, of Company D, Forty-ninth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDEARMON: Sundry petitions of R. W. Barton, 
Elias Wallis, Robert Holmes, Joseph C. Cooper, E. N. Pierce, and 
J. F. Peck, all of Gibson County, Tenn.; James Cronan, William 
Warren, and Eliza McWhirter, administratrix of Charles E. 
McWhirter, late of Crockett County, Tenn., asking reference of 
their war claims to the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 
1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEYER: Petition of J. C. Morris, G. W. Nott, George 
Q. Whitney, President Wright, and others, of New Orleans, La., 
recommending the passage of House bill No. 10090, to abolish 
ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Sundry petitions of Nathaniel C. Com- 
stock, Jane Carrol, Patrick Sherry, Samuel J. Stailey, Milton P. 
Smith, Effie Brown, Mary A. Behr, and James A. Orr, all of Shelby 
County,Tenn.; of Lewis Beadley, Willim Simpson, and James Mc- 
Minn, all of Hawkins County, Tenn.; of Thomas B. Clifton and 
John Vaughn, of Hardeman County, Tenn.; of G. T. Tate, of 
McNairy County, Tenn.; andof Alex M. Owen, of Tipton County, 
Tenn., asking reference of their war claims to the Court of Claims 
under the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Sundry petitions of Lewis Parker, 
Ruth Owensby, Narcissa Guy, Malinda E. McGill, Henry N. God- 
loe, Robert D. Block, and Henry V. Savage, all of Cannon County, 
Tenn.; Thomas Barley, and Eli Barnes, of Lincoln County, Tenn.; 
John G. Anthony, Miles Bagant, John R. Speas, and Robert H. 
Harvey, all of Lawrence County, Tenn.; W. G. F. Underwood and 
Thomas Bryan, of Madison County, Tenn.; James M. Smith, of 
Hardin County, Tenn.; Jesse Taylor, of Perry County, Tenn.; 
Stephen Easton, of Decatur County, Tenn.; J. W. Croon, of Hen- 
derson County, Tenn.; Sarah Dunlap, William B. Pelant, John O. 
Bentley, Martin G. Williams, John Renfro, Herman M. Franklin, 
J.J. Shat (administrator of Margaret Kirnes, deceased), James 
W. Tooley, John Humes, and Mary J. Mitchell, all of Lincoln 
County, Tenn.,and William G. McCall and Susan A. Snow, both of 
Giles County, Tenn., asking reference of their war claims to the 
Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of I. F. Hayes and others, of New 
York City; also petition of W. F. Hynes, representing the Brother- 
hoods of Locomotive Engineers, Locomotive Firemen, and Railway 
Trainmen, and Orders of Railway Conductors and Railway Te- 
legraphers, favoring the passage of the Sherman bill, to abolish 
ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of RossI. Leary, of Franklin, Pa., fav- 
oring the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 





By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of P. C. Van Gelder, of Lima, 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office ;;), i 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of North Tonawanda and Niagara Fa)}< 
N. Y., favoring the passage of House bill No. 10090, abolishiy- 
ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Fo 
Commerce. 
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SENATE. 


MonDaAy, February 8, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miupurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. Davis, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


CREDENTIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the credentials of Grorar 
GRAHAM VEST, chosen by the legislature of Missouri a Senator 
from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1897; which were 
read and ordered to be filed. 


MONUMENT TO GEORGE WASHINGTON, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting a letter from (ol, 
John M. Wilson, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, dated 
January 28, 1897, reporting the completion of the work with which 
he has been intrusted, concerning the erection of the monument 
to mark the birthplace of Gen. George Washington at Waketield, 
Va.; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


LINCOLN MEMORIAL ASSOCIATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the 
Memorial Association of the District of Columbia, Chief Justice 
Melville W. Fuller, president, relative to the house, No. 516 Tenth 
street NW., in which Abraham Lincoln died, and requesting that 
the sum of $5,000 be appropriated for the care and maintenance 
of the building, and for the appointment of a cusvodian, and that 
the building be placed in the charge of that association; which, 
with the accompauying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


GRAIN RATES AT MISSOURI RIVER POINTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Interstate Commerce Commission, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 18th ultimo, the oral testimony 
taken by that Commission in the investigation of grain rates at 
Missouri River points; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of James Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 3481) granting a pension to James L. Wing; 

A bill (H. R. 3937) granting a@ pension to Miriam VY. Kenney, 
widow of Samuel W. Kenney; 

A bill * R. 6528) to increase the pension of Clara L. Nichols, 
widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. W. A. Nichols; 

A bill (H. R. 6902) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Viel; 

A bill (H. R. 9029) to grant to the Hudson Reservoir and Canal 
Company the right of way through the Gila River Indian Reser- 
vation; and 

A bill (H. R. 9666) to correct and amend the military record of 
John Long, late private Company H, Thirty-first Regiment Mis- 
souri Volunteers. ; 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 2037) to provide times and places for 
holding terms of United States courts in Utah, agrees to the con- 
ference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of te 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BropErick, Mr. Bvr- 
TON of Missouri, and Mr. BaILEy managers at the conference 02 
the part of the House. 

e message further announced that the House insisted upo" 
its amendment to the bill (S. 3623) granting a pension to \\'s. 
Mary Gould Carr, widow of the late Brig. and Bvt. Maj. (°". 
Joseph B. Carr, United States Volunteers, deceased, agrees to ‘° 
conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of t!18 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CrowTHer, \. 
Tuomas, and Mr. LAYTON managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 
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The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 10167) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 10203) te amend section 40 of ‘‘An act to reduce 
the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved October 1, 1890, so as to authorize the sale of 
forfeited domestic smoking opium to the highest bidder. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted at a con- 
vention of the National Defense Association, held at Tampa, Fla., 
January 20, 1897, favoring the enactment of the so-called Lamont 
pill, providing for a reorganization of the Army of the United 
States; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Shawnee, Ohio, and a memorial of sundry citizens of Amesville, 
Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 4566, 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads. 

: He also presented a petition of the Delaware Peace Society, of 
Wilmington, Del., praying for the ratification of the pending arbi- 
tration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the 
ble. 

“i McMILLAN presented a petition of 242 residents of Fenton, 
Genesee County, Mich. ; a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of the First Congregational Church of Laingsburg, Mich., and a 
petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Wor- 
cester, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Park Davis & Co., manufac- 
turing chemists, of Detroit, Mich., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 1552, for the further prevention of cruelty 
to animals in the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Belle C. Bowley, State su- 

rintendent of the Loyal Temperance Union, of Wyandotte, 
Mich.., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1552, for the fur- 
ther prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. W. Babson, president, and 
other members of the East Washington Citizens’ Association, of 
the District of Columbia, praying that the Library of Congress be 
opened to the public from 9 a. m. to 10 p. m., Sundays and legal 
holidays excepted; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Worcester, Mass., praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Worcester, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, tele- 
phone, or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Worcester, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation raising the age of consent to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of Rev. John J. Carman, represent- 
ing the Ministers’ Conference, of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich.; of E. C. 
Warriner, principal, and 17 teachers of the high school of Sagi- 
naw East Side; of the Froebel Study Club, of Grand Rapids, Mich., 
and of the Literary Club of St. Louis, Mich., praying for the 
ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

_He also presented petitions of E. L. Bates, publisher of the 
News, of Pentwater; of Edwin W. Mason, publisher of the Lapeer 
County En rise, of Otter Lake; of Scarritt & Sternewold, pub- 
lishers of the Post, of Hudson; of E. T. re publisher of the 
Durand Express, of Durand; of Frank S. Neal, publisher of the 
Record, of Northville, and of Axel G. Burman, publisher of 
the Michigan Advance, of Cadillac, all in the State of Michigan, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
aws relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

_He also presented memorials of Eugene H. Swain and 17 other 
citizens of Bad Axe; of J. T. Crosby and 23 other citizens of Mil- 
ford, and of D. Swinton and 26 other citizens of Saginaw, all in 
the State of Michigan, remonstrating against the passage of House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 


mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 


Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the legislature of Minnesota, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 4339, to establish a 
national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, as follows: 


A joint resolution memorializing the Congress of the United States to estab- 
lish a new national military park at Vicksburg, Miss. 

Whereas there is now pending in Congress a bill (H. R. 4339) to establish a 
national military park to commemorate the campaign, siege, and defense of 
Vicksburg; and ; 

Whereas the operations that culminated almost simultaneously at Gettys- 
burg and Vicksburg in July, 1863, not only mark the turning point in the war 
of the rebellion, but also constitute one of the greatest epo 
of our country, and should both be commemorated in ti 
and enduring manner possible; and 

Whereas the establishment of a national military park at Vicksburg will 
be a most fitting and appropriate monument to the great commander whose 
genius planned these operations and directed them to a successful issue; and 

Whereas the State of Minnesota has an especial interest in this bill for the 
reason that of her gallant soldiers three regiments of infantry and one bat- 
tery of artillery participated in the operations it is intended to commemo- 
rate: Therefore 

The legislature of the State of Minnesota, by this concurrent resolution, 
asks that the above-named bill (H. R. 4339) be passed during this session of 
Congress, and requests the Senators and Members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives in Congress from Minnesota to labor earnestly for its passage: 
and the secretary of state is hereby directed to send a copy of this resolution 
to the Senators and Members of the House of Representatives trom Minne- 
sota; to the Hon. THoMAs B. Reeb, Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
and to the Hon. JoHn A. T. HOLL, chairman of the House Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


vochs in the history 
1@ most impressive 


J.D. JONES, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
JOHN L. GIBBS, 
President of the Senate. 
Approved this 5th day of February, 1897. 


D. M. CLOUGH, Governor. 
STATE OF MINNESOTA, Department of State: 


I, Albert Berg, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota, do hereby cer- 
tify that I have compared the annexed copy with the original act in my 
office, H. 8. No. 59, a joint resolytion memorializing Congress to establish a 
new national military park at Vicksburg, Miss., duly approved February 5, 
1897, and that said copy isa true and correct transcript of caid original act 
and of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
= of the State, at the capitol in St. Paul, this 5th day of February, A. D. 

897. 
ALBERT BERG, 
Secrefary of State. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of the Congregational and Christian 
churches of Carthage, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation raising the age of consent to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories: which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of the Congregational and Christian churches of Car- 
thage, S. Dak., praying for the appointment of a nonpartisan com- 
mission to collate information and to consider and recommend 
legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, agriculture, 
and capital; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the Philadelphia Mari- 
time Exchange, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the 
passage of Senate bill 3232, known as the discriminating-duty bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


THE PHILADELPHIA MARITIME EXCHANGE. 
Protest against the passage of the =e 3232) known as discriminating-duty 
vill. 
To the honorable the Senate of the United States: 

The Philadelphia Maritime Exchange respectfully and most earnestly me- 
morialize your honorable body against the passage of a certain bill, to wit, 
S$. 3232, known as the discriminating-dutv bill. 

This bill provides that a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem, in addition to the 
duties now imposed by law, shall be levied on all goods imported in ships not 
of the United States, and that any and all clauses in existing treaties in con- 
travention thereto be abrogated and repealed. 

In the opinion of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange the provisions of 
this bill, if enacted into law, would be disastrous to American shipping, and, 
instead of having the effect sought to be accomplished, would destroy rather 
than build up the American merchant marine. The discriminating duty 
would encourage importations into the United States by rail, and thus not 
only build up foreign lines running to Canadian and Mexican ports, but also, 
by shutting out foreign steamers at San Francisco, drive traffic from the 
American transcontinental railways to the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

The abrogation of some thirty-seven treaties with foreign nations, for itis 
reasonable to assume that no government would consent to strike out one sec- 
tion and allow the balance of the treaty to remain in force, would disrupt our 
trade relations with the maritime powers of the world, and the disastrous 
effect of such disturbance can not be overestimated. Should foreign govern- 
ments retaliate, which seems not unlikely, by putting a tax, say, of 10 per 
cent on all goods imported into their countries in vessels of the United States, 
the loss on outward cargoes, now carried by American vessels, would more 
than offset the gain on any probable amount of homeward cargo, as it is well 
known that the most profitable freights to the shipowner are the eastward, 
and not the westward ones. Many steamers come to this country in ballast, 
depending entirely upon the eastward-bound cargo for their voyage earnings. 

he protection sought to be given to the American shipowner by the pro- 
posed tax of 10 per cent on the value of the merchandise carried would be 
most unequally distributed. On a cargo of iron ore the tax would amount 
to about 20 per cent of the freight, while on a cargo of sugar or tobacco it 
would be fully 300 per cent; on corn it would be 3) per cent; on provisions, 
2u0 per cent, and so on, discriminating between shipowners in the first in- 
stance to the extent of giving fifteen times as much protection to one as to 
the other. In high-valued merchandise, such as silks, etc., this unjust dig 

ation would be still more appalling. 
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For reasons set forth, the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange believes that 
the proposed legislation would inure to the detriment: of American ship- 
owners and work harm to American commerce, and therefore most earn- 


estly petitions your honorable body against the passage of bill S. 8232. 
By order of the board of directors. 
GEO. E. EARNSHAW, President. 
Attest 


Ww. S. Harwoop, Secretary. 

PHILADELPHIA, February 8, 1897. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of West Chester, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


He also presented a petition of Bucks Quarterly Meeting of | 


Friends, of Newtown, Pa.,and a petition of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of the Presbyterian Church of Claysville, Pa., praying for 
the passage of House bill No. 7083, prohibiting the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in the Capitol building; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Sedgwick Post, No. 42, Depart- 
ment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lebanon, 
Pa., and a petition of Lieutenant 8. C. Potts Post, No. 62, Depart- 
ment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Altoona, 
Pa., praying for the passage of House bill No. 9209, granting a serv- 
ice pension to all honorably discharged officers and enlisted men of 
the war of the rebellion; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He alse presented the memorial of Mrs. C. Frank and sundry 
other citizens of Erie, Pa., and the memorial of George S. Owens 
and sundry other citizens of Greensburg, Pa., remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called Lond bill, relating to second- 
class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Fink & Stockberger, publishers 
of the Advance, of Latrobe; of Pooley Bros., of Philadelphia; of 
Charles H. Fischer, of Philadelphia, and of the National Board of 
Trade of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Claysville; of Robert McLaughlin and 
sundry other citizens of Allegheny County; of the Philanthropic 
Labor of Bucks Quarterly Meeting of Friends, of Newtown; of 
Charles H. Brown and sundry other citizens of Pittsburg; of the 
Methodist Episcopal Preachers’ Meeting of Pittsburg; of Charles 
E. St. John and sundry other citizens of Allegheny County; of 
William J. Skillman, of es of the Conference of Baptist 
Ministers of Philadelphia; of the faculty and students of the 
Moravian Seminary and College for Women, of Bethlehem, all in 
the State of Pennsylvania, and of the Thomas Davis Club, of New 
York, N. Y., praying for the ratification of the pending arbitra- 
tion treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered to fie on the 
table. 

He also presented the petition of John A. McCann and sundry 
other citizens of Newcastle Hundred, Newcastle County, Del., 
praying for the appointment by Congress of a joint commission to 
inquire into the existing political conditions in Delaware; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of the Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of the Congregational Church of Keokuk, 
Iowa, and a petition of 58 members of the Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of Troy, N. Y., praying for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Capitol building; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petitions of C. J. Wonser, publisher of 
the Tama Herald, of Tama; of J. H. Pearson, publisher of the 
Clipper, of Ainsworth; of J. C. Adams, publisher of the Howard 
County Times, of Cresco; of 8. L. Lewis, publisher of the Patriot, 
of Chariton; of S. W. Young, publisher of the Herald, of Hender- 
son, and of D. W. Butts, publisher of the Independent, of Little 
Sioux, all in the State of lowa, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
mail matter: which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Montezuma, 
Iowa, and a memorial of sundry citizens of Hedrick, Iowa, re- 
monstrating against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a memorial of the. board of health of 
New Jersey, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 
1552, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of James D. Flynn, publisher of 
the Register, of Bordentown, N. J., praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
olass mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 


| 





He also presented the memorial of Richard Hering and 27 ot}, 
citizens of South River, N. J., remonstrating against the pass 
of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to sec. 
class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post. 
Offices and Post-Roads. , 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 1, 
perance Union of Woodbury, N. J., and a petition of the Wom 
Christian Temperance Union of Brigantine, N. J., praying 
the enactment of legislation raising the age of consent to 18 
in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tempe: 
Union of Woodbury; of members of the Second Presbyt 
Church, of Camden; of members of the Ferry Avenue Meth 
Episcopal Church, of Camden; of members of the Seventh B 
Church, of Camden; of members of the Linden Baptist Chur 
Camden, and of members of the Emmanuel Baptist Church, o? 
Camden, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enacti,, 


eoantai 


peter @ 


of legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, tclo. 
yhone, or otherwise; which were referred to the Committee on 


nterstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Teimper 
ance Union of Woodbury; of members of the Seventh Baytis¢ 
Church, of Camden; of members of the Centenary Methodist |); 
copal Church, of Camden, and of members of the Kaighn Ayeny 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Camden, all in the State of Noy 
Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which \ 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper 
ance Union of Woodbury; of members of the Second Presby: 
Church, of Camden; of members of the Kaighn Avenue Met! 
Episcopal Church, of Camden, and of the Woman’s Christian Tem 
perance Union of Burlington County, all in theStateof New Jer 
praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District o# 
Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Citizenship Uni 
of Camden, N. J., and a petition of the Woman’s Christian 1 
perance Union of Burlington County, N. J., praying for the 
appointment of a nonpartisan commission to wellahe informat 
and to consider and recommend legislation to meet the pro}! 
presented by labor, agriculture, and capital; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of R. M. Chilcott, pub- 
lisher of the Times, of Wamego; of Matt. Thomson, publisher of 
the Signal, of Alma; of Clinton J. Moore, publisher of the Oketo 
Herald, of Oketo; of W. D. Wilkinson, publisher of the Advocate, 
of Ellsworth, all in the State of Kansas, and a petition of the 
M. T. Richardson Company, of New York City, praying for the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Union of 
the Pilgrim Congregational Church, of Paola, Kans., praying for 
the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
Baeawe in the Capitol building; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. Christian Krehbiel. elder, 
and sundry other members of the First Mennonite Church of Hal- 
stead, Kans., praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration 
treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the First Congregational 
Church of Hyde Park, Mass., praying for the ratification of the 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Bar Association 
of Boston, Mass., praying for the ratification of the pending «rbi- 
tration treaty with Great Britain without amendment; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Salem, Mass. 
remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Thomas Davis Club, of \ew 
York City, remonstrating against the ratification of the pening 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lic ou 
the table. 

Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of the First Baptist Church 
of Detroit, of the Ministers’ Conference of Sault Ste. Marie. and 
of members of the St. Louis Literary Club, of St. Louis, «!! 12 
the State of Michigan, praying for the ratification of the pen'45 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered to 118 
on the table. 3 

He also presented a petition of sundry Christian Endeavors 
and Temperance Workers of Richmond, Mich., praying for te 
enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
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liquors in the Capitol building; which was ordered to lie on the 
“ieee presented the petitions of L. X. Goulet & Son, publish- 
ers of the Osceola County Democrat, of Reed City; of Byron 
C. Armstrong, publisher of the Vidette, of Homer; of Charles 
F. Gee, publisher of the Imlay City Times and Dryden Review, of 
Imlay City; of E. L. Bates, publisher of the News, of Pentwater; 
of A. B. Smith, publisher of the Leader, of Milan; of Mrs. L. T. 
Tuttle, on behalf of 100 representative women of Lapeer; of Axel 
(. Burman, publisher of the Michigan Advance, of Cadillac; of 
J. Howard Edwards, proprietor of the Colon Express, of Colon; 
of Lee E. Palmer, publisher of the Copemish Courier, of Cope- 
mish, all in the State of Michigan, and a petition of the Fergus | 
Falls Chamber of Commerce, of Fergus Falls, Minn., praying for | 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BURROWS. I present the petitions of J. T. Stevens and | 
90 other citizens of Lockwood, Kent County; of E. R. Sipple and | 
°6 other citizens of Clayton, Kent County; of William H. Moore | 
and 27 other citizens of Kenton, Kent County; of John Moore and 
14 other citizens of Cheswold, Kent County, and of F. A. Ray- 
sard and 27 other colored.citizens of Kent County, all in the State | 
of Delaware, praying for the appointment of a joint commission | 
to inquire into the political conditions existing in that State, | 
averring that they are not those of a republican form of govern- | 
ment as contemplated by the Constitution of the United States. | 
I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Priv- | 


ileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Minnesota State Wom- 
an’s Christian Temperance Union, praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
pbuilding; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Minneapolis Methodist Preach- 
ers’ Meeting, of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the ratification of 
the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry publishers of Minneapolis 
and St. Paul, in the State of Minnesota, praying for the passage 
of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the legislature of Minnesota, 
preying for the enactment of legislation to establish a new national 
military park at Vicksburg, Miss.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of the Commercial Club, 
of Omaha, Nebr., praying for the passage of House bill No. 10090, 
to amend the interstate-commerce law, providing for the redemp- 
tion by common carriers of unused tickets; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Home and Foreign Missions of the Plymouth Congregational 
Church, of Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the passage of Senate bill 
No. 2485, to protect the first day of the week as a day of rest in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Home oak Foreign Missions of the ae Congregational 
Church, of Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion raising the age of consent to 18 years inthe District of Colum- 
bia and the Territories; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Home and Foreign Missions of the Plymouth Congregational 
Church, of Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the passage of Senate bill 
No. 2846, prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, 
or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented the petitions of Charles K. Ott, publisher of 
the Burt County Herald, of Tekamah; of J. D. Stein & Son, pub- 
lishers of the Daily and Weekly Journal, of Superior; of H. H. 
Campbell, publisher of the Oeceoks Record, of Osceola, and of J.C. 
Newsom, publisher of the Republican, of North Bend, all in the 
State of Nebraska, praying for the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of George A. Howe and sundr 
other citizens of York, of W. H. Sheppard and sundry other citi- 
zens of Rising City, and of Capt. A. Pearson and sundry other 
citizens of Pawnee City, all in the State of Nebraska, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ae the petition of Rev. Judson B. Bryant, 
pastor of the Baptist church, and 68 other members of the Baptist 





| 


| which were referred to the Committee 





Christian Endeavor Society of Wayne, Me., praying for the enacts 
ment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
the Capitol building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I present a petition of the leg 
islature of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of House bill No 
4339, to establish a national military park to commemorate the 
campaign, siege, and defense of Vicksburg. A copy of this joint 
resolution was presented by my colleague [Mr. ViLas] on Saturs 
day last and was read at the desk. I move that the copy I now 
present be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.” 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented petitions of Carl Feh 
landt, publisher of the Zeitung, of Fort Washington; of H. L. 
Brome, publisher of the Darlington Journal; of C. N. Johnson, 
publisher of the Advocate, of Merrill; of H. E. Zimmermann, pub 
lisher of the Standard-Democrat, of Burlington, and of J. H. Wag- 


goner, publisher of the Oconto County Reporter, of Oconto. all in 
the State of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of House bill No, 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; 


on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of P. H. Barry, adjutant- 
general of the Nebraska National Guard, of Lincoln, Nebr.. pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation for the relief of Miles FB, 
Durkee, late private of Company B, First Battalion Twelfth 


United States Infantry, from the charge of desertion; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Omaha, 
Nebr., praying for the passage of House bill No. 10090, to amend 
the interstate-commerce law, providing for the redemption by 
common carriers of unused tickets; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of E.S. Cloyer and sundry other 
citizens of Schuyler, Nebr., and the memorial of J. C. Barnes and 
sundry other citizens of Dawson County, Nebr., remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second. 
class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of W.S. Brown and sundry other 
citizens of Hamilton County, Iowa, praying for the ratification 
of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the officers of the Polish-Ameri- 
can organizations and representatives of the Polish-American 
press of the United States, praying that the immigration bill be 
so amended as to admit Poles into the United States; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Robert Kittle, of Fremont, 
Nebr., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 


m~Q 


Orta, for the re- 


lief of the Samburn Town Site Company, of Fremont; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
He also presented the petition of Bigheart, ex-chief of the Osage 


Indians, of Pawhuska, Ind. T., praying that the Indian appropria- 
tion bill be so amended as to repeal that portion of the clause 
granting citizenship to the Osage Indians; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Lincoln, 
Nebr.; the petition of Harpoolsky, publisher of the Pritel Lidu, 
of Wilber, Nebr., and the petition of J. D. Stern & Son, publishers 
of the Daily and Weekly Journal, of Superior, Nebr., praying for 
the passage of the s« called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition of the Wisconsin Cranberry 
Growers’ Association, praying that the European cranberry be 
included in our next tariff schedule, and that a reciprocity trade 
with Canada be opened up by a treaty providing for the importa- 
tion of our berries free into that country; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Engineers’ Club of St, 
Louis, Mo., praying for the adoption of an amendment to section 2 
of House bill No. 9492, so as to provide for surveys, examination, 
and investigations, topographical, hydrographical, and hydro- 
metrical, from Cubitts Gap to the Gulf of Mexico, with a view 
to selecting the best route for improvement as a deep-water chan- 
nel and the best form of construction thereof; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PALMER presented a memorial of the College Chronicle, 
of Waperville, tit. remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Peoria County Pomona 
Grange, of Dunlap, Ill., praying for the estabiishment of Govern- 
ment postal savings banks; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Palestine News, of Palestine, 
Ill., and the petition of Cad Allard, publisher of the Evening Star 
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and Star of the West, of Beardstown, IIl., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petitions of the publishers of the 
Howard County Times, of Casco; the Times, of Vinton; the Britt 
News, of Britt; the Eureka, of Anomora; the Times, of Kingsley; 
the Montgomery County Call, of Stanton; the Independent, of 
Humboldt; the Independent, of Little Sioux; the Tama Herald, 
of Tama; the Osceola County Tribune, of Sibley; the Herald, of 
Henderson, and the Patriot, of Chariton, all in the State of lowa, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to sec- 
ond-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

te also presented a petition of the Commercial Club, of Omaha, 


with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the ta’Jle. 

He also presented a petition of American citizens, members of 
Polish-American organizations and representatives of the Polish- 
American press, praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the immigration bill as passed by the House before final action 
is taken upon the bill by the Senate; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of Clinton Division, No. 33, Order 
of Railway Conductors, of Clinton, lowa, praying for the passage 
of the so-called antiscalping bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Waterloo, 
Oakland, and Belmont, all in the State of Lowa, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second- 
class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TILLMAN presented a petition of the legislature of South 
Carolina, praying Congress to recognize the independence of Cuba; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION. 


Whereas it is proper that this State, founded in revolution and owing its 
liberties to the f min =~ wl and sacrifices of rebels against foreign and royal 
rule, should declare itself upon the struggle of an American people for relief 
from oppressions far greater than those against which Marion, Sumter, and 
Rutledge contended: 

Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), 1. That the 
general assembly of South Carolina expresses its hearty sympathy with the 
people of Cuba in their gallant contest for independence. 

2. That in the opinion of this body the successful maintenance of the cause 
of the republic for two years, resulting in its —_ “nt practical control of the 
entire island outside of the heavily garrisoned cities and towns, warrants its 
recognition asa sovereign power, holding the territory it claims and admin- 
istering its government. 


8. That copies of these resolutions be forwarded to the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives of South Carolina in Congress. 


LEGISLATIVE DEPARTMENT, HoUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Columbia, S. C., January 28, 1897. 
S1r: I have the honor herewith to transmit to you the inclosed concurrent 
resolution adopted by the general assembly of South Carolina at its present 


session. 
Very respectfully, J. W. GRAY, 
Clerk of the House. 

Hon. B. R. TILLMAN, 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. PASCO presented the memorial of Charles H. Walton, 
editor of the Indian River Advocate, of Titusville, Fla., remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to 
second-class mail matter; which was refefred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the senior and junior 
branches of the Christian Endeavor societies of Marlboroand Troy, 
and of the Epworth League and the Young People’s Union of Marl- 
boro, all in the State of New Hampshire. praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
the Capitol building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Portsmouth, N. H., ae for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, tele- 

»hone, or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on 
nterstate Commerce. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented the petitions of M. C. Haynie, pub- 
lisher of the Brooksville Pioneer; of J. J. Haynie, manager of the 
East Mississippi Tribune, and of M. C. Haynie, publisher of the 
Mashulaville Gazette, all in the State of Mississippi, praying for 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relat- 
ing to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present sundry petitions of citizens of 
Missouri in favor of the passage of the Loud bill. They are all 
in the usual stereotyped, printed form, with one or two signa- 
tures to each. I move that the petitions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices‘and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I also present a memorial quite numerously 
signed remonstrating against the passage of the Loud bill. It is 
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the memorial of W. A. Russell, Samuel E. Thompson, and others 
of Tarkio, Atchison County, Mo. I move that the memoria] | 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [I also present a petition of Ozark Division 
No. 30, Order of Railway Conductors, of Springfield, Mo.,in fayo: 
of Senate bill 3544, amendatory to an act entitled ‘“‘An act to reey 
late commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and the several ; 
amendatory thereof. I move that the petition be referred to th 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris} 


@< 


os 


s . , in 
Temperance Union of Denison, Tex., praying for the enactment 
| of legislation raising the age of consent to 18 years in the Distr; 


. oo 


mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MURPHY presented petitions of sundry members of ¢} 
Methodist Episcopal church, of Albany; of the Association of the 
Methodist Episcopal Ministers of Rochester, and of sundry citi 
zens of Keeseville, all in the State of New York, praying for the 
ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain: 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Sag Har)or, 
N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lakewood; of M. J. Madigan, editor of the Catho- 
lic News, of New York City; of Victor Dworsak, editor of the 
Katholisches Volksblatt, of New York; of publisher of the Catho- 
lic News, of New York; of the Catholic News Publishing Com- 
pany, of New York; of William T. Comstock, publisher of Archi- 
tecture and Building, of New York; of W. E. Churchill, publisher 
of the Republican, of Weedsport; of Thomas J. Blain, publisher 
of the Enterprise, of Port Chester; of George F. Darrow, pub- 
lisher of the Advance, of Ogdensburg; of Judson Howden, pub- 
lisher of the Observer, of Fillmore; of J. R. McCormick, publisher 
of Giddes-Solway Mail, of Solway; of James L. Taylor, publisher 
of the Dobbs Ferry Register, of Dobbs Ferry; of the Brewers’ 
Journal, of New York City; of F. W. Shepperd, publisher of the 
Contract News, Fire and Water, etc., of New York City; of the 
New York Lumber Trade Journal; of M. T. Richardson & (Co., 

ublishers of the Boots and Shoes Weekly, the Blacksmith and 
Wheelwright, and the Amateur Sportsman, of New York; of W. J, 
Johnston, publisher of the Electrical World, of New York City; 
of Walter B. Sheppard, publisher of the Democrat, of Penn Yan; 
of E. M. Lansing, publisher of the Weekly News, of Chester; of 
J. E. Seward, publisher of the Coal Trade Journal, of New York; 
of David Williams, publisher of the Iron Age, of New York, and 
of G. Harry Abbott, publisher of the Cloak and Suit Review, of 
New York, all in the State of New York, praying for the passage 
of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. CAFFERY presented sundry petitions of citizens of New 
Orleans, La., praying for the ratification of the pending arbitra- 
tion treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented a petition of the Rhode Island Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, praying for the ratification of the 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 
to lie onthe table. 

He also presented a petition of the Pawtucket Business Men's 
Association, of Pawtucket, R. I., praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Hope, R.I., 
remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. __ 

He also presented a petition of the Baptist Young People’s Union 
and the Epworth League, of Wickford, R. I., and a petition of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Rhode Island, praying 
for the enactment of legislation raising the age of consent to !5 
years in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. ae 

He also presented a petition of the Baptist Young People’s Union 
and the Epworth League, of Wickford, R. I., and a petition 0! the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Rhode Island, pra ns 
for the appointment of an impartial, nonpartisan commission! ‘0 
collate information and to consider and recommend legislation 
meet the problems presented by labor, agriculture, and cap" ul; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. : 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temp:'- 
ance Union, of Rhode Island, and the Epworth League and the 
Baptist Young People’s Union of Wickford, R. I., praying for the 
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Orthos on Interstate Commerce. 


He also presented petitions of the Epworth League and the Bap- 
tist Young People’s Union of Wickford, R. I.; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Rhode Island, and a petition of 
the Baltimore Yearly Meeting of Friends, of Baltimore, Md., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intox- 
icating liquors in the District of Columbia; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. GRAY presented a petition of the Delaware Peace Society, 
of Wilmington, Del., praying for the ratification of the pending 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Mrs. A. H. Hurd and 
other members of the Literary Club of New Haven, Conn., favor- 
ing the arbitration treaty; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of O. B. Morgan and 26 other 
citizens of Stanford, Conn., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also presented a petition of 65 members of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Stonington, Conn., praying for 


the enactment of legislation raising the age of consent to 18 years 
in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Pawcatuck, Conn., and a petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Plantsville, Conn., praying for 
the enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by 
telegraph, telephone, or otherwise; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BAKER presented the petitions of Clinton J. Moore, pub- 
lisher of the Oketo Herald, of Oketo; of Matt. Thomson, publisher 
of the Signal, of Alma; of F. E. Young, publisher of the Western 
News, of Stockton; of J. M. Cavaness, publisher of the Chitopa 
Advance, of Chitopa; of W. D. Wilkerson, publisher of the Advo- 
cate, of Elmwood; of I. J. C. Guy, proprietor of the Syracuse Re- 
ynblican, and of W. D. Guarom, publisher of the Republican, of 

aota, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the passage of the 
so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Cherryvale, 
Kans., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Cawker City, Kans., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, re- 
lating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorials of J. K. Morgan, publisher of 
the Register, of Neodesha; of Arthur Copper, publisher of the 
Mail and Breeze, of Topeka; of L. 8. Roby, publisher of the Kan- 
sas Endeavorer, of Topeka; of N. H. Harmon, C. B. Harmon, and 
J. P. Zimmerman, publishers of Farmers’ Vindicator, of Valley 
Falls; of W. P. Morrison, publisher of Central Kansas Democrat, 
of Sterling; of F. W. Arnold, publisher of Empire, of Alton; of 
Mark Cromwell, editor and publisher of Cromwell’s Kansas Mir- 
ror, of Kansas City; of George Harman, publisher of the Times, of 
Oskaloosa; of J. W. Somers, publisher of the New Era, of Spring 
Hill; of A. F. McCarty, publisher of the Enterprise, of Elsmore; 
of the Southwestern Farmer Company, publishers of the South- 
western Farmer and American Horticulturist, of Wichita; of C. B. 
Walker, publisher of Educational Echo, of Norton; of H. J. and 
C. A. Cneaian, publishers of the Courier, of Fairview; of Galen R. 
Hickok, publisher of the’Globe, of Wellsville; of Levi L. Alrich, 
publisher of Public Record, of Cawker City; of O. O. Outcalt, 
— of the Burlington Courier, of Burlington; of Frank H. 

{clvor, editor of the Sentinel, of Hoxin; of D. E. Sanders, publisher 


of the Normal Journal, of Fort Scott; of T. B. Murdock, publisher. 


of Daily and Weekly Republican, of El Dorado; of James M. Jones, 
publisher of the Seneca News, of Seneca; of C. G. Price, publisher 
of Severyite,of Severy; of C. E. Moore, publisher of the Repub- 
lican, of Cherryvale; of H. W. Young, publisher of Star and Kan- 
san, of Independence; of Sanford Topping, publisher of Assembly 

Herald, of Ottawa; of Ed. F. Haberlein, publisher of Game and 
Shooting, of McPherson, and of George C. Armstrong, publisher 
of the Republican, of Moline, all in the State of Kansas, remon- 
strating against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

_ Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Channon-Emery Stove 
C ——— of Quincy, Ill., and a petition of Nichols & Sinnock, of 
Quincy, Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bank- 
ruptey bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Walter J. Miller, publisher 
of the College Chronicle, of Naperville, Lll., and the memorial of 
E. G. Metlack, of Red Bud, Il., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail mat- 
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ter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Rockford, Ill., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Peoria County Pomona Grange, 
No. 33, of Peoria, Ill., praying for the establishment of postal 
savings banks; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Modern Woodmen of Amer- 


| ica, of Greenville, D1l., and a petition of the Order of the Supreme 


Tribe of Ben Hur, of Crawfordsville, Ind., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called Linton bill, regulating fraternal beneficiary 
societies; which were ordered to lie on the table. : 

He also presented a memorial of the Thomas Davis Club, of New 
York City, N. Y., remonstrating against the ratification of the 
ee treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 

o lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Presbytery of Chicago; of the . 
pupils of the Brookfield district school, of Lasalle County, and of 
sundry citizens of Monmouth and Wheaton, all in the State of 
Illinois, praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration 
treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petitions of R. S. Russell, publisher of the 
Leader, of Kirkwood, Ill.; of Cad Allard, publisher of the Evening 
Star, of Beardstown, Ill.; of the Galena Gazette, A. W. Glesener, 
president; of C. A. Whitney, publisher of the Suburban News, of 
Lagrange, lll.; of B. J. Beardsley, publisher of the Telephone, 
of Princeville, Ill.; of H.W. Jones, publisher of the Independent, of 
Ipara, Ill.; of John R. Marshall, publisher of the Kendall County 
Record, of Yorkville, Ill.; of A.W. Ambrose, editor of the Palestine 
News, of Palestine, Ill., and of H. S. Rich & Co., publishers of the 
Western Brewer, of Chicago, Ill., praying ‘or the passage of the 
so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter: which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of Edward Snyder and sundry 
other citizens of Urbana, Ill., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented the petition of O. R. Brouse, editor of the 
Golden Censer, of Rockford, Il., praying for the adoption of cer- 
tain amendments to the so-called Loud bill, relating to second- 
class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of C. E. Brown and sundry other 
citizens of Bloomington, Il., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation reclassifying railway postal clerks; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Odell, Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; for the enactment 
of legislation raising the age of consent to 18 years in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories, and for the enactment of legisla- 
tion regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of 
Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Oftices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Maysville, I1., 
peere for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
ntoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented the petitions of W. G. Kentzel, 
publisher of the St. Tammany Farmer, of Covington; of H. A. Gar- 
rett, publisher of the Tensas Gazette; of I. Jaupt, and of Wilbur 
H. Kramer, publisher of the St. Mary Optic, of Patterson, all in 
the State of Louisiana, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Oftices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Erin, Tenn., and a petition of the Young People’s 
Society of Christian Endeavor of Troy, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the Capitol building; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of C. O. Prescott and sundry 
other citizens of Milton, Mass., praying for the ratification of the 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of East Brook- 
field, Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colume 
bia, to whom were referred the two amendments submitted by 
himself on the 2d and 4th instants, intended to be proposed to the’ 
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District appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that thev be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9101) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
authorize the Montgomery Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Alabama River near the city of 
Montgomery, Ala.,” approved March 1, 1893, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. MANTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. CANNON on the 
5th instant, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriationsand printed; which wasagreed to. 

Mr. THURSTON, from the Select Committee on International 
Expositions, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

COURTS IN TEXAS—VETO MESSAGE, 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom were referred the bill (H. R. 9469) to constitute 
anew division of the eastern judicial district of Texas, and to 
provide for holding the terms of court at Beaumont, Tex., and 
for the appointment of a clerk for said court, and the objections 
of the President thereto, to report it back with the recommenda- 
tion that the bill do pass, the objections of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding. I submit a written report thereon. 
It is a privileged matter, and I ask that the question be now taken. 

Mr. MILLS. It isa question of privilege, and I ask that it may 
be submitted to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestionis, Shall the bill pass 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ishould like to hear the veto message read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will first state the ques- 
tion. Shall the bill now pass, the objections of the President to 
the contrary notwithstanding? The bill and message will be read 
at length. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message of the President will be 
read at length. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To the House of Representatives: 

Ireturn herewith without my approval House bill No. 9469, entitled “An 
act to constitute a new division of the eastern judicial district of Texas, and 
to provide for the holding of terms of court at Beaumont, Tex., and for the 
appointment of aclerk for said court.” , ’ 

ft appears that terms of court are now held at four different places within 
the eastern judicial district of Texas, and that parties having business in the 
courts are not seriously inconvenienced under present arrangements. 

Both the Federal judge and district attorney in this district express them- 
selves in opposition to the bill as unnecessary and an interruption to the 
transaction of the large volumeof business now pending and constantly com- 
ing before the court. She 

I have before me certificates of the clerks of the present divisions of the 
courts showing that during the last five years the counties which it is pro- 
posed shall constitute the new division have contributed but forty-twocases 
to the calendars of the court. SS 

Conclusive proof is also before me that the additional terms of court pro- 
vided for in this bill would sointerfere with the terms already — in 
the existing divisions that the proper administration of the civil as well as 
the criminal law would be impracticable. 

The criminal docket of the terms held at Paris is so large that under present 
arrangements and with the utmost industry trials can not now beas promptly 
disposed of as the ends of justicerequire. This condition would be further 
aggravated if terms of the court should be held at Beaumont on the dates 
proposed in this bill, since they are fixed at such tisnes as to necessarily cur- 
tail the period now devoted to the Paris terms. : 

On the grounds stated, and because Iam unable to discover how the public 
interests can — be promoted by the proposed legislation, I am con- 
strained to withhold my approval of the bill under consideration. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 








EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 14, 1897. 


Mr. MILLS. Let the report be read. There isa report sub- 
mitted by the Senate Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report this day submitted by Mr. DANIEL, 
as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary have had under consideration House bill 
9469, ** To constitute a new division of the eastern judicial district of Texas, 
and to provide for the holding of terms of court at Beaumont, Tex., and for 
the appointment of a clerk for said court,” and report the same to the Senate 
with the recommendation that it do pass, the objections of the President to 
the contrary notwithstanding. 

This bill was passed by the House of Representatives after a unanimous 
report in its favor by the Judiciary Committee of that body. It was sent to 
the Senate and referred to the Judiciary Committee, from which it was re- 
ported favorably and passed the Senate. It was then presented to the Presi- 
dent for his approval and returned to the House with objections. It was 
again referred to the Judiciary Committee of the House for reconsideration; 
and having been reconsidered, was again reported favorably, and the House 
on reconsideration passed the bill by the constitutional majority of two-thirds. 
{t again came to the Senate with the objections of the President, and was 
again referred to the Judiciary Committee of the Senate for reconsideration; 
and the committee report that they have carefully considered the objections 
of the President and report the bill back to the Senate with the recommen- 
dation that it do pass, the objections of the President to the contrary not- 
withstanding. Beaumont, the point at which the court is to be held, is in the 
southeastern part of the State. It is in the eastern judicial district of Texas. 
There are now four places of holding courts in that district—one at Paris, on 
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the northern border of the State; one at Jefferson,”on the eastern borde 
the northern part of the district; one at Tyler, in the central portion ; 
north half of the district, and one at Galveston, in the southwestern part of 


rin 
f the 
the district. There are nine counties of the district where process is now ; 
turnable to Galveston, and the persons who may be required to attend thas 
court—from most of them—must go through Beaumont to reach Galvest. n 
either by land or water. Two of the eleven counties are returnable to T, 
under existing law, and they would be accommodated by the change } >>. 
vosed. The committee believe that, among other considerations, the con, 
ience of the people who are compelled to attend the courts, either as part 
witnesses, or jurors, ought be to consulted, and while it may be true tha: 
to the present time there has not-been a large amount of litigation arisin« 
the counties made returnable to Beaumont, it would be a convenience to { 
people of those counties. Besides, within a few years there has grown 
very considerable industry at Beaumont and in its vicinity. The remo, 
of obstructions to the navigation of Sabine Pass has opened a way to m 
for the product of the immense pineries of southeast Texas, and that 
of the State is increasing in population and wealth as a consequence 
improvement of its commercial facilities. The people in the locality of | 
mont who now have to attend court must goeither to Tyler or Galy 
The first is 175 miles and the other 135 miles distant. There can be n 
a very trifling additional expense incurred, and the committee think t) 
convenience of the people interested outweighs the objections interposed by 
the President. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I wish to have the attention « 4 


anirPorvu- 


Or 


Senate for a few moments, and for only a few moments. [| wil] 
state that this is a bill authorizing the judge of the eastern d ‘ 
of Texas to hold a term of court at Beaumont. The bill when 
introduced in the House of Representatives was referred t ) 
Judiciary Committee, indorsed by that committee, reported 8 
House. and passed by the House of Representatives. It was sent 
here. It was referred to the Judiciary Committee of this | ’ 
and was reported favorably by the Judiciary Committee. It; d 
this body, and was sent to the President. 

The President returned the bill to the House of Represent: 3 
with his objections. The House referred his objections an the 
bill again to the Committee on the Judiciary of that body. 
bill was reconsidered with the President’s objections, reported c 
favorably, and notwithstanding those objections the House by the 
constitutional majority passed the bill. It was again sent to the 
Senate, and the Senate referred it again toits Judiciary Comn 8 
for reconsideration. The Senate Judiciary Committee this: \- 
ing, after having reconsidered it, report it back with the r \- 
mendation that the bill should pass, notwithstanding the President's 
objections. 

Mr. President, the burden of the President’s objection is that 
the judge of the court, the marshal, the district attorney, ani the 
clerk are opposed to the bill. When I first came to Co ; 
twenty-four years ago, there were three Federal courts in the 
State of Texas, with 274,000 square miles of territory in the State, 
I began to ask Congress to pass bills to distribute the courts, to 
piace them nearer to the people. I think in every single instance 
where I and the other Representatives of Texas asked that tliat 
should be done we met the opposition of the judge, the marsiial, 
the district attorney, and the clerk, who think that their con- 
venience ought to be consulted instead of the convenience of the 
people. Itis strange to me that the President does not consult 
the fifteen members sent here by Texas, thirteen in th 1er 
branch and two in this, but consults alone the interests o ) 
people of Texas as they are represented to him by the judge, the 


district attorney, the marshal, and the clerk. 
I hope that the Senate will pass the biil. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Texas 
does great injustice to the President in stating that the Presi ‘s 
reason for opposition to the bill is that the judge, the district 
attorney, and the clerk do not like it. The President’s reason for 
opposition to the bill is a very strong one indeed. It is that in 


the district where the court is to be held there have been but 
forty-two cases in five years for decision in the United States 
court. I think that is a good, strong, honest reason, which ought 
to be considered, and considering it as a good, strong, honest 


son, I propose to support the bill, and why? I propose to support 
the bill because, while there is not a great deal of business, there 
is a rapidly growing community where there must be a great (val 
more. There are important railroads now starting; there ar 
business interests arising under United States laws, and th: ra 
controversies likely to come up there of importance, whe! @ 
impartiality which the Constitution secures in the interests 0 


citizens of the different States onght to be preserved. 


I think also, as the Senator from Texas has said has becn 51S 
own action, that it is very important indeed, as a matter of })u!16 
policy, that the United States courts should be multiplied wit'12 
reasonable bounds; that they should be brought close to the }co- 
ple. I understand (the Senator from Texas will correct me |! I 
am wrong) that the nearest place to this town where a United 


States court is now held is about 130 miles off. 

Mr. MILLS. One hundred and thirty-five miles. 

Mr. HOAR. It is 135 miles off. 

Mr. MILLS. And the next one is 175 miles. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, itis not wise to compel persons charged 
with small offenses, it is not wise to compel persons who “Te 
accused of violating patents, it is not wise to compel persons W!0, 
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if we have @ bankruptcy law, will be interested in bankrupt es- 
tates, to have to travel that distance from their homes to get jus- 


tice. The United States ought, within reasonable limits, to carry 
its justice to every man’s door, as we carry the mails to every 
man’s door. 


The prejudice against the great constitutional power and the 
prejudice against the great constitutional rights created by the 
United States Constitution in many ae and in many parts 
of the country, when you come to find out its origin, arises from 
the fact that the people do not like to be dragged for justice, 
especially by their antagonists, over great spaces to places that 
are strarge to them. The United States ought to have its trials 
in the vicinage. 

And so, not sharing the objection of the Senator from Texas to 
the President’s reasons, I think the President's reasons are out- 
weighed by better and stronger reasons on the other side, and I 
shall earnestly support the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Massachusetts has supported 
what Isaid. The President did make his objections to the bill 
because the judge was opposed to it, because the marshal was 
opposed to it, because the district attorney was opposed to it, and 
because the clerk was opposed to it; and he did add the additional 
reason Which the Senator from Massachusetts speaks of. But the 
Senator from Massachusetts has shown that he knows more about 
that part of the country than the President, and that the Presi- 
dent's objection was not a very strong one. 

| hope we shall have a vote. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not want to take the time of the Senate, but 
my only reason for rising was because [ thought it was fair that 
the fact as to the small number of cases there should be under- 
stood by the 
in spite of it there were good reasons for the passage of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President to the contrary notwithstanding? The Secretary 
will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. Understanding that he 
would vote “ yea” on this bill, I will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with my colleague, the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINs]. 
I do not know how he would vote if present, and therefore I with- 
held my vote. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
vith the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GorpDoN], and withhold my 
vote, e 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. Ashe is absent from 
the Chamber, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 
would vote, I withhold my own. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL (after having voted in the affirmative). As I have 
no direct information as to how the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Proctor] would vote if present, I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 57, nay 1; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 


I am paired with the 
Not knowing how he 


Aldrich, Cockrell, Mantle, Sewell, 
Allen, Cullom, Martin, Sherman, 
Allison, Daniel, Mills, Stewart, 
Bacon, Davis, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Baker, Gallinger, Morgan, Thurston, 
Bate, Gibson, Murphy, Tillman, 
Berry, Gray, Nelson, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Hansbrough, Palmer, Jest, 
Brown, Hawley, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Burrows, Hill, Peffer, Walthall, 
Cameron, Hoar, Perkins, Wetmore, 
Carter, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Wilson. 
Chandler, Lodge, Pugh, 
Chilton, McBride, uay, 
Clark, McMillan, oach, 

NAY—L 

Caffery. 

NOT VOTING—22. 

Blanchard, Frye, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
Brice, Gear, Kenney, pen 
Butler, George, Kyle, Smith, 
Call, Gordon, Lindsay, Squire, 
Cannon, Gorman, Mitchell, Oreg. _—‘ Vilas, 
Dubois, Hale, Morrill, Warren, 
Elkins, Harris, Platt, White, 
Faulkner, Irby, Pritchard, Wolcott. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is passed, two-thirds of the 
Senators present having voted in the affirmative. 
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UNITED STATES ATTORNEY FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report a bill to remove doubts as to the power of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia to provide for a vacancy in the 
office of attorney of the United States for the District of Columbia, 
for which I ask immediate consideration. 

The bill (S. 3666) to remove doubts as to the power of the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia to provide for a vacancy 
in the office of attorney of the United States for the District of 






Columbia was read the first time by its title and the second time 
at length, .as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in case of a vacancy in the oflice of attorr f the 
United States for the District of Columbia the supreme court of said District 
may fill the same, and the person appointed by said court shall sery lan 
appointment is made by the President and the appointee is duly qual and 
no longer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the presen n- 


sideration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of t 
V hole, proce ded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tir 
ARTESIAN THE DAKOTAS. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. PeTTiGREWw on 
the 23d ultimo, reported it without amendment; and it was: 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That iere 
be printed 2,000 additional copies of an extract from the Seventeenth Annual 


lered 
1e, and passed, 


WATERS OF 


mSla- 





Report of the United States Geological Survey, entitled “ Preliminary report 
tesian waters of a portion of the Dakotas,” for distribution by the Geo- 
logical Survey. 
EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to report back 
with an amendment a resolution submitted by the Senator from 


Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] on January 12, 1897, and I ask unanimous 
consent for its consideration at this time. 





3y unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
following resolution: 
Resolved, That tho stenographer reporting the hearings before the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce under the resolution of the Senate of Decem- 
| ber 9, 18%, and alsothe hearings pending before the Committee on the ¢ J 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 
The amendment was, in line 4, after the date ‘* 1896,” to insert 
‘‘and in relation to bills pending before said committee.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3667) to enable 
individual bondholders to increase the volume of national-bank 
notes of a special form, without charge, and for other purposes; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committ 
on Finance. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 3668) granting an increase of 
pension to Maj. John H. Geurkee; which was read twice by 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Comn 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 3669) relating to the landing 
of foreign submarine telegraph cables within the United Stat 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3670) to increase the 
sion of Mrs. Elizabeth 8. Roberts, widow of the late Gen. Ben): 
S. Roberts, United States Army; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3671) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Pekin, in the State of Illinois; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3672) granting a per 
to John Deming; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Sion 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. ROACH (by request) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. r 
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METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 
On motion by Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary_request the House of Representatives to re- 
turn to the Senate the bill (H. R. 9647) to authorize the extension of the lines 
of the Metropolitan Railroad Company, of the District of Columbia. 


INVESTIGATION BY JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be authorized in the case of Charles F. Amidon to send for persons 
and papers, toadminister oaths, and to employ a stenographer; and that the 


expenses thus incurred be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, on 
vouchers approved by the chairman of said committee. 


FOREIGN RELATIONS, 1896. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives 
concurring), That there be printed and bound in red cloth 1,000 copies of For- 
eign Relations, 1896, including the last annual message of the President of the 
United States and the last annual report of the Secretary of State, for the 
use of the Department of State. 


RECALL OF A BILL FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. TILLMAN. [ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
at this time of the bill (S. 3590) to limit the effect of the regula- 
tion of commerce between the several States and with foreign 
countries in certain cases. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I rise to morning business. 
enrrent resolution to offer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
submitted a request, which the Chair will state. 

Mr. FETTIGREW. Before that is done, I wish to submit a 
concurrent resolution, which I ask to have considered at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theconcurrent résolution submitted 
by the Senator from South Dakota will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


I have a con- 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the Senate Senate bill No. 3328, entitled 
“An act toamend an act entitled "An act to repeal the timber-culture laws, 
and for other purposes.’"’ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the concurrent resolution? 

Mr. HILL. What is the ground for that resolution, Mr. Presi- 
dent? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The resolution refers to a bill which has 
passed both Houses and gone to the President, but which contains 
an error which I think will defeat the purpose of the bill. I there- 
fore offer the resolution for the purpose of recalling the bill and 
correcting the error. 

Mr. HILL. Isimply suggest to the Senate whether it is custom- 
ary to recall a bill from the President of the United States for 
the correction of a substantial error. An error of engrossment is 
one thing, but an error of fact or the amendment of a bill is an 
entirely different thing. What is the exact fact in this case? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Itiscustomary,Iam informed by the older 
members of the Senate, to pass such resolutions, and it has been 
done very many times, both for the purpose of amending a bill and 
correcting an error in its enrollment. 

Mr. HILL. I, of course, will bow with respect to the statement 
of the Senator, if he is correctly informed, but I was not aware 
that it had been customary in the Congress of the United States 
to ask for the recalling of a bill sent to the President and in his 
hands for approval or disapproval, in order to have the bill 
amended, but it has been customary, where it was alleged that 
an error had been made in the enrollment of a bill, to ask to have 
it returned, simply to correct the error of enrollment. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I think he will find 
that there is a rule of the Senate on the subject, and that the 
resolution is in accordance with the custom. 

Mr. HILL. Can the Senator refer me to the rule? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There can be no doubt of the power of the 
House which has originated a bill to recall it from the President 
at any time before he has actually approved or disapproved it. 

Mr. CULLOM. For any reason. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have known several cases of that kind 
where, in the enrollment or in the preparation of a bill for the 
President, some mistake had been made by inadvertence. It is 
certainly within the power of the Senate to recall a bill originat- 
ing in this body. 

Mr. HILL. As to any mistake in enrollment, any mistake in 
printing, any mistake per se, I agree with the Senator. The only 
query I start is whether, when there is an allegation of a mistake 
of that character, it is proper to recall a bill from the President 


of the United States in order to amend it in the matter of sub- 
stance. If that is so—— 

Mr. SHERMAN, That is not only so, but when a bill has been 
recalled motions to bring it back to the condition in which it was 
when reported from the committee are usually put—motions to 
reconsider the vote 7 which the bill was weed to a third read- 
ing and passed and all the other motions which are proper in the 
ordinary course of procedure on a bill, until we reach the stage 
when it is open to amendment. 

Mr. HILL. Will theSenator from Massachusetts call my atten- 
tion to the rule to which he has just referred? 

Mr. HOAR. I find I was wrong about the rule. 

Mr. HILL. Is not the Senator from Massachusetts also wrone 
as to the fact? - 

Mr. HOAR. I find the rule applies only to bills sent to the 
House of Representatives, and not to bills sent to the President. 
I was wrong in my recollection of the rule. 

Mr. HILL. I have no doubt that it would be a very agreea}le 
practice at times, and very beneficial in order to prevent a veto to 
recall a bill, and the President in the last stages of a session, if a bil] 
could be amended, might desire toapprove it; but [am not aware 
that it has been the practice of the Congress of the United States to 
recall a bill once sent under the Constitution to the President of 
the United States simply and solely for the purpose of amending 
it ina matter of substance, and not to correct an enrollment, a 
typographical error, or anything of that kind; and I suggest the 
question as to the power of Congress to do it. If there is no rule 
providing for the recall of a bill for amendment, it can not be 
done, it strikes me. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from South Dakota to 
let the resolution go over. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam perfectly willing that the resolution 
shall lie on the table until the Senator from New York has gained 
the information he desires upon this very important subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States by Mr. 0. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 4th instant approved and signed the act (S. 878) granting a 
pension to Jared 8. Chamberlain. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 6th instant approved and signed the following 


acts: 

An act (S. 738) authorizing the establishment of a pier-head 
light at or near South Milwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin; and 

An act (S. 3555) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act granting to 
the Eastern Nebraska and Gulf Railway Company right of way 
through the Omaha and Winnebago Indian reservations, in the 
State of Nebraska,” by extending the time for the construction of 
said railway. 

BILL BECOME A LAW. 


The message further announced that the bill (S. 1682) granting 
an increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah B. Leet, having been pre- 
sented to the President on January 26, 1897, and not having been 
returned by him to the House of Congress in which it originated 
within the time prescribed by the Constitution of the United States, 
has become a law without his approval. 


INTERSTATE REGULATIONS CONCERNING LIQUORS. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I now renew my request for unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate — to the consideration of the bill (8. 3590) 
to limit the effect of the regulation of commerce between the sev- 
eral States and with foreign countries in certain cases. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Pending that request, I rise to submit a privi- 
leged motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed to the 
request of the Senator from South Carolina, the bill will go over. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 10167) making appropriations to provide for tle 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The bill (H. R. 10203) to amend section 40 of an act to reduce 
the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur- 

es, approved October 1, 1890, so as to authorize the sale o! 
orfeited domestic smoking opium tothe highest bidder, was rea’ 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
PASSPORT REGULATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives; 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State and 
accompanying reports from diplomatic and consular officers of the U nited 
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»3 on the passport regulations of foreign countries. In view of the evi 
Ss value of the ang yrmation contained in these reports, especially to Ameri- 
can citizens going abroad and sojourning or traveling in foreign lands, I 
approve the recommendation of the Secretary that Congress authorize the 
printing of a special edition of 3,000 copies of the work, to be distributed by 
the Department of State as indicated in the Secretary's report 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 
SXECUTIVE MANSION, 
. Washington, February 8, 1897. 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION REPORT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and ordered 
to lie on the table and to be printed, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


| herewith submit the Thirteenth Annual Report of the Civil Service Com- 
mission, containing a detailed statement of its important work, and exhibit- 
ing the present condition of the classified service of the Government. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 8, 1897. 


Nore.—The report accompanying this message has been sent to the House 
of Representatives. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After four hours and twenty 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 5 o'clock and 20 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Tuesday, February 9, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 8, 1897. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 


Lieut. Col. Edward Moale, Third Infantry, to be colonel, Febru- 
ary 4, 1897, vice Crofton, Fifteenth Infantry, retired from active 
service. 

Maj. Francis Edmond Lacey, Seventeenth Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel, February 4, 1897, vice Moale, Third Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Capt. Augustus Whittemore Corliss, Eighth Infantry, to be 
major, February 4, 1897, vice Lacey, Seventeenth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 





WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive. nomination withdrawn February 8, 1897. 


Jacob P. Criss, to be tmaster at New Wilmington, Lawrence 
County, in the State of Pennsylvania. Information has been re- 
ceived of the decease of Mr. Criss.on the 2d instant. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 8, 1897, 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


Isaac H. Lionberger, of Missouri, to be Assistant Attorney- 
General. 
POSTMASTERS. 


James A. Boyd, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Texas. 

Albert J. Smith, to be postmaster at Northville, in the county 
of Fulton and State of New York. 

John R. Mackessy, to be postmaster at Waverley, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Henry G. Ellsworth, to be postmaster at Barron, in the county 
of Barron and State of Wisconsin. 

Edward F. Douglass, to be postmaster at Dysart, in the county 
of Tama and State of Iowa. 

James R. Crowe, to be postmaster at Sheffield, in the county of 
Colbert and State of Alabama. 

_James Rennil, to be postmaster at Pauls Valley, in Chickasaw 

Nation County, Ind. T. 

W. J. Semmons, to be postmaster at Primghar, in the county of 
O'Brien and State of Iowa. 

Stephen C, Maynard, to be postmaster at Grand Junction, in 
the county of Green and State of Iowa. 

E. Duke Naven, to be postmaster at Laporte City, in the county 
of Blackhawk and State of Iowa. 

John M. Topper, to be postmaster at Colfax, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Iowa. 

Alexander Devine, to be postmaster at Anaconda, in the county 
of FH 2 Fama State of Montana. 

Clara L. Lawyer, to be postmaster at Belt, in the county of Cas- 
cade and State of Montana. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDaAyY, February 8, 1897. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by the 
Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupEn. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 

COPIES OF ELECTORAL CERTIFICATES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House letters from the Secre- 
tary of State, transmitting, in accordance with the provisions of 
the act of Congress approved February 3, 1887, copies in full of 
certificates of the ascertainment of the electors appointed in the 
following States: Alabama, Arkansas, California, Colorado, Con- 
necticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Iowa, Indiana, Tli- 
nois, Kentucky (two certificates), Kansas, Massachusetts, Mis- 
souri, Maryland, Minnesota, Montana, Michigan, Maine, North 
Carolina, Nevada, New York, New Hampshire, New Jersey, 
Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode 
Island, South Dakota, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, 
Vermont, Virginia, Washington, Wyoming, West Virginia, and 
Wisconsin. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, these documents will re- 
main on the Speaker's table, as that seems to be the only accessi- 
ble point. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I will inquire if that is the usual 
course. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is the usual course. The 
Chair supposes that the object of the copies is comparison, as one 
set is sent to the Senate and one set to the House. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

The SPEAKER announced that the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions would be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill S. 3004, and that it would be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

ADMINISTRATION OF THE PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on 
Printing, I ask for the present consideration of House concurrent 
resolution No. 69. 

The resolution was read by the Clerk, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed in pamphlet form, for the use of the Department of the Interior, 
8,000 additional copies of the report of the Assistant Secretary for 1896, rela- 
tive to the administration of the pension laws. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the concurrent resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

NAVAJO INDIANS. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arizona [Mr. Murpny] 
has a privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, requested 
toinform the House of Representatives what action is being taken, or has 
been taken, if any, to enforce the terms of the treaty or agreement with the 
Navajo Indians, entered into June 1, 1858, under which treaty or agreement 
said Indians are required to remain within the limits of their reservation. 

The report (by Mr. FISCHER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred House resolution 
No. 511, after having had the same under consideration, report back said 
resolution and recommend it be adopted. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LOUD, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

CUBAN INSURRECTION, 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask that a resolution of the 
legislature of the State of South Carolina, which I send to the desk, 
may be read, placed in the ReEcorD, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this is not areso- 
lution addressed to Congress. 

Mr, TALBERT. It is a resolution adopted by the legislature of 
South Carolina, and I will ask to have read the letter of the clerk 
of the house transmitting it, which will explain itself. I ask that 
the letter and resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done by unanimous consent, 

Mr. PAYNE. What is the request? 

The SPEAKER. It is a request to read a resolution directed to 
the Representatives of the State of South Carolina. 

Mr. PAYNE. I object. 

Mr. TALBERT. In regard to the Cuban insurrection. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin, chairman of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, demands the regulag 
order. 
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Mr. TALBERT. 


I ask to have it referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs and printed in the REcorD. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask unanimous consent that it be printed 
in the RECORD also. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that the resolution be printed in the REcorD, 
Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. I object. Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

FRATERNAL BENEFICIARY SOCIETIES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 10108) regulating fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, 
or associations in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thata fraternal benefici 
to be a corporation, society, or voluntary association, formed or organized 
and carried on for the sole benefit of its members and their beneficiaries, 
and not for profit, having a lodge system, with ritualistic form of work and 
representative form of government, making provision for the payment of 

death. Each such association may make provision for the 


ary association is hereby declared 








benefits in case 
yayment of benefits in case of sickness, temporary or permanent physical disa- 
bint y. either as the result of disease, accident, or eld age: Provided, That the 
period in life at which payment of physical disability benefits on account of 
old age commences shall not be under 70 years, subject to their compliance with 
itslaws. The fund from which the payment of such benefits shall be made, and 
the fund from which the expenses of such association shall be defrayed, shall 
be derived from assessments or dues collected from its members. Payment 
of death benefits shall be to the families, heirs, blood relatives, affianced husg- 
band, or aftianced wife of, or to persons dependent upon the member. Such 
associations shall be governed by this act, and shall be exempt from the pro- 
visions of insurance laws of the United States relating to the District of 
Columbia, and no law hereafter passed shall apply to them unless they be 
expressly designated therein. 

Suc. 2. That all such associations coming within the description as set forth 
in section 1 of this act, organized under the lawsof the United States relating 
to said District, or any State, province, or Territory,and now doing business 
in said District, may continue such business: Provided, That they hereafter 
comply with the provisions of this act, regulating annual reports and the 
designation of the assessor of said District as the pérson upon whom process 
may be served as hereinafter provided. 

Sec.3. That any such association coming within the description asset forth 
in section 1 of this act, organized under the law of any State, province, or 
Territory,and not now doing business in said District, shall be admitted todo 
business within said District when it shall have filed with the assessora duly 
certified copy of its charter and articles of association, and a copy of its con- 
stitution and laws, certified to by its secretary or corresponding officer, to- 
gether with an appointment of the assessor of said District as the person upon 
whom process may be served as hereinafter provided: Provided, That such 
association shall be shown to be authorized to do business in the State, prov- 
ince, or Territory in which it is incorporated or organized, in case the laws 
of such State, province, or Territory shall provide for such authorization; and 
in case the laws of such State, province, or Territory do not provide for any 
formal authorization to do business on the part of any such association, then 
such association shall be shown to be conducting its business in accordance 
with the provisions of this act; for which purpose the assessor may person- 
ally, or by some person to be designated by him, examine into the condition, 
affairs, character, and business methods, accounts, books, and investments of 
such association at its home office; which examination shall be at the expense 
of such association, and shall be made within thirty days after demand there- 
for; and the expense of such examination shall be limited to $50, 

Sec. 4. That every such association doing business in said District shall, on 
or before the lst day of March of each year, make and file with the assessor 
of said District a — of its affairs and operations during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of December immediately preceding, which annual report 
shall be in lieu of all other reports required by any other law. Such report 
shall be upon blank forms to be provided by the assessor, or may be printed 
in pamphlet form, and shail be verified under oath by the duly authorized 
officers of such association, and shall be published, or the substance thereof, 
in the annual report of the assessor, under a separate part entitled “Fra- 
ternal beneficiary associations,” and shall contain answers to the following 
questions: 

First. Number of certificates issued during the year or members admitted? 

Second. Amount of indemnity effected thereby? 

Third. Number of losses or benefit liabilities incurred? 

Fourth. Number of losses or benefit liabilities paid? 

Fifth. The amount received from each assessment for the year? 

Sixth. Total amount paid members, beneficiaries, legal representatives, 
or heirs? 

Seventh. Number and kind of claims for which assessments have been 
made? 

Eighth. Number and kind of claims compromised or resisted, and brief 
statement of reasons? 

ae. Does association charge annual or other periodical dues or admis- 
sion fees? 

Tenth. How much on each $1,000, annually or per capita, as the case may be? 

. jleventh. Total amount received, from what source, and the disposition 
thereof? 

Twelfth. Total amount of salaries paid to officers? 

Thirteenth. Does association guarantee in its certificates fixed amounts 
to be paid, regardless of amount realized from assessments, dues, admission 
fees, and donations? 

Fourteenth. If so, state amount guaranteed and the security of such 
guaranty. 

Fifteenth. Has the association a reserve or emergency fund? 

Sixteenth. Ifso, how isit created, and for what purpose, theamount thereof, 
and how invested? 

Seventeenth. Has the association more than one class? 

Eighteenth. If so, how many, and the amount of indemnity in each case? 

Nineteenth. Number of members in each class? 

Twentieth. If voluntary, so state, and give date of organization. 

Twenty-first. If organized under the laws of said District, under what law 
and at what time, giving chapter and year, and date of passage of the act? 

Twenty-second. [f organized under the lawsof any State, province, or Ter- 
ritory, state such fact and the date of organization, giving chapter and year, 
and date of passage of the act. 
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Twenty-third. Number of certificates of beneficiary membership 1a; 1 
during the year? ’ 

Twenty-tourth. Number in force at beginning and end of year; if mora 
than one class, number in each class? 

Twenty-fifth. Names and addresses of its president, secretary, and tr 
urer, or corresponding officers? 

The assessor is authorized and empowered to address any additiona! 
quiries to any such association in relation to its doings or condition 
any other matter connected with its transactions relative to the b 
contemplated by this act, and such officers of such association as the a 
may require shall promptly reply in writing, under oath, toall such ingui; 

Sec. 5. That each such association now doing or hereafter admitted + 
business within said District, aud not having its principal office withi) 
District, and not being organized under the laws of the United States re}a: 
to said District, shall appoint, in writing, the assessor and his success 
office to be its true and lawful attorney, upon whom alllawful process j; 


u 


action or proceeding against it may be served, andin such writing shall a 
that any lawful process against it which is served on said attorney sh; 
of the same ial teoen and validity as if served upon the association, an 
the authority shall continue in force so longasany liability remains outs 
ing in said District. Copies of such certificate certified by said assessor « 
be deemed sufficient evidence thereof, and shaH be admitted in evi 
with the same force and effect as the original thereof might be admit 
Service upon such attorney shall be deemed sufficient service upon such ; 
ciation. When legal process against such association is served um 
assessor, he shall immediately notify the association of such service by 


r 


— and directed to its secretary or corresponding officer, and 
within two days after such service, forward in the same manner a : 


the process served on him to such officer. The plaintiff in such proces 
served shall pay to the assessor at the time of such service a fee of $3, y 
shall be recovered by him as a part of the taxable costs, if he prevai! 
suit. The assessor shall keep a record of all processes served uj 
which record shall show the toy and hour when such service was mad 

Sc. 6. That the assessor of said District shall, upon the applicat f 
any association having the right to do business within said District. a ; 
vided by this act, issue to such association a permit in writing, autho: » 
such association to do business within said District, for which certificat { 
all proceedings in connection therewith such association shall pay t! 
assessor the fee of $5. 

Sec. 7. That any nine or more persons, at least one-third of whom s! 
residents of the District of Columbia, being desirous of forming a f: 
beneficiary society, order, or association for the purpose set forth in section 1 
of this act, may associate themselves together and effect such orga 
as hereinafter prescribed, and not otherwise. Such persons shal! ma! 


Dor 
1poen 


and acknowledge, before an officer authorized to take the acknowled«: it 
of deeds in this District, and file in the office of recorder of deeds of said 1) 


trict, a certificate or declaration in writing, to be recorded in a book | 
that purpose and open to public inspection, in which shall be stated th 
or title by which said institution shall be known to law; the mode ar 
ner in which the corporate powers granted by this act are to be e . 
the name and official title of the officers, trustees, representatives, o1 r 
persons, by whatever name or title designated, who are to have and exercise 
the general controland m ementof its affairs; the place of doing bu 
defined; the limit as to age of applicants for beneficiary membershi). y 
shall not exceed 55 years, and that medical examinations are req) l of 
applicants for life benefits, together with the sworn statement by three of said 
corporators that at least 100 persons, eligible under the propx sed laws 

society, order, or association to membership therein, have in good faith ma 


ace 
application in writing for membership. The recorder of deeds, uy 8 
filing of said declaration, shall deliver to such society, order, or associ a 
certified copy of the papers so filed and recorded in his office, togeth th 
a certificate to such association, order, or society, stating that the provisions 
of this act relative to incorporation have been complied with and that said 
society, order, or association becomes thereby authorized to carry o1 ; 


work of a fraternal beneficiary society. Upon filing the certificate o: . 
ration, as aforesaid, the persons who shall have signed and acknowledged the 
same and their successors and associates shall, by the provisions of t! 
he a body politic and corporate by the name and style stated in the certifi- 
cate, and by that name and style shall have ——— succession, 
have and use a common seal, and the same may alter and change at 
and may make and alter at times or from time to time such laws, not incor 
sistent with the Constitution of the United States or the laws in fo: 1 
said District, as ov may deem necessary for the government of said a 
tion. And they and their successors, by their corporate name, shall, in 
be capable of creating, maintaining, and disbursing a reserve or emer 
fund, in accordance with its laws, and of taking, receiving, purcha 
holding real and personal estate necessary for the purpose of said society 
and may let, place out at interest, or sell and convey the same, as muy seem 
most beneficial for said association. Theassociation shall elect from its mem- 
bers trustees, directors, or managers, by whatever title known in its laws. at 
such time and place and in such manner as may be specified in its laws, who 
shall have the control and ment of the affairs and funds of said asso- 
ciation,a majority of whom shall be a quorum for the transaction of busin 
and whenever any vacancy shall happen among such trustees, directors 
managers, by death, resignation, or otherwise, such vacancy shall be filled in 
such manner as shall be provided by the laws of said association. 

Sec. 8. That the officers, trustees, directors, or governing body of any ex- 
isting fraternal beneficiary society may, by conforming to the requiremen 
of the several provisions of this act, reincorporate themselves or continue 
their oie corporate powers under this act, or change their name, stating 
in their certificate the original name of such corporation as well as th 
new name assumed, and all the property and effects of such existing cor) 
tion shall vest in and belong to the corporation so reincorporated or continuc’. 

Src. 9. That any subordinate body of any fraternal beneficiary society, 
order, or association ted under the provisions of this act, or of any 
such society, order, or association now doing business or may hereafter be 
admitted to do business in this District under this act, where the laws of tho 
governing body of said society, order, or association do not prohibit t! 
corporation of their subordinate bodies, may become a body corporate in t 
manner following: At some regular meeting of such subordinate body a res°- 
lution, expressing the desire of such subordinate body to be incorporate: 








33; 











and directing its ofticers to perfect such incorporation, shall be submitted to 
a vote of the members present, and if two-thirds of the members presen‘ a1 
voting therefor, the president and sec: of such subordinate body, « tne 


officer holding relative offices therein, 8 repare articles of association 
under their hands and the seal of such subordinate body, setting forth, first, 
the number of members of such subordinate body then in good standing; 
second, the name by which said subordinate body is known; third, the cate 
of its organization and the period for which it is to be incorporated, not 
ceeding thirty years. A copy of such articles of association shall be f e 

with the recorder of deeds, and s by him be recorded, together with the 
affidavit hereafter named, in a book to be kept for that parpose. On the ex . 
cution of said articles of association, and before the filing thereof with th’ 
recorder, the secretary of such subordinate body shall annex theret) 
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ing that he isa member in good standing in such subordinate body 
alidavitee the position of secretary, or the office corresponding therewith, 
therein, and that the resolution, a copy of which shall be set forth at length, 
was regularly ata regular meeting of said subordinate body and re- 
ceived the vote of two-thirds of the members present and voting, and that, 
to the best of his knowledge and belief, the statements made in the articles 
of association are true, and that such subordinate body is organized and act- 
ing under the laws of its respective society, order, or association, giving the 
xame by which such society, order, or association is incorporated. When 
the foregoing requirementsare complied with, such subordinate — shall be 
=a ,iy corporate by the name ex pressed in such articles, and by that name 
shall be a person in law capable of suing and being sued in the courts and tak- 
ing and holding property of every kind the same as natural persons, and a 
copy of said articles of association, duly certified to by the recorder of deeds, 
in whose possession they are, shall be prima facie evidence in all courts and 
laces of the existence and the due incorporation of such subordinate body. 
“Sec. 10. That no contract with any such association shall be valid when 
there is a contract, agreement, or understanding between the member and 
the beneficiary that the beneficiary, or any person for him, shall pay such 
member's assessments and dues, or either of them. ; } ; 
~ Sec. ll. That the money or other benefit, charity, relief, or aid to be paid, 
provided, or rendered by any association authorized to do business under this 
act shall not be liable to attachment by trustee, garnishee, or other process, 
and shall not be seized, taken, appropriated, or applied by any legal or equi- 
table process, or by operation of law, to pay any debt or liability of a certifi- 
eate holder or of any beneficiary named in a certificate, or any person who 
may have any right thereunder. — 7 ; ak 
sec. 12. That any such association organized under the laws of said District 
may provide for the meetings of its legislative or governing body in any 
State, Province, or Territory wherein such association shall have subordinate 
bodies, and all business transacted at such meetings shall be valid in all re- 
spects, as if such meetings were held within said District; and where the laws 
of any such association provide for the election of its officers by votes to be 
cast in its subordinate bodies, the votes so cast in its subordinate bodies in 
any State, Province, or Territory shall be valid, as if cast within said Dis- 
trict. atid as 

Sec. 13. Thatany person, officer, member, or examining physician who shall 
knowingly or willfully make any false or fraudulent statement or representa- 
tion in or-with reference to any application for membership or for the pur- 
pose of obtainin any menor or benefit in any association transacting business 
under this act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be 

unished by a fine of not less than $100 nor more than $0, or imprisonment 
in the United States jail in said District for not less than thirty days or more 
than one year, or both, in the discretion of the court; and any person who 
shall willfully make a false statement of any material fact or thingin a sworn 
statement as to the death or disability of a certificate holder in any such asso- 
ciation for the pu »of procuring payment of a benefit named in the cer- 
tificate of such holder, and any person who shall ——— make any false 
statement in any verified report or declaration under oath required or au- 
thorized by this act, shall be guilty of perjury, and shall be proceeded against 
and punished as provided by the statutes of the United States in relation to 
the crime of perjury. are ; f 

Sec. 14. Thatany such association refusing or neglecting to make the report 
as provided in this act shall be excluded from doing business within said Dis- 
trict. Said assessor must, within sixty days after failure to make such report, 
or in case any such association shall exceed its powers, or shall conduct its 
business fraudulently, or shall fail to comply with any of the provisions of 
this act, give notice in writing to the attorney for said district, who shall 
immediately commence an action against such association to enjoin the same 
from carrying on any business. And no injunction against any such associa- 
tion shall creed by any court except on application by the attorney for 
said district at the request of the assessor. No association so enjoined shall 
have authority to continue business until such report shall be made, or overt 
act or violations complained of shall have been corrected, nor until the costs 
of such action be fi by it: Provided, That the court shall find that such 
association was in default,as charged, whereupon the assessor shall reinstate 
such association, and not until then shall such association be allowed to again 
do business in said District. Any officer, agent, or person acting for any asso- 
ciation or subordinate body thereof, within said District, while such associa- 
tion shall be so enjoined or prohibited from doing business pursuant to this 
act, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall 
be punished by a fine of not Jess than $25 nor more than $200, or by imprison- 
ment in said jail not less than thirty days nor more than one year, or by 
both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 15. That any person who shall act within said District as an officer, 
agent, or otherwise for any association which shall huve failed, neglected, or 
refused to comply with, or shall have violated any of the provisions of this 
act, or shall have failed or neglected to procure from the assessor a proper 
certificate of authority to transact business as provided for by this act, shall 
be subject to the penalty coon in the last preceding section for the mis- 
demeanor therein specified. 

Seo. 16. That nothing in this act shall be construed to apply to any corpo- 
ration, society, orassociation carrying on the business of life, health, casualty, 
or accident insurance for profit or gain, and shall only apply tofraternal bene 
ficiary societies, orders, or associations as defined by section land nothing in 
this act contained shall be construed to affect any grand or subordinate lodge 
or branch of any such fraternal euaiennry societies, order, or association 
which limits its certificate holders toa particular religious denomination or 
to the employeesof a particular town or city, designated firm, business house, 
or corpora’ , nor the grand or subordinate lodges of the Independent Order 
of Odd Fellows, nor any grand, subordinate lodge, or other body of Free and 
pocopted Masons, nor the grand or any subordinate lodge of the Knights of 
Pythias, or similar orders, associations, or societies that do not have as their 
principal object the issuance of benefit certificates of membership in case of 
; — or the payment of sick, funeral, or death benefits exceeding in amount 

Sec. 17. That the provisions of this act shall not extend to nor apply toany 
association or individual who shall, in the certificate filed with the recorder 
of deeds, use or § a name or style the same as that of any previously 
eee a ee y in the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 18, That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 


Mr, BABCOCK. Mr. perme, I yield to the gentleman from 


Michi Mr. MILNEs] who reported this bill. 

Mr. MILNES Mr. soaieer, ths is quite a lengthy bill, and is 
& bill to regulate and define the duties and powers of fraternal 
beneficiary societies doing business within the District of Colum- 
bia. It defines how such organizations shall be formed and their 
powers. This, or a similar law to this, has already been adopted 
in the States of igan, Illinois, and Iowa and with some —_- 
Variations in the States of New York, Massachusetts, Wiscons 
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and Minnesota. It is asked for by over forty of the leading hene- 
ficiary societies of the United States of America. I understand it 
is exactly similar to laws already upon the statute books of the 
States of Michigan, Illinois, and Iowa. Unless some debate is 
asked upon the bill, I shall ask for the previous question. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Michigan a question. On the top of page 
5 the tenth question to be submitted by the assessor is as follows: 

How much on each $1,000, annually « ! 


r per capita, as the case may be 


The question in itself does not seem to be complete. 


I presume 
it refers to the preceding question. ; 


If that is what is intended, I 
think the words ‘‘if so” should be put in before the word ** how.” 
I repeat the question in itself does not seem to be complet 


Mr. MILNES. I think the words ‘‘if so” would be very proper 
there, and the committee will accept that amendment if the gen- 
tleman desires to offer it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNe). 
port the amendment. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I move, Mr. Speaker, to in- 
sert at the top of page 5, line 29, after the word ‘ tenth,” the words 
“eo” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 5, line 29, after the word ‘“‘ tenth,” insert the words “If so.” 

Mr. MILNES. That is entirely satisfactory, Mr. Speaker. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then, Mr. Speaker, on page 6 
I find that there is a requirement that each of these associations 
shall appoint the assessor of the District of Columbia its attorney. 
That seems to be a very peculiar provision—that the association 
shall appoint as their attorney the officer who, by the bill, is to 
supervise them and to see that they exercise their various duties 
under the bill. 

Mr. MILNES. I would like to say to the gentleman that that 
officer is named simply for the purpose of having some person 


The Clerk will re- 


| upon whom process can be served, and the District Commissioners 


designated the assessor as the proper person for that purpose. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I think the general statutes 
of the States and of the United States in this regard generally re- 
quire that the company shall designate an attorney and report his 
name and residence to the officer. It seems to me to be much 
more advisable than the way it is in this bill. Isimply make this 
suggestion to the committee. 

Mr. MILNES. The duties of the assessor as the attorney of the 
company are expressly limited. He has nothing to do with the 
process except to notify the grand secretary of the society. That 
is about the only duty it requires him to perform as attorney. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do notinsist uponanything 
in that regard. Then, on page 14, in lines 10, 11, 12, and 13, there 
is this provision: 

And no injunction against any such association shall be granted by any 


court except on application by the attorney for said District, at the request of 
the assessor. 


Mr. MILNES. On what page is that? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. On page 14, lines 10, 11, 12, 
and 13. It seems to me that is a provision which would work in- 
justice. Supposing two-thirds of the members of the beneficiary 
association should serve an injunction 

Mr. MILNES. The gentleman must be mistaken about the 

yage and line. I can not find anysuch language in the bill I have 
Soles me. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
14, in section 14, where it says: 

And no injunction against any such association shall be granted by 
court except on application by the attorney for said District, at the rv 
of the assessor. 

Now, suppose that two-thirds of a beneficiary association should 
have just cause for getting an injunction, and the assessor or some 
of his friends should happen to belong to the other one-third, and 
he should therefore refuse to make the request, this bill by its 
terms would in that way work an injustice. 

Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the words which I have just 
quoted, beginning on line 10 and ending on line 13, on the four- 
teenth page of the bill. 

Mr. MILNES. Let me suggest to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire whether it would not be better to amend it so as to 
read in this way: ‘“‘And an injunction against any such company 
shall be granted by any court on application by the attorney for 
said District.” 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
gentleman to frame the amendment. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out, in section 14, 
page 14, line 10, the word ‘‘ no,” and insert the word “ an;” so as 
to make the sentence read: ‘‘And an injunction against any such 
association shall be granted by any court,” etc. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, [ suggest to the gentle- 
man that the provision amended in that way would not make 
good sense. The amendment would interfere with the sense of 


Look at the bottom of page 


any 


quest 


Well, I will leave it to the 
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the paragraph, as the gentleman will see if he reads it through. | tleman in charge of this bill would explain section 17. 
The bill savs now: “And no injunction against any such associa- | pose is it intended to accomplish? 


tion shall be granted by any court except on application by the 


attorney for said District, at the request of the assessor;” and it | 
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seems to me that there ought to be no objection to the language | 


as it stands. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. As the provision stands in 
the bill, it takes away the right of each member of any of these 
associations to have legal process, and that does not seem to be a 
proper thing to do. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That provision is in the interest of all 
persons who may have benefit certificates, and it is not to be sup- 
posed for one moment that an officer of the District, the assessor, 
for instance, designated by the District Commissioners, will be 


partial in the administration of the law in connection with these | 


fraternal societies. I do not see any objection whatever to the 
text of the bill as it stands. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, I do not think there will be any 
difficulty in administering the law as the statute now reads. 
assessor’s duties are specifically prescribed. He is an officer who 
stands between the corporation and the beneficiaries. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Yes; and as this bill reads 
he stands between the officers of the association and its members. 
This provision as it stands takes away a legal right to which each 
member of such associations is certainly justly entitled. That 
seems to be wrong. 

Mr. MILNES. Well, I do not think there would be any trouble 
in getting the permission of the assessor of the District, an officer 
who would be entirely disinterested. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It is very true that he may 
be disinterested, but very frequently officers who are entirely dis- 
interested neglect the performance of their duties, and this pro- 
vision says that an injunction shall not be granted except upon 
the affirmative action of the assessor; that 1s, upon his request 
to the attorney of the District. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I submit to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire that if any public officer refuses to do his duty the 
remedy is perfectly plain; it is simply to get a writ of mandamus 
to compel him to do hisduty. The gentleman is assuming that an 
officer of the District is going to fail todo hisduty. Hecan make 
the same objection to all laws and regulations prescribing the 
duties of public officers if he will assume in each case that public 
officers will not do their duty. I assume that this officer will do 
his duty; but if he does not, then, as [ have said, a writ of man- 
damus will lie to compel him to do it, and such a writ can be 
issued on the application of any party in interest. 

Mr. MILNES. Furthermore, the assessor, being entirely dis- 
interested. would have no object in refusing. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But this bill goes beyond the 
point made by the gentleman from Tennessee, which applies in 
ordinary matters. The gentleman says a mandamus may issue to 
require the assessor to request the attorney to apply for an in- 
junction. That is, if this bill should become a law and the assessor 
should neglect or should refuse to request an injunction, the 
complaining member must first apply for a mandamus and have 
a hearing upon that application, and then, if he succeeds in that, 
he must proceed to apply for an injunction, a right to which he 
is entitled as a citizen of the United States without having to 
encounter such obstacles. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The point of this provision is that the 
assessor must request the attorney of the District to take this 
action. The object is evidently to prevent vexatious litigation, 
and if it becomes the duty of the assessor to ask the attorney to 
apply for an injunction and he refuses to make that request, then 
a writ of mandamus will lie, at the instance of any party in inter- 
est, to compel him to do his duty. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But it puts upon a man's 
hands two lawsuits to get his rights, when he should be able to get 
them by one. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is assuming that the man 
is not going to do his duty. Iam assuming that he will. I do 
not think there ever will be the necessity for a mandamus. 

Mr. MILNES. Let me ask the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire whether he would be satisfied with an amendment making 
the bill read in this way: 

An injunction against any such association may be granted by any court 
on application by the attorney for said District at the request of the assessor. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Well, I will accept that. 

Mr. MILNES. I think that would obviate entirely the objec- 
tion raised by the gentleman from New Hampshire. Mr. Chair- 
man, I move the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 10 of section 14strike out the words “and no” and insert the word 


“an;” in line 1] strike out “ shall" and insert “may;” in thesame linestrike 
out the word ‘except; so as to make the clause read: 
“An injunction against any such association may be granted by any court 
on application by the attorney for said District at the request of the assessor.’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I should be glad if the gen- 
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What pur- 


Mr. MILNES. Thesection to which the gentleman refers re; 


lg 
as follows: 


Sec. 17. That the provisions of this act shall not extend to nor apply to a) 
association or individual who shall, in the certificate filed with the record.> 
of deeds, use or specify a name or style the same as that of any previousiy 
existing incorporated body in the District of Columbia. ; 

I suppose, Mr. Chairman, the object is to prevent the duplica- 
tion of corporate names and to insure that corporations alrea ly 
incorporated and doing business in the District of Columbia sh,aj| 
not be disturbed in their rights by this act. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That purpose is an entirely 
re one; but it seems to me that this section would not aceon- 
plish it. It does not prohibit any company from adopting a cor- 
porate name already in use, but it says that if any company shou) 
do so the provisions of this bill shall not apply to them; in other 
words, they would be entirely outside the laws. I suggest to the 
gentleman that this section needs considerable amendment. 

Mr. MILNES. a would not be outside the law, because the 
corporation would be left in existence as it is now. 

i. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is very true; but the 
second corporation—the one assuming the name of an existing 
corporation, a name which it ought not to be permitted to use— 
would find itself, under the lan age of this section, entirely out- 
side the provisions of this vil Consequently such a company 
would go scot-free from the requirements herein provided. | sug- 
gest to the gentleman in charge of the bill that there should be 
some amendment to improve this defective phraseology. 

Mr. MILNES. As I understand, if such a company should be 
formed it would have no standing whatever in the District; it 
would be entirely outside of the law, and it could not do business 
in the District. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That could not beso, because 
there is now no law to prevent it from doing business. The only 
law which would prevent such a company from doing business is 
the pending bill. 

Mr. MILNES. But in the case supposed the new company 
would not comply with the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. There is another matter to which I 
wish to direct the attention of the gentleman from Michigan | Mr. 
MILN#s]. I ask his attention to the language in line 20 of page 2, 
‘‘affianced husband or affianced wife.” This language occurs in 
the recital of the beneficiaries under a policy which may be taken 
out under this act. Now,I wish to inquire of the gentleman 
whether he does not think that this language might lead to very 
great difficulty in determining who should have the benefit of a 
policy? What would be the status of an affianced husband or an 
affianced wife under this provision, supposing that the deceased 
should leave a father or mother, or brothers and sisters? Would 
all these parties share alike? 

Mr. MILNES. I suppose that by this language the parties re- 
ferred to are intended to be made beneficiaries. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. But suppose the deceased party 
who was insured should leave no affianced wife or affianced hus- 
band. Does the gentleman think that this language is clear 
enough to indicate who would be the beneficiaries in such a case? 
Would that matter depend upon the statements of the persons 
themselves? 

Mr. MILNES. I think that it would depend altogether upon 
the language of the certificate. The persons named in the cer- 
tificate would be the beneficiaries, and no others. 

‘ Mr. MILLER of Kansas. But the bill does not so provide, 
oes it? 

Mr. MILNES. It provides that the claim for the death benefits 
shall be made by these persons named. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Suppose that the father should be 
named in the certificate, and at the time of the insured party's 
death the father had died, then would the affianced husband or 
= be entitled along with the other heirs to the benefits of the 

olicy? 
* Mr. MILNES. 
certificate. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. But in the event that the person men- 
tioned in the certificate is dead, the insurance must go to the 
heirs or legal me heer or a or some other person. Why would 
not the affianced husband or wife, as the case may be, become te 
beneficiary under this provision of this bill? That is the poin' 

Mr. MILNES. They would not be the beneficiaries unless te 
other heirs were dead. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. But the point is that the bill itself 
in this provision puts them in precisely the same category 
makes them successors to the insurance. : 

Mr. MILNES. I will state to the gentleman from Kansas t!1at 
this is precisely the same provision that is found in the laws of 
several of the States of the Union, notably in the State of Mic! 
gan, the State of Illinois, the State of lowa, and several ott 

tates, upon this subject. 


I do not think so, unless so specified in the 
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Mr. PITNEY. What is the provision in the exact terms as ap- 
ars in the bill? Let us hear the provision read. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. It is suggested that I read the provi- 
sion as it appears in the bill. It is as follows: 

The fund from which the payment of such benefits shall be made, and the 
¢nnd from which the expenses of such association shall be defrayed, shall be 
“erived from assessments or dues collected from its members. Payment of 
ccath benefits shall be to the families, heirs, blood relatives, affianced hus- 
band, or affianced wife of, or to persons dependent upon the member. 


Now, all of these persons mentioned in this paragraph of the bill 
are placed in the same order, and all would be entitled to partici- 
pate in the benefits, provided that the person named in the policy 
was actually dead. r 

Mr. MILNES. I think the gentleman will find on a close ex- 
amination that this covers precisely the ground that is sought to 
be covered by these associations in such matters. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If I understand the language—— 

Mr. MILNES (continuing). And this is the shape that these 
associations desire the provision to be placed in. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. As I understand the language, Mr. 
Speaker, in the limitation placed here, it would provide that the 
beneficiary would be any one of that class nam 

Mr. MILNES. Precisely. 

Mr. PITNEY. But if the beneficiary is not of that class? 

Mr. RICHARDSON se: And is simply a limitation 
upon a class of persons who shall have the benefit of the policy or 
certificate. That is to say, it is practically a provision against 
what may be termed speculative insurance. But the classes of 
persons who can have the benefit of the policy or certificate are 
expressly named in this provision, that is to say, the family, the 
heirs, blood relatives, aftianced husband or affianced wife, or to 
persons dependent upon the member. And any of these persons 
would become beneficiaries under the provision of this section. 

Mr. MILNES. That is the intention. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But of course that would not deny to the 
person holding the beneficiary certificate the right to name any 
person or persons of this class or in this class who should have 
the benefit of the —. 3 

Mr. PITNEY. ge t not the bill to provide in terms who shall 
have the benefit if the person named as beneficiary dies before 
making such disposition of it? 

Mr. AITKEN. As a rule, this is regulated by the by-laws of 
the association itself. These fraternal associations all provide in 
their laws who shall take if the beneficiary named dies before 
the insured. But the member is compelled to name some one in 
the first instance who is entitled to be a beneficiary under the law. 

Mr. PITNEY. But should it not prescribe some one who shall 
become the beneficiary in direct succession in the event of the 
death of the party who takes out the certificate? 

Mr. AITKEN, It provides, as arule, that it shall go in the rota- 
tion named in the law. But they are required to name some per- 
son in the first instance, because otherwise it might be in the na- 
ture of a speculative insurance. 

Mr. PITNEY. But unless the act enables the association to 
ne to whom the benefit shall go in the event of the death of 
the original beneficiary, ought there not to be some fixed rule to 
determine that question of succession? 

Mr. AITKEN. They have a right to provide and do provide for 
that under their laws. 

Mr. PITNEY. How? 

Mr. BARHAM. Thechartersof theassociations authorize them 
to provide by-laws for such contingencies. 

Mr. AITKEN. The laws of the association would enable it to 
do that; but of course they can not go outside of the law that 
limits this provision. 

Mr. RIC DSON. Besides, Mr. Speaker, this provision is 

now in the shape as recommended by the fraternal congress which 
is composed of forty-two of these organizations. They were 
united in this particular measure, and I can not see that it would 
work injusticeorinjury toanybody. I hope it will not be amended 
in this respect. 
_ Mr. MILNES. As stated by the gentleman from Tennessee, it 
is exactly in the shape provided by these associations themselves, 
and there is no danger of working any harm tothem. Besides, 
these associations number some 1,600,000 persons, and they have 
agreed on this particular provision. 

If there be no further question, I ask the previous question. 

The previews question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was agg read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. MIL , a motion to reconsider the last vote 
Was laid on the table. 


PUNISHMENT FOR IMPERSONATION OF CERTAIN OFFICERS. 


Mr. B Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9976) to 
unish the im ation of inspectors of the health and other 


partments of the District of Columbia. 
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The bill was read as fullows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any pérson in the District 
of Columbia to falsely represent himself or herself as being an inspector of 
the health department of said District, or an inspector of any department.of 
the District government; and any person so offending shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and on conviction in the police court of said District shall 
be punished by a fine of not less than $10 nor more than $50 for the first offense, 
and for each subsequent offense by a fine of not less than $50 nor more than 
= or imprisonment in the jail of the District not exceeding six months, or 

oth, in the discretion of the court. , 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, let the report be read. 

r ‘ _ rd Tr . . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read in the 
time of the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Curtis]. 

The report (by Mr. Curtis of Iowa) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 9976) to punish the impersonation of inspectors of the health and other 
a of the District of Columbia, having had the same under con- 
sideration, beg leave to report the same to the House, with the recommenda- 
tion that the bill do pass without amendment. 

The bill makes the impersonation of inspectors of the District a misde- 
meanor, punishable by a maximum fine of $50 and a minimum fine of $10, and 


providing severer penalties in the way of fines or imprisonment, or both, for 
subsequent offenses. 


The bill is recommended by the health department of the District and by 
the Commissioners. 


The need for such legislation has frequently been demonstrated, recently in 
a case where a veterinary surgeon represented himself to a certain dairyman 
as the official veterinarian of the health department, examined the cattle on 
the premises and charged a fee therefor, which he collected. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


TRANSCRIPTS FROM RECORDS OF HEALTH DEPARTMENT, DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9821) 
authorizing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
charge a fee for the issuance of transcripts from the records of 
the health department. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and directed to collect a fee of 0 cents, to be 

id to the collector of taxes, for each transcript from the records of births, 

eaths, and marriages in the health department of said District: Provided, 
That no one transcript shall be made so as to apply to more than one birth, 
death, or marriage: And provided further, That no fee shall be charged for 


transcripts furnished the various Departments of the United States Govern- 
ment for official purposes. 


Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect thirty days after its passage. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I should like to ask the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Bascock] if the fees carried in this bill are covered 
into the Treasury? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill if the fee of 50 cents does not seem 
exorbitant? These transcripts are made out on printed blanks. 
They do not, ordinarily, occupy the attention of a clerk for ten 
minutes. There are a great many of them issued for purposes 
that are semipublic, and it seems to me that 25 cents ought to be 
ample. 

r. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the sum of 50 cents was 
recommended by the health officer, approved by the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia, and accepted by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia as the proper amount. The Commis- 
sioners in their letter fully set forth the advisability of this legis- 
lation, and if any gentleman desires to hear the letter read it may 
be read by the Clerk. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. There is no doubt about the 
advisability of the legislation. The only question is as to the 
exorbitance of the fees which we are called upon to authorize. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I call for a vote on the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

IMMIGRATION BILL. 

Mr. DANFORD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 
report on the immigration bill. 

he Clerk began the reading of the conference report on the 
ben (H. R. 7864) to amend the immigration laws of the United 

tates. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon 
considering the conference report at this time. He has the floor 
at all times, and the Committee on the District of Columbia have 
the floor only to-day. 

Mr. DANFORD. Upon the suggestion of the gentleman, Iam 
entirely willing to yield. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the report? 

Mr. DANFORD. I withdraw the report for the present. 
‘ Mr. RICHARDSON. It is privileged and can come in at any 

ime. 

Mr. DANFORD. I will call up the conference report immedi- 
ately after the Committee on the District of Columbia surrender. 
the floor. 


Does the gentleman withdraw 
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GRACELAND CEMETERY. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 10122) 
to amend an act entitled *‘An act to prohibit the interment of 
bodies in Graceland Cemetery, in the District of Columbia,” passed 
August 3. 1894. 










The bill was read, as follows: 

} f icted, etc., That section 2 of the act entitled ““An act to prohibit the 
interment of bodigs in Graceland Cemeter the District of Columbia,” 
j \ugust 3, 1804, is hereby amended as f 3: 

Che said board of officers are hereby auth: ed and empowered to con- 
vey the said property by mortgage or deed « t to secure a loan, which 
they are hereby authorized to make, at such t >and at such rate of inter- 

miay be practicable, not exceeding 6 per cent per annum, which money 

raised shall be used by them for the purposes of carrying out the provl- 

sions of the said act, and for which they shall be accountable as for other 
moneys coming into their hands as such officers under the said act.” 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this bill simply authorizes the 
cemetery association to borrow money and to mortgage their prop- 
erty for the purpose of removing the bodies now interred there. 
They have exhausted all of their means and still have some 6,000 
bodies to remove. They have no other way of getting the money 
to do it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
sioners? 

Mr. BABCOCK. 
of it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

POTOMAC FLATS RESERVATION, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 9770) providing that the Potomac Flats shall be 
reserved and improved for park purposes under the name of the 
Potomac Park. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the entire area known as the Potomac Flats, in the 
District of Columbia, and now being reclaimed, together with the tidal reser- 
voirs, be, and the same are hereby, made and declared a public park, under 
the name of the Potomac Park, and to be forever held and used as a park for 
the recreation and pleasure of the people. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make the point of order that that bill must 
be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, if the point of order is sustained 
by the Chair, I suggest that the bill be laid aside. It has not been 
put on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It disposes of public lands. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no; it is just to change the name. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, well, Mr. Speaker, it dedicates certain 
land within the District of Columbia for use as a park. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, no; if the gentleman will read the 
bill, it says: 

That the entire area known as the Potomac Flats, in the District of Colum- 
bia, and now being reclaimed, together with the tidal reservoirs, be, and the 
same are hereby, made and declared a public park, under the name of the 
Potomac Park, and to be forever held and used as a park for the recreation 
and pleasure of the people. 

Mr. BLUE. That is a dedication of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is not a dedication of it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is a dedication of public property in the 
District to park uses. The Government has spent several million 
dollars in the reclamation of these flats, and now it is proposed to 
give them away. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
thing else. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair, the 
bill is subject to the point of order. The Chair understands that 
the gentleman from Wisconsin withdraws the bill for the present. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I withdraw it for the present. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 178) granting a pension to Betsey J. Webber; 

A bill (S. 1323) granting a pension to Mary Somerlat, widow of 
Valentine Somerlat; 

A bill (S. 1495) granting a pension to Hans Johnson; 

A bill (S. 2126) granting a pension to Mrs. Laura A. Nelson; 

A bill (S. 2347) for the relief of Laura C. Dodge; 

A bill (S. 2913) granting an increase of pension to Nettie A. 
Cheeks; and 

A bill (S. 1806) granting a pension to George B. Custer, late ser- 
geant Company H, Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
1694) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius H. Stahel, asked 
a conference with the House on the bill and amendments, and 
had appointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. PALMER, and Mr. PRITCHARD 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 


Is the bill approved by the District Commis- 


Oh, yes. There is a long report here in favor 


It is to be kept from being used for any- 
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the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (3 
205) granting a pension to Mary O. H. Stoneman, asked a eon. 
ference with the House on the bill and amendments, and hq 
appointed Mr. SHoup, Mr. MiTcHELL of Wisconsin, and Mr. ( 
NON as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1501) grantine 
increase of pension to Mrs. Lucy Alexander Payne, widow 
Capt. J. Scott Payne, Fifth United States Cavalry, asked a . 
ference with the House on the bill and amendments, and l 
appointed Mr. Roacu, Mr. HANSBROUGH, and Mr. PEFrer a 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed } 
and joint resolution of the following titles; in which the c 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1968) for the relief of the Mobile Marine Dock « 
any; 

, A bill (S. 2791) for the establishment, control, operation, and 
maintenance of the Northern Branch of the National Home 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Hot Springs, in the State of s 
Dakota; 

A bill (S. 1350) to make Commodore William P. McCann, of the 
Navy, a rear-admiral on the retired list; 

A bill (S. 3244) to amend an act approved August 19, 1890, 
tled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea:” 

A bill (S. 2071) for the relief of Mary A. Swift; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 165) relating to the St. Johns River, 
Florida, and bar at the entrance to the river; 

A bill (S. 3481) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Joplin, in the State of 
Missouri; 

A bill (S. 3492) for the relief of Paymaster James E. Tollfree, 
United States Navy; 

A bill (S. 3493) for the relief of Pay Clerk Charles Blake, United 
States Navy; 

A bill (S. 1604) for the relief of John A. Fairfax, of the District 
of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2588) for the relief of George S. Simon; and 

A bill (S. 1178) conveying to Rafael Seguro, of Iberia Parish, 
La., the right, title, and interest of the United States in and to 
certain lands in said parish of Iberia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed wit! 
amendments the bill (H. R. 9647) to authorize the extension | 
lines of the Metropolitan Railroad Company, of the District of Co- 
lumbia,in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 2,000 additional copies of an extract from the Seventeenth Annual 
Report of the United States Geological Survey, entitled ‘* Preliminary report 
on artesian waters of a portion of the Dakotas,” for distribution by the Geo- 
togical Survey. 

The message also announced that the President of the Senate 
had appointed Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. Longs tellers on the | 
of the Senate, authorized by the concurrent resolution relating to 
the counting of the electoral votes for President and Vice-President 
of the United States. 

The message also announced that the Senate, having reconsid- 
ered the bill (returned by the President without his approval) 
(H. R. 9469) to constitute a new division of the eastern judicial 
district of Texas and to provide for the holding of terms of court 
at Beaumont, Tex., and for the appointment of a clerk for said 
court, had repassed the same, two-thirds voting in favor thereof 


RELIEF OF FARMERS AND TRUCKMEN. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I present for consideration the 
Senate joint resolution (S. R. 148) for the relief of farmers and 
truckmen in the city of Washington, D. C. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the provisions of the ordinance of the city of Washing- 
ton approved May 27, 1857, requiring the clerks of the several markets to lay 
off and mark in convenient spaces the several pavements adjoini! i 
bordering on the market squares, which spaces may be used for the = : 
exposure for sale of vegetables or other country produce, and exten«:! 
powers of the clerks to 15 feet of the streets, measuring from the cu! 

on which said squares front, shall apply to the south front of Center 

and to the clerk of the said market; that the law passed in 1871 by the D 
legislative assembly exempting from license “persons bringing ma! 

to the District * shall be and remain in full force; and that the said or 

and law shall be applicable to farmers and truckmen raising produce (01's 
business on the north side of B street north along the south front ) 
Center Market in said city of Washington. 


Mr. SHANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of ‘he 
report which accompanies the joint resolution. 
The report (by Mr. SHANNON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was refer! 8 
resolution (S. R. 48) for the relief of farmers and truckmen in the 
Washington, after carefully considering the same, beg leave to subm 
following report: twine 

The original cause of this measure was the action taken by the Distmct 
Commissioners in November, 1895, when they sought, by an order issuct °° 
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. intendent of the Metropolitan police, to forcibly remove the farm- 
= on and truckmen from the north side of B street north, between 
Seventh and Ninth streets west—a place where on market days they had 
always been allowed to bring “ produce of their own raising” and station 
their wagons, backing them up to the curb, and making sales from both the 
wagons and the sidewalk. . ; d i 

This privilege the farmers havealways enjoyed without paying any license 
fee whatever, upon the theory, evidently, that they were rendering to the 
community an important public service and should be encouraged in it. 

The custom, it appears, is an ancient one, having existed since the estab- 
lishment of public markets in this city; that is, since the beginning of the 

present century. Being, therefore, so to speak, a part of the common law of 
the District, it isnot surprising that the farmers themselves had come to took 
upon it as somewhat in the nature of a vested right, and that they vigorously 
resisted the attempt of the Commissioners to deprive them of it. 

‘As numerously signed petitions by the patrons of the market and the farm- 
ers and gardeners had been presented to the Commissioners, asking that 
the order be rescinded, and as the Commissioners in their report made no 
reference to these petitions, your committee thought it advisable to give the 
farmers a special hearing, at which they might freely express their senti- 
ments inregard to the matter. Of this they eagerly availed themselves, and 
75 persons of both sexes attended the hearing, giving their testimony as to 
the old-time privilege they had so long enjoyed, and protesting against the 
order of removal, which they claimed would, if carried out, practically de- 

sive them “of their only means of livelihood.” Representatives of the 

Vashington Market Company were also heard, since they claimed that the 
threatened order of eviction would impair the completeness of their market, 
and soinjure, if it did not seriously cripple, their business. The Commission- 
ers also were heard several times upon the subject, and their statements and 
explanations had full and careful consideration. 

Thus, aftera thorough investigation and inquiry into the matter, your com- 
mittee are of the opinion that the action of the Commissioners in ordering 
the removalof the farmers and gardeners from the place where they had been 
so long and so satisfactorily serving their patrons, and with so much advan- 
tage to themselves, was not only unjust, but very impolitic and ill advised. 

he committee therefore report favorably 8S. R. 148, for the relief of farmers 
and truckmen in the city of Washington, D. C.,and unanimously recommend 
that it do pass, with, however, the following amendments: 

Strike out, in line 12, the words “the clerk of the said market,’ and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “a clerk who may be designated by the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia.” 

Amend by adding at the end of the resolution the following: 

* Provided, That nothing in this resolution shall be construed as extending 
the boundaries of the grounds occupied by the Washington Market Company 
beyond the limits defined in the charter of said company, or as affecting the 
issues in any pending litigation in the courts of the District of Columbia: 
And provided further, That no charge, license fee, or assessment of any kind 
for occupancy of a space on a market day and the evening previous thereto 
shall be levied upon any farmer or producer of vegetables or provisions 
bringing the same to market, except 10 cents for a single team and 15 cents 
for a double team; nor shall any fine or fee be assessed or punishment im- 
posed upon any farmer or producer for selling at any time within the Dis- 
trict during market hours any article of provision or vegetables grown or 
produced by him and sound and fit for use.” 


Mr. SHANNON. Mr. Speaker, the views of the committee, 
expressed in the report just read, of the action taken by the Com- 
missioners in November, 1895, do not materially differ from those 
expressed in the report of the Senate District Committee. Their 
report concludes as follows: 


After full and careful consideration of the subject, anda visit of a subcom- 
mittee, during market hours, to the locality in question, your committee do 
not deem it necessary to discuss the matters more especially in litigation 
between the District and the Washington Market Company. From the evi- 
dence before us we are satisfied that the usage in the District of Columbia of 
allowing farmers and gardeners selling produce of their own raising to sell 
without license or license fee during market hours, at or near the markets, 
from wagons backed up to the sidewalks, is too ancient to be disturbed 
without better reasons than appear in the present case; also, that there is no 
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Mr. BLUE. This seems to be an effort, Mr. Speaker, to restore 
avery ancient custom in thiscity. The Commissioners have been 
clothed with power to make and execute proper sanitary regula- 
tions within the limits of this capital. Under a wise discretion 
they made such regulations as have been adopted by them for the 
better protection of the streets and the cleanliness of the city. 
This resolution is intended to override the regulations of the Com- 


missioners, simply because there existed here an ancient and hoary 


custom which gave to them who produced vegetables and other 
wares of that character the right to stall room which occupied a 
part of the streets of the city. As I recall this matter, when it 
was before the Subcommittee on Appropriations, the custom car- 
ried with it a demand for the farmers to clear away the d¢bris 


that was left by them in the sale of their wares at their expense 
Out of that regulation had grown up an abuse to the effect that 
they used some of the parties who were required to clean the mar- 
ket place in the discharge of a duty that had been thrust upon 
them, and paid those employees of the District for that duty of also 
clearing the streets which they had left littered and obstructed. 
The whole business is irregular. It is unworthy of the sanitary 
conditions of this city, and it appears to me that this resolution 
is simply in the interest of those who desire to sell their wares 
upon the streets. It has sprung from the plea that they havo 
made and the prayer that they have offered urging that this a! 


rl . 
might be restored. I am not able to gather from this resolution 
as I have heard it read whether these parties are required to pay 
into the Treasury the fees that are charged or not. If tl are 
not, they should be placed there, if the resolution is to become a 
law. But I trust the House, interested in the cleanliness, sanitary 
condition, and welfare of this great city, will vote down this propo- 


sition. If those producers of these commodities desire to sell them 
upon the market, thatis all right. Let them be sold under civilized, 
modernized, and liberalized regulations. There are too many 
things already in the lawsof the District that have no other claim 


on earth than that they are hoary and ancient. There are too 
many relics of bygone days in the laws upon the statutes of this 
District. Iam told that there are some laws upon the statut oks 
of this District that fix the fines in some misdemeanors to b> paid 
in tobacco. This is a new enactment to revive a custom as old 


and as effete as that. 

Mr. MILNES. It is acustom that now prevails and always has 
prevailed. 

Mr. BLUE. It is a custom, as I understand, which does not 
now prevail and has not prevailed since the regulations ntade by 


the Commissioners. If it does prevail, what is the necessity of 
this resolution? 
Mr. MILNES. Let meask the gentleman from Kansas if he 


| does not know now that these peopie have been allowed to stand 


existing necessity for the expulsion of these classes from B street north, be- | 


tween Seventh and Ninth streets. We recommend, therefore, the adoption 
by Congress of the accompanying joint resolution, 5. R. 148, * For the relief 
of farmers and truckmen in the city of Washington, D. C.” 

While thus in accord with the general purpose and object of 
the resolution, and after hearing the District Commissioners sev- 
eral times upon the subject, since they claimed that no hearing 
had been granted them elsewhere, your committee were of opin- 
ion that the resolution ought to be amended. 

For instance, the ordinance of 1857,referred to in the resolu- 
tion, was passed at a time when every market in this city was a 
public market. 
public markets, and the other four are private markets—the 
Washington Market being one of them. It was considered of 
doubttul propriety to give to the clerk of a private company or 
corporation powers that were originally intended to be executed 
only by an official of the municipality. Hence the amendment 
suggested in line 12 makes that portion of the ordinance cited ap- 
ply to “a clerk who may be designated by the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia.” 

One of the provisos also suggested by way of amendment ap- 
peared necessary to your committee in view of the litigation now 


there all this time, do stand there now, and have from t 
morial? 

Mr. BLUE. Idonotsounderstandit. They have been removed 
to another place. If such is not the case, Mr. Speaker, there is no 
necessity for the resolution, so far as they are concerned, and the 
only purpose it can have is to extend still further this ancient cus- 
tom to other portions of the sidewalk. I may be mistaken, but if 
I remember the action of the Commissioners correctly had 


ime Imme- 





| taken steps to abrogate this custom, and if that has not been done, 


Of the seven markets now existing three only are | 


pending between the Washington Market Company and the Dis- | 


trict, while another proviso is suggested as a further protection 
to the farmers, by which they shall only be charged a reasonable 
fee, to cover the necessary expense of policing, sweeping, and 
cleaning up the sidewalk and street after the market is closed. 

With these explanations of the report submitted by the com- 
mittee, I now move the previous question. 


Mr. BLUE. I trust that that will not be done until a further | 


ree for debate is given. 

Mr. SHANNON. I withdraw my motion. 
Mr. BLUE. I desire to be heard a moment on this matter. 
Mr. SHANNON. I yield to my friend from Kansas. 


XXIX— 104 


it certainly is what I understood to be the wish of the Commis- 
sioners at ‘the time when they were before the Subcommittee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. MILNES. That is correct. 

Mr. BLUE. This resolution appears to be chiefly in the inter- 
est of the revival and extension of an effete custom in this creat 
metropolitan city, in which we all delight so much and take so 


much pride, and I trust that we shall not permit the revival of a 
custom that belongs to a past condition of things when this coun- 
try was half slave and half free. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I confess that I have not been 


able so far to understand just what this joint resolution proposes, 
and I desire to ask the gentleman from Kansas what is intended 
to be accomplished by it. 

Mr. BLUE. I have merely heard it read here, but from: what I 
gathered from the reading I understand that this resolution at- 
tempts to override a regulation adopted by the Commissioners and 
to revive and extend this effete custom to other portions of the 
sidewalk north of Market Square. 

Mr. STEELE. MayI ask the gentleman a question for informa- 
tion? My understanding is that the Commissioners have sought 
to move the people who bring in country products to another part 
of the city, so that persons going to the city market will be com- 
pelled to go also to the place, the ultimate object being to estab- 
lish another market on a Government reservation. That is my 
understanding, and I shall be glad if the gentleman from Kansas 
will tell me whether it is correct. 

Mr. BLUE. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHANNON] 
has charge of this matter, and can probably answer the gentle» 
man’s question, 
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Mr. SHANNON. Mr. Speaker, with the permission of the 
House, I will make a brief statement in reply to my friend the 
gentleman from Kansas, who says that this joint resolution pro- 
poses the revival of a hoary custom that has too long prevailed 
and should in his opinion be discontinued. I would say to the 
gentleman that the joint resolution does not propose the revival 
of any custom whatever; it simply provides for the continuance 
of a custom which has prevailed in this city during the whole of 
the present century, and under the conditions and for the reasons 
mentioned in the report of the committee. 

Mr. BLUE. Isit not true that the Commissioners have sought 
to regulate that custom, and that you are seeking by this joint 
resolution to modify their regulation? 

Mr. SHANNON. I was about to state briefly the history of 
this matter. On November 2, 1895, the Commissioners of the 
District issued an order to the superintendent of the Metropolitan 
police instructing him to move the farmers and truckmen from 
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light upon certain phases of this matter, I am utterly at a loss to 
understand why this resolution is necessary if the law of 1871, 
connection with the custom which has grown up, isample. If ¢ 
is the fact, this resolution would seem to be mere surplusage, un! 
the Commissioners still refuse to rescind the order they have here; 
fore made in reference to this business. If the object of this r: 
lution is to abrogate the order of the Commissioners and di) 
their action in this matter, it appears to me it would be much wiser 
to leave the responsibility with the men who have been chosen { 
perform the executive duty of governing the city than it would | 
for Congress to undertake to regulate matters about which mi: 
bers in general can know but little. What the gentleman sta 
proves either that there is some need for a resolution overridi) 
the action of the Commissioners, or that there is no sufficient |, 
upon the statute books to authorize what it is sought to aceo.- 
plish. In either view, the matter is one appealing to this Hou 
for examination and careful consideration. 


t- 
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the place which they had always occupied to another point farther 
west. Immediately there were protests from the farmers and 
others, and finally, upon the opening of Congress in December, 
1895, the matter was referred to this House by a resolution intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. taro). The Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia were instructed to investigate 
the matter and to report by bill or otherwise. At thesame timea 
similar resolution was introduced in another place and a report by 
resolution madethereon. That resolution is now under considera- 
tion by the House. 

The conclusion reached by our committee after hearing the Com- 
missioners, the farmers, and all parties who were in any wise inter- 
ested in the matter, was that the order for the removal of the 
farmers which the Commissioners had issued was unjust, impolitic, 
and ill advised. The same conclusion was reached by the Senate 
committee, and I may say that there is nothing in what the 
gentleman from Kansas has said that would seem to affect that 
point. 

As to the necessity of securing proper sanitary conditions, the 
proviso that the committee propose to insert at the close of the 
joint resolution by way of amendment is for the very purpose of 
securing such conditions, and therefore, for my part, Mr. Speaker, 
Iam unable to discover on what ground the opposition of the gentle- 
man from Kansas is based. Wesimply propose to continue a state 
of things which has existed here for years to the manifest advan- 
tage of the farmers and of the patrons of the market, and which 
the Dtstrict Commissioners themselves now have no disposition to 
alter, for they distinctly stated before your committee that, in 
view of what had occurred, they should not insist upon the enforce- 
ment of their order. The joint resolution, therefore, seems to be 
satisfactory to all concerned, and I trust the gentleman will with- 
draw his opposition. 

Mr. BLUE. Is it not true that this business obstructs the 
streets at certain hours of the day? 

Mr.SHANNON. No,sir. Asubcommittee was appointed to go 
there and inquire into that very question, and there 1s no obstruc- 
tion or congestion of traffic at these hours, none whatever, be- 
cause the work of the market is over at 11 o’clock. This whole 
measure refers to the south front of Center Market, on B street 
north, between Seventh and Ninth, a locality where the farmers 
have been accustomed to go almost from time immemorial to sell 
their products. As I have already said, the custom has existed 
for a great many years, and it has also the sanction of the laws of 
1871. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that this House ought to be 
the last body to do anything to restrict these small farmers, gar- 
deners, and truckmen in their opportunities for gaining a livelihood, 
especially in this city. 

Mtr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Is it not a fact that if these farmers were driven to seek places in 
the market house, it would be impossible for them to find accom- 
modations there because the market house is now crowded to its 
utmost capacity? And does not this licensing of farmers to sell 
on the outside lessen the pressure for accommodations in the 
market house? 

Mr. SHANNON. Iwill say in reply to my distinguished friend 
from Ohio [| Mr. GROSVENOR] that this does not refer to the interior 
of the market; that is occupied by stalls. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Sol understand; but the gentleman does 
not understand me. My proposition is that if these farmers were 
driven from the places they now occupy, they would have no other 
places to go and would practically be driven out altogether. 

Mr. SHANNON. Quite right; but the proposition was to 
remove them to another point farther west. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is if not a fact that the rentals of market 
stalls are so high that many dealers who wish to dispose of the 
products of their farms in a small way would find it impossible 
to pay those rentals if they were required to do so? 

Mr. SHANNON. Those are very just considerations. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, let me say that while 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHanNoNn] has given some 


New York where these people now sell their wares. 
ollection of what the evidence before the Appropriations Commit- 
tee showed. 





I have not gathered from the statements of the gentleman from 
I have a ree. 


The argument made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR] falls short of the mark. If the disposition of these wares 
by these people in the manner in which it has been carried on is 
not in the interest of good government and proper sanitary regu- 


lations—if it disturbs the proper arrangements, the good govern. 
ment, the cleanliness of this city—then it is no argument to come 
here after the existence of this custom for nearly a century and 


say that the stalls in the market house cost too much, and that the 
sidewalks, the approaches to the market house, should be devoted 
to the use of people who pay practically no license for such use, 
and whose operations are prejudicial to the welfare, the cleanli- 
ness, the beauty, and the good government of the city. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to indorse the positi 
of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLUE]. 


Ido not know wheth 
the Commissioners are right in respect to this controversy, | 
whether the Committee on the District of Columbia is right. Bi: 
I believe it to be unwise, and a mistake on the part of Congress at 
any time to attempt to exercise administrative functions. And 
that is what is proposed by this legislation. 

Now, it may be that the judgment of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and of this body is superior to that of the Com- 
missioners of the District; but the fact is that by this resolution, 
as stated so ably by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLUE}, you 
are raising solely and purely an administrative question—a «ues- 
tion which ought to be left to the discretion of the Commissioners 


nm 
eT 
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of the District. 


Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. HULICK. Is it not the special object of this bill to confer 
jurisdiction upon the Commissioners as to the appointment of ti 
clerk who shall assign these places to these farmers? 

Mr. DOCKERY. . That brings up another issue. 

Mr. HULICK. That is the point; there is where the trouble 
has originated between the farmers and the market people. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That brings me to the second proposition. I 
am obliged to the gentleman for the interruption. Possibly the 
committee is right; I do not say that it is not right; but by the 
enactment of this legislation we not only seek to exercise adiinis- 
trative functions, but also to create a new office. 

Mr. HULICK. No, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. You provide for a clerk to be appointed by 
the Commissioners; and my friend from Colorado [Mr. Saarrotit| 
has an amendment prepared, I understand, which he will offer in 
_ time—I see by the smile on his face that he is intending to 

0 so—— 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The gentleman is right. 

Mr. DOCKERY. An amendment providing that the salary of 
this official shall not exceed $1,000. So that the proposition is 
that we shall perform executive functions and at the same time 
create a new office, the salary of which, if the amendment of my 
friend from Colorado prevails, will not exceed $1,000. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The entleman is mistaken. It is not pro- 
posed to create any new office. The duty to be performed by tls 
officer may not occupy more than one hour in the whole year. 
The Commissioners can designate a policeman or any other exist- 
ing officer to perform the duty. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the chairman of the committee coy BAB- 
cock] is right, Iam clearly in error. It seems to me that a ew 
office was to be created, aki knew that my friend from Colorado 
had an amendment prepared to limitthesalary. But, Mr. Speak, 
the fact remains, and that is really the grave defect, that (on- 
gress by joint resolution is going to take upon itself execu''v® 
duties which ought not to be done. We ought not, Mr. Speak, 
to do that even if we knew that we were absolutely right anc the 
Commissioners were in error, because the remedy lies with the 
executive department and not with the Congress. 
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Mr. BLUE.- Mr. Speaker, a moment more and I will yield the 


“Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Will my colleague allow me a mo- 

ont? 

“a BLUE. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. I wish to ask, Mr. Speaker, whether 
it is not a strange condition of affairs that my colleague from 
Kansas (Mr. BLUE], who is a lawyer, and the gentleman from Mis- 
souri (Mr. DocKERY], who is a doctor, should assume to instruct 
the House as to what ought to be done to the farmers surrounding 
the capital? Now, I have understood that there were a great 
many farmers of the farmers in Washington, but this is the first 
time I have ever understood that there were real, genuine farmers 
here, and I submit to the House if there are any such, they should 
have every advantage that is possible accorded to them, and if 
they wish to use the streets around the capital for the display of 
their products, they ought to be permitted todoso. Asa — 
sentative of the farmers, I claim and insist that this biil should go 

ough. 
Ot BLUE. Mr. Speaker, I am very much obliged to my col- 
league from Kansas for the suggestion that he has made in refer- 
ence to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERy] and my- 
self, Coming from the great metropolis of Kansas City, Kans.,a 
Representative of the State of Kansas, and being a lawyer, he is 
doubtless qualified to speak on this subject. [Laughter.] 

But I have no other purpose, so far as I am individually con- 
cerned, than simply to see that this legislation is thoroughly 
understood by the House. The gentleman from Missouri has 
well stated the condition. He is right, in my judgment, about it, 
as he is so many times when it comes to questions of this character. 

I wish to say further, Mr. Speaker, in this connection, that the 
very fact that this is a resolution, instead of a bill, is in itself an 
argument going in the direction of indicating that it was thought 
best to give instructions by this character of legislation rather 
than the establishment of some permanent provision of law. 

Mr. BABCOCK. You think it is suspicious on its face? 

Mr. BLUE. Well, the gentleman suggests—and he is from the 
committee that framed the resolution—that it is suspicious on its 
face. Perhaps he ought to know; it comes from his committee. 
I have not said so; I have not charged anything of the kind. Idid 
not say that it was a suspicious circumstance. But it is the usual 
forr’ of legislation, if it1s designed to redress a wrong or establish 
so".ething that is good law for the upholding of right, or provid- 
ing for a condition with reference to which the legislative power 
must take action—the regular way for the accomplishment of such 
legislation is by a bill, and not by a resolution, unless there is some 
hasty and inconsiderate action to be taken. 

Mr. MILNES. What is the difference and effect between a 
joint resolution and a bill? 

Mr. BLUE. Oh, I understand that the effect of their operation 
isthe same. Practically the same thing is accomplished. But it 
has been the practice, as I understand it—I am new here and not 
so old as some other gentlemen in this business—but it has been 
the practice where a matter is to be accomplished in the way of a 
direction to an executive officer, in the correction of an irregu- 
larity, in the expression of a legislative policy, or something of 
that character, to accomplish it largely - resolution and not take 
the regular and orderly way of a bill. Of course, a resolution has 
the same effect, but it is not the practical way of legislation. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. BLUE. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I simply want to derive informa- 
tion in reference to this matter, and t know the gentleman from 
Kansas has given it very much consideration. 

a BLUE. No; [have not given it fullconsideration. [Laugh- 

r. | 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I supposed that I was asking a 
question of some one who had information. But, as I understand 
it, in the resolution, or under the legislation heretofore adopted in 
1857, an ordinance was passed permitting hucksters, so called— 
small farmers—to bring vegetables, chickens, and produce of va- 
tious kinds to the city for sale, and they were permitted to occupy 
certain defined spaces, and parts of the sidewalks in some places, 
for the display of their wares, for which privilege they paid 10 
cents for a single wagon and 15 cents for a double, and were 
allowed to sell their wares onthe sidewalk. The people who desired 
to purchase direct from the farmers could do so, while at the 
same time the farmer paid only this small amount, paying no 
market tax, did not have to hire a stall, and did not even have 
to use a counter. In 1895 the Commissioners made an order to 
vacate the sidewalks, driving the farmers away from the stands 
they had theretofore been allowed to occupy. The object of 
pe provielon is simply to restore the old conditions, as I under- 

nd it. 

Mr. BLUE. Inreply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who 
Suggested that I had given a great deal of consideration to this 
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matter, I can only say that I have about the same opportunity as 
other members on the floor to give these questions careful study. 
We all know what our opportunities in that regard are—that they 
are very limited when the measures do not come from the com- 
mittees upon which we serve. I have sought to understand the 
questions that are presented here in the restricted opportunity 
given. 

I have somewhat the same view as the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, as he has stated it, and I think it will be found that that at 
least is the essence of the measure, going a little further and di- 
recting the Commissioners to do that which will brine back this 
antiquated condition after the Commissioners have taken certain 
steps, as I stated, to change or modify it for the better govern- 
ment of the city, and that is all I have to say with reference to the 
matter. ‘ 

1 am simply speaking upon this question from the standpoint of 
what I regard to be proper legislation. I think it ought to be very 
carefully considered, and that we ought to have appropriate legis- 
lation in a matter involving so much, as far as the interests of the. 
city of Washington are concerned. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I have heard the discussion 
concerning this bill, but it seems to me that there is one impor- 
tant element which has not been considered. I take it that the 
real intention of this bill is to provide competition in the sale of 
market produce, so that the people who desire to buy food can 
have an opportunity of purchasing the same from the farmers 
direct, and so that the farmers can sell their products without 
having to pay a large amount for stall rent. In other words, it 
authorizes the purchase of food from the producer direct, and thus 
saves the large amount that usually goes to the middleman. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think the bill is clearly in the interest of 
the people. he farmer raises his produce and brings it here, and 
he has a right to have a market for it. The privilege of selling 
from his wagon on the street adjoining the Center Market has 
been enjoyed by him for years. For a limited time he has been 
deprived of that right. if is a matter of justice to him that the 
right should be restored, and a matter of economy to the people of 
the District. There can not be any question of sanitary regulation 
in this matter. I am informed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia that the Commissioners are perfectly content with 
this bill. It is true that it requires a clerk to provide where these 
farmers’ wagons shall stand, but that, as has been explained by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHANNON], is simply to pro- 
vent the clerk of the market, which is a private markef, from 
placing these farmers in a disadvantageous position. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This simply takes from the clerks of the pri- 
vate market the control over a certain space in the street and 
puts it under the control of a clerk to be designated by the Dis- 
trict Commissioners. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The present arrangement has a tendency to 
place these farmers at a disadvantage in the location which they 


occupy. For that reason, some disinterested person, to be desig- 
nated by the Commissioners, is the proper one to doit. It seems 
to me that it is nothing but fairness and justice to these farmers, 
and at the same time it is a proper measure of economy in th 


interest of the people who buy food. It prevents combinations to 
raise prices in the market, and the bill should be passed. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then you think this resolution is 
favorable to the farmers? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, I do. 

Mr. McCORMICK. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLve} 
should be the last man on the floor to interferes with the time- 
honored rights of the farmers of this District and vicinity. I had 
no idea that he, the representative of farmers, would take such a 

osition at any time. He talks about an “antiquated practice.” 

t may be ancient, but, at the same time, it is honorable and ad- 
vantageous to the people. Nor is it so much out of fashion as the 
gentleman thinks, for in the city of New York and in the city of 
Brooklyn it is to-day largely followed, and the custom is liked by 
the people. The farmers are permitted to come into the cities 
with their wagons and to sell in certain streets, and to stay for a 
number of hours. Many people in those cities are in the habit of 
buying directly from the wagons, and the practice is greatly fa 
vored, as the vegetables and fruits are bought at first hands, with- 
out paying tribute to middlemen. Let the honest and worthy 
farmers have the privileges in Washington which they have so 
long enjoyed and seldom, if ever, abused. 

Mr. SHANNON. And in all the great cities of the Union the 
farmers have the same consideration. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Yes; in all the great as well as in the 
smaller cities of the United States. Hundreds of wagons enter 
New York City and Brooklyn from my own district, and are at the 
markets early in the morning. They furnish supplies which are 
known to be fresh and good in every particular. 

This practice of selling from wagons has been followed in this 
District for a great many years, as the gentleman says; but that 
is no reason why it should be abolished now. Itis a good custom, 
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and the District Commissioners have found that the people do not 
want it prohibited. The farmers occupy the streets for but a few 
hours, and do no harm. If the streets are soiled in any way, they 
can be quickly cleaned. I repeat, the coming of the farmers isa 
good thing and in the interest of the people of Washington. 

' Mr. SHANNON. Mr. Speaker, there are many more friends of 
the farmer here who desire to speak on the question, and perhaps 
they should be allowed to be heard before the discussion is closed, 
I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse]. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, the attitude of my friend from 
Kansas {Mr. BLUE] makes me think of a minstrel show which I 
once attended. One of the minstrels came out in the rdéle of a lec- 
turer, and proposed to give an address on “ Civil-service reform 
and the currency.” After announcing his subject he said that he 
perceived that the audience did not know anything about thesub- 
ject, and he did not either, and therefore he would bring his 
address to a close. [Laughter.] Now, my friend from Kansas 
{[Mr. BLUE], when asked if he had considered this question, said he 
had not, and I was fain to come to the same conclusion after 
listening to his speech. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Speaker, we have in this city the strangest anomaly known 
in all human history. Here is a city of 250,000 or 300,000 inhab- 
itants, the capital of a great Republic, and yet the inhabitants of 
this city do not have the opportunity to vote, and they have no 
voice in the management of their own municipal affairs. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERY] says this matter 
should not be considered by Congress, because it is a matter of 
administration. 

Now, suppose the Commissioners of the District should fail to 
administer the affairs of this District as the people wish them to 
do. For instance, suppose there is such a lax enforcement of the 
liquor law [laughter] in this city that practically it amounts to 
free rum, and the residents of this city, who have the welfare of 
this city at heart, who have the welfare of young men, reformed 
men, who are exposed to temptation, at heart, are not satisfied 
with the administration of the Commissioners of the District, 
what do they do then? They come here to Congress and to the 
Committee of the District of Columbia and ask that this law may 
be made more stringent; they ask that the law may be made 
operative, and may be so amended as to be enforced, and thus 
protect the people of this city from the awful saloon curse. 

Well, now, the Commissioners of this District have made an 
odious and offensive ruling in regard to these market men, and I 
am for the market men, because, for onething, they do bring fresh 
butter here. They do not make prepared soap grease, called oleo- 
margarine. and bring it into competition with butter. As they 
have no other method of redress, I submit it is unfair, as the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] suggests, to deny them the 
privilege of coming before the different Congresses and the com- 
mittee of this House to make known their wrongs and grievances 
and to ask for redress, as they have in thismatter. Isubmit there 
ought to be some different provision for the government of this 
city, and I hope that Congress and wise statesmanship will in the 
fullness of time devise a different and better method for the gov- 
ernment of this city than asking Congress to sit here as acommon 
council or a board of aldermen two days in the month for this 
one city of many in this great country, neglecting the affairs of 
60,000,000 people for the little affair of regulating city matters, 
such as the markets of the city. It is beneath the dignity of the 
House of Representatives to legislate upon such trivial and unim- 
portant matters. But while existing conditions prevail, while 
these people have no other redress, no other appeal from the de- 
cisions of the Commissioners of the District, 1 submit that it is 
unfair to deny to these men this relief. The Commissioners have 
made an odious rule or regulation in regard to these farmers. It 
is a grievance to them, and it is injurious to the people of the 
District, who desire competition, in order, as my friend from the 
other side said, that they may buy as cheaply as possible; and so I 
trust the House will see its way clear to adopt this very just and 
reasonable bill which has been brought in here by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHANNON. I move the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the amendments recommended by the committee were 
agreed to, and the joint resolution as amended was ordered to a 
third reading; and it was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHANNON. a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


SALE OF POISONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


_Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10038) to regulate the sale of poisons in the 
District of Columbia. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any person except a regis- 
tered pharmacist, or under the personal supervision of such, from and after 


| and almost the very words in which it is expressed, are similar 
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the passage of this act, to retail any poisons enumerated in Schedules A a: 
B, as follows, to wit: 

Schedule A: Arsenic and its preparations, corrosive sublimate, white pro- 
cipitate, red precipitate, biniodide of mercury, cyanide of potassium, h\ 
cyanic acid, strychniné, and all other poisonous vegetable alkaloids and ¢ 
salts; essential oil of bitter almonds, opium and its preparations, excey) 
egoric when sold in quantities of not more than 1 ounce. 

Schedule B: Aconite, belladonna, colchicum, conium, nux vomica, hen} 
savin, ergot, cotton root, cantharides, creosote, digitalis, and their phar 
ceutical pone croton oil, chloroform, chloral hydrate, sulphat 
zinc, mineral acids, carbolic acid, and oxalic acid. 

Nor without first labeling the vial, box, or paper containing the poison 
its name, the word‘ poison,” and the name and place of business of ; 
seller. Nor shall it be lawful for any registered pharmacist, or his assist; 
to sell or deliver any poison enumerated in Schedules A and B, unless, upon 
due inquiry, it be found that the purchaser is aware of its poisonous c)iar- 
acter, and represents that it is to be used for a legitimate purpose. Nor s 
it be lawful for any registered pharmacist or his assistants to sell any } 
included in Schedule A without first placing said poison in a three-cor: 
container, and before delivering the same to the purchaser, causing an « 
to be made in a book kept for that purpose, stating the date of the sal: 
name and address of the purchaser, the name and quantity of the poiso: 
the purpose for which it is represented by the purchaser to be required, 
the name of the dispenser; such book to be always open for inspection | 

»sroper authorities, and to be preserved for reference for at least five y: 
he provisions of this section shall not apply to the dispensing of poi 
upon the prescriptions of practitioners of medicine, except as provided { 
the following clause: That it shall not be lawful for a registered phan 
or his assistants to compound or dispense more than once a prescriptio: 
taining opium, morphine, cocaine, or chloral, when such prescriptic: 
written or printed upon its face the words “ not to be repeated.” 

Spe. 2. That any person violating any of the provisions of this act sha 

deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, upon conviction thereof, |x 


not less than $5 nor more than $100, in the discretion of the court, for « 
and every offense. 


Mr. SHANNON. Mr. Speaker, I call for the reading of ¢! 
report which accompanies this bill. 
The report (by Mr. SHANNON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred t! 
(H. R. 10088) to regulate the sale of poisons in the District of Columbi 
spectfully submit the following report: 

The chief object of this bill is to limit to registered pharmacies the «a 
poisons, and thus prohibit their sale by irresponsible parties to the detrimen 
of the public at large, especially of innocent people, and also prohibit thei 
sale to evil and designing persons for improper uses. 

In requiring that the poisons shall be sold in a three-cornered contain 
aim is to distinguish the poison in such a manner as will protect the ha: 
from making mistakes in administering the same to innocent people, 
so frequently happens. The mere grasp of a three-cornered contai: 
warn the handler of the poisonous and dangerous, if not fatal, properti 
these drugs, and so protect him from the impending mistake. 

It is thought that while this simple device may not always preven 
takes, it will accomplish much toward that result. 

Another object of the bill relates to the protection of innocent peop! 
the formation of the opium, morphine, cocaine, and chloral habits 
times a person who bas experienced the beneficial effects of these dru 
prescribed by physicians, will seek to have the prescription repeated w it! 
the consent or knowledge of the physician, and without any suspicion : 
oe of the pharmacist that it is to be used improperly; and this meth 

2 continued—the prescription being repeated again and again without 
suspicion or knowledge of either pharmacist or physician—until the ha\)it 
been so firmly established that it can no longer be concealed and the | 
has become the incurable victim of some one of these habits. 

While it is not contended that this legislation will arrest the form» 
such habits, it is believed that it will go far in protecting many well-mea 
and innocent people from such danger. 

“ As House bill 10088 thus appears to be a measure solely in the inter 
good health and good morals, the committee, after careful consid 
favorably report the same, and unanimously recommend that it do pax 
the following amendments: 

In section 1, line 21, strike out the words “and place of busines 
seller” and insert in lieu thereof the words “of the owner of the pha 
and the address of the place where sold.” 

In section 1, line 27, strike out the word “reistered” and insert i: 
thereof the word “ registered.” 

In section 1, line 38, strike out the words “ practitioners of medicin 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ persons authorized by law to practice 1 
cine and surgery in the District of Columbia.” 


Mr. SHANNON. Mr. Speaker, the main features of this bill, 


s. 


to those in section 13 of the existing law, approved June 15, |>°3, 
regulating the practice of pharmacy in the District of Colum)ia. 
Where the bill proposes to change the present law is in requiring 
that certain poisons shall be dispensed in characteristic contain- 
ers, SO as to —— the disastrous effects which too often result 
from an accidental administration of poisons. 

The bill also forbids the unauthorized repetition of prescriptions 
containing certain specified drugs, with a view to diminishing 
somewhat existing facilities for acquiring the drug habit. 

As the bill originated with the Medical Society of the Dis‘ 
of Columbia, and is approved by the District Commissioners, 
committee recommend its passage by the House, with the am: 
ments suggested in the report. 

The first amendment seeks to indicate with more definiteness 
the authorized seller of poisons; the second amendment is merely 
the correction of a typographical error, and the third amendment 
is suggested in view of a ible doubt as to who is a practitioner 
of medicine in the District of Columbia, inasmuch as certain })ct- 
sons authorized by law to practice medicine are not actively 
engaged in their profession. , 

With this explanation of the bill, I will now move the previous 
question, unless some gentleman desires to make an inquiry oF 


suggestion ing the measure. 
Mr. BAKER of Now Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I want to make 


rict 
the 
nd- 
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‘nquiry, and possibly to offer an amendment. I wish to ask 
CO eeationan in charge of the bill how, under Schedule B, the 
ordinary homeopathic pharmacists of the city can sell their medi- 
cines that have heretofore been sold without harm to anybody 
and without criticism? Has the gentleman given attention to that 

é ? 
mt; SHANNON. I will have to ask the gentleman to specify 
more definitely what he refers to in the schedule? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I refer principally to aconite, 
belladonna, colchicum, and nux vomica. These are well-known 
homeopathic remedies, and are sold either in liquid or as absorbed 
by pellets, andare generally used bythecommunity. Inthe quan- 


tities in which they are sold they are not in the least degree poi- | 
sonous; on the other hand, they are held by hundreds of people to | 
be the best kind of medicine, and it does not seem that the bill | 


should include such sales as those which I have mentioned. I 
wish to ask the gentleman what his construction of the bill is in 
that particular? : 

Mr. SHANNON. In reply to the gentleman, I will say that 
while it may seem to him important that the exceptions he men- 
-jons be incorporated in the bill, it is proper and right for me to 
state for the information of the House that this bill came before 
the committee with the distinct understanding that it had been 
carefully prepared by competent parties; that it originated with 
the Medical Society of the District of Columbia, and had the 
approval and recommendation of the District Commissioners, 
Under these circumstances your committee have given it as care- 
ful consideration as we could. We regret, of course, that the 
membership of our committee does not include gentlemen who, 
like the distinguished gentleman from Missouri _— DocKERY]} 
or the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. THomas], have the advan- 
tage of special professional knowledge of the subject, but I can 
assure the gentleman from New Hampshire that the bill has had 
the careful consideration and approval of the medical profession 
of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, it is unques- 
tionably true that this bill is recommended by one school of medi- 
cine in the District of Columbia, and so far as it applies to these 
preparations as used by that old school—as it is popularly known— 
f presume no one objects to the provisions of the bill. But there is 
another school of medicine which should not be forgotten in this 
legislation, and in order to cure the defect which I have suggested 
Isend to the Clerk’s desk an amendment which I think the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill will accept. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “ medicine,”’ in line 2, e 2, insert “all articles enumer- 
ated in Schedule B, under the strength of ‘ mother tinctures,’ as usually pre- 
pared and sold in any homeopathic pharmacy.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, that amendment is entirely use- 
less. I desire to inform the gentleman from New Hampshire 
that, as I understand, the Homeopathic Society have fully con- 
sidered both measures that are brought before the House by the 
committee to-day, and are not only in favor of this bill, but also of 
the pharmacy bill. We have taken their amendments as suggested 
and added them to the pharmacy bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Well, is there any objection 
to this amendment? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Why? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I object to _ amendment where a bill has 
been carefully prepared by the health officer, agreed upon by the 
Medical Society, and approved by the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict and by the committee. There are two branches of homeo- 
paths here, who do not agree with each other, and—— 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Who have been before the 
committee representing the Homeopathic Society? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I can not tell the gentleman’s name, but he 
represented the society, and we took his amendment and incor- 
porated it in the pharmacy bill. Now, Mr. Speaker, after a meas- 
ure has been carefully prepared—has been gone over and approved 
by the medical societies, by the health officer of the District, b 
the Commissioners of the District, and by the committee—I thin 
it is very dangerous to accept any amendment that is offered in 
this weg aoiess there is a great and obvious necessity for it. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Reddington, representing the Homeo- 
pathic Society, agreed to the bill. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Speaker, I introduced this bill, and the 
very point raised by the gentleman from New Hampshire was 
made tome. A few days ago I went to medical gentlemen who 
aided me in the preparation of a bill, and they told me that they 
had the hearty cooperation of the Homeopathic Society. My in- 
formation is that at every step in the progress of this bill the 
hom physicians of this District have been consulted as 


much as those who belong to other schools of medicine. 
- BAKER 
es 


‘ Mr. 
the United 


of New Hampshire. But, Mr. Speaker, there are 
of strength of these preparations—the grade known to 
States opeia and the grade of strength known 
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and used by the homeopathists. There is no distinction made 
between them in this bill, and the purpose of the amendment I 
have offered is to permit these homeopathic pharmacies, against 
whom there never has been any complaint, and probably never 
will be, in relation to the sale of the articles included in Schedule 
B, to go on doing business as they do it now. Certainly there 
can be no objection to the amendment, either as matter of fact or as. 
matter of principle, and it is not necessary that this bill should 
pass without amendment, while it is necessary that it should be 
so perfect that it will not interfere with the rights of these people 
who are doing business in the District of Columbia or of those 
who wish to deal with the pharmacies where these inoffensive 
articles are sold. The amendment is offered in entire good faith, 
for the purpose of making the bill better and stronger than it now 
is, and to protect the rights of people who do not believe in the 
old school of medicine. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I think the amendment is en- 
tirely unnecessary, and I hope it will be voted down. I ask fora 
vote. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BAKER of 
New Hampshire, it was rejected. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, on page 2, line 18, after the words 
“oxalic acid,” I move to amend by adding ‘“ any prescription 
containing over 2 per cent of alcohol.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What per cent? 

Mr. MORSE. Two per cent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Would not that include cologne? 

Mr. MORSE. Wait till you hear me. [Laughter.} Mr. Chair- 
man, chemistry ranks alcohol among the deadly poisons. This 
bill recites the names of poisons. Why should it not include 
alcohol? Alcohol is the fruitful source of pauperism, crime, in- 
sanity, disease, anddeath. It is a matter susceptible of proof that 
in our country, in consequence of the use of the poison alcohol, 
over 60,000 men annually go down to drunkards’ graves. Five 
hundred ghastly suicides are annually committed in consequence 
of alcohol; 500 murders are annually committed; 100,000 men 
crowd our almshouses and swell our taxes in consequence of alco- 
hol. I do not see, therefore, any reason why the committee should 
not consent to my amendment. 

Alcohol is a poisonous, dangerous drink. It is the devil’s own 
drink. Of all the engines the devil ever invented to destroy the 
bodies and souls of men and the peace of families, alcohol beats 
them all. I believe not a few of the appalling suicides which have 
recently taken _— under the very shadow of this Capitol are 
directly traceable to the poison known as alcohol in some one of 
its various forms. Surely, Mr. Chairman, alcohol is a poison, a 
deadly poison, a brain poison that turns man intoa beast and a 
brute, a criminal, a murderer, anda suicide. Itshould be labeled 
**Poison!” and its sale interdicted. It should certainly be in- 
cluded in this bill with these other poisons. 

Without occupying further the time of the House, I trust the 
committee will consent to my amendment and include in the bill 
preparations containing over 2 per cent of alcohol. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does not almost everything that comes ont of 
a drug store in the shape of tinctures, etc., contain at least 2 per 
cent of alcohol? The amendment would cover, for instance, as a 
gentleman here suggests, cologne. 

Mr. PITNEY. I move to amend the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Morsr] by adding at the end of it 
these words: ‘‘And any of the compound known as MORSE’S 
RISING SUN STOVE POLISH.” | Laughter. | 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard upon the 
amendment to the amendment. Seriously, my friend from New 
Jersey [Mr. PITNEY] knows that it is against the parliamentary 
usage of any deliberative body on the face of the earth to refer to 
the private business of any member. I submit therefore that the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is it any more out of order to refer tothe 
private business of manufacturing stove polish than to that of 
manufacturing and selling alcohol? 

Mr.MORSE. Thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] 
is not serious in his inquiry. {Laughter.] I am sure that my 
friend from New Jersey [Mr. PITNEY] on a little reflection will 
see that, seriously, his amendment is in exceeding bad taste; 
and certainly it is very improper for a gentleman to offer such an 
amendment on this floor. I will say for the benefit of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey that I do not think he needs any blacking, 
I think, in the light of this amendment, he had better spend his 
money for whitewash and soap. a 

Mr. PITNEY. I really think the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts ought to accept this amendment. I presume that the com- 
pound named in my amendment is poisonous. And whether it is 
so or not, it is an article of manufacture the sale of which the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse] is largely interested in 


promoting; and he ought to give me a commission upon all sales 
of the article in the District of Columbia which may be made by 


reason of the advertisement which this amendment will give. 
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Mr. MILLER of Kansas. I should like to ask the gentleman a 
question. As various evils are spoken of as following the sale of 
alcoholic liquor, does the gentleman think that that line of busi- 
ness has anything to do with creating the people called “ cranks?” 

Mr. PITNEY. Ido not know what the effect of stove polish 
may be. 

Mr. SHANNON. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. PITNEY. In view of the sensitive nature of my friend 
from Massachusetts, I will withdraw my amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By unanimous consent, the 
amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey will be withdrawn. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Morsg, it 
was rejected. ‘ 

The question recurring on the amendments of the committee, 
they were adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 





ADULTERATION OF FOODS AND DRUGS. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 9842) relat- 
ing to the adulteration of foods and drugs in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That no person shall, within the District of 
Columbia, by himself or by his servant or agent, or as the servant or agent 
of any other person, sell, exchange, or deliver, or have in his custody or pos- 
session with the intent to sell or exchange, or expose or offer for sale or ex- 
change, any article of food or drug which is adulterated within the meaning 
of this act; and the courts shall construe the provisions of this act liberally, 
so as to prevent the mischief intended to be guarded against. 

Sec. 2. That the term “drug,” as used in this act, shall include all medi- 
cines for external or internal use, antiseptics. disinfectants, and cosmetics. 
The term ‘food,’ as used herein, shall include confectionery, condiments, 
and all articles used for food or drink by man. 

Src. 3. That an article shall be deemed to be adulterated within the mean- 
ing of this act: 

(a) In the case of drugs: First, if, when sold under or by aname recognized 
in the United States Pharmacopoeia, it differs from the standard of strength, 
quality, or purity laid down therein; second, if, when sold under or by a name 
not recognized in the United States Pharmacopoeia, but which is found in 
some other pharmacopoeia or other standard work or materia medica, it dif- 
fers from the nena quality, or purity laid down in such work; third, if, 
when soldasa patented medicine, compounded drug, or mixture, it isnot com- 
posed of all of the ingredients advertised or printed or written on the bottles, 
wrappers, or labels of or on or with the patented medicine, compounded drug, 
or mixture. 

(b) In the case of food: First, if any substance or substances have been 
mixed with it so as to reduce or lower or injuriously affect its quality or 
strength; second, if an inferior or cheaper substance or substances have been 
substituted wholly or in part for it; third, if any valuable constituent has 
been wholly or in part abstracted from it; fourth, if it is an imitation of or is 
sold under the name of another article; fifth, if it consists wholly or in part 
of a deceased, decomposed, putrid, or rotten animal or vegetable substance, 
whether manufactured or not; sixth, if it is colored, coated, polished, or pow- 
dered whereby damage is concealed, or if it is made to appear better or of 

reater value than it really is; seventh, if it contains any added poisonous 
ingredient or any ingredient which may render it injarious to the health of 
a person consuming it; eighth, in the case of milk, if it contains less than 3} 
per cent of fat. less than 9 per cent of solids not fat, and contains more than 
87} per cent of water; ninth, in the case of butter or cheese, if it is not made 
onder from milk or cream, or both, with or without common salt; the 
butter, if it contains more than 12 per cent of water, more than 5 per cent of 
salt, and less than 83 per cent of fat; tenth, in the case of coffee, if it is not 
composed entirely of the seed of the Caffea arabica; eleventh, in the case of 
lard, if it is not made exclusively from the rendered fat of the hog; twelfth, 
in the case of tea, if it is not composed entirely of the genuine leaf of the tea 
plant not exhausted; thirteenth, in the case of all kinds of vinegar, if it con- 
tains an acidity equivalent to the presence of less than 4 per cent of absolute 
acetic acid; and cider vinegar, if it is not made from the legitimate product 
of pure apple juice and contains less than 1.5 per cent of total solids; four- 
teenth, in the case of cider, if it is not made from the legitimate product of 
pure apple juice and free from salicylic acid or other preservatives; fifteenth, 
in the case of glucose, if it contains less than five one-hundredths per cent of 
ash; sixteenth, in the case of flour, if it is not composed entirely of ground 
wheat, free from bran, perfectly white or having a faint yellow tinge, and 
contains more than six-tenths per cent of ash, less than 10.5 per cent of albu- 
minoids, and more than 12 per cent of moisture; seventeenth, in the case of 
bread, if there is any addition of alum, sulphate of copper, borax, or sulphate 
of zinc, and contains more than 31 per cent of moisture, more than 2 per cent 
of ash, and less than 6.25 per cent of albuminoids; eighteenth, in the case of 
olive oil, if it is not made exclusively from the olive berry (Olea europea), 
and its specific gravity at 15.5° centigrade (60° Fahrenheit), “actual density ” 
to be not more than .917 nor less than .914: Provided, That an offense shall not 
be deemed to be committed under this section in the following cases, that is 
to say, first, where the order calls for an article of food or drug inferior to 
such standard or where such difference is made known or so appears to the 
purchaser at the time of such sale; second, where the article of food or drug is 
mixed with any matter or ingredient not injurious to health and not intended 
fraudulently to increase its bulk, weight, or measure or conceal its inferior 
quality if at the time such article is delivered to the purchaser it is made 
known to him that such article of food or drug is so mixed; third, where the 
standard of strength or purity concerning any drug has been raised since the 
issue of the last edition of the United States Pharmacopoeia. 

Src. 4. That it shall be the duty of the health officer of the District of Co- 
lumbia, under the direction of the Commissioners of said District, to adopt 
such measures as may be necessary to facilitate the enforcement hereof, and 
prepare rules and regulations with regard to the proper method of collecting 
and examining drugs and articles of food in said District. 

Sec. 5, That it shall be the duty of every inspector to investigate a com 
plaint for a violation of any of the provisions of this act on the information 


of any person who lays before him satisfactory evidence by which to sub- 
stantiate such complaint. 
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Sc. 6. That every person offering for sale or delivering to any purcha 
any drug or article of food included in the provisions of this act shall fury 
to any analyst or other officer or agent of the health department who « 
apply to him for the purpose and shall tender him the value of the sa 
sample sufficient for the purpose of analysis of any such drug or arti: 
food which is in his pe. 

Sec. 7. That in all cases where any drug or article of food shall be ¢; 
asasample to be examined and analyzed, such analysis shall be done i; 
prose of the owner or his agent, if he so requests, and the person ma 
the analysis shall reserve a portion of the sample, which shall be sealed 
in case of a complaint the reserved portion alleged to be adulterated 
upon application, be delivered to the defendant or his attorney. 

Sec. 8. That no person shall hinder, obstruct, or in any way interfere 
any inspector, analyst, or other person of the health department in the 
formance of his duty in carrying out the provisions of this act. 

So. 9. That all prosecutions under this act shall be in the police cou 
said District, on information brought in the name of the District of Co 
bia, and on its behalf, and any person or persons violating any of the | 
sions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conyi 
shall be Pees by a fine of not less than $5 nor more than $100. 

Src. 10. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act be, and 
same are hereby, repealed. 


The amendments reported by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia were read, as follows: 


Section 2, line 5, add after the word ‘“‘ man,” the following: 
“and if there be more than one quality of any article of food or drug 
known by the same name the best quality thereof shall be furnished t 6 
purchaser, unless he otherwise requests at the time of making such purc! 
= ee he be notified at such time of the inferior quality of th 

elivered.”’ 


Section 3, line 6, strike out the word “therein” and insert “in the ed 


le art 8 


thereof at the time official.” " 
Section 3, line 10, strike out the words “insuch work” andinsert “therein.” 
Section 3, line 14, after the word “ mixture,” insert the words: 
“Provided, That if the defendant in se es in respect to the sale 
of any such patented medicine, compounded drug, or mixture shall prove to 


the satisfaction of the court that he had purchased the article in questi»: 
the same in nature, substance, and quality as that demanded of him } 
purchaser, and with a written warranty to that effect; that he had no rea 
to believe at the time when he sold it that the article was otherwise; and that 
he sold it in the same state as when he purchased it, he shall be discharged 
from the prosecution.” 

Section 3, line 48, strike out the word “‘and” and insert ‘tin the case of 
wines and fruit juices, if not made from the legitimate product of the pure 
fruit, as represented, and in the case of cider, wines, fruit juices, and malt 
liquors, if not.” 

Section 3, line 52, after the word “of ’ and before “ flour,” insert ‘“‘ wheaten.’ 

Section 3, line 57, insert after the word ** bread” and before “if” * (which 
term shall be held to mean wheaten bread unless otherwise specified ).”' 

Section 7, lines 3 and 4, strike out the following: “‘such analyses shal! be 
done in the presence of the owner or his agent, if he so requests and.” 

Section 7, line 6, insert after the word “sealed *’ and before the word 


“and” the following: “for a period of thirty days from the time of taking 
such sample.” 


Section 10, line 2, after the word “‘ repealed,” insert: 

“* Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall be construed as modi- 
fying or repealing any of the provisions of ‘An act defining butter, also im- 
posing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and 
exportation of oleomargarine,’ approved August 2, 1886, or of ‘An act defining 
cheese, and also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sal: 
importation, and exportation of filled cheese,’ approved June 6, 1894." 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this bill may, perhaps. be 
considered the most important in the interest of the public health 
that has yet been presented by the District Committee. It relates 
wholly to the adulteration of foods and drugs in the District of 
Columbia. It is of vital importance tothe public health. It seeks 
to prevent the perpetration of frauds, and at the same time to pro- 
tect the honest producer and dealer as wellas the consumer. The 
bill may be considered as amendatory or supplementary to ‘An 
act to prevent the manufacture or sale of aiuinereted foods or 
drugs in the District of Columbia,” approved March 12, 1888. The 
sections of that act chiefly affected by this bill are those numbered, 
respectively, 11, 12, and 16. Section 11 reads as follows: 

That the analysis provided for in this act shall be under the control of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, under such rules and regulations as may 
be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Under the authority of this section the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury‘*has promulgated certain regulations concerning the analysis 
of foods and drugs in the District of Columbia, which are set 
forth at length in ‘‘Series 7, No. 15, Revised,” entitled ‘‘ Regula- 
tions concerning analysis of foods and drugs in the District of 
Columbia.” Under these regulations the responsibility of making 
the analysis is placed upon the health department by this lun- 
guage: 

The chemist of the health de ment of the District of Columbia, or such 
person as shall be lawfully acting in that capacity, is hereby designate 4s 
the analyst contemplated by section 12 of this act. ‘ 

But neither by the act itself nor by the regulations is any )):' 
ticular officer charged with the enforcement of the legal obliv:- 
tions established by the act. Any private party may, as a mat\T 
of course, make the complaint and set the machinery of the | 
in motion; but by reason of the complications surrounding ‘\' 
law prosecutions, I am informed, by private parties hav: 
think I am warranted in saying—not been made to any ex! 
under that law. : 

Now, to what extent the adulteration of food and drugs is pr 
ticed in this District it is impossible for me to state definit:'y 
from the fact that owing to the comparatively small force of 1°" 
at the command of the health department it has been imposs!) ® 
to make the necessary investigations to determine that fact. Au 
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of the investigations have thus far been made under the supervi- | 
sion of the health officer. The present law has been practically a | 
dead letter until quite recently, when investigations were com- | 
menced under the supervision of the health department, and the 

investigations were made, Iam informed, by Mr. J. D. Hurd, the 

District chemist. A part of the results attained by him I will 

refer to now for the information of the House. Of 87 samples of 

vinegar Which were examined by him, 24 were found to be adul- 

terated, the percentage of adulteration being 64.8; evaporated | 
cream, 2 samples examined, both of them adulterated 100 per cent; 
olive oil, 10 samples tested, 6 adulterated to the extent of 60 per | 
cent; precipitated sulphur, 8 samples, 2 adulterated to the extent 
of 25 per cent; cream of tartar, 7 samples examined, 2 adulterated | 
98,5 per cent; cider, 2 samples, both adulterated up to 100 per | 
cent: mince meat, 1 sample only analyzed, adulterated 100 per | 
cent; smoked sausage, 1 sample examined, adulterated to the ex- | 
tent of 100 per cent. 

I am advised that out of 40 grocery stores 36 were selling acetic | 
vinegar, even below the standard of that kind, for pure cider vine- 
gar. Fifteen stores were found to be selling cotton-seed oil for 
pure olive oil, and of 4 candy stores 4 were selling a composition 
of brick dust for chocolate drops. 

Now, under the prosecutions instituted by the health officer the 
court, Iam informed, disregarded the so-called ‘‘ standard ” laid 
down by the Commissioner of Internal Kevenue, supposed to have 
been established, as I have stated, and in these cases determined the 
question of adulteration solely on the testimony submitted. I 
can not state definitely to the House the reason given by the court. 
But I believe I am correct in stating that the making of the regu- 
lations, so far as they were intended to fix the standard, was held 
to be unauthorized by the court. 

This bill, as will be seen, definitely fixes the standard of strength 
and purity of drugs and other articles. It also fixes the oye hg ol 
bility for its enforcement, which the present act does not do, by 

lacing the same upon the health officer of the District of Colum- 

ia instead of on the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, as is the 
case under the present law. Its provisions, I may say, will not 
inflict, as far as I am informed, any hardships upon thoseengaged in 
the sale of food or drugs, since the standard to be fixed follows very 
closely those previously established by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury under the present law. Where there is a variation, the stand- 
ard has almost invariably been reduced, there being but few cases 
where the standard has been raised. 

Now, in the case of food articles, patent medicines, drugs, etc., 
an effort has been made to prevent, as far as practicable, the com- 
mon practice of selling an article under a fraudulent name. Pro- 
vision is made, however, to enable the dealer who is found to have 
been innocently made a party to the fraud to protect himself 
against liability. 

It is represented that a large majority of the States have laws | 
in conformity with the one here suggested; but Ohio, New York, 
and Massachusetts were taken as examples, and I am informed by 
the authorities that this proposed law follows very closely the 
Massachusetts law, which is considered by the authorities to be 
as nearly perfect as possible. 

I believe this legislation to be absolutely essential in the interests 
of the public health and for the protection of the people against 
all species of fraud in which the people are powerless to protect 
themselves. It is more important and dangerous because of its 
results, not alone in the loss of money, but the possible loss of life 
or great injury to the public health. 

I may say, Mr. Speaker, that this bill has been unqualifiedly 
indorsed by the prominent physicians of the District of Columbia. 
I have here the indorsement of Dr. George M. Kober, in a personal 
letter to myself, the chairman of the committee on public health, 
pe Center (Good Government Club), District of Columbia. 

e says: 





1819 Q Street NW., Washington, D. C., February 5, 1897. 


HONORED Srp: I have carefully examined H. R. 9842, a bill relating to the 
adulteration of foods and drugs in the District of Columbia, and trust that 
this — much-needed measure in the interest of public health may 

w. 


Oo M. KOBER, M. D 
a GEO. M. KO , M. D., 
B Chairman Committee on Public Health, 
Civic Center (Good Government Club). 
Hon. GEorGE M. CurTIs 


Committee-on the District of Columbia. 


_I also have a personal letter from Dr. Samuel O. Busey, who 
signs himself president of the Medical Society of the District of 
Columbia, indorsing this bill in very strong terms. I will consume 
a little of the time of the House in reading this letter, so that it 
may appear in the RECORD. 

Dr, Busey says: 


p 1545 I Street NW., Washington, D. C., February 6, 1897. 

Sir: Ihave the honor peemmewioigs the receipt of bill H. R. 9842, entitled 
& bill relating to the adulteration of foods and drugs in the District of Co- 
lumbia. I have given the bill careful consideration, and it meets with my 
unqualified a val, because no single measure relating to the District of 
Columbia resent session of Congress will go further toward 


the 
Promoting public health than this billin question. After a professional expe- 


nee of over forty-eight years, I am 


rtance of 


— tothink that the im) 
and it needs no 


is about to be emphasized by an effective law, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1655 


argument of mine to indicate that any legislation which is aimed to correct 
the adulteration of food would be incomplete without dealing with the ques- 
tion of adulterated drugs, as there is more danger to life and health from the 
latter than from adulterated food. 

Every practitioner of medicine must recall instances of untoward effects 
of certain drugs due to poisonous impurities, and every physician has time 
and again been disappointed in his remedial efforts, simply because some 
ere dealer has placed an adulterated article on the market. In 
spite of these sad experiences, it is a fact that the first movement toward 
securing qomaprehensive legislation against the adulteration of foods and 
drugs in this country was made only in 1881 by three States, viz, New Jersey, 
New York, and Michigan, followed in 1882 by the States of Massachusetts and 
Louisiana. Other States have doubtless enacted similar laws, but the limited 
time at my disposal will not permit a more extended search for authorities. 
The actual work in the enforcement of the law in the State of New York 
commenced in the summer of 1882. Of the first 119 samples of food submitted 
to the public analyst of the State board of health for examination 50 were 
found adulterated, while of 75 samples of drugs, 32 Were adulterated. In 
December, 1882, prosecutions were commenced in 24 cases for violations of the 
law. These included 17 cases for selling cream of tartar adulterated with 
terra alba, starch, etc., to the extent of from 37 per cent to 9% per cent; 2 

ases of coffee adulterations with chicory and burnt pease; 4 cases of mustard 
adulterations with from 40 per cent to 71 per cent of flour, and 1 of precipi- 
tated sulphur containing 30 per cent of sulphate of lime. 

The records of the chemical laboratory of the health department of this 
city reveals the existerce of fraudulent adulterations of many articles of 
food, and the records of the police court show the total inadequacy of the 
present ordinance on the subject. 

Assuming that the vital importance of pure and unadulterated drugs of a 
iven standard of strength and quality is self-evident, I beg to refer to sec- 
ion 3, line 25, and believe the instances of prosecutions cited from the State 

of New York sufficiently illustrate the importance of a law which 
the admixture with food stuff of any substance so as to reduce or lower or 
a gee affect its quality or strength. The necessity for the second, 
third, and fourth provisions, in lines 27 tu 31, is apparent from the fact that 
ound coffee as found in the stores is not infrequently sophisticated with 
he grounds of coffee previously used, the roasted root of chicory, acorns, 
rye or barley, carrots, sunflower seeds, caramel. Artificial coffee beans have 
en made of clay, dough, or extract of chicory colored to imitate the nat- 
ural bean, while tea is adulterated with leaves of various plants, such as wil- 
low and poplar leaves or tea leaves which have already been exhausted, 
and then dried, mixed with gum,and rolled up. The fifth provision, on line 
81, so far as it relatesto putrid or rotten animal or vegetable substance needs 
no special comment. The use of partially decayed food has often been the 
cause of serious or fatal illness. Meat and fish in a partial state of putrefac- 
tion are especially injurious and have given rise to wholesale forms of poi- 
soning, especially after public gatherings. Ata musical festival in Switzer- 
land, of 700 participants 444 were suddenly attacked by violent gastroenteric 
and nervous symptoms; 10 of the patients died. The illness was traced to 
roast veal which had been kept in a warm place for two days after roasting, 
and was in astate of partial decomposition. The severe attacks of vomiting 
and diarrhea frequently observed as having occurred after eating sausages, 
canned meats, and some kinds of mince pies are due to the action of a pr vison 
evolved during the decomposition of animal matter. 

Meat may be unfit for food because the animals suffered at the time of death 
from splenic fever, pleuro-pneumonia, tuberculosis in its advanced stages, 
and septic diseases, while certain parasites, as the trichina spiralis, echino- 
coccus, and cysticercus, which frequently infest the flesh of animals, may give 
rise to serious or even fatal diseases in persons consuming such meat, unless 
the life of the parasite is first sanrres by boiling or roasting. There is also 
good ground for believing that the flesh of animals which have been drugged 
with arsenic or antimony may contain a sufficient amount to prove injurious 
to the consumer. 

In regard to the sixth and seventh provisions, line 34, the addition of picrie 
acid and chrome yellow as coloring matter in vermicelli has been repeatedly 
demonstrated. Pickles are frequently colored with copper, all of which are 
injurious, and some of the aniline dyes used for coloring confectionery have 
been known to contain arsenic. 

In the case of milk, line 39, a lower standard than'3} per cent of fat and 9 
per cent of solids not fat would virtually legalize dishonest manipulations of 
the milk, or place a premium on indifferent care of the animals. The intro- 
duction of the “‘cream separators’ affords an opportunity of removing 
almost the whole of the fat from milk, and the sophisticator, who is gener- 
ally the middleman, not satisfied with his immense margin, has thus the 

ower of reducing its cream to the lowest salable standard without exposing 
Pimself to any such risk of detection as would attend the = cess of * water- 
ing,” a process by which the total nonfatty solids might be so reduced as to 
lead to the detection of the fraud. 

In reference to butter, it is a well-known fact that this article of food is 
frequently adulterated by the addition of an excess of salt water or butter- 
milk, or by starch, flour, lard, suet, or oleomargarine, and while this sophisti- 
cation does not injure the health, it certainly affects the palate and pocketbook 
of the consumer. 

The most common forms of adulterations of coffee and tea have already 
been referred to. 

The nutritive value of lard is of course lowered by the addition of water, 
salt, or foreign fats, which are sometimes substituted in part for that of the 
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hog. 

The most common form of adulteration in vinegar is the substitution of 
sulphuric acid for acetic acid, which is injurious from its tendency to form 
insoluble sulphates in the body. 

A good-sized volume might be written on the sophistication of wines and 
fruit juices which are not the legitimate product of the pure fruit as repre- 
sented; logwood, blackberries, elderberries, and bilberries are the chief 
coloring matters used in imitation wines. Lime salts, tannin, alum, lead, 
and copper are among the injurious ingredients employed, while of course 
many Vineearemant actured from distilled spirits; and the bulk of imported 
port wine is stated to bea mixture of true port, Marsala, Bordeaux, and Cape 
wines with brandy. Inferior kinds are adulterated with the coloring mat- 
ters referred to, or with catechu, prune juice, and a little sandalwood and 
alum. 

The manufacture of artificial fruit juices and flavoring extracts has become 
a refined art, and is of course a fraudulent procedure, not wholly free from 
danger, since many poisonous substances are used. 

In reference to beer, I respectfully recommend that the following amend 
ment be inserted in section 3, line 62, after the word “ preservatives:"’ “And 
in the case of malt liquors, if not free from picric acid, cocculus indicus, col- 
chicine, colocynth, aloes, and wormwood.”’ These dangerous adulterauts are 
used sometimes as substitutes for hops. 

In the case of wheaten flour, line 65, it is known that flour has been adul 
terated with inferior grades, such as potato, beans, pease, oats, maize, etc. 
These additions are, however, quite uncommon. The ‘eaaure from damaged 
flour, especially to the digestive tract, have been recognized for a long time. 
Dr. Mann, in his Medical Sketches, enumerates among the active causes 
which led to the production of disease among the troops along the Niagara 
frontier during the war of 1812, “‘bad bread.” ‘‘ It was notorious,” he remarks, 
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‘that the bread on the Niagara was made of damaged flour, such as was either 
not nutritious orabsolutely deleterious.” It was believed,also, that the flour 
contained in some instances an earthy substance, like plaster of paris. 

Sometimes alum, sulphate of copper, zinc, or borax are added by the baker 
to prevent the formation of butyric and lactic acids, and to impart a fine 
white color to the bread; these articles tend to produce dyspepsia and con- 
stipation, and their addition is fraught with danger to the public health. 

The most common adulterant for olive oil is the addition of other vege- 
table oils, notably of cotton-seed oil. 

Respectfully submitted. 

SAMUEL CO. BUSEY, M. D., 
President Medical Society District of Columbia. 
Hon. GEorGE M. CuRTIs, 
Chairman Subcommittee, House of Representatives. 

Mr. Speaker, I am informed that the leading pharmacists of the 
District of Columbia also indorse this bill. Ihave in my hand a 
letter from the health officer, also indorsing the bill in the strong- 
est possibleterms. The bill has the approval of the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, and it is presented to this House with 
the unanimous approval of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I desire toask the gentleman 
a question. On page 9, line 1, I read: 

And the courts shall construe the provisions of this act liberally, so as to 
prevent the mischief intended to be guarded against. 

I should like to have an explanation as to the kind of construc- 
tion that language calls for. 

Mr. DOCKERY. A liberal construction. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Is it to be construed liber- 
ally against the person accused or in his favor? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. The language may not be as clear as it 
should be—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In the interest of the law. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. It is intended to impress, as far as possi- 
ble, the importance of the enforcement of the act,so as to prevent 
the mischief intended to be guarded against. If the language is 
imperfect, why the committee will cheerfully consent to an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I believe it is a 
rule of criminal law that a statute shall be construed liberally 
toward the accused. Here is a bill which provides that certain 
things shall be misdemeanors and punished accordingly, and yet 
the evident intent of. the bill is that this liberal construction 
which is spoken of shall be contrary to the ordinary construction 
of courts of justice. I suggest that this needs amendment, and 
there I leave it with the committee. 

Again, on page 2, section 3, under subdivision a, we read: 

First, if, when sold under or by a name recognized in the United States 
Pharmacopeeia, it differs from the standard of strength, quality, or purity 
laid down in the edition thereof at the time official. 

These bills, all of them, have good purposes in view, but they 
seem to have been hastily drawn, or drawn by people who did not 
consider all the branches of the subjects with which they deal. 
That statement in itself would be a good statement, if it were not 
for the fact that there are medicines or drugs named in that phar- 
macopceia which are also named in others that are standard in 
their several schools of medicine. For instance, take aconite, 
podophyllin, and so forth, which are mentioned in the United 
States Pharmacopeeia, and which are sold in the old-school drug 
stores in a different strength from that which they are sold in 
homeopathic pharmacies. Yet under this act, if a regularly reg- 
istered homeopathic pharmacist shall sell the articles which he has 
in store, conforming literally to the requirements of his pharma- 
copoeia, made by those who are recognized throughout the United 
States of America as honest dealers, that person will be subject 
to the penalties of this act; yet I presume that it was not the 
intention of the committee that that should beso. With that sug- 
gestion, I leave that to the committee. 

Again, on page 3, under subsection b, referring to food and not 
drugs, lines 31, 32, and so forth, I find the following: 

Fifth, if it consists wholly or in part of a deceased, decomposed, putrid, or 
rotten animal or vegetable substance, whether manufactured or not. 

I presume it is known by the members of this committee and 
this House that a great many things are manufactured from ex- 
actly such substances which come out absolutely pure, sweet, and 
wholesome. Take glycerin, for example. Under this bill if the 
person selling it can not show that the pure glycerin which he 
sells was manufactured from articles not enumerated herein, he 
will be subject to punishment for a misdemeanor, although he is 
selling a perfectly honest commercial product. The same would 
be true of ammonia and other articles which I will not take the 
time of the House to enumerate. A little further along the bill 
contains provisions which might subject a perfectly innocent party 
to many penalties; for instance, in the sale of oysters, lobsters, 
and a great many common products. We find in the case of milk 
that the seller is hable to punishment if it is found that the milk 
which he sells contains— 

Less than 3} per cent of fat, less than 9 per cent of solids not fat, and con- 
tains more than 87} per cent of water. 

Now, itis known to everyone in this House whois at all familiar 
with the subject that no two cows give the same quality of milk, 
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and thut at different seasons of the year the quality varies., Now 
how is an honest farmer or dealer to know whether the milk th» 
he is selling on any particular day contains more or less than 873 
per cent of water? : 

Mr. CORTIS of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I shall be very glad. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I will state, for the information of ; 
gentleman from New Hampshire as well as a number of mem); 
upon the floor, that the standards enumerated in this bill are yp 
very largely from the standards submitted by the Secretary of {\\9 
Treasury, and wherever a change has been made, with very few 
exceptions, that standard has been lowered. : 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is probable—— 

Mr. MILNES. Let me call the attention of the gentleman from 
New Hampshire to the fact that the standard of milk is precisely 
as it is now fixed, and there is no change made by the bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The United States standar(? 

Mr. MILNES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But so far as that standard 
is concerned, the gentleman from Iowa has informed us that it is 
not enforced, and because it is not enforced by any law of Con- 
gress the difficulties which I have pointed out have not been practi- 
cally met. The same is true as to lines 44, 45, and 46, in prin- 
ciple, so far as butter is concerned, where it is provided that there 
shall ‘‘not be more than 5 per cent of salt in any butter,” and any 
person having more than 5 per cent of salt in the butter shall be 
guilty of amisdemeanor. 'Therearemany people who require and 
desire a much greater quantity of salt than others, and if a farmer 
should provide, for those who are not satisfied with 5 per cent, 54 
per cent of salt on a special order, would he be guilty of a misie- 
meanor? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. He can salt his own butter. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And I presume the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, who now makes the suggestion that a man 
should salt his own butter, would be very glad to go into that 
process in his own family. If so, we leave him to do it. Then, 
down on the same page, 4, in the lines of the amendment 58 and 5 


And in the case of wines and fruit juices, if not made from the legit 
product of the pure fruit as represented— 


That is good so far— 
and in the case of cider, wines, fruit juices and malt liquors, if not free { 
salicylic acid or other preservatives. 

I wish some gentleman here would inform me whether a man 
can sell his cider if he has happened to put into a barrel hal! a 
dozen pounds of fresh beef or raisins to preserve it, or if it had 
been preserved by the well-known process of making it into cham- 
pagne cider? In the last lines of the same page— 

In the case of wheaten flour, if it is not composed entirely of ground wheat 
free from bran, perfectly white or having a faint yellow tinge— 

And yet there can be pure flour when its shade is more than a 
faint yellow tinge, and as sweet and as nutritious as if it had only 
afaint tinge. Icould give a number of other like instances in 
the bill, which I will not consume the time of the House to point 
out. But I wish to ask the attention of the committee in charge 
of this bill especially to sections 4 and 5, on page 6: 

Sxc. 4. That it shall be the duty of the heaith officer of the District of 
lumbia, etc. 

Then in section 5 the provision is made— 

That it shall be the duty of every inspector to investigate a complain 
for a violation of any of the provisions of this act on the information of any 
person who jays before him satisfactory evidence by which to substant 
such complaint. 

I wish to submit to the committee that as the execution of thi 
bill is in the hands of the health officer, that it should be mado 
the duty of the health officer and not the inspector, who is a sub- 
ordinate of the health officer, to investigate all complaints, and 
that the inspector should investigate them only upon the instru 
tion of the health officer. Therefore I would suggest that 
words ‘‘every inspector,” in line i of section 5, be stricken o 
and the words “ health officer” be inserted. With these sugees- 
tions, while I might make many others in the same line, I leave 
the bill to the committee and the House. 


[Mr. McCORMICK addressed the House. See Appendix. 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, in response to two 
three of the questions propounded by the gentleman from ‘ov 
Hampshire [Mr. Baker}, referring to a letter from the health 
officer of the District of Columbia, which Ihold in my hand, I find 
the following: 

In the case of milk, the standard, while somewhat lower than that fix 
the regulations— 

Meaning the regulations established by the Secretary 0! 
Treasury— 
iocihily eves that fixed by the act to regulate the sale of milk in the I 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes, approved March 2, 185. |! 
standard fixed by that law was, however, the lowest recognized in this ¢ 


try. The other aan in the standards are as follows: In the case of vin 
gar the uired equivalent of acetic acid is reduced from 5 per cent to # pet 


cent, and in the case of fruit juices, including cider and glucose, standards 
are established. none being fixed by the adie law or regulations. 
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In the matter of bread, referred to by the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, the health officer says: 
In the case of bread, the permissible ash is increased from 1} to 2 per cent. 


So it will be seen that there are very few variations from the 
standards previously established by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote upon the amendments to the bill. 

The amendments were adopted. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer another 
amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In section 3, line 62, after the word “preservatives,” insert ‘and in the 
case of malt liquorsif not free from picric acid, cocculus indicus, colchicine, 
colocynth, aloes, and wormwood.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I desire to offer also another amendment, 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In section 5, 6, line 1, strike out the words “of every inspector” and 
insert * the health officer.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the 
yote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ABANDONED STREET RAILWAY TRACKS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present considera- 
tion tlie bill (H. R. 10121) to compel street railway companies in 
the District of Columbia to remove abandoned tracks, and for 
other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the track or tracks or any part thereof 
of any street railway company in the District of Columbia shall not have 
been used for railway purposes for a period of three months, the Commis- 
sioners of said District may thereupon notify such company to remove said 
unused tracks and to place the street in good condition; and if such company 
shall neglect or refuse to remove said tracks after such notice, the president of 
said company shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be liable toa 
fine of $ for each and every day during which said tracks are permitted to 
remain upon the street or streets; and after such tracks shall have been re- 
moved, in accordance with the requirements of this act, such railroad com- 
pany shall repair the roadway upon which such tracks were situated upon 
notice issued by the Engineer Commissioner of said District se to do; and if 
such company shall neglect or refuse to make such repairs after notice as 
aforesaid, eaid semapeny shall be liable to a further fine of $5 for each and 
every day during which said roadway shall remain out of repair, as herein 
provided, which fine shall be recovered in the police court of said District, in 
the name of said District, as other fines and penalties are now recovered in 
said court. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, this bill was reported by 
myself. Its object is to compel the street railway companies to 
remove abandoned tracks. It is a fact that in certain portions of 
the city some of the old lines have tracks which they have not 
used for years, and remain there an eyesore and a nuisance. 
This bill requires these tracks to be removed from the streets 
within a certain time after reasonable notice, and requires the 
companies to put the streets back in good condition, failing which 
they are to be subject to a fine of $10 a day while the tracks 
remain unremoved or the streets continue in disorder. That is 
all there is in the bill, and I think it ought to pass. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, after the com- 
mittee amendments are disposed of, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia were adopted. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hainpshire. I offer the amendment which 
Isend to the desk. Itis intended to be a new section. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Sec. 2. Any street railway company in the District of Columbia refusing 
or neglecting to use any part of its existing lines or tracks shall, upon the di- 
rection of one Commissioner of the District of Columbia, immediately renew 
its service thereon, and for every day after such notification or direction 
that any such company shall fail to render proper service on said lines or 
tracks, it shall be subject to a fine of $50, to be recovered in the police court 


in the name of the District of Columbia, as other finesand penalties are now 
recovered in said court. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The bill as reported by the 
committeee covers one horn of the dilemma. It provides that 
tracks which are not in use may by permission of the Commis- 
sioners be torn up. My amendment, which I proposed to insert 
a8 section 2, requires the companies to execute service upon their 
existing tracks, if the Commissioners shall so direct. That is all 
there is of it. Under the provisions of the bill,if the tracks are 
not used for a period of three months they may be torn up under 
the direction of the Commissioners. My amendment provides, on 
the other hand, that if any company wishing to get rid of a part 
of its line shall for that purpose cease to render service, the Com- 
missioners, if in their opinion it is not proper the line should be 
discontinued, may order the company to continue service upon 
that line. I do not apprehend that anyone will object to the 
amendment. 
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Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, Iam very sorry to object to the 
amendment of the gentleman from New Hampshire; but it prac- 
tically nullifies the provision which the committee has reported, 
and it is not germane to anything in the bill. The object of tho 
bill, as reported, is to compel railroad companies to take up tracks 
that are not used and to repair or put in order the streets. It pro- 
vides that when railroad tracks have been abandoned for three 
months the Commissioners may give notice that those tracks be 
removed, and within sixty days from such notice the tracks must 
be removed and the streets repaired or put in order, under a pen- 
alty of $10 per day for failure to comply with this requirement. 
The amendment offered by the gentleman from New Hampshire 
practically nullifies the bill and says that these companies must 
operate cars upon tracks that have been constructed or pay a fine. 
If the gentleman wants that provision of law adopted, he should 
offer a bill for that purpose. It is an entirely different subject 
from the present bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
question? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Without this amendment, 
what power have the Commissioners to compel any of these com- 
panies to run their cars over lines which may be necessary for the 
comfort and convenience of the people of the District? 

Mr. BABCOCK. This bill provides practically a method of for- 
feiting the charter of a company if it fails to comply with its obli- 
gations. No one knows better than the gentleman from New 
Hampshire where these abandoned tracks are and the constant 
annoyance they cause in the streets in different parts of the city. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin is laboring under a misapprehension. I donot in the slightest 
degree object to the bill so far as it goes. My objection is that it 
does not gofar enough; that it does not empower the Commission- 
ers, when they believe that service should be rendered over any 
particular line of roads, to compel the company to render that 
service. That is all there is of it. If there are tracks anywhere 
for which there is no necessity and which in the opinion of the 
Commissioners should be taken up, there is nothing in my amend- 
ment to compel service on those tracks. Butif acompany should, 
for the purpose of getting rid of acertain portion of its line, aban- 
don service on it for a period of three months or any other consid- 
érable period, then it is proper and just that the Commissioners 
be authorized to compel that company to render service if such 
service be required in the public interest. 

It should not be assumed that the street railway companies of 
the District of Columbia exist simply for their own benefit. They 
should be required to render service for the accommodation of the 
people of the District and persons visiting here. They are created 
for the public service, not solely for private gain. My amend- 
ment, as an additional section, goes exactly to that point, and 
provides that these companies shall render service on whatever por- 
tion of their lines, in the opinion of the Commissioners, the pub- 
lic convenience may require such service. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Lhopeavotewill betaken. This amend- 
ment ought to be voted down. It amountsalmost to making null 
and void the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. [ask for a vote. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. Baker of New 
Hampshire was rejected. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Will the gentleman permit a 


WASHINGTON AND GETTYSBURG 


Mr. BABCOCK. I call up for present consideration the bill 
(H. R. 9470) to incorporate the Washington and Gettysburg Rail- 
way Company. 

The Clerk was proceeding to read the bill, when 

Mr. BABCOCK said: Mr. Speaker, this is quite a lengthy bill, 
and when I have stated its object I think consent will be granted 
that the reading of it be dispensed with. This bill provides merely 
for the construction of a line of road from Washington to Get- 
tysburg. The legislatures of Maryland and Pennsylvania have 
already charteredthisline. The company asks simply to come into 
the District of Columbia and make connections on the borders of 
the ‘District with the systems here. That is all there is in this 
proposed legislation. I ask that the reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
the bill be read by title only. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

The bill was read by title. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, there are some amendments 
recommended by the District Commissioners and also one recom- 
mended by the District Committee. Those recommended by the 
Commissioners are all embodied in the bill. We ask that the 
amendments be voted upon in gross. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope we shall have the amendments read. 


RAILWAY COMPANY, 
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I feel that I am subject to criticism for permitting this bill to be 
considered without being read. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. We accept the gentleman’s apology. . 
Mr. DOCKERY. It is a precedent which I hope will not be 
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and Sergeant-at-Arms are not authorized, neither the one nor ¢! 
other, to allow members to go out. Of course every conveniencs 
will be afforded to members, but all are expected to remain in { 
House or in the adjoining rooms. 





followed. The Chair has deemed it proper to make this statement, as thers 
Mr. BABCOCK. The billis in the usual form of street railway | seems to have been some misunderstanding or misapprehensi 

bills. heretofore as to the operation of the rule. Those members hr; 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read at | are expected to remain, and those who are not here are expec: 


length. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
in charge of this billif he is not trying to make regulations and 
grant concessions in respect to a railroad and its operations out- 
side of the District of Columbia? 


to be brought in. 


The Clerk will call the roll. 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; and there were—yeas 1)2 
nays 52, not voting 171; as follows: 


> ¥ YEAS—182. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Not at all. eithine Dov Lint Re 
Mr. RICHARDSON. We do not undertake anything of the | Aitken’ Eddy, Siedenen, eter. 
kind. This applies only to that part of the road that is in the | Aldrich,M. Ellis, ong, Richardson, 
District. — Miss. Erdman, <orweer, a, 
Mr. TERRY. It gives the right of way through the national 87 Fletcher, Metlelian Steanon, 
cemetery at Gettysburg, as I understand the reading of the | Babcock, Foote, McClure, Smith, Ml. 
amendment Baker, Md. Foss, McCormick, Smith, Mich 
— — oil - ’ ‘ Barham, Gamble, McCreary, Ky. Snover, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. No; that is proposed to be stricken out of | Belknap, Gibson, Mercer, Sorg, 
the bill by an amendment recommended by the Commissioners. Bennett, Gret. ee e rTy, 
me , zi a ? ‘ we a srry, riffin, iller, Kans. e, 
Mr. TERRY. I wish the gentleman would give us some expla Bingham, Grosvenor, Miller, W. Va. Stephenson, 
nation of the bill. Bishop, Grow, Milliken, Stewart. N.J. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The bill, I will state to the gentleman, | Bromwell, Henry, Conn. Milnes, Stewart, Wis. 
did provide, originally, that the line should run through the | Brow. Henry. Ind. Minor, Wis. Stone, C. W. 
J = . Buck, Hermann, Mitchell, Stokes, 
national cemetery at Gettysburg. But that has been stricken | Burren Hilborn, Mondell. Strong. 
out, and it stops now at the line of the national park. That, of | Burton, Mo. Hitt, Mozley, Sulloway, 
course, is in the State of Pennsylvania, and that part of the road tia —. Barpey, ea 
is chartered by the State. _ te : __ | Chickering, ee Noonan, Tracewell, 
Mr. TERRY. But this is the District of Columbia, and this Clark, lowa Hull, Northway, Tracey, 
road, as I understand it, is wholly outside of the District. Gone. wi a ea qrecer. - 
Mr. RICHARDSON. It is partly in the District, but that part Hocadan. Jenkin, Pearson, Turner, Va. 
of it that isin Pennsylvania and Maryland is, of course, wholly | Crump, Johnson, Cal Perkins, Van Horn, 
outside of the District, and is chartered by those States. wre we mere. ae ey Vales, Va. 
Mr. TERRY. Then, what jurisdiction have you over it? Curtic NY. a ck, Price’ Whasley 
Mr. RICHARDSON. None on the earth, and we do not assume | Dayton, Latimer, Prince, Wilson, 8. 0. 
any. De Witt, Leonard, Pugh, Wood, 
1 was going on to say that this road has a charter from the State Dolliver, Lewis, Quigg, Woomer: 
of Pennsylvania, or so much of it as lies within the limits of that NAYS—852. 
State, and also a charter from Maryland for so much as lies in the | acheson, Culberson, Maguire, Shuford, 
State of Maryland. Now, so much as we charter lies in the Dis- | Bailey, Danford, Mahany, Skinner, 
trict of Columbia solely and simply. It is only a short distance, pene: sons pe Armond, ponee 5 Saline 
and enables this Pennsylvania and Maryland road, after striking To ve oo og we a — 

oo : ; p . Bell, Tex. Dockery, McDearmon, Strowa, N.C 
the District of Columbia, to make proper connections here with | Black. Grout, McLaurin, Sulzer, 
existing lines. —. Bensrecks, amen, gurnert, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does it not permit this company to locate its | Glardy.” Howard’ Nal” Terry 
line through, or in, the national park at Gettysburg? a Cooke, Ill. Kem, - Otey, Updegra®, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir; that was in the bill originally, ne Tex. a Robertson, La. anger, 
nen been stricken out on the recommendation of the Commis- | @o,"” Line” i Sheereth, — 
oners. , ae 
Mr. HEPBURN. What provision is there with reference to NOT VOTING—i71 
overhead trolleys in the District? Abbots, a= Din ley. Jones, Ray; p 
‘ ‘ Tr . wt ots > arich, 1. i. oOollttie, JOy, obinson, ra. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. No change in existing law. They are not | A)arich’ W.F. Draper, Kendall, Sores. 
allowed to use the overhead trolley within the city limits. They | Aten, Utah Ellett. Kiefer, Rusk. 
are allowed to connect outside of the city limits with lines using | Anderson, Fairchild, Knox, Russell, Conn. 
overhead wires. Senet | ai ol Eulp, ae. Ge. 
“en” ° . . a, . e, auerhering, 
Mr. BABCOCK. This is simply in accordance with the charters | Arnold, R. I Fischer, Lawson, Scranton, 
heretofore granted to such roads. Atwood. H cena, sageres, Ghew, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. This bill, I will state, is indorsed by the a ois ighty, nei a 
erat : ss ! ; : ; Bankhead, Gardner, Leisenring, Simpkins, 
District Commissioners, and is drawn in accordance with their | Barney, Gillet, N. Y. ester, Southard, 
suggestions, and so far as we know there is no objection toit. It tr, =. — ees ss alg 
a cas - oldt, 00 » ud, palding, 
is inte nded to afford a short and expeditious route to the national Bartlett, Ga. Griswold, Loudansleger, Sparkman, 
park at Gettysburg, and a very cheap one, as I understand the rates | Bartlett, N. Y. Hadley, Low. Spencer, 
are to be very much lower than by the ordinary railroad lines. It | Beach, Hager, Maddox, Stahle, 
is nearly an air line, for with the use of the overhead trolleys they ene. ~— Nebr. orem rae % ‘a 
shorten the distance very materially. I ask a vote. Bowers, Halterman, McCall, Tenn, Swanson, 
The question being taken on the amendments recommended by rowstss. Heal : McCleary, Minn. Taft, 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, they were agreed to. | 2roderic ys chwan, ayler. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a —, —-" Mew Thorp, 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. Ball, Harrison, Meiklejohn, Zucker. 
The question recurred on the passage of the bill; and on a | Cannon, wee eyer, yier. : 
division (demanded by Mr. WILLIAMS) there were—ayes 40, noes 11. eis ona ~ oo. N.Y. big 
Mr. WILLIAMS. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. Cockrell, Heatwole, y, Walker, Mass. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman raises the point that no quo- Gomiing. ee _ _—. entice. 
rum is present. The Chair will count the House. [After having | Gojson, Saheuen Tovitets, Watson, Ohio 
countedthe House.}] One hundred and sixty members are present; | Connolly, Hicks, Odell, Wellington, 
not a quorum. Cooper, Ss we b poner — 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand the yeas and nays. ee an — Willis.” 
The SPEAKER. By the rules of the House the yeas and nays | Cowen, Hubbard, Parker, Wilson, Idaho 
are ordered, and at the same time a call of the House is directed. | Crisp, ee ee. — as 
The Clerk will call the roll, and members will answer either for | Cro¥!*y, ang, endieton, bee 
. eee ; . Cummings, Hutcheson. Phillips, Woodard, 
or against the proposition, and those who desire simply to be re- | Daizell, Hyde, Pickler, Woodman, 
corded without voting will answer ‘‘ present.” Daniels. Johnson, Ind. Powers, Wright. 
The Chair desires to say to the members of the House that under | P®&2™y: Johnson, N. D. Raney, 
this rule the doors of the House are closed, and the doorkeepers| So the bill was passed. 
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The following members not voting were recorded present: _ 

Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island, Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, 
Mr Brosivs, Mr. BrumMM, Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, Mr. Cock- 
RELL, Mr. CooPER of Florida, Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin, Mr. DAL- 
7ELL, Mr. DRAPER, Mr. Fenton, Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, 
Mr. Hatt, Mr. HopK4ys, Mr. HOWELL, Mr. KENDALL, Mr. LEI- 
<pwrinG, Mr. Loup, Mr. McCauu of Tennessee, Mr. MCMILLIN, 
Mr. Moopy, Mr. Morse, Mr. Parker, Mr. PHILLips, Mr. Ray, 
Mr. RusSELL, Mr. Scranton, Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Mr. TYLER, 
Mr. Wrient. Total, 30. : } 
’ ‘The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: : 

Mr. WARNER with Mr. BarTLettT of Georgia, 

Mr. HANLY with Mr. Moses. 

Mr. DiINGLEY with Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. PICKLER with Mr. Miner of New York. 

Mr. SIMPKINS with Mr. FitzGERALD. 

Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. ABsBorTr. 

Mr. Linney with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 

For this day: 

Mr. Russeuu of Connecticut with Mr. CowEn, 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. OGDEN. 

Mr. CoppING with Mr. CUMMINGs. 

Mr. McCLeary of Minnesota with Mr. JoNEs. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. SPENCER. 

Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. SwANson. 

Mr. WELLINGTON with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. TAYLER with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. Tart with Mr. Russe. of Georgia, 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. RANEY with Mr. OWENs. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. KYLE. 

Mr. HuBBARD with Mr. HuTCHESON, 

Mr. HvuLiIneG with Mr. MEYER. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. Kuup with Mr. Hart. 

Mr. Hicks with Mr. Mappox. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. DANFORD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to present a conference 
report on the immigration bill. 
The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7864) “An act to amend 
the immigration laws of the United States" having met, after full and free 
conference have to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: : 

That the Senate recede from its amendment, and agree to the House bill 
as follows: Strike out the first section all after the words “ admission to the 
United States the following” and insert: 

“All persons physically capable and over 16 
and write the English language or some other language; but a person not so 
able to read and write who is over W years of and is the parent or grand- 

rent of a qualified immigrant over 21 years of age and capable of support- 

g such parent or grandparent nee accompany such aeeaterens, or sucha 
parent or dparent may be sent for and come to join the family of a child 
or grandchild over 21 years of age, similarly qualified and capable, and a wife 
or minor child not so able to read and write may accompany or be sent for 
and come to join the husband or parent similarly qualified and capable."’ 

Strike out the present section 2 and insert a new section, as follows: 

“Src. 2. For the pu of testing the ability of the immigrant to read and 





_— of age who can not read 


write, as required by the foregoing section, the i tion officers shall be 
furnished with copies of the Constitution of the United States, printed on 
numbered uniform teboard slips, each containing not less than twenty 


nor more than twenty-five words of said Constitution printed in the various 
languages of the immigrants in double small pica type. These slips shall be 
kept in boxes made for that purpose and so constructed as to conceal the slips 
from view, each box to contain slips of but one language, and the immigrant 
may designate the language in which he prefers the test shall be made. Each 
immigrant required to draw one of said slips from the box and read, 
and afterwards write out, in full view of the immigration officers, the words 
printed thereon. Each slip shall be returned to the box immediately after 
the test is finished, and the contents of the box shall be shaken up by an 
inspection officer before another drawing is made. Noimmigrant failing to 
read and write out the slip thus drawn by him shall be admitted, but he shall 
be returned to the country from which he came at the expense of the steam- 
ship or railroad com which brought him, as now provided by law. The 
inspection officers anal keep in each box at all times a full number of said 
rinted pasteboard slips, and in the case of each excluded immigrant shall 
eep a certified memorandum of the number of the slip which the said immi- 
grant failed to read or copy out in writing. If inany case from any unayoid- 
able cause the fo ing are not at hand for use, the inspection officers 
shall carefully and eoee y test the ability of the immigrant to read and 
write, most appropriate and available means at their command; 
and shall state fully in _— the reasons why the slips are lacking, and 
— the substitute method adopted for testing the ability of the immi- 
ant.” 
Strike out the present section 3 and insert a new section, as follows: 
‘Sec. 3. That provisions of the act of March 3, 1893, to facilitate the 
enforcement of the tion and contract-labor laws, apply to the 
persons mentioned in ion 1 of this act.” 
Strike out the mt sections 4, 5, and 6 and insert as follows: 
Sec. 4. t it shall hereafter be unlawful for any male alien who has not 
in good faith made his declaration before the proper court of hisintention to 
come a ci of the United States to be employed on any public works of 
the United States, or to come regularly or habitually into the United States 
by land or water for the pu: of engaging in any mechanical trade or 
manual labor, for wages or , returning from time to time toa foreign 


“SEC. 5. That it shall be unlawful for any person, partnership, company 
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or corporation knowingly to employ any alien coming into the United States 
in violation of the next preceding section of this act: Provided, That the pro- 
visions of this act shall not apply to the employment of sailors, deck hands, 
or other employees of vessels, or railroad train hands, such as conductors, 
engineers, brakemen, firemen, or baggagemen, whose duties require them to 
pass over the frontier to reach the termini of their runs, or to boatmen or 
guides on the lakes and rivers on the northern border of the United States. 

“Sec. 6. That any violation of the provisions of sections 4 and 5 of this act 
by any alien or citizen shall be deemed a misdemeanor, punishable by a fine 
not exceeding $500 or by imprisonment for the term of not exceeding one 
year, or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court: 
Provided, That all persons convicted of a violation of section 4 of this act shall 
be deported to the country whence they came. 

“Sec. 7. That notwithstanding the provisions of this or any other existing 
law, the Secretary of the Treasury may permit aliens to enter this country 
for the purpose of teaching new arts or industries under such rules and reg- 
ulations as he may provide.” 

Add a new section, as follows: 

“Sec. 8. That this act shall not apply to persons arriving in the United 
States from any port or place in the Island of Cuba, during the continnance 
of the present disorders there, who have heretofore been inhabitants of that 
island.” 

Strike out the present section 7 and insert as follows: 

“Sec. 9. That this act shall take effect July 1, 1897." 

L. DANFORD, 

STANYARNE WILSON, 
Managers of the Conference on the part of the House. 

H. C. LODGE, 

WM. E. CHANDLER, 

CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers of the Conference on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. DANFORD. I ask that the conference report be printed in 
the RecorD, and that it lie over until to-morrow morning, when 
I shall call it up, immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
the matter be set down for the action of the House immediately 
after the reading of the Journal. Is there objection? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is there a statement accompanying this 
report? 

Mr. DANFORD. There is no written statement. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not object to the printing of the re- 
port 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of order that 
there is no written statement accompanying the report. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I shall waive that point, however, with the 
understanding that a written statement shall be submitted in the 
morning, when this matter is called up. Otherwise I shall insist 
on the point of order. 

Mr. DANFORD. I can have the statement ready in the morn- 
in 





g. 
Mr. DOCKERY. The rules require a written statement, and on 
an important matter like this the House ought to be advised. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can make the point of order, 
and the report can be retained by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
DANFORD] and he can present it to-morrow morning. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the report be 
printed in the REcorD, if that course is taken, so that members 
can see it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
the report of the conference committee be printed in the Recorp. 
Is there «bjection? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the printing of the report, unless 
there is some statement, will not help the members very much. I 
should be glad to have it printed, if there were a statement with it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that the report shows just what the 
substitute is that is proposed, and if that can be printed in tha 
REcORD, and then a statement presented to-morrow morning, I 
think that will be satisfactory. 

Mr. BAILEY. With that understanding, I shall be glad to have 
rinted. 
he SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


RELIEF OF FARMERS AND MARKET MEN, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 189) for the relief of farmers, gardeners, and truckmen 
selling produce of their own raising in the markets of Washing- 
ton, D. C., lie on the table. The House has to-day passed a Sen- 
ate resolution relating to the same matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bas- 
cock] asks that the joint resolution (H. Res. 189) lie upon the 
table, the House having already passed a similar Senate resolu- 
tion. In the absence of objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 3666) to remove 
doubts as to the power of the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia to provide for a vacancy in the office of attorney of the 
United States for the District of Columbia. 

EXTENSION OF LINES OF THE METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (H. RB.” 
9647) to authorize an extension of the lines of the Metropolitan 


it 
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Railroad Company of the District of Columbia, which has come 
over from the Senate with Senate amendments, for the purpose 
of making a motion in regard to it. 

The bill and Senate amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, 1 move to nonconcur in the Sen- 
ate amendments and ask for a committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the following con- 
ferees: The gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. BABcock; the gentle- 
man from Iowa, Mr. CurtTIs, and the gentleman from Tennessee, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 


WATER SUPPLY OF WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itseif into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the purpose of considering the bill H. R. 10133. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the bill reported, Mr. Speaker, 
so that we may know what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls up the following bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10133) to amend an act approved July 15, 1882, entitled “An act 
to increase the water supply of the city of Washington, and for other pur- 
poses.” 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the water sup- 
ly of the city of Washington, and for other purposes,” approved July 15, 
8&2, be so amended as to enable the Attorney-General and the Secretary of 

War, in the exercise of the authority therein and hereby conferred on them, 
to obtain title for the United States, by right of eminent domain or otherwise, 
to all the water rights not now owned by the United States at and in the 
vicinity of Great Falls, on the Potomac River, the water so taken to be used 
for any and all public purposes, and also such lands as may be necessary for 
these purposes: Provided, That the property, water rights, and franchises of 
the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company shall be exempt from the operation 
of this act. Within three months after the approval of this act the Secretary 
of War and the Attorney-General shall make a written statement, specifying 
by metes and bounds the lands and water rights, if any, they may deem nec- 
essary to take for the purposes of this act, excluding the lands already pur- 
chased by the United States and paid for, and shall file triplicate originals 
of said statement in the offices of the register of deeds for the District of 
Columbia, the county of Fairfax, Va., and the county of Montgomery, Md., 
respectively; and said filing of said statement shall be a taking for the 
United States by right of eminent domain of the lands and waters speci- 
fied in said statement and of the water rights appertaining thereto, and shall 
vest the title to the same absolutely in the United States: Provided, That 
additional or amended written statements specifying any other lands and 
water rights deemed necessary to be taken under this act, not included or 
properly described in the statement above provided for, may be filed as afore- 
saad and with like effect at any time after said three months and within one 
year after the approval of thisact. If said statement shall include any lands 
or water rights retuiione taken or attempted to be taken under authority 
of the act to which this is an amendment, or otherwise, and not heretofore 
paid for, the taking of the same shall be treated as done as aforesaid under 
this act. 

Sec. 2. That if the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General shall agree 
with any of the owners of the land and water rights taken, or with any 0 the 
owners of any lands damaged by said taking, or by maintaining the Govern- 
ment dam at Great Falls at its present height, or by raising the dam to any 
height that may be deemed necessary for the future supply of the District of 
Columbia and other public purposes, upon the amount to be paid therefor, 
they shall give such owner their certificate, specifying the sum to which he 
is entitled. 

Sxc. 3. That the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General, in their dis- 
cretion, may appoint three commissioners to appraise the value of the land 
and of the water and of the water rights taken, and of the damages to any 
property by reason of the taking, or by reason of maintaining said Govern- 
ment dam at its present height, or by reason of raising the dam to such 
height as may be necessary for the paren of this act. In making the valu- 
ations the appraisers shall consider only the ney values of the land and 
water rights, and shall not consider their values to the city of Washington 
for the uses for which they are taken or to which they may be applied under 
the provisions of this act. Said appraisement shall be for the guidance and 
information of the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General. 

Sec. 4. That in case the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General shall 
not agree with any of the owners of the land and water rights taken, or with 
any of the owners of any land damaged by said taking, the Attorney-General 
shall, within six months after the filing of the statement provided for in sec- 
tion 1, cause proceedings to be commenced by petition in the name of the 
United States in the supreme court of the District of Columbia, making all 
such owners of land and water rights with whom noagreement has been made 

varties defendant, to determine the amount of compensation and damage to 

9e paid such owners. Said court shall prescribe rules of procedure, con- 

formable to the practice in like cases, necessary and proper to secure a 

speedy determination of the rights of the parties. Said courtshall forthwith 

summon a jury to hear and determine, under its instruction, the amount of 

compensationand damage. The Attorney-General may appoint special coun- 

sel torepresent the United States in such proceedings conspicuous for known 

ew with and experience in the laws regulating riparian rights and in 
ydraulics. 

“Sec. 5. That judgments shall be entered against the United States for the 
amount of compensation and damages ascertained, as provided in the pre- 
ceding section; and as said lands, water rights, and waters are taken for the 
use of the District of Columbia, said judgments and the certificates that may 
be issued by the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General, provided for 
in section 2, together with the certificates of the Secretary of War and the 
Attorney-General for the costs and expenses incurred by them in executing 
the provisions of thisact,and for the fees of the Commissioners provided for 
in section 3, and for the fees of special counsel, experts, and witnesses on be- 
half of the United States and for the jury shall be paid by the Secretary of 
~~ Treasury of the United States nasal rments against the District of Colum- 

la are paid. 

Sec. 6. That appeals may be taken by either party from the judgments 
rendered in such proceedings as are allowed in other cases in said court. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves that 
the House resolve itsélf into Committee of the Whole House on 


the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill 
already reported to the House. 


for the consideration of the bill H. R. 10133. The Clerk will reag 









The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of ti., 


Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Hopxuns in the chy 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the W) 


3 


the bill. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
Mr. PAYNE. I suggest to the gentleman from Wisconsin th 


he ask to dispense with the reading of the bill. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I think it is a very important proposition 


and we ought to have the bill read again. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill, unless its », 
ing is dispensed with by the action of the committee. 

The Clerk again read the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I would like the attenti, 
the committee for a fewmoments, and I will detain it a very sh 
time. 

This is a bill which has been unanimously reported by the Com. 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and not only of the House 
but of the Senate. It has met the approval of the War Depart 
ment, the District Commissioners, and all who have conside: 
the subject. It is, Mr. Chairman, I think, the most importa: 
piece of legislation that has been reported to the Fifty-fou: 
Congress by the Committee on the District of Columbia. It pro- 
vides for the acquisition by the Government of all the rights at 
Great Falls that are not now owned by the Government. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Right there, will the gentleman state wh 
rights the Government owns and what relative right, as compar. 
to the whole right that is involved here, is owned by individua! 

Mr. BABCOCK. I understand, so nearly as it can be reach 
without judicial inquiry, that the Government owns a one-hal 
interest in a large portion of the territory there and the Butler 
estate the other half. The rights of the Chesapeake and Ohio 
Canal Company really cut but a very little figure as far as power 
is concerned, as in most cases the Government owns an undivided 
interest in a strip of land between the canal and the river. Now, 
as to this property 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask my colleague, if it 
does not interrupt him, if the part that is not owned by the Goy- 
ernment is not owned by anincorporated company; therefore that 
incorporated company lays claim to so much of the water rights 
as do not belong to the Government itself? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iso understand; and when I said Butler estate 
I should have said this incorporated company, because it 1 
sents the heirs of the Butler estate in that interest. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is what I was about to ask the gentle 
man—whether the Butler heirs had put their interest into an 
incorporated company. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then, if I understand the gentleman, this 
incorporated company is in the condition of asking more than it 
is appraised for? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What have they demanded for their rights? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The only information in regard to the point 
as to what they demand for the property there was the refusal of 
an offer made by New York parties a short time ago of $275.00 
in cash. This the incorporated company refused and made a 
counter proposition to accept $500,000. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What amount of land is involved? 

Mr. BABCOCK. . That can not be told until a survey is made 
by the Secretary of War as to how much the Government will 
require. 

Mr. McMILLIN, And this bill puts no limit upon the amount 
that the Secretary may acquire there? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. He may go out and under this bill obtain the 
watershed as well as the contiguous land. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will read a portion of the bill which ex- 
plains that: 


\- 


cre. 
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Within three months after the approval of this act the Secretary of War 
and the Attorney-General shall make a written statement, specifying bY 
metes and bounds the lands and water rights, if any, they may deem ' 
sary to take for tnd ere of this act, excluding the lands already pur 


chased by the United States and paid for, and shall file triplicate origina's 
of said statement in the offices of the register of deeds for the Dist: : 
Columbia, the county of Fairfax, Va., and the county of Mont ys 
Md., respectively— 

And so on. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the Government lay no claim to the 
portion of the property that is claimed by this incorporated com- 
pany? 


Mr. BABCOCK. I think there is no question as to the mghts 
of the incorporated company to certain parts of the territory. -\3 
to other parts, there is no question that the Government owns one 
half and the company the other half; but there are different prop- 
erties, different titles, coming from different sources. The prop- 
erty was not all originally under one patent. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Is it only riparian rights that are sought 
here, or does this company claim that, by any proceedings here- 
tofore taken by it or by purchases made, it has come to own water 
rights independently of the riparian rights? 

‘Mr. BABCOCK. The company claim water rights. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the Government concede that owner- 
ship of water rights on the part ofthe company? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The Government has been paying a certain 
sum of money for water taken, and there are suits pending for 


additional water taken by the Government amounting to $773,000. | 


Those suits are now before the Court of Claims, and are for 
water — ; 

Mr. McMILLIN. What has the Government paid heretofcre 

water? 
— BABCOCK. Iam unable tostate. The first estimate was 
based upon 25,000,000 gallons per day. Later an additional dam 
was built, which was expected to supply 50,000,000 gallons per day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has not the company sued the Govern- 
ment for the additional 25,000,000 gallons? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I was just stating that fact. Suit is now 
pending before the Court of Claims for this additional 25,000,000 
gallons per day. Later the Government raised the dam 2 or 3 
feet, which the engineers estimate will give a capacity of 75,000,000 
gallons per day, and upon that the company have filed suit for 
$272,000 damages, and are taking testimony. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has the Government given this company the 
right to bring suit? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The suits are now pending before the Court 

Claims. 

a NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, I wish that we could hear 
this colloquy that is going on so that we might understand this 
measure. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I will ask to have the report of 
the committee read, which explains this subject quite fully. 

The report (by Mr. BaBcock) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 10133) to amend an act approved July 15, 1882, entitled “An act to in- 
crease the water supply of the city of Washington, and for other purposes,” 
have had the same under consideration, and your committee recommend 
unanimously that the bill do pass. ’ 

The bill entitled ““An act to increase the water supply of the city of Wash- 
ington, and for other ” provides for the acquirement by the United 
States, by right of eminent domain or otherwise, of the title ‘to all the water 
rights at and in the vicinity of Great Falls, on the Potomac River, the water 
so taken to be used for any and all purposes, and also such land as may be 
necessary for these purposes." : : ae 

The Great Falls are located about 14 miles above the city of Washington. 
Tx. 2,000 feet the river falls 76 feet, as shown by the report of the Engineering 
Department of the United States. At the head of the falls is the dam of the 
Washington Aqueduct, 2,807 feet long, extending across the river from the 
Maryland to the Virginia shore. The Aqueduct connects with the waters 
above the dam and furnishes the city of Washington with its supply of water. 
Under the present improvement it is estimated by the Engineering Depart- 
ment 75,000,000 gallons of water per diem is the maximum amount of water 
that can be carried through the Aqueduct, and this constitutes the present 

rovision for water for domestic use in the District of Columbia. It can not 
Gy long before this amount of water for domestic purposes will be insufficient, 
and further diversion for this purpose will be necessary. As claims are now 
pending against the United States for the water already diverted, and the 
subject of the purchase of the entire water rights is now proposed, we review 
the principal! reasons presented in wee ee of these claims and this bill. 

1. Water power.— amount of water that can be diverted for domestic 
purposes under the present improvement is equal to 116 cubic feet per second, 
and reduces the available power at the falls that amount, and for this diver- 
sion dam: have been claimed by the owners of the power at Great Falls. 
Arecord of the amount of water over the Government dam has been 
kept since the completion of the dam, in 1886, and from this and other data 
the minimum effective power at the falls is estimated to be about 10,000 horse- 
power. Taking 8 per cent as the efficiency of turbines, the power of a series 
of turkines inioer the falls at the lowest stage of the river would be about 
8,500 horsepower. This power, transformed into electrical power, can be 
readily transmitted from the Great Falls to Washington. 

It is believed to be very desirable that the United States should acquire 
this entire water right, and thereby secure for all time a sufficient water 
supply for the District of Columbia, and use the surplus water as power to 
generate electricity for lighting the Government buildings and the streets of 
the District of Columbia and for power to run the elevators, printing presses, 
and other in the Government buildings and at the navy-yard. 

2. Water supply.—The water supply for the District of Columbia was first 
provided for under various acts and appropriations prior to 1882, the maxi- 
ap supply being about 25,000,000 galions of water daily. In the year 1882 
the was extended across Conns nd tothe Virginia shore, and thereby 
the maximum quantity of water provided for was increased 25,000,000 ons 

and in 1895 provision was made to increase the height of the dam 

about 3 feet, thereby making the present maximum amount of water avail- 
able for domestic use 75,000,000 ons per day, as above stated. It is esti- 
mated in the report compiled by Col. George H. Elliott upon the subject that 
other increases of the amount of water —— for the supply of Washing- 
ton will be from time to time, and it is estimated that not less than 
200,000,000 gallons per day will sane se uired.”’ These diversionsare, 
and further diversion will continue to be, ane sts of claimsand litigation on 
the part of the owners of the water power at Great Falls, unless the entire 
the value of the water diverted by the increase in the 
cn, thedam and the height of the dam are pending in the Court of 
the claims aggregating §773,000. These claims are based upon the 
ee t diversion of water above the falls reduces the 
v waterpower at the falls, and thereby injures the property rights of 
Company. These claims are estimated by taking a 

sum, which, at 4 or 5 per cent, will produce a yearly income equal 
annum per wy neo of the — a alee + we ~ = 

figu upon such a basis—and we believe this °@ 

rule adopted in similar cases—the damages for the diversion of the water 


' 


| 


| tricity; and by the condemnation of the whole the Gov 








under the present improvement and the further diversion which will be 
necessary in the future, estimated by Colonel Elliott, will amount to very 
large sums of money—more, possibly, if private developments of the water- 
power are proceeded with, ion it will now require to condemn the whole 
water right. It is, therefore,a wise and economical policy to condenm all 
the water rights at the Great Falls, thereby giving the United States tho 
entire control of all the water, rather than to pay for the water diverted 
from time to time as it shgll be taken. 

8. Electric light and power.—If the entire right to the water is secured the 
surplus water can be used by the Government in generating and transmitting 
to the District of Columbia electricity, to be used for illuminating and power 
purposes. A very careful estimate has been made by the Government engi 
neers of the cost of putting up a plant sufficient to util 
Great Falls and light the public 


ngi- 


re the power at the 


juildings, the streets of the District, and 
furnish power for the Government buildings. These estimates, together 
with the estimate for maintenance, show that the lighting and power can 
be furnished by using the surplus water at the Great Falls, at much less 
than can be done by the use of steam power, and a much more desirable 
result obtained. The use of electricity for power purposes will also dispose of 
the smoke caused by the increased use of coal, already a subject of complaint 


and threatening injury to the beauty of public buildings and we 
this District. 

4. As stated, it is believed that all the water rights and land necessary to 
carry out this plan can be condemned for asum much less than the claims 
already made and which will be made for the diversion of water for domestia 
purposes, leaving the surplus water for use as power in generating elec- 


t 1 / ernment will be rid 
of the litigation and claims for damages for the water diverted and will own 


rKS ol art In 


and control for all time the entire water rights at the Great Falls. The 
[a outlined can be made whenever it shall be deemed best 
he bill presented does not provide for any present appropriation of money, 


but does provide for the immediate condemnation of the entire water rights 
and lands required, the amount to be taken to be ascertained within three 
months by the Secretary of War and Attorney-General. It also provides for 
the ascertainment of the value of these water rights and lands, together with 
the settlement of all existing claims, by the Secretary of War and Attorney- 
General, these officers being given the power to appoint three disinterested 
persons to ascertain and advise them in reference tothe values. If the Secre- 
tary and Attorney-General can not agree with the owners, then the Attor- 
ney-General shall, within six months, bring suit in the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia and have the value ascertained by the court. This is 
believed to be a fair and just method of ascertaining the value of the property 
condemned. 


Mr. BABCOCK,. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the letter of the Dis- 
trict Commissioners, attached to the report, be printed in the 
RECORD. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The letter is as follows: 


OFFICE OF COMMISSIONERS OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, January 15, 1897. 

DEAR Sir: I had expected to be present at the meeting of your committee 
this morning, and to show by my presence the interest which the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia have in the proposed legislation embodied in 
the bill entitled “An act to increase the water supply of Washington, and for 
other purposes.’ I know of no measure before the Congress of more impor- 
tance to the present and prospective best interests of the capital. 

As is well known to your committee, there are important imterests belong- 
ing to the Great Falls Manufacturing Company endl to the Chesapeake and 
Ohio Canal Company at the Great Fails of the Potomac. The proposed legis- 
lation, as I understand it, is to empower the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia to ascertain the value of these respective interests, and to provide 
by said legislation for the acquisition of the said rights by the United States, 
It would seem to be important to acquire these interests before any improve- 
ments shall be made, which may increase the cost of the condemnation 

As may be seen by the report of Col. George H. Elliott, of the Corps of 
Engineers, the amount of water flow at the Great Falls during low water 
periods is about 700,000.000 gallons per diem, and the amount diverted from 
the river for the supply of Washington is about 50,000,000 » 
that the raising of the dam at Great Falls would permit tv 1 
the river for the supply of Washin 
that 200,000,000 gallons per diem wi 


allons per diem; 
x diverted from 

m about 75,000,000 gallons per diem, and 
ultimately be required for the uses of 


tne 
people of the District of Columbia. He then shows thay after this amount 
shall have been diverted for the water supply, there wl still run to waste 
at low-water periods a water power of about 1.00 horseps ywer, of which about 
6,400 horsepower could be used for generating electrical power, which would 


be more than sufficient, in his opinion, to light all public buildings and 
grounds of Washington and replace all of the gaslights of the city with elec 
tric lights. Heestimatesalsothat this would furnish sufficient electric power 
for pumping water to the high-surface areas of the city, for running t! 


: ele- 
vators in the public buildings, for heating these buildings, and for other pub- 
lic purposes. 

e also says that the rights of the United States, but a fraction of which 
have ever been utilized, have for many years been disputed, and they are now 


disputed, and that large amounts of claims for damages are now pending 
against the Government. His conclusion is that the rights of the respective 
owners should be settled now and forever, and that the bill under considera- 
tion furnishes not only the best means of doing this fairly and with full jus- 
tice to all parties; and that it is also a means for acquiring the remainder of 
the water rights at the Great Falls not now owned by the Government 

The Commissioners therefore earnestly beg that your committee give to 
this important measure early and favorable consideration. 

Very respectfully, 


JOHN W. ROSS, President. 

Hon. J. W. BABCOCK, 

Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. DALzEe.t, having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. GiLFrRy, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary request:the House of Representatives to re-, 
turn to the Senate the bill (H. R. 947) to authorize the extension of the lines 
of the Metropolitan Railroad Company of the District of Columbia. 


WATER SUPPLY OF WASHINGTON, D. C. 
The committee resumed its session. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I understand from the gentle, 
man in charge of this bill that it is not his purpose to press it to 
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a vote this evening, and in view of that fact I desire to ask him 
one or two questions. The bill as drawn authorizes the Secre- 
tary of War ‘‘To obtain title to all the water rights not now 
owned by the United States at and in the vicinity of Great Falls 
on the Potomac River; the water so taken to be used for any and 
all public purposes, and also such land as may be necessary for 
these purposes.” That is a general grant of authority without 
any limitations unless they may be found in the word “ necessary,” 
which is very indefinite: I have read the bill very hastily, but I 
believe there is a provision further on authorizing a survey to 
determine what lands are necessary to be taken. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Itoccurstome, Mr. Chairman, that in view of 
the fact that we are to have an extra session of Congress (which 
seems to be conceded), it might be well to substitute for this bill 
certain provisions which the committee, if they favor them, can 
prepare for submission to the House when the Committee on the 
District of Columbia is again recognized under the rule. First, 
authorize a survey to be made to determine the lands necessary to 
be acquired for this purpose; and second, an inquiry as to the 
value of those lands. That information having been secured, the 
committee can, at the first session of the Fifty-fifth Congress, 
more intelligently draft a bill which will fix proper limitations, 
and the lands having been surveyed and their value estimated by 
the Secretary of War, then, if it is thought wise, we can authorize 
condemnation proceedings. 

Mr. BABCOCK. In the first place, I will state to the gentleman 
one fact of which he is well aware, that the fall of the river is so 

reat at the point now under consideration that no large body of 
and would be necessarily embraced in thispurchase. The ground 
that is flooded is known as well as the ground that is not flooded. 
So that thereis no question in the minds of those who are familiar 
with the location as to the amount of ground which it will be neces- 
sary toacquire. In making this survey, the officers are not going 
back 10 miles, or 20 miles, or 40 miles. As the report states, the 
river falls 76 feet in a distance of 2,000 feet, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me a single word? 
There has been a good deal of agitation as to the propriety of this 
purchase. 

Mr. BABCOCK. ‘The watershed? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, sir; but I will not enter into discussion 
of the general policy. The gentleman, however, I think, will 
agree with me that there is nothing in this bill as drawn to pre- 
vent the officers to whom this matter is intrusted from going 10 
miles out if they choose. 

Mr. DALZELL. I should like to ask a question of the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill. Has he any idea of the amount of 
property which the passage of the bill might eventually require 
the Government to appropriate for? 

Mr. BABCOCK. In reply to the gentleman, I can only state 
that I know the price which was put on the property by the own- 
ers, and I know the price which was offered for it by the New 
York parties. The New York parties offered $275,000. Their 
offer was refused, and a counter proposition was made, offering 
for $500,000 all the rights of this incorporated company. 

Mr. DALZELL. Is this bill in such a shape that if it be passed 
the officers of thg Government would be authorized to proceed so 
far as to have a value fixed upon the property for which the Gov- 
ernment would have to appropriate? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The bill provides for condemnation proceed- 
ings before the court in case the Secretary of War and the Attor- 
ney-General should fail to agree with the parties as to the value 
of the property. 

Mr. DALZELL. Sothatthereis involved in the passage of this 
bill the possibleappropriation at some future time of from $250,000 
to $500,000 by the Government? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then it strikes me we ought to spend alittle 
more time on it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh,I do not expectto have the bill finally con- 
sidered this evening. 

Mr. DOCKERY. One further suggestion. According to the 
sat here—I have not had an opportunity to read the bill care- 

ully— 


The bill presented does not provide for any present appropriation of money, 
but does provide for the immediate condemnation of the entire water righ’ 
and lands required, the amount to be taken to be ascertained within three 
months by the Secretary of War and Attorney-General. 


In other words, as I understand, the survey is to be made within 
three months. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is to determine the amount of lands 
necessary; and that under the terms of the bill will require three 
months. According to the report the bill— 

Also provides for the ascertainment of the value of these water rights and 
lands, together with the settlement of all existing claims, by the Secretary of 


War and Attorney-General, these officers being given the power to appoint 
three disinterested persons to ascertain and advise them in reference to the 


va.ues. 
ers, then the Attorney-General shall, within six months, bring suit in 


supreme court of the District of Columbia and have the value ascertain 4 
by the court. 


land 
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If the Secretary and Attorney-General can not agree with the own 


So that we have two propositions. One is for the survey of ths 





Mr. BABCOCK. For which three months’ time is allowed. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir. The other proposition looks to 


making terms with the owners through theSecretary of War and 
Attorney-General, if that can be done; and if not, then within six 
months suit is to be entered in the surpeme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to obtain a judicial ascertainment of the value 
of the land. 


Now, in view of the fact that the Fifty-fifth Congress is to meet 


in extraordinary session, it does seem to me that a simple and 
direct method of dealing with this question would be to authorize 
a survey of the land, to be report 
of the amountof land necessary, and to require the officers named 
to endeavor to ascertain what sum will be needed for purchasing 
the land. With these facts ascertained and reported to Congress 
at its next session, we shall be prepared to pass a bill containing 


to Congress with a statement 


all necessary and proper provisions. 
Mr. DALZELL. I wish to inquire of the chairman of the com- 


mittee whether this water power is owned by a corporation? 


Mr. BABCOCK. It is. 

Mr. DALZELL. What is the capital stock of that corporation? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I certainly can not answer that question, 

Mr. DALZELL. This corporation owns, as I understand, not 
only the lands and water power, but also certain franchises con- 
nected therewith, so that to render the condemnation proceedings 
effectual it would be necessary, under a decision of the Supreme 
Court, for the Government to pay not only the value of the actual, 
tangible property, but also the value of those franchises. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Let me call the gentleman’s attention to this 
provision of the bill: 


In making the valuations the epytaieere shall consider only the preser 


values of the land and water rights, and shall not consider their values t 


vw 
the city of Washington for the uses for which they are taken or to which 
they may be applied under the provisions of this act. 


Mr. DALZELL. Let me call my friend’s attention to the fact 
that a precisely similar provision, which was embodied in the bill 
for the condemnation of the works of the Monongahela Navigation 
Company, was declared by the Supreme Court of the United States 
to be unconstitutional. In that bill provision was made aguinst 
payment for franchises; and the provision was declared by the 
Supreme Court of the United States to be ineffective—beyond the 
power of Congress to enact. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Was not that because the State of Penn- 
sylvania had made no concession? 

Mr. DALZELL. It was because the State had conferred a fran- 
chise on that corporation, just as the State of Maryland and the 


‘State of Virginia have conferred franchises upon this corporation 


at the Great Falls. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But I understand that in this case the 
State of Virginia, and possibly Maryland, both of them, have 
passed statutory enactments which concede the control of Con- 
gress over this water supply. If there are such legislative enact- 
ments, that might make a difference in the conditions. 

Mr. DALZELL. That, of course, might make a difference, if 
such action was ever taken. 

Mr. GROUT. Asa matter of fact, did not the Monongahela 
Company enter upon the exercise of its franchise before the con- 
demnation proceedings were had? 

Mr. DALZELL. That is correct; it had done so. 

Mr. GROUT. Would not that make a difference? 

Mr. DALZELL. Of course that would make a difference. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Is it not a novel proposition to 
require these proceedings, = condemnation, in the court of the 
District of Columbia, when the property involved is entirely out- 
side of the District? And in that connection I would ask how the 
District of Columbia court could enforce a judgment against 
ney ae of its territorial jurisdiction? 

. BABCOCK. I will yield to the gentleman from Tennessee, 
Mr. Chairman, who will answer the question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. As I understand it, and as I stated a ‘ew 
moments ago, legislative enactments have been had in Virginia 
and Maryland with reference to this matter. It was stated before 
the District Committee in the public hearings, in response to 4 

uestion propounded to the attorney of this power company at 
Great Falls and other parties in interest, that the States of \'T- 

ia and Maryland eel dheeegh their legislatures, passed such 
aws as conceded to the United States the control over the watt 
rights and adjacent grounds at Great Falls; so much as lies in the 
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State of Virginia having been conceded by that State and so much 
as lies in the State of Maryland having been conceded by the 
legislative enactments of that State. 

‘Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Does my friend from Tennessee 
mean to say that the marshal of the District of Columbia could be 
sent out into this territory to execute the process of the court and 
put the Government in possession of the property? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do understand—— 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia (continuing). 
the condemnation proceedings? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand that the State of Virginia 
has already given that authority. But the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. MEREDITH] is more familiar with it than I am, and he 
can state the conditions of the acquisition of that property by the 
United Statesand the Districtof Columbia. He can also state the 
legislation which will authorize the steps to be taken suggested by 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 
the statute or refer us to it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I cannot; but the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia no doubt can. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I doubt very much whether such a 
transaction could have occurred at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no doubt from the information 
before the committee that they have undertaken to do it. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I will state to the gentleman from Geor- 

ia—I do not know the exact facts, but this I do know—that some 
forty or fifty years ago General Butler or his friends obtained from 
Virginia a charter granting a franchise to the Great Falls Power 
Company. Some two or three years ago they got another charter, 
but what its provisions are I am unable to say—— 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? . 

Mr. MEREDITH. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, we would like to hear what is 
going on in this private colloquy. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I believe [ have the floor, Mr. Chairman; and 
I will now occupy the attention of the committee but one moment 
in answering the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERyY]; then 
I shall move that the committee rise and let this matter go over. 

In reference to the necessity for the passage of the bill, I will 
state that all of the members of the House are familiar with the 

uestions relating to the electric lighting of the city, the cost of 
this service, the abuses that have been alleged to exist, and also 
the resolution before our committee in reference to the conduit 
system. Now, this is the first step to solve that whole ques- 
tion-—the acquisition of the water power at the Great Falls and 
the rights of this power company. ‘There is sufficient power there 
developed by the falls in question to light every public building, 
every street, and every park in the city of Washington. It can 
be purchased for very much less now than it can be purchased 
within a few years hereafter. 

We do not claim by any means that the bill we have offered is 
perfect. We do not propose to urge its speedy passage, but sim- 
ply call it to the attention of the House for its consideration. It 
ought to be considered, however, by this Congress, and got into 
some definite shape that will meet the approval of the House. 

I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HopKINs reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union having had under consid- 
eration the bill H. R. 10133 had come to no resolution thereon. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit one more 
matter to the House, which will take perhaps only a moment. It 
is House resolution 212, to suspend the operation of an act ap* 
proved February 13, 1895, entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to provide for the settlement of all outstanding claims 
against the District of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction on 
the Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other purposes,’ 
ees June 16, 1880.” 

he joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That all proceedings and payments under the provisions of 
the act approved February 13, 1895, omentins an act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the settlement of all outstanding claims against the District of Co- 
lumbia, and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear the same, 
and for other purposes,” be, and the same are hereby, suspended until fur- 
ther action thereon by Congress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to raise the question of 
consideration against that resolution, and a that,I desire 
to submit a point of order. I am not sure that the point of order 
is well taken. The facts are that the issue involved in this reso- 
lution was decided by the House on Thursday last, and instead of 
agreeing to a proposition to suspend the act the House decided to 
repeal it and to prohibit the further payment of judgments. That 
mT the action of the House, taken after much discussion, on last 

y. 


The gentleman himself can not cite 





And thus complete | day, this committee propose to suspend the law. 


| of the Speaker to suppress it, as if it were against order. 


| disposing of the bill after « 


Mr. PITNEY. Taken in the House on Saturday and in the 
Committee of the Whole on Thursday. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The bill finally passed the House on Satur- 
day. The vote was taken Thursday in Committee of the Whole 
on this proposition and after a three-hours debate. Now, then, 
the Committee on the District of Columbia raise the same ques- 
tion, and instead of repealing the law and prohibiting further 
payments of judgments, as the House decided to do last Thurs- 


: / I do not know 
that the point of order would lie against the proposed action, 


| because I find on page 267 of the Digest this statement: 


If an amendment be proposed, inconsistent with one already agreed to, it 
is a fit ground for its rejection by the House, but not within the competence 

Now, Mr. Speaker, reasoning by analogy, although the proposed 
resolution is inconsistent with the action of the House already 
taken, I assume that perhaps the point of order may not be weil 
taken, but I submit it to the judgment of the Chair. I think the 
House is by this time fully advised as to the pending question. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the House has already, by its 
action, repealed this law. The proposition now is to suspend its 
operation, assuming it to be still in existence. Surely no such 
action can be taken by the House without first a reconsideration 
of the action by which the law was repealed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] that the action taken by the 
House was on an amendment to the appropriation bill. It might 
very well be that the House might desire to am nd the appropria- 
tion bill, or, failing in that, it might desire to suspend the act. 
The action of the House on last Thursday can only be made ef- 
fective by the action of the Senate. It might well be that the 
Senate would prefer not to have it on an appropriation bill, either 
for technical reasons or because of its modification of the appro- 
priation bill. The action now proposed is entirely different. The 
former action of the House can not become effectual except by the 
action of the Senate. If the House is satisfied with its action, and 
thinks that that disposed of the question, the present proposition 
can be met by raising the question of conside1.cion or by finally 
Siecuetion. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I have raised the question of consideration 


against it. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would suggest to the Chair that while of 
course it can not be finally effective until the Senate has acted, 
yet, so far as the House was concerned, it had the option to do one 
of two things, by way of amendment, either to repeal this law, 
so far as the House could act, or to suspend its operation. Now, 
it exercised this option by deciding that, so far as the House was 
concerned, it would repeal the law. 

The SPEAKER. No; it decided that, so far as the House was 
concerned, it would put an amendment on an appropriation bill 
repealing the law; but the House might think it was desirable to 
have a provision passed which had no reference whatever to the 
appropriation bill, and it could not be precluded by any action of 
the Speaker from taking that course. The matter is fully in 
charge of the House, and if the question of consideration is raised 
and consideration is refused, why, the House expresses its opinion 
in that way. If, on the contrary, it considers the bill, its expres- 
sion may take another form. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iraise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration is raised. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. DOCKERY. That question is not debatable. 

Mr. PAYNE. Pending that, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 





TELLERS TO COUNT THE ELECTORAL VOTE, 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair asks the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. PayNE] to withhold his motion. The Chair is not entirely 
certain that he has authority to appoint the tellers on the part of 
the House to count the electoral vote, but in accordance with what 
seems to be the custom, he will make the appointment and submit 
it to the House. The appointment which the Chair will make, if 
the House does not object, will be the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
GROSVENOR, and the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. RICHARD- 
son. if there be no objection, these will be considered as the 
tellers to count the electoral vote. 

There was no objection. 

SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and reso- 
lutions were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A bill (S. 2071) for the relief of Mary A. Swift—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. ‘ 

A bill (S. 1178) conveying to Rafael Seguro, of Iberia Parish, 
La., the right, title, and interest of the United States in and to 


certain lands in said parish of Iberia—to the Committee on the” 
Public Lands. 
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A bill (S. 1968) for the relief of the Mobile Marine Dock Com- 
pany—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 2791) for the establishment, control, operation, and 
maintenance of the Northern Branch of the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Hot Springs, in the State of South 
Dakota—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A pill (S. 1850) to make Commodore William P. McCann, of the 
Navy, arear-admiral on the retired list—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 8244) to amend an act approved August 19, 1890, en- 
titled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at 
sea ’’—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

A joint resolution (S. Res. 165) relating to the St. Johns River, 
Florida, and bar at the entrance to the river—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

A bill (S. 8481) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Joplin, in the State of 
Missouri—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3492) for the relief of Paymaster James E. Tolfree, 
United States Navy—to the Committee on Claims. 


A bill (S. 3493) for the relief of Pay Clerk Charles Blake, United | 


States Navy—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3637) to authorize Maj. Gen. Alexander McD. McCook, 
United States Army, retired, and Capt. George Percival Scriven, 
United States Army, to accept medals presented to them by the 

Russian Government—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3124) granting an increase of pension to Isabella H. 
Silvey, widow of Lieut. Col. William Silvey, deceased—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1604) for the relief of John A. Fairfax, of the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2588) for the relief of George S. Simon—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 3556) granting an increase of pension to Carlton W. 
Muzzy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3584) granting a pension to Louise M. Rice, widow of 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1894) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. E. 8. 
Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Concurygnt resolution— 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 2,000 additional copies of an extract from the Seventeenth Annual 
Report of the United States Geological Survey, entitled “ Preliminary re- 
port on artesian waters of a portior. of the Dakotas,” for distribution by the 
Geological Survey— 

To the Committee on Printing. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 9666) to correct and amend the military record of 
John Long, late private Company H, Thirty-first Regiment Mis- 
souri Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 6528) to increase the pension of Clara L. Nichols, 
widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. W. A. Nichols; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 248) providing for the printing of the 
Consular Regulations of 1896; 

A bill (H. R. 9029) to grant to the Hudson Reservoir and Canal 
Company the right of way through the Gila River Indian Reser- 
vation; 

A bill (H. R. 3481) granting a pension to James L. Wing; 

A bill (H. R. 3937) granting a pension to Miriam V. Kenney, 
widow of Samuel W. Kenney; 

A bill (H. R. 6902) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Viel; 

A bill (H. R. 3166) granting a pension to George B. Merchant; 

A bill (H. R. 5061) to pension Ira Powers, of Henderson County, 
Tenn. ; ; 

A bill (H. R. 7740) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Keiser; 

A bill (H. R. 2189) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Free- 


man; 

A bill (H. R. 4841) granting a pension to Melissa Adams, widow 
of Silas Adams; 

A bill (H. R. 10085) for the relief of Elnora Shuman; 

A bill (H. R. 8787) for the relief of H. C. Herndon; 

A bill (H. R. 8939) to pension Daniel Giles for services in Oregon 
Indian wars; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H.R. 

A bill (H. R. 
pension roll; 

A bill (H. BR. 5068) to grant pension to Jane Cunningham, widow 
of James Cunningham; 

A bill (H. R. 2257) to increase the pension of Charles H. Twomey; 


ww di 


2620) granting a pension to Lauretta L. Prince; 

5532) to increase the pension of Josephine Glover; 
7969) to increase the pension of Joseph E. Vantine; 
6234) to restore the name of James R. Pack to the 


A bill (H. R. 6539) granting a pension to Richard C. Enright. 
eS bill (H. R. 6776) to provide an American register for the | 

vida; 

A bill (H. R. 10012) relating to the improvement of Eastchestoy 
Creek, State of New York; 

A bill (H. R. 9841) to amend an act authorizing the West Brad 
dock Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Mononga 
River from the borough of Rankin to Mittlin Township; _ 

A bill (H. R. 8356) to authorize the establishment of a life-cay. 
ing station at or near Great Boars Head, on the coast of New 
Hampshire; 

A bill (H. R. 9775) to amend so much of chapter 189 of the stat. 
utes of the United States of America passed at the third : 
of the Fifth-third Congress and approved March 2, 1895, as r 
quires that the lower portion of the Rock Island Bridge shall , 
be occupied 7 any street railway company without payi: 

1e 


sonable rent therefor; . 
A bill (H. R. 3688) to pension James L. McKinney for services 
in Oregon Indian wars; 
A bill (H. R, 2985) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel J, 


Essex; 

A bill a R. 1948) to grant a pension to Uriah Andricks, lif 
fourth Dlinois Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 8814) to authorize the construction by the Duluth 
and North Dakota Railroad Company of two bridges across the 
ve River of the North between the States of Minnesota and Nort) 

akota; 

A bill (H. R. 1168) to increase the pension of Josiah P. Hill, lata 
of Company F, Eighty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, in the 
war of the rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 8010) to authorize a survey for construction of 


fa 
bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River in ling 
with Massachusetts avenue extended eastward; 

A bill (H. R. 7906) to grant an honorable discharge to Adam 
Hand, as first lieutenant of Company B, One hundred and eighty. 
fourth Yer Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers; ; 

A bill (H. R. 9863) to extend and amend an act entitled “An 


act to grant the right of way to the Kansas, Oklahoma and South- 
western Railway Company through the Indian Territory and 
Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes,” approved Decem- 
ber 21, 1893; 

A bill (H. R. 5482) authorizing the Cleveland Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge across the Arkansas River between Pawnee 
County, Okla., and the Osage Indian Reservation; 

A bill (H. R. 6166) granting a pension to Minnie Parker, widow 
of Col. and Bvt. Brig. Gen. Ely 8. Parker, late of the United States 


y3 

A bill (H. R. 9799) to amend an act entitled “An act to anthor- 
ize the Chattanooga Western Railway Company to construct a 
bridge across the Tennessee River near Chattanooga,” giving the 
= company more time in which to begin and complete said 
bridge; 

A bill (H. R. 7333) granting a pension to William Edwards, 
Company D, Tenth Regiment Vermont Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 2741) for the relief of Peter Cook, of Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. 6236) to grant a pension to Mrs. Helen A. Funke 
houser; 
bill (H. R. 4001) to reinstate William Waldrup on the 
roll; 

A bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to James Warbrook:; 

A bill (H. R. 7821) granting a pension to Annie Schifirli; 

A bill (H. R. 4279) to cure the title of certain real estate in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 1064) for the relief of Henry F. Thornton: 

A bill (H. R. 3264) to increase the pension of Mrs. Virginia E. 
Turtle, of the District of Columbia; 

- A bill (H. R. 4099) to increase the pension of Mary S. Higzins; 

A bill (H. R. 2725) granting increase of pension to Henry 
Slaughter; 

A bill (H. R. 7349) to pension Lewellyn D. King; 

A bill (H. R. 4985) to permit a part of the Fort Lyon Military 
Reservation to be occupied, improved, and controlled for a sol 
diers’ home by the State of Colorado; 

A bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of James Stewart; 

A’bill (S. 2347) for the relief of Laura C. Dodge; 

A bill (S. 2746) to remove the political disabilities of Col. John 
Taylor Wood; 

A bill (S. 1495) granting an increase of pension to Hans Jolinson; 


A bill (S. 1323) granting a pension to Maria Somerlat, widow 
of Valentine Somerlat; a 

A bill (S. 2913) granting an increase of pension to Neitio A. 
Cheeks; 

A bill (S. 2126) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Laura 
A. Nelson; 


A bill (S. 1806) granting an increase of pension to George B 
Custer; and 
A bill (8. 178) granting a pension to Betsey J. Webber. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Hicks, for this day, on account of important business. 

To Mr. LINNEY, for one week, on account of important business. 
LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Swanson, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in the 
case of John S. Burwell, administrator of A. L. Burwell, no ad- 
verse report having been made thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 5 o'clock and 15 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned, 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
Follows: 

a letter from the Secretary of State, inclosing a letter from Col. 
John M. Wilson reporting the completion of the monument to 
mark the birthplace of Gen. George Washington, at Wakefield, 
Va.—to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
the draft of a proposed act relating to changes in the plans of 
public buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Chapel Point Harbor, Maryland—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of a 
letter from the Memorial Association of the District of Columbia 
relative to the house, No. 516 Tenth street NW., Washington, in 
which Abraham Lincoln died, and recommending an appropriation 
for its care and maintenance—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a list of judg- 
ments in favor of claimants in Indian depredation cases made 
since December 7, 1896—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to 
which was referred the bills and joint resolution of the follow- 
ing titles, reported the same, accompanied by reports; which said 
bills, joint resolution, and reports, were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, as follows, to wit: 

The bill (H. R. 9932) to provide for removing obstructions to 
navigation from the St. Johns River, Florida, and its tributaries. 
(Report No. 2834.) 

The bill (S. 3494) entitled “‘An act providing for an examina- 
tion of the improvement at the Pass of Aransas, Texas.” (Re- 
port No. 2841.) : 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 224) providing for estimate of cost 
of certain improvements of Bridgeport Harbor, Connecticut. (Re- 
port No. 2835.) 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 
referred the concurrent resolution of the Senate (Senate Con. Res. 
No. 48) to print extra copies of the report of the Joint Committee on 
the Dedication of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2836); which said joint resolution and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the joint resolution of the House 
(H. Res. 240) concerning the construction of the public building 
at Racine, Wis., reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2840); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
ref to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 8086) granting a pension to Mary E. Herd, widow 
of Lieut. Col. A. J. Herd. (Report No. 2837.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 7202) for the relief of Mrs. Anna Dorsey Weaver. 
(Report No. 2838.) 

By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 1161) granting a pension to Thomas Joyce, late drummer 
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in Company D, Second Regiment of New York Infantry, in the 
Florida war. (Report No. 2839.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 7 

By Mr. MEREDITH (by request): A bill (H.R. 10268) to enable 
individual bondholders to increase the volume of natienal-bank 
notes of a special form without charge, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. oi 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 10269) relating to the appli- 
cation of deposits of money for the survey of lands within railroad 
grants—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 10270) providing for the gelection 
of lands in lieu of swamp lands included in forest reservations— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 10271) authorizing the funding of 
indebtedness in the Territories of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 10272) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Yazoo River at or near the city 
of Greenwood, in Leflore County, in the State of Mississippi—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COOPER of Florida: A bill (H. R. 10273) to provide an 
American register for the steamer Jacksonville—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 10274) authorizing an ad- 
ditional story to the public building now being erected in the city 
of Buffalo—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10275) to 
protect State antigambling laws from nullification through inter- 
state gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FENTON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 250) relative to 
the practice of granting permits for the occupancy or use of mili- 
tary reservations for nonmilitary purposes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A joint resolution (H. Res, 
251) directing the Secretary of War to submit estimates of the 
cost of completion of harbor of refuge at Point Judith, Rhode 
Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TATE: A resolution (House Res. No. 530) requesting the 
Secretary of the Navy to furnish to the House the reasons for the 
adoption of small arms of different calibers by the Navy and Army 
of the United States—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. , 

By Mr. TOWNE: A resolution (House Res. No. 531) calling on 
the Secretary of the Interior for report as to investigation of cer- 
tain examinations of pine and agricultural lands—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TATE: A resolution (House Res. No. 532) requesting the 
Secretary of War to furnish the House with the reasons for the 
adoption of small arms of different calibers by the Army and Navy 
of the United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Minnesota, favoring the establishment of a national military park 
at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDDY: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Minnesota, favoring the establishment of a national military park 
at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Wisconsin, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4339, to estab- 
lish a national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A memorial of the legisla- 
ture of the State of Minnesota, favoring the establishment of a 
national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McLAURIN: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of South Carolina, relative to Cuba and Cubans—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A memorial of the legislature 
of the State of Wisconsin, in favor of the passage of House bill 
No. 4339. to establish a national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of South Dakota, asking that Fort Meade be made a permanent 
military reservation—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of South Dakota, 
asking the passage of a law to permit settlers upon Government 
lands in that State to make final proof upon their homestead claims 
and acquire title thereto without the payment of any specific price 

r acre, as required by the present law—to the Committee on the 

ublic Lands. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A memorial of the legislature of the 
State of New York, relative to increase in the salary of letter 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. | 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXI, private bills of the following titles | 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 10276) to pension M. B. Belieu | 
for services in the Oregon Indian wars—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 10277) granting a pension to 
Marvin Oldetf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
‘r clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
DRICH of Illinois: Petition of H. S. Rich & Co., of | 
or favorable action on House bill No. 4566, relating 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


Unde 
were 

By Mr. AL 
Chicago, I1., 
to second-class 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of the East Washington Citizens’ 
Association, asking that the Congressional Library be opened from 
9 a.m. to 10 p. m., Sundays and legal holidays excepted—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of John V. B. France and 2. others, of Boscobel, 


Wis., favoring the passage of House bill No. 9209, granting aserv- | 
ice pension to the soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions 


By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of 
Voltman, J. J. Hammond, D. Steirnke, H. Tellmeyer, and 101 other 
citizens of St. Louis, Mo., in favor of the coinage of legal tender 
to authorize the construction of public works—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BERRY: Petition of Charles Abert, of Homewood, Md., 
for the purchase by Congress of a bust of Franklin—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. BISHOP: Petition of Citizens’ Development Company, 
A. k. Cartier, George Goodsell, and 35 other citizens of Luding- 
ton, Mich.; also petition of Dovel & Smith: Edward Buckley, Louis 
Sands, and 28 other citizens of Manistee, Mich., praying for the pas- 
sage of the Sherman bill with respect to ticket brokers—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of H. C. Bayles and others, of Paris, 
Ill., favoring the passage of a special act increasing the pension of 
Henry C. Elliott in accordance with his disabilities—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of citizens of Antwerp, N. Y.; 
also of citizens of Clayton, N. Y.; also of citizens of Carthage, 
N. Y.; also of citizens of Philadelphia, N. Y., in favor of the bill 
to prohibit ticket scalping—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of the Western Plaster Works, of 
Detroit, Mich., asking that plaster of paris be protected against 
foreign competition—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Theo. Meyers and 52 residents and chicory 
growers of Bay County, Mich., asking that a duty be placed upon 
chicory—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS of lowa: Resolutions of Clinton Division, No. 
33, Order of Railway Conductors, of Clinton, Iowa, favoring the 
passage of the Sherman bill to abolish ticket brokerage—to the 

ommittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of Thomas B. Martin and others, 
of Grand Junction, Iowa, in favor of a service pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of D. M. Burns and others, of Humboldt, Iowa, 
protesting against the passage of a bill pending before Congress 
relating to patents—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. FISCHER: Papers to accompany House bill No. 4382, 
for the correction of the military record of Abraham Lewis—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: Resolutions adopted by the Colored Republican 
Club of Chicago, Ill., urging the reduction of representation in 
Congress from certain Southern States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of J. D. Easton and 81 other 
citizens of Waterloo, lowa, recommending the passage of House 
bill No. 10090, to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper from E. E. Clark, grand chief conductor Order of 
Railway Conductors, Cedar Rapids, lowa, urging consideration of 
the Erdman arbitration bill—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Sundry petitions of citizens of the State of 
New York, viz, James McDermott and 17 others, M. F, Golden 
and 9 others, all of Troy; D. A. Smith and 19 others, James F. 
Mee and 11 others, all of Auburn; Hugh MacLachlan and 13 others, 
Paul Kalb and 19 others, O. R. Seymore and 11 others, all of 
Brooklyn; A. H. Latz and 10 others, of Sanborn; T. F. Gilte, of 
Phelps; David Pechannes, of Caledonia; D. Hitchcock, of Knowls- 
ville; H. 8. Teed and 9 others, of Goldens Bridge; James BE. Mar- 
shall and 6 others, of Aiken; M. Wing and 17 others, of Carthage; 


Rodick J. Becker, William 





| burgh; George D. Van Vin and 21 others, of Palatine B 


D. Quackenbush and 16 others, of Sprakers; S. E. Crowell an 
others, of LeRoy; Edward Clark and 21 others, of Waterloo: H; 
S. Tinlock and 21 others, of Frankfort; William Farrand a) 
others, of Frankfort; J. McM. Hueltonand 9 others, of West f2 
N. H. Stanton and 23 others, of Buffalo; J. D. Brenan a; 
others, of Medina; Chauncey Brainard and 13 others, of Shrey.. 
port; R. Laty and 12 others, of Gasport; B. Harman and 12 0; 
of Highland Station; E. J. Bevan, of New York City; Henry 
nard and 16 others, of New York City; N. F. Keck and 10 ot 
of Buffalo; 8. W. Weat and others,of Weedsport; Thom 

Dowd and others, of Batavia; William A. Morrill and oth 

East Greenbush; A. V. Van Epsand others, of Schenectady; .) 
Blood and others,of Rome; M. H. Hart and others, of Cat.) 
Station; C. Haas and 12 others, of Shorisville; W. P. Coru 1 
17 others, of Yonkers; Patrick O'Rourke and 10 others, of ; 
Byron; J. W. Quick and 17 others, of Rhinebeck; J. J.C 

and 9 others, of Cayuga; W. H. Weston and 11 others, of 


\ 


Charles Thomas and 20 others, of Little Falls; B. Carpent: 

17 others, of Elbridge; John Dunning and 15 others, of ©) 
George W. Boughton and others, of Macedon; Daniel E. J. 
and 25 others, of Sing Sing; O. Olcott and 11 others, of A 

B. L. Myers and others, of Clarence; O. W. Timberman 
others, of New York City; N. A. Gims and 22 others, of 
out; W. P. Willis and others, of Castleton; John H. Li 
others, of Tarrytown; L. V. D. Smith and 12 others, of M 
dale; A. E. Barrett and 10 others, of Colman; Joseph A. 7); 
and 5 others, of South Dover; Frank Hitchcock and 17 ot! 
Syracuse; William E. Goff and 8 others, of Albion; E. L. \ 
and others, of Gabriels; O. Weaver and 5 others, of Lake P 

S. S. Black and 5 others, of Spuyten Duyvil; L. H. Clark 
others, of Storm Lake; W. H. Arnold and9 others, of W 

J. H. Hennarty and 12 others, of Mahopac; Ward Goff a 
others, of Lockport; H. J. Degan and f5 others, of Mount \: 

J. J. Rice and 2 others, of East Syracuse; J. N. Howe and iy 
others, of Utica; M.M. De Witt and 12 others, of Oriskany; \V 
ren H. Easton and 23 others, of Herkimer; W. L. Cole and | 

ers, of Amsterdam; 8S. L. Allen, James Reese, and 20 others, of 


New York City; William Cross and 12 others, of Fairmont and 
Amboy, and resolutions passed by the General Passenger and 
Ticket Agents’ Association in convention assembled at Bu . 
also of H. K. Halsey and 12 others, of New Jersey, favoring the 


passage of House bill No. 10090, known as the ‘“‘antisca 
bill” —to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commer: +. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of the Humboldt Chamber of (om- 
merce, of Eureka, Cal., for an appropriation for the erection 4 
public building in the city of Eureka—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Humboldt Chamber of Commerce, of Eu- 
reka, Cal., for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal under 
American control—to the Committee on Interstate and Forvign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of P. P. Preble, of Oakland, Cal., prot: 
against the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class 
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of N.C. Colby, of Pecatonica, IIl., favor- 
ing the passage of the Loud bill (H. R. 4566)—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of S. P. Selden and other citizens 
of Port Huron, N. Y., praying for the passage of House bil! No. 
10090, abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of S. J. Giles and others; also petition of J.P 
Clark and others, protesting against the passage of the Sherman 
bill to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Int: t 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of White & Fenton, of Cattaraugus, N. Y. 
of Mrs. M. L. Rumpff, of Angelica, N. Y.; also of Judson |! 
den, of Fillmore, N. Y., favoring the bill H. R. 4566, kno" s 
the Loud bill, to amend the postal laws—to the Committ: 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KNOX: petition of James E. Shepard and othe 
Lawrence, Mass., praying for the passage of Senate bill N ] 
and House bill No. 10108, regulating fraternal beneficiar) 
ties, orders, and associations—to the Committee on the Distr 
Columbia. 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of S. Abrams and other citiz 
the State of New York; also of Rev. H. E. Thygeson, of Ch 
field, Mass.; also of E. A. Johnson and others, protesting agains' 
appropriations for sectarian institutions, and favoring an a! 
ment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting + 
rian appropriations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Petition of F. T. Clybourn and 210 other 
business men at the Union Stock Yards, Chicago, Ill, protes'!4s 
against the passage of House bill No. 10090, to abolish t\ 
brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comm: 

By Mr. McOLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of Fred A. Wrigh 
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of Springfield, Minn., for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, 
relating to second- mail matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. __ . 

By Mr. MCDEARMON: Petition of T. W. Neal, of Dyersburg, 
Tenn., and Cora M. Wade, of Milan, Tenn., favoring the Loud 
bill (H. R. 4566), amending the laws relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Petition of the Little Bay Lumber Company, 

of Calhoun County, Ark., asking for a tariff duty on lumber—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Resolutions of the Commercial Club 
of Omaha, Nebr., also of the Omaha Board of Trade, favoring the 
passage of House bill No. 10090, abolishing ticket brokerage—to | 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Builders and Traders’ Exchange 
of Omaha, Nebr., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the Board of Trade, also of 
the Commercial Club, of Omaha, Nebr., favoring the passage of 
the Sherman bill to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Builders and Traders’ Exchange of 
Omaha, Nebr., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4566, amend- 
ing the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MURRAY: Memorial of the Colored Republican Club 
of Cook County, Il., praying for an investigation of the methods 
whereby a republican form of government has been overthrown 
in several States of the Union, and for a restoration of the same— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorials of R. P. Scott and 36 others, of Florence, S. C.; 
of S. H. Nix and 49 others, of Columbia, 8.C.; of H. Stokein and 100 
others, of Charleston, S. C., and of Martin Fludd and 53 others, of 
Charleston, S. C., praying the rejection of what purports to be the 
electoral vote of South Carolina, and for a restoration of a repub- 
lican form of government in South Carolina—to the Committee 
on Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in | 











Congress. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petitions of B. B. Paddock, mayor of Fort | 
Worth, Tex., and others, and of L. M. Knepfby, president Texas | 
Fair Association, and others, favoring the passage of the Sherman 
bill to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SNOVER: Petition of the publisher of the Times, Imley | 
City, Mich., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend | 
the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of Rev. D. A. McBurney and 
Rey. George M. Tourtelotte. of Dows, Iowa, favoring the passage 
of House bill No. 7441, prohibiting the transmission of gambling 
matter by telegraph—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of D. A. McBurney and George M. Touritelotte, 
protesting against Sunday traffic in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of D. A. McBurney and George M. T’ urtelotte, 
for the suppression of the sale of liquors in Government build- 
ings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of D. A. McBurney and George M. Tourtelotte, 
urging the prohibition of the transportation of obscene matter 

* from State to State by United States mails—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
McIntire, Iowa, Mrs. S. M. Kimball, president, also of Henry 
White, of Volga City, Iowa, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 9515, to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Dr. F. A. Cogswell, of Swaledale, Iowa, urging 
the passage of the bill for the prevention of gambling (H. R. 
7441)—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, sundry petitions of Rev. D. A. McBurney and Rey. George 
M. Tourtelotte, of Dows, Iowa, urging the passage of bill to 
raise the age of consent—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Dows, lowa, Mrs. Minnie B. Allen, secretary, favoring the passage 
of the anti-interstate gambling act; for raising the age of consent; 
for the suppression of Sunday traffic in the District of Columbia, 
and the sale of intoxicating liquors in Government buildings—to 

e Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Dora Foster, of Mount Vernon, Iowa, in 
favor of the Anglo-American arbitration treaty—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. _ 

— of Mrs. M. E. Curtis, of Mount Vernon, Iowa, in 


Also, i 
favor of the bill raising the age of consent—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. = 


ee 
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SENATE, 
TUESDAY, F bruary 9, 1897. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minsury, D. D, 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 


ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. MILLs, and by unanimous cons 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD (¢ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 


OMPANY, 
the annual re- 


oOmpany tor 
the year ended December 31, 1896; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 


bia, and ordered to be printed. 
CREDENTIALS. 
Mr. STEWART presented the credentials of Jonn P. Jones, 
chosen by the legislature of Nevada a Senator from that State for 
the term beginning March 4, 1897; which were read, and ordered 
to be filed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J, 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of thea 
House had appointed Mr. GrosvENor of Ohio and Mr. Ricnar 


son of Tennessee tellers on the part of the House, authorized by 
the concurrent resolution relating to the counting of the electoral 
votes for President and Vice-President. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution (S. R. 148) for the relief of farmers and truckmen in 
the city of Washington, D. C., with amendments in which it re- 


| quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


The message further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 9470) to incorporate the Washington and Gettysburg 
Railway Company; in which it requested the concurrence of 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution toprint in pamphlet form, forthe use of the De- 
partment of the Interior, 3,000 additional copies of the rey 
the Assistant Secretary for 1896, relative to the administration o 
the pension laws; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 


the 


ort « 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further annonnced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 178) granting a pension to Betsey J. Webber; 

A bill (S. 1828) granting a pension to Maria Somerlat, widow 
of Valentine Somerlat; 

A bill (S. 1495) granting an increase of pension to Hans John- 


son; 
A bill (S. 1806) granting an increase of pension to George B. 
Custer; 


A bill (S. 
A. Nelson; 

A bill (S. 2347) for the relief of Laura C. Dodge; 

A bill (S. 2746) to remove the political disabilities of Col. John 
Taylor Wood; 

A bill (S. 2913) granting an increase of pension to Nettie A. 
Cheeks; 

A bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of James Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 1064) for the relief of Henry F. Thornton: 

A bill (H. R. 1168) to increase the pension of Josiah P. Hill, 
late of Company I, Eighty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, 
in the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 1948) to grant a pension to Uriah Andricks, Fifty- 
fourth Illinois Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H.R. 2189) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Freeman; 

A bill (H. R. 2257) to increase the pension of Charles H. Twomey; 

A bill (H. R. 2620) granting a pension to Lauretta L. Prince; 

A bill (H. R. 2725) granting increase of pension to Henry 
Slaughter; 

A bill (H. R. 2741) for the relief of Peter Cook, of Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. 2985) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel J. 
Essex; 

A bill (H. R. 3166) granting a pension to George B. Merchant; 

A bill (H. R. 3264) to increase the pension of Mrs. Virginia E, 
Turtle, of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 3481) granting a pension to James L. Wing; 

A bill (H. R. 3688) to pension James L. McKinney for services 
in Oregon Indian wars; 

A bill (H. R. 3787) for the relief of H. C. Herndon; 

A bill (H. R. 3957) granting a pension to Miriam V. Kenney, 
widow of Samuel W. Kenney; 

A bill (H. R. 38939) to pension Daniel Giles for services in 
Indian wars; 

+ bill (H. R. 4001) to reinstate William Waldrup on pension 
roll; 


2126) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Laura 


Oregon 
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A bill (H. R. 4099) to increase the pension of Mary S. Higgins; 
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He also presented a memorial of the Thomas Davis Club, of No. 


: : ‘ ~ ; : ae v 
A bill (H. R. 4279) to cure the title to certain real estate in the | York City, remonstrating against the ratification of the pend 


District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 4841) granting a pension to Melissa Adams, widow 
of Silas Adams: 

A bill (H. R. 4985) to permit a part of the Fort Lyon Military 
Reservation to be occupied, improved, and controlled for a soldiers’ 
home by the State of Colorado; 

A bill (H. R.5061) to pension Ira Powers, of Henderson County, 
Tenn.; 

A bill (H. R. 5068) to grant pension to Jane Cunningham, widow 
of James Cunningham; 

A bill (H. R. 5482) authorizing the Cleveland Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge across the Arkansas River between Pawnee 
County, Okla., and the Osage Indian Reservation; 

A bill (H. R. 5532) to increase the pension of Josephine Glover; 

A bill (H. R. 6166) granting a pension to Minnie Parker, widow 
of Col. and Bvt. Brig. Gen. ElyS. Parker, late of the United States 
Army: 

A bill (H. R. 6234) to restore the name of James R. Pack to the 
pension roll; 

A bill (H. R. 6236) to grant a pension to Mrs, Helen A, Funk- 
houser; 

A bill (H. R. 6528) to increase the pension of Clara L. Nichols, 
widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. W. A. Nichols; 

A bill (H. R. 6539) to increase a pension to Richard C. Enright; 

A bill (H. R. 6776) to provide an American register for the bark 
Vila: 

A bill (H. R. 6902) granting a pension to Mrs, Mary A. Viel; 

A bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to James Warbrook; 

A bill (H. R. 7338) granting a pension to William Edwards, 
Company D, Tenth Regiment Vermont Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 7349) to pension Lewellyn D. King; 

A bill (H. R. 7740) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Keiser: 

A bill (H. R. 7821) granting a pension to Annie Schifirli; 

A bill (H. R. 7906) to grant an honorable discharge to Adam 
Hand, as first lieutenant of Company B,One hundred and eighty- 
fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 7969) to increase the pension of Joseph E. Vantine; 

A bill (H. R. 8010) to authorize a survey for construction of a 
bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River in line 
with Massachusetts avenue extended eastward; 

A bill (H. R. 8356) to authorize the establishment of a life-saving 
station at or near Great Boars Head, on the coast of New Hamp- 
shire; 

A bill (H. R.8814) to authorize the construction by the Duluth 
and North Dakota Railroad Company of two bridges across the 
Red River of the North between the States of Minnesota and 
North Dakota; 


A bill (H. R. 9029) to grant to the Hudson Reservoir and Canal 


Company the right of way through the Gila River Indian Reser- 
vation: 

A bill (H. R. 9666) to correct and amend the military record of 
John Long, late private Company H, Thirty-first Regiment Mis- 
souri Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 9775) to amend so much of chapter 189 of the stat- 
utes of the United States of America passed at the third session of 
the Fifty-third Congress and approved March 2, 1895, as requires 
that the lower portion of the Rock Island Bridge shall not be occu- 
pied by any street railway company without paying reasonable 
rent therefor; 

A bill (H. R. 9799) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the Chattanooga Western Railway Company to construct a 
bridge across the Tennessee River near Chattanooga,” giving the 
said company more time in which to begin and complete said 
bridge; 

A bill (H. R. 9841) to amend an act authorizing the West Brad- 
dock Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela 
River from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Township; 

A bill (H. R. 9863) to extend and amend an act entitled “An act 
to grant the right of way to the Kansas, Oklahoma and South- 
western Railway Company through the Indian Territory and Okla- 
homa Territory, and for other purposes,” approved December 21, 
1893; 

A bill (H. R. 10012) relating to the improvement of Eastchester 
Creek, State of New York; 

A bill (H. R. 10085) for the relief of Elnora Shuman; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 243) providing for the printing of 
the Consular Regulations of 1896. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of A. H. Perfect & Co., 
wholesale grocers, of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying for the passage 


of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table, 





arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie o, 
the table. - 

He also presented memorials of W. J. Huff, publisher of ; 
Press, of Monticello; of J. B. Harper and sundry citizens of | 
Wayne and Summitville; of E. W. Miner, of Garrett: of 
Haigh, her ag of the Republican News Company, of Co) 
bus, and of L. O. Bishop, of Clinton, all in the State of Ind 
and the memorial of A. Y. Hubbell, of Tottenville, N. Y., re) 
strating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relat; 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committes 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of A. L. Laushe, publisher . 
Journal, of Converse; of W.C. Binckley, publisher of the Hera} 
of Jasper; of J. O. & H. E. Henderson, publishers of the Dispate}’ 
of Kokomo; of J. Gregory, publisher of the Republican, of \j. 
liamsport; of John W. Surran, publisher of the Republican, of 
Warren; of J. B. Van Buskirk, publisher of the Herald, of Monti. 
cello; of Julian B. Hogate, publisher of the Hendricks County 
Republican, of Danville; of Will D. Gorrell & Co., publishers og 
the News, of New Haven; of the Nordyke & Marmon Company. 
of Indianapolis, and of F. E. Babco, publisher of the Reminzton 
Press, of Remington, all in the State of Indiana, praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Cominitteg 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Indiana Society of the Sons of 
the American Revolution, praying for the enactment of levisla- 
tion to provide for the collection, indexing, and publication o 
documents, maps, and records relating to the war of the Amer- 
ican Revolution; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Mr. MILLS presented the petition of Will A. Halford, pub- 
lisher of the Garland News, of Garland, Tex., praying for the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of Frank J. Murphy and sundry 
other citizens of San Antonio, Tex., and the memorial of Max 
Elser and sundry other citizens of Fort Worth, Tex., remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented a petition of sundry United States 
Government employees, residents in the State of Kentucky. pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 8320, for the improvement 
of the public service by optional and compulsory retirement of 
certain Government employees, and for the creation of a fund for 
the benefit of such employees, and for other purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Lexington, 
Ky., remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of members of the Poplar Cirove 
Baptist Church, of Hickman; of members of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of Hickman, and of Epworth League No. °' 
Hickman, all in the State of Kentucky, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PALMER presented petitions of R. J. Beardsley, publisher 
of the Telephone, of Princeville; of C. A. Whitney, publisher of 
the Suburban News, of Lagrange; of H. 8S. Rich & Co., publishers 
of the Western Brewer, of Chicago, and of F. 8. Greenleaf, pub- 
lisher of the Journal, of Savanna, allin the State of Illinois. pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. : 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of members of the First 
Baptist Church of Detroit, Mich., praying for the ratification ot 
the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Judge C. B. Grant and 204 
other citizens, including the Christian Endeavor societies, Hp wort) 
League, and Baptist Young People’s Union, of Lansing, Mich., 

raying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale 0! 
ntoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was orderec to 
lie on the table. ; ; 

He also presented the petition of C. H. Bement, publisher 0! the 
News, of Sate burg, Mich., and the petition of Charles F. e, 

ublisher of the Imlay City Times and the Dryden Review, os 

mlay City, Mich., praying for the passage of the so-called Li + 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred (0 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. ss 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of San Francis°% 
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Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to better the condi- 
tion of American seamen; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. — : 

Mr. PEFFER presented petitions of J. C. Guy, publisher of the 
Syracuse Republican, of Syracuse; of Thomas W. oe, pub- 
lisher of the Democrat-Messenger, of Eureka, and of Hendry & 
Humphrey, publishers of the Nickerson Argosy, of Nickerson, all 
in the State of Kansas, praying for the passage of House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail mat- 
ter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. . ‘ 

Mr. MORRILL presented the memorial of J. L. Bacon, Wilson 
Bros., and sundry other citizens of White River Junction, Vt., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, re- 
lating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Weare Monthly 
Meeting of Friends, of Weare, N. H., praying for the ratification 
of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the North Star Branch 
League of Fourth-Class Postmasters, of Minnesota, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to include fourth-class postmasters in the 
classified civil service, and providing that vacancies shall be filled 
hereafter by civil-service examination; which was referred to the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of the Engineers’ Club of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., praying for the adoption of an amendment to House 
pill No. 9492, providing that exhaustive surveys be made of the 
several passes and their deltas from the upper limits of Cubitts 
Gap to the Gulf of Mexico; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and its Tributaries. 

He also presented a petition of the executive committee of the 
State Woman’s Temperance Union of Minnesota, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect the first day of the week asa 
day of rest in the District of Columbia, and also to raise the age 
of consent to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Terri- 
tories; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. _ ; ; 

He also presented a petition of the Methodist Episcopal Preachers’ 
Meeting of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the ratification of the 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Healso presented a memorial of the Thomas Davis Club, of New 
York City, N. Y., remonstrating against the ratification of the 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. ; 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Minneapolis 
and St. Paul, in the State of Minnesota, remonstrating against the 
passage of the-so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Fergus Falls: of L. L. Quimby, publisherof the Leaflet, of Browns- 
dale; of H. A. Smith, publisher of the Mantorville Express, of 
Mantorville; of T. J. Catlin, publisher of the Buffalo Gazette, of 
Delano; of H. F. Pfeifer, publisher of the Murray County Inde- 
pendent, of Avoca; of John Woolstineroft, publisher of the Jack- 
son County Times, of Huron Lake; of Joseph Gunn, publisher of 
the Wilkin County Gazette, of onan og of George E. Kirk- 
patrick, publisher of the Star, of Rushford; of Fred. A. Wright, 
publisher of the Springfield Advance, of Springfield; of W. G. 
Graham, publisher of the Leader, of Long Prairie; of H.S. Rear- 
ick, publisher of the Times, of Grove City; of H. S. Saylor, pub- 
lisher of the Howard Lake Herald, of Howard Lake, and of John T. 
Heck, publisher of the Waseca Journal, of Waseca, all in the 
State of Minnesota, praying for the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Woman's Indian Associ- 
ation of Maine, praying that an adequate appropriation be made 
for the secular education of all Indians of school age, etc.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty of Colby University, 
of Waterville, Me., praying for the ratification of the pending 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

_Healso presented the memorial of Stanford Mitchell and 49 other 
citizens of Caribou, Me., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also yocsunted the petition of W alter F. Marston, publisher 
of the owell Register, of Hallowe.l, Me., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail mat- 

pe was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 


He also presented memorials of the Thomas Davis Club of New 
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York City; of the Sarsfield Club of New York City, and of the 
Napper-Tandy Club of New York City, all in the State of New 
York, remonstrating against the ratification of the pending arbi- 
tration treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Reflector Publishing 
Company, of Payne, Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Alfred A. Wright, chairman 
of the faculty of Oberlin College, Oberlin, Ohio, praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class mail matter, and also for the passage of Senate 
bill No. 1675, to prohibit interstate transportation of obscene mat- 
ter by any agency; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. NELSON presented the memorial of J. W. Nelson and sun- 
dry other citizens of Duluth, Minn., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oftices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of W. E. Black and sundry other 
citizens of the Red Lake Reservations, in Minnesota, praying for 
the enactment of a free-homestead law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ulen, Minn., 
— z for the passage of House bill No. 4566, toamend the postal 
aws relating to second-class mail matter, and also for the passage 
of House bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage to 1 cent per half 
ounce; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of members of the North Star Branch 
League of Fourth-Class Postmasters of Minnesota, praying that 
fourth-class postmasters be included in the classified civil service 
and that vacancies be filled hereafter by civil-service examinations: 
which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Re- 
trenchment, Z 

He also presented a petition of the Labor Council of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to improve the 
condition of American seamen; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Foristell, Mo., and a petition of the Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Bethany, Mo., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to protect the first day of the week 
as a day of rest in the District of Columbia, to raise the age of 
consent to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territo- 
ries, to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
building, and also to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, 
telephone, or otherwise; which were referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Epworth League and of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Fayette. Mo., and a pe- 
tition of the officers and members of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South, of Fayette, Mo., praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Cap- 
itol building; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Seneca, Mo., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
building and also to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of John D. and John R. Doff, pub- 
lishers of the Atchison County Journal, of Rockport, Mo., and 
the petition of H. F. Lincoln, publisher of the Chariton County 
News, of Brunswick, Mo., praying for the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post- Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of L. T. Moulton, editor of the 
King City Chronicle, of King City, Mo., praying for the adoption 
of certain amendments to the so-called Loud bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of M. B. Clarke and sundry other 
citizens of West Plains, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called Loud bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PASCO presented the memorial of W. H. Johnson and 31 
other citizens of Punta Gorda, Fla., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of John M. Jolly, editor of the 
Halifax Journal, of Daytona, Fla., praying for the passage of the 
so-called Loud bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pogt- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of the Fort Madison Business 
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Men's Association, of Fort Madison, Iowa, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a department of commerce and manufactures; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Cedar 
Rapids, lowa, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Forest City. lowa, praying for the enactment of 
legisiation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
building, and also to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to 
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Allison, publisher of the Oil, Paint, and Drug Reporter, of ; 
Druggists’ Circular, and of the Painters’ Magazine, of Englew 
in the State of New Jersey, and a petition of the National B 
of Trade, praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, 1 
ing to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the ( 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of William A. Summerill, ; 
lisher of the Penns Grove Record, of Penns Grove, N. J.. 
the memorial of Hummeld Tillyer, publisher of the Dover In 
of Dover, N. J.. remonstrating ugainst the passage of the so- 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which we: 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 






















the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Disciples’ Church, 
of Corning, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
raise the age of protection to 18 years in the District of Columbia 
and the Territories; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of members of the Disciples Church 
of Corning; of members of the Seventh Day Baptist Church of 
Adams Center, and of the Christian Endeavor Society of Smyrna, 
all in the State of Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation 
prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol build- 
ing: which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petitions of A. M. & M. L. Adams, 
publishers of the Independent, of Humboldt; of J. F. Allen, pub- 
lisher of the Times, of Vinton; of E. Booth & Son, publishers of 
the Eureka, of Anamora; of W. P. Groesbeck, publisher of the 
Times, of Kingsley, and of William F. Stipe, publisher of the 
Call, of Stanton, all in the State of lowa, praying for the passage 
of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to sec- 
ond-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Healso presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Omaha, 
Nebr., praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration 
treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BAKER presented the petitions of W. R. White, publisher 
of the Herald, of Genesee; of Hendry & Humphrey, publishers of 
the Argosy, of Nickerson; of Thomas W. Morgan, publisher of 
the Democratic Messenger, of Eureka, and of James C. Humphrey, 
publisher of the Telescope, of Bellevile, all in the State of Kansas, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CAFFERY presented a petition of sundry citizens of New 
Orleans, La., praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration 
treaty with Great Britain, without amendment; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented memorials of H. J. Day, publisher 
of the Hagerstown Exponent, of Hagerstown; of J. K. Langdon 
and sundry other citizens of Greencastle; of John W. Warner and 
sundry other citizens of Lafayette; of Dr. C. B. Van Horn and 
sundry other citizens of Frankton, and of E. W. Miner, editor of 
the Garrett Herald, of Garrett, all in the State of Indiana, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the National Malleable Castings 
Company, of Indianapolis; of J. J. Vestal, cashier of the Citizens’ 
State Bank, of Knightstown; of Joseph Strong & Co., of Terre 
Haute: of Kramer & Sons, of Laporte; of R. P. Shanklin & Co., 
of Frankfort; of J. C. Perry & Co., of Indianapolis; of W. M. 
Shafer & Co., of Frankfort; of J. D. Hogate, publisher of the 
Republican, of Danville; of the executive committee of the Young 
Men’s Christian Association of Indiana; of E. G. Niklaus, of 
Madison; of A. H. Perfect & Co., of Fort Wayne; of W. H. Hood, 
of Portland; of the John C. Croub Company, of Seymour; of 
Elmer E. Scott, of Madison: of the Wholesale Grocers’ Associa- 
tion of Indianapolis; of Schnull & Co., of Indianapolis; of J. 
Zinsmeister & Bro., of New Albany; of E. Bierhaus & Sons, of 
Vincennes; of the O. Callahan Company, of Lafayette; of L. L. 
Burke, publisher of the American, of Brookville; of Reuben Wil- 
liams & Son, publishers of the Daily Times and Weekly Northern 
Indianian, of Warsaw; of M. C. Garber, publisher of the Secre- 
tary and Treasurer, of Madison; of F. E. Baberch, publisher of 
the Remington Press, of Remington; of the Nordyke & Marmon 
Company, of Indianapolis; of Will D. Gorrell & Co., publishers of 
the News, of New Haven; of J. Gregory, publisher of the Repub- 
lican, of Williamsport; of Julian D. Hogate, publisher of the 
Hendricks County Republican, of Danville, and of A. L. Laushe, 
publisher of the Journal, of Converse, all in the State of Indiana, 
and a petition of the Spectator Company, of New York, N. Y., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SMITH presented petitions of James S. Yard & 
lishers of the Monmouth Democrat, of of 


, pub- 
iO. 


arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered | 
on the table, 





He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem 


ance Union of Bridgeboro, N. J., praying for the enactme: 
legislation raising the age of consent to 18 years in the Di 
of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to thie ( 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. LODGE presented a petition of members of the Origin.) 


Church, of Wrentham, Mass., praying for the ratification o! 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ord 
to lie on the table. 


He also presented a memorial of the Sarsfield Club of Noy 
York City, remonstrating against the ratification of the pending 


ae 


Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the representatives 


Religious Society of Friends for Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and 
Delaware, praying for the ratification of the pending arbitri 
treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the 1 


Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the legislature of the 


monwealth of Massachusetts and a-petition of sundry citizen 
Metheun, Mass., praying for the ratification of the pending 
tration treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered to lic on 
the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1104) granting a 
sion to Isaac N. Williams, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referre:| the 
bill (H. R. 1474) granting a pension to John J. Copley, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referre| the 
bill (H. R. 5764) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth D. 
Marthon, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to who: 
referred the bill (S. 3591) to increase the pension of Daniel P! 
of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Wisconsin Infantry, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1328) for the relief of Ira H. Sweatt 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report ther 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referre | tle 
bill (H. R. 5852) to increase the pension of Josiah P. Braid) 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report ther 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tho 
bill (H. R. 3108) to grant a pension to Jesse Durnell, late s: 
class pilot on gunboat Lexington, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


¥9 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referre the 
bill (H. R. 8388) for the relief of William G. Buck, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred thie 


bill (H. R. 5880) granting an increase of pension to Greenville 
Puckett, reported it with an amendment, and submitted ar 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2832) for the relief of Daniel T. Tollett, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. ae 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 1° 
bill (H. R. 7121) to restore Mrs. Elizabeth T. Anderson tv the 
pension roll, reported it without amendment, and submit! 
report thereon. re 

ie also, from the same committee, to whom was referred) ‘4° 
bill (H. R. 5981) granting a pension to Elihu Jones, report«: 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. . 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referre ‘'° 
bill (S. 3670) to increase the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth 8. Roberts, 
widow of the late Gen. Benjamin S. Roberts, United States Army 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report ther 

e also (for Mr. Brice), from the same committee, to w: 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6789) granting a pension and for te 
relief of Dr. Harrison Wagner, reported it with amendments, «2 
submitted a report thereon. 

- PA R, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
the bill (H. R. 1311) granting an increase of pension 0 
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Charles W. Sentman, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (H. R. 5986) granting a pension to Francis M. Ross, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
~ He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (H. R. 4519) granting a pension to John Zellers, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (H. R. 6099) granting a pension to Margaret Kirkpatrick, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill (S, 3673) to amend chap- 
ter 67 of volume 23 of the Statutes at Large of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4655) granting a pension to Frederick A. 
Driscol, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

hereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1299) to pension Harriet Woodbury, of 
Windsor, Vt., reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1708) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
authorizing the appointment of receivers of national banks, and 
for other purposes,” approved June 30, 1876, as amended by an act 
approved August 8, 1892, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance 
to report back adversely the bill (S. 2172) to authorize a reliquida- 
tion of certain entries of merchandise. At the suggestion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] who introduced the bill, 
I ask that it be placed on the Calendar with the adverse report of 
the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will beso ordered. 

Mr. MANTLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by 
himself on the 5th instant intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4548) granting a pension to Mary L. Arnold, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (A. R. 10040) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Ferree, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Immigration, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropri- 
ation bill; which was lee to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 9961) making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


MRS. DAISEY JOHNSON, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. CocKRELL January 14, 1897, 
reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay out of the appropriation for miscellaneous items of the 
contingent fund of the Senate to Mrs. Daisey Johnson, widow of the late 
Thomas R. Johnson, deceased, a laborer and acting watchman under the 
Architect of the Capitol, the sum of $360, being an amount equal to six 


months’ salary as such laborer and acting watchman, and including all 
funeral and other allowances. 


INVESTIGATION BY JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. Hoar, reported it with- 
outamendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be authorized in the case of Charles F. Amidon to send for persons 
and papers, toadminister oaths, and to employ a stenographer; and that the 
expenses thus incurred be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, on 
vouchers approved by the chairman of said committee. 


TOPOGRAPHIC AND GEOLOGIC MAPS, 


Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on ae, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 234) providing 
for the distribution of the maps and atlases of the United States 
Geological Survey, to report it without amendment, and I ask 
that it be put on its . 

ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


| 


| 
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Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution; which was read, 


| as follows: 


Resolved, ete., That the Director of the Geological Survey be, and is here! 
authorized and directed, on the «pproval of the Secretary of the Interi« 


dispose of the topographicand geologic map 





s and atlases of the United States, 
made and published by the Geological Survey, at such prices and under such 
regulations as may from time to time be fixed by hin 
Secretary of the Interior; and that a number of < 
not exceeding 500, shall be distributed gratuitou 
ments and Departments of our own Governme 
associations, and to such educational insti 
Director of the Survey and a} ee ved by 










Sec. 2. That one copy of each map be se ‘ ator 
and toeach Representative and Delegate in Congress, if published within his 
term; and that a second copy shall be placed at the disposal of each such S\ 


ator, Representative, and Delegate. 


Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator that in line 13. after the 
words ‘‘educational institutions,” the words ‘‘or libraries” 
inserted. 

Mr. HALE. A library is always considered as being an educa- 
tional institution. The documents go to the libraries almost 
entirely. However, I have no objection to the amendment if the 
Senator thinks it is needed. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it would be well to put in the words “or 
libraries.” 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint reso- 
lution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


be 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 3674) to authorize the public 
building in the city of Buffalo to be built an additional story; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3675) to provide times and 
places for the trial in Oklahoma Territory of cases arising under 
the Constitution and laws of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee onthe Judiciary. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 3676) granting a pension 
to George W. Field, of Omaha, Nebr.; which was read twice 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3677) to increase the pen- 
sion of Edward W. Nortoni; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
198) to pay to employees of thé Government Printing Office ac- 
crued and unpaid leaves of absence; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to the District appropriation bill, which I ask to have read 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. SHERMAN to the bill (H. R. 

10167) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government 


of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1808, and for 

other purposes. 

Sec. —. So much of the money as is appropriated by this act f p 
works in the District of Columbia may, at t liscretion of the Commis 
ers of said District, be made available from and after the 4th day « 

‘ 


by 


eb, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iwish simply to say that the condition of the 
laboring men in this District is such that I think this provision 
ought to be added to the appropriation bill, so that, without any 
further delay after the adjournment of Congress, work may be 
given within the limits of the appropriation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and printed. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VEST submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to thegeneral deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BACON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the District appropriation bill; which was referred to 
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the Committee on the District of Columbia, dnd ordered to be 
orinted. ‘ 
: Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. ; : 

Mr. PASCO submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of R. H. Lee be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate under the rules of the Senate. 

COUNT OF THE ELECTORAL VOTES. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask for the present consideration of a privileged 
resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Ordered, That at ten minutes before 1 o'clock on Wednesday, February 10, 
1897, the Senate proceed to the Hall of the House of Representatives to take 
part in the count of the electoral votes for President and Vice-President of 
the United States. 


RECALL OF A BILL FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], coming 
over from a previous day. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. A resolution was introduced by me yester- 
day, recalling a bill that had been sent to the President. I should 
like to have that resolution considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution indicated by the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota will be read. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution submitted yester- 
day by Mr. PETTIGREW, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the Senate Senate bill No. 3328, entitled 
“An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to repeal the timber-culture laws, 
and for other purposes.’ ”’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate as 
a part of the morning business 

Mr. HILL. I rose and sought recognition not upon the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Nebraska, but upon the resolution of the 
Senator from South Dakota. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not so understand the 
Senator. That resolution will be considered as pending. The 
Senator is now recognized for that purpose. 

Mr. HILL. I raised the question yesterday as to the propriety 
of that resolution. No precedent for such a resolution had been 
shown to me, and I was endeavoring to find out whether resolu- 
tions which have heretofore recalled bills from the President 
related to errors of engrossment or whether they were resolutions 
for the purpose of amendment. I have not yet finished the exami- 
nation. Is there any special hurry about the resolution, I will 
ask the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say to the Senator from New York 
that unless the resolution is passed at once it will be useless to 
pass it, as the bill has already been in the hands of the President 
for nine days. 

Mr. HILL. I will not at this time, under those circumstances, 
offer any objection, because the question can be brought up again. 
If the bill shall be returned by the President to the Senate all the 
question can be raised then. Therefore the resolution may pass 
at this time, so far as I am concerned. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is agreed to. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], which will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution instructing the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads to inquire and report to the Senate whether the 
executive department has by existing law authority to foreclose 
the Government mortgage or lien on the Union Pacific and Kan- 
sas Pacific railroads. 

Mr. THURSTON. I understand that the Senator from Ohio 
desires to proceed with the consideration of matters before the 
Senate in executive session. I have no wish to occupy the floor 
to conclude my remarks on the pending resolution at any time 
when my doing so will interfere with other more important mat- 





ters. If the resolutions can go over without prejudice, I have no 
objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none. 





Mr. SHERMAN. I then submit a motion that the Senate pro. 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Several Senators have appealed to me to 
allow them to call up bills that are urgent, and I will yield. 


INTERSTATE REGULATIONS CONCERNING LIQUORS. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I ask the Senator from Ohio to allow me io 
put a bill on its passage. I do not think it will excite any debate, 
If it does, of course I will withdraw it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield if the bill does not give rise to dehate, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Caroling 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a ill, 
which will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 3590) to limit the effect of the 
regulation of commerce between the several States and with for. 
eign countries in certain cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. SEWELL. It seems to me that that bill would give rise to 
considerable debate. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the bil] 
will go over. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. [also yield to the Senator from Louisiana, 


CREVASSE IN PASS A LOUTRE, 


Mr. CAFFERY. I ask for the present consideration of the bil] 
(S. 3614) to aid in the improvement of the navigable channel of 
the South Pass by closing the existing crevasse in Pass a Loutre 
in the Mississippi River. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to appropriate $250,000 to close the crevasse in 
Pass a Loutre of the Mississippi River, to be expended under the 
direction and according to the plan and specifications of the Sec- 
retary of War. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


STEWART COLLEGE, CLARKSVILLE, TENN, 


Mr. BATE. I ask the Senator from Ohio to allow m:; to call up 
a bill simply for amendment and passage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it gives rise to no debate, I will yield. 

Mr. BATE. Oh, no; and under the circumstances I shal! not 
press it if it gives rise to debate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr. BATE. Iask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 1648) for the relief of Stewart Colleze (now 
= Southwestern Presbyterian University), located at Clarksville, 

enn. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate 
$25,019.96 in order to reimburse Stewart College (now the South- 
western Presbyterian University), located at Clarksville, Tenn., 
for the injury to its buildings, apparatus, cabinets, and other 
property injured or destroyed by troops of the United States 
during the late war. 

Mr. BATE. In line 5, after the word ‘“‘ Tennessee,” I move to 
insert ‘‘for the use and occupation of the buildings and grounds 
and for consumption of materials.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. In line 14, after the word “ destruction.” I move 
to insert “use, occupation, and consumption of the buildings and 
grounds of said college.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. I merely desire to state that the amendments have 
the assent of the chairman of the committee and the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] who reported the bill, and that 4 
majority of the committee have recommended the measure. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


INTERSTATE REGULATIONS CONCERNING LIQUORS. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I again ask permission to call up the bill (5. 
3590) to limit the effect of the regulation of commerce between 
the several States and with foreign countries in certain cases. 
The Senator from New Jersey has withdrawn his objection. 

Mr. MILLS. I think that bill is of too much importance to 
passed in this way. We ought to consider the bill a little before 
we vote on it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
explain it? 


be 


Will the Senator from Texas allow me t0 











1897. 


Mr. MILLS. Yes. bam 2 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think the bill will lead to debate, and I hope 
the Senator from South Carolina will not press it now. 
Mr. TILLMAN. All right. 
EDITION OF PENSION LAWS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 


be printed in pamphlet form, for the use of the Department of the Interior, 
9.000 additional copies of the report of the Assistant Secretary for 1896, rela- 


tive to the administration of the pension laws. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 9470) toincorporate the Washington and Gettys- 


burg Railway Company was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After four hours and fifty-seven 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the President of the 
United States having returned to the House of Representatives, in 
which it originated, the bill (H. R. 1185) entitled ‘‘An act grant- 
ing a pension to Rachel Patton,” with his objections thereto, the 








House proceeded, in pursuance of the Constitution, to reconsider | 


the same, and 

Resolved, That the said bill pass, two-thirds of the House of Representa- 
tives agreeing to pass the same. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7864) to amend the immigration laws of the United States. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9647) to au- 
thorize the extension of the lines of the Metropolitan Railroad 
Company, of the District of Columbia, asks a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Bascock, Mr. Curtis of Iowa, and Mr. 
RICHARDSON managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 3833) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” passed 
tinally June 3, 1896. 


The message further announced that the House had agreed to | 


the concurrent resolution of the Senate requesting the President 
of the United States to return to the Senate the bill (S. 3828) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to repeal the timber-culture laws, 
and for other purposes.” 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 


lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: | 


A bill (H. R. 9842) relating to the adulteration of foods and 
drugs in the District of Columbia; 


A bill (H. R. 9976) to punish the impersonation of inspectors of | 


the health and other departments of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 9821) authorizing the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to charge a fee for the issuance of transcripts 
from the records of the health department; 

A bill (H. R. 10038) to regulate the sale of poisons in the District 
of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 10108) regulating fraternal beneficiary societies, 
orders, or associations in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 10131) to compel street railway companies in the 
District of Columbia to remove abandoned tracks, and for other 
purposes; and 

A bill (H. BK. 10122) to amend an act entitled ‘* An act to prohibit 
the interment of bodies in Graceland Cemetery, in the District of 
Columbia,” passed August 3, 1894. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 35 minutes p.m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, February 10, 
1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 9, 189 
CONSUL. 
Frederick W. Kickbusch, jr., of Wisconsin, to be consul of the 
United States at Stettin, Germany. 


y 
de 
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RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
George B. Cosby, of Sacramento, Cal., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Sacramento, Cal, 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Silas Penry, of Jackson, Cal., to be register of the land office at 
Sacramento, Cal. 


POSTMASTERS. 
Katherine I. Merritt, to be postmaster at Pelham, in the county 
| of Westchester and State of New York. 

James F. Hunt, to be postmaster at Croton on Hudson, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York. 

George A. Van Atta, to be postmaster at Clay Center, in the 
county of Clay and State of Kansas. 

William H. Smith, to be postmaster at Newark, in the county 
of Newcastle and State of Delaware. 

Miss Augusta B. Berard, to be postmaster at West Point, in the 
county of Orange and State of New York. 

John C. McEldowney, to be postmaster at New Martinsville, in 
the county of Wetzel and State of West Virginia. 

Barney O'Neil, to be postmaster at Howard, in the county of 
Miner and State of South Dakota. 

Charles W. Blackman, to be postmaster at Caledonia, in the 
county of Livingston and State of New York. 

Mary A. 8. Kavanagh, to be postmaster at Lawrence, in tho 
county of Queens and State of New York. 

Eugene Gardner, to be postmaster at Philmont, in the county 
of Columbia and State of New York. 

Henry Miller, to be postmaster at Mount Joy, in the county of 
Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. 

Meserve M. Getchell, to be postmaster at Silver City, in the 
county of Owyhee and State of Idaho. 

Alexander A. McPhee, to be postmaster at Wagoner, in the 
Creek Nation and Indian Territory. 
| Henry J. Dunn, to be postmaster at Medfield, in the county of 
| Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

A. C. Wood, to be postmaster at Suisun City, in the county of 
Solano and State of California. 

Charles F. Belt. to be postmaster at Dallas, in the count 
Polk and State of Oregon. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 9, 1897. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
HENRY N. CoUDEN. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved, 
IMMIGRATION. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


Mr. DANFORD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the confer- 
ence report on the immigration bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio rises to a privileged 

question. 
| Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield for just a 
minute? 

Mr. DANFORD. I cannot yield for anything now. 

Mr. HULL. One of the members of the Board of Managers of 
the National Home for Disabled Soldiers is now deceased, and it 
is necessary to fill the place by the election of another before this 
session closes. If the gentleman will yield, I willask unanimous 
| consent for the present consideration of this resolution. 





Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to me to make 
—— on behalf of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
| Roads? 
; Mr. DANFORD. I call up for consideration the conference 
| report on the bill H. R. 7864, and in connection with that I sub- 
| mit a statement of facts to accompany the report. 
| TheSPEAKER. Will the gentleman give his attention to the 
| gentleman from California? ; 

Mr. LOUD. Iwouldlike toask,if the gentleman will permit me, 
permission for the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
| to sit during the sessions of the House to complete its appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. DANFORD. 
request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads may sit during the session of the House. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk will read the statement. 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 

The House conferees on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments to the bill H. R. 7864 respectfully submit to the House the fol- 
lowing statement of facts to accompany the report of the conference cean- 
mittee: 

The report of the conference committee having been submitted to the 
House and printed in the Recorp, thus enabling members to compare the 


a rec 





I will yield that the gentleman may make that 





report now presented with the report adopted by the House January 27 last, 
the statement required by the rule may be brief. 5 

The report now presented differs from the report previously adopted in 
this, that instead of requiring the intending immigrant to read and write 
the ‘English language or the language of their native or resident country,” 
the requireme f the present report is, that they be able to read the ** Eng- 
lish or some other language.”’ 

Again. in the same section, in addition to those exempted from the test 
provided for in the report, the wife of an intending immigrant (said immi- 
grant being acceptable under the law)—his wife may accompany her husband 
even though she is not herself eligible. Also all minor children of an intend- 
ing qualified immigrant, if such immigrant be admissible, may accompany 

parent even though il rate. The same exemption is made in behalf 
of the wife and minor children of immigrants already here. The former 
report admitted only such illiterate children as were under 16 years of age. 

No other changes are made in the provisions of the report of January 27 
last, except that section 9 of former report is omitted from the present 
report. : 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 


such 


L. DANFORD. 
STANYARNE WILSON. 
Mr. DANFORD. I now ask for the previous question on the 
adoption of the conference report. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the previous ques- 
tion. 
Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. DANFORD. LIinsist upon the demand for the previous 
question, except to answer a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. KIEFER. I desire to make an inquiry, so that I may be 
informed fully as to how I shall vote. I want to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio whether this report now does not practically give 
the original Bartholdt bill? 

Mr. DANFORD. Oh, it differs from the Bartholdt bill. I 
demand the previous question. 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MAHANY. Irise to ask that the House do not agree to 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order. 

Mr. MAHANY. This is a most important question, involving 
a change in the entire immigration statutes of the United States. 

Mr. DANFORD. Very well; the House can vote down the 
previous question. 

Mr. MAHANY. We 
report. 

Mr. MILES. 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MILES. Perhaps it has to be answered by the gentleman 
who is calling for the previous question; and that is, Whether or 
not the educational test of this bill is the same as in the House 
bill? 

The SPEAKER. That is hardly a parliamentary inquiry, 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question, and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MAHANY. Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 13. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

- Mr. MAHANY. I understand that we have under the rule 
twenty minutes on a side for debate. 

The SPEAKER. There are twenty minutes on each side for 
debate. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. MAHANY. I desire to claim it. : 

TheSPEAKER. The previous question is ordered; and the gen- 
tleman from Ohio has twenty minutes in favor of the proposition 
and the gentleman from New York twenty minutes in opposi- 
tion. 

Mr. DANFORD. 
if we want to. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, the intemperate zeal, as it seems 
to me, of the advocates for restriction in immigration has led them 
to adopt, in dealing with this question, a policy which was illus- 
trated in the remark of one of the leaders on that side to the chair- 
man of the House conferees last evening. As I understood him, 
hesaid: ‘‘Do not have the report printed in the RECORD because if 
the members sleep over it, they will be likely to discover flaws in 
it. Demand the previous question now.” 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Who said that? 

Mr. MAHANY. It was a distinguished member from Pennsyl- 
vania. That statement was in line with the whole policy that has 
characterized the advocates of this measure from the inception of 
this proposed legislation. The House adopted the preceding con- 
ference report (which was afterwards nonconcurred in by the Sen- 
ate) notwithstanding the fact that the report, as submitted, tore 
asunder families, separated husbands and wives, parents and chil- 


dren. And now wefind that this measure, which inyolvesasw 
ing change in the immigration laws of the United States, is to be 


ought to have some debate upon the 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to make aparliamentary 


The gentleman can proceed, and we will reply 
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rushed through this House under a motion for the previous qu 
tion, which chokes off adequate debate and prevents the oppone 1:3 
of this legislation from pointing out in detail its manifold fay); 
and absurdities. 

The billas now framed fulfills practically none of the condit; 
for which its framers profess to have labored. With a si; 
exception it does not exclude anyone whom the great bod 
American citizens desire to exclude. There is unquestiona] 
sentiment in this country in favor of better and closer safegu 
in the administration of our immigration laws, and though A) 
ican labor is interested in this question, it is not interested in 
bill. The vast majority of American wage earners are lib 
broad-minded, sympathetic men, and they have no desire to 
the doors against those who come from Old World oppression | 
clean mind and healthy body and sturdy patriotism to cas: 
their lot with this new Republic of the West. Those whom 
the universal sentiment to exclude are the paupers, imbec 
criminals, and other off scourings of Europe, together with 
contract laborers, and the ‘‘ birds of passage,” who, retai 
domicile and citizenship in other lands, fatten on the subst, 
of our own. 

But whom does this law exclude? Under its provisions 
anarchist, every communist, every socialist who comes here to 
upon established social order, has triumphant entry. Th: 
fact that these men are anarchists and communists and soci 
indicates that they have thought; and, to a certain degree, 
been educated up to their thought. There is not one of them 
could not pass the requirements of this bill. The measure st: 
simply at those people who, under the oppressive laws of ( 
World governments, are—no matter what their aspirations—a})s 
lutely unable to obtain, nay, are debarred by iron social « 
tions from obtaining, the necessary education to meet the test of 
this bill. It shuts out honest, God-fearing, virtuous people, whos 
descendants would make patriotic citizens and strong pillars of 
this Republic. It is a crime against civilization. It is a 
against the educational advancement of the world. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the absurdity of the proposition is manifest, 
The members of this House who, by an overwhelming majorit) 
will, in all probability, pass this bill, would—and I say it \ 
due deliberation—the great majority, I repeat, of the men 1 
occupying seats in this Chamber would not only not be R 
sentatives on this floor, but would not even be citizens « 
United States if this bill had been in operation a hundred 
hundred and fifty years ago. Why, sir, this bill is not 
wrong in theory, but it is a monstrosity so far as its pra 
operation is concerned. A year ago, when the Committ 
Immigration visited Ellis Island, I took particular pains to 
the working of the so-called Lodge restriction bill. Standinz 
the side of Dr. Senner, the able and experienced administrat 
that immigration office, I took out of the line of Italian i 
grants that were passing before the inspector one whom I : 
through the ae whether he could read or write 
replied that he could. I then had brought to me an Italian t 
ment, a small book printed in double columns, and selec‘ 
passage occupying five lines, equivalent to about a line and a 
of ordinary newspaper print. I asked the immigrant to w 
copy of the indicated passage. From the moment his pen tou 
the paper, we timed his effort. He wrote the verse, an! 
chirography was legible and beautiful. He copied carefull) 
accurately that line and a half, and from the time his pen to 
the paper until the copy was made he had consumed som: 
over four and a half or very nearly five minutes. 

Now, Dr. Senner told me that frequently at Ellis Isl 
many as 10,000 immigrants land in a single day. Grantin 
under the provisions of this bill at least three-fourths 0 
people by operation of the clause exempting women and chi 
would be permitted to pass regardless of their ability to r 
write, there would be left at least one-quarter of the 10,(00 ' 
examined by the immigration officers. The man that I | 
out of the line was a man of unusual intelligence for one i 
condition in life, and he consumed almost five minutes in fu! 
the requirements or rather a very slight part of the test im 
by the Lodge immigration bill. It needs but a simple n 
matical calculation to show how this law would work. Ten 
sand immigrants at five minutes apiece would entail fifty tho 
minutes. <A quarter of that time would be twelve thousan:! 
hundred minutes—equivalent to over eight days, counting tw: 
four hours to the day; or counting eight hours a day, equ 
about twenty-five ordinary working days. 

If we make a liberal discount of time owing to the incr 
number of examiners that will necessarily be employed, 1' 
take at least one-fifth of that period to pass a single day’s am 
of immigrants at Ellis Island. Now, where and how are you 40's 
to provide for the immense expenditures that will be entaile | ‘| 
the practical operation of this law? ; 

The House has given no thought to these considerations. “9 
passing this legislation it is acting from a blind impulse to cat 
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toa public sentiment that is as absolutely undefined in its desires | prone to consider that triumph, not as a repudiation (as it was) 


as the ideas that prevail here seem vague and empirical. 

“But, Mr. Speaker, that is not all. Suppose this bill is passed, 
what then will have to be done? We must build immense bar- 
racks—enormous lodging places—as temporary abodes for the 
immigrants at Ellis Island and at other landing stations. How 
will these people be fed? How cared for when sick? You will 


| 
| 


have to double, treble, quadruple the force of employees that are | 
now in charge of the various immigration entry ports throughout | 


the United States. And I wish to point out that the test I made 
was simple as compared with the Australian voting-booth system 
set forth in this bill. You will find the proposed test embodied 
in section 2 of this bill published in the Recorp of this morning 
on page 1751. This is the language of the report: 


spc. 2. For the purpose of testing the ability of the immigrant to read and 
write, as required by the foregoing section, the inspection officers shall be 
furnished with copies of the Constitution of the United States, printed on 
numbered uniform pasteboard slips, each containing not less than twenty 
nor more than twenty-five words of said Constitution printed in the various 
languages of the immigrants in double small pica type. These slips shall be 
kept in boxes made for that purpose and so constructed as to conceal the slips 
from view, each box to contain slips of but one language, and the immigrant 
may designate the language in which he prefersthe test shail be made. Each 
immigrant shall be required to draw one of said slips from the box and read, 
and afterwards write out, in full view of the immigration officers, the words 
printed thereon. 


Now, that test, in the very briefest possible time in which it can 
be applied in order perfectly to carry out the purpose of the sec- 
tion, will occupy, as I have shown,a space of not less than five 
minutes wnder the most favorable conditions. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Willthe gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. MAHANY. Most assuredly. 


Mr. HENDERSON. My friend suggests that the number of | 


|} and the very amendments which I offered in conference, and 


immigrants reaches as many as 10,000 a day on occasions. If that 
proportion were kept up throughout the year, it would be 3,650,000 
per annum, whereas the entire number which entered the ports 
of the United States during the last year was but about 340,000. 
Hence I ask, is not my friend alarmingthe House and the country 
a little unnecessarily by taking this great and extreme figure and 
basing his calculations upon it? 

Mr. MAHANY. My friend from Iowa draws an unjust infer- 
ence from what I said. My statement was to the effect that the 
inspectors at the Ellis Island station reported that often as many as 
10,000 had landed during a single — at thatisland. I am simply 
pointing out the difficulties with which our immigration officers 
would be confronted on the adoption of this provision of law. 

Mr. BARNEY. Is it not true, I would ask the gentleman from 
New York, also, that only about one out of five would be sub- 
jected to thia delay? 

Mr. MAHANY. I have already stated, Mr. Speaker, that prob- 
ably three-fourths of the number would be exempt from this test. 

Now, I regret to say that I can not yield further, as my time is 
limited. 
frou any personal feelings. 
which I have especially championed, have been incorporated in 
the bill. The “ birds of passage,” so called, along the Canadian 
frontier are excluded under the terms of this act, and in addition 


to that the section against aliens being employed on Government | 


work is also included in the measure. 


Sut, sir, I stand here to protest against the passage of this legis- | 


lation in its general scope. It is not only unjust to the immi- 
grant, but it is injurious to the people of the United States. My 
friend the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Kierer} has in his 
hand a paper in which the cry comes from the vast regions of the 
Northwest for more immigration to fell the forests and to plow 
the soil. What we want is not restriction of immigration so much 
as the regulation of it that shall take these voyagers from foreign 
shores away from the crowded cities of the Union and place them 
where they can win prosperity for themselves and add to the 
glory and progress of the great Republic. 

And I desire to say to the members of the Republican party here 
that it was the foreign-born vote in the last election that gave 
you your great majorities in the States of the West and the Com- 
monwealths of the East. In the spirit of nonpartisanship that 
should characterize this discussion, I compliment the Democratic 
party, which, with all its faults, has rarely used its victories for 
the purpose of proscription or oppression. I wish to say to you, 
members of this House—and while it may be the voice of youth 
and inexperience, it may eventually prove to be the voice of 


rophecy—that if as enact this legislation every man who votes 
or its p will in the future find that, like Banquo’s ghost, 


that vote will never down. 

As a member of this committee, I warn Republicans especially, 
that in the plenitude of our victory we should use our power 
wisely, not illiberally; that we should so administer this vote of 
contidence that both the future of the United States and the civ- 
ilization of the world shall be benefited thereby. Let me tell you 
also not to mistake the meaning of the last election. I am not 
unconscious of the fact that many of my Republican brethren are 





of unsound finance, but as an indorsement of plutocracy, as an 


| indorsement of monopoly, as an indorsement of everything that 


distrusts the conscience and the common sense of the plain people 

[ feel deeply on this subject. I believe I understand the sensi- 
bilities of the foreign-born voters in the United States. This bill 
is a blow at the Polish immigration, which has as much right to 
the fruits of liberty as any other nation upon the face of the earth, 
It is an indirect reflection upon the German element. which gave 
us toa very large extent our splendid majorities in the last election. 
I will not speak of the particular nation from which my forefathers 


| came, for fear | may be considered as animated in this address by 


| individual prejudice. 


| 





| gratification at the turn things have taken. 


But I warn you, my friends, that if vou 
enact this measure you will have reason hereafter to remember 
these words—that on the ruins of your theories and upon the 
destruction of your party victories a more liberal policy will 
march to success. [Loud applause. | 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. DANFORD. I yield five minutes to the 
Missouri {[Mr. BarTHoLpT}. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I regard to-day'’s action on 
this bill as a mere formality, and I shall therefore occupy but 
little of the time of the House. But in view of the profound 
interest that I have heretofore taken in this matter, and in view 
of my position as chairman of the Committee on Immigration, it 
is ogee expected of me to say a few words. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not refrain from expressing my extreme 
The very features of 
this bill which I was obliged to oppose a week ago on this floor as 
objectionable and inhuman have been eliminated in conference. 


gentleman from 


which were so stubbornly resisted not only in conference, but on 
this floor as well, have now been incorporated in the bill. This 
I regard as a complete vindication— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. May Lask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Does not the citeumstance to 
which the gentleman has just referred imply that his arguments 
had more influence with the Senate than with the House? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It is unnecessary and useless to discuss 
this question now; but I am satisfied, Mr. Speaker, that if it had 
not been for one speech which was made when this matter was 
last under discussion—the speech mate by the gentleman from 


Iowa [Mr. Hersurn], who talkedon the general subject of immi- 


gration, and not on the question under discussion—if it had not 
| been for that speech [ am satisfied the House would have refused 


to sanction the conference report last week. For the wisdom 


| shown by the Senate | not only desire to compliment the Senators, 
J | 


; | but I wish to congratulate the members of the House for having 
I am not occupying the floor or addressing the House | 


Certain provisions, the adoption of | 


been thus afforded another opportunity to modify and improve 
the bill. 

I may be pardoned for saying that to-day’s proceedings are a 
complete vindication of my course and that of the 117 members of 
this House who voted with me against the adoption of the original 
conference report. The bill is now infinitely better, Mr. Speaker, 
than it was when it left us the last time, and its provisions now 
closely approach those of the House bill as originally passed last 
summer. I should have preferred, of course, to see females en- 
tirely exempted from the educational test; but I am firmly con 
vinced that the country, relying as it must for its domestic serv- 
ants upon the foreign supply, will compel Congress at a very early 
day to make that exemption by law. This, Mr. Speaker, is all [ 
have now to say on the subject. 

Mr. MILES. Before the gentleman closes his remarks, will he 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. With pleasure. 

Mr. MILES. I was one of the 117 members who voted with the 


| gentleman last week, and I hope he will indulge me and those of 
| us on this side who are not fully informed on this question by 


telling us how the conference report in detail now stands as to the 
educational test and as to the admission of married women, who 
by the bill as last voted on were excluded if uneducated. I have 
not a‘copy of the conference report, and am unable to get one. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Iam giad that this question is asked, Mr. 
Speaker, and I will gladly give the desired information. The bill 
as it passed the House last week included in the test married wo- 
men and also children between the years of 16 and 21, sothat when 
the father of a family came here with his wife and his children it 
might have happened that his wife would have to be sent back 
under the provisions of the bill, and not only his wife, but also 
such of his children as were between theages of 16and 21. Asthe 
bill now reads, Mr. Speaker, it lets in the wife and lets in all minor 
children, provided the husband is acceptable and passes success- 
fully the educational test. Thus the threatened separation o& 
families, which I objected to, is carefully guarded against. 


Mr. MILEs rose. 
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The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
Mr. BARTHOLDT] has expired. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. May I have a few minutes more? 

Mr. DANFORD. I yield to the gentlemana few minutes more. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The other feature of the original report 
to which I raised objection was the language clause of the bill 
which would have excluded the friends of the gentleman from 
Buffalo [Mr: MAHANY], the Poles. It would have excluded the 
Jews who were unable to speak Polish or Russian. It would have 
excluded the Germans of the Baltic provinces. It would have ex- 
cluded the Mennonites. It would have excluded the French of 
Alsace-Lorraine who are unable to speak the German language. 
For these reasons I objected to that provision of the bill. And 
this provision, too, has been modified to my entire satisfaction. 
The bill now provides that every newcomer shall be able to read 
and write English or some other language, living or dead. That 
means that anybody who can speak any language at all will 
be admitted to this country, if he can read and write in that 
language. 

Mr. MILES. The phrase, then, is not “some other recognized 
language,” but ‘‘ some other language”? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. ‘‘Some other language.” 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is corrected now in this conference 
report? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes. 

Mr. BOATNER. Andamancan still bring in his grandfather, 
as before? 

Mr. MERCER. 
you not sign it? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I had signed the report, but took excep- 
tion to one feature of the bill, namely, the one which subjects 
females to the educational test. After giving my signature Il was 
informed that in the case of a conference report it is inadmissible 
to sign with a condition or a proviso; that one must either with- 
hold his signature or sign without condition. For that reason my 
name does not appear on the conference report. 

Mr. MILES. Do I understand that to that extent you still ob- 
ject to the bill? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I should have preferred, as I have said, to 
see females exempted from the test entirely; but since the House 
has passed the bill, even with its harsh and objectionable features, 
I do not see how I can serve any practical purpose by opposing it 
any longer. I have made my fight in this matter. made it 
openly and honestly, and to some extent against the traditions 
of the House, being chairman of the committee which had the bill 
in charge, and I am glad to say that while I did not get allI 
wanted, [ accomplished, in the matter of modifying the bill, what 
I hoped to accomplish under the circumstances. 

Mr.MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, howmuchtime have Iremaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has four minutes remaining. 

Mr. MAHANY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. KIEFER]. 

Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Speaker, upon the question before the 
House I desire to read a few lines from one of the largest and 
most influential daily newspapers of the great Northwest. The 
Pioneer Press, of St. Paul, Minn., under date of February 4, 1897, 
says: 


If you are satisfied with this report, why did 


IMMIGRATION FOR MINNESOTA—ANNUAL CONVENTION OF THE STATE ASSO- 
CIATION—A LARGE ATTENDANCE OF DELEGATES AND A LIVELY INTEREST 
IN THE CAUSE IS MANIFESTED—THE IMPORTANCE OF STATE AID IN THE 
WORK WAS URGED AND A BILL TO THAT PURPOSE INDORSED. 


Minnesota should be up and stirring in the interest of a larger immigration 
to her fertile plains and mighty forests, and the time is at hand when the 
State should take up the work and carry it along under a comprehensive sys- 
tem looking to the greatest possible results. Things have reached the stage 
when it is no longer possible for the citizens, individually or through organi- 
zations, to do the work and doit properly. The necessities of the situation 
demand aid and direction by the State. 

These were the sentiments expressed and espoused at the meeting of the 
State Immigration Society, which was in session all day yesterday at the Com- 
mercial Club rooms. This was the first State convention held, and was the 
logical outcome of the Northwestern Immigration Convention, held in St. 
Paul in November, 1895. At the close of that convention the Minnesota State 
Immigration Association was organized, and a citizen's movement inaugu- 
rated to promote new settlements in the State. An executive committee, 
consisting of one member from each of the seven Congressional districts, was 
appointed, with instructions to arrange asystematic plan for carrying on the 
work. Eight days after the adjournment of the convention the executive 
committee met at St. Pauland organized the State association, elected a presi- 
dent and secretary, and commenced practical work. Theassociation has been 
maintained wholly by voluntary contributions from public-spirited citizens. 
The State has made no appropriation for immigraticn purposes during the 
= twelve years. The association feels its inadequacy to carry onthe work 

onger without assistance, and this convention was called with the idea of 
stimulating interest in the immigration movement and enlisting the aid of 


the State in the work. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am informed that my State, or rather its 
legislature, is about to make an appropriation to aid in the matter 
of immigration. Mr. Speaker, lam speaking for Minnesota. The 
great North Star State can readily support in prosperity four times 
the inhabitants it now contains. se than two-fifths of the 
area of this great agricultural State is almost entirely unsettled, 
the undeveloped area covering nearly 6,000,000 acres of the 


FEBRUARY 9, 


— 


best lands in America. 
and honest hearts, 


and love our country. For such people Minnesota has room: |et 


We want a with willing arms 
men_and women who are willing to work 


them come. Let the law now upon the statute book touching 
immigration be enforced as all laws should be enforced and yoy 
will keep every undesirable person away from our shores. — 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Kir: ER] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recogp 
Is there objection? ° 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Unless that is extended to all who 
= ” print remarks on this bill for five days, I shall have to 
object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I suggest to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. KIEFER] that he make his request to coy 


who wish to print. as 
Mr. KIEFER. I make that request, that the same privileve bg 
extended to all members who desire to print speeches on this su|» 


ject within five days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
everybody may print on this subject within five days. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I am compelled to object. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I withdraw my objection to tha 
gentleman’s request that he be allowed to print the extracts fro 
a newspaper. 

TheSPEAKER, The objectionis withdrawn. Is there further 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to 
the fact that leave to print was given on a previous occasion for 
five days, and I suppose that every gentleman availed himself of 
that privilege who desired to do so, 


RETURN OF A BILL FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, an. 
nounced that the Senate had passed the following resolution; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring). That the 
President be requested to return to the Senate Senate bill numbered 323, 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to repeal the timber-culture 
laws, and for other purposes.’” 

Mr. GAMBLE. Iask unanimous consent to concur in the res 
olution which has just been received from the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the resolution will 
be concurred in. 

The resolution as above set forth was read, and concurred in. 

IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. MAHANY. Iyield two minutes to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. MAGuIRE]. I ask, as a special concession to the 
opposition, that, even if the House has made up its mind, it will 
pay attention to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Ma- 
GUIRE] is recognized. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, the whole theory of the legisla 
tion recommended in this report is, in my opinion, false. t «le- 
parts from all the principles upon which restriction of immizra- 
tion has heretofore proceeded. It proposes to exclude immiyrants 
from this country solely because they are laborers, and are thiere- 
fore likely to invade what is called the American labor field. It 
is assumed in support of this legislation that the resources of this 
country are insufficient to support its present population. or at 
any rate to support any large addition toit. That is absolutely 
untrue—so untrue as to be ridiculous. I endeavored to demon- 
strate the fallacy of this proposition in my remarks upon the 
former conference report on this bill. 

If the theory of this legislation is correct, then its advocates 
should go to its logical conclusion and pass laws prohibiting the 
use of labor-saving inventions and devices that, more than inun- 


gration, ‘‘invade the labor fleld.” If work, instead of the results 
of work, is the thing that is needed for the happiness and comtort 
of the American citizens who are now suffering privatious 12 
enforced idleness, then, instead of presenting this miserab!: and 
inadequate subterfuge, let us make plenty of work for all by doing 
away with the use of steam and electricity in production and 
transportation. Have the courage of your convictions, if you are 
acting on convictions; do away with inventions, and put a2 stv} to 
all material progress, and you will thus make plenty of wor [or 
all; but it will not relieve the distress of the heelng classes $0 
long as monopolies are permitted to limit their opportunities «nd 
to strip them of the fruits of their toil. The bill does not repre- 
sent a correct view of either the evils oppressing labor or the rem: 
edies by which they must be relieved, if they are ever re.lv\' l, 
The curse of the American laborer is monopoly, not immizra'\on; 
and in this legislation you are proceeding not only upon « '«'50 
theory, but in a false direction. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expire. 

Mr. DANFORD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman ‘0m 


Massachusetts [Mr. McCa.1], after which | will ask for a vo'°. 
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Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I am very glad | 
that this measure resumes again very nearly the same form it had | 
when it passed the House about one year ago. I was not present 
when the conference report was agreed to by the House some days | 
ago, but if I had been here, I should have voted for some of the 
features of that — very reluctantly, ifatall. nt 

The present conference report permits a man to bring with him 
his wife, although she can not read or write. It also removes 
what 1 regarded as a very unfortunate piece of phraseology from 
the former report, and defines clearly and without any ambiguity 
the language which the immigrant shall read. So that, Mr. 
Speaker, the oe presented by the bill to-day is substantially 
the question that was presented by the bill when it was originally 
before the House, with this exception—that the bill as it was orig- 
inally before the House permitted illiterate women to come in. | 
This bill does not pay what I think would be a very scanty tribute | 
to American women and enact into law that it is important that 
the male citizens of this Republic should be intelligent, but that it 
is immaterial whether the mothers of our future citizens shall 
knowanything or not. I think that was a blemish upon the orig- 
inal bill which the report now before the House removes. 

So, Mr. Speaker, 1 do not think it material to discuss the princi- 
ples of this legislation, which were so fully discussed in former 
debates. I want simply to say that if you will study the statis- 
tics of illiteracy among the races you will find that this bill has 
little, if any, application to the Scandinavian, to the German, to 
the British, and to the other races which are kindred with ours 
and which have been nurtured in the principles of self-government, 
and it does exclude races which have never been trained in those 


principles, and from which come large masses of men who either aan 
orn, 


fester in the slums of our great cities or make predatory incur- 
sions into industrial centers, where they do work for wages upon 
which American workingmen can not live. The evidence abun- 
dantly shows that they habitually live in shanties, that they eat | 
the rudest food, that they do not have even the most common | 





sanitary appliances, that they expose themselves to all the dis- 
eases that are generated by filth. The American workingman 
can not support churches and decently clothe his children and 
send them to school and enjoy any of the comforts of civilization 
so long as he must come into this degrading competition. 

Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. MAHANY] says that 
the Republican party should be very moderate after it has achieved 
victory, and the moderation which he suggests is that we should 
proceed to violate to-day one of the principles laid down in our 
platform which declares for the passage of this very bill. 

Mr. MAHANY. This bill? A bill. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. It declares for a bill embody- 
ing an educational test, which the gentleman will see by looking 
at the platform. 

Mr. MAHANY. The argument hinges on the article. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts (continuing). Which the gen- 
tleman from New York says he totally disapproves of, and every 
word in it is in favor of such a bill. 

Mr. MAHANY. Did the Republican platform declare for an 
educational test? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I understand 
the Republican platform did declare for an educational test. 

Mr. MAHANY. I did not so understand it. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Then the gentleman and I do 
not agree. I want to say further that the platform of the other 
party, adopted while this measure was pending, and after it had 
passed this House by an enormous majority so that any declara- 
tion made upon the subject would be presumed to be upon the 
pending practical measure, the other party declared for a measure 
restricting immigration. 

This matter, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
question is on agreeing to the conference report. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MAHANY. Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 162, noes 14. 

Mr. MAHANY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


he question was taken; and there were—yeas 217, nays 36, not 
voting 102; as follows: 


YEAS—217. 

Acheson, Bell, Colo. Bull, Cooper, Wis. 
‘Aj thet Bennett, Burrell, Corliss, : 
Ala en, Bingham, Burton, Mo. Cousins, 

rf rich, Tl. hop, Burton, Ohio Crisp, 
a a Miss. Black, Cannon, Crowther, 
An erson, Blue, Chickering, Crump, 
Ba cry, Boatner, Clardy, Curtis, lowa 
pancock, Bowers, Clark, Iowa Curtis, Kans. 
Bakes’ Brewster, Cobb, Curtis, N. Y. 
Bake’ Md. Broderick, offin, Dalzell, 
eet 3 a Bromwell, ke, a penford, 

. Brosius, r, ayton, 
rtholdt, Brown, Cooper, Tex. De Armond, 





Denny, 
De Witt, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Dovener, 


| Draper, 
| Ellett, 


Ellis, 
Erdman, 
Fairchild, 
Fenton, 
Foote, 

F« SS, 
Fowler, 
Gamble, 


| Gardner, 


Gibson, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Hall, 
Halterman, 
Hanly, 
Hart, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Heatwole, 
Hemenway, 
Henderson, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Ind. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
icks, 


Hill, 
Hitt, 


Bartlett, Ga. 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Buck, 
Calderhead, 
Catchings, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cockrell, 
Cox, 


Abbott, 
Aldrich, T. H. 


Aldrich, W. F. 


Allen, Utah 
Andrews, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, Pa. 
Arnold, R. L 
Atwood, 
Baker, Kans. 
Bankhead, 
Barham, 
Barrett, 
Bartlett, N. Y. 
Beach, 
Belknap, 
Boutelle, 
Brumm, 
Clark, Mo. 
Codding, 
Colson, 
Connolly, 
Cook, Wis. 
Cowen, 
Crowley, 
Daniels, 
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Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Howe, 
Howell, 
Hubbard, 
Huff, 
Hulick, 
Huling, 
Hull, 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, Cal. 
Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Joy, 

Kerr, 
Kirkpatrick, 
Knox, 

Lacey, 
Latimer, 
Layton, 
Lefever, 
Leonard, 
Lewis, 
Linney, 
Linton, 
Little, 
Loudenslager, 
Low, 

Mahon, 
Marsh, 
McCall, Mass. 
McCall, Tenn. 


McCleary, Minn. 


McClellan, 
McClure, 
McCulloch, 
McDearmon. 
McLachlan, 
McRae, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 


Miles, 

Miller, Kans. 
Miller, W. Va. 
Milliken, 


Milnes, 
Minor, Wis. 
Mitchell, 

Mi ” “ly, 
Morse, 
Neill, 
Northway, 
Ogden, 


Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Parker, 
Patterson, 
Pearson, 
Perkins, 
Phillips 
Pitney, 
Poole, 
Powers, 
Prince, 
Pugh, 
guise. 
Ray, 
Reeves, 
Rinaker, 
Royse, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shafroth, 
Sherman, 
Shuford, 
Simpkins, 
Smith, DL 
Smith, Mich, 
Snover, 
Sorg, 
Southard, 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 


NAYS—36. 


Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Harrison, 
Hendrick, 
Hurley, 
Kiefer, 
Kleberg, 
Lawson, 
Long. 


Loud, 
Maguire, 
Mahany, 
McLaurin, 
Meyer, 
Money, 
Murray, 
Noonan, 
Otey, 


NOT VOTING—102. 


Dingley, 
Dox little, 
Eddy, 
Evans, 
Faris, 
Fischer, 
Fitzgerald, 
Fletcher, 
Gillet, N. ¥. 
Goodwyn, 
Griswold, 
Hadley, 
Hainer, Nebr. 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Heiner, Pa. 
Howard, 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Hyde, 
Jones, 
Kem, 
Kendall, 
Kulp, 
Kyle, 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 


Leighty, 
Leisenring, 
Lester, 
Livingston, 
Lorimer, 
Maddox, 
Martin, 
McCormick, 


McCreary, Ky. 


McEwan, 
MeMillin, 
Miner, N. Y. 
Mondell, 
Moses, 
Mozley, 
Murphy, 
Newlands, 
Odell, 

Payne, 
Pickler, 
Price, 
Raney. 
Reyburn, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, Conn. 
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Stahle, 
Steele, 
Stewart, N.J. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stokes, 
Stone, W. A. 
Strong. 
Strowd, N.C. 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Talbert, 
Tate, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, 
Terry, 
Thomas, 
Towne, 
Tracewell, 
Tracey, 
Treloar, 
Turner, Va. 
Tyler, 

Van Horn, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, Va. 
Warner, 
Watson, Ind. 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Wilber, 
Williams, 
Wilson, ldaho 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, 8S. C. 
Wood, 

Wo ximan, 
Woomer, 
Wright. 


Owens, 
Pendleton, 
Richardson, 
Robertson, La 
Sauerhering, 
Sayers, 
Sparkman, 
Stallings, 
Strait. 


Russell, Ga. 
Shannon, 


Shaw, 
Skinner, 
Southwick, 
Spencer, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, C. W. 


Strode, Nebr. 
Swanson, 


Thorp 

Tucker 
Turner, Ga, 
Updegraff, 
Walker, Mass. 
Wanger, 


Washington, 
Watson, Ohio 
Wellington, 
Willis, 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Woodard, 
Yoakum 


Mr. Speaker, I was present in the 


Hall during a part of the roll call, but Lam not certain that I was 
present when my name should have been called. 

The SPEAKER. The only theory on which the Chair has per- 
mitted members to vote who did not respond on the roll call is 
that possibly, by some accident, their names may have been omit- 
ted in the call. The rule is very strict. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Well, I have been busy on some 
matters of appropriation, and I am not certain that I was in the 
Hall when my name should have been called, If permitted to vote, 
however, I should vote ‘‘ aye.” 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. PICKLER with Mr. Miner of New York. 

Mr. Cook of Wisconsin with Mr. Moses. 

For this day: 

Mr. RvussE.Lu of Connecticut with Mr. CowEn, 

Mr. Tart with Mr. Russe. of Georgia. 

Mr. KuLP with Mr. FitzGERALD. 

Mr. RANEY with Mr. KENDALL. 

Mr. LEISENRING with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. DooLitTLe with Mr. PRIcE. 

Mr. Brum™M with Mr. JoNEs. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. ABgBorr. 
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Mr. WriuiaM F. ALDRICH with Mr. CROWLEY. 
Mr. HARMER with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. MosLey with Mr. SHaw. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. HUTCHESON, 


Mr. WELLINGTON with Mr. TUCKER. 

On this question: 

Mr. CoDDING with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky; Mr. McCrEary, 
if not paired, would vote against the bill. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. DANFORD, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the conference report was adopted was laid on the table. 

ORDER 

Mr. Hooker and Mr. Woop addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Woop] has 
the right of way. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a mo- 
ment to have a short bill-considered. 

Mr. WOOD. I yield to the gentleman from New York, Mr. 


mppeaker. 


OF Bl 


SINESS. 


DEEP-WATER 
Mr. HOOKER. 


HARBOR, SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of the 
bill (S. 3333) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropria- 
tions for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain pub- 
lic works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” passed 
finally June 3, 1856. 












The bill was read, as follows: 

B enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,’ passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives June 2, 1896, and by the Senate June 3, 18%, notwithstanding the 
obj ions of the President, be, and the same is hereby, amended by insert- 
ing on page 215 of the Statutes at Large, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, 
after the word ‘‘ War” and before the word ‘** Provided,” on the thirty-ninth 
line of said page, the fe yllowing language: “ The officer of the Navy detailed to 


serve on this Board shall receive trom said appropriation, in addition to his 
mileage provided for in section 1566 of the Revised Statutes, and notwith- 
standing its provisions, such a per diem allowance for subsistence as the Sec- 
retary of War may deem proper.” 

The SPEAKER. 
of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Reserving the right to object, I shall be glad 
to hear an explanation. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, the report explains the matter 
fully, and I ask that it be read. 

The report (by Mr. HoOKER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3333) toamend an act entitled “‘An act making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes,” passed finally June 3, 1896, submit the fol- 
lowing report: Sofa , 

In the river and harbor act of June 3, 1896, provision is made for creating a 
board for locating a deep-water harbor on the coast of southern California, 
and for the expenses of the board and the pay of the civilian members $50,000 
is appropriated. It was the intention of the law to putallof the members of 
the board on an equal footing with regard to the expenses, but the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury has ruled that the member chosen from the Navy can 
receive mileage only as a naval officer traveling under orders, and that all 
other expenses he must pay himself. : 

This act provides that the officer of the Navy detailed to serve on such 
board may, in common with the other members of the board, as provided 
for in the act of June 3, 1896, be paid such a per diem allowance for subsist- 
ence as the Secretary of War may deem proper. _ 

The committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of 
this measure what limitations, if any, are placed on the allow- 
As I understand it, the compensation is left to the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HOOKER. It is left to the Secretary's discretion by the 
river and harbor bill, and this makes no change in that respect, 
but simply places Admiral Walker on the same footing with the 
other members of the board. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Whatisthecustomary mileage that is allowed 
to these officers? 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not remember. 
ably more familiar with that than Iam, but this bill simply places 
this officer on the same footing with the others. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is it recommended by the Secretary of War? 

Mr. HOOKER. Certainly. The bill was drawn at his sugges- 
tion. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HOOKER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


Is there objection to the present consideration 





ances. 


RACHEL PATTON, 
Mr. WOOD. 


Calendar th 


“wt 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up from the House 
bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pension to Rachel Pat- 
ton, which has been vetoed by the President. I ask that the veto 
message be read, and also the report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $20 per 


The gentleman is prob- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








| her while she ret 


| period of their service. 


month, the name of Rachel Patton, of Paris, Edgar County, Il., formerly 
widow of John H. Patton, late captain of Company OC, Seventy-ninth k 


ment Dlinois Volunteers. 


The veto message was read, as follows: 
To the House of Representatives: 


[herewith return without approval House bill No. 1185, entitled « 


granting a pension to Rachel Patton.” 
John H. Patton, the husband of the be 
regiment, and was killed in action June 








25, 1868 


In December, 1863, the beneficiary was pensioned as his widow at t 


of $20 a month. 
She received tl 
ried one William G. Culbertson 
name was dropped from the pensicn rolls pursuant to law. 
_ In 1889, thirteen years after her remarriage and the termination of } 
sion, she procured a decree of divorce against her second husband 
ground of desertion. 








She has a small income, but it does not appear that alimony was a 


her in the divorce proceedings. 

It is proposed by this bill to pension her at the same rate which was 
ned the widow of the deceased soldier. 

It can not be denied that the remarriage of this beneficiary termin 
pensionable relation to the Government as completely as if it never 
rhe statute which so provides simply declares what is approved 14 
and sensible consideration of pension principles. Asa legal propo 
pensionable status of a soldier's widow, lost by her remarriage, ca 
recovered by the dissolution of the second marriage. Waiving 
the application of strictly legal principles to the subject,there does 
pear to be any sentiment which should restore to the pension ro 
widow of a deceased soldier a divorced wife who has relinquished 
of soldier’s widow to again become a wife, and who, to secure the e 
advantages and comforts of a second marriage, has been quite w 
forego the provision which was made for her by the Governmen 
the grounds of her soldier widowhood. 








GROVER CLEVE! 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 21, 1896. 


The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the 


| sage of the President of the foregoing bill, have carefully consid 


same, and report: 

The facts are substantially set forth in the message. 
the wife of the soldier during the period of his service. 
the Seventy-ninth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers. He was killed 
His record was honorable. His widow, the proposed beneficiary in t 
was pensioned at $20 per month until her remarriage in 1876. Her 
husband basely deserted her, refusing to provide for her support 
of equity severed the bonds of matrimony that bound her to this w 
person and at the same time restored to her the honored name of 
husband. She is now his widow. Her age is 63 years, her health p 
she is unable to labor. The little income she has is insufficient 
support. 

Whether she should now be restored tothe pension roll is simply 
of policy—a question to be decided_by the lawmaking power of t! 
ment in whose service her husband lost his life. 

The committee, or at least the writer of this report, do not regard 
acts of a similar kind as evidences of the policy of the nation. Th« 


Rachel Pa 
He was a 


| the Executive has heretofore approved, or has allowed to become | 


out his peers’. bills of a like character does not necessarily, in 
ment of the committee, establish any precedent for this case. 1 
result of enumerating such instances would be to show former in: 
action by the President with his present position. By so doing t 
could get no light to aid it in the discharge of present duty. 

One private act is neither in law nor reason a precedent or a just 
for another. Much less should private laws be regarded as indicat 
icy in legislation. The policy of the Government should be sou 
public laws; not in its private enactments. 

The committee have therefore made some examination of the p 


| utes of the United States to ascertain whether there has been an 


legislation that justifies the passage of this bill. 

By the act of July 4, 1836, approved by President Andrew Jac} 
years’ half pay was granted to the widows of certain soldiers who 
ing their service or since from wounds received during such se! 
the third section of the act certain pensions were granted to the w 
Revolutionary soldiers whose marriage to them took place befor: 

The pension provided by this section, whi! 
tinuing longer than during widowhood, recognized a class of wid 
titled to especial recognition in the matter ot pensions—those who 


| to soldiers ‘* took place before the last period of service.” 


On the last day of his term of office, March 3, 1837, President Ja 
his approval to another act, which declared that no widow should b 
of the benefits of the act of July 4, 1836, by reason of her having 
since the death of herhusband. The only limitation made was that » 
be a widow at the time of the passage of the act. 

These general laws are precedents in the true sense of the word 
“authoritative examples.” They declared a policy. It was to t 
that the widow who was the soldier's wife during his service shou 
cially recognized, and also that she might still be upon the pens 
withstanding her subsequent marriage. 

Other acts might be cited, notably that approved by President J 


| August 23, 1842, which provided that the marriage of a widow aft 


band's death should not be a bar to her claim under the act of July 
By the joint resolution of July 1, 1848, approved by President P 
case of soldiers of the Revolution, “any widow or woman who may 
the widow of such soldier’ was placed upon the pension roll * upo 
her that she was married to said soldier and that she is a widow 
The committee therefore feel justified in saying that it is not aga 
yrecedent or policy to restore to the rolla woman who was the wil' 
ant soldier during his service, and who is now a widow, notwithst 
may have married since the soldier's death. ‘ : 
The time for the exercise of this policy, either in any individu: 
any class of cases, is properly in the will and discretion of the Cor 
n the present case there is the record of the gallant and meritori 
of thesoldier, John Patton, his death on the field of battle, and the ag 
ness, and need of his widow. 
By her remarriage there was saved to the United States $4,800. .\ 
conscience has given her back her former name. The committee lx 
Government ought to be as generous as a court of chancery has bec! 
the widow of so gallant an officer. There is no suggestion by the ! 
that the act is unconstitutional. In view of the passage of so many 
acts in the past, it can not be said to be hasty or inconsiderate legi sla 
is neither opposed to precedent nor to the policy of the Government. 





‘ficiary, was a captain in an | 


is pension for thirteen years and until 1876, when s! 
Thereupon, because of such marria 
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at 

= h their chosen representatives, have seen fit to grant | the marriage of : i y afte : sh: ‘’s dex sho oO 
The people, Or tne committee resumen end that this manifest will & the : bar oat Por hy es com and’s death should not be 
this P be made effective by passing this bill over the objections of the Presi- " . i on 


Sometimes some of our friends on this side stumble and halt over 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, this is a pension bill carrying $2 | the snoring of ea idow of a — soldier if she has hap- 
per month. The facts in the caseare quite generally, but not un- pened to remarry. ley may properly appeal from the mug- 





rly, stated by the President in his veto message. wuinpery of to-day to the original of the species—to John Tyler, 
ariyv,& 2. = a | 7 , 49 ™ 

, The House will note that the veto is not put upon the ground | the Mugwump of 1542. ee, 

that the act is unconstitutional. Nobody has ever claimed upon | These measures were followed by that other sweeping joint reso- 


this floor, in this Congress or heretofore, that such acts are beyond | — of 1048, —— by — James K . Polk, which le- 
the power of Congress to pass. It is not put upon the ground c eee Gass te t caine x aie ae ve wid soldiers, that 
that this is hasty or inconsiderate legislation. The large number fier” should 1 ee “ matt rt coe — mews Low — ae 
of such bills that have been passed, some of them having become | a , ee oe i ae Z lic pe _ ) ths ae ‘a | proot by her thaé 
laws by the approval of the present Executive, is evidence of the | ~ ‘MeL OUD. Ae oe i cee : a are idow . , 
fact that Congress understood the case and knew whatit was | “iT: na understand, the existing ieee ae 
about when it passed this bill. There is but one ground upon married Wx otag from receiving a pension. Aim 1 correct as to that: 
which this veto rests, and that is that there does not seem tobe | Mr. WOOD. Yes, sir. 
any sentiment favoring the pensioning of persons belonging to Mr. Li rI D. Ishould like to ask the gentleman this que stion: 
this class. Ithink, Mr. Speaker; that the President is mistaken | In view of the very strong and effective argume nt he has made for 
in1 card to this sentiment. The House ought to deal fairly with | the enacting of alaw permitting remarried widow s to have pen- 
the President; but it ought to be just to itself. I would notin- | sions, what special reason is there in this case for appealing to this 
yoke as a justification of this bill at least thirteen private acts House to ov erride, in an individual instance, the general law? 
pens oning remarried widows which the President himself has Mr. WOOD. in the language of my friend from Michigan, * 
approved. I would not invoke the aid of seventeen cases in which | the gentleman will wait,” [ am coming to that shortly eo 
remarried mothers, two of whom had husbands then living, were | Now, Mr. Speaker, here are no less than six joint resolutions and 
pensioned by bills which received the approval of the present Ex- | oublic laws, all of them recelving Executive approval and bearing 
ecutive. It might show that he is inconsistent now with his action irectly upon this controversy. ; 
then; but it would not decide whether he was in the right then or ome mt ; hcg bo — “ a strong oo m ee we should 
in the wrong now. act a general iaw, rather than to singie out special instances? 
The question is whether there is a sentiment in favor of pen-| Mr. WOOD. It would be a strong reason if such a general law 
sioning this class of claimants. In 1836, sixty years ago, the Con- | Were now up for discussion and consideration before the He muse. 
gress of the United States by an act declared that the widows of Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman why he does 
such Revolutionary soldiers as had then died should receive the | Not intr duce a bill of that charact: r, h ive it appropriately re- 
pensions and annuities which the law of 1832 gave to the husbands ferred, and try to get it before the House for its considerat on, 
while living. It limited the benefits of the act to those widows rather than take up these specific cases and make exceptions of 
who had been married prior to the expiration of the last period of them? 
service of the soldier. 1t was the first step,so far as lam informed, Mr. WOOD. I willinform the gentleman from California that 
in the recognition of a very deserving class of beneficiaries—the | if he will follow my remarks, he will get some reason for the 
soldier’s wite, or the war widow, the woman who was the soldier's | action taken before I get through. 
wife during his period of service. This wise and patriotic meas- Mr. Speaker, I beg the House to note one thing in regard to all 
ure was approved on a patriotic day, the 4th of July, 1836, and by | of these public acts and resolutions, except the first, which created 
a patriot President, Andrew Jackson. the class, the widow of the soldier whose marriage took place 
In the following year, 1837, another act was passed by Congress | before the period of his service, and the last sweeping one, which 
which provided that the pensions authorized by the act of 1836 | declared that remarriage should not bea bar. The language of 
should not be withheld from any widow in consequence of her | three of them is that the benefit of the acts *‘should not be with- 
having married after the decease of the husband on account of | held.” The men of those days were in the habit of using words 
whose services she made claim. The law of 1836 limited the relief | to express, rather than to conceal, their meaning; and the very 
to such women as were widows at the time—such as had not re- | terms used indicate that there wasasentiment behind these laws, 
married; but this act declared that its benefits should not “ be | that they were right and just and proper, and that the object they 
withheld from any widow in consequence of her having married | had in view was entirely appropriate, to grant pensions to the 
after the decease of the husband for whose services she may | widows under such circumstances. It would seem, further, to 
claim.” appear that somebody connected with the execution of the laws 
This bill was during the closing session of the Congress. | had been withholding their benefits from the persons entitled 
It reached the Executive near the close of the term and near the | thereto. And so the language is explicit that the benefits of the 
close of his official life. It did not receive a pocket veto; it was | act “‘ shall not be withheld” from any widow ‘in consequence of 
not disapproved; but on the last day of his long and distinguished | her remarriage ” since the death of her husband. 
official career President Andrew Jackson found time to sign that The men in 1836, 1837, 1842, and 1848—and this in answer to my 
bill, which placed upon the pension roll the woman who bad been | friend from California—went further than [ would be willing to 
the wife of the soldier during his term of service, although she | go at this time. They did not fix any limit to the period of the 
had subsequently remarried. It recognized that class of people, | service of the soldier, nor as to the meritorious character of tha‘ 
and at the same time it recognied the fact that the pension roll— | service. The woman might have been married to him the day 
the roll of honor—was not an improper place on which to place | before the period expired; she might have been wealthy, without 
the name of the widow of a gallant soldier, notwithstanding her | need of the bounty of the Government, and yet she would come 
remarriage. under the provisions of the pension law. I would limit it to those 
I say that that indicated a sentiment that the woman who had | who were the wives of the soldiers during the entire period of their 
remarried was not to be shut out from the benefits of a pension, | service. I would also limit it to such widows as were both needy 
if she had married the soldier before the period of his service | and worthy, and whose deceased husbands had performed gallant 
expired. And Lappeal to that act in justification of the sentiment | and meritorious service. 
which has pe for sixty years. My friends on the other side I say, then, that there is a sentiment, as embodied in the public 
Inmay safely appeal from the language of the Executive of 1896, | laws, that authorizes the placing of women of this class on the 
whose Democracy has been open to suspicion, to the Executive of | pension rolls. There ought to be something more than that. 
1836, whose loyalty to party faith was never questioned. There ought to be a worthy and a needy claimant—not in the pos- 
One swallow does not make a summer; and perhaps it might | session of a large income, but one that needs the pension and the 
said that one or two public acts are not sufficient to indicate the | bounty.of the Government. 
Sentiment of the nation upon this question. In 1838, the year fol- The President of the United States says with reference to this 
lowing the sage of the act just stated, Congress enacted a law | bill that, ‘‘ waiving the application of strictly legal principles to 
declaring that the benefits of the act of July 4, 1836, should not | the subject,” there does not appear to be any sentiment in favor 
be withheld **from any widow whose husband has died since the | of pensioning aremarried widow. Now, we must waive the appli- 
Fcsage of the act, or who shall hereafter die.” The act of 1836 | cation of such principles in all such cases. The pension that comes 
_ its benefits to the widows of those who had then died. under the private-pension law is a gratuity, pure and simple. 
us act enlarged the class of such beneficiaries, and it received | There is no legal principle to be invoked in support of an unexe- 
the approval of President Martin Van Buren July 7, 1838. A joint | cuted gift. 
peclution declaring that the benefits of the act of 1836 should not | The beneficiary under this bill, Rachel Patton, was the wife of 


Sone, I from any widow whose husband died after the act of | the soldier at the time of his enlistment. 


if 








She remained his wift 
and prior to the act of July 7, 1838, received the ap- | during the period of his service. She received back his dead body 
proval of President John Tyler August 16,1842. And this was | when it was brought from the honored field of battle. She re- 


ost immediately followed by the act approved August 23, 1843, | mained his widow for thirteen years. At about the age of 45, 
Which the approval of President John Tyler, declaring when with her the shadows began to lengthen, feeling the need 
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of support and companionship, she remarried. It was but a 
broken reed upon which she leaned. The second husband was | 
ungrateful: he neglected and finally basely deserted her. In the 
State in which she lived was the old-fashioned chancery court, a 
court of equity jurisprudence that not only searches the con- 
science of the parties, but appeals to the conscience of the chan- 
cellor himself. It took jurisdiction of the case and dissolved the 
bonds of matrimony existing between them. It delivered her 
from the body of that death. And then, following that other 
maxim of equity jurisprudence—doing full and complete justice | 
between the parties when they come under its jurisdiction—while 
yet short of doing full justice to her, it restored to her the honored 
name of her dead husband. 

True it is, as the President says, it did not restore her pension- 
able relations. The court was unable to dothat. It was as pow- 
erless in that matter as the Federal court would have been to have 
made a decree in regard to the marriage contract existing between 
the parties. Butif the United States had submitted itself to that 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





jurisdiction, if it could have been a party to the suit, that court 
of conscience would have restored the pension, because it was right 
and just and equitable—the proper thing to do; and there would 
have been the sentiment and the precedents of these public laws 
that authorized the doing of it. And, Mr. Speaker, neither did it 
bring her back those long and wasted years. That was an impos- 
sibility also. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Ishouldlike to ask my colleague a question. 

Mr. WOOD. My colleague surely shall have the privilege. 

Mr.CROWTHER. Youarenotin favor of pensioning deserters? 

Mr. WOOD. There is no deserter in this case. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Very well, then, why should you advocate 
in this House the pensioning of a deserter to the memory of a dead 
soldier? 

Mr. WOOD. There is a great deal of speculation about that, 
and I will leave my friend from Missouri [Mr. CROWTHER] to 
work it out in his own mind while I continue the thread of my 
remarks. 

Some one may say on this floor—I hope it will not be said—that 
she lost her pension by her own act. Nobody knows that better 
than she. Ihope if any argument is used it will be something 
new. I hope she will not be reminded of what she has thought of 
a thousand times in bitterness and tears—the evil consequences 
of that second marriage. All its hardships and misery have been 
hers; all the benefits have inured to the Government, of which 
her former husband was a faithful soldier. In the beginning of 
this session the President sent his message here informing us that 
there was ‘‘a comfortable surplus ” in the Treasury of $128,000,000. 
There would have been $4,800 less but for that second marriage. 
And I donot think it well becomes any officer of that Government 
to remind her that the money is there on account of her own act. 

This claimant is now about 65 years of age. She remained the 
wife of her second husband for thirteen years. She did nothing 
hastily. She bore all as long as she could, and then did what the 
law gave her the right to do,and had the marriage contract broken. 

There is something more needed to make a justifiable private 
pension bill than sentiment, authorized by public rather than pri- 
vate law, and a worthy and needy beneficiary—there ought to 
be gallant and meritorious service on the part of the soldier. 

At the outbreak of the war John Patton was a young lawyer, 
with bright prospects before him. When the call came from good 
Father Abraham for 300,000, and 300,000 more, he laid down his 
books, shut his office door, and went to the front with some of 
his neighbors. They made him captain of the company. It was 
assigned to one of the new regiments, the Seventy-ninth Ili- 
nois. The exigencies of the service at that time would not permit 
these men to go into a camp of instruction. They were perfected 
in drill and discipline in the midst of an arduous campaign in 
Kentucky in the autumn of 1862. They met their first ordeal of 
battle at Stone River. On the first day the Union right was broken 
and sent to the rear in disorderly retreat. That regiment was led 
into that scene of carnage and disaster the only organized body 
of troops on that part of the field. 

It was a splendid sight to see those country boys—the dust of 
the farm hardly blown from their locks—as they faced foes four 
or five times their number and engaged in glorious battle. Their 
commander fell dead at almost the first fire, but a Methodist cir- 
cuit rider, just from the pulpit, assumed the authority of his fallen 
chief, and by the aid of the officers of the line and of the men they 
held their ground for a time, while the disordered fragments of 
Johnson's and Davis’s divisions rallied upon them, and Sheridan 
had an opportunity to change his front. And although the battle 
raged until nightfall, and that regiment left its dead and wounded 
thickly covering the ground, the day and the battle were saved. 
In the campaign in middle Tennessee in the summer of 1862 that 
regiment was in the front. A bold and gallant and vigorous 
charge carried Liberty Gap and held it; but John Patton felldead 
in the very moment of victory. 

That was the soldier on whose services this 
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This woman is his widow. She is not maid; sh 


poe is A 
e} Bhe 


is nod 


FEBRUARY 9, 


is the widow of that soldier, recognized as such by the courts of 
her State, and also by the public laws of the United States. He 
was the sacrifice that she laid upon the altar of her country: »>; a 
very great one, you say; only a country lawyer, not as ¢; 3 
that of women who furnished judges and Congressmen 41)\| <., 
ators who became generals, but he was her all, and there j 
high authority that might justify us in the belief that her » 
out of want and poverty, was more perhaps than some «/ {)4 
gifts of these, from their abundance. He was only a co 
officer, buf it was the influence and the example of comp: 
cers like h¥m, who marched and bivouacked with their me. yy) 
mingled with them, who shed their blood with them, an) 4), 
with them on the front line of battle, that made the Arm, 


—. 


| Cumberland the invincible organization that it was. 


If this widow, in the few years left to her, should suffer ; 
shelter or raiment, or food, if for a single day she should })c , 
pendent upon charit ». it would be a lasting shame and disyra 
upon the great Government for whose life the husband of } 
youth gave his. 


We have here all the elements to make a good private-pension 
bill, a sentiment as old as sixty years that will justify it, a needy 
beneficiary and a gallant soldier killed on the field of batt!, : 


Mr. Speaker, the highest honor ever conferred upon me, or t)a: 


la 


will ever be, was the opportunity given me, more than a third of 
a century ago, of serving, a humble soldier of the line, in the same 


} 
A 


rT 
pe 
wu) 
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brigade with this gallant officer. I have endeavored to discharyg 
a duty to the memory of a comrade and to his widow which he 
would have done, more ably, for me and mine, had the conditions 
been reversed. In so doing I feel I have not left undischarged g 
duty to the country. We are told that the nation is to learn war 
no more; that we are no longer to settle questions by the arbitra. 


ment of the sword; that we are to have a policy of arbitration: a 
kind that when any question involving our territory is in contro- 
versy neither party is to be bound by the award if dissatisfied 
after itis made. In questions of a pecuniary nature, which may 
involve the national honor as well, a crowned head of Europe was 
to select the umpire to decide between the monarchy and the 
Republic. That treaty of arbitration, whether or not aimended, 
or any other, will be a stupendous failure if behind it we have 
not a navy that ship to ship and man to man and gun to gun can 
meet the navy of any nation on earth. It will not be a success if 
there is not a confidence throughout the civilized world that the 
Republic can —_ change its citizens into soldiers; that it can 
put into the field its farmer boys and its mechanics with the same 
celerity that it did in 1861 and 1862. And that confidence will 
not exist without that other confidence—that the Republic will be 
as just and generous to the men who man the guns and stand in 
the line of battle as it is to the officers of high rank who command 
them. When I shall have _— my vote to make this bill a law 
over the veto of the President my duty will be performed; the 


duty of gentlemen of this House is before them, and I appeal to 
them to discharge it with patriotism and justice. 
Mr. DOCKERY. As I understand it, this is a bill to pensiona 


remarried widow. 

Mr. WOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is if reported by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions unanimously, asking the House that it shall pass this 
bill over the veto of the President? 

Mr. WOOD. There is no minority report. I believe it is unan- 
imous. There may be some members of the committee who do 
not indorse it, but there is no minority report. 


Mr. DOCKERY. The question which was propounded by a 
member of the committee led me to believe that the committe 
were not unanimous in recommending the passage of the })ill over 


the veto. 

Mr. WOOD. I think the gentleman from Missouri [| Mr. Crow- 
THER] and two or three others are not in accord with it. 

I wish further to say, in et to the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. DocKERY], that since this bill passed at least one other bill 
passed this House by unanimous consent in which the report wes 
read, and it disclosed the same circumstances as in this case, °* 
cept that the widow had been married to the soldier during 4S 
term of service and not prior, as here. [Applause on the Repu 
lican side. ] 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I regret that I can not become 
eloquent over a rehabilitated and galvanized widow, but | bavé 
heretofore in a minority report expressed my whole argument oa 
the subject, and I send it to the Clerk’s desk to have it rea: as mY 
remarks in this case. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The purpose of this bill is to restore her to the pension roll the same %6 if 


she were still the widow of the soldier whose name she voluntarily surte? 
dered years ago. ' 7 —" 
To pass this bill is to nullify for the benefit of this one individual the s 2 
stantial limitation of the general laws that the pension of soldiers’ w1¢° 
who have remarried shall cease. tn the 


The objections to be urged against such bills as this are numerous. 0") 
fret lace, — or i a case which is in no wise excen’* a 
re may varying degrees of destitution in different cases, but +t * 
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stated that all cases of widows who have remarried and again be- 

be fairly pandless, by reason of death or divorce, present the same substan- 
; tions. 

tia) coo widow so situated should be restored to pension, all widows so situ- 
ated should be restored, and this by general enactment and not by individual 
srivate bills, whereby those who may happen to have a friend to espouse 
Pieir cause secure a benefit which the modest and the unknown never think 
of seeking. Special pension acts are justifiable only in cases which are essen- 
tially exceptional and should not be used to grant to one that which is denied 
to the many whose situation is precisely the same. But aside from this con- 
sideration, however, tae soldier's widow who remarries voluntarily relin- 
quishes her pension because she prefers todoso. _ 

The Government can not become an insurer against an unfortunate termi- 

pation of this second matrimonial venture either by divorce or death. To 
restore pension in case of divorce is to encourage remarried widows to seek 
divorcees, and, in any event, it is to give them an ostensible claim upon the 
soldier’s death and memory which they have long since renounced by pref- 
arence. 
, "Furthermore, it is not to be assumed that legislation of this character is in 
the line of justice or of honor to the soldiers themselves, or that it is neces- 
sarily desired or favored by the soldier classes. A contribution from the 
public Treasur: to the support of the widow of the soldier, so long as she 
remains his widow, every soldier, perhaps, desires, and the common consent 
of the nation for thirty years has sanctioned this; but that each soldier looks 
forward to and desires that his services and his memory shall be the basis of 
a pension to his wife at some remote day, beyond an intervening period of 
matrimonial alliance with some other husband, is by no means selt-evident 
or fairly to be presumed. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I feel it a duty which I owe 
to my comrades, and to the widows and orphans of men who have 
been comrades, to say one word in favor of the passage of this 
bill over the veto of the President. This poor woman, Mr. Speaker, 
gave her husband to the Government of the United States. The 
Government of the United States returned his dead body to her. 
She buried him at her own expense; she cared for the children for 
thirteen years. After the usual delay, she received a pension from 
the Government. Then she remarried, thus voluntarily relin- 
quishing the pension. The Government of the United States is 
to-day, by her act, $4,800 to the good. She has lost her husband; 
she has saved the Government $4,800 by her remarriage; and now, 
instead of being credited with the amount, she is to be sneered at 
and accused of being untrue to the memory of her first husband. 
Had he lived, she might have been in affluence; to-day she is again 
a widow in dire want. 

Is this the House that voted the widow of a Chief Justice of the 
United States a pension of $1,200 a year because her husband had 
been appointed a Chief Justice by the President? Can it, in the 
face of such action, refuse to do justice to this poor woman, the 
dead body of whose husband has been returned to her from the 
battlefield? Will it refuse the pittance to which she is entitled 
because thirteen years after his burial she remarried, relieving 
the Government from responsibility for her support? She merits 
praise and not condemnation for her action. I do not know how 
the House may look at it, but I say, Mr. Speaker, in view of these 
facts, that I prefer to stand by the precedent made by Andrew 
Jackson rather than to stand by the precedent sought to be made 
by Grover Cleveland. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. WOOD. If no gentleman desires to be heard, I ask fora 
vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HULL). The question is, 
Will the House, upon reconsideration, pass the bill, the veto of 
the President to the contrary notwithstanding? And the Constitu- 
= requires that a yea-and-nay vote shall be taken on the ques- 

on. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 137, nays 60, not 
voting 158; as follows: 


Bailey, 


NAYS—60. 


Dockery, McClellan, Sayers, 
Baker, N. H. Erdman, McCreary, Ky. Scranton, 
Bankhead, Evans, McCulloch, Shuford, 
Berry, Hager, McRae, Skinner, 
Blue, Harrison, Meredith, Stokes, 
Broderick, Hart, Meyer, Strait, 
Brown, Hendrick, Money, Talbert, 
Buck, Henry, Conn. Moses, Tate, 
Clardy, Kleberg, Neill, Terry, 
Cobb, Latimer, Noonan, Tracewell, 
Cockrell, Lawson, Otey, Turner, Ga. 
Crowther, Little, Owens, Turner, Va. 
Culberson, Livingston, Patterson, Williams, 
Denny, Maddox, Pendleton, Wilson, S.C 
Dinsmore, Maguire, Richardson, Yoakum. 

NOT VOTING—158. 

Abbott, Cox, Kulp, Rusk, 
Adams, Crisp. Kyle, Russell, Conn. 
Aldrich, T. H. Crowley, Leighty, Russell, Ga. 
Aldrich, W. F. Crump, Leisenring, Settle, 
Allen, Miss. Curtis, Iowa Lester, Shannon, 
Allen, Utah Danford, Linney, Shaw, 
Apsley, De Armond, Loud, Sherman, 
Arnold, Pa. Dingley, Loudenslager, Simpkins, 
Arnold, R. L Doolittle, Mahon, Sorg, 
Atwood, Draper, Martin, Southwick, 
Babcock, Ellett, McCall, Tenn. Sparkman, 
Baker, Md. Faris, McClure, Spencer, 
Barney, Fischer, McCormick, Sperry, 
Barrett, Fowler, McDearmon, Stallings, 
Bartlett, Ga. Gardner, McEwan, Steele, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Gillett, Mass. McLaurin, Stewart, Wis. 
Beach, Goodwyn, MeMillin, Strong, 
Bell, Tex. Griswold, Meiklejohn, Swanson, 
Bennett, Grosvenor, Miles, Taft, 
Bingham, Hadley, Miller, Kans. Tayler, 
Bishop, Hainer, Nebr. Milliken, Thorp, 
Black, Hall, Miner, N. Y. Treloar, 
Boatner, Harmer, Moody, Tucker, 
Boutelle, Harris, Murphy, Tyler, 
Brewster, Heiner, Pa. Murray, Wadsworth, 
Bromwell, Hermann, Newlands, Walker, Mass, 
Brumm, Hicks, Odell, Walker, Va. 
Burton, Ohio Hooker, Ogden, Wanger, 
Calderhead, Howard, Parker, Washington, 
Cannon, Howell, Pearson, Watson, Ind. 
Catching: Hubbard, Perkins, Wellington, 
Clark, Mo. Huff, Phillips, Wheeler, 
Clarke, Ala. Hulick, Pickler, White, 
Codding, Hutcheson, Poole, Willis, 
Colson, Hyde, Price, Wilson, Idaho 
Connolly, Johnson,N.Dak. Raney, Wilson, N. Y. 
Cook, Wis. Jones, Reeves, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, Fla. Joy, pagwere, Woodard 
Cooper, Tex. Kendall, Robertson, La. 
Cowen, Kiefer, Robinson, Pa. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


For this day: 


Mr. Kup with Mr. WoopaArp. 
Mr. CoppINnG with Mr. Cox. 


On this vote: 


Mr. Curtis of Iowa with Mr. Crisp. 
Mr. Hicks with Mr. HERMANN. 
Mr. LINNEY with Mr. McLaAurRw. 
Mr. WELLINGTON with Mr. LESTER. 
Mr.HALL. Mr. Speaker, I was attending a committee moeting 
by leave of the House when the roll call began, and did not come 
in until,the Clerk had got past my name on the second call. 
If the gentleman was not in the 
Hall of the House when his name was called, he can not vote. 
Mr. HALL. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask to be marked present, 
If allowed to vote, I would vote ‘‘no.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 








YEAS—137. 

Seam, Zenton, " Seer. trick, quate, 
en, zgerald, r ic oyse, 
Aldrich, IL Fletcher, noe. Sauerhering, 

Ande: Foote, Lacey, Shafroth, 
Andrews, Foss, Layton, Smith, I. 
Avery, Gamble, Lefever, Smith, Mich. 
Baker, Kans. Gibson, Leo Snover, 
ae Gillet, N.Y. Lewis, Southard, 
Bartholdt, Graff, Linton, Spalding, 
Belknap, Griffin, Long, Stahle, 
Bell, Colo. Grout, a Stephenson, 
Bowers, Grow, Low, Stewart, N. J. 
terman, y. me, C. W. 
Bull, Hanly, Marsh, Stone, W.A. 
Burrell, y, McCall, Mass. Strode, Nebr. 
Burton, Mo. Hartman, McCleary, Minn. Strowd, N. O. 
Chickering, Ha McLachlan, Sulloway, 
Clark, lowa Heatwole. Mercer, Sulzer, 
Coffin, Hemenway, Miller, W. Va Tawney, 
Cooke, Tl. Henderso: es, Thomas, 
Corkins’ fienry, In ier quae, 
epburn, e racey, 
Cousins, Hilbo Mondell, Updegraff, 
Cu Hill, os orse, Van Hern 
Hi Mozley, Van Voorhis, 
se op! Northway, Warner, 
owe, en, Watson, Ohio 
Daniels, Huling, Overstreet, Wilber, 
wm if za . 
De Hunter, Pitney, Woodman, 
Dolliver, Hurley, Powers, Woomer, 
Dovener, Jenkins, Prince, Wright. 
a | eee: Re 
Fairchild, Kem, 4 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be marked present. 
I was attending a meeting of the Committee on the Post-Oftice and 
Post-Roads, but if I had been here when my name was called, I 
should have voted ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. OGDEN. Mr. Speaker, I also was attending a meeting of 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. Had I been in 
the Hall when my name was called I would have voted ‘‘no.” L 
desire to be recorded as present. 

[The announcement of the result of the vote as above recorded 
was received with applause. | 


CAROLINE D, MOWATT, 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for present 
consideration the bill (H. R. 1139) granting a pension to Caroline 
D. Mowatt, with the veto message of the President. I ask that 
the bill be read. ; 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline D. Mowatt, as widow 
of Alfred B. Soule, late major of the Twenty-third Regiment Maine Volun- 
teers. 

The veto message was read, as follows: 

To the House of Representatives: 

Ireturn herewith, without ap roval, House bill No. 1139, entitled ‘‘An‘act 
granting a pension to Caroline D. Mowatt.” ; 

The beneficiary mentioned in this bill was married in 1858 to Alfred B, 

, Who served as major of a Maine regiment of volunteers in the war of 
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the rebellion from September 10, 1862, to July 15, 1863, when he was mustered 
6ut of the service. He died in February, 1864, and in 1866 & pension was 
granted to the beneficiary, as his widow, at the rate of $25 a month, dating 
from the time of her husband's death—two years before. 

The widow continued to receive the pension allowed her until Jane 17, 1869, 












when she was married to Henry T. Mowatt, which, under the law, terminated 
her pensionable right. Itappears, however, that asmall pension wasallowed 
two! x children of the soldier at the time of their mother’s remarriage, 
which continued until 1876,more than seven years after such remarriage, 
when the youngest of said children became 16 years of age. 

In 1878, nine years after he became the second husband of the beneficiary, 
Henry T. Mowatt died. 

Though twenty-seven years have passed since the beneficiary ceased to be 
the widow of the deceased soldier, and though she has been the widow of 
Henry T. Mowatt for eighteen years, it is proposed by the bill under con- 
sideration toagain place her name upon the pension roll **as widow of Alfred 
B. Soule, late major of the Twenty-third Regiment Maine Volunteers.” 

Of course, the propriety of the law which terminates the pension of a sol- 
dier’s widow upon her remarriage will not be questioned. I suppose no one 






d suggest the renewal of such pension during the lifetime of her second 
Her p lation to the Government as the widow of her 
used soldier husband, under any reasonable pension theory, absolutely 
ninated with her remarriage. 

he is to be again pensioned because her second husband does not survive 
her, the transaction bas more the complexion of anadjustment of a govern- 
mental insurance on the life of the second husband than the allowance of a 
pension on just and reasonable grounds. 

Legislation of this description is sure to establish a precedent which it will 
be difticult to disclaim, and which, if followed, can not fail to lead to abuse. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


nsionabdie re 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 19, 1896. 

The report (by Mr. SuLLOWAyY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1139) granting a pension to Caroline D. Mowatt, having carefully considered 
all the facts, respectfully submit the following report: 

Prior to 1850 the claimant was married to Alfred B. Soule, who served as 
major of the Twenty-third Regiment Maine Volunteers from September 10, 
1862, to July 15, 1863, when he was discharged for disability contracted in the 
service and in line of duty. On February 7, 1864, the disabilities mentioned 
resulted in the death of the soldier. He left no property, and was buried by 
the Masonic order, to which he belonged. His widow, the claimant, was pen- 
sioned at $25 per month from the date of his death, and two minor children 
were pensioned at $2 each. 

On June 17, 1869, the claimant married Henry T. Mowatt, who died in 1878. 
He left no property to the claimant and had no children by her. 

Mrs. Mowattis now between 7land 72 years of age and is unable to perform 
manual labor to any extent. She is aapoeeses by her daughter (a child of 
the deceased soldier), who teaches in the public schools, and is obliged to 
labor night and day in a commercial house during her vacation in order to 
support her aged and dependent mother. 

Your committee, after considering the case carefully, and in view of all the 
facts, respectfully report the bill back to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. This bill, Mr. Speaker, is of the same 
character as the one that has just passed the House. It has as 
deserving and meritorious a beneficiary as ever existed. It was 
my fortune to first make her acquaintance when, with three 
children toddling by her side, she followed the remains of this 
great soldier to his last resting place. I have known the lady 
from that day to this. She is as good a mother as any child ever 
had, and as loyal a wife as any man ever had the good fortune to 
have. Major Soule died from exposure incurred in the service of 
his country. His widow was pensioned at $25 a month, as the 
widow of a major. The children that were left to her she edu- 
cated and reared as a good Christian mother would. Two of 
them have been unfortunate in life. There is but one on whom 
she can rely to-day, an unmarried daughter. That daughter sup- 
ports this old lady, who is tottering in physical second childhood 
at this end of her life and unable to do anything for herself. The 
daughter, by teaching school in the daytime and working in 
mercantile houses in the evening keeping books, supports her. 
The question is whether this daughter should be relieved of the 
support of this widow whom I regard as a ward of this nation (as 
I do all such widows), or whether the daughter should be com- 
pelled to pay a penalty because her father gave his life to keep 
the United States of America on the map of the world. 

The President in his veto says that this would be a dangerous 
precedent to establish. Of short memory is this President of ours. 
I looked into his record a little in that direction and I found,as is 
stated in the report, that during his Presidential career he has 
signed thirteen bills of precisely this character, and he has signed 
a greater number of pension bills for mothers who had remarried, 
and some of whom had husbands living at the time. Therefore, 
Mr. Speaker, there is nothing in that suggestion of the President. 
If there is any question of precedents in this case, he has set them 
twelve or thirteen times. 

Now, as the principle involved in this bill has already been dis- 
cussed upon the bill just preceding, I do not care to take up the 
time of the House further unless some gentleman wishes to debate 
this question, but I wish to yield a little time to the gentleman 
from Pemnsylvania | Mr. Grow], who desires to make some sug- 
gestions on the subject. 

Mr.GROW. Mr. Speaker, this bill, vetoed by the President, re- 
stores a pension of $25 a month to a widow over seventy years old. 
Her husband enlisted in the Union Army, was honorably dis- 
charged, and died of disease the result of army service. She 
received a a pension of $25 a month as his widow, which she con- 
tinued to receive till her second marriage, in 1869. She lived with 
&er second husband until his death. But for this second marriage 
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she would now be receiving a pension of $25 a month, and wh; 
pension she would have received since 1869. By reason of | 
second marriage the Treasury is the gainer of an amount of money 
greater than she could possibl y receive, unless she should liy, 
be over a hundred years old, This bill simply restores her tv 
pension roll at the same rate she was receiving as the wido, 
the soldier whose wife she was during his term of service. 

The President interposes a veto on this discretion of Coney: 
for the only reason that the passage of the bill would be a 
precedent. The precedent for this kind of legislation beg 
the House has just heard from the speeches of the gent]: 
from New Hampshire { Mr. SuLzowarl and the gentleman 
Illinois [Mr. Woop], in 1836, by an act of Congress, sign: 
President Jackson, pensioning the widows of honorably disc} 
soldiers of all wars prior to that time. The only thing abou: 
bill bad as a precedent is that it does not include all the wi 
of honorably discharged Union soldiers who were married | 
the close of the war and who are widows at the time of th: 
plication for a pension. Itis a disgrace to the statute hoo 
this country that it places a ban upon the widow for her s 
marriage. The service she rendered her country as the wi 
the soldier in the field is no less meritorious because of her s: 
marriage, after the death of her first husband. 

Mr. Speaker, The beginning of war is merriment, music, and 
thoughtless hilarity; its end numberless headstones beariny 1 
single word ‘‘ Unknown,” tears, and desolation, followed by 
years of sorrow by the widow and the orphan mourning :i{ 
consolate firesides the unreturning brave. The Governi 
grants bounties for meritorious service rendered in the tin 
its imperiled existence. In the calendar of acts of heroic 
sacrificing fortitude developed by war, there is none greate 
that of the young mother standing in the doorway of her hu 
cottage, with a tender infant in her arms, and bidding its fa: 
go forth to the battlefields of his country in defense of the inalien- 
able rights of mankind. Then retiring to her lonely fireside, there 
to wait and watch through weary years, in alternate hope ani 
fear whether that father will return with his shield or upon i 
thus leaving her homeless and that child fatherless to groj. 
way in sorrow along life’s thorny pathways. But should he: 
from victorious battlefields wounded and maimed, thus addiny to 
her daily labor and care through lingering years, and when («atl 
lays his cold hand on the sharer of her joys and sorrows, why 
should the Government in that time of her greatest need wit 
hold the bounty promised for meritorious service rendered tlie 
country ‘n the hour of its direst peril? With the exception of tl: 
bayonet charge, the forlorn hope, and the clash of arms in bit! 
the trials, the toil, and the privations of the wife at home 
scarcely less than those of the soldier on the tented field. An 
owes a debt of lasting gratitude and enduring obligation 1 
men who peril their lives amid shot and shell in its defens: 
it owes a like debt to the wives and the mothers of its bray: 
fenders. 

At the domestic fireside is inculeated the patriotism and love 
of liberty which, when the times of trial come, inspires the ¢ 
deeds of heroic self-sacrifice in their behalf. The last injun 
of the Spartan mother, with her parting kiss, to her darlin: 
going to battle, was to return with his shield or upon it. | 
was instilled into the youth of Sparta at their mother’s kn: 
manly sentiment, nobly to live or bravely to die. Under such 
influence Sparta through the ages of its renown reared a race of 
invincible warriors, when war consisted of single combats, man | 
man, armed only with spear, broadsword, andshield. The shi 
a breastplate of defense for the soldier while living; and shoud 
he fall bravely in battle, it was the bier upon which he was borne 
back to his home, there to sleep forever beside his country’s | 
ored dead. 

The war widows of the Union Army in this mightiest confiict 
of arms in the history of the race are a class of meritorious | 
sioners not large in number, the youngest of whom must now '? 
over fifty years old, and the last of whom will, with the frosts 0! 
a few more winters, be gathered to their earthly companion 
the bivouac on ‘‘fame’s eternal camping ground.” This Spart.u 
mother named in this bill, caring for and watching over the ! 
of the soldier while periling his life on his country’s battlefi 
at the end of each day, with her little ones around her, closed 
eyes in sleep for the night with a shuddering doubt whether t! 
earthly protector would be numbered in the coming morn \ 
the living or the dead. And the President would have her ¢! 
her eyes in her last sleep on earth with gaunt poverty sittin« 
her fireside and sorrowing want surrounding her deathbed. |' 
may well be said the Republic is ungrateful to its brave defend: 
if its lawmakers permit such injustice to the living and wrong 
the dead. [Loud applause.] ; 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Unless something is to be said on the othe 
side, I ask for a vote. 

Cries of *‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”] a. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HuLL). The question is, Wil 
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+he House on reconsideration pass this bill, the objections of the 
i ‘resident to the contrary notwithstanding? On this question the 
is and nays must be taken in accordance with the requirement 


rs the Constitution. 


T he question was t taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 55, not 


voting 157; as follows: 


son, 

Aitken, 

A erson, 
rews, 
ry. 

oe 


f 

Baker, Md. 
Bat aim, 
Barney, 

} nap, 

Bell, Colo. 

} vham, 

B rs, 
Broderick, 

} ius, 
Burton, Mo. 
Cald ven 
( ker ing, 
Clark, lowa 
Ue son, 

Cooke, Ill. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 

( ins, 
Cam mings, 
Cur — Kans. 
Dalze l] 

Dan jels, 
Dayton, 
Dolliver, 
Dovener, 
Draper, 
Eddy, 
Fenton, 
Fitzgerald, 





Bishop, 


ee 

e ick 

Cl ar ‘ly, 

Col} 

Cockr rell, 
Cooper . Pla. 
Crisp, 


Culberson, 
Denny, 


Abbott, 


Aldrich, T. H. 


Aldrich, W. F. 


Aldrich, Tl. 
lien, Miss. 
n, Utah 
Apsiey, 
Arnold, Pa. 
Arnold, R. L 
Atwood, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, N. H. 
Barrett, 
Bartholdt, 


Bartlett, N. Y. 


Beach, 
Bennett, 
Berry, 
Black, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Brewster 
Bre mwell, 
Brow n, 
Brumm, 
Bull, 
Burrell, 
Burton, Ohio 
Cannon, 
Catchin 
Clark, " 
Clarke, Ala. 
C ‘odding, 
Coffin, 
Connolly, 
Cook, Wis. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowen, 
Cox, 
Crowley, 
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YEAS—HM3. 


Fletcher, 
Foote, 
Foss, 
Fowler, 
Gibson, 
Gillett, Mass, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hainer, Nebr 
Halterman, 
Hanly, 
Hardy, 
Hartman, 
atch, 
Heatwole, 
Henderson, 
Henry, Ind. 
Hepburn, 
Hilborn, 
Hill, 
Hitt, 
Hooker ’ 
Hopkins, 
Howell, 
Huff, 
Hulick, 
Huling, 
Hull 
Hunter, 
Hurley, 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, Cal. 
Johnson, Ind. 


Ji yhnson, N. Dak. 


Kem, 


Kerr, 
Kiefer, 
Kirkpatrick, 
Knox, 
L acey, 
ls ay ton, 
Lefever, 
Lewis, 
Linney, 
Long, 
Lorimer, 
Low, 
Mahany, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
McCall, Tenn. 
McLachlan, 
Miller, Kans. 
Miller, W. Va. 
Minor, Wis. 
Mitchell, 
Morse, 
Mozley, 
Murray, 
Northway, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Parker, 
-ayne, 
Perkins, 
Pitney, 
Poole, 
Powers, 
Pr - 2, 
Pug 
Quigg, 


NAYS—5. 


Dinsmore, 
De “ *kery, 
Erdman, 
Evans, 
Hall, 
Harrison, 
Hart, 
Hendrick, 
Kleberg, 
Latimer, 
sawson, 
Livingston, 
Madd x, 
Maguire, 


McClellan, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McDearmon, 
McLaurin, 
McRae, 
Miles, 

Mc Ses, 

Neill, 

Otey, 
Owens, 
Patterson, 
Pendleton, 
Richardson, 
Scranton, 


NOT VOTING—157. 


Crowther, 
Crump, 
Curtis, Iowa 
Curtis, N. ¥. 
Danford, 
De Armond, 
De Witt, 
Dingley, 
Doolittle, 
Ellett, 

Ellis, 
Fairchild, 
Faris, 
Fischer, 
Gamble, 
Gardner, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Goodwyn, 
Graff, 
Griswold, 
Grout, 
Hadley, 
Hager, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Heiner, Pa. 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Howard, 
Howe, 
Hubbard, 
Hutcheson, 
Hyde, 
Jones, 

Joy, 
Kendall, 
Kalp, 

Kyle, 


Leichty, 
Leisenring, 
Leonard, 
Lester, 
Linton, 

Little, 

Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Martin, 
McCall, Mass. 
McCleary, Minn. 
McClure, 
McCormick, 
McCulloch, 
McEwan, 
MeMillin, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
ae. 
Milliken, 
Milnes, 
Miner, N. Y. 
Mondell, 
Money, 
Moody, 
Murphy, 
Newlands, 
Noonan, 
Odell, 
Ogden, 
Pearson, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Price, 
Raney, 
Reeves, 
pegeeen, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
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Ray, 
Rinaker, 
oyse, 
Sauerhering, 
Shafroth, 
Shannon, 
Sherman, 
Simpkins, 
Smith, Il 
Smith, Mich. 
Southard, 
Spalding, 
Stahle, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stone, W. A. 
Strode, Nebr. 
Strong, 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Tayler, 
Tracey, 
Upde graff, 
Van Horn, 
Van Voor his, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, 
Wilber, 
Willis, 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wood, 
Woodman, 
Woomer, 
Wright. 


Shuford, 
Stallings, 
Stokes, 
Strait, 
Strowd, N.Q 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Tate, 
Terry, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Tyler, 


Wils« nn, Ss. G 


Rusk, 
Russell, Conn, 
Russell, Ga. 
Sayers, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Skinner, 
Snover, 

Sorg, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Spencer, 
Sperry, 
Steele, 

Stone, C. W. 
Taft, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, 
Thorp, 
Towne, 
Tracewell, 
Treloar, 
Tucker, 
Walker, Mass. 
Walker, Va. 
Wanger 
Washington, 
Watson, Ind. 
Watson, Ohio 
Wellington, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Williams, 
Wilson, N. + 2 
Wilson, Ohio. 
Woodard, 
Yoakum. 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the bill was passed. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 


For this day: 


Mr, Exits with Mr. Litre. 
Mr. Mercer with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 


On this vote: 


Mr. Syover with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 
Mr. WILBER with Mr. WILLiaMs. 
Mr. Curtis of lowa with Mr. SPENCER. 





















Mr.McMILLIN. Mr.Speaker, I voted in the negative, but find 


that I am paired with the gentleman from Maine, Mr. DINGLEy, 
and therefore withdraw my vote. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 
PASSPORT REGULATIONS, 

The SPEAKER laid before the H 

from the President of the United 


ouse the following message 

States; which was read, and, with 

the accompanying documents, referred to the Committee on For- 

eign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Represent 
Itransmit herewith a communication 








Ss ary with 
accompanying reports from diplomatic : r officer { d 
States, on the passport regulati ns of foreign in ~ 

In view of the evident value « yf the informat ontal i p> . 
especi ally to American citize is gr is I l 
foreign lands, l approve the recommendat of the Se« ( 4 
authorize the printing of a special edition of 3,00 copies k ) 
distributed by the Department of State as indicated etary’s 





report 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February, 8, 1897. 
CIVIL SERVICE, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I herewith submit the Thirteenth Annual Report of the Civil Service C 
mission, containing detailed statement of its important work, and « zhi bitin a 
the present condition of the classified service of the Government 

GROVER CLEVELAND 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 8, 1897. 

MARY O. H. STONEMAN, 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2 


205) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary O. H. Stoneman, with House amendment 
disagreed to by the Senate, and request for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, what dispositi: 
of the request for a conference? 

The SPEAKER. None as yet. 
motion. 

Mr. BARHAM. I move that the House insist upon its amend- 
ment and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

GEN. JULIUS H. STAHEL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the t vill (S. 1694) to 
increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius H. Stahel, with House 
amendment disagreed to by the pen and enema for a confer- 
ence on the disagreeing a s of the two Houses. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. , I move that the House 
amendment and agree to the conference asked by rd 

The motion was agreed to. 

MRS. LUCY ALEXANDER PAYNE, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Hous« 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Lucy Alexander Payne 
widow of Capt. J. Scott Payne, Fifth United States Cavalry, wit] 
House amendment disagreed to by the Senate, and request for 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. TATE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House in 
amendment and agree to the conference asked by the 

The motion was agreed to. 

TITLE TO PUBLIC LANDS IN MISSISSIPPI. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. 1} { 
to enable certain persons in the State of Mississippi to procure tit] 
to public lands, with amendments of the Senate thereto 

The bill was read. 

The amendments of the Senate 


mn has been made 


The Chair is waiting for some 


Speake adhere to its 


Senate. 


the bill (S. 1501) 


ree 


ist upon its 
senate. 


were read, as follows: 















Line 9, strike out all after * right * down toand including “ provided "line 14, 
and insert: * For one year from the passage of this act to enter unde rt the hom: 
stead lawsof the United State snotexceeding l6Vacres of t .e lan ls so purchased 
by them from the State of Mii sissippi and to purchase not exceeding 160 acres 

nal of such lands at $1.25 per acre, or, if they elect emselves 
of the homestead law, to purchase 320 acres of such la hue 
That this act shall not affect the rights of homestead claimants who, between 
the 16th day of February, 18%, and the 27th day of ! . 
ments and entries or filed with the local land officers ay rin 
good faith, under the homestead laws, any of the lands i pro 
visions of this act not occupied or actually and substantiall y 
such purchasers from the State.” 

After line 14, insert: 

Sec. 2. That all persons whe have! legally purchased any of the lands afore- 


said at tax sales shall be consi ng of this act 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr.Speaker, this is a House bill whic h passe d 
the Committee on Public Lands unanimously and went to the 
Senate, where it was amended in the manner in which the Clerk 
has read. I move that the Senate amendments be concurred in. 
Mr. PAYNE. Is not this the bill which came up on Saturday, 
and which, on the objection of the gentleman from Iowa | Mr, 
LACEY], chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, was not 
then considered? 
Mr. WILLIAMS, 


lered assigns within the meani 


This is the bill that came up on Saturday, 








1684 


and the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands requested 
that it lie on the table until he could look into it, and also because 
I was not in the Hall. He now unites in the request for concur- 
rence in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. PAYNE. There certainly ought to be some explanation of 
the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will make an explanation, Mr. Speaker. 
This bill as it passed the House simply gave a preference right 
of entry for one year to all those people in the State of Mississippi 
who had purchased from the State of Mississippi these lands in- 
cluded in Augusta series No. 7, which had been entered by the 
State as swamp lands under the swamp-land act. This was ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior; but subsequently the 
approval was revoked, and these lands became part of the public 
domain, involving some 15,000 acres. When the land became 
part of the public domain, people proceeded to homestead portions 
of it. Then the House passed this bill, giving a preference right 
of entry for purposes of homesteading and for purposes of pur- 
chase to those people in the State of Mississippi who had pur- 
chased these lands from the State of Mississippi. Now the bill 
has gone to the Senate and the Senate has put on it two amend- 
ments. One of them limits the quantity of land which may be 
homesteaded to 160 acres, as the law is already, of course, and the 
next one restricts the amount which may be purchased to 160 
acres, to be added to the 160 acres homesteaded; or if a person de- 
sires to purchase instead of homesteading any, then it restricts 
the amount which may be purchased to 320 acres. In other words, 
the Senate amendment restricts the right of purchasers to a cer- 
tain amount of land. 

The next amendment made by the Senate was to protect the 
rights of those who had already filed homestead entries prior to 
the order issued by the Secretary of the Interior, in accordance 
with the request made to him. The amendments adopted by the 
Senate restrict the operation of the bill as passed by the House. 
The chairman of the Committee on Public Lands is here now, 
and, as I have made an explanation of the bill, I call upon him for 
concurrence. 

Mr. LACEY. Iwascalled out a moment, and do not know how 
far the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs] has explained 
this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] 
will explainit. I do not yet understand it. 

Mr. LACEY. Thesituationis this: There was some swamp land 
selected in Mississippi by mistake which was not subject to 
selection, and after it had been selected and part of it sold, the 
selection was set aside. Settlers have taken possession under pur- 
chases from the State, and now control the land. If they were 
excluded from the land it would be thrown open to other settlers. 
So this bill was passed at the request of these settlers, and under 
the approval of the Department of the Interior and the Land 
Office, allowing these parties to buy from the General Govern- 
ment the land that they had already bought from the State. The 
bill has been so amended in the Senate that it limits purchasers 
to 320 acres, as they are limited under the forfeited grants in 
Oregon and other Western States, where, under similar circum- 
stances, grants had been sold by railroad companies whose title 
had failed, and afterwards Congress confirmed the title, limiting 
it, however, to 320 acres. The same limitation has been put in 
now by the Senate. There is no substantial difference between 
the Senate bill and the House bill. This limitation, however, has 
been placed in the bill, and the right to take 160 acres as a home- 
stead and to buy another 160 acres is preserved by the Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. One other amendment was made by the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. LACEY. There is one other amendment, which provides 
that purchasers at tax sales shall be deemed assignees within the 
meaning of the law. A portion of this land had been sold by the 
State for taxes, and the persons who paid the taxes have obtained 
titles in that way. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to ask the gentleman whether this 
bill includes any other lands than those which are opened up to 
actual settlers? 

Mr. LACEY. No; itincludes simply whatisknow as Augusta 
series selection No. 7. 

Mr. PAYNE. It opens up no lands except to actual settlers 
either in the original bill or in the bill as amended? 

Mr. LACEY. Possibly it might open up some lands to parties 
not actual settlers. A portion of these lands that will be bought at 
$1.25 an acre under this law may be bought by persons not actual 
settlers, but they have already bought them once in good faith 
from the State after the United States had certified the lands as 
being the property of the State. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then it does not open the land except to actual 
settlers or purchasers? 


Mr. LACEY. It does not open them up except to actual settlers 
or purchasers, 
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Is the land situated in one State? 
It is all in one State, and in one locality of that 
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Mr. BRODERICK. 

Mr. LACEY. 
State. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I renew my motion to concur in the Se 
amendments. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is-the regular order. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, a motion to reconsider the v, ta 
by which the Senate amendments were concurred in was laid on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees, 


APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER ON BOARD OF MANAGERS OF NATION AL 
HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 


Mr. HULL (when the Committee on Military Affairs was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I call up the joint resolution that I send 
to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


late 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 249) for sopuntment of a member of Board of 
Managers for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 


Resolved, etc., That John Marshall Brown, of thse State of Maine, be, and; 


7 lis 
hereby, epoctetes a member of the Board of Managers of the National H 


for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers of the United States, to succeed George L 


Beal, deceased. 


The report (by Mr. HULL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred House resolution 
249 for the appointment of a member of Board of Managers of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, having considered the same, recom. 
mend that the resolution do pass. 


Mr. McMILLIN. lIask the gentleman if this is a unanimous 
report of the committee? 

; _— HULL. Yes, sir; it is simply to fill a vacancy caused by 
death. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that the title needs amendment. 

Mr. HULL. Iask that the title be amended so as to read for 
appointment of a member of Board of Managers of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title will be amended 
in accordance with the request of the gentleman. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


COMMISSIONS FOR ASSISTANT SURGEONS OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. HALL (when the Committee on Naval Affairs was called), 
Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the bill (S. 1296) to com- 
mission passed assistant surgeons in the United States Navy, and 
to provide for their examination preliminary to their promotion 
to the grade of surgeon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That passed assistant surgeons now borne upon the Navy 
Register shall be commissioned as such by the President, such commissions 
to bear the dates upon which said passed assistant surgeons, respectively, 
received their appointments as such; and hereafter assistant surgeons shall 
be regularly promoted and commissioned as passed assistant surgeons, and 
— assistant surgeons as surgeons, subject to such examinations as may 

prescribed by the Secretary of the aaa: Provided, however, That no ex- 
amination of passed assistant surgeons shall be ordered until the expiration 
of six months from the passage of this act, during which time promotions shall 
be made as now provided by law. 


Mr. HALL. I will explain, Mr. Speaker, that this is a bill that 
passed the Senate and passed the Committee on Naval Affairs of 
the House. I was instructed by the committee to reportit; and it 
embodies two ideas. There are no commissions now issued to 
passed assistant surgeons, nor any means requiring a passed assist- 
ant surgeon to pass any examination after becoming a passed 
assistant surgeon before he becomes asurgeonin the Navy. [have 
here a letter from the Secretary of the Navy asking urgently that 
the bill be passed. I will ask that this letter be read. The Dill 
carries with it no appropriation and there is no expense connected 
with it. Itis just to commission men who ought to be comiis- 
sioned and who have passed thirty-one years without examination. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 7, 1597. 


Sr: I have the honor to invite the attention of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs to the bill (S. 1296) to commission d assistant surgeons in the 
United States Navy and to provide for their examination St to th eit 

romotion to the grade of surgeon, which bill passed the Senate Marci ~, 
896, and was referred to your committee on the 4th of that month. i 

The interests of the service urgently demand that the above-mentione¢ 
bill be speedily enacted into a law. The princi n ty for such enact 
ment arises from the fact that passed assistant su ns are not now com- 
missioned as such, and are not examined, upon their advancement to -_ 
grade of surgeon, as to their physical, mental, moral, or professional qua!i!- 
cations for promotion. They thus pass through the grades of passed gp ll 
ant surgeon and surgeon, the periods of service in these es averaging 
thirty-one years, without any examination whatever as to such qualificat ions. 
Moreover, the Department in some instances, been constrained to accom 
mend the promotion of assistant surgeons to the grade of surge° 
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concerning whose fitness for such advancement there appeared from its rec- 
ords to be considerable doubt. Under the provisions of the law in force, 
however, it had no recourse except torecommend such promotion, as it could 
not bring them before examining boards for the purpose of inquiring into 
their qualifications. | a eo 

In view of the foregoing, the bill in question is earnestly commended to the 
favorable consideration of the committee. 

Very respectfully, H. A. HERBERT, 

Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 


House of Representatives. 
Mr. PAYNE. Is this a unanimous report of the committee? 


Mr. HALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iunderstand from the gentleman who reports 
it, and who was not present when it was called up the other day, 
that it does not increase these officials nor cause any additional 
expense? 

Mr. HALL. None whatever. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That was the question that was up the other 
day, and I suppose there is no objection to it. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HALL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT. : 

Mr. MORSE (when the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was called). Mr. Speaker, lam directed by the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings to call up the bill (H. R. 10091) to repeal 
sections 2 and 3 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site, and the erection of a public building thereon, at 
Detroit, Mich.,” approved March 2, 1885. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. MORSE. It isa bill, Mr. Speaker, calling for no appro- 
priation of money. 

The SPEAKER. It is not on the House Calendar, and there- 
fore can not be called up on a call of the committees. 

COPYRIGHTS. 

Mr. DRAPER (when the Committee on Patents was called). 
Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on Patents to call 
up the bill (H. R. 10223) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to copyrights. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4963 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended soas to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4963. Every person who shall insert or impress such notice, or words 
of the same purport, in or upon any book, map, chart, dramatic or musical 
composition, print, cut, engraving or photograph, or other article, whether 
such article be subject to copyright or otherwise, for which he has not ob- 
tained a copyright, or shall knowingly issue or sell any article bearing a 
notice of United States copyright which has not been copyrighted in this 
country; or shall import any book, photograph, chromo, or lithograph bear- 
ing such notice of copyright or words of the same purport, which is not copy- 
righted in this country, shall be liable toa penalty of $100, recoverable one- 
half for the person who shall sue for such penalty and one-half to the use of 
the United States; and the importation into the United States of any book, 
chromo, lithograph, or photograph, or any other article bearing such notice 
of copyright. when there is no existing copyright thereon in the United 
States, is prohibited; and the circuit courts of the United States sitting in 
equity are hereby authorized to enjoin the issuing, publishing, or selling of 
any article marked or imported in violation of the United States copyright 
laws, at the suit of any person complaining of such violation.” 

Sec. 2. That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the foregoing pro- 
vision be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall go into effect on the Ist day of July, 1897. 


Mr. DRAPER. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. DRAPER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10223) 
“To amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relating to copyrights,” have had the same under consideration, and report 
it favorably, with the following amendments: 

Strike out section 3, on page 2. 

_ This bill is intended to prevent the fraudulent use of the word “copy- 
right’ in certain cases not Pally covered by the present law. 
he wording of the present section of the statute is retained, with the fol- 
lowing additions: 

_In line 9 of the bill the words “ whether such article be magoet to copy- 
right or otherwise” are inserted. Thisis intended to prevent the use of the 
word “copyright” on articles that are not subject to copyright. 

In line 11 the words “or shall knowingly issue or celt any article bearing 
a notice of United States copyright which has not been copyrighted in this 
country; or shall import an Sea , photograph, chromo, or ae bear- 
ing such notice of copyright, or words of the same purport, which is not 
copyrighted in this country” are inserted. This addition is intended espe- 
cially to prevent the importation of books or other articles on which a fraud- 
ulent notice of copyright is placed; and your committee are informed that 
the extent of this fraudulent practice has been large. 

After the words “ United States,” in line 19, the rest of the paragraph is 
an addition tothe present section. It provides that no book, chromo, litho- 

ph, photograph, or other article bearing notice of copyright, when there 
no existing copyright thereon in the United States, shall be imported. 

Your committee have given an extended hearing, and have communicated 
with representatives of various leagues and other parties interested in copy- 
right legislation (on which there is generally a diversity of opinion),and wer 

ve found a universal sentiment that this bill, which isan act against fraud, 
should become law. 
our committee therefore recommend its passage, with the amendments 


above noted. 

Mr. DRAPER. Mr. Speaker, the re fully explains the bill, 
and I will explain it further if desired. If not, I ask for a vote 
upon the bill and amendments. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. ; 
On motion of Mr. DRAPER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Sundry messages in writing from the 
States were communicated to the 


President of the United 


House of Representatives, by 
Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the 
President had approved and signed bills of the following tit] 

On February 4, 1897: 

An act (H. R. 9619) granting a pension to Mirum C. Pe 

An act (H. R. 6378) for the relief of Eliza J. Holman; 

An act (H. R. 5712) granting increase of pension to John W. 
Hines; 

An act (H. R. 7240) granting a pension to John W. Bruner; 

An act (H. R. 1508) granting a pension to Anna M. Newton, 
widow of Gen. John Newton; 

An act (H. R. 1646) for the relief of Dolly S. Brown; 

An act (H. R. 4547) granting a pension to Silas 8S. White; 

An act (H. R. 4941) to pension Hester A. Bostwick; 

An act (H. R. 6590) granting a pension to William Gr: 

An act (H. R. 6472) granting a pension to Olive M. Lewis; 

An act (H. R. 9593) for the relief of W. H. Wade, late captain 
and acting regimental quartermaster Thirty-first Ohio Volun- 
teers; 

An act (H. R. 939) for the relief of Cogswell & Co.; 

An act (H. R. 6247) to grant a pension to Miss Jennie E, Moore; 
and 

An act (H. R. 4363) to increase the pension of Joseph J. Hud- 
son. 

On February 6, 1897: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 214) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to grant permits to the executive committee on inaugural cere- 
monies for use of reservations or public spaces in the city of Wash- 
ington on the occasion of the inauguration of the President-elect 


on March 4, 1897, ete. 

On February 8, 187: 

An act (H. R. 6750) to authorize the mayor and city council of 
Monroe and the police jury of the parish of Ouachita, La. 


. to con 
struct a traffic bridge across the Ouachita River opposite said 
city; 

An act (H. R. 1256) for the relief of Henry A. Webb; 
An act (H. R. 9499) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Interior to sell certain lands to A. L. Williams, and for other 


purposes; and 

An act (H. R. 8190) to provide an American register for the 
bark Ceres. 

The following bills were presented to the President on January 


| 25, 1897, and not having been returned by him to the House of 

Congress in which they originated within the time prescribed by 
the Constitution of the United States, have become laws without 
his approval: 

An act (H. R. 3075) for the relief of John A. Lynch: and 

An act (H. R. 8038) for the protection of yacht owners and ship- 
builders of the United States. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the bill (S. 617) granting an 


increase of pension to Mary E. Law was taken from tle 
table and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 10067) to amend ‘‘An act to amend section 4400 of 
Title LII of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning 
the regulation of steam vessels, approved August 7, 1882,” and also 
to amend section 4414, Title LII, of the Revised Statutes, * Re 
lation of steam vessels;” 

A bill (H. R. 9734) to provide an American register for the bark 
E. C. Mowatt, of Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

A bill (H. R. 1524) to execute the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the matter of William B. Isaacs & Co. 

PAYMENT OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. ANDERSON (when the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
called). Iam directed by the Committee on Invalid Pensions to 
call up the bill (H. R. 7539) to facilitate the payment of pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That along with the quarterly pension vouchers trans 
mitted by the pension agents to each pensianer belonging to their respective 
agencies each pension agent shall inclose a return penalty envelope, addressed 
to himself, and each pensioner may use such envelope free of postage in fer- 
warding his executed voucher, but for no other purpose; and the retary 


of the Interior shall cause the necessary number of suitable return ponulty 
envelopes to be printed and distributed to the various pension agents 


ru- 


Se 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive c 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referr; 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War. transmitting the repor 
the Inspector-Genera! of the Army of the annualinspection . 

»veral Branches of the National Home for Disabled Volu 
Soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered | 
printed. 


= 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, witha le 
from the Acting Chief of Engineers, report of examination 


survey of harbor of Holland (Block Lake), Mich.—to the Com: 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans: 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of State, 
mitting an estimate of appropriation, forinclusion in the defi 
appropriation bill, of a sum to pay for supplies, ete., furnis 
the crew of a wrecked American vessel in Alaska—to the ( 


| mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
| 


Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report be read. 
The report (bv Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 
r id Pensions, to wh« vas referred the bill (H. R. 
75 nsions, having carefully considered the | 
8: ) | 
f the Government to remoye every possible | 
o - r receiving the true amountawarded, | 
ar 4 \ ) It often occurs that pen 
f& ( any I es are tters | 
m ve I ud : +} 
ned 1 1g the | 
‘ lo i m the | 
I bil pen 18 cost | 
< ) \ ir “ve uld be | 
ref rge ! id the passag 1 | 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, is that bill on the House Calen- 
dar 
The SPEAKER. It is. | 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think the bill is improperly on 
the House Calendar. It gives the franking privilege to pension 
agent {m the point of order that it is not properly on the 
House Calendar 
The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
bill has been placed on the House Calendar, but there is a rule of | 
the House which provides that a point of order may be made as 
to the reference of a bill at any time before consideration; and, 


while the charge upon the Treasury made by the bill is a small 
one, neverthele is a charge, and the question is one not of 
amount, but of principle. 
, REC THE 
Mr. RICHARDSON (when the Committee on Printing was 
called). Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing toreport back the joint resolution(H. Res. 2: 
daily CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to members of the press. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


ss it 


CONGRESSIONAI ORD FOR MEMBERS OF PRESS. 





Resolved by the ate, etc., That the Public Printer be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to supply to each newspaper correspondent whose 
name appears in the Congressional Directory, and who makes application 


therefor, one copy of the daily CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, the same to be sent 
to the office address of each member of the press, or elsewhere in the city of 
Washington, as he may direct 

on 

The report was read, 


Mr. RICHARDSON, 


as follows: 


from the Committee on Printing, submitted the follow- 











ing report: 

The committee, having considered the House joint resolution 237, to furnish 
the daily CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to members of the press, direct me to 
repo! ime with the recommendation that it do pass, with an amendment 
addi ifter the word *‘ therefor,’ in line 6, the words ** for his personal use 


and that of the paper or papers he represents.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. “x. Speaker, this was the law or rather 
the custom until the passage of what is known as the printing bill. 
At that time, in the effcrt to economize, we put in the knife a little 
too deeply and cut off the press gallery. This joint resolution is 
intended simply to restore to the members of the press the privi- 
lege which they had previously enjoyed. 

The amendment recommended in the report was adopted. 

The joint resolution as amended was passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 
ELECTORAL COUNT. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, is the call of committees fin- 
ished? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then, I offer the resolution which I send 
to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That during the count of the electoral vote on Wednesday, Feb- 
yuary 10, one bench in the executive gallery be reserved for the use of the 
‘Vice-President. 

The resolution was adopted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I understood the Chair to say a mo- 
ment ago that the call of the committees had been completed. 

The SPEAKER. The list has been finished. 

Mr. LOUD. Did not the call begin back of the Judiciary Com- 


mittee? 
Mr. DOCKERY. It began with the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


The SPEAKER. The other committees were called on the pre- 
Vious call, and the list was finished on this call. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the adjournment, leave of absence was granted as 
follows: ' 

To Mr. Joy, for two days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Yoakom, for two days, on account of sickness. 

The Honse then (at 4 o'clock and 6 minutes p. m.) adjourned, 


37) to furnish the | . e on . . 
a | year ending December 31, 1896, together with a list of the 








A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, reques 
an appropriation for the construction of an extra story on 
Butler Annex Building—to the Committee on Appropriations 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmiti 
a copy of a communication from the Attorney-General, 
mitting a change in the language of the estimate of appropri 


| for protecting the interests of the United States in suits aife: 
the Pacific railroads—to the Committee on Appropriations 


ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the president of the Anacostia and Potomac R 
road, of the District of Columbia, transmitting the report for 1 


holders of the company—to the Committee on the Distric 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a | 
from the Acting Chief of Engineers, report of examination 
survey of Ludington Harbor, Michigan—to the Committe: 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to the House resolution of June 5, 1896, a statement as 
the changes in employees in the Department—to the Committ 
on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 1 
of proposed legislation in relation to the new mint at Phila 
a the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred { 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. ROYSE, from the Committee on Elections No. 1, submitte: 
the views of the minority in the contested-election case of W. | 
Hopkins vs. Joseph M. Kendall, from the Tenth Congression:! 
district of the State of Kentucky, recommending the adoption of 
House resolution No. 533 as a substitute for resolution reported 
by the committee; which said views (Report No. 2809, part 
and resolution were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which was 
referred House bills Nos. 9732, 9751, amd 10211, reported in | 
thereof a bill (H. R. 10278) to reorganize the judicial distri: 
of Arkansas, and for other purposes, accompanied by a repo! 
(No. 2842); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, t 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9896) to correct 
clerical error found to exist in an act entitled “An act maki 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation 0! 
certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pu'- 
poses,” passed June 3, 1896, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2846); which said bill and repo! 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred tho 
joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 247) directing the Secretary 
of War to submit estimates for work upon Wallabout Chann«’, 
New York, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2847); which said joint resolution and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whic! 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1862) entitled ‘‘An act to 
amend the act creating the circuit court of appeals in regard to 
fees and costs, and for other p ” reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report = 2849); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
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Mr. KNOX, from the Committee on the Territories, to which 
¢nyding of indebtedness in the Territories of the United States, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No, 2850); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 
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referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10271) authorizing the | 


Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which | 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10267) to provide for the 
Jocation and erection of a branch home for disabled volunteer 
eoldiers, rep rted t 

port (No. 2866); 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

| 

il of the House (H. R. 10225) to authorize the Secretary of War 
detail a regiment of artillery, a regiment of infantry, and a 


— Ho oy 


orted the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Agriculture, to 
which was referred the estimates of appropriations for the Bureau 
of Animal Industry, in connection therewith report a bill (H. R. 
10285) providing a scale of fees and method for collecting same for 
Government meat inspection, accompanied by a report (No. 2868); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from Committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 3786) for the relief of Charles Speare. 
No. 2843.) 

The bill (H. R. 10279) for the reliefof Josiah C. Ury. 
in lieu of House Document No. 52. (Report No. 2844.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 10229) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna B. 
Lewis. (Report No. 2851.) 

The bill (H. R. 5248) for the relief of James O. Hill. 


Ne , 2852 
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(Report 


Reported 


(Report 


: which said bill and report were referred to the Committee | 


he same without amendment, accompanied by | 
which said bill and report were referred to | 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 


“ment of cavalry to take part in the Wilson Creek reunion, re- | 


By Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The | 


bill (1. RK. 9543) granting a pension to Roswell Harris, Company 
C, Tenth Kansas Infantry. (Report No. 2853.) 


3y Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: | 


The bill (H. R. 3330) to pension Samuel Akins, 
2854. 

The bill (H. R. 9577) granting a pension to George W. Barnes. 
(Report No. 2855.) 

_By Mr, KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: 

The bill (S. 2674) granting a pension to Levi R. Long. 
No. 2856.) 

The bill (H. R. 2407) granting a pension to Jesse L. Bartoo. 
(Report No. 2857.) 

The bill (H. R. 3586) granting a pension to Sarah R. Burrell. 
(Report No, 2858.) 

The bill (H. R. 4530) granting a pension to BarneySmith. (Re- 
port No, 2859.) 

By Mr, LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


The bill (H. R. 8303) to increase the pension of Lorenzo Thomas. 
(Report No. 2860.) 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 8923) granting a pension to Annie Fowler. (Re- 
port No, 2861.) 

The bill (H. R. 9215) granting a pension to Martha Jennie Freer. 
(Report No. 2862.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 9685) granting a pension to Abraham Park. 
(Report No. 2863.) 


By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill st R. 9478) granting a pension to Mary I. Valentine. 
0. 2864.) 


(Report No. 


(Report 


(Report 

_By Mr. WOOD, from tle Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 8726) to restore to the pension roll Lycurgus Q. Park- 
hurst. (Report No. 2865.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: The 
re R. 7604) for the relief of I. Winslow Ayers. (Report. No. 


By Mr. RAY, from the Committee on the Judiciary: The bill 
(8. 687) entitled ‘‘An act to apply the unexpended balance of the 





amount heretofore appropriated f he : f of the captain, « - 
ers, officers, and crew of the late United States private { 
brig G ral Armstrong, their heirs, executors, administ1 sy 
agents, or assigns.” (Report No. 2848 
PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS 

T tie ° a a ry } } , 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, 1 utions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introd ‘ \ l I 1 3 


follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R 0) to1 
rapid transit street railroad crossi1 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 1 





proved March 2, 1867, and tions 4756 and 4 

Statutes of the United States,so as to confer the 

| upon clerks to pay officers of the Navy t Conumitie 1 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 10282) to authorize the Pres 
of the United States to appoint and confer th wmnik first 
tenant of marines upon the leader of the Un S Marino 
Band—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 10286) legalizing the const 
tion of a certain bridge across the Arkansas River oppos 
town of Blackburn and the Osage h in Reservation—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MAHANY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 252) author y 
the Secretary of War to deliver to the mayor of Buffalo tent i 


loan, for the convenience of the Grand Army of the Rem 
its annual encampment, to be held this year at that citvy—to th 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A joint resolution (H. Res. 253) propos- 
ing to open the Library of Congress to the use of the 7 
and temporary residents of the District of C 
mittee on the Library. 


lumbia 





By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A joint resolution (H. Res. 
254) providing for estimate of cost of certain improvements of 
Portsmouth Harbor, New Hampshire—to the Committee on Rivers 


and Harbors. 

3vy Mr. SIMPKINS: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Massachusetts, in favor of an arbitration treaty with Great 
Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A memorial of the legi 
ture of the State of Massachusetts, relative to a treaty of arbitra- 
tion between the United States and Great Britain—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

3y Mr. HEATWOLE: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Minnesota, in favor of House bill No. 4339, to establish a national 
military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Massachusetts, in favor of a treaty of arbitration between the 
United States and Great Britain—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A memorial of the legislature of the Sta 
of South Dakota, urging the establishment of a permanent mili- 
tary reservation at Fort Meade, S. Dak.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of South Dakota, favoring 
the passage of a free-homestead law—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A memorial of the legislature of the 
of Massachusetts, relative to a treaty of arbitration between th 
United States and Great Britain 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A memorial of the Massachusetts leg- 
islature, relative to an arbitration treaty with Great Britain—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


31a- 
hel 


+ 
ta 


state 


-to the Committee on Foreign 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 10283) granting a pension to 
Ann E: Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10284) increasing the pension of John F, 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of C. N. Sutherland, C. H. Clark, and 
20 other citizens of Clare, Mich., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 10090, abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARRETT: Resolutions of the Boston Stationers’ Asso- 
ciation, in favor of the establishment of a dry dock at the Charles 
town Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of the Colored Republican Club 
of Chicago, Ill., urging the reduction of representation in Con- 
gress from certain Southern States on account of the disfran- 
chisement of voters by the State constitutions, not in conformity 
with the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of employees in the customsservice | 


in Philadelphia, Pa., praying for an appropriation of $25,246, to 
reimburse them for the reduction of their salaries—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, 
favoring liberal appropriations for Delaware River improve- 
ments—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Also, petition of F.M. Boram & Bro., of Philadelphia, favoring | 


the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Gold, Silver, and Metal Beaters of the United 
States, in the matter of duty on gold, silver, aluminium, and com- 
position leaf or Dutch metal—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BOWERS: Petition of 68 citizens of the State of Califor- 
nia, to be allowed use of their lands in parks and reservations, now 
prevented from having any use of same by United States troops— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of F. H. Griggs and 24 other 
citizens of Davenport, Iowa, in favor of the bill to prohibit ticket 
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| the passage of a Sunday-rest law; fourth, urging legislati 


scalping—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. | 


By Mr. CURTIS of New York: Petition of A. D. Heath and 41 
others, praying for the passage of House bill No. 10090, abolishing 
ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of Young People’s Christian En- 
deavor Society of the Presbyterian Church, of Deersville, Ohio, in 
favor of House blli No. 7083, prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 


liquors in the Capitol building—to the Committee on Public Build- | 


ings and Grounds. 

3y Mr. EDDY: Petition of Stevens Bros.. of Marshall, Minn., 
recommending the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

3y Mr. FAIRCHILD: Sundry petitions of citizens of Yonkers, 
White Plains, Mount Vernon, and Scarsdale, N. Y., and Plainfield, 
N. J., recommending the passage of House bill No. 10090, to abol- 
ish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of South Dakota, representing 1,500 members, favor- 
ing the passage of House bill No. 7441, prohibiting the transmission 
of gambling matter by telegraph—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
South Dakota, urging the passage of the bill to raise the age of 
consent—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
South Dakota, urging the passage of the bill to prohibit the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
South Dakota, favoring the passage of the Phillips bill (H. R. 6119)— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, in 
favor of the passage of the McMillan bill (S. 2485)—to the Com- 
mitee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Remonstrance of L. M. Harvey and 70 
other citizens of Pomeroy, Ohio, against the passage of House bill 
No. 4566, relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of E. D. Robinson and other citizens of Meigs 
County, Ohio, in favor of a service pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAGER: Sundry petitions of W. F. Stipe, of Stanton, 
Iowa; D. W. Butts, of Little Sioux, Iowa, and S. W. Young. of 
Henderson, Iowa, favoring the passage of House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of F. E. Babcock, of Remington, Ind., 
favoring the passage of the Loud bill (H. R. 4566)—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

3y Mr. HENDERSON: Sundry papers from Rev. T. S. Bailey, 
of Cedar Rapids, lowa; Myron Wood, of Youngstown, Ohio; 
R. M. Barber, of Albany, N. Y., and W. H. Baxter, of Minneapo- 
lis, Minn., urging consideration of the bill to increase the pensions 
of those having lost an arm or a leg—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Worcester, Mass.; also of the Methodist Episcopal and Presbyte- 
rian churches of Dows, Iowa, praying for the passage of the House 
bill to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the Dis- 


| Christian Temperance Union of Plantsville, Conn., favoring t 
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trict of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on ; 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Methodist Episcopal and py 
byterian churches of Dows, Iowa, urging legislation for the sy». 
pression of the sale of liquors in Government buildings—to th, 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

Also, petition of the Worcester (Mass. ) Woman’s Christian T 
perance Union and resolution adopted by the members of 
Methodist Episcopal and Presbyterian churches of Dows, |. 
urging the passage of the bill for the prevention of interstate » 
bling (H. R. 7441)—to the Committee on Interstate and Fo) 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Uni: 
Worcester, Mass., and resolution adopted by the members o} 
Methodist Episcopal and Presbyterian churches of Dows, | 
urging legislation to restore the former law of the District of 
Columbia on Sunday traffic—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Woman’s Christian Temper 
ance Union of Iowa, urging legislation, first, to raise the ave o 
consent in the District of Columbia to 18 years; second, urging 
the passage of the antigambling bill (H. R. 7441); third, urging 
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prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Government building 
and fifth, urging the passage of the Vilas bill, to prevent the trans- 
portation of obscene matter from State to State—to the Committ 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the Wo: 
passage of House bill No. 3203, known as the 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Resolution of the San Francisco Labo 


Union, urging the passage of the Southwick bill, for the proper 


Broderick bill—to 


| identification of prison-made goods—to the Committee on Lal) 


Also, resolutions adopted at a mass meeting of citizens of San 
Francisco, Cal., asking for the passage of House bills Nos 
and 6399, relating to the rights of American seamen—to the ( 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Sundry petitions of citizens of the State of 
New York, viz: M. L. Funch and 10 others, of Malone; George J, 
Wolf and 10 others, of Getzville; William J. Moore and 11 others, 
of Geneva; A. Stowell and 10 others, of Fancher; John bE. Haw- 
kins and 20 others. of Newport; H. L. Beecher and 22 other: 
Canandaigua; J. W. Andrews and 9 others, of Buffalo; D. C. 
Moore and 12 others, of Dunkirk; E. H. Potter and 18 others, of 
Fredonia; W. H. Taylor and 10 others, of Canandaigua; Richard 
Campbell and 5 others, of Halfway; J. E. Hammond and 9) others, 
of Oaks Corners; P. M. Schwartz and 10 others, of Charlo F.J. 
Doyle and 13 others, of Corfu; C. E. Truax and 12 others, of Am- 
sterdam; William B. Sanders and 6 others, of Stafford; S. Fi 
and 16 others, of Newark; J. W. Wires and 6 others, of Tribeshull; 
Daniel H. Woodbeck and others, of Glenville; E. H. Adams and9 
others, of Poland; W. B. Sutton and 6 others, of Chappaqua; Jolin 
J. Nethaway and others, of McKeever; O. Hays and others, of 
Echota, Niagara Falls; W. E. Camp and 6 others, of Amenia; 
P. M. Waite and 15 others, of Oswegatchie; George Davis and |2 
others, of Dover Plains: J. D. Owen and others, of Pembroke; E. M. 
Bailey and others, of Miller Corners; J. D. Shultz and 6 others. of 
Holley; R.W. Wright and 13 others, of Dunkirk; W.F. Otes and 
6 others, of Lake Clear; Eugene Eiesert and 21 others, of New 
York City; J.J. Allen and 20 others, of Memphis; R. C. Shumaker 
and 13 others, of Chapinville; George Rundell and 10 others. of 
Peach Ridge; P. H. Corey and 13 others, of Green Island; Richard 
England and 10 others, of New York City; Peter Dobbs and others, 
of Hartsdale; Thomas McCall and others, of Yonkers; Alber 
Weeks and5 others, of Mount Vernon; Joel Parsens and 16 others, 
of New York City; E. H. Burnett and 18 others, of New York ‘ 
Henry C. Smith and 12 others, of New York City; Henry C. Fos- 
ter and 16 others, of Yonkers; also of J. A. Buck and others, of 
North Warren, Pa.; E. R. Andrews and others, of Garland, Pa.; 
also of Charles Smith and 21 others, of White Plain, N.J.; Alfred 
M. Byrnes and 8 others, of Riverdale, N.J., favoring the passage 
of House bill No. 10090, known as the *‘antiscalping bill”—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of members of Washington Camp, 
No. 29, Patriotic Sons of America, of Merchantville, N. J., urg:ng 
the passage of the Cameron Cuban resolution —to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. . 

By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of E. A. Hellmann and others, 0! 
Marion, Tex., also of J. J. Griffin & Son of Kingsbury, Tex., 
favoring the passage of the Sherman bill to abolish ticket broker- 
age—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of the First Baptist 
Church; also of the Third Baptist Church; also of the North Bap- 
tist Church; also of the Emmanuel Baptist Church; also of the 
Wiley Methodist Episcopal Church; also of the Trinity Methodist 
Episcopal Church; also of the First Presbyterian Church, all of the 
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city of Camden, N. J., urging the passage of the bill prohibiting 
interstate gambling through any agency—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. * ; 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of H. F. Pfeifer, of 
Avoca, Minn., for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, relat- 
ing to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MURRAY: Memorials of Thomas W. Poinsette and 
others, Daniel E. Hymes and others, James Sinklee and others, 
and J. J. Pringle and others, allof Charleston County, 8. C.; also 
of L. C. Chamberlin and others, of Union County, 8. C.; George E. 
Herriot and others, of Georgetown County, 8. C., and R. H. 
Richardson and others, of Sumter County, S. C., praying the re- 
jection of what purports to be the electoral vote of South Caro- 
lina, and for a restoration of a republican form of government in 
South Carolina—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Twenty-five petitions and resolutions by 
various posts of the Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 9209, known as the service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POOLE: Memorials of citizens of Syracuse, N. Y., 
favoring the passage of the Sherman bill, to abolish ticket broker- 
age—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

“By Mr. POWERS: Petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the First Baptist Church, of Chester, Vt., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 7083, forbidding the sale 
of intoxicating drinks in the national Capitol—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petitions of George E. Dunham and others, 
of Utica, N. Y., and T. F. Hanrahan and others, of Oneida, N. Y., 
favuring the passage of the Sherman bill, to abolish ticket bro- 
kerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petitions of W. H. Althoff, of Port Clin- 
ton, Ohio, and George Gosline, of Oak Harbor, Ohio, favoring the 
Loud bill (H. R. 4566), amending the laws relating to second-class 
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska (by request): Resolutions of the 
Omaha Board of Trade; also of the Commercial Club, of Omaha, 
Nebr.; also communications from representatives of the Brother- 
hoodof Locomotive Engineers, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 
mex, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, and Order of Railway Telegraphers, recommending the 
passage of House bill No. 10090, to abolish ticket brokerage—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Young People’s Society of Home and For- 
eign Missions of Plymouth Congregational Church, Lincoln, Nebr., 
favoring House bill No. 3203, known as the Broderick bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Young People’s Society of Home and For- 
eign Missions of the Plymouth Congregational Church, of Lincoln, 
Nebr., urging the passage of House bill No. 7441, known as the 
antigambling bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of A. J. Hunter and 42 other citizens of 
Paris, Il., for an increase of pension to Ira Bacon, late of Com- 
pany A, Fifty-second Indiana Volunteers, to accompany House 
bill No. 6235—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Resolutions of Sedgwick Post, No. 42,Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, in favor of 
the bill granting per diem service pension to all soldiers who 
served during the war and have an honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 10, 1897. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miispury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. IrBy, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

CREDENTIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the credentials of GEORGE C. 
PERKINS, chosen by the legislature of California a Senator from 


and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. IRBY presented the credentials of Joseph H. Earle, chosen 
by the legislature of South Carolina a Senator from that State for 
the term beginning March 4, 1897; which were read, and ordered 
to be filed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 9842) relating to the adulteration of foods and 
drugs in the District of Columbia; 
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A bill (H. R. 9976) to punish the impersonation of inspectors of 
the health and other departments in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H.R. 9821) authorizing the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to charge a fee for the issuance of transcripts from 
the records of the health department; 

A bill (H. R. 10038) to regulate the sale of poisons in the District 
of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 10131) to compel street railway companies in the 
District of Columbia to remove abandoned tracks, and for other 
purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 10122) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to prohibit 
the interment of bodies in Graceland Cemetery in the District of 
Columbia,” passed August 3, 1894. 

The bill (H. R. 10108) regulating fraternal beneficiary societies, 
orders, or associations in the District of Columbia was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. he bill will lie on the table. 

RACHEL PATTON—VETO MESSAGE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives upon the bill (H. R. 1185) granting a 
pension to Rachel Patton, which had been reconsidered by the 
House and passed, the objections of the President of the United 
States to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the bill be referred with the 
veto message to the Committee on Pensions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message of the President will 
first be read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, certainly. 

The Secretary read the President's message. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I now move that the bill and message be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DISTRICT MARKET REGULATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 148) 
for the relief of farmers and truckmen in the city of Washington, 
D. C. 

The amendments were, on page 1, line 12, to strike out ‘the 
clerk of the said market” and insert ‘‘a clerk who may be desig- 
nated by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia;” and on 
page 2, line 19, after ‘‘ Washington,” to insert: 

Provided, That nothing in this resolution shall be 


I ask that the bill lie on the table for the 


construed as ext 


nding 


the boundaries of the grounds occupied by the Washington Market Company 
beyond the limits defined in the charter of said company or as affecting the 
issues in any pending litigation in the courts of the District of Columbia: And 
provided further, That no charge, license fee, or assessment of any kind fon 
occupany of a space on a market day and the evening previous thereto shall 
be levied upon any farmer or producer of vegetables or provisions bringing 


the same to market, except 10 cents fora single team and l5 cents fora double 
team; nor shall any fine or fee be assessed or punishment imposed upon any 
farmer or producer for selling at any time within the District during market 
hours any article of provision or vegetables grown or produced by him and 
sound and fit for use. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments made by the House of Representatives to the joint 
resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the report of the commit- 
tee of conference and requesting a further conference upon the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1832) to define the rights 
of purchasers under mortgages authorized by an act of Congress 
approved April 20, 1871, concerning the Atlantic and Pacific Rail- 
road Company. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the request of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for a further conference be granted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees at the further conference on the part of the 
Senate; and Mr. HILL, Mr. PLatt, and Mr. CLARK were appointed, 

SYSTEM OF BIMETALLISM. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I give notice that on Monday next I shall 


| ask the unanimous consent of the Senate, at the conclusion of the 
that State for the term beginning March 4, 1897; which were read, | 


routine morning business, to read a few remarks on bimetallism, 
in support of the resolution introduced by me the other day. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J, 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the President of the 
United States having returned to the House of Representatives, 
in which it originated, the bill (H. R. 1139) granting a pension to 
Caroline D. Mowatt, with his objections thereto, the House pro- 
ceeded in pursuance of the Constitution to reconsider the same, and 


Resolved, That the said bill pass, two-thirds of the House of Representa- 
tives agreeing to pass the same. 
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The message also ann unced that the House had passed the bill 





(S. 1296) to commission passed assistant surgeons in the United 
States Navy, and to provide for their examination preliminary to 
their promotion to the grade of surgeon. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the amending of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9845) to enable 
cel ms in the State of Mississippi to procure title to pub- | 
lic | l 

ie message also announced that the House had passed the fol- | 
lowing bill and joint resolutions; in which it requested the con- 
curl if of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 10223) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to copyrights; 


ution (H. Res. 23 
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\ joint resol 7) to furnish the daily CONGREs- 
)members of the press, etc.; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 249) for the appointment of a mem- 
ber of Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 1524) to execute the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the matter of William B. Isaacs & Co.; 

A bill (H. R. 9734) to provide an American register for the bark 
E. C. Mowatt, of Philadelphia, Pa.; and 


A bill (H. R. 10067) to amend ‘“‘An act to amend section 4400 of | 


Title LU, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning | Tazewell, all in the State of Tennessee, praying for the pas 


the regulation of steam vessels, approved August 7, 1882,” and 
alsoto amend section 4414, Title LI, of the Revised Statutes, ‘‘ Regu- 
lation of steam vessels.” 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Farmers’ 
Institute of Lee Park, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the establishment of seed-controlling stations, 
and also that all seeds offered for sale throughout the United 
States in interstate-commerce trade shall be equal to the standard 
adopted by the Department of Agriculture; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


Mr. LODGE presented resolutions of the legislature of Massa-- 


chusetts, relative to the treaty of arbitration between the United 
States and Great Britain; which were read, and ordered to lie on 
the table, as follows: 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. In the year 1897, Resolutions relative to 
a treaty of arbitration between the United States and Great Britain. 
Resolved, That the senate and house of representatives of the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, in general court assembled, desire to express their 
deep satisfaction at the prospect of a treaty which shall establish a tribunal 
of international arbitration between this country and Great Britain, and 


oin in the acclamation of joy and hope with which the enlightened men of 
both hemispheres receive this deliberate declaration of two of the foremost 
nations of the world that the principles of justice and the common methods 
of reasonable discussion shall henceforth supplant as far as possible in their 
relations the inhumanities of war. It is upon the common people that the 
unspeakable sufferings of war have always fallen, and it is the irresistible 
sentiment of the people in these two great countries of —— government 
that accomplishes this great advance toward a lasting and honorable peace 
amony all nations. . 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions, properly attested, be trans- 
mitted ‘oxy the secretary of the Commonwealth to each of our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress. 

In the house of representatives, ey < January 28, 1897. 

In senate, adopted, in concurrence, February 2, 1897. 

A true copy. 

Attest: WM. M. OLIN, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Boston (Mass. ) Station- 
ers’ Association, praying that an appropriation be made for the 
construction of a dry dock in Boston Harbor; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

He also presented petitions of members of St. Mark’s Church, of 
Brookline; of members of the Congregational Church, of New Bed- 
ford; of six masters of Milton Academy, of Milton, and of the 
Life Underwriters’ Association of Western Massachusetts, all in 
the State of Massachusetts, praying for the ratification of the 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Lodge, Ancient Order 
of United Workmen, of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment 
of legislation regulating fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and 
associations; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLS presented the petition of W. D. Ward, manager of 
the Citizen-Democrat, of Calvert, Tex., praying for the passage 
of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PERKINS. I present a joint resolution of the legislature 
of California, relative to the fruit industry. The resolution has 
already been printed, and I ask that a copy be placed on the desk 
f each Senator and that it be referred to the Committee on 

ance, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr, SHERMAN presented a petition of the representatives of 
the Religious Society of Friends of Pennsylvania, New Jersey. 
and Delaware, praying for the ratification of the pending arbity,. 
ess treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on ; 
table. 

He also presented the petition of George E. Reed, publishe 
the Observer, of Prairie Depot, Ohio, and the petition of 
Davis, editor of the Hamler Independent, of Ohio, praying 





| the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-c1 


mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on P 
Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. CHILTON presented the petition of W. D. Ward, manaz 
of the Citizen-Democrat, of Calvert, Tex., praying for the 
sage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Comm 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorials of W. O. Bass, W. A. N 
som, W. J. Johnson,and other citizens of Yoakum; and of | 


| clay Martin, J. H. Tucker, J. M. Adams, and other citize: 
| Coleman, all in the State of Texas, remonstrating agains 


passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Ofti 


| and Post-Roads. 


Mr. BATE presented the petitions of W. B. Reed, publisher of 


| the East Tennesseean, of Kingston; of Cora M. Wade, publisher 


of the Milan Exchange, of Milan, and of Benjamin Hayn 


of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail mat 
— were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and P 

Oadas. 

He also presented the memorials of Joseph P. Steele and 
dry other citizens of Clarksville; of W. W. Barksdale, propr 
of the Daily Leaf-Chronicle, of Clarksville; of W. L. Johns» 
Clarksville; of Richard H. Hill, jr., and 62 other citizens of (| 
tanooga, and of J. E. Auldridge and 23 other citizens of Ch 
nooga, all in the State of Tennessee, remonstrating against tlio 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class l 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Ofii 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the memorial of W. L. Mason 
Co., manufacturers, of Keene, N. H., remonstrating against the 





enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of railroad tickets ly 
unauthorized persons; which was referred to the Committee on 


Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Societ 
Christian Endeavor of the First Congregational Church, of Merri- 
mac, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Sarah P. Osborne, of Tilton 
N. H., and petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Uni 
of the Epworth League, of the Young People’s Society of Christian 
Endeavor, and of the lodge of Good Templars, of Tilton, N 


re 


praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age of c1- 
sent to 18 yearsin the District of Columbia and the Territorics; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Colum) a 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Lodge, Ancient Ord 
of United Workmen, of Massachusetts, praying for the enact: 
of legislation regulating fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, an 
associations; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of sundry citizens of May-- 
ville, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting t 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which w 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of William H. Taylor, publisher 
of the Times, of Roseville, Iil., and the petition of J. W. Clinton 
publisher of the Ogle County Press, of Polo, Il., praying for t 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relat: 
to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Commiti«v 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of the Congregational Church and sundry 
citizens of New Bedford, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capito! 
building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of members of the North Congre- 
gational Church, of New Bedford, Mass., and a petition of mem- 
bers of the Trinitarian Church, of Concord, Mass., praying for tie 
ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. Be 

Mr. CLARK presented the memorial of R. B. Wheat and 25 
other citizens of Greenriver, Wyo., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 


act t - 
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Newark, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
frauds upon travelers by restricting the sale of railroad tickets to 
t] regularly authorized ticket agents of the various transporta- 
sion lines of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Interstate Commerce. : ; 

, also presented a petition of the Fortnightly ( lub of Haddon- 
J, N. J., praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration 
seanty with Great Britain: which was ordered to lie on the table. 
~ He also presented a memorial of John T. Blake and 47 other 


Mr. GEAR presented a petition of the representatives of the 
Religious Society of Friends of Pennsyivania, New Jersey, and 
Delaware, praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration 
treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of R. McNeill, publisher of 
the Owen County Democrat, of Spencer, Ind., praying for the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the representatives of the Reli- 
gious Society of Friends of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Dela- 


ware, praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty | 


with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented petitions of members of the First 
Baptist Church, of the Young People’s Society of Christian En- 
deavor, and of members of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Hope Valley, R. I., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building and 
grounds, and also for the appointment of an intpartial nonpartisan 


comission to collate information and to consider and recommend | 


ens of Cape May, N. J., remonstrating against the passage of | 


+1 so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
: ‘e also presented a petition of members of the First Presbyte- 
rian Church, of Camden; of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Clarksboro; of the Friends First Day School, of Mickle- 
ton, of members of the Methodist Episcopal Sunday School of 
Clarksboro; of the Epworth League of the Clarksboro Methodist 
Epise ypal Church; of members of the German Church, of Cla rks- 
boro. and of the Presbyterian churches of Swedesboro and Billings- | 
port, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capi- 
tol building; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


| 





legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, agriculture, | 


and capital; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition-of members of the First Baptist 
Church, of the Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor, 
and of members of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Hope Val- 
ley. R. I., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 


transmission of gambling matter by telegraph, telephone, or other- | 


wise; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- | 


merce. 

He also presented a petition of members of the First Baptist 
Church, of the Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor, 
and of members of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Hope Val- 
ley, R. L., praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age 
of consent to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Terri- 


tories; which was referred to the Committee on the District of | 


Columbia. 

_Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of North Dakota, praying for the ratifi- 
cation of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of Drayton, N. Dak., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protect the first day of the week as a day of rest in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GRAY presented a petition of Milford Grange, No. 6, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Milford, Del., praying Congress to recog- 
— the independence of Cuba; which was ordered to lie on the 
adie, 

Mr. TILLMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate bill 3590. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink we had better go on with the morning 
yusiness, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from South Carolina that he will be recognized to make the motion 
after the completion of the morning business. Reports of stand- 
ing and select committees are next in order. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Fryg on 
the 3d instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
roerred to os Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 





Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. CAMERON on the 2th 
ultimo, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 
agreed to. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was r d the 
amendment submitted by Mr. Vest on the Sth n l 
to be proposed to the general deficiency apm priation 1, re- 
ported favorably thereon, and moved it | ’ 


Committee on Appropriations and printed; which w d to. 
Mr. BACON, from the Committee on Claims, to w 
ferred the amendment submitted by himse!l 


intended to be proposed to tl defici 


. -<] 
tue eneral 


| bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 1 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which w 
agreed to. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Claims, to wh 5 


referred the bill (S. 3300) for the relief of th tate of Alfred ' 
Green, late of Carroll Parish, La., r , 





i rt d t] follow) res l- 
tion: 
Resolved, That the bill (S. 3300) for th f of th of A \V 
Green, late of Carroll Parish, La., together th all \ 
be, and the same is hereby, referred to the ( ler 


sions of 





“to p lle fort 


ved March 3, 1887 


Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Cl 


the act of Congress 


Government,” appr 


ringing ol sults aga 


aims, to whom was 





referred the bill (S. 3463) for the relief of the estate J. W. 
Tucker, late of Lafourche Parish, La., reported the f wing 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 3465) entitled ‘A bill for the relief of the estate 
of J. W. Tucker, late of Lafourche Parish, La.,”’ now pend in the Se e, 
together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the ne is hereby, re- 
ferred tothe Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an a n- 
titled ‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits nst the Government of 
the United States,’ approved March 3, 1837 And the said court shall pro- 
ceed with the same in accorcance with the provisions h act L report 


to the Senate in accowdance therewlth. 


Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom wa 


3 
referred the bill (S. 3621) for the relief of William Jobnson, ad- 
ministrator of Thomas I. Johnson, deceased, of Fayette County, 
Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims underthe act of March 


3, 1883, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (S. 3624) for the relief of Anna Hunt, administratrix of 
George F. Hunt, late of Jefferson County, Miss., as found dune by 
the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883, reported it 


without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2317) to increase the pension of Levi T. E. 
Johnson, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8898) to increase the pension of Elizabeth 
Wellons, reported it without amendment. and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2448) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Mrs. A. Shirley, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1972) to provide for the carrying out of the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of John Campbell, reported it with: 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1095) granting a pension to Annie M. 
Ermer, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1475) for the relief of Basil Moreland, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1221) to make 
oleomargarine and all other imitation dairy products subject to 
the laws of the State or Territory into which they are transported, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3533) to amend an act to permit the use 
of the right of way through public lands for tramroads, canals, 
and reservoirs, and for other purposes, reported it without amend- 
ment. 


ut 


FORFEITED RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. McBRIDE. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9493) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for 
the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 
purposes,” approved September 29, 1890, and the several acts 
amendatory thereof, to report it without amendment. I ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill. 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend sec- 
tion 3 of the act of September 29, 1890, and the several acts amend- 
atory thereof, so as to extend the time within which persons enti- 
tled to purchase lands forfeited by the act shall be permitted to 
purchase the same in the quantities and —— the terms provided 
in the third section and the amendments thereto at any time prior 
to January 1, 1899. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Oregon what land the bill refers to? 

Mr. McBRIDE. The bill affects particularly the lands within 
the grant of the Northern Pacific Railroad forfeited by the act of 
September 29, 1890. It merely extends the time within which the 
lands may be purchased for two years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM M. DALZELL. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Iam directed by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1498) directing the Secretary of War to grant an honorable dis- 
charge to William M. Dalzell, to report it without amendment, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the bill be considered at this 
time. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
It proposes to amend the | 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
records of the War Department in the case of William M. Dalzell, 
late fifth corporal in Company B, Second Regiment Iowa Infantry, 


so as to give him an honorable discharge dating to the end of the | — 
oe oer ° 5 ‘ | State has absolute control. 
| otherwise, and therefore we are bound to ask Congress to vi 


war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 199) admit- 
ting free of duty needlework and similar articles imported by the 
New York Association of Sewing Schools for exhibition purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

PROPOSED RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION, 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the bill (H. R. 7864) to amend the 
immigration laws of the United States be printed as recently 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, on the report of the con- 
ference committee. 

The motion was agreed to, 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 10223) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, relating to copyrights, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. _ 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 237) to furnish the daily Con- 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 249) for the appointment of a mem- 


Volunteer Soldiers was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Asa part of the morning business, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution of the Senator from 
Nebraska |[Mr. ALLEN], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution instructing the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads to inquire and report to the Senate whether the 
executive department has, by existing law, authority to foreclose 
the Government mortgage or lien on the Union Pacific and Kan- 
sas Pacific railroads. 

Mr. THURSTON. 
prejudice at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


so ordered. 


I ask that this matter may go over without 
In the absence of objection, it will be 


INTERSTATE REGULATIONS CONCERNING LIQUOR. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3590) to limit the effect of the regula- 
tion of commerce between the several States and with foreign 
countries in certain cases. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Interstate Commerce with amendments. 

Mr. PLATT, I wish there might be some explanation made of 
this bill. I do not think the Senate knows what it is. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will give an explanation of it. Any Sena- 
tor who has read the bill will understand what its purpose is. It 
simply intends to give to each State and Territory the right to 
control the liquor traffic within its own borders in its own way 
without interference from the Federal judiciary or any outside 
source. 


The recent decision of the Supreme Court in the South Carolina 
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ehacted the dispensary law. 
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| insert ‘‘ or other;” 
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dispensary cases has annulled, in the opinion of one of the jn4 ‘ag 
who delivered the dissenting opinion, the Wilson Act passed her. jn 
1890 to give relief to the States of Iowa and Kansas on this . ry 
matter, after the original-package decision of that court had ; en 
it from them. I will read a brief extract from the dissen+;,, 


ne 


opinion of Mr. Justice Brown in the case of Scott vs. Donald. iy 
South Carolina, decided about two weeks ago. He says: 


If a State can not prohibit her own citizens from importing liquors 
as buying them at home, the “ Wilson bill” is set at naught, and ; > 
hibitory laws of the several States rendered inoperative ina vital part 
The fact that these liquors were imported for complainant’s own use : “ 
sumption, instead of for sale, raises no question under the Federal « ame 
tion. Both are under the ban of the statute. * 


I send the Wilson Act to the desk to be read, so that thos 
who choose may follow the amendments which I offer to { 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as rev 
The Secretary read as follows: 


An act to limit the effect of the regulations of commerce between th il 
States and with foreign countries in certain cases. 

Be it enacted, etc., That all fermented, distilled, or other intoxica 
uors or liquids transported into any State or Territory or remaining 
for use, consumption, sale, or storage therein, shall upon arriva| 
State or Territory be subject to the operation and effect of the law 
State or Territory enacted in the exercise of its police powers, to t 
extent and in the same manner as though such liquids or liquors | 
produced in such State or Territory, and shall not be exempt ther 
reason of being introduced therein in original packages or otherwi 

Approved, August 8, 1890. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Any reasonable construction of that language, 
to anyone who is not a hair-splitting lawyer, those words, © for 
use, consumption, sale, or storage therein,” must mean thiat the 


But the Supreme Court has declared 


additional legislation, amplifying and clarifying this languag 
as to make it undoubted, and let that court and the courts below 


it leave each State free to exercise its rights to police, manave, and 
control liquor as it desires todo. That is all this bill proposes 
| to do. 

The first amendment or change in the language of the Dill is 
where it says ‘‘upon arrival within the limits.” The words 
‘*within the limits” have been inserted by me because a jilye in 

| our State has already enjoined the police force of the State from 
seizing liquor, on the ground that liquor does not arrive within 
the State until it has been delivered out of the hand of the public 
carrier. In other words, the public carrier, the medium of inter- 
state commerce, is left free to bring as much liquor into the State 


as he chooses, and we can not seize it until he has delivered it to 
some consignee. I have put in the words ‘ within the limit 
as to clarify the meaning of the word “ arrival.” 

The other amendments are intended to cover special decisions 
which have been rendered by the Federal judiciary in our Siate, 
because we have been in litigation on this question ever since we 
If any gentleman desires any expla- 
nation as to each amendment, I will cheerfully give it. | ply 
try to amplify the law and make it cover the entire ground 


is 
| shown to be necessary in the recent opinions of the Supreme Court 
ber of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled | 


and of the courts below. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Comuitice 
on Interstate Commerce will be stated. 

The SecrRETARY. In line 4, after the word “ Territory,” strike 
out *‘ or” and insert ‘‘and;” in line 12, after the word * original,” 
in line 13, before the word ‘‘ States,” strike out 
‘“‘such” and insert ‘‘ the,” and after the word “States. t 
” in line 14, before the word ‘‘contro!.” stmke 
out the word ‘‘absolute;” in line 16, after the word ** imported.” 


insert ‘‘ and without regard to the manner of sale provide! |yy the 


mse! 


State or Territory;” and in line 19, after the word ‘ laws,” insert 
‘‘or liquors or liquids in transit through a State or Territory; 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all fermented, distilled, or other intoxicat 1: 
uors or liquids transported intoany State or Territory and remaining ' n 
for use, consumption, sale, or storage therein shall upon arrival w the 


limits of said State or Territory be subject to the operation and etfe 

laws of such State or Territory enacted for the control and policing ©. the 
liquor traffic, absolutely, to the same extent and in the same manner % 
though such liquors or liquids had been produced in such State or Te! y 
and shall not be exempt therefrom by reason of being introduced th I 
original or other packages for private use or otherwise, and the Sia 
Territories shall have control of such liquors or liquids within their 
by whomsoever produced and for whatever use imported and without 
tothe manner of sale provided by the State or Territory: Provide: 
nothing herein contained shall be construed as affecting the internal re\ 
laws, or liquors or liquids in transit through a State or Territory 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendments 
will be considered as agreed to. . 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Sout! 
Carolina, for information, whether he proposes to stop liquors '2 
transit on the border of each State? i aii 

Mr. TILLMAN. FromoneState to another through our State: 

Mr. SEWELL. Yes; do you expect tostop the internal-reven? 
States with revenue business? 

Mr. TILLMAN, No, sir; we do not pro 
ment at the bottom provides expressly that t 


sme ee 


se it. The amend- 
is bill does not affect 
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the internal-revenue laws of the United States, nor does it affect 
liquor in transit from a State outside of ours to another State 
outside of ours, but going through. 

Mr. SEWELL. Is there anything in the bill to prevent the 
seizure of liquor just as soon as it crosses the line in a train? Is 
it not intended to stop it there and seize it? 

Mr. TILLMAN, It is intended to seize any liquors shipped to 
a point within a State and designated on the package as being 
for that State. 

Mr. SEWELL. How are you going to find out in a railway 
train of 10,000 packages whether there is any liquor that is to stop 
in the State, except 

Mr. TILLMAN. Wecan not get in the railroad car 

Mr. SEWELL. Except by stopping the interstate commerce of 
the country to pick out a few barrels of liquor that may be in one 








car? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Wecan not get into a railroad car under the 
dispensary law without a search warrant. 

Mr. SEWELL. But I take it for granted that you will get a 
search warrant. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Wecan get a search warrant if we have rea- 
son to believe that liquor is in a car for delivery within the State. 

Mr.SEWELL. Ido not like to object to the consideration of the 
Dill, but if the proposed act stops the interstate commerce of the 
country from crossing the border of any State and subjects it to 


investigation and seizure and the delay of everybody else’s goods, | 


I shall object to the bill. 
Mr. MILLS. The bill is up for consideration, I will say to the 
Senator from New Jersey. 


vote. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, this bill, like the law the Senator | 


from South Carolina had read at the desk, is a step backward in 
the policy adopted by our Government when the Constitution 
was framed. As is known to every Senator who has thought on 
the subject, the main feature that originated the Government of 
the United States was to prevent each separate State from inter- 
fering with interstate commerce. Every State prior to 1789 en- 
joyed and exercised the right to prohibit and restrict and tax and 
do just what it pleased with the commerce of every other State 
entering its territories or passing through its boundaries. The 
object of the Constitution, and the object of those who called the 
convention to frame the Constitution, was to remove that very 
impediment to the movement of interstate commerce. A conven- 
tion was called at Annapolis for the purpose of making all com- 
merce moving through the territory of the United States free 
from restrictions and interruptions by State authorities. 

The act that my friend referred to a while ago is the first step 
in the direction of going back to the Continental days, and now 
we are invited to take the second step, to go back to that same 
policy, and a great many are voting for it because it is liquor. 

he consumption of liquor is unpopular, and a great many people 
think it is a great evil. Undoubtedly its excessive use is a great 
evil; but when you once establish the precedent, why can it not 
be applied to woolen goods, and cotton goods, and iron, and steel, 
and anything else within the province of the State to impose its 
tax upon or to make its restrictions upon? I think it is a very 
—— step, and, as far as I am concerned, I shall vote against 
the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I am compelled by my deliberate 
convictions on this subject to vote against the bill as it is now 
before the Senate. I voted against the Wilson bill, but this meas- 
ure is far beyond the Wilson bill and goes a step in advance of 
any legislation that has ever been had or proposed in this country 
in restriction of the right of Congress to regulate commerce 
among the States. 

I the attention of Senators to the eleventh and twelfth lines 
of the first section of the bill, the effect of which is to prohibit 
any traveler, any citizen, and any resident in the State of South 
Carolina from purchasing and bringing into that State any liquor 
of any sort not manufactured in the State. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me for a moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I can not go into the details of the dispensary 
law here, but I will say for your benefit and for the benefit of 
others that the dispensary law expressly provides that liquors can 
be carried into the State by anyone as personal baggage. What 
we are after is the importation of whisky for sale. The recent 
opinion of the court that persons have a right to import for per- 
sonal use simply lays a conduit or underground railway, or rather 
an open railway aboveboard, by which people can bring it in 
eae that it is for private use, when they intend to sell it. 

. T. Ido not propose to go into the question as to how 
the law could be abused or how far the dispensary law in South 
Carolina may be evaded. I take the bill uponitsface. It has this 
provision, commencing at the middle of line 8: ‘‘ Enacted for the 





It has been taken up by a majority | 





control and policing of the liquor traffic absolutely, to the same 
extent and in the same manner as though such liquors or liquids 
had been produced ir such State or Territory, and shall not be 
exempt therefrom by reason of being introduced therein in original 
or other packages for private use or otherwise.” Now,no language 
can be broader than that, and I take it that the act of Congress, 
no matter what might be the provision of the domestic statute of 
South Carolina, prevails. This absolutely prohibits any man from 
carrying into that State, whether he be a resident, citizen, or 


| traveler, these liquors or liquids in original package or otherwise, 





and as I take it 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Isit not the law now that you may not send in 
original packages liquor into a State which forbids its importation? 

Mr. VEST. No; I do not understand that to be the law. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What was the decision in Iowa in the case of 
Leisy vs. Hardin and in the case of Bowman vs. The Chicago Rail- 
way? Ihave the opinions here. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will find me any decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States which says that I can not 
take into any State or import info any State of which I am a citi- 


| zen liquor or liquids from a foreign State in original packages or 


| otherwise, I shall be obliged to him. 





I know how far the Su- 
preme Court has gone in this direction—a great deal further than 


I think it ought to have gone against the Constitution. That 
court decided in the case of Mugler vs. The State of Kansas—and 


that is the very limit of its decision as to restrictive legislation 
that the State of Kansas had the right to prohibit a citizen of 
Kansas from taking the fruit which he had raised in his own 
orchard, peaches or apples, carrying it into his own cellar and 
distilling it, and then using that liquor himself, not offering it 
for sale or giving it away to anyone. I believe that that was 
prohibition run mad. I believe now, with great respect to the 
Supreme Court officially, that that law was in violation of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator what 


—— of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States the decision wh 


ich he has described vio- 


| lates? 


Mr. VEST. I think it violates the great constitutional principle 
that there are reserved personal rights in the shape of personal 
liberty that no State and no government caninvade. I havea 
right to control my own body, providing I do not interfere with 
the police laws of the State, aad provided I do not propose to give 
or to sell to any other human being what I produce for my own 
use. 

Mr. HOAR. May Iask the Senator this question: Suppose that 
to be true, and that the Constitution of the United States, and not 
the State constitution, has protected the right of which he speaks, 
how does this proposed law affect it in the least? 

Mr. VEST. Iam not talking about this proposed law, but Iam 
talking about the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States as to that Kansas statute, and I simply state as a matter of 
legal history that the Supreme Court has gone to the very verge 
of invading, and I believe it did invade, the personal liberty of 
the citizen in making that decision. This proposed law also does 
it. The Supreme Court of the United States has never declared 
that any State has the right todo it. Ido not believe that any 
State has the right to doit, and I believe—although it is a very 
bold thing for anybody so say now—that the Supreme Court of 
the United States will so decide, and decide that no State has the 
right to say that its citizens shall not purchase foreign liquors. 
The effect of this proposed statute is to confine every citizen and 
resident of the State of South Carolina to liquors manufactured 
in that State. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If it is the will of three-fourths of the people 
of South Carolina that that shall be the law for their own internal 
government, I want to know whose business it is? 

Mr. VEST. It is the business of the people of the whole coun- 
try when the products of one State which are not illegal shall be 
declared to be so by another State. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then the rule of the majority, of local self- 
government, is a farce? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, Mr. President, that is a mere platitude, and 
amounts to nothing. I am talking in regard to the principles of 
the Constitution, as I understand them, that the products of one 
State which are not noxious and which do not come within the 
police power of the State 

Mr. TILLMAN. Do you deny that this comes within the police 
power? 

Mr. VEST. The State of South Carolina, as the Supreme Court 
of the United States said in passing upon this very subject, recog- 
nizes these liquors as legitimate products, because they make 
them themselves. The dispensary law gives South Carolina the 
monopoly of selling liquor to its citizens, and this bill is intended 
to maintain that monopoly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I cculem that openly. 
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Mr. VEST. Very good. 
‘by my vote indorse. ; 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from South Carolina whether the bill which he has introduced, 
and which is now before the Senate for consideration, is not iden- 
tical with the bill that was passed in August, 1890, known as the 
Wilson bill? 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
goes a little further. 

Mr. GRAY. Does not the real difference commence at line 13, | 
‘on the first page of the pending bill? After having almost quoted | 
the language of the Wilson bill—it seems to me substantially the | 
same—the only difference, then, is that after providing that all 
liquors that come into a State, after they have arrived and re- 
main there, shall be subject to the police power of the State— 
which I think is right and ought to be—this bill undertakes to 
provide: 


That is a principle which I shall not 


Except that this clarifies the language and 
I guag 


The States and Territories shall have absolute control of such liquors or 
liquids within their borders, by whomsoever produced and for whatever use 
im} ried 





What is the meaning of the words ‘‘ absolute control” as there 
used? Isit that the State shall forfeit the property in those liquors 
brought into the State and remaining there, which, under the 
‘Wilson law, are made subject to the police power? 

Does this bill pretend to go further and by Congressional legis- 
lation transfer the property in these liquors to the State of Dela- 
ware or South Carolina? I want to understand the scope of the 
bill. There are some things in it of which I am very much in 
favor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will take pleasure in explaining the whole 
matter when we get more time. The hour has now arrived for 
the Senate to proceed to the House of Representatives. 


THE ELECTORAL COUNT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of ten minutes to 1 o’clock 
having arrived, the Sergeant-at-Arms will proceed to execute the 
order of the Senate relative to the joint session of the Senate and | 
the House of Representatives for the purpose of opening and count- 
ing the votes of the electors for President and Vice-President of | 
the United States. 

The Senate, preceded by the Vice-President, the Secretary, and 
the Sergeant-at-Arms, thereupon proceeded to the Hall of the 
House of Representatives, for the purpose of participating in the | 
count of the electoral votes for President and Vice-President of 
the United States. 

The Senate returned to its Chamber at 1 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p. m., and the Vice-President resumed the chair. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, one of the tellers appointed on behalf of 
the Senate in pursuance of the concurrent resolution of the two 
Houses to ascertain the result of the election for President and 
Vice-President of the United States, said: 

Mr. President, the two Houses of Congress have met in joint 
convention to ascertain and count the electoral vote for the offices 
of President and Vice-President of the United States, in pursu- 
ance of the concurrent resolution. Thereupon the certificates of 
the electors of the various States of their votes for those officers 
were opened by the President of the Senate and delivered to the 
tellers; and on being examined it appeared that the votes of the 
several States had been cast in accordance with the list as here- 
inafter stated. From those votes it appeared that the whole num- 
ber oi electors appointed to vote for President and Vice-President 
of the United States for the term of office beginning on the 4th 
day of March, 1897, was 447, of which a majority was 224. 

tg state of the votefor President of the United States appeared 
to be: 

For William McKinley, of the State of Ohio, 271. 

For William J. Bryan, of the State of Nebraska, 176. 

The state of the vote for Vice-President of the United States ap- 
peared to be: 

For Garrett A. Hobart, of the State of New Jersey, 271. 

For Arthur Sewall, of the State of Maine, 149. 

For Thomas E. Watson, of the State of Georgia, 27. 

Which result having been ascertained and counted by the tel- 
lers, was delivered by them to the President of the Senate; where- 
upon the President of the Senate announced the state of the vote 
to be that Willian McKinley, of the State of Ohio, had received 
271 electoral votes, and that William J. Bryan, of the State of 
Nebraska, had received 176 electoral votes, for the office of Presi- 
dent of the United States; and that Garrett A. Hobart, of the 
State of New Jersey, had received 271 electoral votes, that Arthur 
Sewall, of the State of Maine, had received 149 electoral votes, 
and that Thomas E. Watson, of the State of Georgia, had received 
so votes, for the office of Vice-President of the United 

tes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report of the tellers on the state 
of the vote for President and Vice-President of the United States 
will be entered in the Journal, 


Number of electoral votes | 


The state of the vote for President of the United States 


livered to the President of the Senate, is as follows: 


The whole number of the electors appointed to vote for Prosi. 
dent of the United States is 447, of which a majority is 
William McKinley, of the State of Ohio, has received for P, 


dent of the United States 271 votes. 


William J. Bryan, of the State of Nebraska, has received | 


President of the United States 176 votes. 


The whole number of the electors appointed to vote for | 
President of the United States is 447, of which a majority i 
Garrett A. Hobart, of the State of New Jersey, has receive: 
| votes. 
Arthur Sewall, of the State of Maine, has received 149 vot: 
Thomas E. Watson, of the State of Georgia, has receiy, 


votes. 


This announcement of the state of the vote by the Presid: 
the Senate is, by law, a sufficient declaration that William \ 
Kinley, of the State of Ohio, is elected President of the U» 
States; and that Garrett A. Hobart, of the State of New J 
is elected Vice-President of the United States, each for the ¢ 


beginning March 4, 1897, 


The report of the tellers of the state of the vote for Pre 
and Vice-President of the United States will be entered i 


Journal. 


The report of the tellers as entered on the Journal is «s { 


lows: 


The undersigned, JosErH C. 8S. BLACKBURN and HENRY CAnor 
tellers on the part of the Senate, and CHARLES H. GROSVENOR and . 
D. RICHARDSON, tellers on the part of the House of Representatives 
the following as the result of the ascertainment and counting of the e|: 
vote for President and Vice-President of the United States for the ter 


ginning March 4, 1897: 











Dn | 
re For President. | 
g ns eee 
é es |g i¢ 
g -_ 
= = d | oa 
2 & of 6 i 
3 State. 4s “ me 
et — . .- 
$2 gs | 84 | 23 
ex S Se, OF 
oO = 3 
E | EF 1S 

oD x hatin aig kh oe 

Se 0 ee 

9 CI nth ancaductinenensll 

OF ID a isin ones cachin eens * 

By Re eee 

8 DORA OMO .. occ00 ccscss coacecceuss 

1 0 En conbstuneinenencwmbiltia 

13 ON ci deta a nctk cians Saaiaial 

th SN as audi i deeuniin estat taiteacd arenes 

24 Ii cisdeindh ic Raaltans Gradiibviractiecaite 

15 | Indiana.............-..-----..-- 

2a 0 OID insaihceientectecceensiinpeante Sicha aco 

Be oP csccieces priperencth Mhapinwatintelactasonss 

et SEE odékscandjaundit@edade 

D ) Be icin Wantessacédents 

BF FD teint btiamaardaamantio’ 

eS eI secures cnsttoaiiiodinnt éuithonneioanpineel 

15 | Massachusetts ................. 

ll reer 

© FR tbintes kodedee dcawennae 

DE IEE oan cacdci cane aniieiins Readies cnn 

Ee 0 dbckk ctiesnhicnccets nadine nena 

SF PD windvd ntndne ab adee 

1S. 5 SEIN icin nthetnatettnniin andaheaip tection 

I aie ee 

4 | New Hampshire --.............- 

10 NT I cetincitin nismswrmsitttiileeie 

OD f FRO essed cueerretsaepaee 

Oe he er, eee 

$8, 3 ee 


2 Se eee ee ee 
Oregon . .......- 
Pennsylvania . 
Rhode Island - - 


South Dakota. 
Tennessee... 


LL. ree 
Nites h oa atniaind ahieeitnmeds 
Washington -...... 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 


~ er 
QP dO Mm Cl ULL Oe 
o 
é 


of 





& 
~ 





FEBRUARY 10, 


‘jv re 


For Vice-Pri 


» of | 
' 


orgia 


| Arthur Sewall 
Maine. 


| 
| 






















eo 








JO. C. §. BLACKBURN, 
H. C. LODGE, 
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An act (S. 895) for the relief of Christopher Ellis; 

An act (S. 2129) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Nolan; and 

An act (S. 2931) granting an increase 
Stevens. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT thereupon announced the state of the 
yote, as follows: ‘ - 
The state of the vote for President of the United States, as deliv- 
ered to the President of the Senate, is as follows: 
The whole number of the electors appointed to vote for President 
of the United States is 447, of which a majority is 224. 
“William McKinley, of the State of Ohio, has received for Presi- 
dent of the United States 271 votes; and 
William J. Bryan, of the State of Nebraska, has received 176 


of pension to Silas M. 


BILL BECOME A LAW, 


The message further announced that the bill (S. 646) granting 
a pension to Francis Brown, having been presented to the Presi- 
dent on January 28, 1897, and not having been returned by him to 
the House of Congress in which it originated within the time 
| prescribed by the Constitution of the United States, has become 
a law without his approval. 


The state of the vote for Vice-President of the United States, as 
delivered to the President of the Senate, is as follows: 
The whole number of the electors appointed to vote for Vice- 
President of the United States is 447, of which a majority is 224. 
Garrett A. Hobart, of the State of New Jersey, has received 271 
Tes: 
¥g Arthur Sewall, of the State of Maine, has received 149 votes; and 
Thomas C. Watson, of the State of Georgia, has received 27 votes. 
This announcement of the state of the vote by the President of 
the Senate is, by law, a sufficient declaration that William McKin- 
ley, of the State of Ohio, is elected President of the United States, 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 3247) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved 
| February 20, 1889. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the pending bill was brought 
before the Senate some three weeks or more ago, at the request 


ST of 


and that Garrett A. Hobart, of the State of New Jersey, is elected 

Vice-President of the United States, each for the term beginning 

March 4, 1897, and will be entered, together with a list of the votes, 

on the Journals of the Senate and House of Representatives. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the regular order is the unfinished busi- 
ness. which will be laid before the Senate; and I then desire to 
make a motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which is 
the bill (S. 8247) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved February 
20, 1889. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President 
Mr. HOAR. I thought I had the floor. 
Senator from Alabama, of course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Alabama upon the Nicaragua Canal bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to address myself to that proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from ate allow me to give 
a notice? At the conclusion of his remarks, I shall move to take 
up House bill 8110, being the House bankruptcy bill. 

MRS. DAISEY JOHNSON, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate reported yesterday a 
resolution proposing to pay out of the appropriation for miscel- 
laneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate to Mrs. Daisey 
Johnson, widow of the late Thomas R. Johnson, deceased, a 
laborer and acting watchman under the Architect of the Capitol, 
the sum of $360. The committee recommended the passage of 
the resolution, and it was adopted. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted for the purpose of recom- 
nitting it to the Committee on Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate. There was an error in the facts that makes it necessary that 
it should go back to the committee. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the resolution be recom- 
mitted to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


- PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 8th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8. 1083) for the relief of George H. Plant, of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 

An act (S. 1675) to prevent the carrying of obscene literature 
and articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one 
State or Territory into another State or Territory; 

An act (8. 1722) to approve and ratify the construction of a 
bridge across the Sulphur River, in the State of Arkansas, by the 
Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company; 

An act (8. 3303) to authorize the construction by the Kansas 
City, Shreve: and Gulf Railroad Company of a bridge across 
the Sabine between the States of Louisiana and Texas; and 

An act (S. 3401) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
the city of Lexington, Mo.,” approved July 26, 1894. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
— had on the 9th instant approved and signed the following 


An act (S. 666) to amend section 4829 of the United States Re- 
vised Sta’ concerning surgeons, assistant surgeons, and other 
oo Officers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 





I will give way to the 








some of the leading members of this body, believing that we would 
be able after a fair discussion of it to get a vote directly wpon the 
bill. The bill was antagonized from the moment when, at the 
Clerk's desk, the title was read, and upon a yea-and-nay vote it 
was taken up. On the first effort to get it up a quorum was not 
present, and on the second effort it was taken up soon after the 
reassembling of the Senate by a strong vote of this body. Noth 
ing has indicated to my mind from that time to this that there 
was not astrong majority of the Senate in favor of the bill. After 
various offerings, repeated by myself and by other Senators on 
frequent occasions, the bill has been denied a period for voting by 


the objections interposed by the gentlemen who oppose it. 1 do 
not deny their right to make such objections and to consume the 
time of the Senate if they desire to do so in obstr ictin © the pas- 


sage of the bill, notwithstanding 1 feel quite assured that a very 
great majority of the American people earnestly and anxiously 
desire the passage of the Nicaragua Canal bill. 

I believe in leisure in legislation. I believe it is the conserva- 
tive feature of our institutions, which has heretofore led toa great 
deal of good and hereafter perhaps will do no harm. I have 
always congratulated myself that in the Senate of the United 


| States there was no previous question, because this body, organ- 


ized in a conservative way under the Constitution, has a duty of 
resisting doubtful legislation, which sometimes produces the delay 
which is necessary for a serious and thorough consideration of 
any great proposition. 

Now, no greater proposition than this, as it concerns the mate- 
rial welfare and the political power of the United States, was ever 
brought to the consideration of the Senate of the United States, 
or perhaps ever will be, unless it involves a question of peace and 
war. All who have spoken upon this bill have indicated that they 
desire a communication between .the Atlantic and the Pacific 
Ocean. Noman has ventured on the floor of the Senate now or 
heretofore, in either House, so far as I have heard, to raise the 


| objection that it was impolitic, or unwise, or improper in an) 


sense that we should have this great waterway communication 
between the waters of the Atlantic and the Pacific Ocean through 
Nicaragua. 

The explorations which have attended this subject, now cover- 
ing a period of more than two centuries at intervals. and con- 
ducted by many governments, most of them abroad, acgoss the 
Atlantic Ocean, the explorations conducted by our own Govern- 
ment, paid for by the Government, and the maps recorded in the 
archives of the Government, have demonstrated that amongst all 
the routes across the Isthmus of Darien which have been sug- 
gested, proposed, or considered possible for a waterway, Nica- 
raguahas very decidedly the preference. It is the final conclusion 
of the most enlightened engineers of the world that this is the 
only available waterway across the Isthmus. 

It has been demoystrated also by the testimony of all the en- 
gineers who have surveyed this route, commencing with Genera! 
Childs, when he was employed by Mr. Vanderbilt to make the 
yioneer surveys, that it is entirely practicable, and it has been 
demonstrated that a certain sum of money will build it. I claim 
that sum of money to beeven less than $80,000,000. Upon a prop- 
osition as to the cost of a canal of the magnitude of this one, and 
going through a country of the peculiar characteristics of Nica- 
ragua, there is necessarily a wide divergence of opinion even among 
better informed men than is the ordinary Senator upon the sub- 
ject of engineering. But making allowance for all of that diver- 
gence of opinion, the maximum cost of the canal will not exceed 
$150,000,000. The evidence is that it will scarcely exceed the half 
of that sum. 

The Government of the United States is, therefore, easily in 
reach of the means for the completion of the canal, and it has 
occurred to me, Mr. President, very often and in a very vivid way, 
I will say, that itis the duty of the men of the present generation te 
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avail themselves of this fortuitous advantage which they have in 
respect of credit, capital, and forces of every sort to construct this 
great waterway. I look upon the postponement of it as a derelic- 
tion of duty on the part of the representatives of the United States 
Government in Congress and on the part of the Executive of the 
United States to the extent that he has any control of such matters. 

But other Senators differ with me, and they want more time. 
They want a longer period for reflection. They do not claim to 
desire to break down the canal, but they do seem to desire to post- 

one its construction until some indefinite time when they have 
Cacduian better satisfied as to what its cost will be and as to the 
nature and extent of the difficulties of an engineering sort that 
we are to encounter in its construction. 1 did not enter upon this 
proposition with any view at any time that the canal could be 
constructed very rapidly or very suddenly. I have always sup- 
posed naturally that there would be resistance to the promotion 
of the canal in the direction I have already indicated, not for the 
purpose of destroying it entirely, but for the purpose of delaying 
it until the Congress of the United States might become absolutely 
satisfied as to its practicability and as to its cost. 

We hesitate to take the first step in this matter because we do 
not know when we will take the last one, or what the last step is 
going to cost. But, Mr. President, in that connection it is well 
worthy of consideration that until the first step is taken the last 
one never can be possible, and I must say that I think there is a 
want of confidence in our own convictions and an apprehension 
of responsibility that causes unreasonable delay in undertaking 
this great enterprise. Yet delays are dangerous, because embar- 
rassments increase with every delay that invites the interference 
of other governments. 

The Government of the United States, however, has connected 
itself with this subject in a way that is irrevocable. When I say 
irrevocable, I mean irrevocable with due respect for the honor of 
this nation. The first movement to get the concessions upon 
which this bill is based was stimulated—in fact, it was initiated— 
by the Executive of this Government through the Navy Depart- 
ment. The officers of the Government of the United States were 
sent out as such to make the survey and report, which was neces- 
sary as a preliminary part of the construction of the canal. The 
survey to which I refer now immediately was the third one that 
had been made. Onehad been made through the private enterprise 
of Mr. Vanderbilt by GeneralChilds. Anotheronehad beenmade— 
by the authority and direction of the Government of the United 
States—by Commodore Lull, an officer of the Navy, accompanied by 
acorps of engineers, whosurveyed not merely the Nicaragua route, 
but also the Panama route. In this survey Mr. Menocal was 
really the chief. The third survey was still more complete and 
perfect, based upon the knowledge which had been acquired in the 
two that had preceded it, and it was made by the Government of 
the United States for the _— se of ascertaining and informing 
our citizens as to the practicability of this route, its cost, and the 
difficulties of every kind and character that might attend it. 

That third survey was mentioned in a message of the President 
of the United States; the name of the engineer was given by Mr. 
Cleveland in his first message to Congress, and having gone by 
the instruction of the Government, and having made his report, 
against which no objection was stated, and none was supposed 
to be possible, citizens of the United States, thus encouraged, 
stepped forward for the purpose of obtaining concessions from 
the Government of Nicaragua for the building of the canal. The 
circumstances, Mr. President, were extremely promising that 
they, in taking this step, would have every facility afforded to 
them that the Government of the United States could give, and 
that at all events and under all circumstances and conditions 
they would have the care and the protection of this Government. 

Nicaragua andthe United States, as governments, were delighted 
with the opportunity afforded of building this canal based upon 
the report of A. G. Menocal, the Government surveyor, who 
mapped it and measured it, calculated its cost and all the diffi- 
culties surrounding it, and filed his maps and full report in the 
archives of the Government of the United States. A number of 
very worthy citizens of this country stepped forward, under this 
approval and encouragement of the Government of the United 
States, to obtain this concession from Nicaragua, and their atti- 
tude, Mr. President, was all the more striking, all the more pecul- 
iar because of the fact that the President of the United States 
had reversed the policy of his predecessor as to the authority under 
which this work should progress and the circumstances and con- 
ditions under which it should be conducted. The previous Ad- 
ministration and other Administrations antecedent to that had 
desired that this work should be conducted under a treaty to be 
concluded between Nicaragua and the United States. A treaty 
was negotiated, called the Frelinghuysen-Zavala treaty. Under 
that treaty we acquired what I have often in this debate denomi- 
nated as almost sovereign power over a belt of country 12 miles 


wide, reaching from the Atlantic to the Pacific, through which 
this canal was to run. 
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We had agreed in that treaty to 
the privileges that we were to acquire under it. 
of the United States, Mr. Cleveland, in his first term, imme, 
upon his accession to office, found this treaty pending in t}, 


ay Nicaragua 


ate, and withdrew it from the Senate, expressing his disa))).; a 
tion of the treaty upon the ground, first, that it was an entayvlin> 
alliance, and next, that it was a possible interference wit!) 42 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty. Having reversed the whole policy f tis 
previous Administration in respect of the powers under which 
and the manner in which this canal should be built, that A:)pip. 
istration set about to encourage private citizens to put their 
money in the enterprise, and there was no set of menin the | nited 


States who ever entered upon an ente 
better assurances of the protection an 
the United States in all of their rights. 


rise of a public sort with 
faithful guardians)iy o¢ 


The men who centere, 


— this project were men of large ability financially, a1: a 
of the highest character. There was not an individual connected 
with it who had not some valuable public reputation, not perhaps 
official reputation, but reputation for integrity and public spirit 
among the people of the United States, which is better than ay 
official reputation, because it has been won without respect tthe 
advantages of party affiliation and entirely upon personal tierit 


These excellent gentlemen obtained that concession from Nica- 


ragua. They paid for it in gold, $150,000, and they had cine yy- 
der obligation to make the survey within acertain time, complete 
it, and file the charts with Nicaragua, subject toher approval. 4 
further obligation into which they entered was to commen: thg 


work within a certain time; a further obligation was that 
should complete the canal within a certain time. As to thess 
last two conditions I have mentioned, the time had been enlarged 
by the consent of Nicaragua, as these gentlemen contend, and no 
cause of forfeiture has ever arisen in favor of the Government of 
Nicaragua against that canal. Some efforts at forfeiture haye 
been made by the Government of Nicaragua and abandon—not 
only abandoned, Mr. President, but abandoned in pursuance of 
diplomatic intercourse or exchange of notes between the Giovern- 
ment of the United States and the Government of Nicaragua, and 
upon our demand. 

So these men entered upon this field of enterprise with the most 
positive assurances that the United States would abide by and 
perform in their favor all of the duties of this great Government 
to citizens of the United States who had been thus encouraged to 
spend their money and bestow their time and labor upon this im- 
mense public enterprise. 


they 


Following the line of the concession, and in obedience to one of 
its express requirements, this company came to the United States 
and sought here a corporate charter under which it would have 


the powers necessary to construct this canal. The concession 
expressly provided for such an arrangement, and went further 
‘and located the seat of office of this an of construction in 
the city of New York, and they named it in the charter the Mari- 
time Canal Company of Nicaragua. Thereupon they asked a 
charter from Congress in pursuance of this concession, Nicaragua 
being one of the petitioners, and Congress, exercising its power 
justly and within the limits of its authority, and with the sanc- 
tion of Nicaragua, granted the charter, and put into it a number 
of restrictions, one relating to the amount of the capita! stock, 
and another relating to the amount of bonds and the conditions 
under which the bonds might be issued. 

The company accepted the charter as it was granted by Con- 
gress, organized under it, and Nicaragua, as a Government—not 
merely as astockholder in that corporation, but as a Government— 
acting under the concession and in pursuance of a reservation ol & 
right of that sort in the concession, appointed her minister to the 
United States a director in the Maritime Canal Company and 
participated in its organization. This director, Mr. Present, 
represented the sovereign State of Nicaragua, and Nicaragua has 
continued to keep a director all the time in office in the Maritime 
Canal Company, he having been required by the by-laws of the 
company to vw: an oath of office, which he took, and was sworn 
into office regularly as one of the directors of that company. 

After progress had been made and $2,000,000 or more had been 
spent in the actual construction of this canal, after the surveys 
had been accepted by the Government of Nicaragua, then « (ues 
tion arose between Nicaragua and Costa Rica as to whether \ica- 
ragua had the right to grant this concession without intrencl ng 
upon the rights and border line of the State of Costa Rica. Nica- 

a knew of this difficulty when that concession was made; she 
did not disclose it; she made no mention of it; and this company 
found themselves in a situation where they were compelled to get 
a concession from the Government of Costa Rica or else abandon 
their plan entirely and give up the canal, for Costa Rica and 
Nicaragua divided the right of navigation of the San Juan River 
between them, and that river was the point across which the dam 
had to be constructed at Ochoa for the purpose of backing the 
water up and making slack-water navigation into Lake Manag\ia 

When this was discovered, Nicaragua was consulted about it, 
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and she objected to this company getting any concession from 
Costa Rica. Those two Republics had ill blood between them, 
and have yet. The company had to set about in such way as they 
could, with the assistance and advice of this Government, to get 
the Government of Nicaragua to consent to a concession from 
Costa Rica in the same terms with the concession that had been 
made by Nicaragua to this company. In the effort to negotiate 
with Costa Rica this company was beset by Nicaragua’s objec- 
Hons to Costa Rica having anything to do with it, and thereupon 
the conclusion was reached, very naturally and unavoidably, in- 
deed, that Nicaragua had determined to avail herself of the quar- 
rel between that State and Costa Rica to prevent the consummation 
of these concessions and to take all the money that had been paid 
ani all the survevs that had been made, so as to appropriate them 
to herself wilhoué recompense to these men. The Government of 
the United States intervened and the question of the boundary 
hetween Nicaraeus ond Costa Rica was submitted to the Presi- 
dent of tho United ; as arbitrator, and he decided in favor of 

Rica—tl he had tho joint right of navigation of the San 


( » Alca—tua } 
Juan River, and that her boundaries lay upon the line that she 
iad ted and claimed. Thereupon it became entirely obvi- 


ous, beyond all question, that Costa Rica must be consulted and a 
concession must be obtained from her. The concession was so ob- 
tained, and these two concessions are the basis upon which this 
pill is founded. 

After this award by the President of the United States, and after 
this concession by the Government of Costa Rica, Nicaragua still 
protested and objected, and this company had to explain to Nica- 
ragua that she had not asserted the supremacy of the sovereignty 
of Costa Rica over that line, although our own President had so 
decided in an arbitration; but that they had merely taken a quit- 
claim title from Costa Rica. That was not satisfactory to Nica- 
ragua, and when her director appointed to this company came 
here to take his seat on the board in New York the director from 
Costa Rica was there also, and objection was made on the part of 
Nicaragua to the director from Costa Rica taking his They 
were both ministers of their respective Governments accredited to 
this Government. That difficulty, however, was composed be- 
tween these delegates in the presence of that company, and record 
of it was made, which I have read here in the course of this debate. 
The minister from Costa Rica and the minister from Nicaragua, 
representing their respective Governments as directors on that 
board, took the oath of office in the presence of each other, and 
we-—I say “‘we;” [ mean the people and the Government of the 
United States, including Mr. Blaine—supposed that all these diffi- 
culties had away and that there would be no longer any 
interference on this technical question of supposed national pride 
between the Goverrments of Nicaragua and Costa Rica. 

It will be seen that this company has had embarrassments that 
it was not entitled to have, and has been interrupted and ob- 
structed by Nicaragua in a way that ought not to have been done, 
in an unjust way. But by continual solicitation and constant 
exertions it has overcome these difficulties and finally united 
these two States in the board of directors, acting with directors 
appointed under the laws of the United States. Now we have 
a situation. Here are the laws of the United States on the 
one hand, made by the actual consent of Costa Rica and Nica- 
ri The laws of three Republics united in harmony in estab- 
lishing the samerights. There are laws upon the statute books of 
both of those Republics recognizing the validity of this act of 
Congress and all the powers which are conferred under it. Here 
is the frequent intervention of the Government of the United 
States through its ministers, as late as Mr. Gresham, to reconcile 
and com the troubles and difficulties which arose between 
these different States in respect of the validity of those conces- 
sions, of the fact that this company had fully complied with all of 
its ag under it, and so on. 

Mr. ident, grouping all of these facts together—I have not 
stated them all by many—but grouping these facts together, they 
constitute a situation between the Government of the United 
States and the Governments of Nicaragua and Costa Rica which 
is as explicit, as serious, as solemn, and as obligatory upon those 
two States as if every word that had been uttered by them, every 
law enacted by them, and all these historical facts to which I 
have referred, which are recorded in the books of legislation here 
in this Congress, had been embodied in a treaty, and set forth, 
signed, and sealed, and ratifications exchanged between these 
different Governments. This is a situation from which we can 
not be driven, nor can we surrender it without dishonor. 

While this has been going on Great Britain, if she has an interest 
under the Clayton-Bulwer treaty which is in the slightest degree 
adverse to anything that has been done in the Congress of the 
United States, by Maritime Canal Company, by Nicaragua, 
or by Costa Rica or Nicaragua, has had full opportunity to pro- 
test. Nothing has been kept in concealment; no light has been 
hid under a bushel; everything has been open and patent, and the 
Government of Great Britain has made no obstruction and no 
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objection of any kind whatever in respect of any part of this 
transaction. Upon that ground alone she would be estopped from 
now interposing to break up a relation that has been thus created 
between Nicaragua and Costa Rica and the United States. That 
is a plain fact that I think no one will undertake to deny. 

But beyond that, as is explained in the report of the Senate 
committee made to the present session of Congress, it is demon- 
strated—I will say demonstrated to the satisfaction of our State 
Department, and I have authority for saying that—it is demon- 
strated that we have, lying at the basis of this concession, con- 
tinuing and attending it all the way through, a treaty with Nica- 
ragua which justifies every step that we have taken and every 
step we propose to take, every provision that is in the bill which 
is now before the Senate, So the rights of this Maritime Canal 
Company and of the United States, its creator, its friend, an 
protector, as it ought to be, are based not merely upon the doc- 
trine of estoppel, operating against Great Britain, but they are 
based also upon positive treaty guaranties between Nicaragua and 
the United States. 

I will remark, as I pass along, that British subjects might have 
acquired the same rights by concession and under a treaty which 
Nicaragua made with Great Britain ten years before she made 
her treaty withus. They would have had precisely the same rights 
that our citizens have under the treaty with Nicaragua made in 
1868—I believe that is the date of it. 

Here, then, we have an assemblage of authorities based upon 
concessions, based upon the doctrine of estoppel as applied be- 
tween governments, and based upon our actual treaty obligations 
and engagements with Nicaragua and Costa Rica, on which this 
action of the Senate of the United States is now predicated. 

After this brief statement, I must say that there has been in- 
tervention for the purpose of preventing the execution of this 
contract, not by the British Government in name, but by British 
subjects. They are doubtless emissaries, and they have been oper- 
ating all the time, and are operating to-day, to prevent us from 
the consummation of this great duty we owe to our own people. 
When we are in the executive sessions of this body I shall feel 

rfectly at liberty to make these statements upon authority that 

think no Senator will question. Ican not make themin the open 
Senate, Ican not give my authority in the open Senate and the 
statement of facts which has been communicated to me, because 
Iam under confidence not to do it; but there is not a Senator in 
this body who shall not have full access to the means of infor- 
mation which I possess when I state in my place that 1 am 
thoroughly satisfied that up to this hour British intervention is 
continually operating to prevent us from availing ourselves of the 
benefits we have acquired the right to establish under these con- 
cessions. 

Stating ic in that view, and assuming for the nonce that the 
Senate will at least suppose that there is something of substance in 
the statement I make in regard to this interference, I wish to ask 
this question of the Senate—and I regret that the honorable Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] who is soon to be Secretary of 
State is not here to hear the question which I want to propound 
to the Senate—I ask the question whether or not the Government 
of the United States, under these circumstances, can afford to 
withdraw its support from these concessions and yield the ground 
that we have thus gained, lay it all aside, detach ourselves from 
it, disaffirm it as well as disregard it, and trust the future of the 
United States in respect of this great canal to the opportunity 
which may occur, or which may exist hereafter, for creating an 
agreement between Nicaragua and Costa Rica and ourselves by 
treaty, under which agreement we shall be able to consummate 
this great work? 

We have now reached a crisis in this case, we have reached a 
diplomatic crisis in this matter, which is to be determined for or 
against our country by the vote of the Senate. If we vote that 
these concessions are not a sufficient basis for our assistance in 
this canal, and if we vote, as has been stated here, that no canal 
can be built by private enterprise, as it is called, or by a corpora- 
tion, but that the canal, if built, must be built by the Government 
of the United States, we detach ourselves from those concessions 
absolutely, and we destroy them. After having gone as far as 
we have, after having committed ourselves as a Government as 
far as we have, after having involved the rights of our people 
as far as we have, innocent and honest men, who have spent four 
and a half millions of money out of their own pockets in that 
country, and who have left there, for whomsoever shall succeed 
to these rights of ours, very valuable property—if we shall take 
that course, disconnect ourselves from this establishment entirely, 
and leave these concessions to perish, then, Mr. President, we must 
turn our eyes to the future and see what we can do to reclaim the 
situation we have thus thrown away by a new endeavor to create 
diplomatic arrangements with those two Republics by which we 
shall be enabled to complete this canal. When the probability of 
completing this canal became serious, as I will say, imminent, 
when by a vote given here two years ago the Senate of the United 
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States affirmed everything that I affirm here to-day, by 10 ma- 
jority, and this body concluded that these rights should be enforced, 
the Governments of Nicaragua and Costa Rica made the heavens 
bright with their rejoicings because we had done that thing two 
vears ago, then we all supposed that the difficulties had passed, 
that obstruction had disappeared, except such as might naturally 
result from so great an undertaking requiring so great an amount 
of money. 

Now, suppose that we depart from all this, that we reverse our 
action or throw away what we have done, and we surrender our 
attitude upon this question, what next? We have then got to 
treat with Nicaragua and Costa Rica, who are in the immediate 
possession of the line of transit, the only line in the world that is 
worth a cent for a waterway between these two oceans. Then 
another party appears upon the field. They do not attempt in 
Central America a political union, but three of those States 
attempt a diplomatic union, a union for foreign purposes, and 
they constitute what they call a diet. That diet sends a minister 
here, and the first thing, and the only thing that he does—and it 
is the only thing for which he came here, I feel quite certain—is 
to work into the Senate of the United States a protest and an 
argument against the passage of this bill; and Senators of the 
United States are required to get up here and answer his argu- 
ments. andthe arguments of other Senators based entirely upon 
his statements, every one of which is proven to be untrue. 

But that intervention comes from this political organization in 
Central America, and it gives us a foretaste of what we may ex- 
pect when we throw away our present rights and undertake to 
negotiate with Central America. Instead of having to deal with 
the two States which are directly ad materially interested in this 
canal, we then shall have as many of theCentral American States 








"as choose to participate with a view of disturbing relations be- 


tween the United States and Nicaragua and Costa Rica, as they 
are fixed in this concession, in these laws, breaking them up, hin- 
dering and obstructing any further step on our part. The Secre- 
tary of State who would step deliberately out upon that sort of 
field from the ground of security and repose we occupy now might 
be compared to a man who would strip his stockings from his feet 
and step on a red-hot gridiron from a cool floor. 

It is not far to see in the future; it will not be long until we 
shall have realized the disaster of the course that we are invited 
to take to-day; and unless, Mr. President, all the manhood has 
been leeched out of us by contracts to keep the peace, or in some 
other way, it will not be two years until we find ourselves appealed 
to to exert our utmost power for the purpose of reclaiming the 
attitude in those States that we now idly throw away. 

That has been the chief cause of my solicitude for urging a 
vote of the Senate upon this bill at this session. I might say it 
has been the only cause, because I have been informed that in the 
other House nearly 300 of the membership of that great body have 
petitioned the Committee on Rules to give a day to the hearing of 
this bill, reported in the identical words contained in the bill on 
our desks to-day, and that has been refused. 

In view of that fact, I had very little expectation that I should 
be enabled to press the bill into the form of a legislative enactment 
through both Houses at this session of Congress, and hence my 
reluctance in bringing this bill forward. I should never have done 
it at this session of Congress, in view of the difficulties which I 
anticipated and the shortness of time in which we have got to con- 
sider it, but for the fact that I was urged to do it by some of the 
most able men in this body, some of the most influential, men who 
have such position here as to give great significance, if not abso- 
lute authority, to their request. 

Considering this subject, Mr. President, in the light of political 
affiliation and history, I should have felt warranted in pressing the 
bill before this body as a Democratic measure but for the fact 
that for the last two or three Administrations of this Government 
the persons in authority and the people of the United States in 
their political conventions on both sides have espoused the Nica- 
ragua Canal. The Republican party has been particularly em- 
ate in its espousal of the canal and in its effort also to get — 

ation on the subject. The last message which President Har- 
rison sent to the Congress of the United States was a powerful 
argument in favor of the building of the canal, and I was even 
censured by some of my Democratic friends because the President 
of the United States did me the honor to refer to me by name in 
his annual message in respect to some opinions that I had advanced 
on the subject. I felt no embarrassment from that source, because 
the Nicaraguan Canal question is entirely outside American lines, 
and I have no party politics that run beyond our territorial bounds, 
and will never have. No man can suggest to me a political ques- 
tion that goes outside of our political boundaries in respect to our 
foreign relations that will cause the least bias in my opinions. 

But as a Democrat I have had occasion to quote, and I will do 
it again, the Democratic authority, if any authority is needed, for 
the attitude that [have taken upon this question, because I desire 
to have it understood by the people whom I represent here in con- 
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nection with my honored colleague, who is listening to me anj 
whose retirement from the Senate is a personal affliction to mn 
and will be a loss to this country of no light character. In 185s 

in the convention that named James Buchanan for President of 
the United States, the following resolutions were adopted: 


1. Resolved, That there are questions connected with the foreign po)j 
this country which are inferior to no domestic question whatever. Ph 
has come for the people of the United States to declare themselves jn 
of free seas and progressive free trade throughout the world, and, by s: 
— en to place their moral influence at the side of their suce: 
example. 

2. Resolved, That our geographical and political position with refere; 
the other States of this continent, no less than the interest of our comn 
and the development of our growing power, requires that we should h 
sacred the principles involved in the Monroe doctrine; their bearing 
weer admit of no misconstruction; they should be applied with unben 
rigidity. 

5. Resolved, That the great er which nature, as well as the assent 
the states most immediately interested in its maintenance, has marke: 
for a free communication between the Atlantic and the Pacific oceans eo) 
stitutes one of the most important achievements realized by the spirit of 
modern times and the unconquerable energy of our people. That resu\t 
should be secured by a timely and efficient exertion of the control which we 
have the right to claim over it, and no power on earth should be suffered ¢ 
impede or clog its prontess by any interference with the relations it may suit 
our policy to establish between our Government and the governments of 
the states within whose dominions it lies. We can, under no circumstances, 
Sapeneee our preponderance in the adjustment of all questions arising out 
of it. 


I have thought that as a Democrat that was quite authority 
enough for me to advocate the bill without incurring the dis. 
pleasure or the censure or the criticism of any man in this body 
who claims to be a Democrat. Moreover, I thought so becausg 
the first convention that nominated Mr. Cleveland and the second— 
I think I am correct in the statement as to the first—expressly 
indorsed and approved the Nicaraguan Canal and made it a publio 
question among the people of the United States. 

Now, whatever hopes I might have had of conveying in behalf 
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of my party an impression that it was not antagonistic to the canal 
and to American interests have been somewhat dampened, if not 
dissipated, by the situation in which we are found in respect of this 


great measure. Butstilll think I have room to appeal to my Demo- 
cratic brethren that they will not coolly place this country in the 
attitude of destroying rights which have accrued under our laws 
in favor of our own citizens, destroying obligations which Nica- 
ragua and Costa Rica have accorded to us under circumstances 
quite as solemn as if they had been embodied in a treaty, and 
throwing away the opportunity of building this canal under the 
existing situation, which, Mr. President, will never be improved 
by any treaty that even the honorable Senator from Ohio | Mr. 
SHERMAN] who is now here will be able to negotiate with those 
yeople. 

: I said to that honorable Senator the other day, and I will repeat 
it now, that if he were rolled into Metternich and Talleyrand he 
would find himself overmatched by these little Republics down 
there, which will conspire all the time, in connection with British 
people and British advocates in the United States, to break up 
and to beat him in any effort he may make to negotiate a treaty 
for this canal. He will never make one. When he gets it into 
the Senate, if he should make one, it will meet a worse fate than 
the Zavala treaty, because of the one-third of this body who may 
be found here to oppose American interests. The railroads in the 
United States have power enough to break down their great com- 
petitor, the waterway through the Nicaraguan Canal, and they 
will have it for the next twenty years, and if they have it for 
twenty years they will have it forever. Their peculiar friends 
are not likely to be absent from the lobby when their selfish greed 
is seeking to feed upon the products of industry. They are about 
the Capitol now, and will surely return to dictate legislation as to 
the canal. 

Weare not dealing with impotent forces, unorganized forces, 
but we are dealing with men of enormous power, who control 
Presidents, Senates, Houses of Representatives, in respect to the 
railroads, with an absolute and despotic will which the Govyern- 
ment of the United States has not even the ability to resist. and 
that power will appear here, Mr. President, to break down the 
treaty that the honorable Senator the other day spoke of so hojec- 
fully, and which he expects to negotiate with those Republics, so 
as to get the control of this subject into our hands as a nation. 
But when you try to do that you will have still another contro- 
versy before you. You have a contestant who has never ces 
to oppose a canal through the Isthmus except under its own ¢vn- 
trol. What meant the stringing out of that band of Indians. s.- 
called, the Mosquito Indians, across the mouth of the San Juan 
River, under the protectorate of Great Britain, at the close of t\° 
Mexican war, when we had acquired our possessions on the !’:- 
cific Coast? What didit mean? Childs and Vanderbilt saw what 
it meant when they went together for the purpose of getting 
money from Barings, and made the arrangement with them to 
get the money to execute the first concession that Nicaragus 
ever made to American citizens. The Barings consented, and 
were perfectly able to advance the money, then only $29,000,000. 











They looked over Childs’s plans and examined them, and they had 
them examined by British engineers, and determined that ghey | 
would accept them and would advance the money. One of the 
avents of Mr. Vanderbilt, who was then familiar with the facts, 
ail is now a great lawyer in California, wrote me a letter, which 
[ read in the Senate, to inform me that the negotiation with the 
Barings was broken up by the express intervention of the authori- 
ties of the British Government. 

Commencing then, step by step, time after time, in every effort 
that has been made, in all the negotiations that took place, begin- 
ning with the Clayton-Bulwer treaty and the negotiations that | 
fol.owed it in every step that has been made from that day down 
to this hour, the Government of Great Britain, represented by its 
diplomatic agents or else by her people, has been upon the Isthmus 
for the purpose of obstructing and preventing the people of the | 
United States from going through there. Mr. President, 1 would 
be a coward not to say this, and yet I do not say it in a spiteful 
or disparaging way, because Great Britain would be untrue to 
her history if she did not pursue methods of this kind in respect 
to that canal as she has in respect to every commercial advantage 
in this world which she has ever thought would be of benefit to 
her. But she is there and has been there on all occasions and is 
there now. Her vigilance and energy are unceasing. The hon- | 
orable Senator from Ohio, when he comes to look over the field, to | 
touch the influences that are to prevent his action, which doubt- 
less he will exert most patriotically in behalf of the people of | 
the United States, will find himself absolutely circumvented— | 

bsolutely. 

. Under seieing circumstances, if my conceptions of this situa- 
tion are true and my conjectures have the color of truth in them | 
at all, let me ask, What is the reason or the excuse for our yielding 
the attitude we havenow? Why shall we throw all of these rights | 
to the dogs and with them the honorable duties that we owe to 
these honorable American citizens? What is persuading us or 
deterring us from taking this necessary course in respect to the | 
matter? I will not undertake to characterize what I think is the | 
motive, but I will say that there is a feeling of indifference on 
the part of the representatives of the United States in Congress, 
and there has been for years, toward the rights of American citi- | 
zens, doubtless borrowed from the inefficiency of our Executives 
in the enforcement of the rights of our citizens in foreign coun- 
tries; doubtless a shadow that has fallen upon this great assem- 
blage from the White House, creating an indifference toward the 
rights of American citizens in foreign parts, which, to say the 
least of it, is not creditable to our Government. If we meet our 
duties to the people of the United States, their just demands upon 
us, sir, we will step out and do something for these people, to 
take care of them and their rights when they are unjustly assailed 
and impeached by foreigners. 

Now, the minister from the Greater Republic of Central Amer- 
ica, as they call the new organization, in the message he has sent 
here, so applauded by Senators on this floor, has openly and boldly 
announced through the Secretary of State that these concessions 
are now forfeited—not merely that they are forfeitable or that 
grounds of forfeiture exist, but he asserts in the names of those 
Governments that the concessions are forfeited. Mr. President, 
that subject has undergone investigation by our Secretaries of 
State upon the identical facts and the identical points stated by 
the minister, and they have announced that they are not for- 
feited, and the Governments of Nicaragua and Costa Rica have 
consented that they are not forfeited. Yet he comes here, after 
all this, and through his message to the Senate declares that the 
rights of the United States and of our citizens are already gone; 
that they are lost. 

It was upon that proposition that I desired to have a vote of the 
Senate. Ican not get it directly. I can not get a straight vote 
upon it. But the length of time that the bill has been before this 
body and the votes that have been recorded here on the question 
of taking up the bill, on the question of considering it, the various 
opportunities which have been offered in the kindliest possible 
spirit to get a vote upon it, stand here as a record that can not be 
impeached; and 1 assail the impeachment of it now in advance 
and say that the Senate of the United States now, as it did two | 
years ago, stands by the rights of the Government and the rights 
of these people under the concessions. We do not abandon them. 
Neither, sir, will we put it in the power of Nicaragua or Costa 
Rica to take any advantage of these unjust conditions. Neither 
will we submit to any injustice to be done to this Government or 
the people of this Government, citizens engaged in this great 
enterprise, because the minister has come here and has found advo- | 
cates on this floor to assert his proposition that the concessions 
are absolutely forfeited. I bring up the issue straight and square. 
The Senate of the United States and the Adininistration whose 
President was announced to-day in the House of Representatives 
will have to meet it. It can not any longer be concealed. There | 
is no doubt about it now. The issue is presented to us and pre- | 
sented in the very presence of the incoming Government, whether 
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or not we shall abandon all we have got here lawfully and, by the 
consent of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, throw it away and, having 
wiped out the record of all our rights, enter upon a new negotia- 
tion with them for new rights to build the canal. 

I desire to give notice, Mr. President—we are informed that 
there is to be an extra session of Congress—that at the earliest 
possible day in the coming session I intend to offer this bill again, 
and I intend to do what in me lies to try to have the bill enacted 
into law. If the glory and the honor of this magnificent work in 
the closing days of the century shall fall into the hands of a Re- 
publican President, I for one shall say, ** Thank God, we have a 


| Republican President who is willing to go step by step with his 


fellow-citizens of the United States in the advancement of the 
| power and the glory of this great Republic.” 
Before I take my seat, which I will do in a few moments, in 


justice to an honorable man who has been maligned and abused as 
honorable men often are, merely because he has been efficient and 
courageous, I desire to put into the RecorD as a part of my re- 
marks a statement made by Mr. A. G. Menocal, which I will not 
stop to read, but which the reporters will find on pages 334 to 337 
of the report, in respect of a matter where his veracity has been 
impugned. That matter is as to whether this man, who, person- 
ally, has spent days and months in the exploration of every foot 
of the line of this canal. has ever actually been over the line. The 
statement has been made that he has never actually been over the 
line. The statement would amount to nothing, perhaps, except 
that a man, who is an engineer officer of the Army, Colonel Lud- 
low, and who, in a spasm of vanity and self-sufficiency when he 
went before a committee of the other House, after his functions 
as commissioner had expired and he had made his report, with a 


| view of casting odium, distrust, and a shadow upon the reputa- 


tion of Mr. Menocal, stated and adhered to it that Mr. Menocal 
had never been over a certain part of this line which is described 
in Mr. Menocal’s response to him, which I have asked to have put 
into the REcorpb. 

Colonel Ludlow described himself on that occasion, when he 


| got into antagonism with a member of the House through his 


supercilious conduct, as being there representing the Government 
of the United States. While I knew that he had represented the 
Government of the United States as an engineer officer here in 
the District of Columbia, while I knew that he had represented 
the Government as an ornamental attaché to the embassy at Len- 
don, while I knew that he had been flitting about in these nice 
—— from place to place and from time to time, 1 did not 

now that as a commissioner, after he had made his report and the 
President had sent it in, he still represented the Government of 
the United States, and that it was the Government of the United 


| States who was accusing Menocal of falsehood when Ludlow got 


up and made the statement. I did not know that. 

This is Mr. Menocal’s reply to that gratuitous misrepresenta- 
tion, and as to some other statements, quite as unfounded, that 
Colonel Ludlow, in a spirit of jealous injustice, volunteered before 
the House committee. 

WEDNESDAY, May 6, 1806 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce this day met, Hon. 
WILLIAM P. HEPBURN in the chair. 


STATEMENT OF MR. A. G. MENOCAL. 


The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Menocal, we will now hear you 
Mr. MENOCAL. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I have been 
directed by the Secretary of the Navy to report to the chairman of the com- 
mittee, which I now have the honor to do. and I will be very giad to comply 
with your wishes in any matter you may desire. 
The CHAIRMAN. I suppose the order was made for the purpose of givir 


{ oe 

: se : . , ai 

you an opportunity, if you desire to avail yourself of it, to make any state- 
ment to the committee in connection with the subject under inquiry 

Mr. MENOCAL. A great deal has been said before this committee which I 


have not had an opportunity to read or to hear. I have heard certain stato- 
ments which have been made here by Colonel Ludlow, however, and upon 
those statements | would like to make a few remarks, and afterwards, if the 
members of the committee who have heard the whole of the testimony de 
sire to ask me any questions in regard to Colonel Ludlow’s statement. | will 
be very glad to reply to them to the best of my ability. I stated when I was 
before the committee but a few days ago that the Nicaragua Canal board 
had spent two weeks, more or less, in the examination of the line of the 
canal. When I made this statement, I had in view only the line of the canal 


| as located by the Nicaragua Canal eee and which I supposed this 


board had been called upon to examine. 
the whole country of Nicaragua. 
You hear frequently travelers who have been through Nicaragua, having 


was not considering at the time 


landed on the Pacific coast, traveled across the country and come out at 
Grey Town, tell you they have been over the country and that the canal route 
is thoroughly practicable, that they have been all over it, over every foot of 
the ground, and that there can be no doubt as to its practicability; butit was 


| not that kind of examination I had in mind when I said the board had spent 


only two weeks, more or less, in the examination of the line. I had in view 
po f an examination as an engineer would have to make of the physical con- 
ditions on the spot, so as to be able to ascertain and to weigh the difficulties 
and facilities that those conditions would present in the construction of such 
a work as this, and this examination, | know from the nature of the ground, 
can only be made and this information can only be obtained by going over 
every foot of the ground. 

I said in my statement that two weeks, more or less, had been spent in the 
examination of the canal route and its vicinity. When I said its vicinity, I 
meant such parts of the country as will be more or less affected by the con- 
struction of the canal—that is to say, such points along the canal route where 
embankments were to be built. They are not on the axis of the canal, but 
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nevertheless form a part of the project of the canal itself... Now, I will read, 
for the information of the committee. and in order to vindicate myself as to 
the statement I made before, a concise synopsis of the movements of the 
board while in Nicaragua, and then I will leave it to the committee to decide 
whether I was correct or notin my statement. The board arrived at Nica- 
ragua on the 13th of May, and remained at Grey Town until the 2lst. They 
left Grey Townon the 2l1st for the lake and river, taking the steamer at Gre 
Town and going up the river tothe lake. They arrived at the lake on the 

of May, having spent two days in going up the river, of which one day was 
spent on aan portion of the river which is not affected by the construction 
of the canal. 

The 24th was employed by the board in making a trip up the Rio Frio, 
which empties into the lake, for a distance of perhaps 6 or 10 miles—the 
exact distance is immaterial—and then they went about 5 miles into the lake 
and returned to Fort San Carlos. The steamer which was to take the board 
across the lake was not there, and it was repeatedly stated by the members 
of the board in my presence and in the presence of those who were around 
that the time from the evening of the 24th until the evening of the 26th, 
when the steamer arrived at San Carlos to take them across the lake, was 
absolutely wasted time; so they were two days there which were declared 
by the members of the board to bea loss of time to them. They left Fort 


San Carlos on the evening of the 26th. On the morning of the 27th they 
arrived at San Jorge, on the west shore of the lake, and the assistants of the 
board landed there with certain provisions, utensils, etc., and the board con- 


tinued on their way to the capital, at Managua. They made a visit to 
Granada and Managua and returned on the following day, in the evening, to 
Rivas. 

When I was before the committee previously, I had no notes with me. I 
did not know at the time what was the nature of the investigation to be made 
by the committee and did not come prepared to answer certain questions 
which were put tome. I had been seriously ill for ten days, having left my 
bed to come here, hardly able to stand up; my memory, perhaps, was not 
quite clear, and as I had no opportunity to correct my notes they were 
printed containing numerous errors, as I had the honor to report to the chair- 
man of the committee soon after I saw the printed testimony. I said then 
that the board returned from Granada to Rivas and spent two or three days 
in hunting for horses or other means of transportation to go to Brito to com- 
mence the examination of the canal line. That wasa mistake. They did not 
spend two or three days in Rivas at the time; but that is immaterial, because 
I will show by the records that they were in Rivas five days instead of three. 

Mr. Doourrr_Le. During what time? 

Mr. MENOCAL. I will let you know. Iam going to follow it up, so there 
will be no misunderstanding about this. My veracity has been questioned, 
and I want to show the committee what foundation I had for making the 
statement, and will then leave it to the committee to say whether I was cor- 
rect ornot. They left Rivason the morning of the following day and arrived 
near Brito about 4 or 5 o'clock in the afternoon and went into camp. Upto 
that time nothing had been seen of the canal route. We had crossed the line 
at one point on horseback and traveled by roads entirely away from the line 
of the canal to this camping place, and spent the night there. On the follow- 
ing day, in the morning, they started for Brito. They arrived at the harbor 
ot Brito at, I believe, 8 or 9 o’clock, and the examination of the canal route 
Was commenced there. 

It is useless +o follow the board step by step; but I will say—and if Iam 
mistaken I hope to be corrected right here—that the examination was com- 
menced on the 30th and that the board returned to Rivas on the evening of 
the Ist of June, having spent three days between Brito and the lake in the 
examination of that portion of the canal route. Some portions of the line 
were not examined. That section running through the proposed basin of 
Tola was not examined by the board. They traveled by the road on the 
hills; but that is of no consequence, so I will call that the vicinity of the line, 
and I count those three days as spent in the examination of the canal route. 

The board, as I said, returned to Rivas on the Ist of June, and remained 
there untilthe 6th. They started on the evening of the 6th, arriving at Ochoa 
on the afternoon of the 9th of June. Immediately after ——e there they 
started to make some examination of the surroundings. On the followin 
day they went up the ridge lines of the proposed basin of the San Carlos, an 
spent two days there. They came back to camp late in the afternoon of the 
second day, the 11th, and on the 12th they started on the examination of the 
route from Ochoa to Grey Town. Six days were spentin the examination of 
that portion of the line from Ochoato Grey Town, arriving at Grey Town on 
the afternoon of the 18th. The board left Grey Town for the United States 
on the 24th. 

Mr. DooLiTrLe. The 24th of what month? 

Mr. Menocan. Of June. Consequently, you will see—— 

Mr. Doo.iTr.Le. For the United States, or Panama? 

Mr. MeNocAL. I mean on their way, practically, to the United States, 
They touched at Costa Rica and went to Panama, but I understood they were 
on their way home, touching at other places. I had nothing to do with tha 
and it is immaterial where they went, and Ido not know. Now, if you loo 
over these different dates and add the time spent on the route of the canal, 
you will find they arrived at Nicaragua on the 13th of May, and leaving on 
the 24th of June the board was forty-one daysin thecountry. Of those forty- 
one days, fourteen days were spent in Grey Town and five days in Rivas. 
That makes nineteen days; one day visiting the capital makes twenty days; 
one day traveling from Rivas to Brito to commence the examination of the 
canal route makes twenty-one; three days traveling over the portions of the 
country not affected by the construction of the canal makes twenty-four days, 
and two days at San Carlos makes twenty-six. If you deduct that from 
forty-one days, I think you find that the board devoted to the examination 
of the canal line from the Pacific to the Atlantic, or vice versa, as one ma 
call it, fifteen days, including the examination of such portions of the ax 
of the canal as were gone over, and also the sites of the dams, embank- 
ments, etc. That is all I have to say in that regard, and I think my diary is 
correct in every respect. 

There is another question in which my veracity has also been questioned 
here. It has been stated here that the engineer members of this board were 
the first engineers who visited a certain portion of this line. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only engineers, it was stated. 

Mr. Menocau. I am glad you correct me, because I only get this from hear- 
say, as I have not seen the testimony sufficiently to enable meto pick out 
from it what is essential and deserves consideration. I have been told that 
the statement has been made here that this board are the only engineers who 
have visited some section of the Nicaragua Canal line, that section being be- 


tween the Danta and Nicholson streams, along the line of the embankments 
of the San Francisco. 


Now, with a view of further meeting the statement of Colonel 
Ludlow, not by any arrangement, but by the merest accident, I 
came across a gentleman here whom I happen to know, and whom 
I have known for several years, Mr. Charles E. Kern. Mr. Kern 
Was secretary to Mr. Menocal at the time he was making this 


| appeared to me quite as absurd as would have been an attempt on his part 





survey for the company. That was the fourth survey of th, 
cana) which has been made. He addressed to me a letter on the 
6th day of January, 1897, in which he says: 


UNITED STATES SENATE, PRESS GALLERY 
Washington, D. C., January : 

DEAR Str: Referring to my conversation with you yesterday in regs 
the statement made by Colonel Ludlow, in effect that Mr. Menocal | ) 
been over the embankment line of the San Francisco basin, I would s: 

I was present in the room of the House Committee on Commerce last 
when Colonel Ludlow said that he and the other members of the Com) 
of which he was chairman were the only ones who had ever gone ; 
entire line of the canal, and when questioned as to this statement, poin: 
the map of Nicaragua, at a place on the San Francisco line of emban! 
near the mouth of fhe San Francisco River, as the place where Mr. M 
had never been. 

I was at once struck by this statement, because I had a clear remem) 
of the time when Mr. Menocal had gone out frequently from the he: lar. 
ters of the company on Sau Francisco Island to direct the surveying w.y i; 2 
that particular line of embankment. I was in the employ of the co: nv 
stationed at that time (winter of 1887-88) on San Francisco Island, w})\--)) 
at the mouth of the San Francisco River. I remember the period of ¢'y, 
when Mr. Menocal was payiug especial attention toan examination @ 
San Francisco embankment line. Parties were at work there ani | a 
numerous occasions, left camp to direct their work, which was carried on jy 
the locality referred to by Colonel Ludlow. ; 

The embankment line, being the keynote of the “ upper route,” was ¢} 


se 
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subject of much careful work, and I remember the great amount of perso al 
attention that Mr. Menocal gave toit. You may well imagine my surprisa 
when Colonel Ludlow stated that Mr. Menocal had never been over that lino, 
The statement seemed still more remarkable because it was Mr. M: I's 
preliminary surveys in that vicinity made previous to 1887 that had resulted 
in his causing a thorough examination of that line in order to demonstrate 
whether the range of hills forming the groundwork of that emba: 1G 
were of a character to make the “ upper route” practicable, and it wa he 
— of such a range of hillsthat the practicability of the “upper route" 
rested. 


_ When Colonel Ludlow claimed credit of having gone over that grou 
his flying visit in a manner more thorough than was that of Mr. Men 








c the discovery of America, and to belittle Columbus and take from hi 
the credit for that feat, because he (Colonel Ludlow) might believe 
rested his feet on parts of the American Continent which had never }y 
ae by the feet of Columbus. As you are aware, Mr. Menocal was ¢! 

rst man to suggest the practicability of what is known asthe “upper route, 
and that practicability rested upon the existence of the chain of hills form 
ing the groundwork of the San Francisco embankment. I have never seen 
this fact called in question, and never heard anyone attempt to belittle Mr. 
Menocal's credit for that discovery until Colonel Ludlow claimed to have 

‘one over places never traversed by Mr. Menocal. Perhaps every man who 

as gone on the line of the Nica a Canal may claim the distinction 0? hay- 
ing me his feet where no other human feet have trod, and for any one man 
to claim that he has materially and in detail covered every foot of ground 
would be to confess extraordinary feet. But with my remembrance of the 
great attention Mr. Menocal was paying to the embankment line and of the 
numerous occasions when he left camp to go over it, the idea that Colonel 
Ludlow, in the few days he was in that vicinity, had in any way gone over 
that line more thoroughly than did Mr. Menocal seemed to me the height of 
absurdity. 

Very truly, yours, 











CHAS. E. KERN. 
Hon. JoHn T. MORGAN. 
United States Senate. 


Mr. DANTEL. Who is the gentleman who writes the letter? 

-Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Kern, a very reputable gentleman, living 
here in the . 

Mr. Menocal, having seen that he had been arraigned on the 
floor of the Senate by the statement of Mr. Ludlow, which has 
been brought in here, also wrote me a letter on the same sul)ject. 
He is a modest gentleman. He does not indulge in strong ex- 
pressions about anybody or anything; but he denies in this letter 
absolutely the correctness of Mr. Ludlow’s statement. 


NAVY-YARD, New York, February §, ! 


DEAR SiR: I have just seen in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of February 5, 
page 1652, under the heading ** Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, « ‘ct 


ter from Lieut. Col. William Ludlow relative to certain statements made by 
him to the House Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce in May 
last, to the effect that the United States Nicaragua Canal board were the only 


engineers who have been over the entire route as laid down, and to my testi- 
mony before the same committee in opposition to that statement, in which it! 
claimed by Lieutenant-Colonel Ludlow Ladmitted the correctness of the abov 
statement, inasmuch as I had not been over the San Francisco embankimen 
line as located through the hills between Ochoa and the east divide, ani a's 
had not been over the line of the San Carlos ridge embankments since ©:t he 
of these important lines had been laid down. oa os 

I beg to quote the testimony referred to as the San Francisco em )auk- 
ments. I stated: 

“TI explored that region, I pointed out on eyery one of those hills where 
embankments should be built, and put the engineers to work developing the 
topography. Its development was finally concluded about 1891. 1 was re 
arranging the line of embankments just before I left, in order to conform |' to 
the tepography as developed by the engineers, and some slight changes were 
made from one hill to er in order to get a better location; and I wi!! add 
that since that final Sones of the Sepoareney OF the engineers | have 
not been over oi fi y located over those hills, but I have been over 
every individual hill, and I selected the line of embankments.” 

As regards the San Carlos Ridge line, I stated in my testimony: | 

“If he (referring to Lieutenant-Colonel Ludlow) refers to the San Ci! 4 
region, I have explored the San Carlos and all those hills, commencing !" ‘>: 
and again in 1885. I have examined that region and those hills in the va.°y 
of the San Carlos, and placed engineers there to develop the topography, «™ 
from the developments of the engineers the embankment line was laid ( wn. 
Since that embankment line was laid down, I have not been over the line my- 
self. There was no necessity for doing so. t is a statement of the facts. 
[ selected the line for the embankments over those hills, and while there may 
have been slight changes in the final location of these embankments from = 
hill to another, that strikes me as rather immaterial, as I have boon over tha 
ground, every foot of it.” 
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In view of the above plain statement of facts, Lieutenant-Colonel Ludlow’'s 
assertion that the Nicaragua Canal board are the only engineers who have 
been over the entire route of the canal, on the ground that I had not visited 
a portion of the line laid down by me after the engineers had measured it 
with a tape and put the pegs in the ground, seems to be a disingenuous mis- 
representation of the facts. . 

{ad I known at the time I gave my testimony that the lieutenant-colonel 
intended to be so precise in his statement, I would certainly have reminded 
him of what he well knew to be a fact when he appeared before the commit- 
tee. He knows quite well that the board did not go over many miles of the 
route as laid down, in some places not approaching it by thousands of feet, 
and that the only knowledge the board possess of the advantages and disad- 
vantages for construction of the canal presented by the topography over 
that distance has been obtained from an inspection of the plans of the com- 

any. This is particularly true of those sections of the route between Grey 
Fown and Lock No. 2, and from the western end of the dividecut to the cross- 
ing of the Chanchos on the east side, and through the valley of Tola west of 
the lake, in all a distance of about 20 miles of the canal route as laid down, 
which the board did not go over. Yet it is in these sections of the canal 
where the board propose radical changes in location. 

There are other portions of the route, between Ochoa and the San Francisco 
and between the eastern end of the divide cut and Lock No. 2, where the 
examination made by the board was limited to crossing the located line 
where it met the paths of travel or at the sites of locks, where only a few 
minutes were spent. 


it has not been my purpose nor my province to criticise in any way the 
distribution by the board of the time at its disposal while in Nicaragua. If I 
have stated that they spent but about fifteen days in the actual examination 
of the canal route between Grey Town and Brito, it was toshow that the exam- 
ination of 170 miles of canal route, including the sites of numerous important 
works, such as locks, dams, embankments, etc., extending over many miles of 
hilltops, in a country covered by dense tropical growth and without roads or 
convenient means of transportation, had, necessarily, to be in a great meas- 
ure superficial. 

That the board was forty days in Nicaragua, and that a portion of this time 


was spent in examining Grey Town and its surroundings, and in obtaining a 
general knowledge of the country, has not been questioned, nor does it in any 
way disprove my statement as to the time actually spent in examining the 
canal location. 

As to Lieutenant-Colonel Ludlow’s assertions as to errors and omissions in 
the plans of the company, and to what he chooses to call fallacious estimates 
of cost, I beg to refer to my written statement submitted to the House com- 
mittee, in which I endeavored to meet the objections to the plans raised by 
the board and to show that its recommendations were based on lack of infor- 
mation and insufficient consideration of all the features of the problem, and 
not on the line of either economy or of good engineering. 

Respectfully, yours, 
A. G. MENOCAL, 
Civil Engineer, United States Navy. 
Hon. Joun T. MORGAN, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


Now, thetruth is just this: Those forests in Central America are 
so dense that you could not see to the wall across the Chamber 
here except under very extraordinary circumstances. Even from 
the top of a tree youcould not see. Youcan not see the contour of 
thecountry by climbing to the tops of the trees, because your vision 
is obstructed by vegetation until it does not reach out, unless the 
hills are very high. Mr. Menocal, after there had been two sur- 
veys made in that part of the world, conceived that there was a 
route between the Ochoa Dam or a place at the mouth of the San 
Francisco River, just above Ochoa Dam (I thinkit is the mouth of 
the San Francisco River) ,and Grey Town, where by going straight 
through with his canal he would save many miles of route, and 
would save the canal from overflow, which is a great danger in that 
very rainy country, by throwing it upon ground that was entirely 
above the line of overflow. Mr. Menocal, at great personal labor 
and exposure—exposure of which I suppose very few gentlemen 
on this floor have any conception, because they have never been 
thrown in contact with such work—went out for the purpose of 
ex loring this upper route, as it is called, across the divide. 

hat is the divide? A great stone barrier, about 2} or 3 miles 
across, lying between Grey Town and the Ochoa Dam. He con- 
ceived the idea that there was a range of hills in there, the foot- 
hills of which he could see from the bank of the San Juan River 
at places, behind which we could construct a basin that would 
enable him to pour the water of San Juan River, which is nothing 
but a lake outlet, through that outlet and across this divide, which 
is rocky and had to be cut through, of course, and carried to Grey 
Town, and without any sort of danger of flooding and at great 
saving of distance, which, of course, meant a very great saving 
ofexpense. Havingconceived the idea, he prosecuted it personally 
under the circumstances I have referred to. He verified by actual 
demonstration, by measurement, that the line was possible, that 
possibility including a continuance of a range of hills lying on 
what I will call the south side of his canal project, and, by some 
of them being embanked upon and others being filled in between, 
he could construct there embankments which would hold the 
waters of the lake as they came down and form an estuary of per- 
haps 9 or 10 miles in length through which there would be no 
canalization at all, a vast inland flow of lake water which he 
would dam up and hold in that position. 
can suppose that an engineer who would make a discovery of 
that kind would necessarily be very much elated by the character 
it would bring him and by the fact that he was making such a 
discovery in respect to such a great enterprise. So he went to 
work after he had located his parties and instructed them where 
to find these hills. He then came back to his work in Washing- 
ton, where he built the gun shop and various other works for 
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the Government of the United States. He was notified that Mr, 
Peary, of Greenland fame, who was the chief of the engineers left 
in charge when he was not there, had made his explorations and 
could not find these foothills, and he reported that they were not 
there. That of course struck a deathblow at Menocal’s reputa- 
tion asa man of truth. Being sick at the time, he immediately, 
however, got a leave of absence from the Secretary of the Navy 
and started the next day to Nicaragua. He there found Mr, 
Peary and his companions at work. He went out with these com- 
panions and again relocated the line and pointed out the hills, 
took the survey, mapped it, and measured it perfectly; and from 
that moment to this there never has been a doubt about the 
ence of the hills there. Colonel Ludlow refers to that ridge 
hills over which Mr. Menocal had never been. 

Now, there is a reason for allthis, an unfortunate one, and that 
is in those professional jealousies which sometimes occur in all 
professions, and in the further fact that this commission had 
recommended a search through that country to continue for three 
or four years, long enough toabsorb an enormous appropriation— 
I believe $300,000 is what they claimed—so that a great deal of sur- 
veying and a great deal of work might be done there for the pur- 

ose of merely proving, merely reestablishing what Mr. Menocal 
had done. For when these gentlemen got through with their 
dashing tramp over this proposed line of canal, in the twenty days, 
we will say (it was not more than seventeen days that they de- 
voted to the investigation of it; not having passed actually over 
many parts of the line, they could not do it of course), they came 
back and went into the office at New York where Menocal’s cal- 
culations and his maps were; the company freely yielded them up 
to them; and it was upon Menocal’s measurements and bases of 
calculations that they came to a different conclusion, not as to the 
practicability of this route, but as to the cost of it. As I said be- 
fore, that is a subject about which men might very well differ; 
but, after all, their entire report is based upon Menocal’s meas- 
urements in the field, and they never put a line upon the earth or 
stuck a peg in the ground. 

They used Menocal’s survey to ascertain all they knew about 
the canal line, and then attempt to build upa reputation for supe- 
rior knowledge of the canal and its proper location by a series of 
unfounded criticisms, of a very caustic sort, upon his work. 

So we have here Mr. Menocal’s statements as torn to pieces and 
criticised by aset of men who, through professional jealousy, have 
found it necessary to make some assault upon some other engi- 
neer’s work. I say professional jealousy, for the reason that 
Colonel Ludlow could not in sincerity and in justice have indulged 
in the remarks he made about Mr. Menocal in the statement that 
he made to the committee unless he had been incited by. some 
feeling of professional jealousy toward Mr. Menocal. 

Now, in closing my remarks upon the bill, I could not afford to 
drop this subject without doing justice to that honorable man. 
Mr. President, there is no man who has ever done a great work 
in the world who did not receive scurrilous lashing from men 
who were not as good as he. Columbus left the Island of Cuba 
with chains on his legs, arrested, and sent back to Spain for pun- 
ishment; and so with every man, it seems, who has accomplished 
any great work; he is bound to pass through that ordeal. But I 
think that we ought to be somewhat generous toward men who 
have done:these great things when they are set upon by men who 
seek to find some opportunity to criticise and tear down their 
reputation. Fortunately in this case the heedlessness of the at- 
tack was such as that the man who made it had to first ensconce 
himself behind Mr. Davis, who, he said, told himso. Mr. Davis is 
not accessible; we do not know where he is. Then he adhered 
to his statement after he had made it, and here it is entirely 
refuted. 

This is a matter of no concern to this canal at all; but in dealing 
with a subject of this kind, and in acting as this Government has 
acted time and again upon Mr. Menocal’s statement, and as this 
commission has acted upon his measurements, I think it isa privi- 
lege I ought to employ to defend an honest gentleman and a great 
engineer against an assault that is entirely untimely, unnecessary, 
and unsustained 

Mr. President, before I leave the floor, in part support of some 
things I have said here, I desire to read a letter from a distin- 
guished man in California, addressed to one of the honorable 
Senators from that State, parts of which | will necessarily omit 
because they have personal references which it would be im- 

roper to lay before the world. The writer of this letter is Capt. 

William L. Merry, president of the Board of Trade of San Fran- 
cisco, who has been its president for many years. He is now and 


exist- 
as the 


has been for seven or eight years the consul of Nicaragua in San 
Francisco, and therefore he knows about the Government and 


much of what it is doing. There are Senators here who know 
him, who know his merit and his high standing. For many 
years he was a sea captain, and has conducted and sailed his 
ships around Cape Horn in many voyages. He understands com» 
merce in all its relations connected with navigation. He isa 
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friend of this canal and has always been, and writing a confiden- 
tial letter to his friend Senator PERKINS he says: 








I wired you yesterday as follows: ‘‘ Rodriguez’s action probably unauthor- 

ized. Think President Zelaya holds concession valid. Suggest cabling.” 
: oe ca ae * 

The reasons for the opinion expressed are based on the following facts: 
About four months since Hon. Lewis Baker, minister to Nicaragua, called to 
see me en route homeward on leave. I asked him plainly how the Nicaraguan 
Government regarded the lapse of the canal company respecting the Tipi- 
tapa Canal and the general delay of the work. He assured me positively that 
* President Zelaya had told him just before he left to tell the United States 


Government that whenever it actively aided the canal company the Nicara- 
guan Government would grant all additional time needed; that it wanted the 
canal, and would do everything possible to aid it.” 
aa * 2 «< * ” ~ 

I have here a letter from Gen. Joaquin Elizondo, of Managua, a friend since 
1865, and formerly secretary of the treasury (ministro de haciendo) in Nica- 
ragua. I had written him tosee Zelaya about the Nicaraguan Government 
policy in relation to the canal, suggesting a line of action favorable to the 
company and to American interests. Elizondo replied under date of Novem- 
ber 1, 1896, that he had consulted with the Government officers, and that they 
had decided to instruct Rodriguez about on the lines I had suggested; also 
that he would do all he could at Washington to aid the prompt construction 
of the canal. For these reasons, unless Zelaya has had a very recent radical 
change of heart, I can not think he would have authorized Rodriguez to send 
such a letter to Olney as he did, especially when, by a to the com- 
pany, he could have obtained anything fair and reasonable. That the writer 
of that letter is not sincere or knows very little about the canal question is 
proven by his suggesting to Mr. Olney the renewal of the Zavala-Frelinghuy- 
sen treaty, which Cleveland has already condemned as “an entangling alli- 
ance.”’ 

As to British influence, I am confident it is constantly at work in Nicara- 
gua against us, and will give you an instance where it came to my notice 
straight. Last year a Mr 


A gentleman whose name is stricken from this letter— 


formerly of Chicago, called on me with excellent letters. He had been exam- 
ining Nicaragua and Guatemala in a business way, and had spent several 
weeks at Managua. The gentleman is an American of fine appearance and 
address. At Managua he had become well acauainted with the British min- 
ister. Meeting him frequently at dinner, one day when in confidence he told 
him that he had to remain at Managua more than at the other two Republics 
to which he is accredited, on account of the canal; that his people had 
instructed him to do this and to watch the canal matter very closely, acquir- 
ing all the benefits possible for his country, and full centrol of the canal if 
by lapse of the company such a thing became possible. 
* * * * x . * 

That came from the British minister. 

Another Managua correspondent— 

Whose name is given here— 
a gentleman of European birth, but an American citizen, known to me for 
thirty years, wrote me from Managua two or three times during 18% and 1896 
that England was making stringent efforts to get a foothold in Nicaragua 
through various agencies, one of them the English bondholders of the Nica- 
raguan debt in London, about £500,000. I have written particulars to Senator 
MonrGan of the deal they have made with the Nicaraguan Government by 
which they have secured an export tax of 1 cent per pound on all coffee for 
their benefit, and are authorined tosend a resident agent to Nicaragua to col- 
lect it; really, I believe, a political agent of the British Government. I have 
also written Senator MORGAN of concessions given to Englishmen for a rail- 
road from San Ubaldo (on Lake Nicaragua) to the Atlantic, at the same time 
passing a law permitting the Zelaya Government tosell the Government rail- 
way from Corinto to Granada, on the same lake, for $1,000,000 gold, thus aidin 
the English syndicate in obtaining an interoceanic transit near the canal 
using the same lake 


I will remark here that these concessions expressly prohibit 
Nicaragua from making any such grant to any other company 
for any railroad that by any means would interfere with the busi- 
ness of this canal and its earnings. 


In fact, the matter was presented to me with the idea that I could check- 
mate the English interest by getting Americanintereststotakeitup. There 
are large land grants and special privileges with these railway franchises. 
And, furthermore, why should there be any doubt of this when we know 
very well that England has used every effort to obtain control of the Nicara- 
gua Canal route for many years? I have nodoubt thatthe proposed five-year 
arbitration treaty has this object in view. Recognizing that the Nicaragua 
Canal question has reached a stage where construction is certain in the near 
future, it is England's purpose to open a dispute with the United States on 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and then submit it to arbitration. You can fore- 
see the result with dead certainty. Joint control with England of the canal, 
or, if we are quiescent, as France was, about joining England in occupation 
of the Suez Isthmus, England would leave us out and build the canal herself. 
I consider the arbitration treaty a danger we should now avoid, unless all 
possible questions affected by the Monroe doctrine could be eliminated—not 
an easy task. 

I believe Nicaragua without protest will grant that time and extensions of 
articles on the canal concession which are now the basis of Rodriguez's note. 
In any event, although the company has not complied with all the require- 
ments, none of the clauses named as forfeiting the contract (articles 8, 46, 47, 
48,and 49) have been violated. The claim that the company has transferred 
its concession can not be maintained. The Government is to obtain control, 
as demanded by the American people, but the franchise remains in the com- 
pany precisely as the franchise of the Panama Railroad Company remains in 
the company, with its American charter, although the control isat Paris. In 
fact, the Panama case is a more rigorous control, as it involves the purchase 
of the entire railroad by the French Company. But I hear no complaint of 
the conditions there, or that the Panama Railroad Company has lostits rights 
as an American corporation, because owned in France, sltheuah, for obvious 
international reasons, not owned by the French Government. 
American corporation managed in New York. 

A difficulty we now encounter is this new “* Republica Mayor de Centro 
America,"’ composed of Nicaragua, Salvador, and Honduras, It is a deal 
made to keep each of the parties in power, and is avoided by Guatemala 
and Costa Rica, possibly a short-lived nationality, to be ended by another 
*“revolution.’’ One of my Managua correspondents writes that the people 
are very much dissatisfied with the Government, and the authorities have to 
be constantly on the alert to avoid active hostilities. In Honduras also revo- 
lution is imminent. But in the canal matter I suppose we must now deal 
with this new Government, although Nicaragua has made treaties which she 
must regard. 


It is still an 
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The rest of the letter relates to other matters. Here is a m 
who has had this official connection with the Government of Nj, 
ragua for more than seven years asits consul. I suppose he kno) 
something about what is going on down there. We flatter o 
selves that because Great Britain holds an olive branch out t. 
she has thrown her sword away. What right have we to fla; 
ourselves with any such nonsense as that? How can we be s 
posed to have.retained our reasonable common sense when 
refuse to judge of the future by the experience of the past? W 
has occurred here to give us this sublime and reliant confide; 
that the great lion of England will not crunch the bones of 
arm, Mr. President, when you put it in his mouth? What 
come over the people of the United States and the Congress of ; 
United States that they are clamorous for British favors? No 
Mr. President; I say in the presence of the honorable Senator \ 
is going to be Secretary of State, if he blinds his eyes to the truth 
and takes the anodynes of flattery that are to be fed to him }j 
een victuals from Great Britain, he will find that the people of 
the United States will not sustain his administration. 

Those are not words, Mr. President, that I utter in defiance: 
criticism or in any other spirit but in that American sense which 
I trust I feel in common with all my fellow-Senators, that it is the 
duty of the Senate and of the Representatives in the Congress of 
the United States to feel at least some of the throbs of the great 
American heart that pulsates always for justice, for right, for 
independence, and for truth. 

Now, having said this much about the canal, Mr. President, I 
announce my intention not to press the final vote on the pending 
bill at this session. I yield to those gentlemen who have exercised 
the power to obstruct its passage. They take the responsibility, 
I have done according to the poor ability I possess, faithfully and 
firmly, the duty that has been devolved upon me, not as a matter 
of choice. When I first came in contact with this canal subject 
I was ignorant of what the Senate of the United States had done 
about it. I did not know that a resolution had passed in execu- 
tive session here to have the canal investigated and its relations 
to the United States ascertained. I stepped into the committee 
room and found the Senators engaged in its discussion after I had 
been absent from Washington witha sick child. But at once I 
saw the importance of it, and when I asked for the explanation, 
that splendid man whom the Senate could not forget if it would, 
George F. Edmunds, explained to the committee what was the 
purpose of this movement. 

It was to prevent the capitalization of the canal at such a sum 
of money as that the tolls upon it would be an excessive and exor- 
bitant burden upon the commerce of the United States that might 
pass through it. He thought it was better, and it was and is 
better, that the Government of the United States should lend the 
encouragement of its credit to these men to build the canal rather 
than to throw them upon the markets of the world, where they 
would have to make great sacrifices of stock and bonds and jer- 
centages of interest in order to get the money to build it. He 
thought it was a patriotic duty that he owed to the people of the 
United States, and especially to the agricultural and industrial 
classes, that the tolls upon that canal, which no man here doubts 
will be built by somebody, should be placed at a figure that was 
somewhat just toward American enterprise. That was his mo- 
tive, his only motive, and in the persistency of it, in a way that 
is characteristic of the man, who is an upright and a just man in 
his dealings, but a strong man in his convictions, he laid his hand 
upon this company and brought them into executive session and 
examined them against their will, and promised to keep their 
secrets, and he did keepthem until they consented that they should 
be laid before the world. 

Here are their statements all printed and laid before the Senate 
precisely as they were taken down by a stenographer. Whoever 
examines them will never more say, at least without blushin 
that this company came to Congress seeking aid. Time andagain, 


n 


@ 


| and in every form that was necessary to contradict that statement, 


it has been contradicted, by personal letters of Mr. Edmunds. }r- 
sonal letters of Mr. Warner Miller, the personal statement of \r. 
Hiram Hitchcock, made before that committee, which is here 
printed, and also that of Mr. Miller; personal statements made |\y 
the honorable Senator from Maine (ar FRYE], and by Mr. Do!ph 
and myself. We have all stated that this company rever cae 
before the Congress of the United States asking assistance; and 
when the Senator from Ohio the other day, by a lapse of the tons 
falling into the common current of wrong that has been done to 
these people, said they appeared here to seek our assistance, | 
called his attention to the fact, and he corrected himself and said 
they had not come here seeking our assistance, and that is tru. 
Now, let Senators reiterate it as much as they please; the man 
who does it simply has to stand against the testimony of a number 
of honorable gentlemen, and he has to be a very great man, Ver) 
pure, before he can venture to try to break that down. 

That fact, Mr. President, being now stated and the error now 
corrected, it ought to stand corrected. Senators ought to have 


> 
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enough respect for the fact to admit it in debate, and they should 
not cast contumely and reproach upon a set of men as bank- 
rupts and beggars and mendicants and all that, and as men who 
come here seeking the aid of the Government of the United States 
to get them out of difficulties. The difficulties they have encoun- 
tered, Mr. President, have been of our own making. They were 
prosperous whenwecalledthem. Theyraised more than $1,000,000 
and expended it, after they were called before our committee. 
They were going on; and but for those troubles in the financial 
world, which seem to have sprouted, if 1 may use that expres- 
sion, in Argentina, and scattered themselves like a baneful infiu- 
ence all over Christendom, those men would have gotten through 
with an enterprise which has been compared with the Suez Canal, 
which history has established isso profitable andsuccessful. Now, 
we have drawn them within the reach of our power, and, as they 
stated then and have stated frequently since, after the Govern- 
ment of the United States had indicated a purpose to take charge 
of this canal, they had no more credit with bankers, for the rea- 
gon that they expected the Government to build it, they thought 
the Government ought to build it, everybody thinks the Govern- 
ment ought to lead it and build it. By reason of that fact private 
enterprise will not go into it, because they expect that, whenever 
they might establish the canal, the Government of the United 
States would find political reasons of sufficient importance to go 
there and take it out of their hands and appropriate it to the pub- 
lic use, to their great detriment. Men will not venture upon 
such an enormous scheme as this with such difficulties staring 
them in the face. So that is the situation. 

I asked Mr. Hiram Hitchcock a question—and there is not a 
more honorable man on this floor than Hiram Hitchcock—before 
the committee recently, and reported it to this Senate, and here it 
isin print: ‘‘It has been stated that your company, Mr. Hitchcock, 
is bankrupt.” He said: ‘‘ That is not the fact. We do not owe a 
cent in the world that we can not pay—not a debt. This confu- 
sion has arisen out of the fact that the construction company 
which had a contract from us to build this canal went down in 
the cramp of the times, and under the fact that Congress is legis- 
lating here and proposing to take this business out of our hands. 
There is where the confusion has arisen. We are not bankrupt. 
On the contrary, we have money to pay every debt we owe; and 
we do not owe but a very few hundred dollars, and that for ordi- 
nary current expenses which are not yet matured.” 

The other view of the question has been put here time and 
again, to the great disparagement of these gentlemen. There are 
men amongst them who, out of their own pockets, have established 
institutions of charity for the people of this country—hospitals 
and charities of that kind—broad-minded, splendid Americans. 
Such men as those are hauled up in the Senate of the United States 
because they are not willing to come here and yield $6,000,000, to 
which they are entitled under this concession, absolutely in the 
stock of this company, and submit their property into the hands 
of the Government of the United States; because they are patriotic 
and willing to help through with this canal they are hauled up 
here and denounced clamorously before this Senate as a set of 
mendicant bankrupts who are besieging these corridors for the 
purpose of getting money from Congress. It is untrue, unjust, 
and extremely wrong. 

Now, Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, I will give way 
with this bill as a special order, not taking it off the Calendar, 
and I willconsent that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
may bring in the bill in which he is so much interested and in 
which we are all so much interested. I thank him for his kind 
indulgence in this matter. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 982, being the House bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Nicaragua bill is merely displaced as the 
regular order. It takes its place on the Calendar, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrowsinthechair). The 
Chair understands from the statement of the Senator from Ala- 
bama that the bill loses its place as the unfinished business and 
takes its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. TURPIE. I did not understand whether the statement of 
the Chair was a ruling as to the parliamentary status of the bill 
or not. Ido not understand that the bill keeps its place on the 
Calendar if another bill is taken up without unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave moved to take up Order of Business 982, 
Which is the House bill known as the bankruptcy bill, reported 
by the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute. 

Mr. TURPIE. I remind the Senator from Massachusetts that 
I am not objecting to the bill moved by the honorable Sena- 
tor; but just before the honorable Senator made his motion the 
Chair declared that the bill laid aside keeps its place on the Cal- 
endar, and [rose to a point of parliamentary order to ask whether 

t is a parliamentary decision, or whether it depends on the con- 
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sent of the Senate? In my judgment the bill loses its place on the 
Calendar when another bill is taken up. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not understand by the announcement of the 
Chair that the bill kept its place in the Order of Business which 
it now occupies, but that it went to the General Calendar like any 
other bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] to state that the bill would not 
be pressed and would lose its place as the unfinished business and 
take its place on the Calendar. The Senator from Massachusetts 
{[Mr. Hoar] moves to proceed to the consideration of the bank- 
ruptcy bill, and if his motion prevails, that would, as the Chair 
understands, displace the Nicaraguan Canal bill as the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. TURPIE. The Senator from Indiana understood the Chair 
to say that the bill would hold its place in the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Oh, no; the Chair did not so 
state. 

The question is on the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated 
by him. 

Mr. HOAR. 
title. 

Mr. PASCO. Before the motion is submitted, I desire to state 
that I think the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLAs] wishes to 
be heard before that motion is put, and he is temporarily absent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that debate is not in order upon the 
pending motion. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves to proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 8110) to establish a uniform law 
on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me one 
moment? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not propose to ask a vote of any kind upon 
the bankruptcy bill this afternoon, as it is now so late, and I shall 
not even urge a formal reading of the bill if there are other mat- 
ters which Senators prefer to take up, like appropriation bills. 
Let the bankruptcy bill be the order of business at 2 o’clock to- 
morrow, and if there be anything else which Senators now want 
to attend to it can be done. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state that there are two or three 
appropriation bills awaiting the consideration of the Senate, and 
I have now one before me, the consideration of which I desire to 








I ask that the bill be laid before the Senate by 


ask. 

Mr. HOAR. I will agree to lay the bankruptcy bill aside tem. 

porarily. 
Mr. CULLOM. lIask,if the Senator from Massachusetts has 
concluded his remarks, that the bankruptcy bill, so called, be tem- 
porarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the appropriation bill relating to the Agricultural Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that the bill taken up on motion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts be temporarily laid aside, and that the Senate 
Co to the consideration of the bill indicated by him. If there 

ye NO Objection, it will be so ordered. The title of the bill will be 
stated. 

The SecrETARY. A bill (H. R. 9961) making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1898. 

ESTATE OF GEORGE M’DOUGALL. 


Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will give way for a moment, 
there is a bill here in which several Senators feel a great interest, 
particularly my friend from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEsS], which hag 
been passed through the Senate three times, I think, and has been 
favorably reported many times in the House of Representatives. 
It was laid over the other day because there was not a full attend. 
ance of the Senate. It is a very short bill, and I ask that it be 
taken up. It is Senate bill 621. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

ield? 

Mr.CULLOM. Asthe Agricultural appropriation bill has been 
taken up, if the bill of the Senator from Nevada takes no consider: 
able time, I am willing to yield. 

Mr. GALLINGER. What is the bill? 

Mr. STEWART. It is the bill (S. 621) for the relief of the legal] 
representative of George McDougall, deceased. 

Mr. TELLER. We have passed a similar bill several times. 

Mr. CULLOM. If thereis to be no discussion on the bill, Ihave 
no objection to its consideration. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not propose to discuss it. Itis an honest 
claim and has been already passed by the Senate three times. 


Does the Senator from Illinois 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be stated by title. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 621) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentative of George McDougall, deceased. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to suggest that if the bankruptcy bill is 
now up as the unfinished business, as there are quite a number of 
Senators, like the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], who have 
bilis they wish to have considered, [ am willing 

Mr. CULLOM. The Agricultural appropriation bill is now 
before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that, but the bankruptcy bill has 
been only informally laid aside. WhatI desired to suggest was 
that, by unanimous consent, the bankruptcy bill go over until to- 
morrow at 2 o’clock and be taken up then as the unfinished busi- 
ness. Ofcourse, it will then have first place. Meantime Senators 
may have the floor without having to ask my consent every time 
they wish to have a bill considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HILL. What is the request? 

Mr. HOAR. Merely that the bankruptcy bill may now go over 
until 2 o’clock to-morrow as the unfinished business, as there are 
a number of bills which Senators wish to call up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request | 
of the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HILL. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
bill—— 

Mr. STEWART. There is no objection made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection was made to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}. 

Mr. STEWART. There is no objection to the request I made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request of the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. SrEWART] is before the Senate. Is there objection 
to the consideration of the bill indicated by him? 

Mr.CULLOM. I yield for the purpose of action upon that bill, 
provided it occupies no time in its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objéction, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 621) for the relief of the 
legal representative of George McDougall, deceased. It directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the legal representative 
of the estate of George McDougall the sum appropriated in the 
general. deficiency bill of August 4, 1886, to pay the judgment of 
the Court of Claims in favor of John Paul Jones, administrator, 
in the same manner as though the judgment had been affirmed on 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, to wit, the 
sum of $81,250, but without interest or costs. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘I think that bill should be amended so that the 
sum appropriated shall be accepted in full for both principal and 
interest of that claim. 

Mr. STEWART. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. So that we shall not have next year a claim 
for interest on that amount to run for thirty years. 

Mr. STEWART. Let theré be added to the bill the words 
‘which said sum shall be accepted in full for all claims of princi- 
pal and interest.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time. and passed. 





Objection is made. 
If objection is made to the consideration of the 


ESTATE OF ALFRED W. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Iask for the present consideration of the res- 
olution reported by me this morning from the Committee on 
Claims referring a claim to the Court of Claims. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That Senate bill 3300, for the relief of the estate of Alfred W. 
Green, late of Carroll Parish, La., together with all accompanying papers, 
be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims under the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress to provide for the bringing of suits against 
the Government, approved March 3, 1887. 

Mr. ALLISON. I give notice that after the pending resolution 
shall have been disposed of I shall object to any other business 
until the Agricultural appropriation bill is disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution which has been read. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


GREEN, 


CAROLINE D. MOWATT—VETO MESSAGE, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a message 
from the House of Representatives announcing that the Ho 
had passed by a two-thirds vote over the veto of the President of 





the United States the 
line D. Mowatt. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I presume the message will be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message will be read. 
Mr. CULLOM. As that is a vetoed bill, I hope the bill, y 
the accompanying message of the President, will be referr 
the Committee on Pensions, and I make that motion. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I think the veto message should by 
Mr. CULLOM. Oh, no. I move that the bill, with the ac. 
panying message, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
The motion was agreed to. 


bill (H. R. 1139) granting a pension to Caro. 


th 
to 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. Y 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I decline to yield. 
wae ALLISON. I object to everything but the appropria: 

ill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Agricultural appropri 
bill having been taken up by unanimous consent and informal! 
laid aside, it is now before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to co 
sider the bill (H. R. 9961) making appropriations for the Depa: 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, which 
had been reported from the Committee on Appropriations wit} 
amendments. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask unanimous consent that the first form 
reading of the bill be dispensed with and that the amendments of 


the Committee on Appropriations be acted upon as they are reached, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, in thg 
absence of objection. ; 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was, on page 5, line 20, before the word “‘ thousand,” to strike 
out ‘‘eight” and insert ‘‘ten;” and in the same line, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,” where it occurs the second time, to strike out 


‘fifteen’ and insert “‘seventeen;” so as to make the clause read: 


Division of Chemistry: One chemist, who shall be chief of division, £2.51»); 
one assistant chemist, $1,800; one assistant chemist, $1,600; one clerk « 
$1,200; employment of additional assistants in Division of Chemist: 


necessary, $10,000; in all, $17,100. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 7, line 10, after the word 


** dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one assistant in Pathological Division, 
$1,200,” and insert ‘‘two assistants in Pathological Division, at 
$1,200 each;” and on page 8, line 12, before the word ** hundred,” 
to strike out “‘sixty-seven thousand four” and insert “sixty-eight 
thousand six;” so as to make the clause read: 


Salaries, Burean of Animal Industry: One chief of Burean, $4 ne 
assistant chief, $2,500; one chief clerk of Bureau, $2,000; one chief of Inspec 
tion Division, $2.500; one assistant chief of Inspection Division, $1,800; 01 af 
of Dairy Division, $2.500; one assistant chief of Dairy Division, $1,800; one chief 
of Pathological Division, $2.250; two assistants in Pathological Divisions. at 
$1,200each; one assistant in ey ye ey ; one chief of Bio-chemic 
Division, $2,250; two assistants in Bio-chemic Division, at $1,200 each. £2.40; 
one assistant in bio-chemic laboratory, $720; one chief of Miscellaneous LDivi- 
sion, $2,000; one zoologist, $2,000; two veteri inspectors, at $1.80) cach, 
$3,600; two veterinary inspectors, at $1,400 each, $2,800, one assistant at veter 
inary experiment station, $1,000; one clerk class 4, $1,800; one clerk class 3, 
$1,600; one clerk class 2, $1,400; five clerks class 1, $6,000; seven clerks, at 
$1,000 each, $7,000; one clerk, at $840; two firemen, at $720 each, $1.44): | 
messengers, at $720 each, $2,880; two skilled laborers, at $660 each. $1.) 
employment of artists, laborers, and charwomen, $5,000; in all, $68,640 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 13, to strike outs 


Total salaries Department of Agriculture, $316,100. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 22, to increase ‘le ap- 
propriation for ‘‘ botanical investigations and experiments, |)ivi- 
sion of Botany ” from $15,000 to $17,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. ) 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 2, after the ord 
*‘arboriculture,” to insert “‘including an investigation into tho 
ravages of the gypsy moth;” so as to make the clause read: 

Entomological investigations, Division of Entomology: Promotion 
nomic entomology; investigating the history and habits of insects injurion 
and beneficial to agriculture, horticulture, and arboriculture, including 
investigation into the ravages of the sy psy moth; ascertaining the best 1 
of destroying those found to be injurious; chemicals, insecticide appar: 
and other materials, supplies, and instruments required in conducting such 
experiments and investigations; freight and express charges and nec: *s«') 
traveling expenses; com tion of additional temporary assistants, it 
tlgators, an 
of the work of 


nts, an Pe illustrating, and publishing the re 
The amendment was agreed to. 


division, 
The next amendment was, on 


(ye 


, 


for 


P&E 


11, line 11, to increase the 


appropriation for ‘the biological survey, Division of Biological 
Survey,” from $17,500 to $20,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 11, line 17, to increase the 
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appropriation for ‘‘ pomological investigations, Division of Pomol- 
ogy,” from $6,000 to $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 16, after the word 


“ charges,” to insert “and for repairing roadways and walks;” so | 


as to make the clause read: 


Experimental gardens and grounds, Department of Agriculture, Division 
of Gardens and Grounds: Cultivation and care of experimental gardens and 
grounds, including the keep of the lawns, trees, roadways, and walks; man- 
agement and maintenance of the conservatories, greenhouses, and plant and 
fruit propagating houses; employment of foremen, gardeners, laborers, car- 
penters, painters, plumbers, and other mechanics; machinery, tools, wagons, 
carts, horses, harness, plows, lawn mowers, sprinklers, hose, watering cans, 
tubs, pots, and other implements required in cultivation; lumber, hardware. 
glass, paints, tin, stone, gravel, and other material required for repairs: fer! 
tilizers, insecticide apparatus, and chemicals; blacksmithing, horseshoeing 
and repairs to implements and machinery; seeds, plants. and bulbs for prop’ 
agating purposes; labels, potting, and packing materials, feed for horses 
freight and express charges, and for repairing roadways and walks, $25,000’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 2, before the word 
‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ fifty ” and insert *‘ fifty-five;” and in 
line 6, after the word ‘“eighty-seven,” to insert ‘‘and $5,000 of 
which sum may be expended by the Secretary of Agriculture to 
investigate and report to Congress upon the agricultural resources 
and capabilities of Alaska, with special reference to the desira- 
bility and feasibility of the establishment of agricultural experi- 
ment stations in said Territory, as has been done in other States 
and Territories, and the selection of suitable locations for such 
stations;” so as to read: 

Agricultural experiment stations, Office of Experiment Stations: Tocarry 
into effect the provisions of an act approved March 2, 1887, entitled ““An act 
to establish agricultural experiment stations in connection with the colleges 
established in the several States under the provisions of an act approved 
July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary thereto,” and to enforce the exe- 
cution thereof, $755,000, $30,000 of which sum shall be payable upon the order 
of the Secretary of Agriculture, to enable him to carry out the provisions of 
section 3 of the said act of March 2, 1887, and $5,000 of which sum may be ex- 
pended by the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate and _ report to Con- 
gress upon the —— resources and capabilities of Alaska, with special 
reference to the desirability and feasibility of the establishment of agricul- 
tural experiment stations in said Territory, as has been done in other States 
an Territories, and the selection of suitable locations for such stations. 

‘Tne amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 14, on page 17. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the item on page 17, from line 3 to 
line 14, in reference to fiber investigations, be stricken out, as I 
desire to look into it in conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out from line 3 to line 
14, inclusive, on page 17, as follows: 

Fiber investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue 
the investigations relating to textile fibers indigenous in, or adapted to, the 
United States, including their economic growth, cleansing, and decorticating, 
preparatory to manufacture; the testing machines and processes for said 
cleansing and decorticating; for the purchase of material for said tests; for 
the purchase of fiber plants and seeds for distribution, propagation, and 
experiment, and for the labor and eo incident thereto; and for travel- 
ing expenses in connection with said duties, $5,000: Provided, That no more 
than $5,000 shall be used for salaries. 


Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator from Illinois to move 
to strike out the clause in order that we may have further inquiry 
as respects the utility of the investigation? 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the reason. I have some statements 
in my pocket in reference to the matter that lead me to doubt 
whether the committee ought not to consider it more fully, and 
it is for the purpose of doing so that I have moved that it be 
stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Illinois, to strike out the clause 
which has been read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘* Pub- 
lications, Department of Agriculture, Division of Publications,” 
on page 18, line 9, before the word ‘‘thousand,” te strike out 
“sixty-five” and insert ‘‘seventy;” so as to read: 

For the preparation, printing, illustration, publication, indexing, and dis- 
tribution of documents, bulletins, and reports, $70,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the same head, on page 18, 
line 10, before the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘forty” and 
insert ‘‘forty-five;” in line 16, after the word ‘‘Congress,” to 
insert “‘as each Senator, Representative, or Delegate shall direct;” 
in line 24, after the word ‘‘title,” to strike out ‘“‘and character;” 
and on 19, line 7, before the word “‘ thousand,” to strike out 
“sixty-five” and insert ‘“‘seventy:” so as to read: 

Of which sum $45,000 shall be available for the preparation and printing of 


farmers’ bulletins, which shall be adapted to the interest of the people of the 


different sections of the country, an equal proportion of two-thirds of which 
shall be delivered to or sent out under the aaaeensed franks furnished by 
Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress, as each Senator, Rep- 
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resentive, or Delegate shall direct: Provided, That the Secretary of Agricul 


ture shall notify Senators and Representatives of the title and character of 
each such bulletin and also of any other publication of the Department of 
Agriculture, not sent to the folding rooms of the Senate and House, with the 
total number to which each Senator, Representative, and Delegate may bo 
entitled for distribution; and on vhe face of the envelope inelosing said bul- 


letins shall be printed the title of each bulletin contained therein; for the 
of artists, draftsmen, and engravers, and 


1 Ol 


DAY 
proof readers and indexers when 
necessary; for the purchase of tools, instruments, and artist’s material; f 
printing proofa, charts, and maps; for drawings, engravings, photogra 
paintings, lithographs, other illustrations, a lectrotypes, and for trav eling 
expenses when necessary; and for lab I gum, twine, an 
other necessary materials, $25,000; 


ror 









hs, 








in all, s ee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. My attention was calledaway fora moment. Has 
the amendment, found on page 18. increasing the appropriation 
for publications from $65,000 to $75,000 been agreed to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been. 

Mr. VEST. Iask that the vote by which it was agreed to may 
be reconsidered, in order that I may obtain some information 
about it. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is no objection to that request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Missouri 
indicate what amendment it is? 

Mr. VEST. It is the amendment in line 9, on page 18, under 
the head of ‘‘ Publications for the Department of Agriculture.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks 
that the vote by which the amendment was agreed to may be re- 
considered. If there is no objection, it will be so ordered. The 
question recurs on agreeing to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. VEST. Ishouldlike to know why that increase is proposed 
to be made. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Assistant Secretary of the Department 
regards it as important that the amount specified here should be 
given, andthe Committee on Appropriations concluded, after hear- 
ing him, that it was perhaps a propersumtoallow. Itisthe same 
amount that was appropriated last year for this purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me for one 
moment? The Senator from Missouri will see that under the 
phraseology employed here an additional expenditure will be nec- 
essary for the distribution of the bulletins, for printing, and for 
paper, envelopes, etc. If they are of any utility whatever, they 
should be distributed as provided for in this arrangement, and if 
so, it will necessarily require.a larger sum than is proposed to be 
appropriated by the House. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, thisisan appropriation for the prep- 
aration, printing, illustration, publication, and issuing of bulletins 
for the information of farmers and the advancement of agricul- 
ture. 

Mr. President, I think if there has been an abuse in any Depart- 
ment of this Government more flagrant than any other, it has been 
that accompanying the publications of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment. If the money of the people has been perverted from its 
legitimate purpose in any bureau or Department of this Govern- 
ment, the example has been most conspicuous in the Agricultural 
Department. 1 have before me a bulletin published recently, im- 
mediately after the Presidential election, by the Department of 
Agriculture, entitled The Farmer and Finance, in which there is 
not one word about any agricultural product, any agricultural 
process, any agricultural interest, unless it be that indirect inter- 
est which every citizen of the United States has in everything 
that appertains tothiscountry. Inthis publication the Secretary 
of Agriculture undertakes to prove that the twenty-two States 
which voted for Bryan are States in which illiteracy prevails, and 
that the twenty-three States which voted for McKinley are para- 
gons of educational refinement and advancement. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Wasthe document printed at the expense 
of the Government, I will ask the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. VEST. It was printed by the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. BATE. Out of this fund? 

Mr. VEST. Out of this fund, I suppose. He has no other fund. 
It was printed with the statement that he considered it necessary 
that the farmers of the country should know from what direction 
came the votes that supported Bryan; that it was the vote of 
ignorance and illiteracy, and that the vote which supported Mc- 
Kinley represented the refinement and educational advancement 
of this country. No Senator will say that this is a legitimate use 
of public money by the Secretary of Agriculture when he pub- 
lishes a bulletin discussing the financial question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will state that I think it was an utter 
erversion of the power of the Secretary of Agriculture, and that 
e ought to be rebuked for issuing a publication of that kind at 

the expense of the Government. I agree with the Senator from 
Missouri in that view. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Thatis not all. I have here a bulle- 
tin published by the Secretary of Agriculture entitled Arbor Day, 
and I find in it an address—a most eloquent rhetorical produc- 
tion—delivered in 1887, before the University of Nebraska, by the 
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Hon. J. Sterling Morton, long before he assumed the duties of his 
present position. In the middle of that address is the picture of a 
palatial country residence, surrounded by exotics, with a mag- 
nificent piazza, on which are found luxurious rocking-chairs and 
all the appurtenances of wealth and intellectual refinement. This 
is the country seat of the Secretary of Agriculture, and this is a 
costly illustration paid for by the tax money of the people of this 
country. In front of the villa is a tree, surrounded by palings, 
brought from Pikes Peak and planted in front of this humble 
agricultural retreat. This cut, I take it, was placed here at the 


expense of the people of the United States to show the prosperous | 


farmers, of whom the Secretary of Agriculture speaks, to what 
intellectual and luxurious refinement they might reach if they fol- 
lowed in the footsteps of the illustrious Secretary of Agriculture. 
This farmer’s home ought to have been seen by Bulwer before he 
painted his picture of the palace by the Lake of Como, ‘‘ where the 
rosy light stole through the perfumed air of marble halls.” 

This is the home of a farmer, and the illustration is paid for by 
the people of the country, and our committee wants to increase 
the appropriation for similar objects from sixty-five to seventy 
thousand dollars. Banish the thought that I would detain so illus- 
trious a tribunal as the Senate to save even $5,000; but I must en- 





Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, Ihold in my hand acircular 
issued from the Departmentof Agriculture which I think deserves 
the notice of the Senate. I intend to call attention to it again on 
Monday next, when I shall speak in behalf of bimetallism. I find 
myself confronted with a circular from the Department of Agricul 
ture, which should naturally confine itself to the subject of agri- 
culture, but which seems to have been issued for what I should 
call under the circumstances a political purpose. At any rate, it 
could not have been issued for the principal purpose of promoting 
agriculture. It was issued on the 23d day of November, after the 
clouds of the election had rolled by and the peaceful citizens of 
this country were supposed to have settled down to their ordinary 
avocations. The circular of the Secretary first asks Mr. Henry A. 
Robinson, his chief of the Division of Statistics, to obtain certain 
useful information on subjects connected with agriculture, and 
then comes this paragraph. I ask for it the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri: 


A large number of citizens have contended that the relative value of a 
silver dollar to a gold dollar depends upon an enacted ratio; in short, upon a 
law of Congress. Buta larger number of American citizens have contended 
that the relative value of gold coins and silver coins is entirely dependent 
upon the relative commercial value of the bullion contained in those coins. 


I suppose that the Secretary concluded that the larger number 


of citizens made this contention on account of the pronouncement 
of the election of November 3. He continues: 


It is desirable, therefore, in this connection, to show also what relation, if 
any, exists between the prices of either of the money metals and the price of 
any farm staple, like wheat, for instance. 


There the Secretary strikes an agricultural subject; he tries to 
make his gold monometallist tendencies take hold of agriculture in 
some appropriate way. Then he adds: 


And the reply, taken as a whole, ought to show whether the mint value of 
a money metal can be made by statute greater than the bullion value thereof. 
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ter my protest against spending one other cent in the directio, 
pursued by the Secretary of Agriculture as to what he calls his 
farmers’ bulletin. 

I will ask permission to expend a few more dollars of the public 
money, as the example is set by so illustrious a source, by havin 
the picture of this farmer’s home placed in the Recorp, in ordey 
that the farmers of this country may see how this eminent pr 
server of their interests is by day and night sweating and toilins 
in order to improve their condition and to introduce economic: 
methods in his Department. 

He has told us repeatedly of the amount of money he has sayeJ 
by cutting off seeds from the farmers of the country and reduci; 


| the publications that are gratuitously distributed by the Gover 


| ment. 





If he has been eloquent in anything, it has been upon th 
utter recklessness with which Congress appropriates money | 
gratuitous bulletins to the farmers of the United States; and \ 
he finds ample room in his bulletin on Arbor Day to insert an ()|;| 
speech which he made before the University of Nebraska in 1ss7, 
and to place in the bulletin this expensive woodcut of his mav- 
nificent home in Nebraska. I am opposed to giving 5 cents mor 
for that purpose. I ask to have the illustration reproduced in 
the RECORD, 


vl 
Th L 


There he again disconnects himself absolutely from agriculture. 
I ask why, upon any pretext, the Secretary of Agriculture in- 
structed his Statistician to write to him a letter or deliver to him 
a paper which, as a whole, should show ‘“* whether the mint value 
of a money metal can be made by statute greater than the bullion 
value thereof?” Yet that is the preposterous instruction he gives 
to his agricultural Statistician. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A subordinate officer under him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. His own Chief of his Bureau of 
Statistics, to whom he is giving directions to prepare crop statis- 
tics; and he winds up by ordering him to enter into a discussion 
of a monetary question, and to show ‘‘ whether the mint value of 
a money metal can be made by statute greater than the bullion 
value thereof,” which is a controverted point in monetary science. 

Mr. President, here is Mr. Robinson’s reply. I shall have occa- 
sion to allude to it on Monday next. I will content myself now by 
saying that it does not show anything that the Secretary expected 
and asked for. The tables connected with it are a powerful argu- 
ment in favor of the remonetization of silver, but when Mr. Robin- 
son closed his circular, as if conscious that he had utterly failed 
consistently with fact and reason to make the —_ which his 
superior required, in despair on that account, the whole tenor and 
effect of report having been the other way, he tries to hold out a 
little hope and adds: 

It may be that in a supplement to this circular some additional facts bear- 
ing upon the subject may be presented for consideration. 

This was certainly a lean haul of fish for a very large net, an 
so far as I know, the agricultural Statistician of the Departmen! 
has not yet reported to the Secretary whether or not by law th« 
mint value of a metal can be made greater than the commercia 
value thereof. 

Mr. President, it is a belittling of an office which ought to be 
of great value to the country in the exercise of its legitimate func- 
tions when the Secretary of Agriculture sets the subordinates o! 
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the Department to the work of gathering political statistics pre- 
arranged to vindicate a political position previously taken by the 
head of the Department. 

Mr. CULLOM. If I thought the gentleman who it is an- 
nounced in the papers is to be the next Secretary of Agriculture, 
and who I suppose will be appointed by the distinguished gentle- 
man who this afternoon was declared to have been elected Presi- 
dent of the United States, would pursue the same course that has 
been pursued by the present Secretary of Agriculture, I myself 
would feel very much like striking this item out of the bill. I 
confess what is known to everybody connected with either branch 
of Congress, that there has been great difficulty, great confusion, 
great embarrassment in reference to agricultural matters and 
appr ypriations therefor since the present incumbent has occupied 
that position. But after the 4th of March we are going to have 
a Secretary of Agriculture who is a real farmer, and who knows 
what it is to be a farmer, to live as a farmer, and to think as a 

armier. 
- VEST. Will my friend the Senator from Dlinois permit 
me ask him one question? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. : 

Mr. VEST. Does not the Senator think if political publications, 
publications on financial questions, and illustrations of magnifi- 
cent private residences should be left out of the subsequent re- 
ports of the Secretary of Agriculture, $65,000 would be enough? 

Mr. CULLOM. I should certainly be in favor of leaving out 
that kind of material. 

Mr. VEST. Then I submit that this appropriation, which cov- 
ers those extravagancies, certainly ought to be ample to meet the 
economical administration so eloquently portrayed by the Senator 
from Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no doubt that the real interest of the 
farmers in receiving these publications and bulletins has been 
neglected to the extent of the amount that those extraneous items 
cost the country. What I want to do, and what the Co1amittee 
on Appropriations who have had charge of the bill desire to do, is 
to give the next Secretary of Agriculture money enough so that 
the real interests of the farmers will be promoted by the proper 
administration of the affairs of the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. STEWART. Is there a deficiency in the appropriation of 
last year for printing? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think not. There is no deficiency. 

Mr. VEST. No; this is an increase of $5,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. These bulletins and farmers’ publications, etc., 
for distribution to the farmers are greatly sought after. They 
are of great value to the farmers if properly edited and issued 
and distributed, and the agricultural interests of the country 
ought to have substantially what they ask for in the conduct of 
that branch of the public service. So I hope the Senate will not 
reduce the amount. The Committee on Appropriations put the 
amount back just as it was last year, believing that the new 
Secretary would bring about reforms in the administration of the 
office which wouid result in Congress knowing in the end exactly 
what we ought to appropriate; and I confess it is difficult to 
know exactly the amount that should be appropriated at this time. 

Mr. STEWART. Is this appropriation the same as it was last 
year? 

Mr. CULLOM. The appropriation proposed is the same as it 
was last year. 

Mr. VEST. It was $65,000 last year. 

Mr. CULLOM. No; $70,000, exactly as we propose to amend it. 
I hope the Senate will allow it to stand in that way. I would not 
hesitate to guarantee that the next Secretary of Agriculture, who 
is a farmer and an intelligent gentleman, and is not engaged, as 
a hobby, in writing upon the question of gold or silver, will ad- 
minister the office in the way that will be satisfactory to the Sen- 
ate and to the farmers of the whole country. 

Mr. STEWART. If the appropriation is the same as it was last 
year, I do not know that I have any special objection to it; but I 
desire to remark in this connection that it is a growing custom in 
various Departments to take jurisdiction of politics, financial 
questions, and nearly everything else with which the Department 
has nothing to do. I think if all the reports made by subordinates 
and by heads of Departments were scrutinized, and the printing 
confined to the jurisdiction of subjects within their respective 
Departments, much money would be saved and much scandal 
would be avoided. 

_ [think there is nothing more scandalous than for a subordinate 
in a Department to obtrude his views on all political questions and 
assume to instruct the people in matters with which he has noth- 
ing to do any more than a private citizen, and stuff those instruc- 
tions in the various reports. There is entirely too much of it. It 
not only costs the Government a great deal, but it is offensive to 
those who receive the reports, looking for infermation on a par- 
ticular subject. The readers ought not to be burdened with the 

cting views of subordinates when they are looking for infor- 
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mation on some topic of agriculture or on the subject of what the 
banks have done. The legitimate report of the Comptroller of the 
Currency ought not to be mixed up with essays on finance, nor 
should the mint reports be loaded with arguments pretending to 
be official when the officer has no authority to speak on those sub- 
jects. It is his duty to report, but his report should be a report 
connected with that business and not with all the sciences of the 
country and the politics of the country. 
up in this direction. 

I have never felt called upon to indulge in any criticism of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, because it is too peculiar a subject for 
ordinary comment. Really, I have been restrained because the 
thing is sg absurd. His whole proceedings have seemed so laugh- 
able that I could not induce myself to make an assault upon him 
or to criticise him in any serious way. He is the most picturesque 
specimen of any animal I haveever known. He beats them all in 
his peculiarities. The iman who undertakes to reduce him or his 
thoughts or his actions by any rule of common sense would make 
a failure. So I have never undertaken it. I am glad he will not 
be able to stuff another edition of the agricultural reports with 
his peculiar notions, and I hope that his successor will be such a 
man as is described by the Senator from Illinois, and that he will 
give the people of the United States information in regard to agri- 
culture and kindred subjects, and leave some room for discussion 
to the world at large on other subjects. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senate will not reduce the amount. 
It is exactly the sum which was appropriated during the last ses- 
sion. Let us give the new man whois coming in a chance to do 
something for the farmers. 

Mr. VEST. It is very evident that more than $5,000 has been 
expended on these illustrations and this political essay; I under- 
take to say $10,000 at least, including franking. Sixty-five thou- 
sand dollars is an ample sum. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I hope the Senators who voted 
a moment ago in the negative will not press that matter. As a 
farmer I know that the bulletins issued by the Agricultural Depart- 
ment on the subject of agriculture are valuable. Our farmers get 
little enough consideration in this Chamber and the other, and the 
appropriation should not be cut down because we have had a man 
in charge of that Department who is unworthy and who has 
prostituted the power given him to promulgate his peculiarities 
on finance under the guise of agricultural bulletins. I hope the 
Senate will give the new Secretary of Agriculture, the one who 
is to succeed this man, the usual appropriation, and if he should 
then follow the bad example that has been set him, it will be time 
enough for us to take this matter up next year and cut down the 
appropriation. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I can not agree with the position 
taken here that because Mr. Morton has published matters which 
are personal to himself, therefore the farmers shall not have the 
amount necessary to disseminate information for their benefit. 
What kind of connection is there between those two matters? The 
question is, What is the amount that is needed for the informa- 
tion of the farmers? Is it wise to disseminate correct information 
among the farmers? Canitbedone? What does the Senator from 
Missouri know about the amount required? The Secretary of 
Agriculture and Mr. Dabney, the Assistant Secretary of Agri- 
culture, have informed the committee, of which 1 am a member, 
that this amount is needed, and that there is a great deal of de- 
mand for the dissemination of purely agricultural information. 
Mr. Morton is not going to be the Secretary again. What he has 
done that was improper has nothing to do with the probability of 
the future application of the money. It isappropriated for the dis- 
semination of necessary information in regard to improved proc- 
esses and to increase the intelligence of the agricultural classes. 
The item has been carefully considered by the committee, and 
good, substantial reasons have been given for this increase. 

Mr. VEST. I will simply answer the Senator from Florida by 
stating that the House of Representatives, which is considered as 
being as near the people as the Senate, investigated the question 
and fixed the amount at $65,000. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me one 
minute? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The other day the Senate passed a resolution 
for the printing of a book on cotton, and provided that 20,000 
copies should be struck off. I know that that book is very valu- 
able and will add to the information which the cotton planters 
But the House, which is so near the people, reduced the 
number to one-third of what we agreed to give them. It does not 
follow, therefore, that the House is any nearer to the people than 
we are. 

Mr. VEST. As I know nothing about the facts of that case, I 
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would rather have them before I bring in a verdict. The Senator 
from South Carolina doubtless, in his honest way, states his side 
of it. He thought there ought to be 20,000 copies printed. The 
House reduced it, he says, to one-third the number. Ido not know 
anything about the matter, but I assume, by way of legislative 
comity, that the House was trying to do what it thought to be 
right. It takes the two branches of Congress to make a law. 

‘Now, the House had the officials of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment before it when it fixed the amount of the appropriation at 
$65,000. The same officials then appealed, you might say, legisla- 
tively, to the committee of the Senate and obtained an increase of 
$5,000. It is not a matter of life and death, but I wanted to 
express publicly my opinion of the way in which the appropria- 
tion for publications and illustrations has been abused. by the 
Department of Agriculture. That was my principal object. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not wish to prolong the 
debate on this question, but the amount appropriated for this pur- 
pose, in the nature of things, must be somewhat flexible, depending 
upon the judgment, sense, discretion, and intelligence of the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture and the various divisions and bureaus under 
his charge. Here are several divisions constantly engaged in mak- 
ing investigations supposed to be for the benefit of agriculture, 
If the investigations are of value, they should be printed, and if 
they are printed from time to time they should be distributed 
among those who are benefited by the instruction given in them. 

These bulletins have hitherto been issued in small editions of 
1,000 or 1,500, I believe, though perhaps sometimes in larger edi- 
tions. They have been distributed by the Agricultural Depart- 
ment according to the will and caprice, if you please, or the judg- 
ment of the Secretary of Agriculture or the particular divisions 
that publish the bulletins. Now, for the first time in the history 
of this distribution, we have provided here that two-thirds of the 
publications shall be delivered to members of the Senate and 
ome of Representatives, and shall be distributed according to 
our judgment and discretion, in order that we may judge of their 
value and of the necessity of their distribution, and also as to any 
additional copies that may be ordered printed. 

So with this appropriation of $70,000; after we have eliminated 
#rom the bulletins the pictures which the Senator from Missouri 
shows us, they may be in some sense cheaper than they are now, 
but it may be possible that the new Secretary of Agriculture will 
think that some other subject which has been investigated by him 
or his subordinates will be of value to the agriculturists of the 
country. I take itfor granted that he will not authorize publica- 
tions unless they are useful. I do not suppose that we are likely 
to have all the time Secretaries who will deal with economic ques- 
tions in the sense of the ratios between silver and gold or in the 
sense of the bullion value as compared with the mint value of 
money, but that as arule the Department of Agriculture will 
confine itself to the general topics relating to agriculture. 

The Senator from Illinois has been kind enough to allude to the 
gentleman who is to occupy that office, if the reports in the news- 
papers are true, after the 4th of March. This appropriation bill 
will not take effect until the ist day of July next. It is my for- 
tune to know the gentleman whom rumor fixes as the future Sec- 
retary of Agriculture. He is, as the Senator from Llinois has 
stated, a practical farmer, having lived on a farm for more than 
forty years. He is not only that, but he is a man of affairs, hav- 
ing been a member of the other House of Congress for a good 
many years. He has occupied public stations in our own State. 
But in addition to that, and most of all, for the last six years he 
has expended his time and his ability, which is great, in investi- 
gation, experimentally and scientifically, of the identical subjects 
that are embraced in the bill. Iam willing for one to trustthese 
appropriations, having them general in their character and flexi- 
ble in their nature, to his intelligence and judgment for their 
expenditure. So they will not be extravagantly expended, but 
they will be utilized for the benefit of the agriculturists of this 
country in disseminating the useful information which in this bill 
we have appropriated large sums of money to collect through the 
scientific divisions and bureaus of the Agricultural Department. 

I hope the Senator from Missouri, who like myself represents a 
large agricultural State, will not, simply because there has been 
one mistake made as respects a single bulletin, undertake to strike 
down or diminish this valuable appropriation relating to the dis- 
semination of information to the farmers of our country. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa is right. My State is one 
of the largest agricultural States in the Union; and I am the last 
Senator to cut off my constituents from any information of a use- 
ful kind in regard to their pursuits. With the assurance of the 
Senator from Illinois and the Senator from Iowa that we are to 
have no more financial nor pictorial bulletins from the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, I will withdraw the opposition to the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the commit- 
tee will be agreed to, in the absence of objection. 
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Mr. DAVIS. I ask the attention of the Senator in charge of t}, 
bill to the item for fiber investigations on page 17._I was not in 
the Chamber when something was done with it. I understa, l 
that that appropriation of $5,000 has been stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph from line 
line 14, on page 17, was stricken out. 

Mr. CULLOM, The committee, or some members of it, rat} 
since the consideration of the provision referred to by the Se: 
from Minnesota in committee, came to the conclusion on rep); 
sentations made and some facts given to them that perhaps wo 
ought further to consider it, and therefore I asked that it 
stricken out, so that we might consider it in conference later, 

Mr. DAVIS. I trust that that item will not be prejudiced } 
such a mode of proceeding. I only have this to say, that my o 
State and South Dakota and Iowa produce about five-sevenths 
the flax produced in this country, and it was largely through the 
instrumentality of the members from those States that this sma]] 
appropriation of $5,000 was put into the bill. ‘1 understand that 
in another place the question was fully investigated and all sorts 
of representations pro and con were made. 

Mr.CULLOM. Can the Senator from Minnesota state asa 
ter of information on his part what has been done by the us 
that appropriation by the parties who had charge of the work 

Mr. DAVIS. There has been considerable done in the past. 
can not state it in detail, but Ican state that the results have ly 
very gratifying to my constituency and undoubtedly to that of the 
Senator from lowa. I wish the paragraph may be restored. [i 
a small matter. 

Mr. CULLOM. There seemed to be some evidence given to me 
to the effect that there was nothing done except for the parties in 
charge of it to draw their salaries: that they made out in some 
way or other to draw all but about $150, and there is no evidence 
of any actual work done. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think that is an error. 
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But, under the happy 


auspices that are going to prevail, according to my friend from 
Iowa, in the course of a few weeks, I move that that item be 
restored. 


Mr. CULLOM. I suggest to the Senator to let it go over for the 
present. 


Mr. CAFFERY. I hope the Senator from Illinois will yield to 


the motion of the Senator from Minnesota. There have been of 
late years very exhaustive experiments made in the fiber of decor- 
cative plunts, for instance,of the ramie. If a decorticating ma- 
chine can be invented to separate the fiber, to make the fiber ready 


for the purpose of manufacturing cloth, it would very largely 
revolutionize a large portion of the crops of the Gulf States 
Ramie makes a fiber of most excellent character. 

Mr. CULLOM. Has the Senator from Louisiana information 
that there has been actually any work done by the parties em- 
ployed in that business under the former appropriation? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ido not know whether any work has been 
done under the authority of the Agricultural Department, but I 
know that experiments are constantly going on in my State in 
regard to the invention of a machine that would properly decorti- 
cate the fiber of the ramie plant. It is coutidently said—— 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow an amendment to be 
made as to the amount of the appropriation, so that we can have 
the matter in conference and confer about it and get further infor- 
mation, if there is any, I will agree that the vote striking out the 
paragraph shall be reconsidered, so that we can keep control of it 
in conference if we find it is important that it should be left in 
the bill. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very well. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I move that the word “three ” before ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” in line 18, be stricken out and ‘“‘ two” inserted; so as to read: 
That no more than $2,000 shall be used for salaries. 

Mr. PASCO. Can not weretain the amount in the bill without 
submitting it to the risk of a conference? All the Senators from 
the Gulf States are interested in the matter, and I hope the appro- 
priation will not be stricken from the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. I have no objection to the amen(- 
ment of theSenator from Minnesota. Let the vote be reconsidered 
and an amendment agreed to striking out ‘‘three” and inserting 
‘“*two,” in line 13. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no objection, the vote 
by which the paragraph from lines 3 to 14 on page 17 was stricken 
out will bereconsidered. The questionis upon the amendment pr 
posed by the Senator from Minnesota, to reduce the appropriation 
for salaries from $3,000 to $2,000. 

Mr. DAVIS. I withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. PASCO. Now I ask that the amount be kept as it was be- 
fore, then it will not be subject to the risksin conference. We are 
very anxious to have the investigation proceeded with. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam unwilling to allow the action to be recon- 
sidered unless I can either have the total amount reduced from 
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$5,000 to $4,000, or limit the salaries to $2,000, so that we can con- 
sider it further in conference. I am willing to agree to either 
proposition. 

Mr. PASCO. The matter will bein the hands of the new Secre- 
tary, in whom the Senator from Illinois has entire confidence. 
All that the Senator has said with reference to the other subject 
will perhaps be applicable here, and I hope he will trust the new 
Secretary with that amcunt, so that these very valuable experi- 
ments may be carried on, if they have not been done so as fully as 
should have been the case in the past. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is the Senator aware that anything has been 
done under that provision except to draw salaries? I have not 
been able to find out that there has been anything else done. 

Mr. PASCO. Ido not know how much has been done in the 
past, but let us hope that in the future, under the new Adminis- 
tration, there will be great results accomplished. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not care to spend time upon this small 
item. There seems to be a very great desire that the paragraph 
shall be retained in the bill, and I am willing to let it stand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ilinois with- 
draws the motion to strike out the paragraph. If there be no ob- 
jection, the amendment will be withdrawn and the paragraph 
will stand as reported. The reading of the bill will be proceeded 
with. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at line 8, on page 
19. The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 21, line 12, to increase the appropriation for contin- 
gent expenses, Department of Agriculture, from $20,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ** Division of Seeds, 
purchase and distribution of valuable seeds,” on page 21, line 21, 
Cotore the word “thousand,” to strike out ‘‘twenty” and insert 
“fifty,” and on page 22, line 2, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to 
insert “‘and thirty;” so as to make the clause read: 


Division of Seeds, purchase and distribution of valuable seeds: For the 
purchase, propagation, and distribution of valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, 
shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, and expense of labor, transportation, 
paper, twine, gum, printing, postal cards, and all necessary material and 


repairs for putting up and distributing the same, and to be distributed in 
localities adapted to their culture, $150,000. And the Secretary of Agricul- 


ture is hereby auth: , empowered, directed, and required to expend tho 
said sum in the purchase, propagation, and distribution of such valuabie 
seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, and is authorized, 
empowered, directed, and es to expend not less than the sum of 
$130,000 in the purchase at public or private sale of valuable seeds, the best 
he can obtain, and such as shall be suitable for the respective localities to 
which the same are to be apportioned, and in which same are to be dis- 
tributed as hereinafter stated; and such seeds so purchased shall include a 
variety of vegetable and flower seeds suitable for planting and culture in 
the various sections of the United States. 


Mr. LODGE. I wish to ask why it was considered necessary at 
this time, when the revenues of the country are certainly not 
excessive, to add $30,000 to the House appropriation for seeds? 
The usual appropriation for many years has been $120,000, some- 
times $130,000, but never over that, I think, until last year, when 
there was so much sympathy aroused by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture in his attack on the seed matter that the House raised the 
appropriation to $150,000. This year they put it back again to 
about the usual sum. Under the present methods of purchase, if 
Tam not misinforme’, we get about twice as many seeds as we 
used to get under the appropriations formerly made. The appro- 
priation of last year was an exceptional one, and the House recog- 
nized the fact that it was an exceptional one and fixed the amount 
at $120,000. 

It is stated that it is for the purchase of valuableseeds. Weall 
know that this appropriation started for the purchase of valuable 
seeds, rare seeds, etc., with a view of giving the Government 
assistance to encourage the planting and development of rare 
seeds and bulbs. We know that that has degenerated into a mere 
wholesale distribution of the commonest kinds of vegetable and 
flower seeds. I think myself that it has become a great abuse 
and a great waste of the public money in the way in which it is at 
present done; but certainly it seems to me that we might be con- 
tent this year to stand by the House appropriation of $120,000, 
which is the usual appropriation, and not increase it by $30,000. 

does not interfere with the Secretary of Agriculture in the 

least. It is not like cutting down the appropriations for publica- 
tions, which I agree have been greatly abused under the existing 
This is merely for seeds for our own distribution. I 


stem. 
think it is a mistake in the present condition of the revenues to | 


add $30,000 and carry up the usual appropriation to $150,000, 
which never reached that point except under the exceptional cir- 
cumstances of last year. 

_ Mr. CULLOM. I was just going to state what the Senator said 
in his last remark—that the item as the Senate committee has 


amended it carries the same appropriation that was made during 
the last session. 





| 








Mr. LODGE. The Senator willexcuseme. Istated that in the 
very beginning of my remarks, and said that it was owing to the 
fact that last year the Secretary of Agriculture undertook to reform 
this abuse, and he caused so much sympathy by the method ‘in 
which he did it that the House lifted the appropriation to a higher 
point than it had ever been lifted to before; and this year the House 
putit back. Iam aware of the facts in the case. 

Mr. CULLOM. Itis true that the Secretary of Agriculture is 
not in favor of any appropriation for agricultural seeds to be seat- 
tered over the country, and has persistently refused to recommend 
such an appropriation, as he has refused to dothis year. Thetwo 
Houses last year made an appropriation of $150,000, and the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate, notwithstanding the House 
year reduced the amount to $120,000, concluded to restor 
view of the change which was going to take place in the ad 
tration of that office. I presume I ought to say that I! 
special dislike to the present incumbent of that off e has 
undertaken to administer it sccording to his views, whic!) ha 
not been according to mine. I therefore have not muchconiilence 
in him in connection with that business, but I have great faith 
that we are going to turn over a new leaf, and that we shall hav 
the business of that Department so administered in the interests 
of the agriculturists of the country as that they will be benefited 
thereby. In view of my confidence, I have been in favor of the 
appropriation of the same sum we appropriated last year, and I 
think the Senate had better allow the $150.000 to be retained in 
the bill, and that a part of it, $130,000, which is the same appro- 
priation as was contained in the bill of last year, be expended for 
the purchase at public or private sale of valuable seeds, ete. 

It is simply a question of judgment as to what amount ought 
to be appropriated, but I have not felt that, as the representatives 
of the agricultural people of the country, we ought to be parsi- 
monious in our disposition to make appropriations for their bene- 
fit. They do not get much out of this Government, they say, 
whatever we do. Now, let us give them information, especially 
with regard to their own great interest, which is the controlling 
interest of the country. I hope the amount will be allowed to 
stand. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it seems to me there is nothing in 
the consideration which has been suggested here which is perti- 
nent to the reduction of the amount appropriated in this bill. 
Suppose this has degenerated intoanabuse. Is the abuse ofa thing 
any reason for abolishing its proper and reasonable use, or is it a 
reasonable use that rare and valuable seeds should be distributed. 
such as may be acclimatized and may improve the products of 
agriculture throughout the country? Is there anything unrea- 
sonable in that? Is it not a wise thing to do to improve the prod- 
ucts of agriculture and to improve them by the cultivation of 
superior kinds? Thatisthelaw. If youcan not find an executive 
officer to execute it, you must only amend those provisions which 
are pertinent to him and bear upon him. 

I say, in my own judgment and observation, that there is no 
appropriation in this bill which is more useful to the people of 
this country, when properly used, than this for introducing rare 
and valuable and improved sr 2ds, plants, and shrubs. In my own 
State it has been the cause of a great deal of advantageous produc- 
tion of new things, acclimatizing them, and but for the frosts 
which have occurred in the last few years there would have been 
added to the commerce of this country some very valuable con- 
tributions from new and rare plants acclimatized in that section 
of the country. We may take as a specimen the orange, which 
has been greatly improved beyond any other part of the world. 

This appropriation is more in touch with the people of the coun- 
try, with the farmers, than any other. In my judgment, the 
appropriation in this bill to the great farming interests ought to 
be twice what it is, because upon that interest, upon its progress 
and its improvement, depends the whole prosperity of this country. 
Those things which are added to it in manufacture and inventions 
must rest upon the substratum of agricultural prosperity. The 
farmers of this country are exceedingly poor. The pressure of the 
times bears upon them more severely than upon any other class 
in the country. There is an absolute want of money throughout 
the whole farming region of the country, and there is a necessity 
that'they should have this assistance from the Government, not 
of the ordinary seeds, but of the kinds which are required to be 
purchased for the improvement of the present productions of agri- 
culture. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, I have the consent of the committee 
for an amendment which I propose to offer, on page 22, after line 
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8. I propose toinsert what I send to the desk: 
Of which $1,000 shall be expended in the purchase of an extra supply of 
tobacco and other seeds for the sufferers by cyclones and frosts in the State 


of Florida who are unable to purchase them. 








1710 


I only wish to say that for the last three or four years there has 
been a succession of disasters in the State of Florida, commencing 
with the great frost three years ago, which destroyed the orange 
groves of the country, and the growers lost many millions of dol- 
lars. That has been succeeded by a cyclone in the present year. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will reduce the amount to $500, 
I shall make no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I-will do that; but the amount ought not to be 
reduced. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I movetoamend the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Florida by including the State of Louisiana 
and enlarging also the scope of the seeds he proposes to distribute 
by adding corn to the list. 

I will state that a very large portion of my State was visited 
last year by a most severe drought. Some ten or twelve parishes 
were absolutely burned up and their whole crop destroyed, so 
much so that the people of that State are now engaged in chari- 
table contributions to relieve the sufferings of the people in the 
drought-stricken districts. I do not know that this will be ac- 
ceptable to them, inasmuch as their wants are being relieved by 
the efforts of their fellow-citizens. 

Mr. CALL. Then they need not take it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. But at all events, when an amendment of 
this sort is included for Florida, I think the condition of the State 
of Louisiana, of which I can speak knowingly, where the people 
are absolutely in a starving condition, deserves as much consider- 
ation at the hands of the Senate as the State of Florida. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

Mr. CALL. Isubmit tothe chairman of the subcommittee that 
the amount named in my amendment should stand at $1,000. 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first question will be on 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations, 
which has been stated, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] will now be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 8, on page 22, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 


Of which $500 shall be expended in the purchase of an extra supply of to- 
bacco and other seed for the sufferers from cyclones and frosts in the State 
of Florida who are unable to purchase them. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I move toamend the amendment by inserting 
the word ‘‘corn” after *‘ tobacco,” and after the word * Florida” 
by inserting ‘“‘and the drought-stricken regions of Louisiana.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam very glad to see our friends from Loui- 
siana and other Southern States, who are such sticklers about the 
jurisdiction of Congress in appropriating money for these general 
purposes, offering such amendments as those now proposed. I 
suggest to the Senator from Louisiana that his amendment en- 
larges the scope of the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Florida by inserting ‘‘ drought.” We have made appropriations 
heretofore for overflows of the Mississippi and other rivers; we 
have made appropriations for cyclones. Now the Senator from 
Florida adds ** frosts” and the Senator from Louisiana proposes 
to add ‘‘ droughts.” We havesome very severe frosts in the North- 
west, and I should be willing to allow that appropriation of $500 
for frosts, but I submit to the Senator from Louisiana that he is 
widening the scope of this appropriation by adding droughts. I 
should be glad if he would change that portion of his amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that it is not 
droughts, or cyclones, or frosts that we are appropriating money 
for, but we are appropriating money for the suffering which can 
not otherwise be relieved, and for the improved production of the 
country which will be created by these appropriations. It is not 
the thing that caused the suffering, but what results from it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I was misled by the phraseology of the 
amendment. I understood the Senator in his amendment to state 
the reasons why it was offered. 

Mr. CALL. Thatis the reason, undoubtedly, but it is the result 
for which we are appropriating. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not notice whether the amendment of the 
Senator from Florida proposes to appropriate so much money from 
the sum already appropriated. 

Mr. CALL. Thatisall. Idonot propose toincreasetheamount. 

Mr. CULLOM. If that is so, very well. 

Mr. CALL. That is all. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I make no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Louisiana ine. CAFFERY] to the amendment of the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. CALL] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment by 
inserting after the word ‘‘tobacco” the word “corn,” and after 


the word “ Florida” the words ‘‘ and the drought-stricken regions 
of Louisiana.” 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amenj 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the amendment be read as it yj] 
stand if amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as proposed 
be amended will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed toamend the amendment ;; 
line 8, on page 22, so as to read: 

Of which $500 shall be expended in the purchase of an extra supply of + 

cco, corn, and other seed for the sufferers from the cyclones and frosts ;; 


the State of Florida and the drought-stricken regions of Louisiana, wh 
unable to purchase them. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There will have to be a yea-and-nay 
vote on that amendment if it is to go into the bill. : 

Mr. CULLOM, If ayea-and-nay vote is to be called for, I h 
the Senator will withdraw the amendment. We are appropriat- 
ing $150,000 to buy and distribute seeds. The chances are that 
the regions referred to in the amendment, which seem to be iy 
a suffering condition, can be supplied out of the appropriation 
without any special legislation. I hope, therefore, the Senator 
will not embarrass the bill by urging the adoption of the amend. 
ment. 

Mr. CALL. I will submit to the suggestion of the Senator, 
though I should be very glad to have a yea-and-nay vote on this 
amendment, because I think what it proposes is a very important 
and proper thing to do; but in the present condition of the Senate 
I shall not press the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 23, line 14, after 
the word ‘‘ represents,” to strike out: 

And in determining the number of packets of flower, vegetable, and other 
seeds, respectively, which shall be placed in the quota of each Senator, iep- 
resentative, or Delegate, the Secretary shall be controlled by the written 
instructions filed with him by such member at any time prior to the lst 
day of — each year, indicating the relative proportions of the flower, veg- 
etable, and other seeds which said member desires in his quota. And the 
Secretary shall furnish to each such member either his entire quota or such 
part thereof as he may desire in sealed packets containing the names of the 
seeds contained therein printed upon the cover, together with a suflicient 
number of unsealed envelopes with roe printed blank frank slips 
attached thereto for inclosing and mailing said seed packets. If any mem- 
ber shall fail to express his wish in regard to the various kinds of seeds to | 
apportioned in his quota before the Ist da of May, the Secretary may appor- 
tion the same tosaid member according to hisown judgment. ‘The provisions 


of this amendment shall apply to the distributions succeeding the Ist day of 
May, 1897. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 16, to strike 
out: 

Total miscellaneous, Department of Agriculture, $1,955,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ General expenses, 
Weather Bureau,” on page 28, line 15, after the word ‘‘ inspector,” 
to insert ‘‘ at a salary not to exceed $2,000;” and in line 18, after 
the word ‘‘ Washington,” to insert ‘‘ who, without additional 
expense to the Government, may hereafter, in the discretion of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, be granted such leaves of absence 
as are now authorized to employees in the office of the Chief of 
the Weather Bureau, not to exceed thirty days in any one year, 
$352,195;” so as to make the clause read: 


Salaries of one inspector, at asalary not to exceed $2,000, thirty local forecast 
officials, section directors, observers, operators, repairmen, messengers, |abor- 
ers, and other necessary employees, outside of the city of Washington, who, 
without additional expense to the Government, may hereafter, in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of Agriculture, be granted such leaves of absence as are 
now authorized to employees in the office of the Chief of the Weather Bureau, 
not to exceed thirty days in any one year, $352,195. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 20, after the word 
‘‘expenses,” to strike out ‘‘$717,162 ” and insert ‘‘$364,967;” so as 
to make the clause read: 


All other expenses, itemized as follows: Maps, bulletins, and stationery for 
stations, and the maintenance of a printing office in the District of Colum! 
for printing the necessary circulars, weather maps, bulletins, and mont|'\y 
weather reviews (including the hire of printers, lithographers, and other 1 
essary working force); for traveling expenses; for freight and express 
charges; for instruments and shelters therefor; for telegraphing or telephon- 
ing reports and mes s, the rates to be fixed by the retary of Agricul- 
ture by agreement with the companies performing the services; for rents 
and other incidental expenses of offices maintained as stations of observs 
tion; for maintenance and repair of seacoast telegraph lines; for river ‘ 
servations and reports; for storm and other signals; for cotton-region 0 
servations and reports; for corn and wheat observations and reports; [vr 
aerial observations and reports; for special observations and pay of obsery- 
ers of West Indian, Mexican, and Central American stations during the hur 
ricane season; for supplies for climate and crop services; and for investi¢ 
tions on climatology, including assistance and all necessary expenses, $304.0: 


The amendment was agreed to. : ; 
The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 23, to strike 
out: 


Total, Weather Bureau, $883,702. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 30, to strike out: 

Total, Department of Agriculture, $2,272,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 2, to strike out: 

Total, $3,155,702. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THURSTON. I propose an amendment which I under- 
stand the committee is willing to accept. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator | 


from Nebraska will be stated. a 

The SECRETARY. On page 17, after line 14, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Domestic sugar production: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to con- 
tinue inquiry and ascertain the progress made in the production of domestic 
eygar from beets and sorghum, including the area of available landsadapted 
thereto, by irrigation or otherwise, and to vee all other matters con- 
cerning the same; for cost of labor, traveling, and other expenses, $5,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. I make no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. : 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


IRA H. SWEATT. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1323) for the relief of Ira H. Sweatt. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information, subject 
to objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for itifor- 
mation, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes to pay to Ira H. Sweatt, late of Company I, Thirteenth 
New Hampshire Volunteers, a pension of $12 per month, under 
certificate No. 121863, issued October 27, 1892, and that no part of 
it shall be retamed by any authority to reimburse the Government 
for any pension heretofore paid. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF J. W. TUCKER. 


Mr. BATE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask the Senator from Tennessee to yield to 
me for a moment. 

Mr. BATE. Very well. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iask unanimous consent to call up a resolu- 
tion reported this morning from the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. BATE. I withdraw the motion to enable the Senator from 
Louisiana to call up the resolution to which he refers. 

Mr. CAFFERY. lLask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of a formal resolution reported from the Committee on Claims 
this morning to refer Senate bill 3463 to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read for information, 
subject to objection. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Itisaresolution reported from the Committee 
on Claims to refer to the Court of Claims the bill (S. 3463) for 
the relief of the estate of J. W. Tucker, of Lafourche Parish, La. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
resolution has gone to the Public Printer, and is not now in the 
possession of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5o’clock and 25 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 
11, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 10, 1897. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. The Chaplain offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Almighty and most merciful Father, in whose sacred presence 
we dwell and under whose divine guidance we have been led asa 
nation through prosperity, through adversity, through sunshine 
and through storm, unto the present hour, continue, we beseech 
Thee, to thus guide us. Thou hast taught us in Thy revealed 
word and through many experiences that righteousness exalteth 
& nation, that sin is areproach to any people. Help us, therefore, 
we beseech Thee, to do justly, to love mercy, and to walk humbly 
with Thee, O God, that the genius of our nation may more and 
more obtain until we become the beacon light of all the world, 
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leading on to peace and prosperity in all the earth; through Jesus 
Christ, our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

CORRECTIONS. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, on page 1677 of the Recorp 
the yea-and-nay vote on the immigration bill appears. Under- 
standing that I was paired en that bill, I was engaged in some 
urgent committee work. The Rrecorpb, however, does not show 
that I was paired. If I had been present, I should have voted 
“7” 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have it appear by the 
REcorRD that I was absent when the vote was taken on the immi- 
gration bill by reason of necessary attendance on a joint commit- 
tee of the House and Senate, of which Iam amember. If I had 
been present, I should have voted ‘* yea.” 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEY FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table Senate bill No. 3666 and ask for the immediate con- 
sideration thereof. When the bill, which is brief, is read, I will 
make a statement to the House explaining this request. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in case of a vacancy in the office of attorney of the 
United States for the District of Columbia, the supreme court of said District 
may fill the same, and the —— appointed by said court shall serve until an 


appointment is made by the President, and the appointee is duly qualified, 
and no longer. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration? 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 

~ there was any contest in the Senate over the passage of the 
ill? 

Mr. HENDERSON. None whatever. The bill was considered 
in the Senate and passed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentle- 
man from lowa what is the emergency that makes the passage of 
this bill necessary? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman 
from Georgia, I will say that howe is a vacancy for the time being 
in the office of the United States district attorney for this District. 
Criminal cases are called and there is no one to represent the Gov- 
ernment. There is doubt as to the right to fill the vacancy pro 
tempore, and this bill is for the purpose of giving that power to 
the supreme court of the District. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I would inquire whether the body 
which originated this bill might not very easily dispose of the 
matter by confirming the nomination for this office that is now 
pending? 

Mr.HENDERSON. Thereis no doubt about that. They could 
fill it in that way, but they have not done so, and that is not a 
matter for us to inquire into. The vacancy exists, the public 
business is suspended, and this bill is proposed as the remedy. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. HARRISON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take 
a recess until 12 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m. 
The question being taken, the motion was rejected. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following order: 

Ordered, That at ten minutes before 1 o'clock on Wednesday, February 10, 
1897, the Senate proceed to the Hall of the House of Representatives to take 
part in the count of the electoral votes for President and Vice-President of 
the United States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments joint resolution (H. Res. 234) providing for the dis- 
tribution of the maps and atlases of the United States Geological 
Survey in which the concurrence of the House was requested 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (S. 3614) to aid in the improvement of the navigable chan- 
nel of the South Pass by closing the existing crevasse in Pass a 
Loutre, in Mississippi River; and 

A bill (S. 1648) for the relief of Stewart College (now the South- 
western Presbyterian University), located at Clarksville, Tenn. 

COMMITTEE EXPENSES, ETC. 
Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. 


I desire to present a report from 
the Committee on Accounts, 
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Mr. HENDERSON. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. This is a privi- 
leged report, as the Chair understands. 

The report sent to the desk by Mr. ALDRICH was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred sundry resolutions, 


beg leave to report as follows: 

The resolution providing that the ‘‘Doorkeeper of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be directed to transfer to the ‘soldiers’ roll’ of the employees of 
the House the name of W. H. Grimshaw, disabled soldier of the late war, 
vice John Ryan, deceased,” is hereby reported adversely. 

The resolution directing that the “Clerk of the House of Representatives 
be authorized and directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House, 
to Kendall Lee, the sum of $100, for caring for the room of the Committee on 
Accounts during the past session and recess,”’ is approved. 


The resolution authorizing the “chairman of the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills to appoint two additional assistant clerks for the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, the pay of said clerks to begin on January 6 and to continue during the 
remainder of the session,” has been amended by your committee so that the 
pay of said clerks shall be $6 per day and begin on February 1, 1897, and in 
that form is approved. 

The resolution authorizing the ‘‘chairman of the Committee on Banking 
and Currency to expend not to exceed $120 as compensation for the employ- 
ment of stenographers and typewriters” for the balance of this session is 
approved. 

Jour committee, therefore, beg leave to report and recommend the adop- 
tion of the following, to wit: 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, to Kendall Lee, the 


sum of $100 for caring for the room of the Committee on Accounts during the 
past session and recess. 


Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to ——- two additional assistant clerks for the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, the pay of said clerks to begin on February 1, 1897, 
and to continue during the remainder of the session, said clerks to be paid 
by the Clerk of the House of Representatives out of the contingent fund of 
the Honse, and at a rate not exceeding $6 per day each. 

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Banking and Currency 
be authorized to expend not to exceed $120 as compensation for the employ- 
ment of stenographers and typewriters in addition to the $300 covered by 
resolutions passed during the first session of the present Congress, the same 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I observe that one of these resolutions pro- 
vides two additional assistant clerks for the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills. I believe a resolution for additional assistance in the enroll- 
ment of bills has been usual heretofore toward the close of a Con- 
gressional session; but have we not changed the method of enrolling 
bills? Are they not now printed instead of being enrolled on parch- 
ment, as formerly? 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
of clerical force? 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. I have been informed by the chair- 
man of that committee that the adoption of this resolution is abso- 
lutely necessary for furthering the work before the committee from 
the present time until the end of the session. That was the state- 
ment of the chairman of the committee. I do not know whether 
he is here now or not. [A pause.] I move the adoption of the 
resolutions. 

The question being taken, the resolutions favorably reported by 
the Committee on Accounts were adopted. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the remainder of the re- 
port of the committee will be adopted. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. 


I believe they are. 
Then what is the necessity for this increase 


CLAIMS OF KNOXVILLE WHIG. 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of Senate bill No. 21. 

The Clerk read the bill (S. 21) to authorize the investigation by 
the Attorney-General of certain claims alleged to be due the late 
proprietors of the Knoxville Whig for advertising, and authorizing 
the payment therefor by the Secretary of the Treasury of any 
amounts found by the Attorney-General to be legally or equitably 
due. 

Mr.DOCKERY. Reserving the right to object, I should be glad 
to hear the report read. 

The report of the Committee on Claims (by Mr. CoLson) was 
read. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
mous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I object. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, reported the bill (H. R. 10288) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER, This bill will be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I reserve all points of order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. All points of order are reserved. 


Mr. Speaker, does this matter require unani- 
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POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Pc. 
Roads, reported a bill (H. R. 10289) making appropriations ;,, 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
June 30,1898; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER, This bill will be referred to the Commit: 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the accompa 
report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to reserve all points of order on this 

The SPEAKER. All points of order are reserved. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT, MICH, 


Mr. CORLISS. Iask unanimous consent for the presen 
sideration of the bill which 1 send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the bill (H. R. 1091) to repeal sections 2 and 3 of 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the purchase of a si: 
the erection of a public building thereon at Detroit, Mich.. 
proved March 2, 1885. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ireserve the right to object, pending the r: 
of the report. 

The report was read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I remember that when t! 
lic building at Detroit was provided for a large appropriation 
made for that purpose; and one of the inducements in obtaining 
that appropriation was the statement that by reason of the centra| 
location of the old site the proceeds of its sale would go very far 
toward paying for the new building. I do not see in this repor: 
any sufficient excuse for stopping the return of that money to thg 
Treasury and retaining a building which, so far as we now see, 
A Government does not need. Therefore I must object to the 

Mr. CORLISS. Will the gentleman allow me to explain? The 
bill appropriating money for the purchase of a new site and the 
erection of a new public building was passed fourteen years ago. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This bill proposes to stop the sale of the old 
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building. 
Mr. CORLISS. Theold site is not valued at over $100,000. The 
Government is now paying $6,000 a year for the use and occupa. 


tion of private property. 
Mr. HICKS. I object to the consideration of the bill. 


MINING CLAIMS, ! 


Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 1632) to permit owners of 
mining claims on forest reservations of the United States to per- 
fect their title thereto, and to procure a patent therefor, and for 
other purposes. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
right of objection until I can hear some explanation of this 
matter. 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. SHAFROTH], who will explain fully the neces- 
sity for this legislation. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this Dill is 
simply to give aright of way for the construction of tramways 
or railways from mines that are situated in forest reservations. 
At present there is no mode of acquiring such right of way by 
mine owners; and the purpose of this bill is to enable the owners 
of the mines under these circumstances to construct tramways or 
railways, so as to market their ores. The Government’s interest 
is guarded in every particular. The Secretary of the Interior 
prescribes the manner in which the lines shall be located and 
requires the filing of maps of location. The owners of mines 
situated within forest reservations ought to have the right to 
market their ores, and it can be only done by granting them the 
right of way for the construction of tramways or railways 12 
some such manner as is contemplated in this bill. 

Under the circumstances it seems to me that there ought to be 
no objection to the consideration of the bill or to its passage. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like, with the consent of the gentleman 
to ask him a question for information. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUD. I would askthe gentleman if the effect of the first 
section of the bill is not to establish a right to perfect title where 
the title is not good? 2. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will state to the gentleman from Calin! 
nia that that section in the bill is surplusage. Whenever a mon 
locates and works a mine, he has a vested right in the mine anc 
has a right to perfect his title thereto even if it be within af 
reservation afterwards set apart by the proclamation or order 0! 
the President. ‘ 

Mr. LOUD. But even if he had only made a filing, this would 
enable him to perfect the title. or 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The act giving the President the right 
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declare and establish forest reservations gives to the miner the 
right to perfect his title when he has once filed his location cer- 
tificate as prescribed by law. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. If that be the case, I would 
ask the gentleman why not strike out this first section of the bill 
altogether? 

a SHAFROTH. Because the Senate has passed the bill in 
this form, and to amend it now and send it back at this time of 
the session would mean the absolute loss of the bill. 

Mr. STEELE. Oh, no. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. This grants a right to perfect 
title: and if that be not the purpose and is not necessary, why 
was it put into the bill? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Ido not know why it was put in the bill, 
except possibly that it was drawn by some one who did not under- 
stand that provision of the law. It is the law now; but even if 
it were not the law, miners should have the privilege of perfect- 
ing their titles. The person who discovers and locates a mine 
under the general laws of the United States ought to have the 
privilege of perfecting his title at any time. But under the pres- 
ent law my contention is that the right is preserved to him. 

Mr. BRUMM. There is no land grant here? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Nothing of the kind. Only aright of way 
for a tramway or railroad. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, this is a matter of considerable 
importance, apparently, and may be a very meritorious bill. But 
it is impossible to find out exactly what it does, and therefore I 
object to its consideration. 

CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS. 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
up at this time for consideration the bill (S. 1862) to amend the act 
creating the circuit court of appeals in regard to fees and costs, 
and for other 4 em which has been considered and reported 
favorably by the House Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read,subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the second section of an act to establish circuit 
courts of appeals, passed March 3, 1891, be amended so that the clause therein 
which now reads, “The costs and fees in the Supreme Court now provided 
for by law shall be costs and fees in the circuit court of ay? shall read, 
“The costs and fees in each circuit court of appeals shall be fixed and estab- 
lished by said court ina table of fees, to be adopted within three months 
after the passage of this act: Provided, That the costs and fees so fixed b; 
any court of appeals shall not, with respect to any item, exceed the costs an 
fees now cha in the Supreme Court." The senior justice of each circuit 
court of a shall, within three months after the fixing and establishing 
of costs and fees as aforesaid, transmit the same to the Chief Justice of the 
United States, and within one year thereof the Supreme Court of the United 
States shall revise said table, making the same, so far as may seem just and 
reasonable, uniform throughout the United States. The table of fees, when 
so revised, shall thereupon be in force for each circuit. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection toits present consideration? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask for the reading of the 
report accompanying the bill. 

The report (by Mr. Brown) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary has had before it the bill (S. 1862) entitled 
“An act to amend the act creating the circuit court of appeals in regard to 
fees and costs, and for other purposes,” and recommend the passage of said 
bill with the following amendments: 

In lines 13 and 14 strike out the words “ the senior justice of,” and in line 


16 strike out the words “the same” and insert instead thereof the words 
“said table.” 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, in connection with the report, I 
desire to have read a letter from the Attorney-General in regard 
to this bill. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 10, 1897. 

Sr: mae gg your inquiries at the Department, I have to say that I 
have examined the bill passed by the Senate (S. R. 1862) for the purpose of 
enabling each of the circuit courts of appeals to fix its own table of fees and 
costs, instead of charging the same fees and costs as the Supreme Court. 

The latter plan is undoubtedly burdensome to litigants, and seems to me 
unbusinesslike. I had the honor of preparing myself the bil! in question, to 
oanes so Lele endation made in my annual report. (See report, 1896, 

ts ge as very important. 
ae JUDSON HARMON, Altorney-General. 
Hon. Foster V. Brown, M. C. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

_Mr. TAWNEY. I object, Mr. Speaker, pending an explana- 
tion by the gentleman from Tennessee, 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I wish simply to say that under 
the act of 1891, establishing our circuit courts of appeals, it was 
provided that the costs and fees of these courts should be the 
same as in the Supreme Court of the United States. Now, it has 
been found that the costs and fees charged in the Supreme Court 
of the United States are too high, and are burdensome to liti- 
gants. That fact was called to the attention of Congress in the 
annual report of the Attorney-General, which will be found on 
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page 19 of the document of December of last year, and he recom. 
mended the passage of such a bill as this. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will not the effect of the bill be to give to the 
judges of the circuit courts of appeals absolute power in the mate 
ter of fixing the fees? 

Mr. BROWN. The purpose of the bill is to allow the courts of 
appeals to reduce the costs and fees in those courts. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; but you do not require it, do you? 
bill does not require the judges toreduce the fees, does it? 
is no doubt about the necessity for the reduction—— 

Mr. BROWN. I do not understand the question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Brow N] 
will suspend for a moment. The House will please be in order, 
The attendants in the gallery will see that conversation ceases. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I say to the gentleman from Tennessee [{ Mr. 
Browy] that there is no doubt about the necessity for the reduc- 
tion of fees in the circuit courts of appeals. The only question is 
whether this bill requires the courts to reduce the fees, or whether 
it gives the judges discretionary power to allow the fees to remain 
as they are at the present time. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Or to increase them. 

Mr. BROWN. If the gentleman will read further on inthe 
bill, he will see that it provides that each circuit court of appeals 
shall make out a table of fees. That table of fees from each cir- 
cuit court is to be submitted to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. The language of the bill is as follows: 

Each circuit court of appeals shall, within three months after the fixing 
and establishing of costsand feesas aforesaid, transmit said table to the ¢ ‘hie? 
Justice of the United States, and within one year thereof the Supreme Court 
ot the United States shall revise said table. 
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The bill further provides that, so far as may seem just and rea- 
sonable, the Supreme Court may make the fees uniform through- 
out the United States. There is no question about the necessity 
for the passage of this law; but the Judiciary Committee thought 
it not advisable to set out in the statute a bill of fees, but 
thought it would be more advisable to pass this law to allow the 
courts to fix the fees. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does not the law at the present time fix the 
rate of fees to be charged in the Supreme Court of the United 
States? 

Mr. BROWN. It certainly does. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why is it not practicable, then, for the Judi- 
ciary Committee to report a bill fixing a reasonable rate of fees for 
the circuit courts of appeals, as it has been in the past to enact 
a law respecting the rate of fees in the Supreme Court of the 
United States? 

Mr. BROWN. Well, perhaps it would be better to do that, but 
it is not thought practicable to do that now, and we thought that 
to follow the recommendation of the Attorney-General and present 
the best bill which could be presented under the circumstances 
was the wise thing to do. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I should like to ask the gentleman if he does 
not believe that the only effect of this bill will be to perpetuate 
the present system, the present rate of fees charged in the circuit 
courts of the United States? 

Mr. BROWN. I do not think so. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Inother words, isit not a fact that the Supreme 
Court of the United States will, in all human probability, merely 
ratify the recommendations made by the circuit courts of appeals, 
and that those recommendations will be exactly in accordance 
with the suggestions made by the clerks of the several circuit 
courts of appeals of the United States? 

Mr. BROWN. I do not think so, because the clerks have no 
interest in the rate of fees. The fees of the circuit courts of 
appeals go into the Treasury of the United States, and the judges 
of the circuit courts of appeals have urged the passage of this 
bill because they say that the cost charges in the circuit courts 
of appeals are too high. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘Thereis no doubt about that. 

Mr. BROWN. I know that the judges in our circuit, which is 
the sixth circuit, have urged the passage of this bill, because they 
say that the fees are too high and ought to be reduced. That is 
the object and purpose of this bill, to allow the judges to fix a 
scale of fees lower than the present scale, which is the same as 
that in the Supreme Court of the United States. 

We hope to have good results from this bill, and I hope the gen- 
tleman will not interpose an objection. The bill has the indorse- 
ment of the Department of Justice and the unanimous approval 
of the Judiciary Committee, who thought it was the best bill that 
could be presented under the circumstances. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If I thought that the bill would result ina 
reduction of fees in the circuit courts of appeals, I certainly 
should have no objection. My only object in calling attention to 
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the matter was in the hope that the committee might possibly 
report a bill which would, as a matter of fact, reduce the fees, 
rather than leaving the reduction to be made by the courts in their 
discretion. 
Mr. BROWN. I should have been glad myself to report such 
a bill. That was my idea; but we can not get everything that we 
want in this world, and I think this is the best that can be done 
under the circumstances. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Inthe hope of a reduction, I will not object. 
The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments recommended by the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. BROWN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
vas laid on the table. 








LYING-IN STATION FOR NAVAL VESSELS AT FOOT OF PALISADES 
OF THE HUDSON RIVER. 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to appoint a board 
of naval ofticers to report upon the advisability of locating a lying-in station 
for naval vessels, or as the permanent anchorage, with dock and supply store, 
and also naval magazine, at the foot of the Palisades of the Hudson River. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Has this been reported by a committee? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands not. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I think such a proposition had better be con- 
sidered in the usual way. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH PUBLIC LANDS FOR TRAMROADS, CANALS, 
AND RESERVOIRS. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9607) to amend an act to 
permit the use of the right of way through public lands for tram- 
roads, canals, and reservoirs, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled “An act to permit the use of the 
right of way through the public lands for tramroads, canals, and reservoirs, 
and for other purposes,” approved January 21, 1895, be, and the same is 
hereby, amended by adding thereto the following: “ That the Secretary of 
the Interior be, and hereby is, authorized and empowered, under general 
regulations to be fixed by him, to permit the use of right of way upon the 
public lands of the United States, not within limits of any park, forest, mili- 
tary or Indian reservations, for tramways, canals, or reservoirs, and 50 feet 
on each side of the marginal limits thereof, by _ sitizen or association of 
citizens of the United States, or corporation, for the purposes of furnishing 
water for domestic, public, and other beneficial uses; and all rights of way 
heretofore granted, or the applications for which have been made under the 
act approved March 3, 1891, and entitled ‘An act to repeal timber-culture 
laws, and for other purposes,’ may be used for said purposes.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Amend by striking out the words “‘and 50 feet on each side of the mar- 
ginal limits thereof,” in line 13, on page 1, and inserting the words “to the 
extent of the ground occupied by the water of the canals and reservoirs, and 
50 feet on each side of the marginal limits thereof, or 50 feet on each side of 
the center line of the tramroad.” 

On page 2 strike out, in line 15, the words ‘*‘ or corporation.” 

On same page strike out of line 16 the words “and all rights of way,” and 
also strike out all of lines 17, 18, 19, and 20. 

Amend by adding a new section, as follows: 

“Sec. 2. That rights of way for ditches, canals, or reservoirs heretofore or 
hereafter approved under the provisions of sections 18, 19, 20, and 21 of the 
act entitled ‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,’ 
approved March 3, 1891, may be used for purposes of a public nature. And 
said rights of way may be used for purposes of water transportation for 
domestic purposes or for the development of power, as subsidiary to the 
main purpose of irrigation.” 


Mr. BLUE. Reserving the right to object, I would like a little 
explanation about this. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Let the report be read. 

Mr. BOWERS. The report is very short, and will give an ex- 
planation. 


The report (by Mr. Bowers) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands have had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 9607) to amend “An act to permit the use of right of way through pub 
lic lands for tramroads, canals, and reservoirs, and for other purposes." The 
bill was referred to the Interior Department, and the opinions of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office and the honorable Secretary of the 
Interior are herewith printed as a part of this report, and the bill amended 
in accordance with their recommendations. 

The eens and effect of this bill is to allow the use of the right of way 
through the public lands for the purpose of furnishing water for domestic 

urposes. The right of way is now allowed by law for furnishing water for 
irrigation, mining, and reservoir purposes, and your committee can not con- 
ceive of any better or higher purpose for the use of the right of way than 
for furnishing the water for domestic and public use. 

We therefore recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
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words “and 50 feet on each side of marginal limits thereof,” in line } 
page 1, and inserting the words “ to the extent of the ground occupied by 
water of the canals and reservoirs, and 50 feet on each side of the mar. 
limits thereof; or 50 feet on each side of the center line of the tramroad 
On page 2 strike out, in line 15, the words “ or corporation.” 
On same page strike out of line 16 the words “and all rights of way.” », ] 
also strike out all of lines 17, 18, 19, and 20. ‘i = 
Amend by adding a new section, as follows: 
“Sec. 2. That rights of way for ditches, canals, or reservoirs heretofors 


ou 


hereafter approved under the provisions of sections 18, 19, 20, and 21 ‘ 
act entitled: ‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other purposes.’ 
approved March 3, 1891, may be used for purposes of a public nature 


=~ 


said rights of way may be used for purposes of water transportation for « 
mestic purposes or for the development of power, as subsidiary to the » iin 
purpose of irrigation.” 


And as so amended the committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 2, | 

Sir: I have the honor to hand you herewith a report from the Assistant 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, dated the 29th ultimo, upon Hise 
bill 9607, entitled “A bill to amend an act to permit the use of the right of 
way on public land for tramroads, canals, reservoirs, and for other 
poses.” I concur in the suggestions and recommendations made in the r\) 
of the Assistant Commissioner so far as they relate to that portion of ¢}, 
bill which seeks to amend the act approved January 21, 1895; but I would 
strike out from the bill all that portion of it after the word “ uses,” in line | 
thereof, which portion refers to the rights of way heretofore granted unde 
the act approved March 3, 1891, entitled “‘An act to repeal timber-culturg 
laws, and for other purposes.” 

Sections 18 to 21, inclusive, of the act of March 3, 1891 (26 Stat. L., 1095 
grants a right of way through the public lands for reservoirs and canals 
under the regulations of this Department, and maps filed for the approval 
of this Department are required to contair a certificate that the right of w ay 
is desired for irrigation purposes only. 

I do not believe that it would be for the public benefit to have the rights 
of way granted under that act to be subject to the uses contemplated in the 
act in question, but that it would tend to confuse the right-of-way acts ; 


: . LOW 
in existence. 
Very respectfully, D. R. FRANCIS 
Secretary. 
Hon. W. W. BowERs, 
House of Representatives. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 29, 1597, 
Srr: [ am in receipt, by reference from the Department, for report in 


duplicate and return of papers, of a letter of Hon. W. W. Bowers, of January 
27, 1897, inclosing a copy of a bill (H. R. 9607). ’ 

The bill provides that the act of January 21, 1895 (28 Stat. L., 655), be 
amended by adding thereto the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, authorized and en 
powered, under general regulations to be fixed by him, to permit the use 
right of way upon the public lands of the United States, not within the | 
of any park, forest, military or Indian reservation, for tramways, canals, : 
reservoirs, and 50 feet on each side of the marginal limits thereof, by « 
citizen or association of citizens of the United States, or corporation, for tl 
purpose of furnishing water for domestic, public, and other beneficial 
and all on of way heretofore granted, or the applications for which hay 
been made under the act approved March 3, 1891, and entitled ‘An act t 
repeal timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,’ may be used fo1 
purposes.” 

So far as this bill proposes to extend the scope of the act of January 21 
1895, there seems to be no objection excopt as to the language used. T) 
width of the right of way is given as “50 feet on each side of the marginal 
limits’ of the “tramways, canals, or reservoirs.”’ This language is in«ecti- 
nite, and I would recommend that for the words in line 13, “‘and 5) fi: 
each side of the marginal limits thereof,’ there be substituted the wor 
used in the act of 1895 above, viz, ‘to the extent of the ground occupied 
the water of the canals and reservoirs, and 50 feet on each side of the mar- 
ginal limits thereof, or 50 feet on each side of the center line of the tram- 
road.”’ The bill allows such applications “by any citizen or association of 
citizens of the United States.”’ The act of 1895 uses the same language, 
which has been held by the Department to include corporations organized 
under the laws of the United States or of any State or Territory. But ~ 

f 
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»resent bill adds “‘ or corporation,” which, in view of the construction adopte: 
xy the Department, would add nothing to the language used in the act 
189 except to admit ae by corporations organized under the laws 
of a foreign country. I wonld therefore recommend that the words “or cor- 
poration” be omitted from the fifteenth line. 

The last clause permits the rights of way granted or those for which appli- 
cations are pending under sections 18 to 21, act of March 3, 1891 (26 Stat. L., 
1095), to be used for ** furnishing water for domestic, public, and other bene- 
ficial uses.” The effect would be to destroy all distinction between the acts 
of 1891 and 1895 above noted. The act of 1891 grants an easement, irrevocalls 
so long as it is used for the purposes provided by the act, held by the Depart- 


ment to include irrigation purposes only, while the act of 1895 authorizes 
merely a license to use the — land, which is revocable, and which termi- 
nates with the disposal of the land by the United States, for the purposes of 


‘mining or quarrying or cutting timber and manufacturing lumber,” the 
easement for irrigation under the act of 1891 being of the nature of a pubic 
benefit, the license under the act of 1895 being of the nature of a private !ene- 
fit. By allowing the easement granted under the act of 1891 to be used for 
“other beneficial uses,’ it would permit the right of way to be used for 
mining, quarrying, or lumbering, and would open the grant of the easement 
to all sorts of private uses, under the well-settled rulings of the courts 0! tho 
Western States in construing the words “ beneficial use "’ in the local laws 
This would be contrary to the spirit of the acts of 1891 and 1895 as underst od 
by this office, in distinguishing between public and private uses, and appears, 
therefore, very objectionable. ; 

I am of the opinion that if it were allowable to use the right of way fT 
domestic or public pur or for certain other purposes, which will not 
diminish the amount of water available for irrigation, as subsidiary to ‘)° 
main purpose of irrigation, the act of 1891 would much more satisfact:"y 
in its pune. and the intention of the act as conferring a general ben: '\t 
would be fully subserved. I would therefore recommend that all after tuo 
word “uses,”’ in line 16, be omitted and the following added: 

“Sno. 2. That rights of way for ditches, canals, or reservoirs heretofor: 
hereafter approved under the ——— of sections 18, 19, 20, and 21 of the act 
entitled ‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other purposes, ‘ la 
proved March 3, 1891, may be used for purposes ofa publicnature. And & 
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: sed for purposes of water trans ation, fo s- 
rene ne or for the development of power, as subsi a to the aie ‘pur 
m. coy of this letter and the papers are herewith inclosed. 

~ Very respectfully, 

E. F. BEST, 
Assistant Commissioner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, this measure is of too much magni- 
tude to pass at this time without proper consideration. It should 
eo to the Committee of the Whole, in my opinion, and I therefore 

bject. 

On. BOWERS. Will the gentleman withhold his objection a 
oment? 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a recess 
until five minutes to 1 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. Before putting the motion, the Chair desires 
to state to the House that the seats from the main aisle on the 
right to the side of the House and the rows back to the seat of the 
centleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] will be cleared by mem- 
bers of the House for the use of the Senate. The gentleman from 
New Jersey moves that the House take a recess until five minutes 
to 1. 

Mr. PAYNE. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand from the reading of the resolution 
that the Senate would come to the House at ten minutes to 1 
o'clock, and it might involve the House being in recess when the 
Senate arrived if this resolution were adopted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think the gentleman from New Jersey had 
better withdraw the motion. 

Mr. PITNEY. 1 withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is withdrawn. 
please vacate the seats indicated. 


COUNTING OF THE ELECTORAL VOTE, 


At three minutes before 1 o’clock the Doorkeeper announced the 
Vice-President and the Senate of the United States. 

The Senate entered the Hall, preceded by its Sergeant-at-Arms, 
and headed by the Vice-President of the United States and the 
Secretary of the Senate, the members and officers of the House 
rising to receive them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT took his seat as presiding officer of the 
joint convention of the two Houses, the Speaker of the House oc- 
cupying the chair on his left. 

Senators BLACKBURN and LopGkg, the tellers appointed on the 
part of the Senate, and Representatives GROSVENOR and RICH- 
ARDSON, the tellers appointed on the part of the House, took their 
places at the Clerk’s desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate and House of Represent- 
atives are now in joint session, pursuant to law, for the purpose 
of opening and counting the votes of the electors for President 
and Vice-President of the United States. The certificate of the 
State of Alabama will be read by the tellers. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (one of the tellers) read at length the certifi- 
cate of the vote of the State of Alabama, giving 11 votes for Wil- 
liam J. Bryan, of the State of Nebraska, for President of the United 
States, and 11 votes for Arthur Sewall, of the State of Maine, for 
Vice-President of the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN of Ohio. Mr. President, I move that the formal 
reading of these credentials be omitted, and that the result only 
be announced. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless demanded, the reading of the 
certificates will be omitted, when the tellers are satisfied they 
are in due form and properly certified, and the result will be an- 
nounced. 

The tellers then proceeded to announce the electoral votes of 
the several States in the alphabetical order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thiscompletes the roll of the States. 
The tellers will announce the result. 

Mr. LODGE (one of the tellers). The state of the vote for Presi- 
dent of the United States, as found by the tellers and now deliv- 
ered to the President of the Senate, is as follows: 

The whole number of the electors appointed to vote for Presi- 
dent of the United States is 447, of which a majority is 224. 

William McKinley, of the State of Ohio, has received for Presi- 
dent of the United States 271 votes; 

wile J. Bryan, of the State of Nebraska, has received 176 
votes. 

The state of the vote for Vice-President of the United States, as 
delivered to the President of the Senate, is as follows: 

The whole number of the electors appointed to vote for Vice- 
President of the United States is 447, of which a majority is 224. 

Garrett A. Hobart, of the State of New Jersey, has received 271 
vo‘es; 


wa Sewall, of the State of Maine, has received 149 votes, 


Gentlemen will 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








1715 


Thomas E. Watson, of the State of Georgia, has received 27 
votes. 


The report, as officially certified by the tellers, is as follows: 


The undersigned, Joserpn C.S. RLACKBURN and Henry Capot Lopar, 
tellers on the part of the Senate, and CHARLES H. GROSVENOR and JAMEs D. 
RICHARDSON, tellers on the part of the House of Representatives, report the 
following as the result of the ascertainment and counting of the acchennt 
vote for President and Vice-President of the United States for the term 
beginning March 4, 1897: 


e 
is 


For President For VicePresident. 


State. = 
ee 
| 


Si BPORAGE. 2cccccccce RR | 


3 


. Bryan, | 


New Jersey. 


to which each State 
Maine. 
of Georgia. 


Number of electoral votes 
entitled. 


William McKinley, 
| of Ohio. 
J 
of Nebraska 
of 


| William 

Gasress A. Hobart, 
| Arthur Sewall, 
Thomas E. Watson, 


| Connecticut- 
8 | Delaware-.-.. 
Florida .-..... 
ee 

8 | Idaho 


= 





( “ “Gli Saaee 
pS aa 5 
I aan in baa eae as aisha ala : 
BT BN acts ccncsic cncese eseeiesfotins | 
i pe eee | 12 1 1 
EEE ee daha 6 Iicasacs 4 
Oe aint ndnin deans ane 6 
Oe III 6 eecacccunnasiewawisis | ee 
Massachusetts ................- 15 
, YG 0 aaa 14 | Ba aaa 
Os 9 | | oi. > 
SF IIE sentiiesncsccasenasas ae 9 | 
(0 Se | F | SRERER: 13 
ir a cecal nial eres ae ae a aioe | 2 
UD a ee ei © adecncal 4 
3 | Dn etal wiawlaaa 3 | 3 
4 | New Hampshire --.........-.-- | 4 
ee, OS 10 


xe 





a 





_ 
o 


ae 
2] 








10 | New Jersey 
86 | New York 


— 


North Dakota 
Ohio.-.-. , 
4 | Oregon Site eta ate { 
@ | Pennsylvania .................- 32 
4} Rhode Island 
9 | South Carolina 


South Dakota---........ 
ern ONO So. sacilalaitsinss 
' i, Se pif fan 
BE CP iidgsandciiancinakaxanehittntdastxhowws | a 
| Vermont | 
RE aa aaa choad a 
TI i ces as 4 | i 2 2 
OF re WN a ncctc autineaccenl 6 | 6 
RS * ep | 12 
3 | Wyoming 


o-~ 





mm te 


| zt | ~476| 27 “9; 





JO. OC. 8S. BLACKBURN, 
H. ©. LODGE, 
Tellers on the part of the Senate 
C. H. GROSVENOR, 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
Tellers on the part of the House of Representatives 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The state of the vote for President 
of the United States, as delivered to the President of the Senate, 
is as follows: 

The whole number of the electors appointed to vote for Presi- 
dent of the United States is 447, of which a majority is 224. 

William McKinley, of the State of Ohio, has received for Presi- 
dent of the United States 271 votes; and 

William J. Bryan, of the State of Nebraska, has received 176 
votes. 

The state of the vote for Vice-President of the United States, as 
delivered to the President of the Senate, is as follows: 

The whole number of the electors appointed to vote for Vice- 
President of the United States is 447, of which a majority is 224. 

Garrett A. Hobart, of the State of New Jersey, has received 271 
votes; 

Arthur Sewall, of the State of Maine, has received 149 votes; 
and 

Thomas E. Watson, of the State of Georgia, has received 27 
votes. 

This announcement of the state of the vote by the President 
of the Senate is, by law, a sufficient declaration that William 
McKinley, of the State of Ohio, is elected President of the United 
States, and that Garrett A. Hobart, of the State of New Jersey, 
is elected Vice-President of the United States, each for the term 








i716 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 10, 





beginning March 4, 1897, and will be entered, together with a list 
of the votes, on the Journals of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The count of the electoral votes having been completed and the 
result declared, the joint meeting of the two Houses is dissolved, 
and the Senate will now return toits Chamber. [Loud applause 
on the floor and in the galleries. | 

The Senate then retired from the Hall (at 1 o’clock and 55 min- 
utes p. m.), when the Speaker resumed the chair, and the House 
was again called to order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 56 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, from the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 7251) to fix the standard of weights and measures 
by the adoption of the metric system of weights and measures, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2885); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to 
which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 254) 
providing for estimate of cost of certain improvements of Ports- 
mouth Harbor, New Hampshire, reported the same withoutamend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2886); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the joint resolution of the Honse 
(H. Res. 252) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to the 
mayor of Buffalo tents; in loan, for the convenience of the Grand 
Army of the Republic at its annual encampment, to be held this 
year at that city, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 2888); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, 


BILLS AND 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XTII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 


By Mr. WOOMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: | 


The bill (H. R. 2683) for the relief of J.D. Golden. (Report No. 
2873.) 

By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

The bill (H. R. 10280) for the relief of Joseph P. Patton. Re- 
ported in lieu of a petition for said relief. (Report No. 2874.) 

The bill (S. 663) entitled ‘‘An act toremove the charge of deser- 
tion against Philip Pfiueger, late of Company G, Twenty-fourth 
Wisconsin Infantry.” (Report No. 2875.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 9917) to grant an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
Haughton, late colonel Twenty-fifth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
(Report No. 2876.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 3350) entitled “An act granting a pension to Susan 
A. Paddock.” (Report No. 2877.) 

The bill (S. 1302) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Thomas 
Madden.” (Report No. 2878.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (S. 3191) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Milton T. 
Bedford.” (Report No. 2879.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (5S. 2910) entitled ““An act granting a pension to Mrs. 
Essie E. Powell.” (Report No. 2880.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 10231) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Shaeffer. (Report No. 2881.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

he bill (H. R. 2005) granting a pension to Sarah Potter, depend- 
ent daughter of Andrew Potter, deceased. (Report No. 2882.) 

The bill (S. 3509) entitled ‘An act to increase the pension of Gen. 
James W. McMillan.” (Report No. 2883.) 

The bill (H. R. 4385) granting an increase of pension to William 
Taylor. (Report No. 2884.) 

By Mr. COOKE of Illinois, from the Committee on Patents: 


= a (H. R. 9740) to extend certain patents. (Report No. 
9. 





——. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XTII, Mr. CANNON, from the Commit. 
tee on Appropriations, to which was referred the joint resolution 
of the House (H. Res. 248) appropriating $500 for the erection of 
a stand for the accommodation of Senators and Representatives 
and their families on March 4, 1897, reported the same advertely, 
accompanied by a report (No, 2887); which said bill and report 
were laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 10287) to authorize the readjust- 
ment of the accounts of certain army officers—to the Committeg 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: A resolution (House Res. No. 535) for the 
printing of 5,000 copies of the work known as Hawks and Ow)ls— 
to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut 
presented a bill (H. R. 10291) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Robert Burnett; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolution of Billingsley Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, approving of House 
bill No. 6118, for a service pension to all honorably discharged 
soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: Petition of the First Lap- 
tist Church, the Young People’s Christian Endeavor Society, and 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church, all of Hope Valley, R. |.. for 
the passage of House bill No. 9515, to raise the age of protection 
for girls to 18 years—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the First Baptist Church, the Young People’s 
Christian Endeavor Society, and of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Hope Valley, R. 1., favoring the passage of House bill 
No. 7441, prohibiting the transmission of gambling matter by 
telegraph—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of citizens of Oswego, N. Y., in 
favor of passage of House bill No. 10090, known as the anti-scalpers 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: Petition of the Christian Endeavo 


r 
Society of Smyrna, Iowa, urging the passage of the bill to prohibit 
the sate of intoxicating liquors in the Government buildings—to 


the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of Smyrna, 
Iowa, to raise the age of protection for girls in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, sundry petitions of the Asbury Methodist Church, the Pil- 
grim Congregational Church, the East Side Christian Church, and 
the Willard and Brookmiller unions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, all of Des Moines, Iowa, first, to forbid the 
sale of intoxicants in any Government building; second, to protect 
State antigambling laws against nullification; third, to raise the 
age of protection for girls to 18 in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories; fourth, to restore the former law of the District 
of Columbia, invalidated by a clerical error—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petitions of American Humane ‘So- 
ciety, Chicago, Ill., and humane societies of St. Cloud, Minn.; 
Aurora, lll.; Memphis, Tenn.; Tacoma, Wash.; South Bend, Ind.; 
Sing Sing, N. Y.; Baltimore, Md.; Columbus, Ohio; Louisville, 
Ky.; Bristol, Vt.; Tiffin, Ohio; Salem and Newark, N. J.; also of 

residents of Brooklyn Polytechnic Institute, Harvard University; 
illiamstown (Mass. ) Colle , and Leland Stanford University, 
bishop of Pennsylvania; also Elizabeth Stuart Phelps Ward and 
7 others, in favor of the bill restricting vivisection in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia; 

Also, petition of Herbert Osborn, of lowa Agricultural College; 
surgeon in chief Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad, and 
Walter Bierring, of Iowa State University, against the passage 0! 
the bill to restrict vivisection in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of Colonel O. H. Rippey Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of service 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of J. W. Straight, of St. Paul, 
Minn., urging consideration of House bill No. 8354, to increasé 
the pensions of those having lost an arm ora leg—to the Commit 
tee on Rules. 
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By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Central | 


Labor Union of Boston, Mass., favoring the passage of immigra- 


tion laws—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. | 


\lso, resolution of the Boston Stationers’ Association, favoring 
a drv deck at Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of F. Stanhope Hill, of Cambridge, Mass., favor- 
able to the Loud bill (H. R. 4566)—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. McLAURIN: Petition of S. H. Brown, of Bennettsville, | 


s. (., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4566, amending the 

ostal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Sundry petitions of George L. Warren and 44 
other citizens of Cortland; Ira Carl and 65 others, of Weedport; 
©. L. Bacon and 43 others, of Canandaigua; A. L. Foote and 10 
others; Charles T. Saxton and 45 others, of Clyde; T. J. Meade, of 
Victor; C. H. Bingham and 20 others; D. 5S. Chamberlain and 40 
others; William H. Seward and others, all of the State of New 
York, recommending the passage of House bill No. 10090, to 
abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Pawtucket, Conn., urging the pas- 
save of House bill No. 7441, known as the antigambling bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. : 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Pawtucket, Conn., favoring House bill No. 3203, known as the 
Broderick bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Middletown (Conn.) Scientific Associa- 
tion, protesting against the passage of Senate bill No. 1552, for the 
further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RUSK: Memorial of the Supreme Lodge of the Im- 
proved Order B'nai B'rith, of Baltimore, Md., relating to immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SORG: Resolutions of the San Francisco Labor Coun- 
cil, for the proper identification of all prison-made goods—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

3y Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Remonstrance of citizens of 
Polk, Pa., against the passage of the bill, H. R. 4566, known as 
the Loud ill, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Alfred Paschall & Co., of 
Doylestown, Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WOODARD: Petition of James Davis, of Lenoir County, 
N. C., asking reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims 
under the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 11, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miusury, D. D. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore took 
the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. STEwartT, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, without objection. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Bos- 
ton (Mass.) Marine Society, praying for the establishment of a 
department of commerce and manufactures; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Association of the Sons and 
Daughters of Maine, praying that the Library of Congress be opened 
to the public from 9 a. m. to 10 p. m., Sundays and legal holidays 
excepted; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of the Nine Partners Quarterly 


Meeting of Friends, in session at Poughkeepsie, N. Y., praying | 


for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great 
Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLS presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Denison, Tex., praying for the appoint- 
ment of an impartial nonpartisan commission to collate informa- 
tion and to consider and recommend legislation to meet the prob- 
lems presented by labor, agriculture, and capital; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Denison, Tex., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation protecting the first day of the week as a day of rest in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN presenteda petition of sundry citizensof Mount 
Clemens, Mich., praying for the ratification of the pending arbi- 





tration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to | 
the table. 

He also presented the petition of Henry C. Hamill, publisher 
the Alpena Pioneer, of Alpena, Mich., praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second 
class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. THURSTON presented the petitions of Robert Good, pub 


lisher of the Democrat, of Valentine; of F. M. Kimmell, publisher of 


the McCook Tribune, of McCook, and of F. T. Pierce, publisher of 
the Jefferson County Record, of Diller, allin the Stateof Nebraska, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, toamend the postal 
laws relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to 


the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Mr. ALLEN presented the petitions of Frank T. Pierce, pub- 
lisher of the Jefferson County Record, of Diller; of Francis M. 


Kimmell, publisher of the McCook Tribune, of McCook; of Robert 


| Good, publisher of the Democrat, of Valentine; of Clark Perkins, 


| 


| 


| ing for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the | 
| laws relating to second-class mail matter; 


publisber of the Republican, of St. Paul, and of the Builders and 
Traders’ Exchange, of Omaha, all in the State of Nebraska, pray- 
postal 
which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club, of Omaha, 


| Nebr., and a petition of representatives of the Religious Society 


| 








of Friends for Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware, praying 
for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great 
Britain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Neligh, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
buildin»; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Neligh, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the District of 


| Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Omaha, 
Nebr., praying for the passage of House bill No. 10090, to abolish 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Sarsfield Club, of New 
York City, remonstrating against the ratification of the pending 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. BERRY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Little 
Rock, Ark., remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail inat- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Co- 
lumbus, Ohio, praying for the enactmentof legislation regulating 
fraternal beneticiary societies, orders, and associations; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. ™ 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Findlay, Ohio, 
remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of George Gosline, publisher of 


Post-Offices and 


L 


the Press, of Oak Harbor, Ohio, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Union City, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Delta, Ohio, and a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation 
prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol build- 
ing; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present 155 petitions, all numerously signed 


| by citizens of [llinois, praying for the passage of what is known 


as the ticket-scalping bill. The petitioners very urgently favor 
the passage of the bill. I move that the petitions be referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Selig & Kanffman, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation abol- 
ishing the ticket-scalping business; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Wheaton, I11.; of J. W. Whitcomb, of Farming- 
dale, and of the Baptist Young People’s Union of Harvey, all in 
the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building} 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 
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He also presented petitions of the George Bohner Company, of 
Chicago: of the Garden City Wire and Spring Company, of Chi- 
cago, and of Theodore Schrader & Co., of Chicago, all in the State 
of Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Morgan & Wright and employees, 
of Chicago; of members of the Third Unitarian Church, of Chicago; 
of the First Unitarian Church, of Evanston; of the Preachers’ 
Association of Danville; of Dr. Samuel Willard, of Chicago, and 
of the Ministers’ Union of Plymouth, allin the State of linois; 
of the State Bar Association of New York, and of the representa- 
tives of the Religious Society of Friends of Pennsylvania, New 
Jersey, and Delaware, praying for the ratification of the pending 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Mound City 
and Prophetstown, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of William Wilson, publisher of 
the Leader, of Walnut, [ll., and a petition of the G. H. Abbott 
Company, of New York City, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the representative officers of 
labor organizations of New York and Brooklyn, N. Y., praying 
that the services of John Pope Hodnett, claimed to have been ren- 
dered under the direction of Congress, be properly recognized and 
remunerated; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Congregational Church, of Jacksonville, 
Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; for the enactment 
of aSunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; to raise the age of 
protection to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Terri- 
tories, and to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, 
or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of the legislature of Indi- 
ana, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale 
of cigarettes; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the officers of the Mennonite 
Book Concern of the General Conference of North America, of 
Bern, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Richmond, Ind., praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, tele- 

yhone, or otherwise; to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the 

istrict of Columbia and the Territories; to restore to the national 
capital its law against Sunday traffic; to suppress the sale of 
intoxicating beverages in all Government buildings, and to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petitions of R. McNeill, publisher of the 
Owen County Democrat, of Spencer, Ind.; of Charles B. Jamison, 

eneral secretary of the Young Men’s Christian Association, of 
Sans Haute, Ind., and of the G. H. Abbott Company, publishers 
of the Cloak and Suit Review, of New York, N. Y., praying for 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Shamrock Club, of Fort 
Wayne, Ind., remonstrating against the ratification of the pending 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented petitions of members of the First Mennonite 
Church of Berne, Ind.; of the faculty of Wabash College, Craw- 
fordsville, Ind.; of the representatives of the Religious Society of 
Friends of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware, and of the 
State Bar Association of New York, praying for the ratification 
of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Park Street Church 
Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor, of Boston, Mass., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of John B. Wright, publisher 
of the Evening Gazette, of Haverhill, Mass., and the petition of 
Henry G. Rowe, publisher of the North Adams Transcript, of 
North Adams, Mass., praying for the passage of House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail mat- 
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ter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
Post-Roads. 2 

He also presented a petition of Cape Ann Assembly, No 
Royal Society of Good Fellows, of Gloucester, Mass., prayin; 
the enactment of legislation regulating fraternal beneficiary « 
ties, orders, and associations; which was ordered to lie on 
table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of the Shamrock Clu 
Fort Wayne, Ind., remonstrating against the ratification o 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ord 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Henry B. White and sn) 
other members of the Western Grove Church, of Hancock, | 
and a petition of the German Temperance Union of Bern, | 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sa 
intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which were ori 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the legislature of Indiana, ) 
ing for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of . 
— which was referred to the Committee on Education 

abor. 

Mr. GEAR presented the petition of C. N. Marion, publisher of 
the Sentinel, of Shenandoah, Iowa, praying for the passave of 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Springdale Quarterly Meet- 
ing of Friends, of West Branch, Iowa, praying for the ratification 
of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Monthly Meeting of Friends, 
of Smyrna, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to raise 
the age of consent to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented the petitions of Mrs. F. A. Field McCauley; 
of members of the Bear Creek Monthly Meeting of Friends, of 
Dexter; of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Stark Congrega- 
tional Church, of Stark, and of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the First Presbyterian Church, of Council 
Bluffs, all in the State of Iowa, and a petition of the Christian 
Endeavor Society of East Fishkill, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
the Capitol building; which were ordered to lie on the table 

He also presented een of members of the Asbury Metho- 
dist Church; of members of the Pilgrim Congregational Church; 
of members of the East Side Christian Church, and of the Willard 
and Brookmuller unions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, all in the State of lowa, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in any Govern- 
ment building; to prevent the nullification of State antigam)ling 
laws; to raise the age of protection to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories, and to restore the former Sabbath 
law of the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Okland, Cal., praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BACON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Augusta, 
Ga., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Grout !ll, 
prohibiting the importation of oleomargarine; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented the petitions of Joln 
F. Cavaugh, publisher of the Weekly Courier, of Clear Lake; of In- 
gram & Goodrich, publishers of the Entering Wedge, of Durand, 
and of A. 8. Roethe, publisher of the Highland Press, all in the 
State of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail mat 
ter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Milwaukee, 
Wis., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud | 
relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to t 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TILLMAN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Charleston, 8. C., praying for the ratification of | 
pending treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to li 
the table. 

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of L. Erickson and sun:ry 
other citizens of Isante County, Mich., praying for the establis!:- 
ment of postal savings banks; which was referred to the Comu 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. VEST. I report back from the Committee on Commerc’, 
with the recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed. t' 
bill (H. R. 9736) authorizing the construction of a bridge act 
the Columbia River in the State of Washington. I wish to sta‘ 
that this identical bill, word for word, was passed by both Houses 
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of Congress and approved by the President. The House of Rep- 
resentatives again passed the same bill and sent it here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be postponed 

indefinitely. 
Or. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4178) providing for the use by 
the United States of devices covered by letters patent, reported it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 853) providing for the erection ofa 
light-house at Orient Point, Long Island, New York, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported an amendment intended to be proposed to the District 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3294) for the relief of officers and crews 
of the U. S. gunboats Kineo and Chocura, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Davis on the 29th 
ultimo, reported it with amendments, and moved that it be 
printed and referred, with the accompanying report, to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Pasco on 
the 9th instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3538) to amend section 8 of the act of Con- 
gress entitled ‘‘An act to establish a court of appeals for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved February 9, 
1893, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 446) to increase the pension of Julia 
H. H. Crosby, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. CLARK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2599) to amend section 5399 and section 5406 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to un- 
lawful interference with justice, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, towhom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8443) to amend section 4878 of the 
Revised Statutes, relating to burials in national cemeteries, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7320) to prevent trespassing upon and providing for 
the protection of national military parks, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3926) to correct the war record 
of David Sample, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 588) for the relief of William H. Hugo, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6417) to complete the military 
record of Caleb L. Jackson, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3628) to provide for the revision and codifica- 
tion of the criminal and penal laws of the United States, reported 
it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the Ist instant, intended to 
be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported favor- 
ably thereon, and moved that it ee referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 


COURTS IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3675) to provide times and places 
for the trial in Oklahoma Territory of cases arising under the 
Constitution and laws of the United States, to report it favorably 
without amendment, and to ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, eo to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ADDITIONAL JUDGES IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3513) to authorize the appoint- 
ment of an additional judge of the United States court in the 
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Indian Territory, and for other purposes, to report it favorably 
without amendment, and to ask its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for the 
information of the Senate. 

The Secretary pre weeded to read the bill. . 

Mr. HALE. Lask the Senator from Massachusetts to let the 
bill lie over a day, because another committee has been considering 
the proposition and perhaps an amendment will be proposed, 

Mr. HOAR. They are ready to move the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Very well, if the committee are ready to move it. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill be read for information. 

Mr. HALE. Is the Senator ready to move the amendment this 
morning? 


_ Mr. PLATT. Yes; it is simply to provide for two additional 
judges. 
Mr. HALE. Thatisallright. I do not object to that. I did 


not know the Senator was ready to propose the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will be proceeded 
with. 
The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BERRY. I should lke to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts a question, as I did not catch the reading exactly. Does the 
bill designate the point where the judge shall hold court in the 
Territory? 

Mr. HOAR. That is to be determined by the court of appeals. 

Mr. PLATT. There ought to be two additional judges there 
instead of one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I moveto amend the bill, in line 4, by striking out, 
after the word ‘‘ Senate,” the word ‘‘an” and inserting the word 
“two,” and after the word “ additional,” in the same line, by strik- 
ing out the word ‘‘ judge” and inserting the word ** judges;” so as 
to read ‘‘two additional judges.” 

Mr. HOAR. I think that ought to be done. 
inhabitants, or thereabouts, to be dealt with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is onthe amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HILL. I hope the Senator from Connecticut will not in- 
sist upon thatamendment. We had this question before the Judi- 
ciary Committee this morning, and the committee decided upon 
an increase of one judge. Some suggestions were made about an- 
other judge. It strikes me that if the amendment is pressed the 
matter should go before the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Committee on Indian Affairs have considered 
this matter carefully, and they think, and I entirely agree with 
them, that there should be two additional judges, although the 
Judiciary Committee determined upon but one. But that will 
make some delay necessary, and my plan was, after the Senator 
had made his amendment or proposed it, to have the bill laid aside 
for further consideration and call it up at a later day. 

Mr. HILL. I would rather have it laid uside before the amend- 
ment is made. 

Mr. HOAR. 
pending. 

Mr. HILL. 


Is there objection to the pres- 


There are 400,000 


Very well; let the amendment be moved and 


Yes; that is all right. 

Mr. HOAR. Then let the bill be laid aside for the present. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to say one word, if the Senator from New 
York will give me his attention, because, being a member of the 
Committee on the Judiciary,it seemed perhaps strange that I 
should come here and move this amendment. I happened to be 
called away from the committee this morning when the bill was 
underconsideration. Idesired to present, and if I had been present 
I should have presented, the reasons which to my mind seem im- 
perative why there should be two additional judges there. I 
wished to make that explanation of the reason why I moved the 
amendment under these circumstances. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill isto be laid aside temporarily, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. HILL. It is to go over without prejudice. 

Mr. HOAR. It goes to the Calendar, to be called up again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. : 

NATIONAL HOME 


Mr. HAWLEY. A vacancy occurred in the Board of Managers 
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers of the United 
States by the death of General Beal. The House of Representa- 
tives passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 249) for appointment of a 
member of Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled 


FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 
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Volunteer Soldiers, appointing to the vacancy Gen. John Mar- 
shall Brown, of the State of Maine. He is entirely acceptable to 
the Senators from Maine and to everybody, and I report back the 
joint resolution favorably from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ask the Senate to concur in it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HILL. I should like to ask whether the joint resolution 
shows who are the other members of this Board? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; it isa mere recital that John Marshall 
Brown be appointed to fill the vacancy in the Board, and so forth, to 
succeed General Beal. It is the mere formal appointment of a 
member of the Board. 

Mr. HILL. Who are the other members of the Board? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Icould not name them now to save my life. 
I know that General Franklin is the president of the Board and 
that it is composed of a number of other very active and promi- 
nent citizens, some of whom have given twenty years of very 
faithful devotion to the work. 

Mr. HALE. Thisis simply the appointment of a Maine soldier— 


a gallant officer in the war—to take the place of another Maine | 


soldier who died. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is merely to fill a vacancy. 

Mr. HILL. Isupposein making these appointments we should 
equalize them over the country, so that all portions of the country 
would be represented, and therefore I desire to know where the 
others are located. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will explain that to the Senator. The mem- 
bers of the Board are scattered about the country. Each one of 
them has a particular Branch Home under his charge, in his parish 


or bishopric, but they altogether control the Home so far as pos- | 


sible. General Brown, who is put in the place of General Beal, 
will have special care of the large Soldiers’ Home at Togus, in 
Maine. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] gives his 
paternal supervision to the Home down at Hampton, and so forth. 
There is an Ohio man who looks out for the Home at Dayton, Ohio. 
The thing is as well managed as possible. 

Mr. HILL. How many are there in all? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. 
bers of the Board. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There are two members of the Board present, 
the honorable Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL] and the 
honorable Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. There are 
eleven active members of the Board. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shall be very glad to have the Senator from 
New Jersey make an explanation. 

Mr. HALE. If the joint resolution gives rise to debate, I shall 
have to object. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There will be no debate. 

Mr. SEWELL. I wish to satisfy the Senator from New York 
in relation to these appointments. 

Mr. HILL. We simply ought to have a list of them. 

Mr. SEWELL. The appointments have been made generally 
from among prominent officers of the late war who live, where 
possible, near Branch Homes of which they have supervision. In 
this case the appointment is to take the place of a gentleman who 
died recently, and he lives near the Home which he is expected 
personally to look after. There is no salary and there are no 
emoluments connected with the appointment. It is a pure labor 
of love. 

Mr. HILL. Has the Senator with him alist of the Board, so 
that he can tell us their names and residences? 

Mr. SEWELL. The president of the Board is Gen. W. B. 
Franklin, of Hartford, Conn. The next on the list are the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL] and myself as vice-presi- 
dents. Gen. Martin T. McMahon, of New York, whom the 
Senator knows very well, is the secretary of the Board. Thenext 
on the list is Gen. A. L. Pearson, of Pittsburg, Pa. Then follow 
Col. GEORGE W. STEELE, of Marion, Ind.; Gen. A. W. Barrett, of 
Los Angeles, Cal.; Gen. C. M. Anderson, of Greenville, Ohio; 
Col. S. G. Cook, of Herington, Kans., and Gen. Thomas J. Hen- 
derson, of Princeton, fl., with the President of the United States, 
the Chief Justice of the United States, and the Secretary of War 
as members ex officio. The vacancy on the Board was caused b 
the death of Gen. George L. Beal, of Norway, Me., for whic 
place General Brown has been named, who is eminently qualified 
and was a distinguished soldier. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
COST AND PRICE OF ARMOR, 

Mr. CHANDLER. In pursuance of the resolution of the Sen- 
ate adopted December 31, i895, I submit a report from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs in relation to the prices of armor for 
vessels of the Navy. 

I move that the usual number of copies of the report and appen- 


There are eleven active mem- | s 
| to be printed. 





dix without the testimony, and that the same number of additioy,») 
copies of the report and appendix with the testimony, be prin: 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I ask for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The introduction of bills 
joint resolutions is in order. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3678) to fix the salaries of 
several district judges of the United States; which was read ty 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3679) to extend cert 
patents; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ace; 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 3680) to provide for the removal] 
of the Interstate National Bank of Kansas City from Kansas City, 
Kans., to Kansas City, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 3681) + 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An 
to provide for the settlement of all outstanding claims against : 
District of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction on the Court 
Claims to hear the same, and for other purposes, approved June 
16, 1880,’ approved February 13, 1895;” which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. : 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3682) granting an increase of 
pension to Alexander Boltin; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 3683) to amend the river and 
harbor act of August 18, 1894; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 200) for the 
prevention of the introduction and spread of contagious and in- 
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| fectious diseases into the United States; which was read twice by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Health and 


| National Quarantine. 





AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the District appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 


Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 


| posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 


to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the District appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Post-Office approjriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HILL (by request) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which wis 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3678) to fix the salaries of the several \is- 
trict judges of the United States, reported it without amendinent. 

PERRINE GRANT INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Isubmit a resolution, and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands, by the full committe« 
by a subcommittee to be appointed by the chairman, be authorized to i 
tigate the issue of patents for the lands embraced in what is known a 
Perrine grant, in the State of Florida, with power to send for persons 
papers, and to administer oaths. 

Mr. BERRY. The resolution should go to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution does notin tem 

rovide for an expenditure, but indirectly of course there wou! 
be an expenditure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the resolution should go over, at an) 
rate, until to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. It had better go to the Committee on Contingent 
Expenses. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
gent Expenses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BERRY. Let it goover until to-morrow morning. 
to look at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is objection, and the 
resolution goes over, 


Let it be referred to the Committee on Contin 
Is there objection to the pres- 


I vant 
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THE MISSISSIPPI CHOCTAWS. 


Mr. WALTHALL submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to transmit to the Senate the following information: 

First. A copy of the memorial of the Choctaw Nation of December 24, 1889, 
relative to the Mississippi Choctaws. é : aie 

Second. Deposition of Greenwood Leflore, ex-chief of the Choctaw Nation, 


* 


of February 24, 1843, before United States Commissioners Clayborne and 
Graves relative to importance of the fourteenth article of the treaty of 1830. 

Third. Whether or not the Choctaws entitled to remain in Mississippi by 
the fourteenth article were reported by United States Commissioners Murray 
and Vroom to the President of the United States on July 31, 1838, as having 
heen in a great number of cases forced to remove from the reservations 
granted them by the fourteenth article. — ; 

Fourth. Whether or not the Mississippi Choctaws were parties to any sub- 
<cequent Choctaw treaty, or have ever executed a relinquishment of their 


rights of Choctaw citizenship. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PruvEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 10th instant approved and signed the act (S. 1624) to quiet 
title and possession with respect to certain unconfirmed and 
located private-land claims in the State of Louisiana. 
METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 9647) to authorize the extension of the lines of 
the Metropolitan Railroad Company, of the District of Columbia, 
and asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate agree to the confer- 
ence asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
McMILLAN, Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. GALLINGER were appointed. 

GASPAR A, BETANCOURT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


In response to the resolution of the Senate of February 4, 1897, I transmit 
areport from the Secretary of State, ae oa of correspondence 
relative to the arrest and detention of Gaspar A. Betancourt, a citizen of the 
United States, by the Spanish authorities in Cuba. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
ExpecuvTitve MANston, 


Washington, February 11, 1897. 
KILLING OF SEGUNDO N. LOPEZ, 


The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate a message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


In response to the resolution of the Senate of February 2, 1897, I transmit 
areport from the Secretary of State, relative to the killing of Segundo N. 
Lopez, son of M. F. Lopez, at Sagua la Grande, in Cuba. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 


Washington, February 11, 1897. 
ORDER OF BUSiNESS. 
Mr. HALE, I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 
Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Lappeal tothe Senator from Maine —- 
Mr. HALE, Let the Senator wait until I get the bill up. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Very well. 
Mr. THURSTON. Will the Senator from Maine yield, that I 
may nake a suggestion? 
.HALE. Certainly. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. THURSTON. I ask that the resolutions which are before 
the Senate as a part of the morning business, on which I have 
been addressing the Senate, may go over without prejudice as a 
part of the morning business and without losing their place until 
Monday morning next. I expect to be absent from the city until 
that time. I wish at some time to conclude my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The junior Senator from Ne- 
braska asks unanimous consent that the resolution submitted by 
the senior Senator from Nebraska {Mr. ALLEN],instructing the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads to inquire and to report to the 
Senate whether the executive department has, by existing law, 
authority to foreclose the Government mortgage or lien upon 
the Union Pacific and Kansas Pacific railroads, etc., may be 
aside informally until Monday morning, holding the place it now 
occupies. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] is not in his seat at this time. I suggest to the Senator 
from Nebraska that he wait until his colleague is in the Chamber 
before he asks consent. 


i? 
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Mr. HALE and others. There will be no objection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10134) making appropriations for the dip. 
lomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1898, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Camer IN] 
has a short bill that he wishes to have considered, and I yield to 
him, reserving the right to object if it gives rise to debate. 

RETIREMENT ENLIST! N. 

Mr. CAMERON. Lask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 
to amend chapter 67 of volume 25 of the Statutes at Large of the 
United States. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend the 
act approved September 30, 1890, so as to read: 

That when an enlisted man has served thirty years in the United St 
Army or Marine Corps, or as an enlisted man or appointed petty officer in the 
United States Navy, he shall, by making application to the President. be 


placed on the retired list with 75 per cent of his pay and allowane rf 
rank or rate upon which he was retired: Provided, That all active service 


AND CONSULAR 
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the United States Army, Navy, or Marine Corps during time of war, insur 
rection, or rebellion shall be computed as double time in computing the thirty 
years necessary to entitle the applicant to be retired: Provided further, That 
all honorable service in the United States Army, Navy. and Marine Cor; 


shall be computed as within the period necessary to entitle the applicant to 
retire under the provisions of this act. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HILL. Isuggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania whether 
the title ought not to be amended so as to give some idea of what 
the amendment of the lawis. The title simply states that it is an 
amendment to a certain chapter of the Statutes at Large of the 
United States. 

Mr. CAMERON. The bill is as it came from the Navy Depart- 
ment. It was proposed by the Department. 

Mr. HALE. The suggestion is in regard tothe title. 
ought to state what the bill is. 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well; let the title be amended. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the title should be amended so as to show 
the subject to which it relates. What is the subject? 

Mr. HALE. It relates to the time of enlisted men in the Navy. 

Mr. HOAR. Then add to the title *‘ relating to the retirement 
of enlisted men.” 

Mr. CAMERON. “The time of enlisted men in the Navy.” 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill to amend chapter 
67 of volume 23 of the Statutes at Large of the United States, and 
to further provide for the retirement of enlisted men in the United 
States Army and Marine Corps and enlisted men and petty officers 
of the United States Navy.” 

DANIEL T. TOLLETT. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask the Senator from Maine to 
yield to me to call up a pension bill which I should like to have 
considered by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. HALE. If it gives rise to no debate, but after this I can 
not yield to any further bills. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask the Senate to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 2832) for the relief of Daniel T. Tollett. 


The title 


Does the Senator from Maine 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line &, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “twelve” and insert 
“‘eight;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Da | 
Tollett, of Centerpoint, Howard County, Ark., late a private in Captain 
Moore's company, Arkansas Mounted Volunteers, Sabine Indian war, a i 
him a pension at the rate of $8 per month 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
FRATERNAL 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iaskthe Senator from Maine to permit mo 
to make a motion simply, which will not lead to debate. 

Mr. HALE. It is only a formal motion, I understand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yesterday at my suggestion the bill (H. } 
10108) regulating fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or a 
tions in the District of Columbia was laid upon the table. 8 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BENEFICIARY SOCIETIES. 


c. 
Cla- 


i mo 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

vield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
“ Mr. HALE. Icannot yield for anything that will take any time. 
Iam under pressure to go on with the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill, whichis before the Senate. I have told several 
Senators that I could not yield for any more bills. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then I shall not call up the matter now, 
but I wish to state that it refers to a bill which was recalled from 
the President, and as soon as the pending appropriation bill is dis- 
posed of I shall ask the Senate to dispose of that matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to give notice that after the ere 
ation bill is disposed of I shall move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 101384) making appropriations for the diplo- 
matic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1898, which had been reported from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions with amendments. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and read to line 15, on 
page 2, the last clause read being as follows: 

Envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Guatemala and Hon- 
duras, $10,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. Idesire to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Maine having this bill in charge as to the item of this bill which 
has just been read. It has been alleged on the floor of the Senate, 
by what authority I do not know, that the President has given us 
information of a change in the diplomatic relations of Central 
America of some kind, which would make the sending of a min- 
ister to these three States inappropriate, and I should like to have 
some explanation about that. 

We have been informed here in some irregular way of the fact 
thata diet has been established in Central America, which has juris- 
diction of international affairs. Weare informed that that diet is 
represented here by a minister plenipotentiary, who represents 
three States—Honduras, Salvador, and Nicaragua. Two of those 
States are embraced in this clause, and the third is omitted; the 
State of Costa Rica is put in here in place of Honduras. 

That leads, Mr. President, to a very awkward complication 
there. I have information of an unofficial sort, derived through 
newspapers and through some statements made on the floor of 
the Senate here by other Senators who may have better advices 
than I have about it, that the foreign offices in the States of Nica- 
ragua, Honduras, and Salvador have been closed; that they have 





no foreign offices now, and our ministers sent to these respective | 


States can have no communication through any foreign office 
there with the Governments to which they are accredited. That 
leaves a very awkward complication, it seems tome. We accredit 
a minister to Nicaragua, and when he goes there he finds no for- 
eign office; we accredit another to Salvador, and he goes there and 
finds no foreign office; he can not hold communication with the 
Republic of Salvador; but somewhere amongst the three States of 
Nicaragua, Salvador, and Honduras there is an establishment, a 
foreign oftice, which does hold official communication with the 
Government of the United States. 

Mr. President, if this arrangement has been made, and if it has 
been duly notified to the Senate of the United States, then of 
course the passing of a bill here to recognize that diet as the true 
representative of the official relations of these three Republics 
would be a very important matter to them and to us; but a bill 
passed here now which entirely overlooks that arrangement, 
which the President has submitted in his message to the Con- 
gress. would be not only a very awkward business, but it would 
discredit the diplomatic functions of the diet. Notwithstanding 
we are informed here that this diet exists, that it represents all 
of the foreign relations of these three Republics in some way or 
other, we send a minister to two of these States and another State 
of Central America, without taking the slightest notice of the 
powers and authority conferred by this internal arrangement 
between these three Republics upon the diet and its representa- 
tive at this capital. 

1 wish to hear from the Senator from Maine who has this bill 
in charge why it is that this awkward lapse occurs in the bill, 
and why we should not reform this bill so as to accommodate it 
to the arrangement suggested in the President’s message? 

Mr. HALE. I see the force of the inquiry of the Senator from 
Alabama, and I am very glad he has made the inquiry. This 
appropriation deals not with the question of the ministers sent 
from those countries to us, but with ours sent to them. We have 
now ministers, under the old subdivision, to Nicaragua, Costa Rica, 
and Salvador upon one side, and Guatemala and Honduras on the 
other. Those ministers are there. Their pay will cease unless 
Wwe appropriate, and in dealing with them it has not been thought 
advisable to change that basis for the present, as they are there 
and they need their salaries. But in the meantime, if any new 
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not sent a joint minister here do not, the Department will hay {5 
now, as the Senator will see, arrange what shall be done iy 
way of sending ministers. It is not well to disturb this . 
until it is all adjusted. I do not think any better way ea; 
found than to continue the old arrangement, as we have 1m» 
ters there now—one to Nicaragua, Costa Rica, and Salvador. 
one to Guatemala and Honduras—until the Department ca) 
whether there is anything further to be done in the way 
change of our ministers there. That is all the éxplanation, | 
pose, that is necessary. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, of course that is a very ca 
explanation, but it leaves us still in a very difficult situ: 
toward these Republics. Our minister goes there accredite | 
three Republics. 

Mr. HALE. He is there now. 

Mr. MORGAN. And he is there now accredited to three Re- 
publics, with whom we can not hold any communication at a), 
except with a diet, which represents two of them and does not 
represent the third; that is to say, it is supposed to represent two 
of them. It certainly does not represent Costa Rica. Costa Rica 
has nothing to do with it; and I have information that Costa 
Rica is quite stirred up about it, and is not at all agreeable to this 
diet arrangement. 

Here comes a minister from the Greater Republic of Central 
America; he is accredited here and received by the President of 
the United States; his credentials are said to be in due form, and 
he is placed amongst the class of ministerial representatives 


> 


> fas 


to 
this capital. We have even gone so far here as to get an official 
communication from that minister before the Senate, which has 
been debated here for days together, and upon his statement there 
have been made some very strong and earnest appeals to the Con- 
gress of the United States not to proceed upon a certain very 
mportant matter that we are connected with by our legislation 
as well as historically. 

Now, I think, Mr. President, in view of the facts which are 
known, for us to accredit our minister now to these three Repub- 
lics under the old régime, without taking any notice of this ofti- 
cial change in their diplomatic relations toward us, must have 
the double effect of denouncing and discarding any recognition 
of that Greater Republic of Central America, and also of placing 
our ministers who are there, and those who may be sent there 
under this appropriation, in such a position as that they can hold 
no diplomatic intercourse with either of these States. Our minis- 
ter, Mr. Baker, who is there now—and a very excellent minister 
he is, too, and a very able man—could have no communication at 
all with this diet under this act of appropriation or under any 
other act of Congress of which I have any knowledge. He could 
have no authority at all to address the Government of Honduras, 
for instance, because he is not accredited to that Government; lie 
is accredited to Salvador, Nicaragua, and Costa Rica. He can 
not possibly have any diplomatic relations with the Government 
of Honduras. So it leaves this matter in a very awkward shape. 

Mr. President, this has all arisen from the fact that the Presi- 
dent of the United States has not considered it worth his time to 
inform the Senate of the United States of the actual state of dip- 
lomatic relations between this Government and foreign govern- 
ments. He seems to have the idea that he can regulate it all by 
himself, and that it is not necessary to call upon the Senate of tho 
United States or the Congress of the United States todo anything 
at all in respect of the recognition of the existence and the author- 
ity or the integrity of any foreign country. 

Now, that is a new Government, entirely new, as entirely new 
as the Government of the Republic of Cuba would be if that Gov- 
ernment were to appear here, as it has appeared, with a minister 
and we should undertake to recognize him. That Government 
has a minister now in the United States—that is to say, a dip!o- 
matic agent, with supreme diplomatic powers and functions ris- 
ing above those of an ordinary minister—but we pay no attention 
to that. Well, perhaps that is allright. At the same time this 
other minister, if we fail to recognize him, stands upon no better 
ground than a minister from Cuba. He comes here now wit! !11s 
credentials from an entirely new Government, not one that 1s 
known to this Government—one that is ignored in this bill, one 
that has no provision of law in the United States in the slight: 
degree to sanction his existence, or the regularity of his appoint- 
ment, or the value of his credentials. It is perfectly new; and 
here we are left floundering about in this condition, with the /x- 
ecutive recognizing a minister from a foreign Government here, 
representing the States of Honduras, Salvador, and Nicaragu:, 
and we are making an appropriation to send a minister to Nica- 
ragua, Costa Rica, and Salvador, who can not find access there to 
a public office of foreign affairs where he can present his creden- 
tials and have himself recognized and through which he can ho): 
any intercourse with either of those Republics. His credentials, 
his powers, his duties there as a diplomatic agent are confined en- 
tirely to the Greater Republic of Central America, if there is such 
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a thing as that, because we are informed that the Greater Repub- 
lic, consisting of three States, two of which are in this bill and 
the other is not, has accredited a minister to this Government 
whois said to have full diplomatic power and recognition. 

it is time, Mr. President, that we should do one of two things: 
We should either proceed, as this bill is proceeding, to ignore 
entirely the whole of the operations of the President of the United 


States on this subject, pass them by as if they had not existed, or 


as if they were the idle wind, or else proceed in conformity with 
some suggestion of his, if we had such a suggestion, to send a 
minister to the Greater Republic down there, that seems to have 
a diplomatic organization, at least for the purpose of being repre- 
sented in foreign governments. 

Mr. BACON. ( ; 
inquire whether the President of the United States has ever com- 
municated to Congress the fact that he has received a minister 
from the Greater Republic of Central America? 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand that the fact is stated in his 
annual message. 

There is another very important matter arising out of this to 
which think the attention of the Senate ought at least to be called 
as we passalong. I do not propose tochange this appropriation at 
all: | want to let it stand there, because it is exactly in accordance 
with the laws of the United States and its political and diplo- 
matic history, and corresponds — with the actual legal dip- 
lomatic situation in the United States; the appropriation is all 
right. But while we are doing that we can not avoid the conclu- 
sion that we are ignoring the existence of the Greater Republic of 
Central America as a diplomatic establishment entitled to hola in- 
tercourse with this Government. After we pass this bill, I do not 
see what the President of the United States can do with Mr. Rod- 
riguez except to say he has no further use for him. How can he 
representa republic here, anew republic with anew name and new 
powers, while we are acting in our votes in the House of Repre- 
sentatives and in the Senate upon appropriation bills on the line of 
the old policy, in which that Republic has no recognition; on the 
contrary, in which we recognize distinctly the existing régime, the 
existing arrangement, and make appropriations to supply it and 
provide for it? 
it, and the Congress of the United States and the Senate of the 
United States are not in the slightest degree responsible for it. 

I have called attention to this because I should like to see cor- 
rected, if it can be, amicably and without raising a fuss in the 
family, this condition of embarrassment and distrust that seems 
to obtain between the Executive and the Congress of the United 
States upon a question of great importance like this. Here we 
are left in the dark; here we are with a minister, recognized here 
at this capital, who sends messages actually through the Secre- 
tary of State into the Senate, and they are here received and 
debated and commented upon, and yet, when we come to pass an 
appropriation bill, instead of accrediting the minister we sent out 
there to that Government, we accredit a minister to an entirely 
different set of States—not entirely different, but two of those 
States and another, Costa Rica, which is not included in the pro- 
gramme at all. 

I do not know what can be done about it. I have no motion to 
make, because 1 have no facts upon which to make a motion. If 
we had a communication here from the President of the United 
States that he had recognized that Republic, and that it was an 
existing entity as a government, and had some description of the 
powers of that Greater Republic of Central America, then I should 
be prepared in good faith to make a motion to respond to their 
overtures in sending a minister here by returning a minister to 
that tribunal, to that court, or to that diet, or whatever you please 
to call it. 

I understand, but from the newspapers—I do not know whether 
the President’s message refers to the fact I am about to state or 
not; I do not remember—but | understand that Nicaragua, Hon- 
duras, and Salvador, in forming this diet, have not created between 
themselves any political union for any internal affairs, but that 
their relationsare entirely those which concern foreign intercourse. 

Mr. HALE. For purposes of negotiation. 

Mr. MORGAN. And, I suppose, of concluding treaties. That 
is a curious state of affairs, Mr. President, and very awkward and 
very embarrassing, because we do not know how far we can go or 
in what direction really in making negotiations with that minister 
here. For instance, if a dispute should arise—as disputes have 
arisen and have been reconciled and settled between the Govern- 
ments of Costa Rica and Nicaragua on the one hand and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States upon the other in respect of the 
Nicaraguan Canal—what right would this minister have to repre- 
sent the Government of Nicaragua and the Government of Costa 
Rica—he does not pretend to any right to represent Costa Rica; 
but to represent the Government of Nicaragua—in a diplomatic 
arrangement of some question which concerns the internal polity 
of Nicaragua as connected with its obligations and rights toward 
the United States? He can not do anything of that sort, so far as 

know. Onthecontrary, the brief and very imperfect intimations 
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we have had, even through the newspapers, in regard to the scope 
| of his authority show that he can not do anything of the kind. 
He can not negotiate a question of that kind; he can not arrange 

between the United States and Nicaragua even, which he repre- 
sents as the minister from the diet, any questions which concern 
the separate individual policy and obligations and rights and du- 
ties of the State of Nicaragua. Hecould not do it as to Costa Rica, 
| with whom we have the identical relations that we have with 
| Nicaragua upon that important subject; he could no nothing 
| at all. 
I thought I would get before the Senate and before the country 
| all that we know about this matter. Having effected that pur- 
| pose, I have no further suggestions to make, and I hope ill 
will be passed. 
| Mr. BACON. I want to call the attention of the Senator from 
Alabama to the fact that he was mistaken in suggesting that the 
| President had communicated to Congress in his annual message 

the fact of the reception of the minister from the Greater Repub- 
| lic of Central America. That minister was received on the 24th 
day of December last, long subsequent to the date of the Presi- 
dent’s annual message. It may be that the fact of the reception 
of that minister has been communicated to Congress in some spe- 
cial message, but if so, it has escaped my attention. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not think it has been. 

Mr. BACON. Unless it has been by a special message, the fact 
has never been officially communicated to Congress that that 
minister has presented himself and been received. 

Mr. MORGAN. ThenI stand corrected, Mr. President, and I 
do it with cheerfulness, because it seems to show still more fully 
that the welcoming of this minister here is a mere perfunctory 
affair, a piece of politeness, which does not amount to anything 
| in law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning at line 16 on 
page2. The firstamendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, under the head of ‘‘Salaries of secretaries of embassies and 
| legations,” on page 5, line 7, before the word ‘*Germany,” to 
insert ‘“‘and;” in the same line, after the word ‘‘Germany,” to 
strike out ‘‘and Mexico;” and in line 8, before the word * thou- 
sand,” to strike out ‘‘eight” and insert ‘‘ six;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

Second secretaries of embassies to Great Britain, France, and Germany, 
at $2.000 each, $5,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 8, to insert: 

Second secretary of legation to Mexico, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 2, to insert: 

PAYMENT TO LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF LATE PIERCE M. B. YOUNG 

To pay to the legal representatives of Pierce M. B. Young, who died while 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Guatemala and Hon- 
cures, six months’ salary of said officer subsequent to the date of his death, 
$5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, afterline 9, to insert: 

DIGEST OF INTERNATIONAL LAW OF THE UNITED STATES. 

For revising, reindexing, and otherwise completing and perfecting, by the 
aid of such documents as have become available since L&s6, the second edition 
of the Digest of the International Law of the United States, Taken from Docu- 
ments Issued by Presidents and Secretaries of State, and from Decisions of 
Federal Courts and Opinions of Attorneys-General, the work to be done 
under the supervision of the Secretary of State, $10,000, said sum to be imme 
diately available. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from 
Maine what is the necessity for inserting the restriction in these 
words, on line 14, page 12, ‘‘ available since 1886?” 

Mr. HALE. That is the time of the old edition. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know itis; but there is a good deal of mat- 
ter which is referred to in the old edition which ought really to be 
incorporated in the text. 

Mr. HALE. Then let it be amended so as to read, “ by the aid 
of such documents as may be useful.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. In lines 13 and 14, on page 12, I move to strike out 
the words ‘* have become available since 1886” and to insert ‘‘ may 
be useful.” 

I think the Senator from Alabama is right in his suggestion. 
| There may be other documents beyond those. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Maine to the amendment of the committee will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘as,” in line 13, on page 12, in 
the committee amendment, it is proposed to strike out the words 
‘*have become available since 1886” and insert ‘* may be useful;” 
so as to read: 

DIGEST OF INTERNATIONAL LAW OF THE UNITED STATES 

For revising, reindexing, and otherwise completing and perfecting, by the 
aid of such documents as may be useful, the second edition of the Digest of 
the International Law of the United States, Taken from Documents Issued 
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bv Presidents and Secretaries of State and from Decisions of Federal Courts 
and Opinions of Attorneys-General, the work to be done under the super- 
vision of the Secretary of State, $10,000, said sum to be immediately available. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘“ Sala- 
ries, consular service,” on page 13, line 20, before the word ‘‘thou- 


sand,” to strikeout ‘‘six” and insert ‘‘five;” so as to make the 
clause read: 
Total, $105,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to increase the appropriation for sal- 
aries of consuls, vice-consuls, and commercial agents from $425,000 
to $432,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 23, to insert: 

Brazil: 

Consul at Santos. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 17, to insert: 

Belgium: 

Consul at Ghent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 16, after the word 
“Dunfermline,” to insert ‘“ Newcastle on Tyne;” so as to read: 

Great Britain and British Dominions: 

Consuls at Barbados, Cardiff, Chatham, Cork, Dublin, Dunfermline, New- 
castle on Tyne, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Switzerland,” on 
page 18, line 17, to strike ont ‘‘Consul at Zurich” and insert 
**Consuls at Horgen and Zurich.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 23, to strike 
out: 

Brazil: 

Consul at Santos. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Great Britain and 
British Dominions,” on page 19, line 18, after the word ‘‘(Canada) ,” 
to strike out ‘‘ Newcastie-on-Tyne.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 19, after the word 
**at,” to insert ‘‘ Alexandretta;” so as to make the clause read: 

Turkey: 

Consuls at Alexandretta, Harpoot, and Sivas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 24, to strike out: 

Belgium: 

Consul at Ghent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 8, to insert: 

Greece: 

Consul at Patras. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendMent was, under the head of ‘‘Allowance for 
clerks at consulates,” on page 24, line 4, after the word ‘‘ Hudders- 
field,” to insert ‘‘ Horgen;” and in line 7, before the word “hun- 
dred,” to strike out ‘‘seven thousand eight” and insert ‘eight 
thousand four;” so as to make the clause read: 

Cairo, Cologne, Constantinople, Huddersfield, Horgen, Mayence, Munich, 


Nottingham, Odessa, Para, Pernambuco, Tampico, Vera Cruz, and Zurich, at 
$600 each, $8,400. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 23, to increase the 
total appropriation for allowance for clerks at consulates from 
$105,170 to $105,770. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 
** dollars,” to insert: 


“ 
27, 


line 5, after the word 


And of this sum the Secretary of State is authorized to use not exceeding 
$3,120 for services of employees in the Bureau of Statistics, Department of 
State, in the work of compiling and distributing such reports, and not ex- 
ceeding $250 in the purchase of such books, maps, and periodicals as may be 
necessary to the editing of diplomatic, consular, and other commercial 
reports. 

So as to make the clause read: 


PUBLICATION OF DIPLOMATIC, CONSULAR, AND OTHER COMMERCIAL 
REPORTS. 

Preparation, printing, publication, and distribution, by the Department of 
State, of the diplomatic, consular, and other commercial reports, $25,000; and 
of this sum the Secretary of State is authorized to use not exceeding $3,120for 
services of employees in the Bureau of Statistics, Department of State, in 
the work of compiling and distributing such reports, and not exceeding $250 
in the purchase of such books, maps, and ceviodianls as may be necessary to 
the editing of diplomatic, consular, and other commercial reports. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. After the word “copies,” in line 18, page 27, I 
move to insert what I send to the desk. 


The PRESIDENT protempore, The amendmentwill be stated, 


The SzorETARY. After the word ‘‘copies,” in line 18, on pazg 
27, it is proposed to insert the following additional proviso: 

And provided further, That the Secretary of State be, and he is her 
authorized to change the name of the Bureau of Statistics to the Bures 
Foreign Commerce, and that the foregoing provision shall apply with the s 


force and effect to the Bureau of Foreign Commerce as to the Bureay 
Statistics. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. I will put in the Recorpas a partof my remark 


a letter from the Secretary of State explaining it. 
The letter referred to is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, February 10, 1397. 

Srr: I observe that the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill as 
reported by you to the Senate contains the paragraph relating to the py 
cation of diplomatic, consular, and other commercial reports in the form 
which I had the honor to submit with the estimates, with the exception of 
the final clause, viz: 

“And provided further, That the Secretary of State be,and he is her 
authorized to change the name of the Bureau of Statistics to the Burea 
a Jommerce, and that the foregoing provision shall apply wit) 
same force and effect to the Bureau of Foreign Commerve as to the Burcay 
of Statistics.” 

Upon the assumption that the omission of this paragraph was accide: 
or that the committee was not fully informed on the subject, I deem it ; r 
to call your attention tothe practical] need of some permission of this ¢ iar; 
ter. You will observe that the language is not mandatory, but merely autho; 
izes the Secretary of State to change the name of the Bureau of Statistics ¢ 
the Bureau of Foreign Commerce. The reasons for this change are found j 
the embarrassment caused the Department by the confusion arising fro: 
fact that there are three Bureaus of Statistics in the different Departments 
viz, those of the Department of State, the Treasury, and the Department of 
Agriculture. The name Bureau of Statistics, moreover, does not properly 
designate the functions of the Bureau for this Department. It is, in 


OInt of 
fact, a bureau of foreign commerce, and, if designated as such, w« ald havea 
more distinct individuality and would attract more general attention in tho 


business community. Notwithstanding the greater publicity which has been 
secured in recent years for this feature of the Department's work, there is 
stilla regretable lack of information among our manufacturers and export 


as to the practical value of the commercial reports of diplomatic and cons ilar 
officers. The proposed change of name is,in my judgment, an important step 
in the direction of placing the Bureau in closer touch with the business inter- 


ests of the country and enabling it to develop on purely industrial and « 
mercial lines. 


I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
RICHARD OLNEY. 
Hon. EUGENE HALE, 


Committee on Foreign Relations, United States Senate. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 27, line 18, to strike out: 
And provided further, That a sum not exceeding $250 of this Sepevorints a 


may be expended in the purchase of such books, maps, and periodicals as may 
be necessary to the editing of the consular and commercial reports. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 20, after the word 
‘*Bureau,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the provisions of the fifth and sixth sections of the act en- 
titled ‘‘An act establishing post routes, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 3, 1877, for the transmission of official mail matter, be, and they are 
hereby, extended and made applicable to all official mail matter of the Bureau 
of the American Republics established in Washington by recommendation of 
the International American Conference, representing the International 
Union of American Republics. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered. to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PROPOSED RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. LODGE. I desire now to present and have considered the 
conference report on the act to amend the immigration laws. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Before that is done, I suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts that the junior Senator from Marylan( 
{Mr. Gipson] informed me a few minutes ago that he had received 
a telegram from Lexington, Va., stating that the brother-in-law 
of Mrs. Gibson, Hon. John Randolph Tucker, is at the point of 
death. The Senator from Maryland had to leave the Senate to 
inform Mrs. Gibson of that fact and to make arrangements [0! 
her to leave the city. He requested me to ask that the bill shou! 
not be taken up for action to-day. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course I have no desire to press the mattcr 
under such circumstances; and if Ican have an agreement as to 
taking a vote on the report at any reasonable time, I will \ 
gladly let it go over to accommodate the Senator from Mary1a: 

l ask unanimous consent that the vote on the conference report 
may be taken at 4 o'clock on Saturday. 

Mr. HALE (to Mr. LopGe). Make it 3 o’clock. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suggest that the Senator do not fix 1.0 
time for a vote before Monday. 

Mr. LODGE. Well, on Monday, then, at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massac!- 
setts asks unanimous consent that a vote may be had on the con- 
ference report relating to what is known as the immigration bill 
on Monday next at 4 o’clock. Is there objection? 
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Mr. PALMER. For the moment, I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. LODGE. In the presence of objection, I feel it my duty to 
ask the Senate to go on with the report to-day, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me for one 

noment? 

Mr. PALMER. If I can speak without interruption for a min- 
nte, | will say that I objected for the moment. I desire to address 
the Senate on the report, and the junior Senator from Maryland 
also wishes to speak. When he will return, I am unable to say. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Maryland expects to be 
here to-morrow. He is not going to leave the city, but he had to 
eo to inform his wife of this sad occurrence. 

” Mr. PALMER. In his absence, I do not see how we can make 
an agreement. 

Mr. LODGE. I have gone over two days beyond the time asked 
bv the Senator from Maryland. This is a conference report in its 
last stage. It has been debated at every point. I desire to be as 
reasonable about it as possible. The bill has been amended to suit 
the wishes of the Senate; it comes back in the form the Senate 
desires, and I think it is not unreasonable for me, if I do not press 
it to-day—— 

Mr. HALE. Or to-morrow. 

Mr. LODGE. Or to-morrow, to ask that a time shall be fixed | 
for taking a vote on Monday. 

Mr. HALE. That is fair. 

Mr. LODGE. I think it is a perfectly fair request. If it is ob- 
jected to, I shall feel it my duty to force the consideration of the 
report to-day, which I am most reluctant to do. I ask the Pre- 
siding Officer again to submit the request, and ask if there is 
objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again submit 
to the Senate the request of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that he let his request go over until to-morrow morning. If 
he fails then to secure an agreement, I will assist him in taking up 
the bill. But under the circumstances, when this request comes | 
from the Senator from Maryland who is absent—— | 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from Florida will allow me, I will | 

| 





state that all that the Senator from Maryland asked was that I 
should put the matter over until to-morrow, and I propose to put 
it over until Monday. 

Mr. PASCO, I understand this is a request to take a vote on | 
the report? | 

Mr. LODGE. The final vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I think the Senator from Maryland ought to be 
here. 

Mr. LODGE. Ihave made it as liberal as possible. 
want to press the report to-day. 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest that the Senator let it go over until to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam perfectly willing to let the report go over 
until Monday, but I think that if I am asked to make such a con- 
cession, I may ask in return for an agreement. If Monday is not 
agreeable, 1 will make it Tuesday. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Suppose the Senator from Massachusetts 
makes it Wednesday? 

Mr. LODGE. Very well. I will make it Wednesday, which 
will give everybody an opportunity to speak. 

Mr. PALMER. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks that at 4 o’clock on Wednesday the vote on the confer- 


ence report may be taken. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 


I do not 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. | 


_Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- | 
sideration of executive business. 

_The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- | 
sideration of executive business. After three hours and five min- | 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at4 
o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-mor- 
row, Friday, February 12, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 11, 1897. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 
Lieut. Col. Jared Augustine Smith, to be colonel, February 5, 
1897, vice Wilson, who vacated on accepting commission as Chief 


of En 
Maj. Charles Julius Allen, to be lieutenant-colonel, February 5, 
1897, vice Smith, goemeted. 
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Capt. Smith Stallard Leach, to be major, February 5, 1897, vice 


Allen, promoted. 

First Lieut. William Edward Craighill, to be captain, February 
5, 1897, vice Leach, promoted. 

Second Lieut. James Bates Cavanaugh, to be first lieutenant, 
February 5, 1897, vice Craighill, promoted. 

Quartermaster’s Department. 

Maj. Edwin Byron Atwood, quartermaster, to be deputy quarter- 
master-general, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, February 11, 
1897, vice Rockwell, retired from active service. 

Capt. George Enoch Pond, assistant quartermaster, to be qtiar- 
termaster, with the rank of major, February 11, 1897, vice Atwood, 
promoted. 

Lieut. John M. Carson, jr., to be assistant quartermaster, with 
the rank of captain, February 11, 1897, vice Pond, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 11, 1897, 


TERRITORIAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 


James R. Keaton, of Oklahoma Territory, to be associate jus- 
tice of the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma. 


POSTMASTER. 


B. R. Doody, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of Nor. 
folk and State of Massachusetts. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 11, 1897. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Henry N. CoupeEn. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 


JOHN M. GUYTON, 


Mr. STRAIT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk (S. 1860), 
for the relief of John M. Guyton, late postmaster at Blacksburg, 
S. C.. 

The bill was read, as follow: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $484.79 be allowed to John M. Guyton, 
former postmaster at Blacksburg, S. C., being the amount deposited by him 
to cover a deficiency arising in his office in the year 1890, which deposit was 
made to meet a loss by the embezzlement of a clerk on or about the jth day 
of January, 1890, without blame or fault on the part of the said John M. Guy- 
ton, and that a sum sufficient to pay the allowance now made is hereby ap- 
propriated out of any moneys not otherwise appropriated. 

The SPEAKER. 
of this bill? 

Mr. HULL. Before objecting, I would like to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads and the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina if it is customary for the Government 
to make good the embezzlement of employees in post-offices? Is 
not the postmaster responsible for such a thing on his bond? 

Mr. STRAIT. From the opinion of the Attorney-General, it 
does not seem that the postmaster would be responsible; but he 
paid the money, and now he asks to be reimbursed, and there is 
no provision made for reimbursement. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, with the permis 
sion of the gentleman from South Carolina, I will say to the gentle- 
man from lowa that at the instance of a gentleman from New York 
on his side of the House a defalcation of this kind of five or ten or 
fifteen thoasand dollars was provided for by Congress only a few 
weeks ago. 

Mr. HULL. That may be; but I think it is very bad policy for 
the Congress of the United States to pass bills here to reimburse 
postmasters whose own appointees have defaulted, and I think I 
must object. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
me—— 

Several members addressed the Chair, and Mr. Eppy was recog- 
nized. 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


Objection is made. 
If the gentleman from Wisconsin will permit 


ST. PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS AND MANITOBA RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. EDDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 3603) to extend the time for 
the completion of theSt. Paul, Minneapolisand Manitoba Railway 
Company through the White Earth, Leech Lake, Chippewa, and 
Fond du Lac Indian reservations, in the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. BAILEY. Lobject. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. CLARKE] has a privileged motion, which 
will be submitted. 
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BIRMINGHAM AND WARRIOR RIVER WATERWAY. $18,390,000. But your committee, after careful consideration, fo} 
that we must ex necessitate take into consideration the condi: 
of the Treasury, and we must make a reduction, however stro» 
the economical argument for larger appropriations. 

Now then, bearing that in mind and still desiring to keep in ¢} 
appropriation bill such an amount as would allow the Governm.); 
to proceed in the matter of fortifications, keeping its several it: 
so happily correlated as that no branch of the service shal] })q 
ioleuad more than its fellow, we have arranged on the basis of 
taking out of the estimate its contract features and such item 


Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the resolution which I send 
to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate be requested to furnish the House of Repre- 
sentatives a duplicate engrossed copy of the joint resolution (S. R. 191) rela- 
tive to the improvement of the waterway between Birmingham, Ala., and 
the Black Warrior River, the same having been lost or misplaced. 


The resolution was adopted. 


\ 
ORDER OF BUSINESS do not admit of curtailment, aggregating about $4,600,000, leayi: 
z ee of the estimate practically $13,000,000 upon which we could play 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I movethat the House | to use that expression. a 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of These contract items are as follows: 
the Union for the purpose of considering the fortifications appro- | Authorized contracts for gun and mortar batteries, act 
priation bill. eI aoc on baa as dad ala ak ear tia oak $2, 500. 000 
The motion was agreed to. Si nin i ke ee a a ee 555. 038 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the | Gun carriages._______.___..-..----. ------ enon neneene 364. 500 
Whole, Mr. HULL in the chair. ea ne RAG. PEAT 510.000 
All points of order on the bill were reserved. Mortar carriages... _.-- Va tte an inde a cee 178. 000 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I move that the | Mortar shells...........--- eee ce cence cccaccecee 54. 600 
first reading of the bill be dispensed with. A ian A rE hem a 32. 938 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. I i 5 156, 184 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, in presenting the Riese 
annual budget for fortifications, I desire to call attention to some Total contract provisions carried by this bill... 4,351, 260 


of the salient points of the bill. The bill carries on its face 

9,178,325. At the proper time I will yield to the gentleman from 

New York [Mr. BARTLETT], my colleague on the committee, to 
move an amendment of $75,000 for a sea wall at Sandy Hook, 
which, through inadvertence, was omitted, so that gentlemen in 
considering the bill may deem it one for $9,253,000, in round num- 
bers. I desire further to call the attention of the committee to 
the fact that the estimates submitted to us from the Department 


To this must be added the following items which do not admit 
of abatement: 


Preservation and repair.-...........--.-- So eae Gt tia $100, 000 
OE eit isn ins ees nacnunéeas enews 5, 000 
Sea walls and embankments.-.......-....----...-.-----. 83, 000 
Torpedoes for harbor defense. .................--...-... 150,000 
IND a hc at vere ha ae elt i air cc lal eee icin san si 1,500 


aggregated $18,390,256. During the Forty-ninth Congress, for | Expenses connected withSandy Hook Proving Grounds. 38, ()))) 
the fiscal year 1887-88, no appropriations whatever were made on | Improvements at Watertown Arsenal.--..........-..-- 17. 000 
account of fortifications, and for the twelve fiscal years from 1875to | Improvements at Watervliet Arsenal -.-........---.-.-. 51, 500 
1886, inclusive, the appropriations made by Congress for this pur- Board of Ordnance and Fortification. ................-- 150, 000 
pose averaged only about $540,000 per annum, while the average —-- 

for the fourteen years, including 1857 and 1888, was only $463,000 arbi a ah Ae oe ae haa a Re ae a 546. 000 


per annum. Last year it was decided, after.full consideration 
that the time had arrived when Congress should take a new depar- 
ture in the matter of fortifications. : 

Your committee recognized a fact which had been patent to 
every observer, that our seacoast was practically undefended, 
and that we were, as I stated on a previous occasion, in the same 
situation as a wealthy man who, with full knowledge of the facts, 
seeks unfrequented paths which are beset by footpads and delib- 
erately exposes himself to assault, blackmail, and robbery. We 
einen the fact that although a competent board, which had 
been organized in 1885, known as the Endicott board, had sub- 
mitted approved plans for fortifications estimated at that time to 
require an expenditure of $120,000,000 and now estimated to re- 


Adding these totals, we have an aggregate of $4,897,260, which 
is beyond the domain of argument, and only the remaining items 
of the bill may be considered, which latter items of estimate ag- 
gregate $13,417,996. 

Thereupon we requested the Department to take of this $13,- 
000,000 two-thirds, one-half, one-third, and one-fourth, respec- 
tively, and recast the estimate, having in view the aggregate ap- 
propriation corresponding to the several fractions I have already 
enumerated. I desire to print as a part of my remarks the adjust- 
ments made on these several bases by the Department; and in the 
absence of objection I will, without reading them at length, in- 
eorporate them. 













quire about $80,000,000, fortifications which would satisfactorily Esti- Esti- | Esti- Est 
protect our seacoast, yet, during the lapse of all these years, less — a —. —, Bh ar al roacca 


than $20,000,000 in the aggregate had been expended for the pur- 
pose of fortifications, and this money had been expended mainly 
for purposes which may appropriately be termed *‘ housekeeping” 
in connection with the work of fortifications, the real work not 
having been really entered upon. So that the appropriations made 
at the last session of Congress, aggregating $7,414,000 in cash and 
making provision for more than $4,200,000 of contracts, practically 
did more for the fortifications of this country than had been done 


mates. one- one- two- three 
third. half. thirds. | fourths. 





Authorized contracts for 
gun and mortar batteries, 
BOGE BAe sete iuchiecuwawe 

OUNEED 6 cine dusctsneninien 

ND knacin sccm dnapeamnndeee 

Preservation and repair. .... 





$2, 500, 000'$2, 500, 000'$2, 500, 000 $2, 500, 000 $2, 500, 000 
5, 000, 000) 3,070, 667' 2,300,000) 1,341,333) 850.000 
300, 000 800,000) 300,009 
100,000} 100,000) 100,000 


Base 
= 












in all the years since the war. hen walls and eonvenkiacute. 000 8,000 son] lon 

Encouraged by this action of Congress, the Department made | Torpedoes for harbor de- 
its estimates for $18,390,000 for the next fiscal year. This estimate | _ fense-.....------------------ 150, 150, 150,000, 15) “4 
was less than one-fifth of 1 per cent of the destructible property —— Pettitt ene ee EeY Loe ea ateel as = 
located at our harbors within the range of the guns of any hostile | }2 inch mortars................ 1, 152 960, 768,000) 570.000 
fleet which may now, without much hindrance, ravage our coast. | 12-inch carriages-.............. 515, 429,400) 843,464) 257, 00) 
One per cent of the value of this destructible property would make | G2" none vor sesenaninainpeses =. Serene] Seren) | 61 300 
our coast impregnable. We would be provided with an excellent | 2 inch mortars a....-..----.. 510, 510, 510,000) 510,00 
defense with an expenditure equal to one-half the appropriation we | Mortar carriages a..........- 178, 178, 178,000} 178,000 
have made during the past fifteen years for our Navy. Is it wise, | Mortar shells a............-.- =? & oe 
I ask, to appropriate $30,000,000 per annum for a navy and less | Reserve ammunition......... 676, 439. 169/868} 100, 00 
than one-third as much for ee I — itisnot. Every Bapld fre guns... ee 172, 142, 343}.........- | Sih ; 
dime we expend for fortifications yields us as effective defense as | *#™!Shing and assem - 4 008 
a dollar appecyainted for a navy. This is a stubborn fact well | pATRy Gun Factory....----- Re ae ise, ie4) 150,154 
known to every military man or one who has examined the sub- | Field guns .............-.-..-.. 28,58 28, 686|..........|-- os 
ject. I make this statement to show that the estimates submitted Peis Son cartinges w-seee nae = e, waeenenees - 
to us, $18,000,000, have merit, and I make not the slightest quar- | Field mortar carriages. __. e . wecesecone|ooneeooo* 
rel with the Department. OU WN, onic dhenneedacelods 15. ic cccloes 

I think that every gentleman familiar with this estimate can | Siege howitzers. --....-....... 15,3 15, 355) .--..-----|--- oeeee 
see that such amount of money could be judiciously expended in | Hesse" Bm mee ny oe i 10 335) Diiemeacd caries 
fortifications; that the only reason for not making the appropria- | Siege mortars................- a A 
tion is the lamentable condition of the Treasury. I make noques- coer serine carriages. ...... . 15, 940). .... va ss 
tion, and, in fact, no intelligent question can be made, but that if | S18 Saar nearer , 15,418) 10, + 
the financial stress of the country is left out of consideration, econ- remenin, O00 diced nical 2) : ; 1,000 





omy would demand that we give the full amount of the estimate, @ To meet authorized contracts 
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| 1 Esti- 














Esti- Esti- Esti- 
Original} mates mates mates mates 
Item. esti- reduced reduced , reduced | reduced 
| mates. one- one- two- three- 
| third. half. thirds. fourths. 
—eE——————————EE__ = = 
Powder for issue ------. ------ $53,585) $33,585 $33,585 $16,790, $12, 000 
Projectiles, including shrap- | oe tal ts 
AEE .cicdeedeteashacs saseu cece 47, 965) 47,965 47, 965 24, 000) 20,000 
proof of 8-inch, etc., guns. -- 13, 300) 13, 300 13, 300 6, 650) 6, 650 
Proof of mortars ......----.-- 46, 385) BO, 925 BO, 925 23, 385, 20, 660 
Armor plates. -....-.---.------ 80, 000) 40, 000 40, 000 26, 000) 26, 000 
Armament chests............ 36,5601 36,560, 36,560, 27,420, 27, 420 | 
Carriages for machine guns. 51,500) = 51, 500 51, 500... eee 
(Rent cdetnebaey natens a00000 1,500 1,500 1, 500 1, 500) 1,500 
Sandy Hook Proving Ground: | 
~~ Current expenses... ..-- 27,000) 27. 000 27, 000) 27, 000) 27,000 
Per diem of officers -....- 8, 000) 8, 000 8, 000) 8, 000) 8,000 
Repair of railroad tracks.| 8, OO 3, 000) 3, 000} 3, QUO) 3, 000 
Watertown Arsenal: ; e . ' 7 
Improvement of plant... 15, 000 15,000} 15, 000) 15, 000 15, 000 
Extension of foundry | 
GRE cidtiad besos wos 2,000 2, 00 2, 000) 2, 000) 2, 000 
Watervliet Arsenal: 
New machinery, etc --..- 46, 504 46, 500) 5, BOK 46, 500) 46, 500 
Filing and grading - --.... 3, 000) 3, 000 3, OOF 3, 000 3,000 
Repairs of sea wall. ...... 2, 60k 2, 600) 2, 2, 600! 2, 600 
Board of Ordnance and For- F cs 
SRD conthcdeiese-nasc | 150,000] 150,000 150,000, 150,000, 150,000 
PORE cttad vecatasconnces 


18, 315, 256|13, 821, 301/11, 429, 155) 9,178,325) 8, 036, 212 





Now, taking these items as they were thus furnished us by the 
Department, your committee felt that they could not reduce the 
aggregate appropriations to the lowest amount, because it would 
cripple the service. The several amounts corresponding to the 
fractions are as follows: Should we reduce the reducible estimate 
by one-third, we would have $13,821,391. If we reduce the same 
items by one-half, we would have $11,429,155. If we reduce them 
two-thirds, we would have $9,178,325, not including the Sandy 
Hook item to which I have already referred. And if we reduce the 
estimates three-fourths, we would have an aggregate of $8,036,212. 

The lowest estimate makes the following cuts under the next 
lowest estimate, to which I desire to call attention: In the matter 
of batteries, it would reduce the item from $1,341,333 to $859,000. 
This would cripple two branches of our service—first, the engi- 
neering work; second, the mortars. Gentlemen will recall the 
fact that these fortifications are now being erected at various ports 
along our seacoast. A reduction from $1,341,333 to $859,000, if 
apportioned among these various ports, would leave the amount 
so small at many of these places that it would be only a shocking 
waste of funds to carry on the work at those places at all. Money 
should be expended in such a way as to provide as many com- 
pleted emplacements as the sum at our disposal will permit. In 
other words, to avoid the waste we all discountenance, any ma- 
terial reduction of this item will work an abandonment of the 
work at important points. Let me call attention to some of the 
places which must be neglected entirely if we do that. There 
would necessarily be abandoned all engineering work at Ports- 
mouth, N. H.; Baltimore, Md.; Washington, D. C., the capital of 
our country; Charleston, S. C.; Savannah, Ga.; Key West, Fla.; 
Mobile, Ala.; Galveston, Tex., and Puget Sound, Washington. I 
can not believe that any gentleman who studies the facts which 
are comprehended in the statement I have made will consent to a 
reduction in this appropriation involving the consequences to 
which I have called attention. 

Then, too, I ask gentlemen to observe the fact that the mortar 
branch of our service is one of the most effective and at the same 
time most inexpensive branches of our fortification works; and 
unfortunately it is one which has been least regarded thus far. 
Never for ten years past, until the last year, has any reasonable 
provision been made for mortars. Under our adopted plans, mor- 
tars being necessary adjuncts of direct-fire guns, we must in the 
orderly prosecution of the project provide a due complement of 
thisarm. We can not with safety reduce this item. 

Let me call the attention of the House to the fact that at the 
eleven great ports of our country where it is proposed to utilize 
710 of these mortars, we have but 121 of them. If it is the pur- 
pose of gentlemen to fortify our coasts; if we are not making a 
dress parade of this matter; if we wish to resolve this question as 
men of business resolve questions, looking to results; if it is our 
policy to get the most possible for our money, then we do not 
want to cripple this branch of our service. 

Another thing: If we further reduce this appropriation below 
the point which has been recommended by your committee, we 
reduce the item for gun steel from $558,000 to $261,830. What 
does that mean, gentlemen? It means that you will take away 
from the great arsenals of this country, which are doing the best 
work done by any arsenals in the world (thanks to the efficient 
conduct of the War Department)—you rob them of working ma- 
terials and prevent them from carrying on their work; you leave 
practically the expense of carrying on those institutions at the 
points where they are now, with the sole exception of the labor 











item, but impotent to produce results, for without stee]) you can 
make no guns. Under the appropriation recommended we can 
procure only ten sets of forgings for 10-inch guns, and the same 
number for 12-inch guns, while a reduction to the fourth sched- 
ule would procure for us only five sets of forgings for each of the 
two calibers. But you must keep those factories running, and 
business men well know the waste which is involved in keeping a 
factory running which is not turning out product. That is waste; 
that is not economy. 

Again, the capacity of the Government Gun Factory for assem- 
bling these forgings into guns, working eight hours per day, is 
able to absorb in one year the forgings which the original esti- 
mates would procure, and it is therefore plain that a reduction of 
one-half, which is contemplated by this bill, goes to the utmost 
verge of safety. No amount of appropriations can hasten the pro- 
duction of these forgings beyond the capacity of a few private 
plants, and we must face the fact that even the reduction made by 
the committee compels a serious delay in the procurement of forg- 
ings sufficient to enable our shops to carry on their works at their 
normal capacity. 

Further than that, gentlemen, there is a large amount of this 
work which is necessarily done by contract. These great arsenals 
of our Government are the most efficient guards against extortion 
on the part of contractors. Having those great arsenals, and 
doing this work ourselves at those arsenals, we can determine 
within reasonable limit what the cost of the manufacture of these 
heavy seacoast guns, of mortars, and of gun carriages ought to 
be; and thus we have in our possession information which will 
enable us advantageously to placecontracts required in this service. 

The other items of possible further reduction admit of similar 
analysis; and I may say in general that any reduction of this bill 
puts a stop to the work of intelligent coast defense, cripples the 
War Department in its work, so auspiciously commenced, and 
works material disadvantage, and places it in the power of con- 
tractors to extort from the Government. I have discussed at this 
length, Mr. Chairman, for two reasons: First, for the reason that 
the facts are of general interest in the discussion of this bill. and, 


| second, because it has been suggested in another place that an 


effort would be made to reduce the items contained in this bill to 
the fourth schedule set out in the tables to which I referred, and 
which I have made a part of my remarks. 

In connection with this matter, Mr. Chairman, which I am dis- 
cussing, I desire to incorporate in my remarks at this point the 
tables which appear on page 75 of the hearings before the Fortiti- 
cations Subcommittee. 

The tables are as follows: 

The approved plans call for the following numbers of 8, 10, 12, and 16 inch 
guns and 12-inch mortars at the following places: 





| Guns 
Port. Mortars, 
8-inch. | 10-inch. | 12-inch. | 16-inch. | eh 
PN MR dicen causesinnss anna! 10 10 | 18 48 
Boston Rbadecacccenccecencceseo! 5 5 | 17 G | 123 
SN ic ln sich dents ti edi Sninntc 9 24 | 55 14 | 1 
Philadelphia --....-...- 5 | 14 ; 16 
ES SEE ree _ q : 32 
PIII 6505 dins phe caninte mnicseee 3 6 4 re 
PIR IN so genic ebuis ieee 10 | 10 4 | B2 
I ds cian a niiiak nwa 4 | 6 6 
NS itit ceniendnncan cannninnl $ | 2 16 
New Orleans (Endicott board) 10 2 
San Franciseco......--.-.-- ; 19 ox 33 8 id 
Columbia River ..............-...-] 4 11 | 2 18 
SE isk echntsnnewesen 8 18 5 s SU) 
UN iit lene racic 76 131 193 2 710 
78 LH G2 ] 146 
2 5 lv] Jl bd 
De es not include eastern entrance to Long Island Scund 
Emplacements provided in the foregoing ports are as follows: 
Gans 
Port. Mortars, 
8-inch. | 10-inch. | 12-inch. 16-inch. = ™¢h 
Se ee ee cae 5 2 16 
Boston Cansulabiebesasaale 7 16 
New York . - . 7 na 16 2 32 
SEE chdemeadl 3 3 
Baltimore Dt Sasenne ] ad 
Washington 3 | 3 
| ee tore eee é pintewtlhel 3 16 
Charleston wna jyiosjeatiiainats Raibadibccass i 3 16 
Savannah 4 : 
Es ee | 2 
San Francisco ...... lial ee | 3 y 16 
ee 0 8 | Ohacs. 
SI at aia, aitests. didinseish satan a cain 6 2 
i itdietcttutditandndneed 18 | 55 19 12r 











Emplacements are provided as follows at other ports than those named 


above: 











Guns 
Port. | as : PL 
ia. 
| 8inch. |10inch. |12-inch. | 16-inch. | 12-inch. 
nee ae B fecenenn no] nnwesnnealananosens|essoesaene 
Jarragansett Bay---...-.----- sl ssecibiiioae DP Ridsctteiuns Sees 18 
Eastern entrance to Long Island | 

Sound sca Ge cient eabinasicicis staan innletagtanidtieiia Redan eedeal TD Rictetsienkstens eteiniasinibaael 
Wilmington, N. C........-.-..... DF fst nandnbnneestiweunnnine eieaeie 
NT ANIA, nnccnsiciccapaiecntin aiiuiaplnie niga | 2 Si residues ea ae | 8 
a ee cn ee ole ae 
BEI ass ne ssi ck peinlitanaatiadaadoncdiaee | © hinttrecechscntineinscdanndaenneeaine 

NN i a a aS 9 Saree: i naenianieieaie | 
NN Si cciissrinainip enioncicernnedicte eaieminedone DP taetanee Oo aad as ecsaiedi ania 
a re ll 16 DE cinta | 82 





I also desire to submit some tables in connection with the origi- 
nal estimates of the Department and the reduction contemplated 
by the subcommittee, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to 
have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On the basis of the original estimate of $5,000,000 for guns and mortar bat- 
teries, it was proposed by the War Department to build 2% emplacements 
for 12-inch guns, 23 emplacements for 10-inch guns, 13 emplacements for 
8-inch guns, and 144 emplacements for 12-inch mortars. 

On the basis of the reduction contemplated by the third schedule, namely, 

1 341,333, only the following number can be constructed: six emplacements for 
2-inch guns, 5 emplacements for 10-inch guns, and 88 emplacements for 12-inch 
mortars. 

On the basis proposed by the fourth schedule, the number that can be con- 
structed will be reduced still further to 5 emplacements for 12-inch guns, 4 
emplacements for 10-inch guns, and 76 emplacements for 12-inch mortars. 

in addition to the foregoing, there would be constructed a few emplace- 
ments for rapid-fire guns—on the basis of the fourth schedule only 3 and on 
the basis of the third schedule only 15. 

Thus it will be seen that even on the basis of the third schedule nearly all 
of the construction work on the new defenses, except for mortar batteries, 
will have to be discontinued, and continuance of work even on the mortar 
batteries will be very seriously crippled. 


| Sinch. | 10-inch. | 12-inch. 











} 
Guns completed and on hand August 30, 1896_-_...- 65 63 | 22 
Carriages completed and on hand August 30, 1896: aa 4 
Barbette .........- cs Socaah inane saih til tslaciatdaneaieniaeatee teenies 8 5 | 6 
RNIN os oie ansinic Wane teas caseeaneunel 5 23 cecuagieaees 
CPUIRMEEE G- wc ccce cane ecccnn ccccnccewecdscnn cent oncecs sdesaminiomseese | 2 
Ee | 1 
13 28 9 
Guns to be completed and on hand June 30, 1897 | Se 
CED sinc. dd.odcctcdbdtbinideesececetnnedeahbaed | 89 | 78 | 42 
Carriages to be completed and on hand June 30, | ae 
1897 (estimated): 
a ee > 5 Tl 
NI ite da cinmainncin oimmetenielale 17 48 1 
RIS i ans ccriceinis tie drceupaciostitaienc paneled Di as ee oe 2 
RI IIIIIIDY cc sass icencssased diccees erintenainn: civgoaendeeieiamintedniabionimenaiiaiads ee aa 1 
25 | 53 | 15 
Guns to be completed and on hand June 30, 1898 os a a * 
NOI 5. nis adeeindsaneoshieedies nies aes amicanan tcl ineerdnamilal 88 115 


| 

Carriages to be completed and on hand June 30, | 

1898 (estimated): 
Barbette 





ona wccwes acccna crs ecesesecce wecscececccs 25 5 81 
INI lies: necinintiaenmnastiiindnitnnba htaesnn opmaciehants | 89 65 1 
PUES oo5c00 5s tale ntibnlielel hn exten ahalieeiaNaipiite ans avadiaiird | amare eadbandng 2 
II ics ss isoranine cccirescntinchieoeediies acest taisaisialetaidinie: culate Boa See celia deka 1 

64 | 70 35 





Emplacements provided for, including act of June 6, 1896. 


Twelve-inch lifts. No. 2.—Completed, guns mounted. 

Twelve-inch disappearing, model 1896, No. 9.—1 to be ready February 1, 1897; 
te a ready July 1, 1897; 2 to be ready September 1, 1897; 2 to be ready Octo- 

ar 1, 1897. 

Twelve-inch nondisappearing, No. 10.—3 completed, guns mounted; 3 com- 
pleted; 2 to be ready February 1, 1897; 2 to be ready December 1, 1897. 

Ten-inch disappearing, model 1894, No. 84.—7 completed, guns mounted; 26 
ready for armament; 1 to be ready July 1, 1897. 

Ten-inch disappearing, model 1896, No. 85.—8 ready for armament; 2 ready 
February 1, 1897; 4 ready July 1, 1897; 5 ready August 1, 1897; 6 ready Septem- 
= 1, — 4 ready October 1, 1897; 3 ready November 1, 1897; 3 ready Decem- 

ar 1, 1897. 
~ Ten-inch disappearing c. p. model 1896, No. 1.—1 ready for armament July 1, 

897. 

Ten-inch nondisappearing, No. 8.—To be ready December 1, 1897. 

Eight-inch disappearing, model 1894, No. 25.—5 completed, guns mounted; 3 
now ready for armament; 3 ready July 1, 1897; 12 ready August 1, 1897; 2 
ready October 1, 1897. 

Eight-inch disappearing, model 1896, No. 4.—2 ready for armament June 1, 
1897; 2 ready for armament July 1, 1897. 

Five-inch rapid-fire, No. 13.—\2 ready July 1, 1897; 1 ready December 1, 1897. 

Six-pounder rapid-fire, No. h.—4 now ready. 


Twelve-inch mortars, model 1894, No. 8,.—i2 completed, mortars mounted; 
12 ready now. 
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Twelve-inch mortars, model 1896, No. 68.—16 ready now; 20 ready July } 
16 ready September 1, 1897; 16 ready October 1, 1897. F mre 
It ig expected that all of the above emplacements will be completed | 








end of the calendar year 1897. : ° 
Provided 
for by _ 
all acts, | =s : 3 
including : 
June 6, a 
1896. 
12-inch: 
ITT Ss lt dita hatciacttcsbaabindiaioaiied eS 
Sa cihdatiii-nietieeahe 9 
ER. o siccnmidacdiniwvavesusadcanell alae re 
10-inch: 
I isis seein eileen tne oinpien 70 | 


Nondisplacement 3 | > 











NIN os sieeve nkiestnncnecennan! 29 | 3 
eI gs asnninhingBaibaicisiecnsla Dutcaendiikenaiehaa ude | 13 ) 
sah ths GacnitniceaitcsehcgnMaeimoneaatieddaabaatis Sainitanicage 
I ia | 4 ; 
NN ELL ELL ELLE: 139 ‘5 
PN aia cites ecintsicisisrhiegtnian! nin nin clipes endglleneaiaedecinseandaaaedaieie 152 {4 
Comparison of emplacements to be provided for by all appropriation 5 
date and by estimates for 1898, with total number required under a) a 
projects. 
Guns. 
ee ee ee 
16-inch. | 12-inch. | 10-inch. | 8-inch.} R. F. 
Total emplacements re- 
quired under approved 
ERE SESS a2 208 181 108 61 6 
Total emplacements pro- 
vided for, including es- 
Ie IE. -enfrmneneces 46 96 42 131 208 


Guns provided for by Ordnance Department, including act of Jun 
(Taken from report of Secretary of War for 1896, page 28 











Guns. 
enna earen ne -| Mortars 
16-inch. | 12-inch. 10-inch. | 8-inch. R. F. 
hae os ne 
| 1 | 92 136 73 | 18 | 146 
| } 








COMPARISON OF HIRED LABOR AND CONTRACT WORK. 
The Shewies tabulated statements show the relative cost of emplac 


























A 
ments by hired labor and contract under the act of June 6, 1896. The "9 
based on the best data now obtainable, but accurate comparisons can 1 8 
made until after the working season of 1897, when all or the greater | n 
of the contract work will have been completed. Owing to the great l- 
ber of emplacements com ed, the average cost of the 12inch no. - 
pearing, 10-inch and 8inch disappearing class is entitled to more weicht 
than the cost of the 12-inch disappearing, in which the limited number ayail- 
able for comparison prevents the elimination of specially favorab|: ne 
favorable conditions. 
Cost of emplacements by hired labor under act of June 6, 18% 
TWELVE-INCH DISAPPEARING. 
: | Num- 
Locality. i. ( 
alt ais seistiiniti tanh stad iids she alakbidab acai | 8 | $137,000 
ES We Ne IUD cicieinniiphitimbnireninaiitibnsintsoail 1 8 
I wisi sich Socscoisdces xcs ceskmopasecenalagaedalindsdcblaaed ieaptedneelides dhe | 4 187, 063 
or $47, 767 per emplacement. att 8 ae 
TWELVE-INCH NONDISAPPEARING. 
ee URN i ak ge | 2 | $18,338 
| | 
TEN-INCH DISAPPEARING. 
I itch ide hcstbacniows natin ageless 2 | $69,000 
Tt TEE BRON tesibtinciabutpdintndadietmianinndininadlindiniens dain 8 | 120,000 
Fort Schuyler... 2 .0ccesncnncencocec sore eocccs concen coos 2 | 41,000 
I EE ih cine a0c6dimneh wcatenbhsatedatinehdbnininbeneiswiaks 2 (0), 000 
BE NICS os cadch nade dibnhsdebcncss waeasbeenenh dee 4 160), OO 
NN I i scenes Bien ticnacinasaitbe lies elipince nes solar Gini ttbag ti 2 74, 00) 
NR eicitiesscierethigheaddnmb uence edietandwtiis esddbikwir bi 2 15,111 
SN IE isn dhassainialts wretnedincicagdilinatieeiekenls wan mnenten 1 Y 
NG I do rah cant nincaditienabtisneseianbenascin sadeadice 2 8 
Pe iiNet ccantenictiibtnianitinmuenneswiinzalial 1} 90, 000 
IE 2 2s. chk badei dk eceniinns acigamaieemaiandtie des 3 | 100,00 
IE I i aidintcccctclepumnabhuidinnicicwatanthamrceset 4 {| = 159,000 
asi sae etc Seg a aligsiba 23 1,117,100 
EIGHT-INCH DISAPPEARING. , 
ee iii cnethaillitinsccctiomieaiippdatcseitiniae tie g | $119,500 
SII cctsnsinincesaciahall cncadibassdcansinanienngeadl wih 2 scat 
es ais ie a aia SS opie Ss. 2 5 207, 500 


Thirty-five em ments. 12-inch nondisappearing, 10-inch and § inc 
disappearing, $1,372,969, or $39,227 per emplacement. 
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Cost of emplacements by hired labor under act of June 6, 139¢—Continued. | must be conceded, that no expenditure made by this Congress has 
FIVE-INCH RAPID-FIRE (ESTIMATED COST). | been more g nerally commended than that made for fortifications. 
eS ia ee We cultivate the arts of peace, but can have assurance of amity 
Locality. ber, | Cost. | with all only as we are prepared to resist unjust encroachment. 
a alienate ——————__—__|—__|_______ | There must always be, in the case of every self-respecting nation, 
iii cdctesianncicdintdnventimnediinneieis $10,000 | a manifestly fair relation between assertion and ability to main- 
Long Island Head .......-.-.--------------------------- — 3 32,200 | tain. We propose no conquests, and hence have no need for a great 
Willets Point ....-.-----.---.--------------------------------- 4,000 


1 0 Navy, already too expensive; but we should on every consideration 

Point Adams - nan neenntnceeceee sete teeeeeen enna enee tees nese sees | ; >. | of prudence and patriotism properly guard the great ports on our 
Fort Winfield Se ee ee 2 20,00 | borders. This is a matter of great national concern, and, with due 
I ——— | regard to the condition of our Treasury, should be prosecuted, not 

Total ....------------------+-+- ----- 2+ -22 22 e ee ene n eee 7 7,0 | spasmodically, when baleful war fever sweeps over the country, 

but each year, until completed in a businesslike, economical fash- 
ion. Last year we appropriated $7,400,0U0; this bill carrie. about 
$9,250,000, making over $16,500,000 for this Congress. At this rate 





— 


or $8,577 per emplacement. 
TWELVE-INCH MORTARS. 


——————————— — 





me ] us oun ee eight years more will finish the work. This rate I favor, and along 
i kidardbintikbdvens seenncekcadaenee Gtneeesenen ; , | is line Son Tbh te orien 
Fort oe eeentnrene tonne tees cepeeveneayens 16| “125000 | this line this bill is drawn. 


Fort Adams. ----.- Sc kendaaare 16 125 500 


And now, sir, unless some other gentleman desires to address 
Sullivans Island 8 112, 000 


the committee, I ask unanimous consent that the general debate 
be considered as closed. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman yield for 
———— “ Kam : | a question? 
or $9,635 per emplacement. Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman please 











Estimated cost of emplacements by contract, act June 6, 1896. 

















TWELVE-INCH DISAPPEARING. | explain specifically the difference between the estimates and the 
SS. a | Reeemed| amount carried in the bill, which I see is about $9,000,000? I 
| Amount | required| think we would all be glad to know wherein the difference lies, 
=e ~~ cael between the estimates of the Department and the amounts recom- 
‘ Num-} Amount | *2/C° for | superv® | mended in the bill. 
Locality. ber. | of bid. | — "cna | — Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I have already asked to have made 
with con-| neering | a part of my remarks the several estimates covering the amount 
| tractor. » | of $18,000,000 estimated by the Department, showing the various 
r |---| ee — items and also indicating the percentages of reduction proposed 
a setladtte Sai Bi by the committee. I have explained the most important of them. 
Sa 1 Hane O00. ODI” 46, 900: OUT, 900. 00 Oe OS oe If the gentleman has in mind any particular item in the bill, I 
|_——— Jaen |____.__ | would be very glad to explain it. 
ee Oho ncccesecn ee | eeeecccees | 182, 000. 00 Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Iam satisfied if it goes into 
Spieeliiliansapaiennemnaniesih J _t. - — the REcorD. 
Average cost per emplacement, $60,667. Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. And now, Mr. Chairman, for the 


EIGHT-INCH AND TEN-INCH DISAPPEARING. purpose of allowing another important appropriation bill to be 




















| 965, 872.82] 900, 000.001 $5,000.00] 986, 000 reported, I move that the committee rise. 
Fort Constitution ---...-....- 2, 55, 372. 52 , 000.00 $5,000.00) $65, 000. 00 The motion was agreed to. 
: 5, 450. 50) 100,000.00 8,000.00} 108, 000. 00 : : ; ; 
ees -----------—-| 2 0 $8: ne. 00 ‘90000. 0 3. 690. 00) 1S 600.00 The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
Hawkins Point -...--..--.-- | B, 8 | 82,064. 46 wae 6, 000. 00) 300.0 the chair, Mr. HULL reported that the Committee of the Whole 
Sheridans Point--..........- | 8, 8 | 90,898.10) 100,000.00) 8,000.00) 108,000.00 | House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration 
Wieeh................ | 8, 8 | 99,947.17) 119,900.00, 8,000.00) 127,900.00 ; : can ae : e : 
Charlasian. ce oo | 3 10 | 153. 270.50 167,000.00) 10,000.00) 177,000.00 the bill H. R. 10288, had come to no resolution thereon, 
CRs okccc cece. son 4, 10 | 142,222.72 150,000.00) 12,000.00) 162,000. 00 a a a 
San Diego........-.....----- | 2° 10 | 103,088.36, 109,000.00, 9,000.00, 118,000. 00 ae Seren eee see 
ir ee, “th 068 800.00 Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
Total.....---.--------- = kaa ea ascent annsctiy 7058, 380.00 | on Appropriations, I desire to report the bill (H. R. 10292) making 
oe cae 0515 appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of the Government 
Average cost per emplacement, ne es for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes. 
I Smee eerste I ask that this bill be printed and appropriately referred. 
| . oe Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to reserve all points of order. 
| gana ; ee re eat eee ae | TheSPEAKER. The bill will be printed and referred to the 
_* Si sia iain ae akai mere ones aimee Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. All 
a 16 pa scndiehahasitah Sn agen a ae | 239, 400. 00 


. rights are reserved. 
| | Si ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I move that the House resolve 
oles itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
| Difference | Union to resume consideration of the fortifications appropriation 
Hired labor.| Contract. | in favorof | bill. 
hired labor. Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will the gentleman withdraw 





Average cost per emplacement, $14,962. 


Comparative cost of emplacements. 

















Ti... °° | | that for a moment, to enable me to make a report? 
12-inch disappearing ---... -- an none n 3 | (4) $47,767 | (8) $60, 667 $12, 900 | Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. 
uinch disappearing =n. (85) 90,227 |... --.22 ’ ‘teal CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—WATSON VS. BLACK. 
10-inch and 8-inch disappearing - --.-- fesesae o<s » Bae | (a) ose 5 og; | _. Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, by direction of 
Se tea nd= on nssan=-nnonnne eee Pe “= | Committee on Elections No. 1, I submit the unanimous report of 
: 7 —_—————— | that committee in the contested-election case of Thomas E. Wat- 
eee eeeeeeny a, NT. son against James C. C. Black, from the Tenth Congressional dis- 
Statement showing disposal of cperorriation ia “Sites for fortifications and | trict of Georgia, and ask that it be printed and appropriately 
Wusbiaiiel Great — ene” Se ey NOG, ANN. | referred. I will state that the committee will, at such time as 
een: ieMReeiee Tele ek cc ccccencccec ance $33,130.09 | Suits the convenience of the House, call it up for consideration; 
Narragansett Bay, Conanicut Island -_-...----....-....-- 105, 259.88 | at which time the contentions of the contestant may be presented 
East entrance Long Island Sound, Plum Island 25, 000. 00 to the House, if desired by the House. 
eee ea en a. baw | The SPEAKER. The report will be printed and referred to 
Gsivosten cis eeehinbhedine 35,000.00 | the House Calendar. 
a secia. castaa Saceteuaminacessanece ate ORDER OF BUSINESS. — 
ee eee; eteeeaee pee cone eee e nn es en neeeenee seen ennee- 1,208. 98 Mr.SHERMAN. Mr.Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


Expenses incurred in making above purchases 





an act granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railroad Company a 
right of way through the Chippewa and White Earth Indian reser- 
vations in the State of Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the righé of 
objection. 

Mr. BAILEY. How does that come up, Mr. Speaker? 


io vicda cane nmseenduawcaacbeods 222, 427.16 


T have little further to add to the remarks already submitted. 
tlemen will understand that this bill has been constructed 
symmetrically, with a view to carrying on this important work 
most advantageously. I have assumed in these remarks, what 


XXIX——109 


| 
| 
| 
| 
2 474. 92 present consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 121) to amend 











1730 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 11, 





The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent. It 
requirs s unanimous consent. 
Mr. BAILEY. I demand the regular order. 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I now renew my motion, Mr. 
Speaker, that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole to further consider the fortification appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. HULL in the chair. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If no other gentleman desires to 
be heard generally on the bill, I ask that general debate be now 


closed. 


mn 





The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
Hainer] asks that general debate be now closed. If there be no 
objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill by paragraphs) 
read as follows: 

sites for fortification 
or t pertaining 


pr ution of 
Mr. FISCHER. 


t defenses: F 
ror th 


at and 


r the procurement of land, 
construction, or 
»S, $300,000. 


Site, location, 
works [for tortink ast deiens 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 


I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In in line 13, page 2, after the word “ dollars,” the following: 

‘ For defraying the expense necessary for aninvestigation of the feasibility 
of erecting and constructing a fortification and seacoast defense, consisting 
of revolving turrets or other defense, upon Romer Shoals at the entrance to 
the harbor of New York, $1,000.” 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point 
of order on that amendment for the purpose of allowing the gen- 
tleman to be heard. 

Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Chairman, briefly stated, the facts in con- 
nection with this amendment are these: I caused to be introduced 
a bill known as H. R. 10080, calling for the same legislation. 
Romer Shoal, in New York Harbor, at the point indicated in the 
bill which I introduced, is the best point for defense in the harbor 
of New York, and is so admitted by army and navy officers who 
have been interviewed since the introduction of this measure. 
The three channels entering New York Harbor are known as the 
Main Ship Channel, Gedney Channel, and Swash Channel. Romer 
Shoal is situated exactly in the center, so that any vessel entering 
the harbor of New York must of necessity pass around this shoal. 
The greatest distance from the shoal to the main channel at any 
given point does not exceed 2,000 feet, and by reason of the forma- 
tion of these channels no vessel could enter the port of New York 
without presenting to any fortifications erected on this shoal a 
broadside fire for almost the entire distance it is compelled to sail 
from the time it reaches Sandy Hook light-ship until it reaches 
the Narrows, at which point we have Forts Wadsworth and 
Hamilton. 

This amendment calls for only a slight appropriation, asking 
only for a sufficient sum of money to defray the expense of inves- 
tigation and report as to the feasibility of this project. 

{ was informed by the chairman of the subcommittee having 
charge of this bill that by the report of the Endicott board, filed 
some years ago in the War Department, this scheme had already 
been taken up and plans for this project had been filed. I have 
spent some time at the War Department, and have investigated 
the Endicott report, but I am sorry to say that I can not find 
anything in it relative to this particular improvement. 

Now, no harm can come from this proposition, and much good 
can; and I want to say, in further explanation of it, that if this 
project were authorized, the cost of cribbing and filling, turrets 
and ordnance, everything complete, would not exceed the cost of 
the machinery alone on a battle ship, and here we should have a 
fortification in the center of the three channels absolutely unsink- 
able, requiring no dry docking two or three times a year, requir- 
ing no crew, officers, or engineers at an enormous expense per 
month, a work that might be left in the charge of a small detail 
of troops from the regular force, and would afford a protection 
equivalent, so far as armament is concerned, totwo monitors, with 
none of the liabilities of sinkage and none of the dangers of travel 
by sea. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. SHERMAN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1498) directing the Secretary of War to grant an 
honorable discharge to William M. Dalzell: 

A bill (H. R. 1328) for the relief of Ira H. Sweatt; and 

A bill (H. R. 9498) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to forfeit 
certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the 








constructon of railroads, and for other purposes,” approved s 
tember 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory thereof. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed y 
amendments the bill (H. R. 9961) making appropriations fo 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending Jun 
1898, in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had furth: 
sisted upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Hou 
Representatives to the bill (S. 1832) to define the rights of | 
chasers under mortgages authorized by an act of Congress 
proved April 20, 1871, concerning the Atlantic and Pacific Rai 
Company, had agreed to the further conference asked by 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
had appointed Mr. Hit, Mr. PLaTt, and Mr. CLARK as th: 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed | 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint 1 
tion (S. R. 148) for the relief of farmers and truckmen in thy y 
of Washington, D. C. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, the remarks 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FIscHEeRr] illustrate a 
peculiarity of human genius. From many different sour , 
learn of inventions and discoveries. Each inwentor and ea 
coverer believes himself to have a monopoly of whatever cr 
due for his invention or discovery. The fact is that the R 
Shoal has not escaped the observation of men who have given t 
lifetime in study of the fortification of our seacoast, an 
detailed plans appear in the War Department for making 
fortification. There has been a survey of every single foot 
Romer Shoal, and the locality and use of it have been fully de: 
mined by the proper Department. 

I suggest also to my friend that there is an inherent vic 
undertaking in any event, even if it were in order, to saddle a 
propriations for any particular point upon this bill. I desire fur- 
ther, in this connection, to urge upon the committee general], | 
entirely apart from the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FIscHER], but simply taking that as a text, 
that the general plan of coast defense involves twenty-eight })1 
cipal points. I may safely say that nine-tenths of the dangers 
under which this country is resting center about five or six points 
at the farthest. Unfortunately,no Congress has had the courage 
to make provisions in appropriations for these points in the order 
of their importance, and it would be asking too much of the War 
Department to concentrate these appropriations at these pivotal 
points. If they do so, we might with truth say that with the 
appropriations already made and those contained in this bil! the 
great danger to our seacoast would be provided against. But 
not so. These fortifications are scattered along the entire « 
here and there, to meet the importunities of the public—each 
locality urging its special dangers upon the Department. ‘he 
Department has in good faith and with rare tact responded to 
these numerous and diverse calls as well as it could within t! 
limits of the Endicott board plan. Hence we would simply in- 
crease that trouble, making these expenditures uneconomical and 
unnecessarily great by inserting in the bill provisions for begin- 
ning work at any particular point. Having said this much, Mr. 
Chairman, I insist on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to hear the gentle- 
man from Nebraska on the point of order. In what does it chanze 
any existing law? The Chair understands there is a Board of for- 
tifications which has the power now of determining the question 
of making this very investigation, if the Board so desires. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The Endicott board made a gen- 
eral plan which has since been followed. The law places all «!s- 
cretion in the War Department, where it properly belongs. to 
determine the details. It is a change of the law to that extent. 
It takes away the discretion that is invested in the War Dep 
ment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
here? 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it not simply directory? The law cr 
ing the Board of Fortifications gave it discretionary power oV't 
the entire seacoast defense, and, if that be true, wherein does 1 
change any law to make a specific appropriation for one place: 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Anything, Mr. Chairman, t! 
changes existing law from either directory or discretionary 15 4 
change of existing law. The Board of Ordnance and Fortifica- 
tion have nothing to do with surveys or with making plans ‘ot 
defense at any point. 

The OHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman fro! 
Nebraska, Would it not be in the power of the Congress in this !'! 
to make a specific appropriation for each particular place wher 
ever they wanted to = the money; and if so, would tha 
change any existing law 


a 


If it does not change existing law, why | 


+ 


} 
A 
] 
i 
b 
t 








1897. 





Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I think it would. 
policy and term of the present law is to leave this matter in the 
hands of the War Department—that branch of our Government 
trained for this purpose. This amendment would take it away 
¢yom the hands of the expert branch and put it in the hands of 
+hose who are untrained in the matter. It seems to me it would 
be a startling innovation on both the law and policy to allow an 

endment of this kind to be ingrafted in the bill. 

‘Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentleman to 
-oy that it is an offense to suggest an idea to the War Department. 
if it isan offense, I may be excused. The only point that I can 
ceo in the gentleman’s remarks is, this is a change of existing law 
that it makes an appropriation for a particular place. I would 
. to call attention to the bill, wherein you will find many 
specific appropriations are made in the very line of this amend- 
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ment—for Watertown Arsenal, for Watervliet Arsenal, for Sandy | 


Hook. Are not these special and particular appropriations? 
There is no other way by which you can arrive at it. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. My friend is not a novice in mat- 
ters of legislation. He knows that those are establishments of 
the Government and are regularly estimated for. They certainly 
do not stand on the same basis as his amendment; and my friend 
recognized that when he introduced his bill for making this sur- 
vey which is now pending before the Appropriations Committee. 
If it made no change of existing law. my friend would certainly 
not have wasted his work or wasted his midnight vigil in prepar- 
ing for introduction that bill. 

Mr. FISCHER. 1am sorry if I disturbed my friend. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this amendment is in order. 
The desirability of such legislation can be passed upon by the 
committee. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Then I ask for a vote. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment will pass 
or receive favorable consideration. The harbor of New York, the 
great entrance to the city of New York, needs protection, and if 
this proposed amendment shall pass it will make it possible to 
increase the defense of this great harbor. It would be sensible 
and reasonable that this amendment should be favorably con- 
sidered. My friend has stated that it is unfortunate that these 
great bulwarks of defense should have been delayed and gone 
without notice solong. It is high time, Mr. Chairman, for that 
defense to be considered. This amendment simply calis for a 
preliminary survey and an appropriation to pay the expense. 
hope this amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to 
say that this survey of these shoals has already been made. This 
would be a waste of expenditure. Further than that, noestimate 
has been made by any officer for this; no request has come from 
the War Department for this. It is just — a request of the 
gentleman, who is an amateur yachtsman and has been grounded 
on this particular shoal. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. FISCHER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I yield tomy colleague on the com- 
mittee [Mr. BARTLETT}. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. FISCHER. Will my colleague allow me to ask the gentle- 
man a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. You can ask him afterwards. 

Mr. FISCHER. I will try to remember after the gentleman 
has finished. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I represent the 
lower district of New York, the district that would be most affected 
by the expenditure of this thousand dollars, and I am opposed to 
this appropriation for two reasons. In the first place, it would be 
a waste of public money. It is unnecessary to expend this sum of 
$1,000 for this purpose, because the work has already been done. 
The survey has been made, as has been stated by the chairman of 
thesubcommittee in charge of this bill. But, Mr. Chairman, there 
is another reason. We have a competent Secretary of War, and 
we have under him engineer officers who are competent to dis- 
charge their duties. Have they come to the subcommittee and 
asked for this appropriation? No, gentlemen; because they realize 
that it would be a mere waste of public money. Itisall very well 
for gentlemen who represent the city of Brooklyn or some other 
part of the State of New York to rise and talk about ‘the great 
harbor of New York” and the ‘great bulwarks of defense.” I 
believe in the largest and fullest appropriations that are necessary 
for the protection of the harbor of New York, but I do not believe 
in taking a dollar of the public money for a purpose which is abso- 
lutely futile. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to congratulate my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

ARTLETT],on what seems to be a new-born zeal for economy and 
retrenchment, but still I am very glad that he stands in opposition 
to thisamendment. In my view, and with perfect respect for the 
ecision of the Chair, this proposition does change existing law, 
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The entire powers to determine such questions as the one raised by this 


amendment. The amendment is a limitation on this discretion, 
and directs the board to investigate this particular point. I sup- 
pose it is offered under an apprehension, or rather a misapprehen- 
sion, that there is some danger to this country from foreign inva- 
sion. I trust the House will vote down the amendment, for. in 
my judgment, there is no danger whatever from foreign invasion. 
There are no enemies in sight, except the enemies of the Treasury 


of the United States, and this amendment is one expression of 
their hostility. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire tosay to my colleague 
from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] that this is not a matter which 
concerns Brooklyn alone. It concerns the defens re 
harbor of New York; and Staten Island, which is a portion the 
district that my friend represents, would be benefited 
least as much as any other locality. The matter is of na ul 
importance. This amendment simply proposes an approp. n 
of $1,000 for a survey, and it is areasonable proposition 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska (interposing). But the sur 1S 
been made. Why does the gentleman insist that this is a reason- 
able proposition when the survey has been already made and every 
fact determined? 

Mr. BENNETT. Iam givento understand that the sw ; 
not been made. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. But I havemade careful e: 
tion of that question and have seen the detailed sketches of 
survey. 

Mr. BENNETT. But has a survey been made of this parti 

| lar point? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Yes, of this particular shoal. I 
have explained that three or four times. 

Mr. BENNETT. Then, if the survey has been made, the ex- 


penditure of this thousand dollars would be unnecessary, and then 
this amendment would virtually carry no appropriation? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Of course it 
the whole scheme of it is vicious. 

Mr. BENNETT. Then does the gentleman say that, the sur- 
vey having been made, all that would be required would bx 
recommendation from the War Department to bring it properly 
before Congress? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I say that if you should pass this 
amendment you would compel the expenditure of $1,000 for \ 
that has been already done, and in addition to that you wo 
establish a vicious precedent, so that any gentleman here might, 
by a little log-rolling, have an appropriation made for a survey at 
any particular point in which he took an interest, thus taking this 
business out of the competent hands in which it now rests (the 
War Department) and putting it into the hands of novices. 

Mr. BENNETT. Will the gentleman accept the amendment if 
it turns out that the survey has not been made? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No, I will not, because T think the 
general scheme of such amendments is vicious, and I do not want 
to see such a precedent established on any bill with which I have 
anything to do. 

Mr. BENNETT. Ido not see what objection there can be to 
this amendment, either on the part of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska or of any other member of the Appropriaticns Committee 
if the survey has not been made. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. The point of objection to this amendment seems to lie par- 
ticularly in this view; but first let me say, by way of distinguish- 
ing this from some other bills, that this is not a river and harbor 
bill. Wehave provided for the defense of our coast under the 
direction of skillful engineering officers, who make surveys and 
plant fortifications and batteries where they think they will do 
the most good. Now, this House knows nothing about the pro- 
priety of planting a fortification at the point indicated in this 
amendment, or even of making a survey for that purpose. To 
ass such an amendment here would be firing absolutely in the 
Seah, If any gentleman thinks the engineering officers are over- 
looking an important strategic point in New York Harbor or else- 
where, the proper thing to do is to go to the Engineer Department, 
or to the Secretary of War, and have the matter ‘brought to the 
attention of the House in an official way, with the sanction of the 
men who are supposed to know all about such matters. It seems 
to me very unwise to adopt an amendment of this kind, and I 
hope it will be voted down. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Chairman, we believe this to be such a 
reasonable proposition that we beg that it be not voted down. 
The gentleman in charge of this bill states that the survey has 
been made. If it has been made, there will be no necessity for the 
expenditure. 

Mr.CANNON, 


Is unnecessary, and 


out 


Mr. Chairman, against anexpenditure of $1,00: 


more or less, where it is necessary, I have, of course, no word of 
objection to submit; but I want to call the attention of the com- 


mittee to a few facts. This work of fortifications proceeds under 
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of money. It is progressing ina very satisfactory way; and I 
may say, considering everything, it is speedily progressing in 
accordance with well-defined plans under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, the Board of Ordnance, utilizing the Chief of 
Engineers, and the Chief of Ordnance. The planis comprehensive, 
and unless gentlemen have given much attention toit, they do not 
understand how thoroughly the work is being done. 

Now, I wish to say another thing: There is no trouble about 
the Department proceeding fast enough and about expenditures 
being made fast enough and in the proper places. More than that, 
at Sandy Hook this scheme of fortification has fructified to such 
an extent that large expenditures are being made in the erection 
of posts for the accommodation of soldiers to guard the property 
of the United States and to operate the guns; and quite properly. 
The work is progressing more speedily perhaps than most gentle- 
men realize. I think we had better not undertake to authorize 
any special matter.such as is now proposed, because under the 
general scheme the authority covers every point, including New 
York. 

One further remark: During this Congress, if this bill should be 
passed as reported, we shall have appropriated almost $17,000,000 
for emplacements and for the making of guns—extraordinary ap- 
propriations if we stop and consider a minute as to the progress of 
the work from the adoption,of the Endicott plans down to the com- 
mencement of the present fiscal year. I wish toadd that when the 
money authorized by this bill shall have been expended, Portland, 
Boston, New York, Baltimore, Washington, Charleston, San Fran- 
cisco, New Orleans, and Puget Sound will be practically well forti- 
fied. So that we can rest upon the assurance that the blocks of 

population at the principal of these ports can not have blackmail 
ree upon them by a hostile fleet in the event of war. I make 
this statement after inquiry; and it is not only my opinion, but the 
opinion of experts, some of whom are in part charged with the 
administration of these appropriations. 

I think that while a thousand dollars amounts practically to lit- 
tle, yet, with all due respect tothe gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BENNETT], there is no necessity for the appropriation proposed; 
and as this whole recommendation is harmonious and there is now 
abundant authority to carry on the work as may be required, I 
trust the amendment will not prevail. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. FISCHER was 
rejected; there being—ayes 34, noes 60. 

The Clerk (resuming the reading of the bill) read as follows: 

Sea walls and embankments: For construction of sea walls and embank- 
ments, $33,000. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. At this point the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BARTLETT] wishes to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 21, page 2, insert: 

“For construction of riprap wall for 
United States lands at Sandy Hook, N. J., $75,000.” 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That amendment is acceptable to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk (resuming the reading of the bill) read the following: 

Armament of fortifications: For oil-tempered and annealed steel for high- 
power coast-defense guns of 18-inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch caliber, $558,663. 

Mr. STEELE. Iobserve that the item embraced in lines 3 to 6, 
on page 3; the item included in lines 17 to 20, on page 3, and also 
the item in lines 5 to 8, on page 4, all provide for purchasing oil- 
tempered and annealed steel for high-power coast-defense guns of 
8, 10, and 12 inch caliber. There seems to be some repetition, as 
the several appropriations seem all to cover the same object. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman is mistaken. The 
item embraced in lines 17 to 20 refers to contracts which have 
already been made. The language is: 

To provide for payments that may become due in the purchase or manu- 
facture of oil-tempered and annealed steel. 

Mr.STEELE. The item does not say anything about contracts. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. But the language is: ‘“ To provide 
for payments which may become due.” 

Mr. STEELE. These appropriations made in previous para- 
graphs will also ‘‘ become due.” 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No; those are absolute appropria- 
tions. If the gentleman will turn to the first line of page 4, he 
will find this language: 

Contracted for under the provisions of the fortifications act approved 
June 6, 1896, said payments being in excess of the money therein appropriated 
for these objects. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill as amended to the House with the recommen- 
dation that it pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
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sumed the chair, Mr. HULL reported that the Committee o¢ + 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under eo); 
eration the fortification appropriation bill, had directed }j), «. 
report the same to the House with the recommendation th»: . 
amended by the Committee of the Whole the bill do pass. * 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I move the pr: 
question on the bill and amendment to its passage. : 

The previous question was ordered, and under the opera; 
thereof the amendment recommended by the Committee | 
Whole was agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered +, } 
engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly rea; ¢) 
third time, and passed. ; 

On motion of Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, a motion to reconsiq 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolution (H. Res. 249) for appointment of a member of Board 
of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the )jj] 
(S. 2832) for the relief of Daniel T. Tollett; in which the concur. 
rence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 10134) making appropriations for the 
diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1898, in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


SENATE BILLS AND HOUSE BILLS WITH AMENDMENTS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
House bills with amendments were taken from the Speaker's table 
and referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9961) making apprupriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 189S—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

A bill (H. R. 10134) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1s/s—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2832) for the relief of Daniel T. Tollett—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3666) to remove doubts as to the power of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia to provide for a vacancy in the 
office of attorney of the United States for the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (8. 3614) to aid in the improvement of the navigable 
channel of the South Pass by closing the existing crevasse in Pass 
a Loutre in the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

A bill (S. 1648) for the relief of Stewart College (now the South- 
western Presbyterian University), located at Clarksville, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

A bill (S. 3333) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” 
passed finally June 3, 1896; 

A bill (S. 1296) to commission passed assistant surgeons in the 
United States Navy, and to provide for their examination prelim- 
inary to their promotion to the grade of surgeon; 

A bill (H. R. 9345) to enable certain persons in the State of Mis- 
sissippi to procure title to public lands; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 148) for the relief of farmers and truck- 
men in the city of Washington, D. C. 


MAPS AND ATLASES OF THE GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 234) providing for the distribution of maps and atlases of the 
United States Geological Survey, with an amendment of the >en- 
ate thereto. 

The Senate amendment was considered, and concurred in. 


FUNDING TERRITORIAL INDEBTEDNESS. 


Mr. KNOX (when the Commitee on the Territories was called). 
I am instructed to call up the bill (H. R. 10271) authorizing the 
funding of indebtedness in the Territories of the United States. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of liquidating and providing [or 
the parment of the outstanding and existing indebtedness of the Territories 
of the United States, and such future indebtedness as may be or is now && 
thorized by law, the governor of each Territory, together with the Terr a 
rial auditor and Territorial secretary, and their successors in office, er 
constitute a board of commissioners for the Territory in which they hol 
office, to be styled the “loan commissioners of the Territory,” and shall have 
and exercise the powers and perform the duties hereinafter provided. 

Sec. 2. That itshall be, and it is hereby, declared the duty of the loan com 
a of each Territory to provide for the payment of the existing 1" 

ebtedness of such Territory due and to become due, or that is now or may 

















be hereafter authorized by law, except such indebtedness as has been recog- 
nized or covered by reason of an act of the legislative assembly of New Mexico, 
approved January 28, 1867, entitled “An act to amend an act entitled * Militia 

a acts amendatory thereof,” and for the purpose of paying, redeem- 
ing, and refunding all or any part of the principal and interest, or either, 
of the legal indebtedness —s provided to be paid, and also that which 
may at any time become due, or is now or may be hereafter authorized 

a 


py law, the said commissioners shall from time to time issue negotiable 
coupon bonds of the Territory when the same can be done in harmony with 
this act. 


Sec. 3. That said bonds shall be issued as nearly as practicable in denomi- 
nations of $1,000, but bonds of a lower denomination, not less than $250, may 
be issued when necessary. Said bonds shall bear interest at a rate to be 
fixed by said loan commissioners, not exceeding 4 per cent, except bonds 
issued by the Territory of Arizona in exchange for indebtedness of the kind 
and description in this act authorized and required to be funded or exchanged, 
and which indebtedness has already been presented to be exchanged under 
existing law, in which case said bonds shall bear interest at a rate not to 
exceed 5 per cent; which interest shall be paid semiannually, in gold or 
its equivalent, in lawful money of the United States, on the 15th day of Janu- 
ary and the 15th day of July in each year, at the office of the Territorial 
treasurer, or at such bank in the city of New York, or in the city of San 
Francisco, in the State of California, or at such places as may be designated 
by said loan commissioners, at the option of the purchaser of said ‘bonds 
the place of payment being mentioned in said bonds. The principal of saic 
bonds shall be made payable in lawful money of the United States fifty years 
after the date of their issue. Said Territories reserve the right to redeem 
at par any of said bonds, in their numerical order, at any time after twenty 
years after the date thereof. 

They shall bear the date of their issue, state when, where, and to whom 
payable, rate of interest, and shall be signed by said loan commissioners and 
shall have the seal of the Territory affixed thereto and countersigned by the 
Territorial treasurer and bear his official seal, and shall be registered by the 
Territorial auditor in a book, to be kept by him for the purpose, which shall 
state amount sold for, or, if exchanged, for what; and the faith and credit of 
the Territory is hereby pledged for the payment of said bonds and the interest 
accruing thereon, as herein provided. 

Sec. 4. That coupons for the interest shall be attached to each bond, so that 
they may be removed without injury to or mutilation of the bond. 

They shall be consecutively numbered and bear the same number as of the 
bond to which they are attached, and shall be signed by the Territorial 
treasurer. 

The said coupons shall cover the interest expressed in said bond from the 
date of issue until ao but in no case shall bonds bear interest, nor shall 
any interest be paid thereon, for any time before their delivery to the _ 
chaser, as hereinafter provided; and the issuance of the bonds by the loan 
commissioners shall be conclusive evidence as to the regularity of the issue 
and of the recitations in such bonds set out. 

Sec. 5. That whenever the said loan commissioners may be authorized by 
law to issue bonds, or shall have decided to refund or redeem all or any part 
of the existing indebtedness of the Territory, they shall direct the Territorial 
treasurer to advertise for a sale of the bonds to be issued for that purpose by 
causing a notice of such sale to be published for the period of one month in 
some daily newspaper published at the capital of the Territory, and at least 
one insertion in a newspaper published in the city of New York, in the State 
of New York, and in the city of San Francisco, in the State of California. 


Such notice shall specify the amount of bonds to be sold, the place, day, and | ipality, or school district when the same shall become due, and, in additi mm, 


hour of sale, and that bids will be received by said treasurer for the purchase 


of said bonds within one month from the expiration of said publication, and | 


at the place and time named in said notice. The said treasurer and loan com- 
missioners shall open all bids received by him and shall award the purchase of 
said bonds or any part thereof to the bidder or bidders therefor bidding the 
lowest rate of interest: Provided, That said loan commissioners shall have the 
right to reject | " L 
to make any award unless sufficient ee shall be furnished by the bidder 
or bidders for compliance with the terms of their bids. 

Sec. 6. That when the sale of said bonds shall be awarded by the loan com- 
missioners, they shall provide and procure the necessary bonds as in thisact 
provided, and any expense incurred by them therefor, and for the publica- 
tion of notices, cost of remitting funds for the payment of interest or money 
on said bonds, and all other necessary and incidental expenses of said com- 
missioners in carr agcut the provisions of this act shall be paid out of the 
general fund of the Territory, upon the order of the Territorial auditor 
countersigned by the governor; and a sum of money sufficient to cover said 
costs and expenses is hereby appropriated out of said fund. 

They shall, from time to time after signing said bonds, deliver them to the 
Territorial treasurer, taking his receipt therefor and charge him therewith. 
The said treasurer shall give to the Territory an additional official bond, 
with two or more securities, in a sum equal to the amount of bonds delivered 
to him by the said loan commissioners, which bond shall be groves by the 
governor and deposited and filed with the secretary of the Territory and 
recorded by him in a book to be kept for that purpose. And the said treas- 


urer shall stand char; upon his official bond for the faithful performance 
of the duties ui of under this act. 
Sec. 7. That the Territorial treasurer shall sell said bonds for cash, or 


exchange them for any of the indebtedness for the redemption of which they 
were so issued, but in no case shall said bonds be sold or exchanged for less 
than their face or par value and the accrued interest at the time of disposal, 
nor must any indebtedness be redeemed at more than its face value and any 
interest that may be due thereon. : re jh 

t said treasurer shall indorse, by writing or stamping in ink on the 
face of the paper evidencing the indebtedness received by him in exchange 
for said bonds, the time when and the amount for which exchanged. __ 

Sec. 8. That moneys received by said treasurer shall be et by him to 
the redemption of the indebtedness for the redemption of which bonds were 
issued; and the treasurer shall give notice, as is provided by law in case of 
payment and redemption of Territorial warrants, of his readiness to redeem 
such indebtedness, and thereafter interest on all the indebtedness due and 
outstanding shall cease. : ’ 

Before any such indebtedness shall be paid the Territorial auditor shall in- 
dorse on each certificate the amount due thereon, and shall write across the 
face of each the date of its surrender and the name of the person surrender- 
ing, and shall keep proper record thereof. 

EC. 9. Thatthere shall be levied annually upon the taxable property of 
the Territory, and in addition to the levy for other authorized taxes, a suf- 
ficient sum to pay the interest on all bonds issued and disposed of in pur- 
suance of the provisions of this act, to be peeet in the Territorial treasury, 
in the fund cbs known as the “interest fund; and forty years after such 
bonds have been issued such additional amount shall be levied annuall 
as will pay 10 per cent of the total amount issued until all the bonds issue 
under the provisions of this act are paid and discharged. ' 

The Territorial board of equalization, or, on the failure of said board, the 
Territorial auditor. shall determine the rate of tax to be levied in the differ- 
ent counties in the Territory to carry out the provisions of this act, and shall 


and all bids: And provided further, That they may refuse | 
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certify the same tothe board of supervisors in each county and tothe munici 
pal and school authorities; and the said board of supervisors, or authorities, 
are hereby directed and required to enter such rate on their assessment rolls 
in the same manner and with the same effect as is provided by lawin relation 
to other Territorial, county, municipal, and school taxes. Every tax levied 
under the provisions and authority of this act is hereby made a Jien against 
the property assessed, which lien shall attach on the first Monday in March 
in each year, and shall not be satisfied or removed until such tax has been paid. 

All moneys derived from taxes authorized by the provisions of this act shall 
be paid into the Territorial treasury, and shall be applied: 

First. To the payment of the interest on the bonds issued hereunder 

Second. To the payment of the principal of such bonds: Provided, That all 
moneys remaining in the interest band after the payment of the interest, and 
all moneys remaining in the redemption fund after all said bonds shall have 
been paid and discharged, shall be transferred by the Territorial treasurer to 
the Territorial general fund. 

Sec. 10. That whenever, after the expiration of the forty years fr the 
date of issuance of any bonds under this act, there remains after the pay 
ment of the interest, as provided in the preceding section, asurplus of $10,000 
or more, it shall be the duty of the Territorial treasurer to advertise, as in 
the manner of advertising by the loan commissioners, for bids for the sale of 
bonds, which advertisement shall state the amount of money in the said 
redemption fund and the number of bonds, numbering them in.the order of 
their issuance, commencing at the lowest number then outstanding, which 
such fund is set apart to pay and discharge; and if such bonds so nttmbered 
in such advertisements shall not be presented for payment and cancellation 
at the expiration of such publication, then such fund shall remain in the 


m 


treasury to discharge such bonds whenever presented, but they shall draw 
no interest after the expiration of such publication. Before any such bonds 
shall be paid they shall be presented to the Territorial auditor, who shall 
indorse on each bond the amount due thereon, and shall write across the 
face of each bond the date of its surrender and the name of the person sur 
rendering. The Territorial auditor shall keepa record of all bonds issued 
and disposed of by the Territorial treasurer, showing their number, rate of 


interest, date, and amount of sale, when, where, and to whom payable, and, if 
exchanged, for what, and, when presented for redemption, the date, amount 
due thereon, and person surrendering 

The board of supervisors of the counties, the municipal and school author- 
ities, are hereby authorized, directed, and required to report to the loan com- 
missioners of the Territory their bonded and outstanding indebtedness; and 
said loan commissioners shall, on written demand of any taxpayer or holder 
of said indebtedness, require an official report from the b« ard of supervisors 
of counties, the municipal or school authorities, of their bonded and outstand- 
ing indebtedness; and said loan commissioners shall have the same power to 
enforce said order and compel the production of evidence as a court of com- 
petent jurisdiction; and said loan commissioners shall provide for the redeem- 
ing or refunding of the county, municipal, and school district indebtedness, 
and shall refund said indebtedness in the same manner as other Territorial 
indebtedness, and they shall issue bonds for any indebtedness now allowed, 
or that may be hereafter allowed by law, to said county, municipality. or 
school district; the county, municipality, or school district to into the 
Territorial treasury, in addition to all other taxes authorized & law, such 
amounts as may be directed by the Territorial board of equalization, or, on 
the failure of said board, by the Territorial auditor, to be levied for the pur 


way 


| po of providing a sinking fund for the payment of the principal of the bonds 


ssued in redemption, refunding, or other bonds issued to such county, munic- 


a rate of interest paid by the Territory on such bonds 

Sec. 11. That whenever any of the holders or owners of any bonds, war- 
rants, or other evidence of indebtedness of the kind and description in this 
act authorized to be funded, bearing a higher rate of interest than 4 per cent, 
desire to surrender the same to the loan commissioners on or before the 
maturity of said indebtedness and exchange such bonds, warrants, or other 
evidences of indebtedness for the lower interest-bearing bonds by this act 
authorized to be issued, it shall be the duty of the loan commissioners to 
receive and cancel the indebtedness so surrendered and issue in lieu thereof 
to suid holders or owners of said surrendered obligations 4 per cent Territo- 
rial bonds, asin thisact provided, in full for the principal and interest thereof, 


| subject to the exception as to the rate of interest contained in section 3 of this 


act: Provided, That the loan commissioners shall, at the time of said exchange, 
reserve the right, on behalf of the Territory, to redeem, pay in full, and can 
cel all bonds issued in exchange for unmatured indebtedness at the time such 
indebtedness would have matured had not the exchange herein authorized 
been made. 

Sec. 12’ That when the treasurer pays or redeems any indebtedness, he shal 
indorse, by writing or stamping in ink, on the face of the paper evidenci 
such indebtedness so paid or redeemed, the words ** redeemed and cancele 
with the date of cancellation. Heshall keepafulland particularaccount and 
record of all his proceedings under this act, and of the bonds redeemed ; 
surrendered, and he shall transmit to the governor of the Territory an ab 
stract of all his proceedings under this act with his annual report. to be by 
the governor laid before the legislature at its meeting. All books and papers 
pertaining to the matter provided in this act shall at all times be open to the 
inspection of the parties interested, or to the governor or a committee of 
either branch of the legislature, or a joint committee of both 

Sec. 13. That it shall be the duty of the Territorial treasurer to pay the 
interest on said bonds, when the same falls due, out of the said interest fund, 
if sufficient; and if said fund be not sufficient, then to pay the deficiency out 
of the general fund: Provided, That the Territorial auditor shall first draw 
his warrant on the Territorial treasurer, payable to the order of said treas- 
urer, for the amount of such deficiency out of the general fund 

Sec. 14. That it shall be the duty of said loan commissioners to make a full 
report of all their proceedings had under the provisions of this act to the 
governor of the Territory, on or before the lst day of January of each year; 
and said reports shall be transmitted by the governor to the Territorial leg- 
islative assembly. 

Sec. 15. That no bond issued under the provisions of this act shall be taxed 
within the Territory where issued. 

Sec. 16. That the provisions and requirements of this act shall apply to and 
be in full force and effect in all the Territories of the United States: and all 
outstanding bonds, warrants, and other evidences of indebtedness of said 
Territories, and the counties, school districts, and municipalities within 
said Territories heretofore authorized by legislative enactments of said Ter 
ritories, or by Congress,and which said bonds, warrants, and other evidences 
of indebtedness have been sold, duxated, or exchanged in good faith, and 
which are now held by innocent purchasers by purchase, donation, or ex 
change, shall be funded as in t/ais act provided; 22 all of said bonds. war 
rants, and other evidences of indebtedness so authorized, issued. sold, 
donated, or exchanged as aforesaid are hereby confirmed, approved, and 
validated, and shall be funded as in this act provided. 

Seo. 17. That nothing in this act shall be construed to authorize any futnre 
increase of any indebtedness in excess of the limit prescribed by the act of Con- 

ss approved July 3), i188, known as the Harrison Act: Provided, however, 
t the present existing and outstanding indebtedness, together with such 
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warrants as may be issued for the necessary and current expenses of carry- 
ing on Territorial, county, municipal, and school governments for the year 
ending December 31, 1898, may also be funded and bonds issued for the re- 
demption thereof: and thereafter no warrants, certificates, or other evi- 
dences of indebtedness shall be allowed to issue or be legal where the same is 
in excess of the limit prescribed by the Harrison Act. 


The SPEAKER. 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, we would like to find out some- 
thing about this matter. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to call the attention of the House to 
the fact that this bill appears, upon its face, to make it possible to 
force upon the Territories a policy which Congress has not seen 
fit heretofore to require of the people of the United States gener- 
ally. and that is a provision for the issuance of gold bonds or 
bonds the interest on which is payable in gold. As I understand 
the bill, by a hasty reading, it provides, not that the interest may 
be paid in gold, but that it must be so paid, or in its equivalent. 

I do not think it is wise at this time, when we have declined to 
issue gold bonds when called upon to do so by the Government of 
the United States—I do not think we ought to force on the Terri- 
tories a rule or policy that we refused to require of the States of 
the Union for which we directly legislate. I am unalterably 
opposed to monometallism. 

I would call the attention of the committee to the provision 
itself to which I refer. I take it from the reading of a portion of 
the third section that the result I have suggested would be accom- 
plished if this bill becomes a law. It provides that— 

Said bonds shall bear interest at arate to be fixed by said loan commis- 
sioners, not exceeding 4 per cent, 7 bonds issued by the Territory of 
Arizona in exchange for indebtedness of the kind and description in this act 
authorized and required to be funded or exchanged, and which indebtedness 
has already been presented to be exchanged under existing law, in which 
case said bonds shall bear interest at a rate not to exceed 5 per cent; which 
interest shall be paid semiannually, in gold or itsequivalent, in lawful money 
of the United States, on the 15th day of January and the 15th day of July in 
each year, at the office of the Territorial treasurer, or at such bank in the 
city of New York, or in the city of San Francisco, in the State of California, 
or at such places as may be designated by said loan commissioners, at the 
option of the purchaser of said bonds, the place of payment being mentioned 
in said bonds. 

What I desire to know of the gentleman in charge of the bill is 
whether that does not commit us to the policy, as a rule for the 
Territories, which is there prescribed for the Territory of Arizona? 
If that is not the intention of the provision, it seems to be rather 
loosely drawn, and such may be the result. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, my understanding is that the pro- 
vision to which the gentleman refers relates to bonds already 
issued by the Territory of Arizona, which, by the terms of the 
act authorizing their issue, were made gold-bearing bonds. I 
have not the slightest idea, nor was such an idea in the mind of | 
the committee, to require the refunding of the bonds of the Ter- 
ritories of the United States in gold or its equivalent. But if the 
gentleman thinks the language is not specific enough, or is not 
sufficiently clear to indicate just what the intention of the com- 
mittee was, I have noobjection to making an amendment to cover 
the point. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iwish to call the attention of the gentleman 
to what I think has been the policy of Congress heretofore in the 
adiministration of the affairs of the Territories with regard to this | 
matter. We have never sought to impose upon the Territories 
legislation of a character which would not be properly applicable, 
under like conditions, to the States or Government. 

Mr. KNOX. I fully agree with the gentleman; but I do not 
think that the language of the bill warrants the conclusion drawn. 
If he will read carefully the second part of the section of the bill 
to which he refers, I think he will find that it does not bear out 
his construction. It provides: 

Said bonds shall bear interest at a rate to be fixed by said loan commission- 
ers, not exceeding 4 per cent, except bonds issued by the Territory of Ari- 
zona in exchange for indebtedness of the kind and description in this act au- 
thorized and required to be funded or exchanged, and which indebtedness has 
already been presented to be exchanged under existing law, in which case 
said bonds shall bear interest at a rate not to exceed 5 per cent; which inter- 
est shall be paid semiannually, in gold or its equivalent, in lawful money of 
the United States, on the 15th day of January and the lith day of July in 


each year. 

Mr. McMILLIN, The question is whether that would notapply 
to the whole bill, for it is all embraced in that period; and. the 
semicolon, the first semicolon in the paragraph, comes before the 
description of the kind of money in which the interest shall be 
paid; and coming just after what seems to be the comment upon 
the Arizona bonds, it strikes me it might be construed to apply to 
all bonds authorized in the bill. 

Mr. KNOX. I have noobjection to adding anamendment at the 
end of the section that all bonds issued by refunding under this act 
shall be payable in coin. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Shall be payable in the lawful currency of the 
United States. 

Mr. KNOX. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move, then, an amendment which I will 
pare and submit later, providing for the payment of both prindipel 


The question is on the engrossment and third 
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and interest in lawful money of the United States, without allow. 
ing it to be confined to gold. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I do not see that there would 
any wrong committed if the language of this bill were allow: 
remain asitis. I do not know why the other Territories sh 
not be permitted to issue gold-bearing bonds as well as the T, 
tory of Arizona, which was authorized to do so by a former ( 
gress. I do not remember whether it was the last Congress , 
preceding Congress. 

Mr. TERRY. I want to suggest to the gentleman from N 
York that in the case of Arizona, of which it speaks, it did 
come to the attention of Congress and members of the H 
were not aware of the fact that gold was named in the cont) 
at the time the bill originally passed through the Fifty-sec yj 
Congress, as I recollect. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, Mr. Speaker, I think that if the gent 
man will turn to the debate on the Arizona bill he will find 
the very question of inserting the word ‘‘ gold” was debated for 
some time in the House, and finally it was decided to retain the 
word in the bill. 

Mr. TERRY. Itcame up later on an amendment, after the })i!] 
had passed the House, as I remember it. 

Mr. PAYNE. And it was done at the request of the gentle- 
man who represented the Territory of Arizona, Mr. Smith. of 
Arizona, who was supposed to be in favor ef the free and unlin 
ited coinage of silver as a part of the basic money—lI believe t 
is the term—of the United States, and he said he was in favor 
_ bond because he could save a large percentage in selling t! 

onds. 

This bears no relation to the question whether we should put 
the word ‘* gold ” into the bonds of the United States, although [ 

l 


t 
a 


did vote for an amendment to put the word “ gold ” into a cert 
issue of bonds of the Government of the United States, beca 
the Administration had forced us into such a position that if woe 
did not put the word ‘ gold” there we should have to forfeit 
some ten or twelve millions of dollars to a certain syndicate. The 
House refused to put the word *‘ gold” in, and the taxpayers will 
have to pay the ten or twelve millions additional on the bonds 
that have been issued because the word *‘ gold” was not put into 
those bonds. 

Mr. TERRY. Why, you claim that those bonds are payable in 
gold now, after we have paid out $16,000,000 for the privilege of 
paying them off in silver. 

Mr. PAYNE. Nearly everybody contends that the bonds of the 
United States are payable in gold and are to be paid in gold. [ 
did not care to vote to put the word “gold” in, unless under coin- 
pulsion, because I believed that the bonds were to be paid in gu! 
anyway, and that it was just as emphatic upon usand just as i 
perative to pay them in gold as though that word were put in, and 
I did not want to do anything to throw any doubt on the previous 
issues of the bonds of the United States. That isthe only reason 
why I was reluctant to vote for gold bonds to be issued by the 
Government. But thisis a differentquestion. Thisis a quest on 
of allowing the Territories to issue the kind of bonds that they 
want to issuein orderthat they may negotiate them. They know 
how it is down there in the Territories; and in all the silver States 
they know that in order to borrow money, they must put in i) 
word ‘‘ gold,” and it does not make any difference whether i 
Territorial bond, or a bond issued by a Senator of the United 
States, or a bond issued by a leading light in the free-silver party. 
In order to borrow money, they are obliged to put in the word 
“gold.” And notonly that. When these gentlemen who beli 
in this same doctrine want to loan money, they see to it that the 
word ‘‘ gold” is written in the contract. Why, the gentleman 
who in this Hall yesterday received thesecond largest vote for the 
Vice-Presidency of the United States, although he ran upon a si!- 
ver platform, yet when he wrote a contract, where money was | 


nominated in the bond, that gold must be paid, both principal «1 
interest. 

Now, what man is there, whether he represents a constituen:s 
in the far West, or whether he represents a constituency of whi! 
the late governor of Illinois was oneof the constituents—what mon 
is there who should refuse to vote to allow the word “gold” to 
put into these bonds to be issued by the Territories? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Willthe gentleman allow me? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, just one minute, until I can finish a sentence. 
Of course, we believe in different theories, but when we come t 
practice, in our individual private transactions, no matter wha‘ 
we profess to believe on the stump, when we are loaning mon’y 
or borrowing money, and trying to get it at the lowest rate, we 
are sure to have the word “ gold” nominated inthe bond. I think 
if it was a new question—— 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield? 
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Mr. PAYNE. [yield first to the gentleman on my right. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I yielded to the gentleman from New York. 
I do not want to take him off the floor, but I want him to know 
in whose time he is speaking. 

Mr. PAYNE. I supposed I had taken the floor in my ownright. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You areinerror. You asked me to yield, 
and I yielded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hopkrns). 
the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman from Montana, with the 
permission of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will yield to the gentleman for that pur- 


To whom does 


ose, 
: Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I know that the gentleman 
from New York has no desire to misstate the situation; but when 
he does make the statement that in the silver States money is not 
loaned except where the obligation given in exchange therefor is 
made payable in gold, he does make amisstatement. It is uninten- 
tional on the part of the gentleman, and it is probably founded on 
the information furnished this House and the country by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Massachusetts |[Mr. WALKER] who 
sits on my right, who has repeated it for perhaps three times to 
my own personal knowledge, and for which he never had a single 
word from anyone engaged in lending money in any one of the 
silver States. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman has concluded his inquiry-—— 

Mr. HARTMAN. I did not ask the gentleman to yield for an 
inquiry. I asked him to yield for an interruption. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman has concluded his interruption, 
I desire to state that I do not know whether the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has made that statement or not. I do not make it 


on information received from him; but if he did state that money | 


is loaned in the Western States, in the silver States, and the 
creditors are compelled to have the word ‘‘ gold” written into the 
instrument, he did not make any misstatement. 

Mr. HARTMAN: But he did. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not mean to say of every obligation there it 
is written in the instrument that it must be paid in gold; notat all; 


but Ido mean to say that millions upon millions of dollars are | 


loaned in the Western States, and in the silver States, where it is 


nominated in the bond that the principal and interest are to be | 


paid in gold. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is it not a fact that where it is 
not provided that the interest and principal are to be paid in gold 
that the money is lent at 12, 15, and 18 per cent? 

Mr. PAYNE. 1 was about to state that, if gentlemen will al- 
low me to make this little speech. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihave been waiting for the gentleman to con- 
clude his sentence. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
now, as the gentleman from Arizona knew, that in order to get 


money at a respectable rate of interest it was necessary to agree | 


to pay principal and interest in gold; and so they inserted in the 
contract, just as they seek to insert it now, or when they bring it 
before this House. Now I will yield to my friend from Missouri, 
with the permission of the gentleman from Tennessee. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I believe I have his permission for a moment. 
I regret that the gentleman from New York should have 


precipitated this discussion, inasmuch as I am afraid that the | 


“agitation” of this monetary question may retard somewhat 
the growth of the McKinley “ prosperity ” which seems now to 
be sweeping over the country and imperiling all our industries. 
fonnaeedl as the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] advo- 
cates the granting of authority to the Territories to issue bonds 
payable, principal and interest, in ‘‘ gold,” I desire to refresh his 
memory by recalling the occasion in this House, during the last 
Congress, when the proposition came to this body from the Exec- 
utive asking authority to ‘‘ nominate,” as he expresses it, ‘ gold 
in the bond.” 
on this floor cast their votes in favor of that proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE. “Of whom I was one of which,” as I said a 
moment ago. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BOCKERY. The gentleman is consistent and in accord 
with the declaration of his party adopted at the St. Louis conven- 


tion. He is entirely in harmony with the Republican “ logic of 
the situation.” The continuance of the ‘‘ existing gold standard ” 


of course logically involves the ‘‘ nomination of gold in the bond” 
not only in the Territories, but also in the States. The St. Louis 
platform, if pursued to its last analysis, necessarily requires the 
retirement of the greenbacks and the Sherman notes, and the cir- 
culation of silver in an inferior relation to gold, and the conse- 
quent contraction of the volume of our circulating medium. Iam 


pleased to find the 
accord with his platform. I am opposed to the gold clause of this 
bill. The “park ” between the two metals can best be maintained 
by th them upon terms of absolute equality and the coin- 
age of , free and without limit, at the old tried ratio. 


I was about to state, Mr. Chairman, what I say | 


If Iremember aright, only twenty-seven gentlemen | 


ntleman from New York in such thorough | 


Mr. PAYNE. 
for a moment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have already stated 


Now, Mr. Chairman, if I may resume the floor 


. as the gentleman from 


Missouri well knew, that I had voted for that gold clause. 
Mr. DOCKERY. My attention was diverted for the moment 
and I did not hear the gentleman. 
Mr. PAYNE. And my reason for doing that was in order to 
save $10,000,000 or $15,000,000 to the taxpayers of this country. I 
| said also, with equal frankness, that the only reluctance I had in 
voting for putting the word ** gold” in the bond was not because 
it created any new obligation on the part of the people of the 
| United States, because I believe that every bond of the United 
States will be paid in gold and ought to be paid in gold, but | did 


not want to throw any discredit upon the previous issues of 
of the United States by voting for a mere ** gold” bond, and 
voted for it because, by the action of the executive department, 
we were compelled to do it to try and save a little money—a 1 
millions, $10,0000 or $15,000,000—for the people of this country. 
| I did not intend, Mr. Speaker, to get off into a diseussion « 


} } 
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OnLy 


W 





g 
politics. I was simply trying to reconcile the other side of the 
House to the use of the word *‘ gold” in these: bonds, so that t 
people of those Territories might be able to refund their debt at 
a lower rate of interest by reason of their agreeing to pay these 
bonds in gold and not in some other currency that might be depre- 
ciated. I did not know but they might want to borrow money of 
| some distinguished silverite who would require bonds payable in 
gold, and I wanted them to have that opportunity. [Lanughter. | 
| I was in sympathy with the Delegate from Arizona when he 
advocated the former bill. It was in the interest of those poor 
people out there that I spoke, and not for the purpose of startir 
a general discussion of the money question, when I rose to cal 
attention to the fact that that was what those pedple wanted. 
wished to have the word retained in this bill, so that they migh 
be left on a par with the people of Arizona, and that the othe 
Territories might have the privilege of going into the money mar- 
kets of the world, whether located in Maine, in Chicago, in Cali- 
fornia, or in Nevada, and borrowing money at the lowest rates 
of interest. 
| Mr. McMILLIN. 





I 
L 
t 


Mr. Speaker, I indicated my purpose to offer 
an amendment because I was satisfied that the section, as drawn, 
applied this principle not simply to the Territory of Arizona, but 
generally, and the gentleman in charge of the bill thinks that that 
would be the effect of the section as it stands. All admit that it 

| was not the purpose of those who drew the bill that it should have 
that effect, and I have therefore prepared a proviso to be added at 
the end of the first paragraph of section 3, line 25, in these words: 
Provided, That the principal and interest of the bonds funded 


act shall be payable in lawful money of the United States, except 
bonds above described, heretofore issued. 


under this 
he Arizona 


I do not propose to interfere with any contract made by the issue 


of bonds heretofore by Arizona; but when the indebtedness of these 
| Territories is turned over to a board, without any legislative 
| power on the part of the Territorial governments ear in mind 


| that the funding is done not by act of the Territorial legislature, 
but by a board of three officers, one the governor, being appointed 
by the President and he appointing the other two—l do not think 
they ought to be directed to fund in gold bonds, and I think the 
gentleman in charge of the billagreesin that opinion. I there 
offer this amendment, and I now yield to the gentleman from 
| California [Mr. MAGUIRE}. 
| Mr.MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. PAYNE] attempts to cast discredit upon the advocate 
restoration of the free and unlimited coinage of silver by stating 
that silver men, or some of them, who have money to loan make 
| the contracts for its repayment and for the interest ingold. That 
may be perfectly true, but it is not at all inconsistent with their 
absolute honesty in advocating a return to a free, elastic, and co 
stitutional system of currency. They may fairly and consistently 
conform, in their business dealings, to the preferences given by 
| existing law, while conscientiously advocating the abolition of the 
| money monopoly established by the present gold standard. Under 
| and by reason of our existing currency laws, and the similar laws 
| of other countries, gold isconstantly appreciating in value. Under 
| the artificial conditions created by those laws, the demand for gold 
increases more rapidly than its supply, and there is consequently a 
great commercial advantage to the creditor, whether he be a gold 
| monometallist or a bimetallist, in having his contracts payable in 
gold. 


Legislation has made it advantageous to the man who lends 
| 

| 

| 


ore 


of the 


money tocompel its payment in gold rather than in silver, be- 
cause silver has been deprived by legislation of its function as 
money. Its present use 1s not as money of redemption, but as 
| token money. Does the gentleman think that none should avail 
themselves of monopoly privileges created or granted by the ex: 
isting laws of their country save those who favor the continuance 
of such laws? Must none but the advocates of monopoly be its 
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beneficiaries when it is established by law? Must those who op- 
pose monopoly forever consent to be crushed beneath that jug- 
gernaut, when established, and never seek safety within it? Com- 
mon business prudence—the very instinct of self-preservation— 
must forever prompt silver men, as well as gold men, to make 
their contracts with a view to the advantages or disadvantages 
resulting from existing laws. I do not know to what extent con- 
tracts in the silver States are made payable in gold, nor to what 
extent silver Senators, or silver leaders, take advantage of the ex- 
isting law; but, while the law, unjust as it is, exists and gives an 
advantage to the man who secures the payment of his contract in 
gold in preference to any other kind of currency, I see no reason 
why a man who is opposed to that law should be criticised for 
taking advantage of its provisions. The creators of the privilege 
take advantage of it while the law is permitted to remain on the 
statute books, and their suggestion that others should not do so is 
refreshing. I yield back the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [| Mr. McMILLIN]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield as much time as he de- 
sires to my friend from Texas [Mr. BAILEy]. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I favor the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, because I think that no man 
ought to be permitted to contract against receiving any money 
that is made legal tender by the United States. I regret that the 
dissenting opinion of Mr. Justice Miller was not the decision of 
the court when it originally held that men could contract for a 
specific kind of money. The lawyers of this body will recall that 
that decision was by a divided court, and that the greatest lawyer 
then upon that bench dissented from the decision of the court. 


He held that whenever the Congress of the United States declared | 


anything to be a legal tender, then every man in the country hold- 
ing a contract payable in ‘‘dollars” must accept the legal-tender 
doilars. There can be no more important policy than that which 
establishes the legal-tender laws of a country, and I believe that 
the court ought to have held that a contract against any legal- 
tender money was a contract against public policy and therefore 
void. If I make acontract with any person in any State of this 
Union that contravenes its well-established public policy, and we 
go into court to enforce that contract, the judge will turn us from 
the door and tell us that, having made a contract against the pub- 
lic policy of that sovereignty, he will aid neither of us in the enforce- 
ment of it. 

Yet, sir, we are asked here in this high place to legalize a con- 
tract against the highest public policy known to our law. If this 
House, by refusing to adopt the amendment or by express permis- 
sion, as it did in the Arizona case, consents that anybody shall 
contract for a particular kind of money, it abdicates pro tanto its 
power to declare the legal-tender policy of the country. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield five minutes to my friend from New 
Mexico [Mr. Catron}. 

Mr. CATRON. Mr. Speaker, as the representative of New 
Mexico on this floor, I wish to say that this bill, when it shall be 
amended in the mode proposed, is acceptable to the people of that 
Territory. The bill was drawn upon the model of the bill which 
had formerly been passed by this House to aid the people of Ari- 
zona in regard to theirindebtedness. By the reduction of interest 
and by securing for all the subordinate municipalities of that 
Territory a better credit, Arizona saves, under the act referred to, 
many thousands of dollars each year. By means of the present 
act, should it become a law, the Territory of New Mexico will 
save from $25,000 to $30,000 annually in interest upon the indebt- 
edness of the Territory and of its county and other municipalities. 

By mistake there has been incorporated in the bill a clause, 
which, by its terms, appears to be applicable to all the Territories, 
providing for the payment of interest in gold. That was not the 
intention of the bill when it was considered before the Committee 
on Territories. It was supposed that this clause would apply 
solely and only to the Territory of Arizona, whose bonds had 
been already issued payable in gold. It was the purpose of the 
bill not to change the character of any bond already issued, but 
to allow outstanding bonds to be payable in the same kind of 
money in which they were payable when issued. By the inser- 
tion of a semicolon, or by error in punctuation, this bill has been 
made to read somewhat differently from what was the intention 
of the Committee on Territories and of the parties who drafted 
the bill. For my own part 1 will say on behalf of the Territory 
of New Mexico that we favor the amendment which has been pro- 
posed. With that amendment the bill is acceptable to us. 

Mr. COX. I should like to propound to the gentleman this 
question: Suppose a bond is issued payable, principal and inter- 
est, in gold, and suppose suit is brought upon that bond in any 
court, what character of judgment would the gentleman, if he 
were sitting as a judge, render on that bond? 

Mr. CATRON. The judgment, of coarse, would be a judg- 
ment payable in gold,as I understand. But I am not advocating 
anything of that kind in this case. 

Mr, COX. I understand the gentleman is not; but the point I 


| 
| 


| able in gold. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 11, 
want to draw out is this: Under the construction which the ¢ 
tleman adopts, a judgment of that kind, if rendered in one eon, 
must be discharged in gold, while in another case it migh;} 
dischargeable in legal-tender money. 

Mr. CATRON. So far as New Mexico is concerned, we ar 
asking for any bond on which a judgment could be rend>re) | 

On the contrary, the amendment which the gent 
man from Tennessee has proposed provides that ‘hese bonds s 
be payable only in lawful money of the United St ites. 

Mr. COX. Iam in accord with the amendment. 

Mr. CATRON. And the amendment is acceptable to us: 
agree to it. 

Mr. COX. But the point I wish to bring out is this: Supp 
bond is by its terms payable in gold, and suit is brought upon 
that bond, what kind of a judgment is the court going to render 
in such a case? 

Mr. CATRON. AsIsaid before, my opinion is that the cow 
would have to render a judgment payable in gold, if the bon is 
by its terms so payable. That is my nnderstanding of the « 
sion of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. COX. Ido not agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, in bringing forward this bill pe 
ting the refunding of the indebtedness of New Mexico and « 


rmite 
+ 


her 
Territories, and providing the necessary machinery for that pur- 
pose, I did not suppose that it would precipitate in any way a dis- 
cussion upon the standards of value at present orin the past. Th’s 


bill proposes simply to permit New Mexico and other Territorics 
to refund already existing bonded indebtedness running at various 
rates of interest and for various periods. The bill does not author- 
ize the issuing of a single new bond or an increase of the indebted- 
ness of any Territory. Nor does it undertake to legalize any bond 
heretofore issued. It simply permits the refunding by the Terri- 
tories of already existing bonds into bonds running fora long term 
and at low rates of interest. The rate of interest at which these 
bonds can be refunded by the Territories is the lowest rate at which 
any single issue of bonds has been made by New Mexico or any 
any other Territory. In this refunding no bond can be issued 
bearing a rate of interest higher than 4 per cent. 

The advantage to be enjoyed from this bill is that if it be passed 
there will be one uniform refunding law for those Territori 
the bonds will have greater credit for refunding; they can be 
refunded at this low rate of interest; all the machinery is pro- 
vided by which the refunding can take place, and provision is 
made for the imposing and collecting of taxes for the payment of 
the principal and interest. The bonds may run fifty years; the 
bill provides that after they have run forty years, at which time 
it is presumed the Territory will be in condition to pay them off, 
then payment shall be provided fer the principal by paying one- 
tenth of the principal each year, which, at the expiration of the 
ten years, will liquidate the whole amount and pay off the bonded 
indebtedness of the Territory. 

The committee in the preparation of the bill fully and closely 
and carefully followed the provisions of the bill that passed Con- 
gress and was approved on the 25th day of June, 1890, authorizing 
the refunding of the Territorial, county, municipal, school, and 
district indebtedness of the Territory of Arizona. The provisions 


| of the bill are substantially the provisions of that bill, which was 





then discussed in Congress and approved; and I am authorized to 
say by,the representative of the people of Arizona on this floor 
that the practical workings of this piece of legislation in Arizona 
has been for the benefit of the people. This allows the negotiation 
of bonds at a lower rate of interest than ever before; but there 
was, of course, one provision in the bill for Arizona which had to 
be regarded, because the bonds had already been refunded and the 
refunding bonds issued. It is provided in the act to which I have 
referred that such bonds should bear interest at a rate to be fixed 
by said loan commission, ‘* not exceeding 5 per cent per annum, 
which interest shall be paid in gold coin or its equivalent in law- 
ful money of the United States” 

Now, it was impossible, as far as Arizona is concerned, in thie 
Pa of this bill, not to make an exception, in view of the 
egislation already had, without repudiating or deciaring void 
the contracts which have already been entered into. Outside of 
that, it was the intention of this bill that the bonds should be paid 
in the lawful money of the United States; and the lawful money 
of the United States to-day rests upon the single gold standard, 
which the people of the United States have established, and which 
we may say at least will not be disturbed for another period o! 
four years. 

Mr. BOATNER. Unless there be an international monetary 
conference. 5 ; 

Mr. KNOX. Unless there be an international monetary con'+r- 
ence, as the gentleman from Louisiana suggests. I do not hesitate 
to say, sir, that I am more of a gold man than perhaps my fri: nd 
from Louisiana. I do not believe in an international monetary 
conference. I do not believe that it is possible, by international 
agreement or otherwise, to create or to maintain the value of any 
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commodity by law. Neither do I believe that it is within the 
power of one government, or the governments of the whole world, 
to maintain the relative value of one commodity with another. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Let me suggest to the gentleman that we 
will not need an international monetary conference. We will 
have one four years from now to determine that question for our- 
selves, and settle it for all time. 

Mr. KNOX. Possibly; but I say seriously to my friend from 
Virginia that the question is one of a single standard. If it could 
pe demonstrated that gold, by its appreciation, by the scarcity of 
its production relative to the growth of property and relative to 
the increase in the volume of business, had become, by reason of 
that scarcity, unduly appreciated in reference to the value of other 
commodities, so that private indebtedness was largely increased, | 
or doubled, then I say the time has come when it is proper to pro- | 
vide that gold shall no longer be the standaré of value, and the 
people of the country must look elsewhere for such a standard. 
But believing, as I do, that there is abundant gold in the world to | 
serve as the basis of an abundant, sound, stable, and elastic cur- | 
rency, [am uncompromisingly in favor of the single gold stand- 
ard, not only for the United States of America, but for every coun- 
try of the world that regards the commercial prosperity of the 
people and the welfare of its citizens, as well as the progress of 
civilization itself, 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman now yield to me for a question? 

Mr. KNOX. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. I want to hear how you are going to work out that | 
srocess. You issue a gold bond—— 

Mr. KNOX. Whoissues a gold bond? 

Mr. COX. The Territories. 

Mr. KNOX. Notatall. On thecontrary, the bill provides that | 
they shall not be issued. 

Mr. COX. But the interest is payable in gold. 

Mr. KNOX. No, sir; but in the lawful money of the United 
States, which is gold, and which will be gold for at least four | 
years to come, with certainty. 

Mr. COX. Well, let me see, now, how you are going to work 
out this question. You say that the interest on these bonds 

Mr. KNOX. Bonds already issued, you mean? 

Mr. COX. I mean one of the refunding bonds; that the interest 
on these bonds is to be paid in gold or its equivalent. Now, let 
us suppose a suit; how will you render judgment? 

Mr. KNOX. Of course a judgment will be rendered for the 
money value of the bond. 

Mr. COX. How many dollars? 

Mr. KNOX. That would depend upon circumstances. It will 
be according to whatever the figures are. 

Mr. COX. Well, here is a bond that promises to pay $10,000 in | 
money, and you say upon the face of it that the interest shall be 

aid in the lawful money of the United States. Now, what is to | 

your judgment in a suit for recovery? 

Mr. KNOX. You are going to get your judgment for the 
amount of it in money. 

Mr. COX. Ten thousand dollars in lawful money? 

Mr. KNOX. In money; yes. 

Mr. COX. Ten thousand dollars? 

Mr. KNOX. Yes. 

Mr. COX. Then you do not want to pay it in gold? 

Mr. KNOX. We do not provide that it shall be paid in gold. 
Our bill is to pay in the lawful money of the United States, which 
is gold. 

r. MAGUIRE. I understand the gentleman to say that he is 
in favor of gold monometallism for this country and for all coun- 
tries. 

Mr. KNOX. Gold monometallism for this country and for all 
o_o under the existing situation to-day. 1am in favor of 
that. 

Mr. BOWERS. Is not silver lawful money in the United States 
to-day—$500,000,000 of it? 

Mr. KNOX. Yes, because the Government of the United States 
is behind it to guarantee that it shall be kept on a parity with 
gold, andfor noother reason. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I understand that the gentleman is — 
to international bimetallism, and predicts that his party will pre- 
vent its establishment during the next four years. 

Mr. KNOX. I predict that the great wisdom of the Republican 





partyin arranging for the extended use of silver will probably take 
some other form than the calling of another convention of the 
nations, in view of the fact that those conventions of the nations 
have proved repeated failures in the past. The Republican party 
is wise enough and has in its ranks statesmen enough to provide 
for an enlarged use of silver upon a true basis which will give an 
enlarged use, and which can never be provided by the free coinage 
of both metals together. 

Mr.COX. As [ understand the gentleman’s answers to my ques- 
tions, his ideas and mine are the same—— 

Mr. KNOX. lam glad if we agree. 
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Mr. COX. But,now, wait a minute. 
payable in dollars? 

Mr. KNOX. Yes. 

Mr.COX. And then the judgment is discharged by legal-tender 
money? 

Mr. KNOX. Yes. 

Mr. COX. That is all right. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr.Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has fifty minutes. 

Mr. KNOX. Iwill yield to my colleague from Massachusetts 
[Mr. WALKER] ten minutes, and reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, it is true that I 


You issue these bonds, 


| said some months since on the floor of this House that there were 


certain States of this Union whose monetary system was beyond 
the reach of Congressional legislation, and it is a matter as noto- 
rious as the fact that the sun shines or that water runs, if my 
information is correct. But 1 have noticed that there is nothing 
that is susceptible of such abundant proof that it will not be 
denied by those who are infatuated with the free coinage of 


| silver. 


There are seven States in this Union where, Iam informed, 
there is scarcely an obligation that is not payable in gold; and not 
only that, but where the currency in circulation among the peo- 
ple is largely gold, and no one finds any fault about it. Those 
States are California, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, Oregon, 
But it is a curious circumstance that the rep- 
resentatives on this floor and in the Senate who come from those 
States would not only compel the rest of the Union to take a 
50-cent dollar, but they would throttle all legislation unless the 
rest of the Union will permit them to force it on us. That is 
as notorious as any truth that any man can utter. 

I do not propose to make any political speech at this time; but 
I do say that I remember very distinctly when the gentleman from 
Arizona [Mr. Smith] pleaded on this floor and made a speech 
which first and last occupied about an hour, that the Territory 
of Arizona might be allowed to issue its bonds payable in gold. 
Has it come to this, Mr. Speaker, that the Congress of the United 


| States propose to deny to any citizen the right of free contract, 
| tosay that he can not make a contract to be paid in anything 


he chooses for any obligation he takes, whether it be payment in 
cotton, or wool, or gold, or silver, or lead, or iron? What does 
this House propose? Has it come to this, that this House proposes 
to exercise a tyranny over the States and Territories and individ- 
uals, to say that they shall not be permitted to make contracts for 


| the payment of any obligations that they choose to take in any- 


thing whatever they choose to agree to accept? Mr. Speaker, it 
is against public policy to interfere with private contracts. If 
the States that I have mentioned and the citizens thereof choose 
to make gold a currency among their own people, who shall say 
them nay? What we object to is that they should force on usa 


| standard of value whichis debased when they themselves are 


abundantly protected, and our legislation can no more reach them 
than it can reach the Empire of Great Britain. 

Now, these States not only have their obligations payable in 
gold, but in their banks they have about $13,000,000 of coin; and 
of this coin only about $850,000 is in silver. They have only 
$5,000,000 in currency. And they are right and prudent in so 
keeping their money as to be provided against all contingencies, 
even the action of their own representatives; and when these 
things are denied on this floor they must be denied in a Pickwickian 
sense. There is some substance in their denial that every obliga- 
tion in those States is not expressed in gold, but the percentage 
not expressed in gold is so small that it does not materially affect 
the general results. 

I certainly hope that this House will defeat the amendment, for 
these Territories begged and pleaded that they might be allowed 
to issue their bonds payable in gold. They were permitted to issue 
them payable in gold, and they ought to have the right, and it 
ought to be embodied in the bill that they should have the right, 
to refund them in gold. 

Mr. KNOX. Lyield ten minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, 
as one of the few sound-money Democrats in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, I propose to say a few words about the amendment 
which has been offered by the distinguished gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. McMILLIN]. TheStateof New York, a part of which 
I have the honor to represent, has already declared that it is for 
sound money. The Democratic party of the State of New York 
in June last, at its State convention at Saratoga, declared itself 
for the maintenance of the existing gold standard; and under the 
instructions then and there given | was sent as a delegate to the 
national convention at Chicago. It matters not what took place 
at Chicago. I do not propose to discuss the platform of that mis- 
guided convention before this House to-day. 

Mr. TERRY. What did your State do at the State convention 
in September? 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 


At the so-called State conven- 


tion held at Buffalo, in September, the Democratic party of the 
State of New York repudiated or rejected the sound-money prin- 
ciples which it had advocated for fifty years anterior; but if a 
party choo to go back upon its principles, it is my view that 
those who belong to that party can not be bound by the national 
convention. - 

Now, Iask members of the majority, the men who control this 
House, to vote down this amendment, because I say if you tol- 
erate it, it will be considered by the country at large as a dec- 


laration in favor of silver or of soft money. It will be held to be 
a declaration against the maintenance of theexisting gold standard. 
Why. gentlemen, look at the report of the committee and see what 
they tell us. That this is a measure to make the funding laws, or 
the laws providing for the refunding of the debts of the various 
Territories, conform to the law of 1891, passed by Congress in ref- 
erence to the Territory of Arizona. These are the words in the 
report: 

This bill adapts generally to all the Territories the funding act of Arizona, 
passed by Congress in 1891. 

That is the statement of the committee. They tell us that this 
general law is drawn in conformity to the law of 1891; and what 
has the law of 1891 provided for? It provides for the payment of 
these bonds, the bonds of the Territory of Arizona, in what? In 
gold or its equivalent. Not in gold alone, but in the equivalent of 
gold. And thank God, to-day, gentlemen, the silver and the paper 
of this country remain the equivalent of gold. Now, the gentle- 
man from Tennessee proposes to insert an amendment. He can 
not change the law about Arizona. He can not deprive the people 
of Arizona of the right to have gold bonds, to have bonds payable, 

rincipal and interest, in gold or its equivalent; but he proposes 
bo take from the other Territories the right to have any gold bonds 
at any time; not leaving it optional whether they shall have gold 
or its equivalent. 

Mr. BOATNER. 
there? 

Mr. 


Will the gentleman yield to me for a question 


BARTLETT of New York. In one moment-—— 


Mr. BOATNER. ‘Will the gentleman yield to me for a question 
there? 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I will yield to the gentleman. 


Mr. BOATNER. When the bill recites that the bonds shall be 
payable in lawful money of the United States, does not that mean 


gold or its equivalent, at least so long as the present party is in | 


power? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. My answer to that, Mr. Speaker 
and gentlemen, is that these words ‘‘interest shall be paid semi- 
annually in gold or its equivalent in lawful money” mean that it 
ean be paid either in gold or in any form of money that is the 
absolute equivalent of gold. Why insert this amendment if it is 
not for an insidious purpose? Why provide that the principal 
and interest of the bonds funded under this act shall be payable 
in any lawful money of the United States, except the Arizona 
bonds heretofore described? They are payable in gold or its 
equivalent, and after providing for their payment in gold or its 
equivalent, we provide for another class of bonds which shall not 
be payable in gold or the equivalent of gold. What does that 
mean, gentlemen? It means repudiation in the future, if it be 

ossible. It means to deprive these people and these Territories 
of the right to issue gold bonds; and I say to you, gentlemen of 
the majority, that if you do not vote down this amendment, you 
will adopt a very hazardous course, a course which will not be 
satisfactory to the sound-money people of this country. 

Mr. KNOX. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I regret that this financial question 
should have been injected into this debate. These Territories 
desire the privilege of refunding their bonds. By a clerical error 
a provision has been inserted in this bill which was not intended 
by the committee or by the framers of the bill, by which the inter- 
est on all of the bonds is required to be paid in gold, the principal 
being payable in ‘‘lawfulmoney.” Itis simply a matter of getting 
a@ punctuation mark in the wrong place. 

Now, we have seen too many good bills run ashore and wrecked 
on the silver coast to be willing to send another bill out of this 
House into that same rocky and dangerous sea, and there is no 
need whatever of our embarrassing the Territories in that way. 
I recollect very well that in 1891 the gentleman then representing 
Arizona, who was a very radical free-silver man, explained to 
this House that his Territory was paying 10 per cent on its war- 
rants and wanted to borrow money to pay them off, and found 
that it could borrow at 8 per cent on currency bonds or at 5 per 
cent upon gold bonds, and he insisted upon Congress granting his 
Territory the privilege of issuing $75,000 of gold bonds, so as to 

et the benefit of the lowest rate of interest. The bonds of these 

erritories are now out, and the question is simply about refund- 
ing them. It was the intention of the committee that the Arizona 





bonds, the interest of which is payablein gold, should continue 
be payable in gold, but by an error the bill now provides that 
interest on the bonds of New Mexico, which is payable in 

ful money,” shall also be payable in gold. At present nei 
principal nor interest is being paid upon most of those bonds. 
the holders are glad to refund them for bonds payable in “ la 
money.” They prefer to do that and get 4 per cent rather | 
to have the annie nominally drawing 8 per cent and get noth 

Now we, by going into the financial question on this bill, 
placing these Territories where they will be unable to get the 
ple relief they ask for. The only question here is whethe: 
shall allow Arizona to refund her gold-interest bonds wit) 
bonds, and allow New Mexico to refund her lawful-money | 
with lawful-money bonds at a lower rate of interest; and i 
can get the money at 4 per cent—and the bill expressly proy 
that not more than that shall be paid—certainly she could noi 
it at a lower rate if the bonds were payable in diamonds, Sv 
insisting on retaining this clerical mistake, we shall defea: 
object of this legislation. The amendment of the gentleman {1.2 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] will simply conform to the wisl 
the people of the Territory and enable them to refund their | 
at about one-half the present rate of interest; and they sh 
not be embarrassed in that work by any views that we may e1 
tain upon the silver question, which is not involved here at «ll, 
and should not be. 

Mr. COX. Under this proposed bill, if it becomes a law 
the character of the bonds of the Territories be changed at 
to their payment? 

Mr. LACEY. If the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Tennessee is adopted, then the new bonds will be curr 
bonds to replace old currency bonds, and the new gold-inter 
bonds will replace the old gold-interest bonds, and the status , 
will be precisely maintained, except that the rates of interest \ 
be reduced about one-half. 

Mr. COX. Take, for instance, the New Mexico bonds, whic! 
are payable in legal-tendermoney. When you refund them, wha 
point is gained?. 

Mr. LACEY. Iwill explain. Those bonds were issued under 
various laws, and for a variety of purposes, and questions of form 
have arisen and other questions, and by adopting a uniform sys- 
tem of bonds to be issued by a commission, all being carefully 
drawn in the same form, the bonds will be given currency. At 
present they are not current and can not be sold. At present 
Territories have ceased to pay interest upon them, and by this 
legislation they will be relieved of the necessity of paying 7 or 3 
per cent, and it will be better both for the Territories upon the 
one hand and for the holders of the bonds upon the other, to give 
authority to the Territories to make these contracts. Now. as I 
have already said, we ought not to embarrass this question by 
bringing up the issues of the campaign of 1896 and fighting them 
over here again, and sending the same question to the other end 
of the Capitol to be there dcknted, to the prevention of the relief 
asked for by these Territories, which are already loaded with all 
that they can bear. 

Mr.COX. Isthere any question as to the legality of these bonds? 

Mr. KNOX. None at all. 

Mr. LACEY. 1donot understand that there is any question as 
to the legality of the bonds, but the Territories have lain dow 
under the weight of the interest. It is like the case of a land 
who has his land rented at $5 an acre and gets no rent because 
is more than his tenant can pay, but changes the rate to $2.5) an 
acre and afterwards gets his rent every year. The burden of | 
existing rates of interest is more than the Territories can bear, 
but they will be able to pay the amount that these reduced rates 
would impose upon them. 

Mr. OGDEN. Asa matter of information, I should like to know 
what is approximately the amount of the indebtedness of the '! 
ritories of Arizona and New Mexico—what is the amount | 
will be involved? 

Mr. LACEY. I prefer that the Delegate from New Mexico 
CaTRON] or the gentleman in charge of this bill [Mr. Knox} should 
answer the gentleman's question, as they doubtless have more 
curate information than I have. 

Mr. OGDEN. We have had no statement as to whether ts 
indebtedness is $100,000 or a million dollars or $10,000,000.‘ 
should like to know something as to the amount. bs 

Mr. LACEY. Lyield back my time to the gentleman who kin‘'y 
yielded to me. 

Mr. KNOX. The indebtedness of Arizona at the present ti! 
as appeared in the report filed here upon the admission of Ariz. 
asa State, is about $3,000,000, about half of which, as I uncer- 
stand, has already been refunded. The indebtednessof the Terr- 
tory of New Mexico is between $800,000 and $900,000; and if we 
include the indebtedness of the different counties and cities, there 
must be added about $900,000 more. The indebtedness of Ok’ :- 
homa is very small. The bonded indebtedness of that Territory 
is now less than $50,000. There were, however, outstanding 4% 
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the time the report was filed, during this session of Congress, dif- 
ferent warrants to the amount of about §150,000, which will prob- 
» have to be provided for by the issue of bonds. 


¥. r. McMILLIN. But the figures stated by the gentleman do 
not indicate the limit of the amount which this bill may possibly 
involve, because it provides for refunding not only existing indebt- 
edness, but also future indebtedness. 


Mr. KNOX. Certainly. I am simply answering the question 
of t .e gentleman [Mr. OGDEN] who wanted to know the present 
indebtedness. ay ; ail ; 

ir. BOATNER. Does not this bill provide additional remedies 
fi - the collection of taxes to secure the payment of these bonds? 

Mr. KNOX. As the gentleman from New Mexico has stated, 


the bill includes the same provision which in 1890 was enacted | 


with reference to Arizona, creating the auditor and other officers, 
a board of equalization, and providing the necessary machinery 
for refunding. The machinery provided in this bill is not differ- 
ent from that authorized by Congress for Arizona, where, I am 
informed, it has worked well in practice, saving the people there 
a great deal in interest. ee 

‘Mr. BOATNER. Does this bill supersede the existing laws of 
the Territory providing for the assessment and collection of taxes 
for the payment of these bonds? 

Mr. KNOX. Not atall. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Arizona {Mr. Murpuy}. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, in 1891 it was deemed 
advisable by the officers of Arizona to come to Congress tosecure, 
if possible, a funding law whereby the indebtedness of the Terri- 
torv—Territorial, county, municipal, and school district—could 
be funded into a general bond bearing a lower rate of interest 
than the bonds previously issued. Congress upon our application 
assed a law which in its original form made the principal of the 
aa payable in lawful money and the interest payable annually 
in gold coin. When the negotiation of those bonds was under- 
taken, some question was raised in regard to the interest being 
payable annually, and our people applied to Congress to have the 
interest made payable semiannually. An amendatory bill being 
introduced for that purpose, the question arose whether thisinterest 
should be made payable in gold coin or in lawful money. The 
original law required that the interest be paid in gold coin. 

The bill as passed by the House—the passage of the measure 
being advocated by my predecessor—followed in th’, respect the 
lanvuage of the original law, it being believed that with a provi- 
sion for the payment of the interest in gold coin we could nego- 
tiate the securities more easily than otherwise. The bill as passed 
by the House went to the Senate, where it created a great deal of 
discussion; and having.been amended by the Senate, it went into 
conference. The advocates of silver money claimed that the inter- 
est should be made payable in lawful money; that the provision 
of the original law making the interest payable in gold was a mis- 
take. Lcame here at that time as a representative of the Territory; 
and going before the conference committee, of which Senator 
FAULKNER was chairman, I pleaded that the amendment did not 
in any sense change in this respect the provision of the original law, 
which required the interest to be paid in gold coin; that our appli- 
cation had been simply to make the interest payable semiannually 
instead of annually, as we believed that in this form the bonds 
could be more easily negotiatied. Senator FAULKNER then said 


the Senate; so that, as the bill then passed, the only change which 
it made in the original law was the change from annual interest 
to semiannual interest. From that day to this the law has 
remained in that form. 

This bill proposes to adapt the Arizona law to all the Territories, 
making its provisions general. That law has worked very well in 
Arizona. It has resulted in saving annually $45,000 to $70,000. 
Whether the interest on these bonds be made payable in gold or 
in lawful money makes no difference to me. But as the House 
has drifted into this monetary discussion, I take the floor for the 
purpose of stating that the original law with respect to Arizona, 
passed in 1891 without discussion or opposition, made the princi- 
pal of our bonds payable in lawful money, and the interest pay- 
able in gold coin annually; and the amendatory act made no other 
change in the original law than to make the interest payable semi- 
annually instead of annually. If at this late day it be deemed nec- 
essary by the House to change the law so as to make both the 

rincipal and the interest of these bonds payable in lawful money, 

have personally no objection. My only object was to correct a 
misunderstanding as to the provision of the law with respect to 
our Territory. I think that the law, which we have found to work 
Well, would operate very advantageously if applied to the other 
Territories. 

Mr. KNOX. If the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. MeMrti1] will now use his time, I will, at the close of his 
temarks, say what little I wish to say in conclusion. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








} 


| 
} 


| payable exclusively in gold. 


| silver on a parity with gold—to remonetize it—and to maintain it 


| brought to its proper condition. 
that if the nereeogm| act did not change the original law in this | 
respect, there was no reason for insisting upon the amendment of | 
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Mr. McMILLIN. I yield six minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Swanson}. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, in this discussion gentlemen on 
this side of the House. as on the other side, who do not believe in 
making contracts payable in gold have been subjected to more or 
less ridicule. I wish to state distinctly what animates 


. : - us In Ob- 
jecting to the provision of this bill and in opp 


‘ osing a proposition to 
make, so far as the power of this Governinent is concerned. any 
obligation in thiscountry payable in gold. Itis plain, Mr. Speaker, 
why the silver men are opposed to this policy. It seems to me 
that you gentlemen on the other side, and those of you on this 

| side who believe in a gold standard, and who believe. claim 

| to believe, in keeping up the present greenback circulation, the 
silver notes, and the silver certificates already in circulation on 


| a uniform basis, so that every dollar shall be equal to every other 


! 1 


dollar, should also.be opposed to the Government ever givi 
approval to a contract payable absolutely and solely in gold 

Our currency is at present composed of the greenbacks. the 
Sherman notes, the silverggertiticates, and silver. You people 
have promised to keep all Meat ata parity. But, Mr. Speaker, 
it is manifestly utterly impossible to do so, if you make renewed 
demands for gold coin, or make your obligations and contracts 
Suppose for a moment you allowed 
all of the municipal bonds of the country, the railroad bonds, the 
State bonds, and the Federal bonds to be made payable solely in 


| gold, and the interest also in gold, then it is evident that to that 


extent you create a demand for gold, and you must provide that 
much more of gold to meet your obligations. Consequently you 
keep up and make higher the premium which is already existing 
upon gold. So, if you gentlemen are determined not to retire the 
greenbacks or destroy them, or if you are determined to keep sil- 
ver and silver certificates in circulation, and to utilize the national 
banking currency, and use all of them as money upon an equality, 
then the obligation of the Government is to treat all this money 
exactly alike, and permit no discrimination, so far at least as the 
contracts of the Government and its legislation are concerned. 

Now, we silver people are determined to do what we can to put 
there. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Barrier] has seen 
proper, in the limited time accorded to him, to criticise the s#iver 
Democrats as having abandoned the previous policy of that party. 
But who are the judges as to what is Democracy and what is the 
policy of the party? This Administration, backed by the gentle- 
man from New York and others, appealed to the great toiling, 
laboring masses of the Democracy of the Union, and we met at 
Chicago to determine who represented Democracy in the United 
States; and what was the result? Mr. Speaker, he met there his 
Waterloo. For the honor of the Democracy I may assert that it 
has taken a determined, a courageous, and an advanced stand on 
the financial and the silver question, and it proposes, Mr. Speaker, 
to beat noretreat. Weare determined, so far as we are concerned, 
to do nothing to increase the demand for gold by making contracts 
payable in gold, if we can prevent it. 

As we look at the question, we believe that the low prices pre- 
vailing result from the great demand for gold the world over. 
We believe that prices can not be restored to their normal condi- 
tion if gold is not cut down—the demand for it reduced—and it is 
Whenever you make a contract 
payable in gold, to that extent you simply create a new demand 
for gold, and the price is increased the world over, and to that 


| extent, of course, you increase the premium on gold and mark the 


depreciation of other property in the exact proportion. 

These views, Mr. Speaker, briefly stated, animate us and make 
us consistent in our determination, so far as we are concerned, to 
give no countenance as members of this Government to gold con- 
tracts, thus creating the demand for it and making that demand 
greater than it is. 

How can you who believe in the greenback circulation, w 
lieve in silver certificates and notes and in the national banking 
system, lend your countenance to a Government contract that tends 


tT ho be- 


| to depreciate or degrade silver, greenbacks, or silver certificat: 
If you are honest in your declarations that you will keep up the 


present currency at a parity, the only way to prove that fact is to 
create an equal parity, and not give a preference to any one char- 
acter of money now in circulation in the United States. And the 
policy, the course that this Administration has pursued, creating 
a greater demand for gold, has succeeded in putting it at times at 
a premium over greenbacks, silver certificates, and silver notes, 
That has been done in the three or four years since the Administra- 
tion limited the sale of bonds absolutely for gold. People who 
wanted to get into the bond syndicates, who wanted to secure their 
bonds cheap, had to procure gold prices in order to enable them t: 
do so, and there never was a bond sold by the Administration in 
which you have not seen gold ata premium in New York—persons 
naying a premium on the gold in order to get the bonds at the 
reduced price the Government had to sell them for. 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, I will only read one or twoothevs. It » ikeg 
no difference which one I pick up, for they are all the sanyo in 
effect: : 
P. A. LARGEY, President. C. H. PALMER, Vice-Py¢si,j, t 

T. M. HopGEns, Cashier. = 
STATE SAVINGS BANK. 
[Paid in capital, $100,000.00.] 
BuTrTe, Mont., Marci: 


DEAR Sir: As pay in your favor of the 28th ultimo, Iinclose hepa, th 
form of notes used by this bank. 4 
Yours, respectfully, 

















Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to that policy. I am opposed to any 
policy which proposes to separate our currency by promoting one 
and discrediting the other, and for that reason I am in favor of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. lyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Montana [Mr. HARTMAN]. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I regret that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WaALKER]—who I see now enters the 
Chamber and therefore my regrets on that score are withdrawn— 
I notice the question of alleged fact that was asserted by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts in his speech of a few moments ago, 
which is but a repetition of a similar misstatement of fact made 
by that gentleman in a speech delivered in this body on the 7th 
day of last February, and which is found on page 1472 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. At that time I called his attention to 
the misstatement in the following language. I read from the 
Recorp. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] 


T. M. HODGENS., r 
Hon. CuAs. S. HARTMAN, P 


Washington, D. C. 





BuTTE, MONTANA, 


$ 
~ after date, without grace, for value received, we, or cither of 
us, promise to pay to the 


STATE SAVINGS BANK OF BUTTE, MONTANA, 











or order, - 











; : * : a dollars, negotiable and payable at the State Savings Bank of 

gave utterance to these words, referring to the ‘‘ silver States: Butte, Montana, with — per cent interest per month from date unt)! paia. 
on : : . = : : : oe both before and after jelgment, and five per cent attorney's fees if suit be 
There is not a single one of those Statg 1 which every time obligation is instituted on this note. Interest payable monthly. 

not practically written in gold; principamand interest are made payable in = 

gold. ; me 
To that statement I made the following reply: No. Due , 189-. ae 
I desire to interrupt the gentleman. I can not speak for California, but I Mr. Speaker, I will ask permission to print in the Recorn the 

say that the gentleman’s statement is absolutely incorrect as to the State 


letters and notes, in substantiation of my statement that not q 
single one of the obligations in that State is made payable in gold, 
and therefore that the statement of the gentleman from \assa- 
chusetts [Mr. WALKER] falls to the ground. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous 
consent to print with his remarks the documents to which he hag 
referred. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 

AARON HERSHFIELD, President. PIERRE WIBAUX, Vice-P 
Leo. C. HARMON, Cashier. 
THE STATE NATIONAL BANK. 
(5015.] 
MILEs City, Mont., March | 


DEAR SiR: Complying with your request of the 28th ultimo, I ha: 
herewith one of our blank notes, such as we use in the general 
business. 

We make none of our obligations payable in gold. 


Very respectfully, 
LEO. C. HARMON, (« 
Hon. CHARLES S. HARTMAN, M. C., 


Washington, D. C. 
MILEs City, MONTANA, 


from which I hail. Our notes are not made payable in gold; they are payable 
in lawful money of the United States. 


Upon the repetition of his misstatement by the gentleman from 
Feessachusetts [Mr. WALKER], I rose to again deny it, but was 
denied the right by the gentleman, as appears upon that page. 
Some two or three days afterwards an interview appeared in the 
New York Commercial Advertiser, in which the following lan- 
guage was used by the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
N ALKER]: 


There is not an obligation of any name or nature made in these seven 
States that is not payable in gold; and if merchants, manufacturers, and 
traders the country over will adopt the same plan in all the obligations they 
receive or give, and in all other transactions, it would be the most practical 
solution of the whole matter. 

Those who heard the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALKER] a moment ago know that he reiterated the same state- 
ment, nearly twelve months having elapsed since he had notice 
that it was at least questioned. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALKER] suggests that that denial is made in a Pickwickian 
sense. I want him to distinctly understand that it is not; but I 
submit, and I think I will demonstrate before I get through, that 
his statement was made in a Gulliverian sense, 

Mr. Chairman, after that statement was made, I wrote to fifteen 
or sixteen of the leading banks of my State, stating that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] had made this state< 
ment, and asking them what the truth was. I hold in my hand 
fifteen letters, signed by the cashiers or presidents of fifteen of 
the largest banks in my State, transacting the greatest amount of 
business, and I will read one or two of them. I can not read all 
of them, and I think that even this House, gold standard as it is, 
will admit that the cashiers of those respective banks know almost 
as much about the character of their obligations as the gentleman 
from Massachusetts |[Mr. WALKER], who has furnished more mis- 
information tv the world on this question than all the rest of the 
House of Representatives put together. [Laughter.] I read the 
first letter that I happen to pick out from this bundle of letters 














. after date, for value received, —— promise to pay to th: 
the STATE NATIONAL BANK, of Miles City, Montana, the sum of 
payable at said bank, with interest at the rate of — per annum from 
until paid, and with attorney’s fees, in addition to costs, should the h 
obliged to enforce payment at law. 


No. 


When due ——. — 








E. H. TaLcoTtT, President. W. D. Evwis, Vice-President. J.C. Vu 
Cashier. D. A. McCaw, Assistant Cashier. 

THE NATIONAL PARK BANK. 

(Capital, $100,000. Surplus, $13,000. ] 
LIVINGSTON, MONT., March |, 15%. 
DEAR Sir: Your favor of the 2thinstant, relating to statement of Congres 
man WALKER vegarding obligations in this State being made payab! 
is received. This statement is absolutely false. In my experience 0! t\ 
years in this State I have yet to see the first oBligation, made by 
residing in the State, demanding and a eg | in such obligat r con 
lank form of note used b 

















tract its payment in gold. I herewith inclose 
which I have: this = - _ ane course of business. With kind regards, 
ery truly, yours, 
O. K. Lewis, President. CHARLES C. RUEGER, Vice-President. pe E. H. TALCOTT, Pr 
FAYETTE HARRINGTON, Cashier. Hon. C. 8. HARTMAN, Washington, D. C. 
(4283, ] N LIVINGSTON, MONTANA, 
283. 0. - ee 
— SUT RT r ~ ae after date, for value received, we jointly : 
THE SILVER BOW N ATION AL BANK erally promise to pay to the order of the National Park bau 
Or BUTTE ¢ ITY. Amount, s : it =a 
[Capital, $100,000.] THE NATIONAL PARK BANK, LIVINGSTON, MO 
Butre City, Mont., March 9, 1896. —, dollars, with interest at one — per cent per mon 
DEAR Sir: In reply to your favor of February 28, as to obligations in this date, until paid, and with $ attorney’s fees, in adi 
State being payable in gold, I would say I have been in the banking and loan- Du other costs, in case the holder enforces payment at law 
ing business in Montana over twenty years and never saw a note written in 8, = 


the State payable in gold. 
Iinclose herewith one of our blank notes, which we use constantly. 
Yours, truly, 


G.H. ADAMS, President. FreD. LANGERMAN, Vice-President. W.C.W ii?! 
Cashier. R.E. WEBSTER, Assistant Cashier. 
(No. 4586. Capital, $50,000.] 
THE FIRST NATIONAL BANK. 


KALISPELL, Mont., Marci 
DEAR SIR: meptying te your favor of the 28th ultimo, I beg to stat 
far as my observation has gone the facts are that in local loans the sti 
money payment is simply “lawful money,”’ but on Eastern money 
here the stipulation has almost generally been for “‘gold"’ payment. | 
sample of note used by us, as requested. Stay with them. 


You 
= W. C. WHipps, Ce 


FAYETTE HARRINGTON, Cashier. 
Hon. CHARLES 8S. HARTMAN, Washington, D. C. 


The blank note referred to in the letter is appended, as follows: 


$——_— ButtTe Crry, MonTANA, 
———- ———- after date, we, or either of us, promise to pay 
THE SILVER BOW NATIONAL BANK OF BUTTE CITY, 


or order, dollars for value received, negotiable and payable without 
defalcation or discount at The Silver Bow National Bank of Butte City, with 
interest at the rate of — per cent per month from date until paid. 

Interest payable i 

No. ——. 

Due . 





—, 189-. 

















—- 





Hon. CHAs. §. HARTMAN, 
Washington, D. C. 

















1897. 





KALISPELL, MONTANA, ——— -—, 189-. 
after date promise to pay to the order of —— — dollars, for 
value received, payable at the First NATIONAL BANK of KALISPELL, MONT., 
with interest from maturity at the rate of yer cent per annum until paid. 

per And further agree that in the event of a suit to enforce the collection 
of this note, a reasonable counsel fee, to be fixed and determined by the court, 
shall be added to and form a part of the judgment as damages. 

No. 

Due 


$———- 














w. A. CLARK. J. Ross CLARK. 
W. A. CLARK & BROTHER, 
Bankers. 
Butte City, Mont., March 5, 1896. 

DEAR Str: Your favor of the 2th ultimo received and all noted. I have 
been cashier of this above bank since 1887, and have been with the house since 
November, 1876, and never, to my knowledge, has a note or a legal instru- 
ment for this firm of any kind been made in which the words * payable in 
gold” appeared. In all mortgages, notes, etc., wherein nature or kind of 
money to be paid is mentioned, it has been, and is at present, the custom to 
use the words “lawful money of the United States.” 

You will please find herein a blank note that we are using every day in our 
business; in fact, it is practically the same form used since the establishment 
of this bank, in March, 1877. ; 

I beg to congratulate you on your position on bimetallism, and hope you 
may win. 

Respectfully, yours, 
ALEX. J. JOHNSTON, Cashier. 

Hon. CHARLES S. HARTMAN, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

— ButTre City, MONTANA, —— —_ 189-. 

ein after date, without grace, for value received, we or either of 
us, promise to Rey, to the order of W. A. CLARK & BROTHER, a copartnership 
composed of W. A. Clark and J. Ross Clark, ——— dollars, negotiable and 
payable at their banking house in Butte City, Montana, with — per cent in- 
terest per month from date until paid, both before and after judgment, and 
five per cent attorney's fees if suit be instituted on this note. Interest pay- 
able monthly. 





Due —, 189-. . 








No. 


HrnaM KNOWLES. President. JAMES A. TALBOTT, Vice-President. 
ANDREW J. DAVIs, Cashier. 
THE FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF BUTTE. 
BuTre, Mont., March 6, 1896. 

Dear Sir: Your letter of the 28th received. We inclose copy of note used 
by this bank. We have always accepted payment in current funds or what- 
ever kind of money is rendered. We have never taken a note payable to the 
bank reading ** Payable in gold coin." We pay all of our certificates of deposit 
in current funds. 

Yours, truly, 


ANDREW J. DAVIS, Cashier. 
Hon. CHARLES 8S. HARTMAN, 
Care House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
$-—. Butte City, Monr., » 189-. 
-- __——. after date, without grace, ——, or either of us, promise to pay 
to THe First NATIONAL BANK OF BUTTE, or order, the sum of - dollars, 
for value received, with interest at the rate of — per cent per month from 
date until paid. And —— further agree that in the event of a suit to enforce 
collection of this note a reasonable attorney's fee, to be fixed and deter- 
mined by the court, shall be added to and form a part of the judgment. 


No. . 
Due es, 


B. F. Wuire, President. 























HOWARD SEBREE, Vice-President. 
OTHo KLEMM, Cashier. 
[3120.} 
FIRST NATIONAL BANK. 
(Capital and surplus, $100,000. ] 
DILLON, Mont., March 4, 1896. 
to your circular letter of February 28 ultimo, I 
herewith inclose the blank form of note used by this bank in making loans, 
and also one used by an “investment company " which we run in connection 
with the banking business, and doing business in Montana and Idaho. 

Permit me to say, in connection with the subject-matter of your letter, 
that we are willing, always, to accept any kind of ee in payment of these 
obligations which the Government recognizes as such, whether it be gold 
silver, legal-tender notes, national-bank notes, or the at present discrec¢ ited 
silver certificates. Under existing laws, or rather the ree seeeee placed 
upon them by the present “ hoodoo’ Administration, these obligations would 
no doubt call for gold in payment, but if we were to exact the paymentin that 
metal, with the whole world scrambling for it and our own Government 
paying a premium on it, not one in ten of them would ever, in fact, be paid, 
for it would be impossible for creditors to do so. I do not believe a single 
bank in Montana or Idaho uses the word “gold” in any of the obligations 
taken for money loaned. 

Very truly, 


My Dear Stir: Eotering 


B. F. WHITE, President. 
Hon. CHARLEs S. HARTMAN, Washington. 














} : —, 189-. 
On or before -——- -after date, I, we, or either of us, promise to 
fey to the order of Tae IDAnO INVESTMENT Co., LIMITED, dol- 
rs, value received, negotiable and payable at the First National Bank 
of Dillon, Montana, with interest from ——— until paid, at the rate of — 


rcent per month, and also a reasonable attorney's fee for collection, 
ee suit shall be commenced to enforce the collection of this note. 

0. js ° 
Du ——, cations : 
P. O. ——. 


DILLon, Monr., —, 189-. 
after date, I, we, or either of us, promise to pay to THE FIRST 
NATIONAL BANK, of Dillon, Montana, or order, dollars, for value re- 














The Idaho Invest- 
ment Co., Limited. 





| 




















ceived, negotiable and payable at said bank in Dillon, with interest thereon 
from date until paid, both before and after maturity, at the rate of — per 
cent per month. 

No. ‘ 

Due —, 


—— 


P.O, es, 
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GOLD. T. CurRTIs, President. J. T. ARMINGTON, Vice-President. 
H. H. MATTESON, Cashier 
THE FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF GREAT FALLS. 
Capital, $200,000. Surplus, $25,000 
GREAT FALLS, MonT., March 12, 1 
DEAR Str: We have received your letter of February 28, and beg to say 


that the statement made by Mr. Joseru H. WALKER. of Massachusetts, that 
obligations made in the seven Western States referred to is fal 
particular—at least so far as Montana is concerned rhe facts in the case 
are that there is no stipulation as to what kind of money notes and mort- 
gages in the State of Montana shall be paidin. We inclose herewith a blank 
note used in this bank, and also generally in use all over the State 

Very truly, yours, 






in every 





G. T. CURTIS, Pr ent. 
Hon. CHARLES S. HARTMAN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
$—_.. GREAT FALLS, MONTANA, 1S9-. 
—— after date, we, or either of us, promise to pay to the order of 


the First NATIONAL BANK, dollars, for value received. Negotiable 
and payable at the First National Bank, in Great Falls, Montana. with inter- 
est at the rate of — per cent per month from maturity until paid, and rea- 
sonable attorney's fees. 

The makers and endorsers. hefeby waive presentment, demand, protest, 





and notice thereof. . 
No. a Disc’t am — 
Due ——— ——, 189- —, 
P. O. 


A. HERSHFIELD, Vice-President. 
HuGH CAMERON, Assistant Cashier. 
[No. 3375.) 
FIRST NATIONAL BANK. 
[Capital and surplus, $260,000. | 
WHITE SULPHUR SPRINGS, MonT., March 6, 1896. 
DEAR Sir: Replying to your request of the 26th instant, we inclose a sam- 
ple of the instruments that we both give and accept as evidences of debt or 
obligation, in none of which is the kind of money in which they are to be paid 
stipulated, nor have we noticed anything other than as above stated in any 
matters passing through our hands. 
Respectfully, 


JOHN PoTTeR, President. 
Woop, Cashier. 


Jas. Ty 


JAS. T. WOOD, Cashier, 
Hon. CHARLES S. HARTMAN, M. C., 


Washington, D. C 








+-—- WHITE SULPHUR SPRINGS, MONTANA, — , 189-, 
—_—— after date —— preaans to pay to the order of James T. Wood, 
cashier, dollars, for value received, payable at the First NATIONAL 


BANK, WHITE SULPHUR SPRINGS, MONTANA, with interest from maturity at 
the rate of twelve per cent per annum until paid. 


No. 


Due —_—. . 








First NATIONAL BANK, 
3——- White Sulphur Springs, Montana, 189 
_ — ha- deposited in this tank 
able to the order of ——— 
endorsed. 
Certificate of deposit not subject to check. 


No. - 


A. B. HAMMOND, 








dollars, incurrent funds, pay- 
on the return of this certificate properly 





c% ush ier. 
President. A. G. ENGLAND, Vice-President. 
JOHN M. KEITH, Cashier. 
[No. 2106. } 
THE FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF MISSOULA. 


(Capital stock, $150,000. Surplus and profits, $150,000. ] 


MISSOULA, MontT., March 

DEAR Sir: Yours of the 28th ultimo has been received 

As requested, I inclose herein the form of note which is now and has been 
used by this institution for the last eight years or more since I have beea 
cashier, and I am satisfied a similar form was used prior to that time. Inmy 
experience in banking I fail to recall having seen at any time « note or nego- 
tiable paper, drawn in the State of Montana, which called for the payment of 
same in gold. You will notice the inclosed form does not stipulate the kind 
of money which shall be used in the payment of same. 

Hoping that you will be successful in your efforts, and believing that you 
can readily secure such evidence from the residents of this State as will refute 
the statement made by Mr. WALKER, I remain, 

Yours, truly, 


6, 1898. 


J. M. KEITH, Cashier. 
Hon. CHARLES S. HARTMAN, M. C., 


Washington, D. C. 
wins 


MISSOULA, MONTANA, —, 189-. 
- after date, for value received, promise to pay to the order 
of the cashier of THE First NATIONAL BANK of Missoula dollars, at 
the First National Bank of Missoula, with interest at — per cent a month 
from —— -until paid. Interest payable semiannually. 


Sa en. 


No. ——. Due —— 


THOMAS CRUSE, President. FRANK H. Cruse, Vice-President 


W. J. Cookg, 
Secretary and Assistant Treasurer. 


W. J. SWEENEY, Treasurer 
(Capital $100,000. } 
THE THOMAS CRUSE SAVINGS BANK. 
(Incorporated. ) 
HELENA, MONT., March 7, 1896. 
Hon. CHARLES S. HARTMAN, 
Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Sir: Ihave your valued communication of the 28th of February, 
and same is fully noted. Complying with your request, I take pleasure in 
handing you herewith a blank note form used exclusively by this institution 
You will observe it contains no gold clause, and we would willingly accept 
silver coin in payment of obligations due us. Asa matter of fact, for some con- 
siderable time the mutilated currency that we have forwarded to the United 
States Treasury at Washington for redemption, with the accompanying 











valent be remitted to our Eastern correspondent at New 
r our credit, has met with no success, and instead the 
nt has forwarded to our institution Treasury notes and 

mination of $1 and $2. i 
t fact, at 






















i the present time silver coins are not by any 
mk i his part of the country, and it becomes necessary at times 
to « ! t into the State in order tomeet the demand for change. As 
vi ‘ taware, our president, Thomas Cruse, is largely interested in 
rnines in this State. At the present time he is operating three mining proper- 
t running a mill, and will in the near future operate another mill. To 
z t lerstood clearly by those tl } ical regarding his position 
n the money question, you will ple: th copy of a telegram that | 
h t to the New York World prior l issue of bonds by the Gov- 
er t, and in reply to the World’: ‘am as to how he stood on the 
m 
“HELENA, MONT., January 11, 1896. 

“a 


















rest undecided on bonds; can | 

not s 1e Government gold bul- | 
liot f my mines), Helena delivery, in 
excl yelieve the majority of the mine | 
ow! probabilities are that all other | 
n 1@ reserve intact for the Gov- 
ernment; ine owners cooperate, it will | 
putas t 

Respectfully, yours, W. J. SWEENEY, Treasurer.” 
$— HELENA, MONTANA, , 189-. 

r date promise to pay to t » order of W. J Sweeney, 
treasurer, dollars, for value received, } »at Toe THOMAS CRUSE | 
SAVINGS Ba r HELENA, MONTANA, with rest from at the | 
ra per « t pe paid 

And further agree that in the event of a suit to enforce the collection of 
this 1 2 ible counsel fee, to be fixed i determined by the court, 
sha ve add »and forma part of the ju nt as damages. All rights 
and } rred by the statute of lin tions are expressly waived, it 
bei ) rreed that suit may be ntained to enforce collection 
hers itany time after maturity, the provisions of the statute of limitations 
to the contrary notwithstanding. All rights and benefits under the home- 
stead and exemption laws of the State are also hereby expressly waived and 
Treiil lise 

Ne saidicele jarmsadiitanay 

bu — —- 


Established 1873. ] 
HENRY ELLING, BANKER. 
VIRGINIA CrTy, Mont., March 6, 1896. 


DEAR Str: In answer to your favor of 28th ultimo, only four of the notes 
held by this bank are payable in gold, and they cover aloan tothe Manhattan 





Company of $40,000 for a term of years. As they are an Eastern corporation, 
I deemed it pr to measure out to them some of their own medicine. 

In all other transactions in this bank no stipulation is made other than 
lawful money of the United States. 

LTinclose | vith samples of our notes es used at all times. 

Yours, truly, 
HENRY ELLING. 
Hon. CHARLES 8. HARTMAN, 


Washington, D. C. 
$—— BANKING HowuseE OF HENRY ELLING, 
Virginia City, State of Montana, ——— ——, A. D. 189-. 


promise to pay to the order 
of HENRY ELLING the sum of - dollars, with interest upon same, both 
efore and after maturity of this note, at the rate of — per cent per month, 
the interest payable monthly. 
Ma. <a, 


after date. for value received, 


BANKING House oF Henry ELLING, 
Virginia City, Montana, -——, 189-. 
. -- after date, for value received, —— promise to pay to the order 
of HENRY ELLING, at his banking house at Virginia City, Montana, the sum 
of dollars, with interest on same, both before and after the maturity of 
this note, at the rate of — per cent per —— until paid, interest payable ——— 
; and, if the interest on said principal sum is not punctually paid, it shall 


$——. 


become a part of the principal, and thereafter bear the same rate of interest | 





as the principal ——— - 


NO 


HENRY ELLING, JosEPpH KoUNTz, 


Geo. L. RAMSEY, 
President. 


Vice-President. Cashier. 
COMMERCIAL EXCHANGE BANK, 


eded by Commercial National Bank. 
under the State banking laws. 


Gero. Cox, 
Asst. Cashier. 


[Sucee Capital, $50,000. Incorporated 
Paid-up capital stock, $40,000.) 
BoZEMAN, Mont., March 4, 1896. 
DEAR Sir: In refutation of the statement of Congressman Josepru H. 
WALKER, of Massachusetts, we beg to hand you herewith a copy of the note 
used by this bank in the transaction of its business. 
In our judgment, it is not the custom for money lenders in this country to 
insert a gold clause in their money contracts. 
Yours, respectfully, 





GEORGE L. RAMSEY, Cashier. 
Hon. CHARLES 8S. HARTMAN, 
Washington. 
$—_.. BozeMAN, Mont., ——— —— 189-. 
after date, promise to pay to the COMMERCIAL EXCHANGE 
BANK, or order, dollars, value received; payable at the Commercial 


Exchange Bank, with interest at the rate of — per cent per month from 
— until paid — 











No. ——. Due —— ——., 
Amos C. HALL (Estate). 
HALL & BENNETT, BANKERS. 


Virornia Crry, Mont., March 6, 1896. 
DEAR Sir: Replying to your favor of the 28th ultimo, I beg to say that 
@uring the seventeen years in which our firm has been engaged in the bank- 


ALDEN J. BENNETT. 
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Why thisshould be done is evi- | 





| gold leaf in such quantity that they even spread it upon th: 





| ment. 
| were $3,500,000,000 of gold in the world, 


| use of it. 


FEBRUARY 11, 


ing business at this place we have never ina single instance discrim} 
in favor of gold in any business transaction. 
I inclose blank note, and add that we have used this form for at least fi 
years. If your quotation from Hon. Mr. WALKER is intended to a 
us, it is absolutely false. 
With highest regard, Iam, yours, truly, 
ALDEN J. BENN] 





$ VIRGINIA City, Monv., — ; 

No. ——- —_— ———- after date, for value received, promis: 
Hau & BENNETT, or order, dollars, at their offic 

Due ——-_ginia City, with interest thereon from date, both before an 


maturity of this note, at the rate of - 


per cent per mont 
est payable monthly. 


Hon. CHARLES 8S. HARTMAN, 
Washington, D.C. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield to the gentleman from Colorad 
SHAFROTH | five minutes. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I want to testify to 
that in the State of Colorado, classed as one of the silver = 
the great mass of the obligations are not payablein gold. | 
believe that there is asingle bank in the State of Coloradot!) 
an obligation payable in gold. But, Mr. Speaker, I want 
something concerning the statement made by the gentlema , 
Massachusetts [Mr. Knox] who has this bill in charge. 
made the statement that he believes in the single gold sta 
because he believes that the production of gold is sufficient. 
is sufticient to form a basis for the money of the world, th 
be some logic in his position; but, Mr. Speaker, although th 
been an increase in the production of gold, the gentlema 
to forget that the uses of gold are multiplying. He seems | . 


| get that to-day we are using millions and millions of d 


gilding, in dentistry, in medals, incharms, in watches, and } 

where we used a very small amount a few years ago. 
Why, Mr. Speaker, when a person contrasts the use of t 

the present time with the use of gold twenty or twenty-fiv: 


ago, he is appalled at the enormous increase of its use in th S. 
Robert Giften, the statistician of the London Board of Tra 1 
a gold monometallist, declared three or four years ago that ( 
was not a single dollar of the annual product of gold that went 
into coin. He did not mean that there were no new coins ; 
but he meant that as many coins found the melting pot : 8 
goldsmith as there were coins made from the annual produ 

Sir Lyon Playfair afew years ago estimated that 75 per f 
the gold product went into the arts. Heis a gold monome t 


and a member of the British Parliament. Professor F: 
another gold mononetallist, has stated that of the gold prod 
1892, which was $138,000,000, the sum of $110,000,000 went 
the arts. Why, when we look around us and see this bea l 
Library building across the way, and find that they are 
of that building, and we find that in the interior it is used i 
quantities in decorations, we can readily see that this increased 
production can not keep pace with the use of it in the arts. 

Mr. Speaker, the best evidence of the fact that gold is not jro- 
duced in sufficient quantities to act as a base for the monetary 
systems of the world is the declaration of the Secretary e 
Treasury as compared with former declarations from that D - 
Senator SHERMAN in 1876 made the statement that 
No better authori! n 
be produced on the gold side of this question, and yet I fi 
statement made by the Treasury Department in the year 1s\)' 
there are $4,000,000,000 of goldin the world. In other words. 
has been an increase of only $500,000,000 of gold to the basic 1 
of the world in the past twenty years. And that means what’ /t 
means simply $25,000,000 a year. That is all that has been : l 
per annum in the past twenty years. Is that sufficient to: to 
the basic money of the world to keep pace with the progress 0! 
commerce and the increase in the credits of the world? 

Mr. Speaker, when we see these facts. it seems to me that n 
who looks at them carefully can come to any other conclusion 
that the production of gold has not kept pace with the inc i 
The increased use in the arts is enormous. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HENDERSON). 
the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply, as a Populis 
protest against the making of any contracts, either by individ 
or by corporations, which state they are solvable otherwise tha ‘0 
the lawful money of the country. In other words, I take the | 
tion that Congress should not give its countenance and sanctio! 
any contract that can not be solvable in the lawful money o! 
Government. To take any other position is to destroy at once | 
legal-tender quality of all money. Now, what you shall make | 
ful tender must be based upon the present and the future. If i! 
gold, then the contract will be solvable in gold; if it is gold, silv 
and legal-tender paper, then it is solvable in those classes of money; 
but, Mr. Speaker, | am opposed to trying to accomplish by inc 
rection what neither party in this country to-day is willing to 


The time of 














1897. 
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accomplish directly—that is, to put us upon asingle gold standard. | legislation was never placed on our statute books. The object 
The Republican party is committed to international bimetallism, | 


dit has its commissioner abroad to-day to see if this can be ac- 


plished. The Democratic party and the Populist party are 
; »ynitted to the free coinage of silver at 16to1. Only the Palmer 

y of this country is committed to the gold-standard policy. 
(r. Speaker, this may be an ingenious method to put upon the 
c trv the Palmer Democrats and its policy to execute con- 
tracts to the detriment of the great masses of the American people. 
Let me suggest this. It may be that the Territories have made 
ald contracts for the future. To extend a contract is to make a 
~ ow contract; andif our brethren have been so unwary, as the 
- man from Iowa suggested, that if the contract called for 
dv amite, it ought to be kept. Now. I believe gold is next to 
dynamite to the best interests of the common people and the in- 
stitutions of thisland. Yetin our sovereign body, as the great 
House that represents the people, we should relieve them from any 
such contracts as those. 


Then, Mr. Speaker, there is another thought that ought to be 
suggested, and it ought to be impressed upon the minds of Federal 
itor On page 3, line 12, of the pending measure or bill, | 
find this langage: 
\ h interest shall be paid semiannually 
f y of the United States, on the 1th « 
( f each year, etc. 





in gold or its equivalent in law- 
le 
F 


iy of January and the 15th day | 


The amendment of the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee | 


[Mr. Mc MiLLIN], through whose courtesy 1 am permitted to 
address the House, adds, at the end of line 25, on page 3: 

j ded, That the principal and the interest of the bonds funded under 
t shall be payable in lawiul money of the United States, except the 
bonds above described heretofore issued. 


1 
this a 


~icinal 
original 


The gentleman from Tennessee is adroit and patriotic in pre- | 
It meets the hearty approval of all Popu- | 


senting hisamendment. ' 
lists. of all true silver men of all parties, and will, as it should, be 
adopted overwhelmingiy. This amendment presents squarely whe 


issues involved in the great battle begun in 1896, and which will | 


be finished in 1900, in the interest of human rights and human 
existence. If I can read and interpret the English language, and 
if party platforms mean anything, all three of the great parties, 
to-wit, Democratic, Republican, and Populist, are committed to 
free silyver—the Populist and Democratic party by independent 
action 16 to 1, and the Republican party by international agree- 
ment. The only gold party in existence to-day is the Palmer or 
so-called National Democrats. The sooner these and the gold 


wing of the Republicans get together the better for the great bat- | 


tle of 1900, which is inevitable and irresistible. 

The Republican party, I repeat, is committed in its platform to 
free silver; true, by international agreement. If they fail to ob- 
tain it in this way, then, since they are committed to the prin- 
ciple, they are obligated and will prove cowards if they fail to act 
independently to secure this boon to the country. I want to 
make this prediction, if they fail to do so as an organization the 
great mass of their followers will act independent of the party 
and strike for the common weal. 

I believe the true policy of all parties and individual citizens is 
to assist and facilitate the incoming Administration to bring to 
this country prosperity. This is more desirable than the success 


of any political party, and the political party that throws obstruc- | 
tions in the way to prevent a return of prosperity to the country and | 


people for the purpose of obtaining a partisan advantage for the | ¢o disclose the fact that our national debt was originally payable 


future will not deserve and will not receive further countenance 
or trusts from the people; and the individual who pursues this 
course to advance his own ambition will find that by such actions 
he forfeits the confidence of his constituents. 

The plain, patriotic duty of the hour is to hold the Republican 


sought by this bill is to make the debt of New Mexico payable in 
gold only. By direct legislation and the arbitrary rulings of the 
Treasury Department the public debt of the United 


{ States has 
been placed in precisely that « 

























mdition. In order to accomplish 
this result unjust legislation was secured through questionable, if 
not disreputable, methods. The original publie debt ero out 
of the war was payable in the lawf money of the United States 
| which at that time consisted of gold, s and ‘ Chere 
are some at this late day who refuse to t onded 
debt as originally contracted could hav i 
paper money. As proof that such wi i 

Senators JOHN SHERMAN and b. F. Wad supp 

ment. Iwill add that these letters were writt 

stage of the refunding scheme. 

In a speech delivered in the Senate I ar N 
SHERMAN said: 

Equity and justice ar 1 
< ilve years in the same kind of 1 ! t 
the time they were issu ‘ 
and over again, and they « 
has been my conclusion af s 
sometimes in the habit, i t i ‘ 
saying that this is repudi Wh 
has conformed his business to the legal-tender 1s H i 
paid his debts accordingly 

In 1868 he wrote to a friend as follow 

DeAR Str: I was pleased to receive you My persona > 
the same as yours, but, like you, I do not intend to bx u n 
My construction of the law is the result of ‘ l 
quite sure an impartial court would ntirn l 
before acourt. I send you my views as ful im as} ’ 
is that 1 propose to repudiate or vi late a pr mi wh we I 1 

| the “ principal” inlegaltenders. | thinkth ler violat ’ 
when he retuses to take the same kind otf he paid for l f 
the case isto be tested by the law, 1 amy i ) Jay 
Cook's advertisements, lam wron I e} n » it. 
but we ought not to be deterred from w hi: ry f ° 
| servedepithets. If, under the law asit stands, th ders 4 
can be paid in gold, then we are repudiators if we propos ., 
If the bondholder can legally demand only the kind of mon ) 
isa repudiator and extortioner to demand money more va 
Truly, yours, 
JOHN SHERMAN 

Senator Wade in answer to a letter from a friend said: 

ViCE-PRESIDENT’S CHAMI 
Wa t » 

Yours of the 8th instant is received,and I 1 ordi i ‘ v 
word and sentence of it. Lam for the laboring portion o 0 
rich can take care of themselves. While | must i ill 
the contracts of the Government, and fight uti to the death, I will 
fight the bondholder as resolutely when he undertak >get m than the 
pound of flesh. We never agreed to pay the five-tw es in gold wan 
can find it in the bond; and I never will consent to have one paymen ) 
bondholders and another for the people. It would sink any party. a 
ought to. To talk of specie payments or a return to specie under pre 
cumstances is to talk like afool. It would destroy country as ef 
asafire. And any contraction of the currency at this tim al vd. 
But I have not time to give my ideas in full 

Yours, truly, BENJAMIN F. WADE 

Hon. Thaddeus Stevens also declared at the same time that— 

If I knew that any party in this country would go for paying t 
which is payable in money, thus enhancing it one-half; if I knew tl is 
such a platform and such a determination this day on the par ; 
I would vote for the other side, Frank Blair andall. Il would vot i 
speculation in “favor of the large bondholders, the millionairé . 

} vantage of our folly in granting them coin paymer 


party to a strict account of the voluntary trust they have assumed | 


to bring prosperity, and if they succeed they will and should be 
their own successors. 

If they fail, then they must give way to the people who are 
determined that this country shall not be sacrificed upon the altar 
of the single gold standard and corporate power. 


The financial | 


independence and individuality of the American people must be | 


established in the interest of civilization and humanity. Hence 
it is, Mr. Speaker, that I protest against making or countenanc- 
ing by legislation contracts for the Territories, for the States, for 
the Union or the individual that is solvable in gold. ido not mean 


to be understood that I would restrain individual rights so as not | 


to permit private or public contracts payable in commodities, such 
as Iron, copper, cotton, wool, corn, wheat, silver, or even gold, if 
you will reduce gold to a commodity, and take from it all its mon- 
etary functions and restore these where they belong—to the Gov- 
ernment, as the representative and agent of the people, from whom 
it has been purloined by wicked and corrupt legislation of the 
past twenty-five years. 

he propositions contained in this bill were full y carried out by 


Loneressional legislation in the refunding of our national debt, 


I could continue this line of evidence, but enough has been given 


in lawful money. Through the false pretense of 
our national credit, what is known asthe ** public e 


strengthening 


s 









redit strength- 
ing act” was passed March 18, 1869. 1 will quote it in full: 

That in order to remove any doubt as to the purp he G ment 
to discharge all just obligations to the public creditor flict- 
ing questions and interpretations of the lav i 
gations have been contracted, it is hereby pro the 
faith of the United States is solemnly pledged tot Lor its 
equivalent of all the obligations of the United St terest. 
known as United States notes, and of all the intere ions of 
the United States, except in cases where the law author any 
such obligation has expressly provided that the sa vful 
money or other currency than gold and silver ‘ erest 
bearing obligations not already due shall be redeer 1 before mat 
rity unless at such time United States notes shall be convertible into coin 
the option of the holder, or unless at such time bon U1 l i 
bearing a lower rate of interest than the bonds to be rede ed can b vid at 
par incoin. And the United States also solemnly pledges its faith to ma 


iption of the United 


provision at the earli 


States notes in coin 


t practicable period for the r« 

This act by indirection changed the conditions of the bonded 
debt and made it payable in coin. Also under the guise of a plea 
for less interest, precisely as in the case of this bill, Congress 
passed the refunding act of July 14, 1870, which declared the 
bonds payable, principal and interest, in coin. Not satisfied with 
this, a bill was passed surreptitiously through both Houses of 


Congress in 1873 which dropped the coinage of the standard silver 
| dollar and thereby made these bonds payablein gold alone. These 
several acts made our bonded debt, which was bought at the 


venture to say that a more disastrous or costly piece of | average rate of about 58 cents in gold on the dollar, worth par in 
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that same metal and cost the people many millions, as I will show 
xv a computation of Senator JONES of Nevada, found in his great 
; 2 : 

speech of January 22, 1894. He says: 


From 1862 to 1868 United States interest-bearing bonds were 
sold to the amount of 


baats phate eaninas : $2, 049, 975, 700 
Amount received for said bonds, discount on coin considered .. 


1, 371, 424, 238 
Profit fo purchasers 678, 551, 462 
There has been paid as interest 
Premiums for bonds not due 
Paid on principal of bonds 


2, 538, 000, 000 
58, 000, 000 

1, 756, 000, 000 
~ 4,352, 000,000 
678, 551, 462 


Total paid --.... ; 
BE EE Go CI a inins ncn eahinaikn vcckcdnreseinea dba 


5, 030, 551, 462 

For the $1,371,424,238 received for the sale of bonds the people have paid 
$5,030,551,462. 

Up to the present time there has never been anything but gold 

aid on the public debt, notwithstanding the fact that the con- 
fect on the face of every bond declares it payable in coin. 

Such, in brief, is the history of our national debt, which shows 
the vast amount of treasure the changes that have been made in 
its terms have cost the toiling masses of the nation. 

This attempt to change the terms of the contract in the debt of 
New Mexico would, no doubt, cost the people of that Territory as 
much in proportion as the same scheme has cost the people of the 
nation at large. As a matter of fact, however, it is not gold pay- 
ments in New Mexico that the real authors of this measure seek. it 
is simply another effort in the line of many attempts to have Con- 
gress pass a bill directing gold payments somehow or somewhere, 
A precedent of this kind is eagerly and persistently sought in 
order to be used to force legislation of a similar character regard- 
ing our national bonded indebtedness. I predict that this bill 
will be defeated, but even this will not prevent further efforts 
from being continued in that direction with the hope and expec- 
tation that Congress will at last be foolish enough to succumb to 
such relentless imporiunity. In my opinion, gold payments in our 
national finances will never obtain, save, as now, by indirection 
and absobute violation of law. If the trend of public sentiment 
be a guide, it is safe to predict that the near future will bring 
legislation of an opposite character that will force those in author- 
ity to obey the law, and silver, as well as gold, will be used in 
liquidating Government obligations. 

The matter of funding is going on to-day in all the ramifications 
of public and private business. The bondholder of the nation, 
State and municipal, and the mortgagee are offering to fund—in 
some instances as an inducement is a lower rate of interest, in 
some instances a composition of the debts; but invariably they 
hold on to all their securities and get as much more as possible, 
and always want the principal and interest payable in gold or its 
equivalent in lawful money. 

The unfortunate debtor reaches for all in sight that offers any 
hope, but he will find the mortgagee and bontibelder; instead of 
lessening his burden, is adding to and perpetuating his load and 
fixing the status of himself and children as chattels and slaves to 
the gold and corporate power of the world. And thus, Mr. 
Speaker, we drift from worse to worse, and so it will be until a 
deceived and oppressed people will rise like a mighty giant and, 
regardless of all parties, their present or future, strike through 
some political edie to bring back the prosperity that has been 
again and again promised. 

It is certainly my desire that Mr. McKinley’s Administration 
shall prove successful—not to him personally or as a partisan, but 
as the Chief Executive of a great country—in bringing prosperity 
to the people, and I shall take pleasure in facilitating him along 

yrotection lines, and shall strive to make this protection equitable 
rom the light before me. I can not see how this is possible with- 
out free silver 16 to 1 and supplemental financial legislation. Pro- 
tection can not and will not bring prosperity unless it is made 
equitable. All sections of the country, and all industries and 
conditions, including agriculture, must receive as near as practi- 
cable the same ratio of protection. If not obtainable by an im- 
port tax, then statecraft must provide means to secure this measure 
of protection to the field that an import tax secures to the shops. 
This is common justice, and the measure of this is what the agri- 
culturists of the country are demanding. 

I think the South has made a great mistake in antagonizin 
a protective tariff. A wiser and more patriotic course woul 
have been to devise methods for the cotton fields and its great 
scepter of power, cotton, to receive such protection as would have 
enabled us to dictate the price of cotton above the cost of produc- 
tion, and thereby bless, prosper, and make happy our people, and 
add to the aggregate wealth of the country by increasing our bal- 
ance of trade, raising, as the Southern States do, eight-tenths of 
all the cotton in the world. We ought not to sacrifice such a 
power, when another course would be of such aservice to a great 
section, to the great mass of human beings engaged in the culti- 


vation of cotton, and to the nation and every other indus: 
South is rich, rich in minerals, iron, coal, lumber, cot: 
otherrawmaterial. Givethem the same measure of protec; 
is extended to the shops and manufacturer, and we will s 
a land and section responding quickly to a return of pi 
and ready to contribute its share to every responsibility 
by law, and will prove a blessing to the nation. ; 

I desire to repeat, in conclusion, that I do not believe this, 
ble protection can be obtained unless we shall have free silyey 4+ ; 
to 1 and supplemental financial legislation; and the Repy))jj, 
party would be wise in accepting conditions as they find they 
and as the great champion of gedhestion they would rise to a fy)} 
measure of their patriotic duty and give this measure of relics +5 
the people under the broad egis of equitable protection, utterly 
exemplifying ‘‘America for Americans” and a living chance {oy 
all classes of Americans. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. SKINNER. 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from North (ay. 
olina asks permission to extend his remarks in the Recorp. [5 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and jt 
is so ordered. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, may I inquire what time I have 
remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has twenty-one 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. KNOX. Iyield five minutes to my colleague from Massa. 
chusetts [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I am rejoiced 
as much as any man in this House to find that Montana is in the 
Union, as it certainly is if what my friend says is true—and | haye 
no disposition at all to question his statement—but I wish to say 
that I consulted a dozen gentleman here fromnine Western States 
and only used seven, only one of whom I now see, before I made my 
statement with reference to those States. However, I may have 
made a mistake as to Montana. There are two gentlemen on the 
floor who have put gold notes from two of those States into my 
hands since the gentleman spoke. I presume there are hundreds 
in this city. One reads as follows: 


{No. 1.] 
SaLT LAKE City, UTAH, March ! 


On the Ist day of May, 1896, after date, without grace, for value received.I 
romise to pay to the order of G. S. Holmes eleven and dollars ($11.2) in 
Jnited States gold coin, negotiable and payable at the First National Bank 

of Fort Wayne, Indiana, without defalcation or discount, with interest at the 
rate of 8 per cent per annum from maturity until paid, both before and after 
judgment, and if suit be instituted for the collection of this note | agree to 
pay reasonable dollars attorney’s fees. 


The California note is for $252.65, and is as follows: 


$252.65. SAN DIEGO, December | 


Ninety days after date, without e, for value received, I promise to pay 
to the order of Frank J. Connolly the sum of two hundred and fifty two % 
dollars, with interest thereon, from this date until payment at the rate of ten 
per cent per annum, ve uarterly, and if not so paid, then to become 
went of the principal of this note, and to bear like rate of interest till paid. 

oth principal and interest to be paid in United States gold coin. And I fur- 
ther agree that in the event of suit brought against me then there shall be 
added to any judgment against me rendered in said suit, as counse! fees, an 
additional sum of ten per centum, in like gold coin, upon the amount 
principal and interest hereof accrued, at the time of the entry of such judg- 
ment; or if ped before judgment and after action commenced, then on t 
pan at the date of payment. 

oO. 


I ask leave to extend my remarks in the 


If I made a mistake in enumerating the proper States, | excee(- 
ingly regret it. Iam verysure that there are seven States in this 
Union, leaving out Montana, to which my statement applies. and 
there are two others where scarcely an obligation is made that is 
not payable in gold. The notes that I have here are upon printed 
forms. Furthermore, this practice, having grown up during the 
war on the Pacific Coast, has extended nearly all over the «0 
so that a very large proportion of the obligations everywhere are 
now made payablein gold. I accept the gentleman's correct’ 
to Montana, but my statement was made upon what I believed to 
be solid information. One gentleman went over the list with me, 
Mr. Jounson of California, and he said that he might be mistaken 
as to some of the States. There were nine States in the list, and 
I cut it down to seven. ; n 

Let me say, Mr. Speaker, that if I have been caught in a mistake 
in this case, I challenge that gentleman or any other gentleman on 
this floor to find that I have been in error upon any statement! 
have made to the House—any other. 

Now, a word on the bill. 5 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Will the gentleman yield t) ™* 
for amoment, as he has used my name? ¥, 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I said that I went over «!'st 
of nine States with you, and you said you thought my stateme"’ 
was true as to most of them, but as to one or two you cowl" 


intry, 


nas 











Mr. JOHNSON of California. I said that I could only tell cer- 
tainly as to California, and that so far as California was concerned 
you were correct. 4 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Speaker, a word 
as to the bill. The United States Government, the maker of all 
forms of money, can not specify that any one of its obligations 
shall be payable in anything but ‘‘lawfui money” or ‘“‘coin.” To 
do so would be to discredit every other money except the money 
named. That can not be done by the Government without dis- 
gracing the country and depreciating every other form of money 


except the form that is named. Having promised in the body of | 


the lawv that all our money shall be kept at a parity, while we use 
gold at all the statement is a promise that all obligations shall be 
paid in gold, and therefore we can not mention gold ina new 
obligation at this late day. But there is no reason why any city, 
corporation, or individual may not mention any kind of money 
whatever, without detriment to itself or to the money of the 
country. The distinction is as wide as it can possibly be between 
the users of money doing so and its maker doing so. I can not 


specify that one of my notes, if I make a dozen different kinds, | 


shall be payable in a more valuable thing than another without 


depreciating all the other notes that I have issued, and that is the | 


position in which the United States stands. But, so far as any 


State, any Territory, any city, any corporation, or any individual | 


is concerned, we do them wrong, we violate their natural rights, 
if we forbid them doing so, if one man, or one corporation, or one 
State, or one city desires to make such an obligation. I despise 
and hate and contemn the doctrine that ‘‘ the greatest good to the 
greatest number” is to control. It is one of the most damnable 
propositions ever put forth. Theright of one individual is as 
valuable and as sacred to him as that of each one or all the other 
seventy million. ‘‘A wrong to the meanest citizen is an injury 
to the whole community,” is the doctrine of humanity. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield to the gentleman from California 
[Mr. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I merely wish to 
say, with reference to notes in California being made payable in 
gold, that that was not because of opposition to silver. The law 
was passed in 1862 or 1863—I have forgotten which—at the time 
when greenbacks were fluctuating. Ours was a gold community 
and the law was passed then with reference to greenbacks, and 
silver was not taken into account at all. 

Mr. McMILLIN. [I yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Colorado |Mr. BELL]. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, what I desired to say 
when I asked for time has just been said by the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Jonnson], namely, that the gold contracts of the 
West were not made as against silver. The gold contracts of 
California, the gold contracts of the country farther east and 
west of the Rocky Mountains generally, were made when the 
greenbacks came into use in the United States. The people ont 
there were producing gold and they were unwilling at that time, 
when greenbacks were fluctuating, to exchange their gold for 
greenbacks at par. But take the States of Colorado, Idaho, and 
the silver States generally, and it is afact beyond dispute that no 
bank in any one of those Bates ever uses a gold clause in any note. 

It is true, on the other hand, that sometimes on the negotiation 
of long loans, such as school bonds or something of that kind, the 
money lenders demand that the obligation be made payable in 
gold. Money lenders of the East demand that; but in the West, 
where I have resided for twenty-five years, I have never known a 
resident of the State of Colorado to demand any note payable in 
gold. On one occasion within my knowledge the largest merchants 
of the city of Denver, Daniels & Fisher—the Wanamaker of Den- 
ver—had sent to them from their importers of New York City a 
large order for French gloves for their approval. The order which 
they were to give was sent to them in a form which embraced the 

_ Clause ‘‘ payable in gold.” They marked out those words and imme- 
diately returned it to their importer, saying, ‘‘If United States 
money is not good enough for French gloves, then we will use 
American gloves in this establishment.” With all deference to 
our friend from Massachusetts [Mr. ee I do not believe 
that there has ever been any general use of gold contracts among 
the citizens of any of the Western States, except gold contracts 
which originated when the greenback was fluctuating in value. 
ose contracts are what have misled some of our friends—the old 
contracts which were drawn payable in gold so as to exclude pay- 
ment in greenbacks; not for the purpose of excluding payment in 
silver, but to exclude the payment in fluctuating greenbacks dur- 
ing war times, and the form has continued to some extent. 

Here the hammer fell. 

tr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a few closing words in 
support of this bill, which the committee desires very much to 
joes sae the passage of which is desired by the people of all the 
tories so far as their opinion has been expressed by their duly 
accredited representatives here. Its passage has not been ob- 
jected to by creditors of the Territories who have appeared before 
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the committee—the men from the commercial centers who are the 
holders of the indebtedness of the Territories and who represent 
generally the holders of such indebtedness. 
_ In order that gentlemen on this side of the House may not be 
influenced in any way to vote against the passage of this bill by 
reason of the amendment which has been offered, I wish to state 
that it was the intention of the committee in framing this bill to 
make these refunding bonds payable in lawful money of the 
United States. That intention is distinctly expressed on the third 
page of the bill, in lines 20 to 22: i 

The principal of said bonds shall be made payable in lawful money of the 
United States fifty years after the date of their issue ; 


How, then, has any difficulty arisen with reference to this ques- 


| tion? How has it come to be supposed that the bill provided for 


‘ 


the issuing of gold bonds? It is because of the clause beginning 


| on line 4 of section 3: 


Said bonds shall bear interest at a rate to be fixed by said loan commission- 
ers, not exceeding 4 per cent, except bonds issued by the Territory of Arizona 
in exchange for indebtedness of the kind and description in this act author- 
ized and required to be funded or exchanged, and which indebtedness hag 
already been presented to be exchanged under existing law, in which case 
said bonds shall bear interest at a rate not to exceed 5 per cent; which inter- 


est shall be paid semiannually, in gold 


It will be observed that the clause ‘“‘ which interest shall be 
paid semiannually in gold” is preceded by a semicolon. This 
should have been a comma, because the clause was intended to 
apply simply to bonds issued by the Territory of Arizona, those 
bonds having previously been issued under the refunding provi- 
sion of theact of Congress of 1890, which especially provided that 
those bonds so issued by Arizona should be paid, principal and 
interest, in gold. Because of that provision of the act of 1890 we 
were obliged toexcept from the bill those bonds issued by Arizona 
unless we would undertake to repudiate bonds already issued and 
contracts already made. Because of this misunderstanding of the 
language of the bill, this controversy has arisen in the House as to 
the payment of these bonds in gold or in lawful money of the 
United States. : 

All the Territorial bonds except those of Arizona are payable in 
lawful money, and the whole effect of this bill is simply to give 
the people of the Territory free opportunity to refund their bonds 
at a lower rate of interest and to create the necessary machinery 
for so doing. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Why not change the semicolon to a comma? 

Mr. KNOX. Lam willing to offer such amendment as the gen- 
tleman suggests. [am authorized by the committee to say that 
so far as we have the power we accept the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, and I shall also move to amend the bill 
by changing the semicolon to a comma. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope the gentleman will move that amend- 
ment now. There will be no objection to it, I believe. 

Mr. KNOX. I move, then, to amend by striking out the semi- 
colon in line 12 of section 3 and inserting a comma. 

Mr. LACEY. Does the gentleman think that change will be 
sufficient? 

Mr. KNOX. Ithinkso. Still, the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee is simply an additional safeguard; it is in 
accordance with the intention of the committee, and we have no 
objection ,to its adoption. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the desire of the people of the 
Territories and of the creditors of the Territories in favor of this 
bill ought not to be interfered with by the discussion which has 
been precipitated here in regard to free silver and the gold stand- 
ard. I agree with a good deal that the distinguished gentleman 
from New York said in reference to the amendment to make the 
bonds payable in gold; but my position is that the money of the 
United States to-day is gold; that all our money is upon a gold 
basis; that the authority of the Government is pledged to main- 
tain sacredly all our money upon a parity with gold; and that we 
stand assured that such will be the policy of the Government for 
the next four years. 

The gentleman from New York asked why this bill was not 
drawn in conformity with the act of 1891. My answer to that is 
that the condition of things in 1891 was entirely different from 
the condition at present. At that time we were purchasing 
4,500,000 ounces of silver every month and issuing Treasury cer- 
tificates upon that silver, payable in gold. It was doubted in this 
country and it was doubted the world over whether the United 
States could maintain the parity of its various forms of currency 
in gold with such a provision of lawin operation. I think most 
men believed that that could not be done. It was therefore a 
matter of great consideration at that time to authorize the Terri- 
tories or any corporations under the power of Congress to issue 
bonds which should be in terms gold bonds, so as to prevent those 
bonds bringing the low price which would otherwise be received 
in view of the doubt which then existed as to the ability of this 
Government to maintain its promises payable in gold. 

But, Mr. Speaker, all that has passed away. The Sherman law 
has been repealed. We stand now upon the establishment of the 
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single gold standard in this country and the power of the United 
States behind allourcurrency. Isubmit to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New York that there is no occasion at the present 


‘ 


time to say in any contracts made by authority of the American 
Congress that the word ‘‘gold” must be inserted or may be in- 
serte: You want to do away with the distinction of the words 


” or ** 


ress 


go silver.” Money under our laws to-day, under the acts 
of Cong means gold. The policy of 1891 had the same quali- 


fication, and the issue of Government bonds, when authorized, 


l 
“ oold 
! 
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did not make them payable in gold, but all of them were issued 
payable in the coin of the country. Under the declared policy of 
the Government at that time they were issued for coin; but at the 
same time it was also the declared policy of the Government that 
the silver of the country should be maintained on a parity with 
x 1d. | 
Now, the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BE.u] has talked of the | 
scarcity of gold and the quantity of gold in circulation. If we | 


take the example of every commercial nation in the world asa cri- | 


terion, we have in the United States to-day enough gold in the 
vaults of the banks, in the Treasury of the United States, and in the 
hands of the people to maintain for ourselves a sound, abundant, 
and stable currency based on the standard of the whole world— 
the single gold standard, the standard of civilization, the standard 
of progress, the standard of wealth, and the standard of commer- 
cial progress the world over. 

[ said, Mr. Speaker, and I repeat, that I deprecate at this time 
the further agitation of the question of the currency of this coun- 
try. I think it leads to nothing but doubt and disturbance in 
business affairs, and that the disturbance arising from such a 
cause is unavoidable. I think it will retard the progress we all 
hope to seein the near future. It is the question of the prosperity 
of this country that we are to deal with. We upon this side of 
the House believe that the prosperity of the country was lost when 
the country was robbed of its revenues and when the manufacture 
of goods we made here was transferred to. Europe, and when the 
farmers and the lumbermen of Canada were given charge of the 
supply of the great home markets of the United States instead of 
the American farmers. 

We believe the day has come fora change. We believe the day 
is at hand when we can restore the prosperity of the country by 
enacting wise and adequate protective tariff laws, and that that 
is the duty which the Republican party and the Republican 
members of this Congress have no choice but to discharge. I 
think it injures our chances of doing that, I think it puts back, 
retards, and possibly lessens the great prosperity we hope to see 
result, to complicate this question with the further disturbance 
and further discussion of the question of currency. Ido not care 
whether it be in the form of discussing the silver standard alone 
or the gold standard, or silver and gold, orin the form of discussing 
another monetary conference, we are here for business, or soon 
will be, and the business intrusted to us is to give back to the 
country the conditions of former prosperity, which I hope we shall 
soon accomplish. 

Mr. CLARDY. 


If the gentleman will allow an interruption, 
he has just st 


ated that there isan ample supply of gold in the 
world as a metallic basis for our money—— 

Mr. KNOX. No; I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. CLARDY (continuing). And I would be glad if the gen- 
tleman would state now the amount of gold per capita in the 
world. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, Iam not to be catechised, for I see 
what that would lead to. The gentleman, however, is mistaken 
in my statement. 

Mr. CLARDY. I hope the gentleman will state, then, the 
gmount of gold per capita in the United States. 

Mr. KNOX. Ihave stated that there was sufficient gold in the 
United States to serve as a basis for an abundant, sound, and 
elastic circulation. 

Mr. CLARDY. But the gentleman must remember that goldis 
the money of the world, as he says himself, and not of the United 
States alone, and you must have enough gold for the world’s 
supply. 

Mr. KNOX. Irepeat, that it is easy to see why, if Isubmitted to 
a catechism on that question, there would be no end to this dis- 
cussion. 

When interrupted, Mr. Speaker, I was simply concluding my 
statement, in answer to what has been said by the opponents of 
this measure, that this is not, in my judgment, the time or place 
to enter upon the question of the currency or what shall be our 
standard. We have a different business to perform, and, what- 
ever may be our differences of opinion on that question,it has 
nothing to do with the pending bill, which I say is a meritorious 
measure, one that is in the interest of the people of the Territories, 
and one which ought to be passed by the House. 

I ask for a vote. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. 


Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 
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Mr. KNOX. Certainly. 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I understood the gentleman 


Massachusetts to submit a motion that a semicolon in sectio ? 
the bill be changed toa comma. I wish to ask if that has " 
agreed to? ; : 

The SPEAKER. It can only be agreed to by the Hons It 
will be voted on after the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. KNOX. Iask a vote. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I hope the gentleman w 
object to a vote on the suggestion or amendment of the gent 
from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN]. 

Mr. KNOX. I did not undertake to object to the vote o: 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. I have al] y 
stated that so far as the committee is concerned we were re ' 

| accept it. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I would like to ask the gentlemay 
from Massachusetts a question, with his consent. 

Mr. KNOX. Lask the previous question. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield 1 
simple question in regard to the amendment already offere: 

Mr. KNOX. Very well; what is it? I will yield for aq n. 





-tion. 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Does the changing of a sen 1 
to a comma meet the objection to the bill which has precipitated 
this discussion? 

Mr. KNOX. It does; but as a matter of security out of in- 
dant caution there is no objection to the amendment of the go)! |o- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I only desired to call the ati: n 
of the country to the slight difference which produced two hours’ 
discussion and demonstrate upon what a slender thread momen- 
tous events may depend. The question was, Should a sem u 
be a comma. 

Mr. KNOX. Iask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of h 
the amendment striking out the semicolon and inserting a comin 
in section 3 was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendm: 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, line 25, insert: 

‘** Provided, That the principal and interest of the bondsfunded un 
act shall be payable in lawful money of the United States, except the A 
bonds above described, heretofore issued.” 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded }y Mr. 
BARTLETT of New York), there were—ayes 149, noes 7. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a motion to re- 
commit this bill with instructions to strike out the sixteent): sec- 
I did not observe it until it was too late to raise the qui 
before the consideration of the bill was ended. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BaiLry| 
moves to recoinmit the bill to the committee with instructions to 
strike out section 16. The Clerk will report the section proposed 
to be stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 16. That the provisions and requirements of this act shall apply t 
be in full force and effect in all the Territories of the United States; 


| outstanding bonds, warrants, and other evidences of indebtednes- i 


Territories, and the counties, school districts, and municipalities with 
Territories heretofore authorized by legis!ative enactments of said ‘|! 
ries, or by Congress, and which said bonds, warrants, and other evide! 
indebtedness have been sold, donated, or exchanged in good faith, and 
are now held by innocent purchasers by purchase, donation, or ex: 


shall be funded as in this act provided; and all of said bonds, warran i 
other evidences of indebtedness so authorized, issued, sold, donated ° 
changed as aforesaid are hereby confirmed, approved, and validated, and shall 


be funded as in this act provided. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] to recommit the bill with instruc- 
tions to strike out the section which has been read. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Ar. 
BAILEY) there were—ayes 51, noes 96. 

Accordingly the motion to recommit was rejected. 

The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. KNOX, a motion to reconsider the last vot 
was laid on the table. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. LOUD, the House resolved itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, with \'r 
HULL in the chair, for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1025" 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depar'- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk began the reading of the bill. ; 

Mr. EVANS. Does the gentleman desire the bill read throug!) 
at this time? , y 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the bill will be reac 
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through by paragraphs later, I will ask that the first reading be 
dispensed with. e ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] 
asks that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. If there 
is no objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to make any 
extended statement in relation to een bill. Itcarries 
the usual appropriations, substantially as recommended by the 
Department, but revised in some particulars on a few items where 
we thought the increase asked for was more than should be 
appropriated. — Bt ; ’ 

The Post-Office appropriation bill is growing in amount, as 
members of the House will ascertain—rather more rapidly than I 
should personally prefer. The estimates for this year are, in round 
numbers, $97,000,000, and the bill carries an appropriation of 
295,000,000 in round numbers, or $1,903,000 less than the estimate. 
The sum recommended by the committee, however, is $3,040,000 
more than the appropriation for the current fiscal year. The ques- 
tion has been asked whether this is an ordinary increase. The 
estimates have been kept down by the Department for the past 
three years, to my certain knowledge, to the lowest figure possible 
under existing law. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
question right there? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Whether there is any means by which, by a 
change of the law, the gentleman thinks we might economize in 
this branch of the service. It is an exceedingly expensive branch 
of the service, to which no one will begrudge a proper appropria- 
tion, and yet it strikes me that it is very heavy. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, there are a number of avenues by 
which the expense in the Post-Office Department could be very 
materially reduced. I think one of the greatest abuses existing 
to-day would be corrected by the passage of the bill H. R. 4566, 
which is now in the Senate. I believe that would put us on a pay- 
ing basis and would lead to a comfortable surplus every year. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Would that have any effect for the coming 
fiscal year? 

Mr. LOUD. If that bill had become a law, I think we should 
have been justified in keeping the appropriation down below the 
amount carried in the billfor the coming year. I think we should 
have been amply justified in cutting off, in round numbers, be- 
tween $2,500,000 and $3,000,000 this year. Of course, the benefits of 
the bill to which I have referred will not be fully felt for some time. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Not for over a year. 

Mr. LOUD. Probably not for four or five years. 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 


We could 


not reap the full benefit from transportation on railroad lines | 


until the reweighings had taken place. 
Mr. BELKNAP. That is just the point that I am trying to 


three years. 

Mr. LOUD. Four years. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Therefore we should derive no benefit from 
the passage of the bill during the coming fiscal year. 

Mr. LOUD. We should have derived the benefit of the weigh- 
ing in one-fourth of the country, and we should derive the benefit 
each year that these weighings occurred. Until we had com- 
pleted its circuit of the country, Ido not suppose that we could 
have cut down the present force of the Post-Office. I do not sup- 
pose that we could have cut off any of the railway mail clerks. I 
do not suppose it would be possible to cut off any of the letter car- 
riers. Yet, if that bill became law, the present force employed in 
the Post-Office Department would be amply sufficient to meet the 
legitimate growth of that Department for the next five or six 
years. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What saving does the gentleman estimate 
would ultimately grow from that branch when it should have 
reached four years of weighing? 

Mr. LOUD. Ihave said before, Mr, Chairman, $16,000,000. I 
suppose that is a conservative estimate. I am satisfied that it 
would ultimately save us $15,000,000 a year. Iam satisfied that 
the country does not at present even—neither does this House— 
anticipate the enormity of what I will term an offense. This Gov- 
ernment to-day is subsidizing printed matter—I will not say the 
Saat but is subsidizing printed matter to the extent of nearly 

0,000,000 a year. This Government loses each year on the trans- 
mission and handling of second-class matter nearly $50,000,000 a 
year. Quite a respectable subsidy, if gentlemen will stop to con- 
template—$50,000,000 that has to come from the great mass of 
the American ple to support the Post-Office Department. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that the question of railroad transpor- 
tation has grown to such an enormous proportion that the day is 
not far distant when this body will be compelled to take some 
action. Twice or three times since I have been a member of this 
House an effort has been made to reduce the mail pay, and yet 
this House from year to year has given the railroad companies an 
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| our Government , Just the same as the executive 
bring out, because I understand that these weighings last for | 
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additional subsidy above the amount of the most liberal mail pay 
now given to railroad companies. Of course this question is mis- 
understood by the great mass of our people. Of course Post 

masters-General have complained to Congress that they had no 
power to remedy the existing evil in that direction, Postmaster 

General have appealed here in report after report, stating to 
that the amounts paid to railroad ¢ 
too large. Yet permit me to say 


us 
nous and 


sted to d Lv 


mupanies were enor 


that the power is vt 


I 


where it properly belongs, in the « executive oflicers of the 
Post-Office Department. That seems to be generally unknown to 
the great mass of the membership of this House: unknown to 
Postmasters-General until within a very short period. 

Congress very properly fixes the maximum rate which 2 be 
paid. Congress is not a competent body to legislate in detail for 
the payment of those railroad companies in mail pay. Let u 
illustrate to you why it is not a competent body. There area 
a great many incidental questions connected with railroad mail 
pay. Some of the smaller railroad companies of thi untry ex 
tend over a distance of 30 and 40 miles. Under the present maxi 
mum they are not paid an exorbitant price, and yet on the great 
trunk lines, where the concentration of the mails pass over the 
lines, the amount of money received for the transmission fo 
mail is to a great extent out of proportion to the amount paid for 
the transmission of anything else in the country. 1 railroad 
companies are compelled to pay for mail-messenger service; and 
the unjust criticism—I say unjust on the part of the great jn 
of the country—in condemning Congress and in condemning the 
Post-Office Committee for not regulating and reducing. as they 
say, to 1 cent a pound the payment for the carriage of mails—they 


are discussing a question of which they know nothing whatever. 
[I can give you one illustration to show and to convince you why 
this body should never deal with railroad transportation. While 
I am willing to condemn, and do say that in some cases the max 
mum amount paid to-day is exorbitant, yet in others it is insuffi- 
cient. The matter was strongly called to my attention a year ago 
on a little road running out 35 miles. They made a proposition 
to the Post-Office to carry the mails up to the Ist of July, | t 
the rate of $1,000 a year. It was a new service to be 
The Post-Office Department came back to the railroad comp 
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established. 


ny 
and said, ‘‘We will give you $650 a year to take up this mail serv- 
ice.” I carefully investigated the matter. That railroad com 
pany was compelled to pay for mail-messenger service, and the 


mail-messenger service, as you understand, is for messengers to 


carry the mails within a distance of a quarter of a mile from 
where it is received to where it has to be delivered. 

This service of mail messengers in the case of that company. a 

| road over 35 miles, amounted to$450 a year; so that it would leave 


but $200 for the carriage of the mails. 


So you may see the power 
is vested where it properly belongs, 


n the executive 


omcer oO: any ce 


poration is the party to deal with questions of like character in 
detail. No board of directors of a corporation could arrange the 
details of all matters that are connected with its business. They 
can not doit. It must emanate from the mind of one person. | 


had hoped, Mr. Chairman, that the time would come when w 
would have a Postmaster-General who would take up this question 
and deal with it, and I believe we have one now who would do it 
the time before him were sufficiently long—so I will put the propo- 
sition this way: I hope the time may come when we shall hav: 
chief executive officer of the Post-Office Department compet: 
and strong enough to deal with this question in an int ‘ 
manner. lam not what is termed a radical antirailroad or anti- 
corporation man. I believe in doing justice to every interest 
whether individual or corporate. I do not desire to inflict injus- 
tice upon any company or corporation in this country, but this 
question of pay for railroad transportation can only be justly 
settled by an executive officer, and he now has the power 
regulate it. 

Mr. QUIGG. Will the gentleman say whether he thinks that 
the present scheme of payment is the proper one? 

Mr. LOUD. I will say, Mr. Chairman, in good faith, that I do 
not believe that Congress can wisely go beyond the point of 
simply fixing a maximum limit, as it has done. 

Mr. QUIGG. Neither do I. 

Mr. LOUD. And the power to apportion the pay of the rail- 
road companies, that is, to pay so much to this road and so much 
to another and so much to a third, can only be justly or intelli- 
gently lodged where it is now, and I want the responsibility 
placed upon the Postmaster-General, where it properly belongs. 

Mr. QUIGG. If the gentleman will permit me, [ want to say 
that I agree with him that the existing law enables the Postmaster- 
General to make the reform which the gentleman pleads for, if he 
will just go ahead and doit. Is not that so? In other words, if I 
understand the gentleman—and that is what I want to agree 
with—no new legislation is necessary on this subject of railroad 
pay to enable the Postmaster-General to make a much cheaper 
arrangement than that which now exists? 


, 


to 
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Mr. LOUD. There is nothing in the law to prevent it; and I 
believe the intent of Congress was to lodge this power in an execu- 
tive officer, where it should be lodged; but, Mr. Chairman, it is a 
question whether there is a man strong enough in this country to 
successfully carry out a reform of this character. 

Mr. QUIGG. That is the only question. 

Mr. LOUD. [If the strongest man in the country was Postmas- 
ter-General, and he should attempt to inaugurate these reforms 
and to pay for the service only what is just and equitable, we 
would probably see the great press of the country up in arms, point- 
ing out to the veople that we had a Postmaster-General who was 
seeking to disorganize the great and beneticent postal service that 
we now enjoy. But in that connection let me call attention to 
one thought. We have upon the statute book a provision of law 
that the land-grant railroads carrying the mails shall be paid only 
£0 per cent of the amount paid to other railroads. 
been in its inception a just provision, although I believe this Gov- 
ernment gave those railroad companies flat out the land grants 


conveyed to them, and we all know that the Government charged | 


for the remaining sections $2.50 an acre, so that it received just 
as much money as though it had retained and sold the whole of 
the land at the lower price. But here is the thought that I want 
to present to this House. I am powerless to remedy any evil that 
may exist in this matter, but I think Congress should be in pos- 
session of the facts. 

The total amount paid for the transportation of the mails by 
railroads in eighteen years is $308,232,193.89. The total amount 
paid for mail transportation on land-grant railroads and by land- 
grant portions of roads during the same period is $30,648,572.99. 
The total amount paid for the transportation of the mails by the 
nonaided companies for the same period is, in round numbers, 
$277,000,000. The land-grant railroad companies would have re- 
ceived, had they been paid the usual rates paid to other railroads, 
$38,355,000. Now, the point I make is this: These railroads have 
paid back to the Government, under this’ law, in eighteen years, 
nearly $9,000,000. They have suffered this deduction year after 
year to the extent of nearly $9,000,000. 

These roads are for the most part not the best paying routes in 
this country. They are not the lines upon which and over which 
go the great concentrations of mail matter. Yet, let me say to 
this House, in perfect candor, that even with that 20 per cent 
reduction which these land-grant railroad companies now suffer, 
the transportation of the mails is found to be so profitable that 
they seek it, and in order to get concentrations of mail they put 
on exclusive fast mail trains, which run through almost the entire 
West. Now,if this class of railroad companies in the West are 
satisfied with 80 per cent of the price that is at present paid to 
railroad companies in the East, would it not seem reasonable at 
least that the time has arrived when all railroads should be brought 
down to that basis? And let me say, in connection with the sug- 
gestion made by the gentleman from Tennessee, that if the roads 
other than land-grant roads were paid the same rate now paid to 
land-grant roads, we would make a net saving of from $5,000,000 
to $6,000,000 a year in the transportation of our mails. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. Is it not a fact that these land-grant railroads, 
which receive 20 per cent less compensation than the other roads, 
get a much less tonnage of mail matter for transportation than 
those roads receiving the full rate? 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, yes; I think I so stated. The best roads, of 
course—the roads on which there is the greatest concentration of 
mail matter—are in the East. It is these roads which carry the 
foreign mails from New York City and distribute it westward. 
The land-grant roads, as gentlemen are aware, are of course west 
of Chicago, and when the mail gets to that section of the country, 
it of course begins to decrease. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, unless some gentleman desires to ask me 
some further questions, I will yield the floor, reserving the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. TERRY. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
I did not have the pleasure of hearing his entire remarks. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman does not know how much he lost. 

Mr. TERRY. Doubtless I have lost a great deal. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman can, however, read my remarks in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to ask whether there has been provided 
in this bill any machinery by which the Government may get 
lower rates from the railroad companies for transportation of the 
mails than it is now getting. Are not the railroad companies 
now charging the Government generally twice as much for car- 
rying mail matter as is charged by them for carrying freight or 
express matter? 

Mr. LOUD. Let me say to the gentleman that there is in jus- 
tice no comparison between the transportation of freight or even 
express matter, if you please, and the transportation of mail mat- 
ter. Let us be conservative on this question, but let us be just, 


| 


That may have | 





cee 


| 200 pounds, so much for 500 pounds, so much for 1,000 pow 


Mr. TERRY. I simply want to find out about the matter. 

Mr.LOUD. The press of the country is discussing this quest; 
from a radical standpoint, and I have seen an article in one of ; 
leading journals of the country saying that as milk is brought 
Jersey City at so much per ton, the writer can not understand 
the railroad companies can not bring in mail matter just as che 
Why, sir, in the transmission of the mails you can not carry 
5 tons with safety inacar. Itis bulky matter. Let me say | 
ther that the Government is entitled to space in a car up to 3\){ 
without paying anything outside of the weight of the mail mat; 
and in many instances a car is occupied to the extent of 20) 
feet without transporting day after day as much as 500 pounds of 
mail: 

Mr. TERRY. Leaving out of consideration the matter o 
milk cans, and confining ourselves to other freight transported j 
packages similar to mail matter, are not the railroads charyi; 
nearly twice as much for carrying the mails as they are charyi; 
for matter in some respects similar to mail matter? 

Mr. LOUD. Possibly that is true. Iam sorry the gentler; 
was not here when I went over that question. Yet he will accor. 
tain by looking at the rates paid that the rates vary—so mu 


n 


nea 


much for 2,000 pounds, so much for 5,000 pounds, and so fort] 
And permit me to say that we are now paying on these land-erant 
railroads only $17.25 per ton for 365 miles of mail transportat 
where the amount is more than 5,000 pounds per day. So that 
the matter to which the gentleman refers is not so enormou 
some people suppose. 

Mr. TERRY. Even at the 80 per cent rate which is now paid 
to the land-grant roads, it would appear from the remarks of the 
gentleman from California and the gentleman from Mississippi 
that this business is so profitable that the roads are now getting 
for this service about twice as much from the Government as they 
ought to receive. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I think that all the railroads of 
this country should to-day be put upon the same basis. I be 


1eYy 
1eve 


thatthe land-grant roads have now paid for theirland. But I 
think that every railroad in this country to-day can well afford to 


| carry the mails at the same rate of compensation made to the land- 


grant roads. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
ment to that effect? 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman from Mississippi asks me why not 
insert in the bill an amendment to that effect. Sir, it has been 
stated on this floor that the chairman of the Post-Office Commit- 
tee never consults the committee about any of its action: 
there are times, Mr. Chairman, when even the chairman of the 
Post-Office Committee can not do as he desires. Let me say fur- 
ther to the gentleman from Mississippi that such an amendment 
as he suggests could only go upon this appropriation bill by the 
unanimous consent of this body, because it would be a change of 
existing law. And two or three times, perhaps, since the g 
man from Mississippi has been a member here has he seen this 
question brought to a vote in the House upon a reduction of 5 per 
cent, and has seen the proposition defeated. And it is a questi 
and an eminently practical question, too—whether we can get 
unanimous consent to put an amendment of that character on the 
bill. I would like to see some gentleman try it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will try it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia allow an interruption? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Isthe distinguished gentleman 
from California of the opinion that the railroads of this country 


Why not, then, put in this bill an amend- 


yet 


ntle- 


are unduly prosperous in the present condition of things? Does 
he think that they are making too much money? 
Mr. LOUD. Ido not think so. I will say emphatically, no, in 


answer to the gentleman from New York, for I desire to do 
injustice to any railway company in any part of the country 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Does the gentleman think we 
have the power to force the companies to take any terms that we 
may choose to prescribe? 

Mr.LOUD. Well, I will not answer that question. 
essary at this time. I think, if the gentleman will permit me, 
the Eastern roads were offered the same amount that is paid to 
the land-grant railroads, that rather than lose the Government 
service on the roads they would accept the offer. I do not think 
we would have to force them. I think if you call it force at all 
it would be a kind of force with their consent. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. You think, then, that, being 4 
quasi public corporation, we can force any terms upon them that 
we may see proper to offer? a 

Mr. WILLIAMS. We might offer them terms that they will 
be glad to take. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What answer has the gentle- 
man from California to make to that suggestion? ; 

Mr. LOUD. That is entirely foreign to the question pending. 


no 


Itis unnec- 


. 














1897. 


1749 





OWe 
. Mr. DOCKERY. Willthe gentleman from California state the 
amount the bill carries for the mail service on railroads? 

Mr. LOUD. Twenty-nine million dollars in round numbers. 
The amount asked for was $30,200,000, which we reduced, asit has 
been the custom of Congress heretofore. When we first took up 
the bill we found a deficiency of $2,000,000. 
within $1,200,000 of the estimates. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I only wish to suggest to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BARTLETT] that perhaps the lack of prosperity to 
pe found in railway circles does not arise altogether from the in- | 
sufficient compensation offered by the United States Government | 
for carrying its mails. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. That is entirely possible. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is probably true; and therefore itis hardly | 
necessary for the gentleman from New York to exercise himself | 
unduly on this phase of the railroad question. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, if there is no further question with 
reference to the bill, I will reserve the balance of the time. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BROMWELL] desires to be heard on 
some points in connection with this bill. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.I regret to state that 
there are certain provisions in the bill that I can not indorse. I 
refer more particularly to that provision of the bill which pro- 
vides for a continuation of the subsidy which has been granted 
year after year to the lines of railroad from New York City, origi- 
nally to Tampa, Fla., and afterwards changed to New Orleans. 

I am satisfied that a large proportion of the membership of the 
House does not understand the conditions under which that sub- | 
sidy is granted. Iam satisfied that many members of this body 
are of the opinion that this subsidy is the total amount that is 
given to these railroids for the transportation of the mails on 
these particular roads, and that gentlemen do not understand 
fully that it is actually an addition to the regular transportation 
rate paid to these companies, the same as to the other railroads, 
for the carriage of this mail by weight and for the rental of the 
postal cars in which the service is transacted. __ 

On page 35 of the report of the Postmaster-General for this 
year, referring to this subject of special facilities on railroads— 
and I want to state that there is only one special-facility line in 
the United States, only one that receives any subsidy at the pres- 
ent time—he says: 

There has been 4 difference of opinion as to the necessity for making this 
appropriation; but inasmuch as Congress has seen proper to follow the action 


ot former Congresses, the Department, while not recommending the appro- 
priation, has thought it advisable to apply the funds for the purpose indicated. 


I do not see, as I have said before, that it is necessary to answer 
| 
We have it now 
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Mr. PEARSON. I do not wish to seem impertinent, but does 
not the gentleman from Ohio recognize the fact that the appro- 
priation, or its expenditure, depends solely upon the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General? It is in the bill in that form. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I understand that. But, as the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Loup], the chairman of the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, said a while ago, the strongest man 
in the United States as Postmaster-General would probably not 
resist the pressure brought to bear upon him to continue the 
expenditure of the money as long as Congress sees fit to provide 
it. It is left nominally as discretionary with the Postmaster- 
General; but when year after year Congress puts into the appro- 
priation bill this sum of $196,000, to be given as a free gift over 
and above the amount that is paid to the other railroads for the 
work performed, and the Postmaster-General may spend the money 
if he desires or thinks proper, the strongest man in the position of 
Postmaster-General would probably yield to the pressure brought 
to bear upon him and expend the money, as they have been doing 
for the past fifteen or twenty years, for this service. 

Now, the place to stop the abuse is in this House by cutting off 
this appropriation, so that the option shall not be left to the Post- 
master-General and this pressure be brought to bear upon him, 
stronger than he can stand. 

Now, let us see what the factsare. This particular subsidy was 
originally granted for the purpose of expediting the delivery of 
the mails between New York and the Island of Cuba or other for- 
eign countries. The line that was selected started at Boston, 
Mass., and went by way of Springfield, through New York, Phila- 
delphia, Baltimore, Washington, and other points along the sea- 
board, and terminated at Tampa, Fla, The object was to deliver 


| the mail at Tampa, Fla., by rail More quickly than it could de de- 


livered by vessel. Thus, having the mail made up at Tampa and 
shipped by vessel to Cuba, many hours of time would be saved 
between New York and other Northern points and that island. 

But several years ago sufficient influence was brought to bear 
upon this House to divert*this subsidy from its original purpose, to 
take it away from a fast-mail service to the Island of Cuba, South 
America, and other points, and divert it to the benefit of the Gulf 
States by changing its course from Tampa, Fla., as a terminus to 
New Orleans, La. The amount appropriated was something over 
$196,000. 

On page 36 of the report of the Postmaster-General for this 
year is an itemized statement showing how this money has been 
expended. I propose to read that statement in order that it may 
appear in the Recorp for the guidance of those who will vote on 
the amendment striking out this item, which I shall offer to-mor- 
row to this bill. It is as follows: 








Pay for Pay for 
a Termini. Name of railroad company. Miles. eee eal a Se Total paid. 
| cars. weighings. 
| | 

109004 | New York to Philadelphia .-.....-..-..-...-- BO EE ere een me re $235,686.19 | $355,289.94 
113001 | Philadelphia to Washington -..............| Philadelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore -. 137.53 | 17,191.25 | 27 238, 587. O4 283, 284.20 
114002 | Washington to Lynchburg-------........-...- si Sk hacia aera Sisie lliariemantoor oyivis 173.13 | 21,755.00 | 2 120, 938. 23 168, 620. 73 
114016 | Lynchburg to Danville Junction --........-- iets eich ae snc ddan s badlane anaamnnan dans wanna | 65.52 8, 217.50 9, 736 39, 437.79 57,441. 2u 
114088 | Danville to Charlotte........................ Deh hieding chawacecmedaaesataekieuadsunne } 142.29 | 17,850.00 | 21,300.00) 82,363.14 121,513. 14 
nan di naddn adiasbsadeddusande andes «wateesanecen 267.71 | 33,463.75 | 26,719.00 | 124,289.72 184, 472. 47 
121008 | Atlanta to West Point.-.-.....................| Atlantaand West Point ---.....--- ? |} 86.32 | 10,790.00 6,896.00 | 28,635.79 46,321.79 
124001 | West Point to Montgomery ---..-- tS cates Western Railway of Alabama................- 86.40 | 10,800.00 6,850.40 | * 27,775.87 £5, 420. 27 
124012 | Montgomery to New Orleans.-..............| Louisvilleand Nashville.--......-,.........-..- 318.72 | 39,840.00 | 23,360. 85 | 89, 993. 05 153, 193. 90 

1,368.27 | 171, 238.75 | 206,618.25 | 1,087, 706.82 | 1, 415, 563. 82 








* Total compensation to Southern Railway, $532,047.63. 


Average per mile to above lines, nearly $1,035 per year. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I find that some points—— 
Mr. CRISP. I just want toask the gentleman if he did not 


seins wnat nical 


ules so as to connect with other railroads in the system, in order 
to facilitate the transmission of these mails; and these roads 


advocate last year a subsidy to facilitate fast mails to Cincinnati? | thought that would injure their passenger traffic, and declined to 


Mr. BROMWELL. I am coming to that, and will show you 
that I am entirely consistent. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. May I ask the gentleman if this includes any 
payment to any of the lines from Boston, Mass., to New York? 
« th BROMWELL. Yes; it commences at line 21 on page 6 of 

e bill. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. What amount is paid by the Government 
under this appropriation for mailsfrom Boston to New York, and 
by what line of railroad is it now carried? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I will say to the gentleman that the lines 
running from Boston to New York have declined tocome in under 
the subsidy arrangement, and while over $196,000 is appropriated, 
as a matter of fact $171,000 is used, and no part of it is used be- 
tween the city of Boston and the city of New York. 

Mr. SETTLE. -I will inform the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts that the reason, I understand, why the roads from Boston to 
New York have declined to come into this arrangement and 
accept any pe of this subsidy is that- before doing so they must 
concede to the Post-Office Department the right to fix their sched- 


| better, and also that they are fully as good. if not be 


accept this arrangement, because it did give the Government the 
right to fix their schedules. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Now I desire to have my own time. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. May Iaskthe gentleman one further question? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman if the mail 
facilities are not as good from Boston to New York at present, by 
the companies that will not come into this agreement, as they were 
in past years when they were parties to the agreement? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I understand they are fully as good, if not 
tter, than any 
mail facilities offered by these subsidized lines. 

Mr. SWANSON. I would like to say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. BROMWELL. The gentleman is a member of the commit- 
tee and will have his own time. I do not care to yield for an 
argument, but I will answer a question. 

. Chairman, I want to impress upon this House the fact that 
these companies are paid the re rates for transporting this 
mail that every railroad in the United States is paid. ‘The weights 
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are fixed by law, and. as the chairman has said, usually the utmost 
maximum rate is allowed. These railroad companies get that 
maximum rate for transporting the weight they carry. In addi- 
tion to that they are allowed compensation for the car space of 
the postal cars that they furnish, and they are paid full rates 
for them. In gddition to all that they get this one hundred and 
seventy-one thousand and odd dollars as a free gift from this 
Government. 

Now, just why these particular lines of road should be subsi- 
dized to the exclusion of every other road in the country is one of 
those things that I for one can not understand. The gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] asked me whether I did not last year, 
in an argument on the appropriation bill, support an amendment 
looking to subsidize other lines. I will say to the gentleman that 
I stand to-day just where I did then. LIamin favor of facilitating 
the carrying of mails by all proper methods, and if necessary Iam 
in favor of subsidizing railroads for the purpose of giving special 
trains for that purpose; but I am notin favor of subsidizing three 
or jour lines of railroad on the pretense of carrying fast mails 
through one section of the country, and then, when an attempt is 
made to equalize things by giving the same facilities over another 
line of country, to be met by gentlemen on the floor, when an 
amendment is offered, with the statement that this is new legis- 
lation which can not come into an appropriation bill. 

Mr. GARDNER. I would like to ask the gentleman if, during 
his service as a member of Congress he has ever introduced a bill 
or made‘any other effort to get a provision for the facilities he 
desires except his attempt to ingraft it on an appropriation bill 
contrary to present rules? 

Mr. BROMWELL. That might be a very good question to put 
if this were the beginning of a new Congress, made up entirely of 
new members; but in this House, in the closing days of its closing 
session, when it is composed of many members who have been 
here many years longer than I have, I want:to say from my short 
experience of this House that it would be utterly and absolutely 
futile to undertake to introduce a single bill to accomplish any 
such purpose, and the gentleman knows it who asks the question. 
The only way in which these subsidies could be put upon their 
passage in this House would be by ingrafting them upon appro- 
priation bills, 

That is the way this subsidy got on, not as a separate act, but 
as a rider on an appropriation bill, and once on, it is like the Old 
Man of the Sea—it hangs on forever and forever. Not only that, 
but those who are interested in having it hold on are the most 
alert to see that it has no rivals in its line and that nothing else 
gets on that would interfere with its staying. Last year it was 
proposed by an amendment on an appropriation bill to give these 
special fast-mail facilities to other sections of the country. Gen- 
tiemen from Illinois introduced bills looking to provide fast mail 
trains out of Chicago. Other gentlemen had an amendment pro- 
viding for fast mail facilities from Kansas City. I offered an 
amendment providing for fast-mail facilities from the city of Cin- 
cinnati eastward and westward. Every one of those propositions 
went out on a point of order; properly, I think, so far as the law 
was concerned; unjustly, so far as the merits were concerned. 

Now, when it comes to the question of subsidizing an American 
line of steamships to carry American mail, and American passen- 
gers and American freight to and from foreign countries, I be- 
lieve in being as liberal as this Government can afford to be. 
When it comes to’subsidizing lines of railroad in this country to 
obtain the facilities that are necessary to our business interests, I 
believe in being as liberal to them as we can be in justice to other 
interests. But this is not a question of the general policy of Gov- 
ernment subsidies. This is a question whether we shall grant a 
special favor, a particular subsidy, to this one series or set of con- 
necting railroads for a service that is no better rendered than the 
service on other roads running through sections just as important 
as that through which theseroadsrun. I willinsert in my printed 
remarks the table which I have read; andI give notice that when 
the reading of the bill has progressed to line 21 on page 6 I shall 
mdve to strike out all of that paragraph relating to special facili- 
ties. lLalso give notice that I shall move to strike out the para- 
graph on page 8 beginning with line 12 and ending with line 16, 
unless the Chair shall rule that it goes out on a point of order, 
which I shall raise when the proper time comes, 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state clearly, so 
that the House may understand it exactly, the position which the 
gentleman [ Mr. BRoMWELL] occupies and the reasons that ani- 
mate him in opposing this provision. I take the gentleman’s own 
remarks, from which it seems to be clear and conclusive that this 
appropriation is just, fair, and reasonable. The gentleman has 
shown that he is not opposed to this extra compensation in gen- 
eral. He has told you that last year he had offered an amend- 
ment to facilitate the fast mail from Cincinnati (to the South, I 
think he said), but that it went out on a point of order. I think 
at that time the gentleman favored this provision, provided he 
could get his amendment upon the bill. Now, I am going to 
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FEBRUARY 1]. 
show by the very statistics which the gentleman himself has ro; 
that this provision of the bill is just and fair. He has endeavor 
to leave an impression upon the House that this is paying | 
services that are not rendered. What is the provision? It is th; 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Boston, Mass 
way of New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, $196.01; 

Then comes this proviso, to which I call attention: 

Provided, That no part of the eeregnetinn made by this paragraph s! 
be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expend 
necessary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 

Now, let us see whether this is necessary. Let us see whet 
the Government is getting proper returns for the expenditur 
this money. Remember that this line extends from Bosto: 
New York, from New York to Washington, from Washingtwo 
Atlanta, and from Atlanta to New Orleans. The gentleman’ 
jection to this provision is simply that these railroads are alr 
paid so much per pound for carrying the mails, Thatis trne, an) 
the returns of the Department and the statistics show that 1 
mail matter goes over these lines than over any other lines in 1 
United States. In other words, there is more mail matter pass 
from Boston to New York, from New York to Washington, fy 
Washington to Atlanta, and from Atlanta to New Orleans t 
passes over any other line of railroad in the country, and t! 
fore it follows that that is the most important trunk line of 
road in the United States. The statistics which the gentle: 
himself presents prove that fact. It is avast pipe from which ‘he 
mail lines of all the other States are fed like the main pipe 
water system, 

Mr. BROMWELL. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SWANSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I merely wanted to ask the gentlen 
whether, if this is such a great trunk line, the New York Central 
and the lines running in connection with it from New York | 
Chicago should not, on the same argument, be subsidized? 

Mr. SWANSON. 1 do not know the conditions there, but I 
show you the conditions which make it necessary and which h 
for seventeen years past made it necessary on this main line, and 
every Postmaster-General has used this discretion—for it is o 
discretion that we give the Postmaster-General by this provisi 
I prove it by the very objections which the gentlemanurges. [ie 
says we do not appropriate money for the service from Bostor 
New York. Why? Because, as the Postmaster-General says, thy 
railroad from Boston to New York would not make proper 
rangement with the Department so as to facilitate the transp: 
tion of the mails at the expense of the passenger traffic; and 
the Postmaster-General could not secure any additional facilit 
any additional services from Boston to New York, he did not nu; 
the $24,000 which the law allowed him to use if such faciliti 
could be obtained. 

‘But when we reach New York, what are the conditions with 
which we are confronted? In order to make proper connecti 
here in Washington, it is necessary that the train shall leave N 
York at 4 o'clock in the morning. The Department has alw 
had difficulty in securing a train which would leave New York « 
that hour and make the Southern connection here at Washingt 
When no arrangements were made for that train leaving N: 
York at 4 o’clock in the morning, all the mail from Boston 
other Northern points and from the different parts of New Y: 
State accumulated in New York City and waited there quite a wh 
before it could be started Southward. 

The Atlantic Coast Line undertook to perform this extra se1 
ice for years. Their train left New York at 4 o'clock in the mo 
ing, connected here at Washington, and the mail went on to t 
South. But that line found that it was losing more on its | 
senger traffic than it was making by the extra compensation 
received from the Government. <A gentleman on the other s 
has alluded to the fact that this mail service was formerly ( 
over the Atlantic Coast Line. Why? Because that line agr 
with the Government to start a fast train from New York Cit) 

4 o’clock in the morning, loaded with nothing but mail matt: 
That train, arriving here at Washington, made connection wi' 
the Southern line, carrying the mail to Texas, Tampa, Mexico, a) 
Cuba. But that line found its bargain with the Government un- 
rofitable. It lost more on its passenger traffic by having its train 
eave at 4 o'clock in the morning than it could make by doing th 
extra service for the Government. So that line refused to renew 
its agreement with the Post-Office Department. No member 0! 
this House, if he were in New York City, would be willing to g«' 
up early in the morning and go across the ferry to take a 4 o’clo: 
train at Jersey City. A train which leaves at 11 o’clock in the 
morning can secure the patronage of passengers, but not one lea\ 
ing so early as 4 o'clock in the morning. So the Atlantic Coast 
Line changed its train from 4 o’clock in the morning to 11 o’clock 
in the morning and refused to take this compensation. So the 
appropriation was not used. 

Then there followed a complete derangement of all the mail 
connections of the Southern people with New York, with Boston, 
and the entire North. Chambers of commerce in the different 


4 
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cities met and requested that the mail connections which had 
been enjoyed be restored. So the Southern Railroad agreed to 
put on a train which would restore the mail facilities from the 
North as they had existed. Having a train starting from New 
York at 11 o'clock in the morning with Southern connections, 
they agreed with the Post-Office Department that if this compen- 
sation were given them they would start a train from New York 
at 4 o'clock in the morning and m;. > with it all Southern connec- 
tions. The Southern Railroad agreed to make the arrangement, 
which the Atlantic Coast Line had refused tomake because it was 
unprofitable. The Southern people had been disturbed in all their 
mail connections with the North. The Richmond and Danville 
road, or the Southern system, agreed to do this service only when 
it became evident that the withdrawal of the service would oper- 
ate as a complete derangement of mail matters in the South. 
Under this arrangement the train which formerly left New York 
at 11 o’clock in the morning leaves at 4 o'clock in the morning; | 
it leaves frequently without passengers and carries nothing but 
mail matter. This railroad company says to the Department, 
“{f we surrender our train practically to the use of the Post- 
Ofiice Department, if we give you the privilege of fixing our sched- | 
ule, of determining at what points we shall stop and when we 
shall leave—between New York and New Orleans—we can not | 
surrender in this way our passenger train without fair compensa- | 
i0n. 
; Let me say here, in addition, that if this company should at any | 
time fail to make connection at Washington or Atlanta or New 
Orleans, then it does not receive a cent for that trip. In order to 
entitle it to compensation, it is compelled to make a complete con- 
nection between New York and New Orleans. 

This railroad renders this service for the small sum of about 
$170,000. It runs a fast mail from New York to New Orleans. 
It permits the Government to control its schedule. It agrees to 
start its train from New York at 4 o’clock in the morning without 
passengers, instead of starting a train at 11 o'clock. If it should 
start at 11 a. m., at that hour it would miss the connection at 
Washington; for, mark you, unless the train leaves New York 
at 4 o’clock in the morning it makes no connection at Washington. | 
Why? The Southern Railroad formerly had its train leave Wash- | 
ington at 8 o'clock, carrying passengers from this city to Lynch- 
burg and various points in the South. To render the service 
required by this bill, it was obliged to put on an additional train. 
It still continues the 8 o'clock train. In order to make the con- 
nection with the New York train, it is obliged to put on another 
train, leaving at 11 o'clock, in order to carry this vast reservoir of 
mail to which the gentleman from Ohio has just alluded. 

Mr. BROMWELL. The mails are made up in New York before | 
midnight, are they not? 

Mr. SWANSON. I presume they are—some of them. The 
mail collected in New York City might be. But there are trains 
coming from Boston, as appears by the schedule—trains coming | 
from northern New York and other points. These mails come in | 
at different hours. 

Mr. BROMWELL. May I finish my question? 

Mr. SWANSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BROMWELL. The regular New York mail is made up, | 
we will say, at midnight. Now, the gentleman says that the 
Southern train, taking that mail from Washington south, leaves | 
here at 11 o’clock in the morning. In other words, the New York 
mail, made up at midnight, does not leave the city of Washing- | 
ton until noon the next day. Is that the gentleman's idea of | 
“special mail facilities” or of fast-mail service? 

Mr. SWANSON. No. But in New York the papers and mail 
that come into that city from 1 to 2 or 3 o’clock would have to 
stay in New York until 1! o'clock the next day before being 
started on the Southern route if it were not for the special facili- | 
ties afforded by this particular mail train, and in order to accom- | 








modate the Department the railroads have allowed this train to 
be run by the Department as a mail train rather than a passenger 
train. ey receive little revenue on account of the passenger 
service on that part of the line. 

I submit to any man here who has any information or acquaint- 
ance with railroad business; I submit this proposition to any 
member here, and ask if he would consent to give an entire line— 
an entire train from New York to New Orleans—to be controlled 
and run by the Post-Office Department itself, fixing its stopping 
places and the time of leaving, without receiving an appropriate 
compensation for yielding sucha service? I take it for granted 
that there is not a man here who would agree to that. 

This railroad could get about as much money without the ap- 
propriation as they get with it. Why? I will take the sugges- 
tions made by the gentleman from Ohio himself. He says that 
they pay $1,000,000 a year from New York to New Orleans for the 
pu of ¢ ing the mails. That amount is paid to the rail- 
companies [ weight. Now, this company could get just as 
much for carrying its portion of the mail by weight as it gets now, 
and it would make more on its passenger service than the amount 





| single passenger carried. 


| ries the mail to Cuba. 
| with the Texas mails. 


here granted. If you had letters written in New York on Mon- 
day, and this road had to carry it out on Wednesday, they would 
get just as much for carrying it on Wednesday as they would if 
they carried it on Monday morning immediately after it was writ- 
ten. This provision simply pays a small extra compensation, if 
the Postmaster-General thinks advisable, to hurry up and deliver 
earlier these letters. 2 

Upon the other lines of road alluded to by the gentleman, they 
fix their schedule for the purpose of suiting the convenience of 
passengers and for the accommodation of that train and not to 
facilitate mail. But they can not apply that rule in the running 
of this particular mail train. In this matter the Department is- 
sues its orders as tothe time of departure. It says, ‘+ In view of 
the importance of conducting this mail service from New York 
to New Orleans without delay, we do not propose to allow you to 
fix your own schedule to suit your passenger traffic, but you 
must give it up for the purpose of facilitating the mail service.” 
For this small extra compensation this privilege is granted. 

Take, for instance, the fast mail train now running from Wash- 
ington to Danville. They have but two places, I think i rom 


It Is, 


Danville to Washington—that is, at Charlottesville and at Lyn 
burg—where they can stop. 


il- 


They can not take up passengers at 


sel 


}any other ae anywhere between these stations. They ar 
anxious to do it if permitted, but the Department says, ** No; if 
you do not run this train for the purpose of facilitating the mail 


and not toaccommodate passengers, we will not give this extra com- 
pensation to you; we will withhold it from you;” and so they re- 
quire of the road a schedule in which they can take no passengers 
at all between Washington and Danville except at these two 
places. And, Mr. Chairman, it is the same for the entire train on 
its route from New York to New Orleans. They are compelled to 
put this entire system at the disposal of the Government and make 
all of the schedules, their times of departure, and where they shall 


| stop, to suit the Government requirements, and all for the small 
| sum of $171,000 a year. 


Now, is that too much? Iwill take the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Ohio himself to prove that it is not. Why, he has 
just stated that the Atlantic Coast Line had the contract at o 
time, and it decided that it lost more than it made from the ¢ 
tract and gaveitup. The entire mail matter was then transferred 
to this other line. I could not get a newspaper the day it was 
yublished in New York until after this facility was accorded, 
When the Southern Railroad took up the contract and complied 
with the regulations of the Department as to these special facilities, 


m- 


| then the New York mail to all my section of the country came 


the same day that it was mailed. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, the question to be determined is this: Is 
the amount of mail carried on this road and facilitated sufficient 


| to pay for the small sum of money that is given to the company 


for running this train? I say that it is. I say that the service 
more than pays for itself. Here is a road that supplies mail to a 
vast section of this country. There are some routes in the West to 
which we give a thousand dollars to furnish mail to a hundred or 
one hundred and fifty people. Yet here are fifteen or ‘twenty 
States, all of them vitally interested in special mail facilities, and 
depending on this small appropriation for continuing this service 


fe 
Let 


which has proved so useful tothem. TheSouthern and the Penn 
sylvania railroads will go back, if the appropriation is not given, 
| to their fixed schedules, leaving New York at 11 o'clock in the 
morning, and not at 4 o'clock, as they do now, and will take up 


passengers, and will make more by starting at that hour . 
leaving at 4 o'clock in the morning, at such an untimely hour, 
when the passengers will not take the train. I have 


tlyhar 
Lian by 


been told by 


| people who travel on that train occasionally that frequently be- 


tween New Yorkand Philadelphia and Washington there is not a 
It is simply and abso!utely a mail train. 

But what other advantages do we get from this appropriation? 
Connections are made at Tampa, Fla., with the steamer that car- 

Connections are made at New Orleans 
The first time that has been done is within 
the last two years, since this contract was given. This train con- 
nects with the train for Houston, and going on down to Mexico, 
thus'making connection from New York to Mexico and Cuba. 

Mark another thing in this bill to which no objection is raised. 
This bill carries from $1,000,000 to $2,000,000 to facilitate the car- 
rying of mails to foreign countries. You pay steamers so much 
per pound, just as you pay railroads; but then, in addition to that, 
these steamers that go out—one of them, I believe, from San 
Francisco, where the chairman of this committee [Mr. Loup] 
lives—I think some of them get nearly a million dollars, 

Mr. LOUD. What is that? 

Mr. SWANSON. Steamers carrying foreign mails, by the pro- 
visions of this bill. 

Mr. LOUD. No; I donot think they get anywhere near as much 
as that. The whole foreign service only costs about $1,500,000. 

Mr. SWANSON. A million and a half. 

Mr. PEARSON. I see on page 7 of the bill an item of additional 
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compensation to the Oceanic Steamship Company for transporting 
the mails by its steamers sailing from San Francisco to New Zea- 
land and New South Wales by way of Honolulu, and all mails 
made up in the United States destined for the Hawaiian Islands, 
the Australian colonies, New Caledonia, and the islands in the 
Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. SWANSON. Why, these steamship people get paid by the 
pound, just as the railroads do, and then for additional facilities 
they get extra compensation, and $1,800,000 is given for such pur- 
pe ses. 

Now, everybody concedes that 95 per cent yearly of our business 
is interstate business. That is, our traffic among ourselves is far 
in excess of all our foreign trade, commerce, and business. The 
trade from New York to New Orleans is the most important, the 
most immense, the most far-reaching of any trade which exists in 
this entire country. Yet when we seek to facilitate that which is 
more, I am sure, than all that is carried by these foreign steamers, 
and for which they receive $1,800,000, the gentleman says that a 
little appropriation of $170,000 to facilitate the carrying of themails 


through fifteen States is a useless and extravagant expenditure. | 


This item has been in this bill for seventeen years. The gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. BROMWELL] is mistaken in supposing that he is 
the first person to discover these facts about the amount of com- 

sensation, and perhaps to enlighten the House on this question. 
N hy, for seventeen years before he was a member of the House this 
question has been considered, has been presented to the House, 
has been argued, and the House has acted upon it, and has left it 
discretionary to five Postmasters-General, I believe, and every 
one of them has used it, as a necessary and useful expenditure of 
public money from which a public benefit was received. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I should like to ask the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia why he urges leaving in the bill the wording— 

On trunk lines from Boston, Mass., to New York— 


when none of the money is expended between Boston and New 
York? 
Mr. SWANSON. 


I will tell the gentleman why. 
Mr. SIMPKINS. 


And I should like to ask him another ques- 


tion. 
Mr. SWANSON. All right; one at a time. 
Mr. SIMPKINS. Very well. 


Mr. SWANSON. I will answer the gentleman’s first question. 


We do that because sometimes the Department has been able to | 


make arrangements with railroads that would give extra facilita- 
tion for the carrying of the mails 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Between Boston and New York? 

Mr. SWANSON. Between Boston and New York. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I should like to ask the gentleman when was 
the last time that was done? 





Mr. SWANSON. Five or six years ago, I think. 
Mr. SIMPKINS. It is five or six years since it has been done? 
Mr. SWANSON. I think so; and to show that this is not sim- 


ply a gift of money to the railroads, I will state to the gentleman 
that the Department would give this money to the railroads be- 
tween Boston and New York if they could secure extra service for 
so doing, but they do not now use it because they get no extra 
service. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Ishould like to ask the gentleman if,in his 
opinion, it is a sensible thing to appropriate money which is not 
used, year after year? The gentleman acknowledges that it has 
not been used for four years, and now [ find in this bill, on page 8, 
that it is necessary to add extra words, saying that— 

In the discretion of the Postmaster-General, any unexpended balance of 
the appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, for necessary and 
special facilities on trunk lines, may be used for other fast-mail facilities. 

I want to ask the gentleman if, under cover of that provision, 
something isnot being appropriated, apparently for Massachusetts, 
which is not so used, but which can be used for some other pur- 

ose? 

. Mr. SWANSON. Iwill answer the gentleman fairly. It is evi- 
dently shown that nothing has been lost by the appropriation, 
because no money hus been drawn. No money has gone into the 
pockets of anybody who did not have a right to it, so no evil has 
resulted from the language which the gentleman complains of. I 
should like to have the gentleman point out where any evil has 
resulted. Now, this language is kept there for the reason that if 
matters should so shape themselves as to make it necessary to use 
that extra pay for the running of trains between Boston and New 
York, it could be so used. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I know the gentleman desires to be per- 
fectly sincere and candid with this House. 

Mr. SWANSON. Ido. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Isit nota fact that that particular language 
is used and continued year after year because the gentleman is 
afraid that if it is left out, and this section provides for a line 
starting from New York, it will be subject toa point of order and 
the whole thing will go out? . 
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Mr. SWANSON. That is one reason. Will the gentlem be 
equally frank? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. SWANSON. Is not the reason why the gentleman 0! 
to this appropriation to be found in the fact that he can not 
another one for another part of the country? 

Mr. BROMWELL. That is one reason. I will be pei 
frank with the gentleman. I object to this because {| do y>: 
believe in favoring one section of the country to the exclusion if 
the rest of the United States. 

Mr. SWANSON. Well, then, let us come to that point. Now 
the gentleman, as I understand, my good friend from Ohio | \, 
BROMWELL], objects to this because a rule of this House 


not let him get in an appropriation for facilitating the mails { = 
| his city to the South, because it would be obnoxious to the rule 
in that it would be a change of the existing law. Then, [ unider. 
stand you are not fighting it because it is wrong, but because yoy 


can not get something of the same kind and character. 
Mr. SIMPKINS. That does not apply to me nor to any remarks 
I have made. 


Mr. SWANSON. Now, to my good friend from Massachusetts 


I will state that at one time it did facilitate the mail from Boston 
to New York. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Are you accurate in that? Was it not for 
only one-half of the distance, and that several years ago? 

Mr. SWANSON. It was for half, if not the whole; and I know 
that this appropriation has been kept there to some extent, from 
what the gentleman may say, “‘ because it might be obnoxious to 
the rule,’ and we are not willing to jeopardize the mails of fifteen 
great States in their commerce and business by making an altera- 
tion. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman another 
question. I do not wish to jeopardize the postal service of this 
country, but I would like to know who asks in behalf of the peo- 
ple for this service. Has the Postmaster-General at any time ever 
asked for this appropriation? 

Mr. SWANSON. The last two or three Postmasters-General 
have not asked for it. But it has been left discretionary with the 
Postmaster-General to say whether it facilitates mail or not. He 
can refuse to give it if he wishes. Hecan stop it to-morrow. He 
can refuse to use it. We leave it to his discretion entirely and to 
his judgment to say whether this Government gets a quid pro no 
or not before he is justified in using it. ‘The best proof that the 
Postmasters-General favor it and get benefits from it is the fact 
that they have used it for seventeen years. 

I reserve the remainder of my time; and, Mr. Chairman, I ask 
to have incorporated in my remarks the schedule of these differ- 
ent trains, which will explain to any man who will read it that 
this railroad does not get a cent of extra compensation for the 
service it renders beyond what is reasonable and just. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent to print certain tables with his remarks. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The schedules are as follows: 


SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
OFFICE OF GENERAL PASSENGER AGENT. 
1300 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, 
Washington, D. C., February 10, 189° 

Sir: Referring to your request, I beg leave to respectfully invite your 
attention to the benefits resulting to the public through the establishment of 
the fast-mail service betweeu New York. Atlanta, and New Orleans, with 
special reference to that portion from Washington south, and the situation 
under which the service is rendered. 

On January 1, 1893, the Richmond and Danville system, now the Southern 
Railway Company. maintained a train service that met the requirements of 
its general business, and afforded a good mail service as an item of sucli gen- 
eral business. The train service was as follows: 

Train No. 9left Washington at 8.30 a. m., arrived in Atlantain twenty-three 
anda half hours, at 8a. m. the next day, and had no connection whatever 
south of Montgomery. Train No. 11 left Washington at 1] p. m..and wasrun 
at a slow rate of speed, without postal car, toLynchburg, and with postal car 
from Lynchburg to Atlanta, arriving at Atlanta at 10 p. m. the following day 
Train No. 37, the Southwestern Vestibuled Limited, left New York at 1% 
p. m., Washington at 10.43 p. m., and arrived at Atlanta at 3.55 p. m.. Mont 
gomery at 9.20 p. m., and New Orleans 7.25a.m. This, in brief, was the situ 
ation in the early months of 1893. : 

Congress, desiring to meet the tal needs of the greatest States of the 
South and dependent regions, made a opriation, effective from July |. 1", 
for a special mail service from New York and Washington to Atlanta ud 
New Orleans and the — country and large population of the Statesot 
Texas and Arizona,and beyond. Theadvantages to be reaped from the ¢los:T 
mail connections between the greatest commercial metropolis of the bast 
and the principal centers of business and population of the South are 5° 
obvious to all that comment thereon would be out of place. s 

The Richmond and Danville system, now the Southern Railway Comp:"y, 
and its connections, appreciating the purpose of Congress, and desiring to 
contribute as much as possible to the t contemplated postal improve 
ments, heartily cooperated by establishing a cial fast mail between Sow 
York and New Orleans, beginning May 14, 1893. The fast-mail train, No. 3), 
left New York 4.30 a. m., Washington 11.01 a. m., arriving in Atlanta at | wD 
a.m. the following day. This train received at New York a Boston connection 
that left that city at 7.30 p. m., after the arrival of all post- ffice rail —— 
from all parts of New England, and left New York with a very large _™8! 
for the Southern States. It gathered in the mail from Philadelphia, Ba\t' 
more, rail post-office lines arriving at that point, and Washington, and de!\v- 
ered it throughout the South far in advance of all former schedules. 

The Richmond and Danville system, now the Southern Railway Companys 








1897. 
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arranged the schedules of its auxiliary lines, and put an extra train between 
Charlotte and Columbia, by which mail was delivered at Columbia at 1.35 
a. m., Savannah at 4.30a. m., J nville at 9.30a. m., being twenty-nine hours 
from New York, which was the shortest time ever made between these two 
ints. The arrival in Jacksonville was in time for distribution to the whole 
tate of Florida. is was the situation until November, 1894, at which time 
the Southern Railwa Company established an additional train, known as 
the “New York and Florida Short Line Limited,” No. 31, which left New 
York at 3.20 p. m., Washington 10.05 p. m., Danville, Va., 5 a. m., and Char- 
lotte, N. C.,8.d4a. m., thence branching off, arriving at Columbia, 8. C., at 12.14 
p. m., Savannah, Ga., ow ae m., Jacksonville, Fla., 7.20 p. m., where connec- 
tion was made with lines for southern Florida, thus making three daily fast 
trains between New York and Charlotte, N. C., two going through to New 
Orleans, one of which making connection at Charlotte with a through train 
for Florida points, and one soljd through train New York to Florida. This 
was the situation up to the middle of the year 1895. 

The schedules were further improved upon on the Ist of February, 1896, at 
which time the schedule of the New York and Florida Short Line Limited 
was quickened toa considerable extent, although the same leaving times at 
New York, 3.20 p. m., and Washington, 10.05 p. m., were observed, the train 
reaching Charlotte, N. C., at 8.30 a. m., instead of 8.34, as in 1894; Columbia at 
11.35 a. m., instead of 7.14 p. m.; Savannah, Ga., 2.36 p. m., instead of 3.20 
p-™.; Jacksonville, Fla., 6.: p. m., instead of 7.30 p. m.; St. Augustine, Fla., 
7.45 p. m., instead of 9.20 p. m. 

Commencing January 18, 1897, the New York and Florida Short Line Lim- 
ited was changed to leave New York at 12.10 noon; Philadelphia, 2.36 p. m.; 
Baltimore, 5 p. m.; Washington, 6.20 p. m., arriving at Charlotte at 5.05 a. m. 
the following day; Columbia, S. C.,8.17a.m.; Savannah, Ga.,11.22a. m.; Jack- 
sonville, Fla., 3.30 p. m., and St. Anau. Fla., 4.40 R m., thus reaching 
Savannah, Ga., and Jacksonville and St. Augustine, Fla., during business 
hours the following day after leaving New York, a considerable item in the 
saving of time as compared to all previous schedules. 

In this connection it will be noted that the service of the United States 
fast mail No. 35, and Washington and Southwestern Limited No. 37, between 
Charlotte, N. C., Jacksonville, Tampa, and other Florida points, has been and 
is now maintained, which, with the New York and Florida Limited, give 
three fast trains,from New York and Washington to the entire State of 
Florida, as against only two trains in 1896. 

United States fast mail, No.35, leaves New York at the same hour that it did 
in 1895-96, 4.30 a. m.; Washington, 11.15 a. m., and arrives at Atlanta 5.20 a. m.; 
Montgomery, Ala., 10.31 a. m., instead of 10.45, as in 1896; Birmingham at 11.45 
a.m., ins’ of 12.20 p. m., as in 1896, and makes through connection for 
Memphis and Kansas City, arriving at Memphis, Tenn., at 9.40 p. m., instead 
of 10.20 p. m., as in 1896, and at Kansas City, Mo., at 5.20 p. m. the following 
afternoon. Here I would call your attention to connection from Memphis to 
Kansas City having been maintained from the date of its commencement, the 
early part of 1896, to date, thus giving a permanent service where heretofore 
the mails had to lay in Birmingham from - m. until 12.20 at night before 
departure for points beyond Memphis in the direction of Kansas City. I 
would also call attention to the fact that since 1896 the service of the United 
States fast mail between New York and New Orleans has been augmented 
by the substitution of solid through trains instead of requiring changes of 
equipment at Montgomery, Ala., and the arrival time at New Orleans has 
been quickened to 8.10 p. m. the following day after leaving New York and 
Washington, instead of 8.30 p. m., as heretofore, thus continuing to give 
the people of New Orleans the opportunity of getting their mail that night, 
whea previously it was not distributed until the toiowing morning. The 
connection with the Southern Pacific for Houston, Tex., San Antonio, Tex., 
and Mexico, leaving New Orleans 8.2) p. m., immediately upon the arrival of 
the United States tast mail, and arriving Houston the following morning at 
8.45 and San Antonio 4.25 p. m., has been maintained. 

Also, the local stops heretofore made by the United States fast mail, No. 
25, between Danville, Va.,and Charlotte, N. C., have been eliminated, and this 
train is now operated as a fast through train between these respective points 
and a local train substituted to accommodate the passenger traftic, thus re- 
ducing time of arrival of mail at Charlotte, N. C., from 10.50 p. m. to 10 

. m., and an additional train has been put in operation between Salisbury, 
Vo and Chattanooga, Tenn., through Statesville, N. C., Asheville, N. C.,and 
Knoxville, Tenn., connecting with said United States fast mail train, No. 3, 
leaving Salisbury at 8.55 p. m., arriving Asheville, N. C., 12.20 the same night, 
Knoxville, Tenn., at 4.35, and Chattanooga, Tenn., at 8 o'clock the following 
more, By the addition of this train, mail leaving New York at 4.30 a. m. 
and Washington 11.15 a. m. arrives Asheville and other points in western 
North Carolina—a considerabl - territory within itself—the same night, and at 
Knoxville and Chattanooga the following morning in time for early delivery. 

At Charlotte, N. C.,a connecting train of the United States fast mail leaves 
at 10.20 p. m., upon the arrival of said train, reaching Columbia, S. C., at 1.37 
a. m.; Savannah, Ga., 4.50 a. m.; Jacksonville, Fla., 9 a. m., the day after de- 
parture from New York and Washington. Connection is there made with 
the Florida East Coast Railway system, having a train leaving Jacksonville, 
Fla., at 9.20 a. m., arriving St. Augustine, 10.20 a. m.; Palatka, Fla., 11.48 
a.m.; Ormond, Fla., 12.48 p. m.; Rockledge, Fla., 3.30 p.m.; Palm Beach, Fla., 
8.25 p. m.; Miami, Fla., 11.05 p. m., from which latter point a line of steamers 
is now operated to Nassau and Key West, Fla., thus giving exceptional facili- 
ties to the entire east coast of Florida and islands of Nassau and Key West. 

train also connects at Yulee, Fla., with train of the Florida Central and 
Peninsular Railroad, leaving at 8.25 a.m. the morning after departure from 
New York and Washington, arriving Waldo, Fla., 11.40 a. m.; Ocala, Fla., 1.32 
p. m., and Tampa, Fla., 5.30 p. m., where connection is made with the Cuban 
steamships to Habana. It will thus be seen that this train gives exceptional 
Gatat ilities to the entire State of Florida, Key West, Nassau, and Habana, 

It will not be amiss to draw a comparison between the time made to 
Florida points in 1893 and now. The mail which left New York at 4.30 a. m. 
arrived at Jacksonville, Fla., at ll a. m., and Tampa, Fla.,at8p.m. It now 
reaches Jacksonville at ¥ a. m., Tampa 5.30 p. m., connecting there with Cuban 
8 and also has direct connection at Jacksonville for the entire east 
coast of Florida, Nassau, and Key West. Z ; e 

The schedule of the Washington and Southwestern Limited, leaving New 
York at 4.30 p. m., Washington 10.43 p. m., arriving Charlotte, N. C., 9.25 the 
following porning, Atlanta, Ga., 3.55 same afternoon, New Orleans, La., and 
Memphis, Tenn. 7.40 the second morning, has scarcely varied or been changed 

any . Connection with that train is still maintained with diverging 

at New Orleans and Memphis for Texas, Mexico, Arizona, and with the 
Sunset Limited at New Orleans for San Francisco and points in California. 
Connection of this train has also been continued at Charlotte, N. C., for 
Columbia, 8S. C.. Jacksonville, and all Florida points, leaving Charlotte at 
. arriving Columbia, 8. G 12.50 p. m., Savannah 4.25 p. m., Jackson- 
Tam ., 7.30 a. m. 
be seen that while the leaving time at New York is the same as 
heretofore, the arrival time in the cities of the South and Southwest has 
been a nearer to the departure from New York, the decrease in the 
time an increase in the speed of these trains. 








re 


To be more explicit, and point out specially the advantages of the service 
in comparison with that given in 1893, I will give you briefly the number of 
hours the mails have been facilitated: 

The New York letter and paper mail, the Boston and New England mail, 
the central and western New York and Pennsylvania mail which left New 
York at 4.30 a. m. in 1893 reached Washington after the departure of the 
train for Atlanta, Montgomery, and New Orleans, and was delayed until 
10.48 p. m. before leaving Washington. Under the present fast-mail service 
the New York mail, together with the mail from all parts of New England, 
Pennsylvania, and New York of the previous day, is put into Danville, Va., at 
6 p. m.; Greensboro, N. C., 7.37 p. m.; Salisbury, N. C., 8.50 p. m.; Charlotte, 
N.C., 10 p. m.; Atlanta, Ga., 5.20 a. m. the following morning; Montgomery, 
Ala., 10.35 a. m.; Mobile, Ala., 3.50 p. m.; New Orleans, La., 8.10 p. m.; Mem- 
phis, Tenn., 9.40 p.m.; Birmingham, Ala., 11.45 a. m.; Houston, Tex., 8.45 
a.m.; Macon, Ga., Albany, Ga., Tifton, Ga., and points between Atlanta, 
Ga., and Chattanooga, Tenn., before 1 p. m. 

Thus, by this increased facility between New York and the South, the 
mails are expedited about twelve hours to Danville, Va., Greensboro, N. ©., 
Salisbury, N. C., Charlotte, N. C., Atlanta, Ga.; fourteen hours to Mont- 
es Ala.; about fifteen hours to New Orleans and Birmingham: twelve 

ours to Memphis; fourteen hours to Houston, and from twelve to fifteen 
hours to all points in the Southwest. 

It will be seen that in expediting the mails between New York and the 
inland and far South and Southwest the Southern Railway has materially 
decreased the time over previous years to points in Florida, to say nothing 
of making double daily service to points in Texas, and expediting the Mexican 
mails, and reducing considerably the time of arrival of the double daily 
service at practically all points in the South east of the Mississippi River 

You are doubtless aware that the schedules of our train No. by (the Wash- 
ington and Southwestern limited) and train No. 35 (the United States fast 
mail) are controlled almost absolutely by the Post-Oftice Department, and 
under our contract with them for handling the special mail the schedules can 
not be changed without the approval of that Department; and by reference 
to the schedules of those trains it will beseen that they make very few stups 
between Washington and Atlanta, or between Charlotte, N. C., and Jackson- 
ville and Tampa, Fla. 

In order to Facilitate toagreater extent the movement of the United States 
fast-mail train on its schedule time, the local stops of that train which have 
heretofore been made between Danville, Va.,and Charlotte, N.C., have been 
obviated by the operation of a local passenger train between those points, as 
indicated above in this letter. It is. therefore, easily understood that these 
trains are run to a great extent for the mails, as scarcely any local passenger 
traffic is handled on the same, and the hours of the trains are to the disad- 
vantage of such business, and the hours of leaving New York tothe disadvan- 
es of through passenger traffic desiring to leave on the United States fast 
mail. 

I beg to call your particular attention to the ruling of the Post-Office 
Department in that our failing to accomplish a connection or trains being 
delayed they can cut off the special allowance and deduct our pay, and we are 
not paid for this delayed service. Besides, we are required to hold the South- 
western Limited, as well as the United States fast mail, indefinitely for trains 
from the north. 

The service performed, owing to the limited stops and the very fast time 
made, is exceedingly costly; and, in addition thereto, other expense has been 
incurred by the operation of local trains to handle the local passenger traftic, 
which can not be accommodated on the fast trains; and also by the addition 
of new connecting trains from Salisbury, N. C., through western North 
Carolina, to Asheville, N. C., Knoxville, and Chattanooga, Tenn.; and unless 
some compensative allowance for this is made it will hardly be possible for 
this company to maintain this exceptional service, which expedites in so 
large a degree the mails between the North and the South. 

The train service northbound is very fast and has proven entirely satisfac- 
tory to the Post-Office Department. The United States fast mail north- 
bound, No. 36 (a similar train to No. 35 southbound) is also operated as a solid 
through train, New Orleans to Washington, taking up the connection of the 
* Sunset Limited from California, and completing, with the Southwestern 
Limited northbound, double daily fast service from the South as well as 
from the North. 

In order to facilitate the movement of the United States fast-mail train, 
northbound, No. 36, between Charlotte, N. C., and Danville, Va., local service 
is also operated between these points, northbound, as has heretofore been 
explained in connection with No. 35, southbound. 

Additional train service between Chattanooga, Tenn., and Salisbury, N.., 
is also operated, northbound, leaving Chattanooga at 5.55 p. m., connecting 
with United States fast-mail train, No. 36, northbound, at Salisbury, N. C 
the following morning. 

It will doubtless be clear to you, and all others who may consider the sub- 
ject, that it would be impossible to maintain such extraordinary service 
without substantial recognition on the part of the Government, and I feel 
satisfied that it is not the desire of this Congress to diminish in any manner 
the facilities now afforded for the transaction of the business between the 
North and the South and Southwest. 

With sentiments of high respect, [ am, very respectfully, 

A. B. ANDREWS, 
First Vice-President. 


FEBRUARY 10, 1897. 
SCHEDULE OF TRAIN NO. 35, THE UNITED STATES FAST MAIL, FROM NEW 
YORK, PHILADELPHIA, BALTIMORE, AND WASHINGTON TO POINTS NAMED 
BELOW. 


Leave New York (P. R. RB.) daily -................ 


‘ eon 4390 8. Mm. 
Leave Philadelphia (P. R. R.) daily .......... 


” oO 


eee ae nmindn be ain i.wJ @ Mm, 
Be DUNO Circ tits i IE ilk Sinica dina ccciccicccccccdacae 9.37 a. m. 
Leave Washington (So. Rwy.) daily ....................--.- <éie anna ARO Or Tl 


Arrive Manassas, Va. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction point with 
Manassas branch to Front Royal, Riverton, Strasburg, Wood- 
stock, and Harrisonburg, Va.) ath oid ae iG Stak iain <n Se oh, 
Arrive Calverton, Va. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction for Warren- 
ton, Va.) --.... onawe onsen concen decene secsenseseccccascenecsscesscse KM p. m. 
Arrive ‘Orange, Va. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction for Potomac, 
Fredericksburg & Piedmont R. R., and ©. & O. Rwy. for Gor- 


donsville and east) .............--. naptnid sane aie mine daleaied itgden” BOAT Mh. 
Arrive Charlottesville, Va. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with 

Se DS 8 ee a Oa oT. 
Arrive Lynchburg, Va. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with C. & O. 

Rwy. and connection with N. & W. R. R. for Roanoke, Salem, 

Christiansburg, Wytheville, Bristol, Knoxville, Chattanooga, 

i idnscednnetndads eg ddgeGhhdes sctbnnsacs gecadeadece -- 405 p: m. 


Arrive Danville, Va. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with Atlantic 
& Danville and Danville & Western railroads). .............--.. - 6.00 p.m 








1754 


(Connection for all 
ern Carolina, including Durham, Raleigh, Golds- 
F. & Y. V. R. B., east and west, and 
Northwestern North Carolina R. R. to Winston-Salem, Elkin, 
and Wilkesboro, N. C.)..--. 


Arrive Greensboro, N. C. (So. Rwy.), daily. 
,0ints in east ; . 
y0ro0, and also points on C 


High Point, N. C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with High 
t. Randleman, Ashboro & Southern R,. R. for Ashboro, N. 
C.. which is junction point with Aberdeen & West End R. R.).. 

e Salisbury. N. C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with West- 
North Carolina Division, making close connection for Ashe- 
and Hot Springs, N. C., Knoxville and Chattanooga, Tenn., 

mnecting at Chattanooga with diverging lines) ale tee 
» Charlotte, N.C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction lines diverg- 
x to Statesville, Mooresville, Columbia, Charleston, Savannah, 
Jacksonville, and all points in Florida; Aiken and Augusta) .-... 


Arriv: 
Pe 







( 





Arr Gastonia, N. C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with C. & 
L. N. G. R. B : , ae Ahainaidereihaile calintligiiaineaauatiedaiiees tal 
‘rive Blacksburg, 8. C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with Charles- 

yee fi Df ee ar 
Spartanburg, 8. C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Charleston and 
a EN es il nciinccinintstestard cileaieaiie existe aeaaniiaae 
ville, S. C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction for C. & G 


, east and west, and Carolina and western Carolina) 


Arrive Seneca, 8. ©. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with Blue 
tidge R. R naineinaieanie aieti si inainiibilgiities etiiins cease ieteciiatiaeaendieaaciamile 
Arrive Toccoa, Ga. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction for Elberton)... 





ive Cornelia. Ga 
& Atlantic R. R.)-.-.-.- ae 
Arrive Lula, Ga. (So. Rwy.), 
Georgia, for Athens, Ga.) .--- 
Arrive Gainesville, Ga. (So. Rwy ai eee 
Arrive Atianta, Ga. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with Georgia 
R. R., Central of Georgia, for Macon and Albany; W. & A. R. R.; 
A. & W.P. 8. R., and Georgia, Carolina & Northern R. R.; N. 
C.& St. L. Rwy., and Georgia Pacific for Birmmgham, Columbus, 
Winona, and Greenville, Miss.; Eastern Tennessee division for 


So. Rwy.),daily. (Junction with Blue Ridge 


daily. (Junction with N. E. R. R. of 









Macon, Hawkinsville, Cochran, Helena, Lumber City, Jesup, 
Everett, and Brunswick) .-...----....---- na ai sapped toot 
Arrive Opelika, Ala. (A.& W.P.), daily. (Junction with Central 


CE OE Dian nciticmnntn tints htehd a endonentaenidananaa tad 
Arrive Montgomery, Ala. (W. of Ala.), daily 
Alabama Midland R. R.; Selma Division Western Railway of 
Alabama, Louisville & Nashville, and Central of Georgia Rwy.) -- 
Py me Se Of 8 ee ae 
Arrive Mobile, Ala. (L. & N.), daily-........- 














Arrive New Orleans, La. (L. & N.), daily... ..... 2... 2200 2c. e cence 8.10 p. m. 
Arrive Houston, Tex. (So. Pac,), Gaily ...........cncnccccesecccencccs 8.45 a. m. 
Arrive San Antonio, Tex. (So. Pac.), daily......................-... 425 p. m. 
Leave Charlotte, N. C. (So. Rwy.), daily -.......-........-. iedinsen ey a 
Arrive Rock Hill, 8. C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with Ohio 

River & Charleston Rwy.) -------- sntpiec eek \eiseeiia dooalegstaeiiaakaeenaeaan a 11.06 p. m. 
Arrive Chester, 8. C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with Georgia, 

Carolina & Northern and C. & L. N. G. rrds.)---...---..-........ 11.37 p. m. 
Arrive Columbia, S.C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with A.C.L., 

C.N. & L.. F. C. & P., South Carolina & Georgia rrds.)_......... 137 a. m. 
Arrive Trenton, S. C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Connection with Caro- 

lina & Cumberland Gap R. R. for Aiken)..-................--..-.... 6.15 a. m. 
Arrive Graniteville, 8. C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Connection with 

South Carctins & Georgia ER. BR.) q......<once once wnsennnasndocosnwncces 6.57 a. m. 
Arrive Augusta, Ga. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with Georgia 

RB. B., Central of Georgia, and ©. & W. O.)_.....~.-................. 7.45 a. m. 
Arrive Charleston, 8. C. (S. C. & G.), daily -.-....-.-............... 11.00 a. m. 
Axrtee Gawaneh, ae. 1. 6a ok Ew nkccc sn tenntmcnkaneeehebaien 4.50 a. m. 
Arrive Jacksonville, Fla. (F. C. & P.), daily -........-....-......... 9.00 a. m. 
Arrive Tallahassee, Fla. (F.C. & P.), daily -........................ 3.86 p. m. 
Arrive Ocala, Fla. (F. C. & P.), daily............ cecil de ae 1.32 p. m. 
Arrive Orando, Fm. 7. ©. 48 2.9; GR nw nncsns cenntquctscastennneun 4.47 p. m. 
Arrive Tamope, Fis. G.. 0.@. Pd, GQUg onc cn cecg conten cacetestencesns SE a 
Arrive St. Augustine, Fla. (F. E. C. Rwy.), daily.................-- 10.20 a. m. 
Arrive Ormond, Fia. (F. E. C. Rwy), daily .......,...<:...---.-..... 12.48 p. m. 
Arrive Rockledge, Fla. (F. E. C. Rwy), daily ....-...-...-.....-..... 3.30 p. m. 
Arrive West Palm Beach, Fla. (F. E. C. R Ne MIEN <a tecseocd dinette 8.10 p. m. 
Arrive Miami, Fla. (F. E. C. Rwy.), daily. (Connecting with 

steamships to and from Key West and Nassau) -...-...._..-..... 11.05 p. m. 


SCHEDULE OF TRAIN NO. 31, 
ITED, FROM NEW YORK, PHILADELPHIA, 
TO POINTS NAMED BELOW. 


BALTIMORE, 


Leave New York 
Leave Philadelphia (P. R 
TGR TO Cir ck SI on crniinicires sine sscnesreesitintadiehecnnehiaa apie 
Leave Washington (So. Rwy.), daily 
Arrive Manassas (So. Rwy.), daily 
sas branch to Front 


eT, eds Mi seman ween 


&.), Gaily...... 


ion P int with Manas- 
burg, Woodstock, 





and Harrisonburg) a Ss epecnsnewnsstuns abtaaaicianiiiale 
Arrive Calverton, Va. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction for Warren- 
ton, Va.)...- miiaaee ‘ scape cnahneiidlons 


ction for Potomac, 
& O. Rwy. for Gor- 






Va. (So. Rwy.), daily. (J 
Piedmont R. R. and C. 


Arrive @range. 
Fredericks! 
donsville and east achiaidinnit susie etme eens aumiraian eat 

Arrive Charlottesville, Va Rwy.), daily. (Junction point 
wikis G. GG, Barr eRe GUE WOU onc hice csciin ccdneseeee 

Arrive Lynchburg, Va. (So. Rwy.). daily. (Connection with C. & 
O. Rwy. east and west, and N. & W. R. R. for Roanoke, Salem, 
Christiansburg, Wytheville, Bristol, Knoxville, Chattanooga, 
etc., and eastward to Farmville, etc.,and with Lynchburg & 
Durham R. R eM ; ; 

Arrive Danville, Va. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with Atlantic 
& Danville, and Danville & Western Railroads) ...........-.....- 

Arrive Greensboro, N.C. (So. Rwy.),daily, (Connection for all 
points in eastern North Carolina, including Durham, Raleigh, 
and Goldsboro, and also points on C. F. & Y. V.R.R. east and 
west and Northwestern North Carolina R. R. to Winston-Salem, 
ns Nar nee, REY. nas"... wan o Scmiseuoteniedee bison aa nas 

Arrive High Point, N. C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction point with 
High Point, Randleman, Ashboro & Southern R. R. for Ash- 
a lt dates psn np dhinah cntinei eas Sidon niiedeninss dala eeu ead 

Arrive Salisbury, N.C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with West- 
ern N. C. division for Asheville and Hot Springs, N. C.; Morris- 
town, Knoxville, and Chattanooga, and at Chattanooga with lines 
SIND 5 9cice aib stp pacten nasebvesdadscssge cieneneanias 





THE WASHINGTON AND SOUTHWESTERN LIM- 
AND WASHINGTON 


CONGRESSIONAL 


8.50 p. 


10.00 p. 
10.50 p. 
11.32 p. 
12.26 a. 

1.20 a. 


2.26 a. 


3.15 a. 


m. 
m. 
3.47 a. m 


m 
m 


4,09 a. 


4.35 a. 


6.10 a. 


8.40 a. m. 


10.31 a. 
7.50 p. 
8.50 p. 


m. 
m. 
m. 





4.30 p. 
6.55 p. m. 
9.20 p. m. 
10.43 p. m. 


11.48 p. m. 
12.06 a. 


1.08 a. 
1.530 a. 


3.40 a. 
5.40 a. 


7.05 a. 


7.27 a. m. 


8.17 a. m. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


(Junction lines diverg- 


Arrive Charlotte, N. O. (So. Bwy,). daily, (gana 
ia, Charleston, Savannah, 


ing to Statesville, Mooresville, Colum 
Jacksonville, Aiken, and Augusta) -.........-.....-... ....--...... 
Arrive ee N.C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with C. & L. 


N.G. R. BR 
Arrive Blacksburg, 8. C. (So. Rwy.), daily. 
SE: CI iy Mii encserinthiinstnedinannielinethnediiiitemc 
Arrive Spartanburg, 8. O. Pe. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with 
Charleston & Western Carolina R. R. and with S. U. & OC. and A. 
& S. branches Southern Railway).-.........................-...... 
Arrive Greenville, &. C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with C. & G. 
east and west, and with Charleston & Western Carolina R. R.)_. 
apie Seneca, 58. C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with Blue Ridge 
i: UR Bi sasc cnsasichemeiprtetmnegat ac aa ata ai pe ea ees 
Arrive Toccoa, Ga.(So. Rwy.), daily, (Junction for Elberton, Ga. ). 
Arrive Cornelia, Ga. (So. Rwy, daily. (Junction with Blue Ridge 
50 Es Betcha ddan nnietzeentisdtagn aie ded tents 
Arrive Lulu, Ga. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with N. E. R.R. of 
hh nt ES a aaa 
Arrive Gainesville, Ga. (So. Rwy.), daily .............-......-.-..... 
Arrive Atlanta, Ga. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with Ga. R. R., 
A. & F., Central of Georgia Rwy., for Macon and Albany, W. & 
A. R. R., A. & W. P., Georgia, Carolina & Northerfi, and Eastern 
Tennessee Division for Macon, Jesup, Everett, and Brunswick, 
Ga.; Chattanooga; Georgia Pacific Division for Anniston, Bir- 
mingham, Winona, and Greenville, Miss.) -............ 2.2.2.2... 
Arrive Opelika, Ala. (W. of Ala.), daily. (Connection for Central 
CE RR ET, CI Ee Wiig ds hc ngccvdetduiencemennsaae 
Arrive Montgomery, Ala. (L. & N.),daily. (Connection with Ala- 
bama Midland R. R.: Selma Division, Western Railway of Ala- 
bama, L. & N., and Central of Georgia Rwy.)-..-..............-..- 
ATrive Pensacols, Fit. Chay ae Biche GONG oak ociccce cataceacencénsecqsce 
Arrive Mobile, Ala. (L. & N.), daily. -.-- 
Arrive How OCraenma, Eas (ia GT. )y GRY 0 cocanewveccccccssccececcens 
Anrive Tasanton, Tak. G6, Fj GU occcnncoscccscogeccccccnd 
Arrive San Antonio (8. P.), daily.........,................- 
Arrive Galveston, Tex. (G. C. & 8. F.), daily 


(Junction with Ohio 


Leave Atlanta, Ga. (So. Rwy.), daily -................ 

Arrive Anniston, Ala. (So. Rwy.), daily ....-........-.....-....-...- 

Arrive Birmingham, Ala. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with A. G. 
S. R. R., Louisville & Nashville, and K. C. M. & B. R. R.)--- 

Arrive Memphis, Tenn. (K. C. M. & B.), daily 

Arrive Kansas City, Mo. (K. C. M. & B.), dail 


Leave Salisbury, N. C. (So. Rwy.), daily 
Arrive Asheville, N. C. (So. Rwy.), daily 
Arrive Hot Springs, N. C. (So. Rwy.), daily 
Arrive Morristown, Tenn. (So. Rwy.), daily 
Arrive Knoxville, Tenn. (So. Rwy.), daily-..........-..........--.. 
Arrive Chattanooga, Tenn. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with A. 
G.8;N.C&S8tL;0,N.0&T. PW. &A;C. B. S&C, 
ee Oe eee ee 
Arrive Nashville, Tenn. (N., C. & &t. L.), daily 





Leave Charlotte, N. C. (So. Rwy.), daily 
Arrive Rock Hill, 8. C. (So. Rwy.), daily. 
River & Charleston R. R.)-.-.......-.....- a anima ied ako eee as : 
Arrive Chester, 8. C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with Georgia, 
Sane & Northern R. R., and Chester & Lenoir Narrow Gauge 
he TE na cin. 0d nss 0 nnerge denis machine iat ia cimincin mi ecninishiiilitietdadihinuats tadeas 
Arrive Columbia, 8. C. (So. Rwy.), daily. (Junction with S. C. & 
RS eS OR eg Ae Df eae 
Arrive Trenton (So. Rwy.), daily. 
- Camberiand Gap R. B., for Aiken). ...........c00-cnecnseccocnccce 
Arrive Graniteville, 8. C. (So. Rwy.),daily. (Junction with South 
Carolina & Georgia RB. K.)................-....- 
Arrive Augusta, Ga. (So. Rwy.), daily. 
of Georgia, 8S. C. & G., and Ga. C. & W. 
Arrive Savannah, Ga. (F. C. & P.), daily 
Arrive Brunswick, Ga. (So. Rwy.), daily ............................ 
Arrive Jacksonville, Fla. (F. O. & P.), daily......................... 
re A AY aes 
Ascive Tamme, Wie CF. C.F. hs Go <ocnn wccmwectcicctccctsansece 
Arrive Chasleston, 8. C. (8. C. & G.), daily 


(Junction with Ohio 


(Junction with Carolina & 





FEBRUARY 11, 


9.25 a. m 


10.10 a 


10.49 a 


11.37 a. : 


11.20 
6.45 


9.35 : 


10.20 a 


10.55 1. 7! 


12.50 | 


8.UK 


SCHEDULE OF THE FLORIDA SHORT LINE LIMITED FROM NEW YORK, |! 
ADELPHIA, BALTIMORE, AND WASHINGTON TO POINTS NAMED BELO\ 


Leave New York (P. R. R.) daily except Sunday-..-................ 
Leave Philadelphia, Pa. (P. R. R.), daily except Sunday ..-....._- 
Leave Baltimore, Md. (P. R. R.), daily except Sunday .........._.. 
Leave Washington, D. C. (So. Rwy.), daily except Sunday --_..... 
Arrive Charlottesville, Va.(So. Rwy.), daily exceptSunday. (Junc- 
tion with OC. & O. Rwy. east and west) ............................. 
Arrive Lynchburg, Va. (So. Rwy.), daily except Sunday. (Junc- 
tion with C. & O. Rwy. and connection with N. & W. R. R. east 
OE TDD sen dntgitn caicimeraininthin tient sehemtesungstibte tibinnane 
Leave Danville, Va. (So. Rwy.), daily except Monday. (Connec 
tion with A. &. D. and D. & W. railroads)......................... 
Arrive Greensboro, N.C. (So. Rwy.), daily except Monday. (Con- 
nection for all points in eastern North Carolina, including Dur- 
ham, Raleigh, Goldsboro, etc.; also points on O. F. & Y. V. R. R. 
east and west, and Northwest North Carolina R. R. to Winston- 
Salem, Elkin, and Wilkesboro, WN. C.).............................. 
Arrive High Point, N. C. (So. Rwy.), dailyexcept Monday. (Con- 
ar with H. P.,R. A. & 8. R. BR. for Ashboro and Randlemen, 
RR Fs I EE a 
Arrive Salisbury (So. Rwy.), daily except Monday. (Connection 
with Western North Carolina division for Asheville and Hot 
Springs, Knoxville ard Chattanooga.)........................- si 
Arrive Charlotte, N. C. (So. Rwy.),daily except Monday. (Junc- 
tion with lines diverging to Statesville, Mooresville, Columbia, 
GOB s) cn grcnum apiuninepienagnininntnts atitenthens ttn seman igy és 
Arrive Chester, 5. C. (So. Rwy.), daily except Monday. (Connec- 
tion with Seaboard Air Line, and junction with Chester and 
GUINNESS Nien archaea nersaiinbooe 
Arrive Columbia, 8S. C. (So. Rwy.), daily except Monday. (Junc- 
tion with Atlantic Coast Line, Columbi ewberry, and Lau- 
rens, Florida Central and Peninsula, and South Carolina and 


a iacitienemenintenili tile it tast incite en mei eed a ndanenen 
vannah, Ga. (F. C. & P.), daily a Monday.. .....-.. 
Brunswick, Ga. (S. Rwy.), daily except Monday - -...-. ---- 

ive Jacksonville, , (F.C. & P.), daily except Monday -...... 


rive St. Augustine, Fla. (F. E. C. Rwy.), daily except Monday... 
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3.55 a 
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2.10 p. 
3.30 p. 
4.40 p. 


m 


BEE 


5 











1897. 


FEBRUARY 10, 1897. 
5 B.—Distance in miles and time in hours between paints named via the 
: B. , 










































Tal ennsylvania Railroad and Southern Railway and their connections. 
a From— 
To— New York. Philadelphia. | Baltimore. | Washington. 
Miles. Hours.| Miles.| Hours.| Miles. Hours. Miles.| Hours. 
a nea anil eens tni = picid Reaeiamiaiiaains 

7 burg, Va | 400 iL $12 | Ry 217 6} 174 5 
Ly ata ~-=---* 467 13 377 10} 282 | Si 239 7 

- oro, 515 144 | 425 123 83K | 10 ORT Si 

. 597 9 SOT 16} 412 144 369 13 
‘ 565 15. 475 13 a) 1) 377 9) 

608 tot 518 14 42: 12 | 330 10} 

718 20 628 ve 3 ee 1+} 490 14 

848 27 758 244} 663 224) &20 21 

860 2 770 204 | 675 18} 682 | 17 

799 23} 698 21 614 19 | Sil 174 

683 19 | 500 16} 4918 144 455 13 

715 19} | 62 17 31) 15 487 133 

. 876 24 736 21} 691 19} 48 18 

Mav 964 27 ST+ 25 179 23 736 21} 

Albany, Ga---.----}1, 071 824 | 981 30 888 28 843 26} 

Tacksonville, Fla..| 1,236 28 | 1,146 254 | 1,051 234 | 1,008 a) 

Tampa, Fla.------- 1,353 40 | 1,254 874 | 1,159 354 | 1,116 34 

Columbus, Ga..... 1,014 295 | 928 27 | 820 25 | 736 23} 

Montgomery, Ala | 1,051 295 | 961 27 876 2 | s&s 233} 

Mobile, Ala.....-.. 1,231 354 | 1,141 83 | 1,056 31 | 1,018 204 

New Orleans, La..| 1,871 40 | 1,281 37} | 1,187 355 | 1,144 B4 

Houston, Tex..-.-| 1,733 55 | 1,648 52) | 1,548 504 | 1.545 49 

San Antonio, Tex.) 1,942 64 | 1,852 614 | 1,752 59 | 1,714 58 

Anniston, Ala..... 979 23 | ‘S89 254 | | 794 231 ‘751 22 

Birmingham, Ala .| 1,044 30 | 954 27+ | 859 254 816 24 

Meridian, Miss....| 1,196 S44 | 1, 106 & | 1,01 30 | 968 283 

Jackson, Miss....-. | 1,202 41} | 1,202 39 1, 107 37 | 1,064 35} 

Vicksburg, Miss...| 1,396 44 | 1,246 414 | 1,151 89} | 1,108 B38 

Shreveport, La....| 1,508 £2} | 1,418 BO | 1,323 48 | 1,280 46} 
Holly Springs, 

Mien .-casctnied 1,250 38 | 1,160 354 | 1,055 334° | 1,012 | 82 
Memphis, Tenn ...| 1,295 394 | 1,205 37 «| 1,110} 35 | 1,067 33} 
Little Rock, Ark..| 1,430 47 | 1,340 443 | 1,245 424 | 1,22 41 
Columbus, Miss-..| 1,167 41} | 1,077 39 962 37 | #919 354 
West Point, Miss -| 1, 184 42 | 1,004 89} 999 374 956 36 
Winona, Miss ....-.} 1,251 44; | 1,161 2 | 1,066 40 | 1,023 38} 
Greenville, Miss --| 1,335 494 | 1,245 47 | 1,155 45 | 1,112 | 454 

i 





Mr. LOUD. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HuLL, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 10289, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. LOUD. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was put. 

The SPEAKER. Before announcing the result, the Chair lays 
before the House the following personal requests of members. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. McCLEary of Minnesota, for two days, on account of 
important business. 

To Mr. DooLiTTLeE, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr, Coruiss, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. MIL&s, for this day, on account of important business. 

To Mr. PARKER, for two days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. LEISENRING, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr, SAUERHERING, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES, 


The following conferees were also announced on the bill (S. 205) 
‘Tanting a pension to Mary O. H. Stoneman, the bill (S. 1694) 
nereasing the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius H. Stahel, and the bill 
(S. 1501) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Lucy Alexander 
Payne, widow Capt. J. Scott Payne. Fifth United States Cavalry: 
Mr. Toomas, Mr. CrowTuHeEr, and Mr. ErpMAn. 

The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
5 o'clock and 8 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 


Pa cations were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
OWS: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War sub- 
mitting an estimate of an appropriation for the Branch Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Marion, Ind.—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
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ting a copy of a coynmunication from the Attorney-General in 
relation to an apyropriation for the payment of .a judgment in 
favor of Marga” et Lalone, rendered in the United States circuit 
court for the eastern district of Wisconsin—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Acting Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
sarvey of Oak Orchard Harbor, New York—to the Committee on 

| Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter fron 
the Acting Chief of Engineers in reference to certain disallow- 

|ances against Colonels Comstock and Mendell, a 

|} certain legislation in regard thereto—to the ( 

priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
the mouth of the Cumberland River, Kentuc to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Acting Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Forked Deer River, Tennessee—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Acting Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of South Haven Harbor, Michigan—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
| from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Bayou Gros- 
setete, Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 


na requesting 


‘omimittee on Appro- 


K\ 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. 121) to 
amend an act granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railroad 
Company a right of way through the Chippewa and White Earth 
Indian reservations, in the State of Minnesota, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Patents, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H, R. 10202) detining the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States circuit courts in cases brought for the 
infringement of letters patent, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2905); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, to 
which was referred House bill No. 10221, reported in lieu thereof 
a bill (H. R. 10294) to amend an act entitled *‘An act to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” approved 
July 1, 1862; also to amend an actapproved July 2, 1864, and also 
an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first- 
mentioned act and other acts amendatory thereof and supplemen 


i 
tal thereto, and to provide for the settlement of claims growing 
out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain rail- 
roads, and to secure the payment of all indebtedness to the United 
States of certain companies therein mentioned, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2906); which said bill and repor: were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


BILLS AND 





2893 


Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3614) entitled “An 
|} act to aid in the improvement of the navigable channel of the 
| South Pass by closing the existing crevasse in Passa Loutre in the 


Mississippi River,” reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2907); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions wero 
severally reported from committees; delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 10104) for the relief of Marcus Bain. (Report No. 
2894. ) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 355) entitled ‘An act granting a pension to Rhoda 
A. Van Niman.” (Report No. 2895.) 
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The bill (S. 1269) entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of pen- 


sion to John 8S. Hall.” (Report No. 2896. ) 

The bill (S. 2818) entitled “‘An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph Brown.” (Report No. 2897.) 

The bill (S. 2883) entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Isaac Harbaugh.” (Report No. 2898.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 3144) entitled ‘An act granting a pension to Samuel 
Shaffer.” (Report No. 2899.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 9941) granting an increase of pension to James 
Parsloe. (Report No. 2900.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 3311) entitled ‘‘An act to increase the pension of 
Arabella V. Washburn.” (Report No. 2901.) 

The bill (H. R. 9554) granting a pension to Mary E. Taylor. 
(Report No. 2902.) 

The bill (H. R. 8907) granting a pension to John W. Channing. 
(Report No. 2903.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 1264) increasing the pension of Henry G. Bigalow. 
(Report No. 2904. ) 

3y Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce: The joint resolution (S. R. 100) granting a life- 
saving medal to Daniel E,. Lynn, of Port Huron, Mich. (Report 
No. 2908. ) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 10293) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Dalton, in the State of Georgia—to the Committee on Public 
Buiidings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 10295) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a post-office building thereon at 
Hawkinsville, in the State of Georgia—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10296) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a post-office building thereon at Cordele, in 
the State of Georgia—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10297) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a post-office building thereon at Fort Valley, 
in the State of Georgia—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. GROW: A resolution (House Res. No. 539) asking that 
Saturday, February 138, 1897, after the reading of the Journal, be 
set apart for the consideration of House bill No. 3656, known as 
the homestead bill—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. POOLE: A resolution (House Res. No. 540) to set apart 
Monday, February 15, and Tuesday, February 16, for the consid- 
eration of such Senate pension bills as are in order at the Friday 
night sessions—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A memorial of the Minnesota legislature, 
in favor of a national park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin: A memorial of the legislature of 
the State of Wisconsin, in favor of House bill No. 4339, to estab- 
lish a national military park at Vicksburg—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 10298) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Bridget Fallon, widow of Richard 
Fallon, late of Company F, Fifteenth United States Infantry—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 10299) for the relief of Joseph C. 
Ury—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 10300) granting a pension to 
Leota K. Gutierrez—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 10301) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to refer the claim of Jessie Benton Fremont to certain 
lands and improvements thereon in San Francisco, Cal., to the 
Court of Claims,” being chapter 80 of the private acts of the 
twenty-seventh United States Statutes at Large, approved Feb- 
ruary 10, 1893—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 10302) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac P. Markham—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10303) granting a sion to 
Elizabeth A. Scrivener—to the Committee on Invalid Be 


nsl0ns. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions ani »,.,,. 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: — 


By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the Brotherhood of Lx ia 
Engineers, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, Brothe: ad 
Railway Trainmen, Order of Railway Conductors, and Op je» .¢ 
Railway Telegraphers, recommending the passage of Hos } i 
No. 10090, to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committe. 9, In. 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Memorial of the (one yj 
(N. H.) Division, No. 335, of the Order of Railway Condyetors 
asking the enactment of House bill No. 10090, to abolish ticket 
brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign (yy. 
merce, r 

Also, memorial of W. L. Mason & Co., manufacturers, «/ 
N. H., remonstrating against the passage of House bill N 
to prevent brokerage in railroad tickets—to the Committee of 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. : 

By Mr. BARNEY: Petition signed by various tanner; 


Keene 


In ti 
State of Wisconsin, relating to the duty on degras or cod oj]- rs 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolution of the Trades League of Phils. 
delphia, Pa., favoring a survey of the canals between Chesay aig 


Bay and Long Island Sound, with a view to their purchase py 
the Government—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Petition of prominent firms and clergy. 
men of Rochester, N. Y.,in favor of the passage of House })i!] No, 
10090, to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstata 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BULL: Resolutions of the Woman’s National Indian 
Association for 1897, for legislation for the protection of the [p- 
dians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Petitions of W.S. Jones and others, 
of Liberty, Tex.; J. Boutrone, E. A. Hayne, and others, of Sabine 
Pass, Tex.; Mark Wiess, J. D. Polk, and others, of Beaumont. Tex.. 
asking for the passage of House bill No. 10090, abolishing ticket 
brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CLARKE of Alabama: Petition of the Alabama Land 
and Development Company and others, of Mobile, Ala., favoring 
the passage of House bill No. 10090, abolishing ticket brokerage— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Petition of Dr. J.8. Bruce and other citizens 
of Eagle Lake, Tex., favoring the passage of the Sherman bill to 
abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of C. A. Beake, of Wessington, 
S. Dak., favorable to the Loud bill (H. R. 4566)—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of St. Johnsbury, Vt., urging the passage of House 
bill No. 7441, known as the antigambling bill—to the Commuittes 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Mrs. L. A. Ballou, of Chester, Vt., secretary of 
the Young People’s Christian Endeavor Society of the First Bap- 
tist Church, favoring the passage of a bill prohibiting thie sale of 
liquors in any Government building (H. R. 7083)—to tae Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Mrs. A. A. Wyman, of Cambridgeport, Vt.; 
Mrs. Mary A. Brackett, of St. Johnsbury, Vt., and 50 citizens of 
Chelsea, Vt., favoring House bill No. 3203, known as the Brod- 
erick bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Mary A. Brackett, president of the 5. 
Johnsbury Woman's Christian Temperance Union, favoring the 

yassage of the McMillan bill (S. 2485)—to the Committee on the 
istrict of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Mrs. J. H. Drew, of St. Johnsbury, Vt.. and 
Mrs. Mary A. Brackett, president of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Caledonia County, Vt., praying for the jassage 
of House bill No. 6119, known as the Phillips bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, protest of Hollis Thrasher and 26 others against tlie pas 
sage of House bill No. 4566, known as the Loud bill—to the Com 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HART: Petition of O. L. Fehr, of Northampton. P., 
favoring the Loud bill (H. R, 4566) amending the laws re‘ating 
to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-(ffice 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: Remonstrance of citizens of Cannon 
Falls, Minn., against House bill No. 4566, known as the | ad 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.  _ 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of Elijah Stevens, of Somerville, 
N. i. uesting a 60 per cent ad valorem duty on harness in the 
new tariff schedule—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ie 

Also, petition of W. L. Chadwick and other citizens of Red 
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Bank, N. J., requesting favorable consideration in the matter of | sage of House bill No. 4566, amending the postal laws—to the 
gold, silver, an other metals—to the Committee on Ways and | Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Means. By Mr. LOUD: Petitions of the Methodist Episcopal and First 
By Mr. HEPBURN: Sundry petitions of citizens of the State of | Congregational churches, of Redland, Cal.: also of the Methodist 
New York, viz: E. Stevens and 27 others, of Albany; J. H. Gose | Episcopal church, Epworth League, and the Woman's Christian 
and 10 others, of Dobbs Ferry; W. Hawks and 6 others, of New Temperance Union, of North Pasadena, Cal., asking the passage 
York City; Joseph T. Powers and others, of Somers Center; Wil- | of the bill raising the age of protection for girls to 18 in the Dis- 
liam Sherwood and 6 others, of New York City; Paul Bremer and trict of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on the 
10 others, of New York City; J. C. Dixon and 14 others, of Ni- | Judiciary. 
agara Falls; John Williams and 22 others, of Niagara Falls; Hugo By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of W. W. Holmes, 
Miller and 10 others, of Schodack Landing; William Shepard and | of Billingham, Minn., in favor of the Lond bill (H. R. 4566)—to 
others, of Brewster; George Tripp and others, of Palmyra: J. W. | the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Worden and others, of Coxsackie; J. B. Martin and others, of Ni- By Mr. McLAURIN: Petition of F. H. McMaster, of Charleston, 
agara Falls; R. C. Shumaker and others, of Chapenville; C. J. | S. C., favoring the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to see- 
Reed and others, of Laona; M.S. Barton, of Fentonville; John | ond-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Oftice and 
Sullivan and others, of Lake Pleasant; J. R. Reynolds and others, | Post-Roads. 
of Montrose; A. C. Smith and others, of Buffalo; J. Lawton and | Also, of the Charleston Chamber of Commerce, praying for an 
others, of Rochester; R. W. Gilbreth and others, of Batavia; | appropriation to complete the United States court-house and post- 
L. M. Edwards and others, of Forestport; C. H. Mowers and | office at Charleston, S. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
others, of White Lake; A. R. Williams and others, of Utica; A. V. | and Grounds. 
Smith and others, of Marcellus; W. C. Noxon and others, of Cres- By Mr. MURRAY: Memorials of James Thorpe and others, of 
cent; Peter C. Doyle and others, of Buffalo; Winslow Trott and | Williamsburg County. S. C.; R. B. Wallace and others, of Charles- 
others, of Niagara Falls; C.C. Howard and others, of New York | ton County, 8. C., praying the rejection of what purports to be the 
City; E. B. Avery and others, of Coldwater; E. L. Lewis and others, | electoral vote of South Carolina, and fora restoration of the United 
of Niagara Falls; H. J. Sullivan and others, of Niagara Falls; Z. | States constitutional guaranty of a republican form of govern 
E. Cole and others, of Canaseraga; W. Bodine and others, of East | ment in said State—to the Committee on Election of President, 
Clarence; Benjamin Wing and others, of Brighton; Nathan Briggs | Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 
and others, of Sprakers; William Hanley and others, of Batavia; Also, petition by M. Drake & Sons and 25 other business men of 
H. C. Wilson, of Crafts; O. J. Hall and others, of Pittsford; C.W. | Charleston. S. C., praying for the defeat of the bill to abo ish 
Brown and others, of West Batavia; W. H. Sanford and others, | ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
of Depew; T.J. Walker and others, of Niagara Falls; Frank W. | Commerce. 
Stevens and others, of Jamestown; W. Flewellin and others, of By Mr. NOONAN: Petition of D. Alarcon and other citizens 
West Somers; W.J. Sparks and others, of Warren, Pa.; H. E. Miles | of Marfa, Tex., recommending the passage of House bill No. Lo090, 
and others, of Lyons, N. Y.; F. J. Keysand others, of West Rush; | to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
J. H. Quackenbush and others, of Fishers; William Randall and | Foreign Commerce. 
others, of Orleans; O. H. Wende and others, of Wende; D. Edwards By Mr. NORTHWAY: Remonstrance of A. B. Martin and 50 
and others, of Fredonia; H. E. Longstaff and others, of Troy; Wil- | other citizens of Geneva, Ohio, against the passage of the Sherman 
liam Heyer and others, of Kings Bridge; F. Whitcomb and others, | ticket brokerage bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
of Mount Endicott; John Tempest and others, of Fox Ridge: C. E. | Commerce. 
Wygantand others, of Tuckahoe; William H. Goodstreet andothers | By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of C. A. Harvey and M. Howell, of 
of Philmont; James Downing and others, of Ghent; James Quinn | Sterling, N. Y., favoring the passage of the Sherman bill to abol 
and others, of Troy and Albany; Edward Cushing and others, of | ish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Fonda; C. C. Gunnison and others. of Mertensia; T. Robinson | Commerce. 
and others, of Clyde; T. E. Ryan and others, of Aurelius; C. D. By Mr. PERKINS: Letter of F. H. Helsell. banker, of Sioux 
Lucas and others, of Remsen: E. E. Fish and others, of Amherst; | Rapids, Iowa, giving his views on required legislation from the 
J. T. Webb, of Batavia: Fred T. Oakes and others, of Oskawana; | standpoint of a country banker—to the Committe 
L. Bluestone and others, of Syracuse; C.S. Jackson and others, of | and Currency. 
Hoboken, N. J.; P. 'T. Fitzgerald and others, of Memphis and By Mr. RAY: Petition of Commercial Travelers and Business 
Warners; Fred Post and others, of New York City; James Eaton | Men of the Twenty-sixth Congressional district of New York and 
and others, of Chauncey; R. L. Cannon and others, of Hillsdale; | citizens of Tompkins County, N. Y., protesting against th 
Charles A. White and others, of Buffalo; M. H. Lowler, of Hink- | sage of the so-called Sherman antiscalpers bill 
leyville; Frank Seymore and others, of Owls Head; R. L. Law- | on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
rence, of Craryville; R. T. Jewett and others, of Brooklyn, and Also, resolutions of the Dairymen’s Association of Delaware 
resolutions of the general passenger and ticket agents in the terri- | County, N. Y., protesting against appropriations for irrigation, 
tory east of Chicago, praying for the passage of House bill No. | free homesteads, etc.,in the West—to the Committee on the Pub- 
10090, abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate | lic Lands. 
and Foreign Commerce. 3y Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of Robert Burnett, 
Also, petition of the Monthly Meeting of Friends of Smyrna, | to accompany House bill No. 10291, for his relief 
Iowa, urging the passage of the bill to prohibit the sale of intoxi- | tee on Military Affairs. 
cating liquors in the Government buildings—to the Committee on By Mr. SHERMAN: Sundry petitions of citizens of the State of 


>on Banking 


» p is- 
to the Committee 


to the Commit 


Public Buildings and Grounds. New York, viz, Avery D. Andrews, police commissioner, New 
Also, petition of the Monthly Meeting of Friends of Smyrna, | York City, andothers; CharlesC. Schon and others, and Reuben M. 
Iowa, to raise the age of protection for girls in the District of | Shutts and others, all of New York City: J. C. Hogeboom and 


Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | others, of Hudson; F. M. Johnston and others, of Poughkeepsie; 
By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of George J. Williams, of | Patrick Kerley and others, of Mount Vernon; Frank Wells and 
Youngstown, Ohio, urging consideration of House bill No. 8354, | others, of Brewster; A. M. Lowrie and others, of White Plains: 
to increase the pensions of those having lostan arm or a leg—tothe | Charles R. Stephenson and others,of Mount Vernon; H.A. Kinports, 
Committee on Rules. |of New York City; Bartlett Arkell, E. H. Sturgis, and others, of 
By Mr. HENDRICK: Sundry petitions of the Christian church, | New York City; N. Best and others, of Millertown; C. W. Brad- 
the Baptist church, the St. Paul Episcopal Church, the Woman’s | ley and others, of New York City; C. W. Whipple and others, of 
Christian Temperance Union, and the Young Woman's Christian | McConnellsville; T. J. Lewis and others, of Trenton; A. G. Miller 
Temperance Union, all of Hickman, Tenn., favoring the passage | and others, of Boonville, and Joseph M. Stover, of East Orange, 
of Senate bill No. 2485, to restore the former law of the District of | N. J., favoring the passage of House bill No. 10990, known as the 
Columbia against Sunday traffic, invalidated by a clerical error— | ‘‘antiscalping bill "—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. Commerce. 
By Mr. HILBORN: Papers to accompany House bill granting By Mr. SIMPKINS: Petitions of the Mercury Publishing Com- 
a pension to Leota K. Turner Gutierrez—to the Committee on | pany and of the Evening Standard, of New Bedford, Mass., for 
ions. favorable action on House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class 
By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of the citizens of Butler County, | mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Ky., asking that a pension be granted to Francis M. Berry—to the By Mr. SNOVER: Petition of W.H. Carey and other citizens 
Committee on invalid Pensions. of Badaxe, Mich., favoring the passage of the Sherman bill with 
By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of Robert Law, of Beeville, Tex., | respect to ticket brokers—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
anc O. F. Pridgen, of Thomaston, Tex., praying for the passage | eign Commerce. 
of the Sherman bill with respect to ticket brokers—to the Com- Also, petition of C. T. Murphy, J. A. Wood, and 148 others, of 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Marine City, Mich., for marine post-office service at Detroit, 
Also, petition of D. S. Booth, of Alice, Tex., favoring the pas- | Mich.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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3y Mr. SORG: Petition of W. F. Hynes, representative of various 
labor organizations, viz, Locomotive Engineers, Locomotive Fire- 
men. Railw Trainmen, Railway Conductors, and Telegraphers, 
recommending the passage of House bill No. 10090, abolishing 
ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolution of J. H. Mullen 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Duke Center, Pa., in favor 
rvice-pension bill (H, R. 9209)—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of Mattie Lyons Fay, of Rock- 
ford, Iowa, in favor of the bill raising the age of consent and the 
bill prohibiting interstate gambling—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of citizens of Genesee and 
Niagara counties, N. Y., favoring t » of the Sherman bill 
to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WANGER: Resolution of General Robert L. Bodine 
Post, No. 306, Grand Army of the Republic, of Doylestown, Pa., 
urging the passage of House bill No. 9209, for service pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Memorial of J. H. Culbertson and 
others, of Columbus, Ohio, praying for the passage of Senate bill 
No. 3589 and House bill No. 10108,regulating fraternal beneficiary 
societies, orders, and associations—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 
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SENATE. 
Fripay, February 12, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsurny, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. CHANDLER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


CREDENTIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of 
John C. Spooner, chosen by the legislature of Wisconsin a Sena- 
tor from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1897; which 
were read, and ordered to be filed. 


PROPOSED SITE FOR HALL OF RECORDS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
relation to the matter of site for the proposed hall of records, 
certain inclosures in reference to the site at the intersection of 
Ohio and Louisiana avenues and Tenth street, in the city of Wash- 
ington, and also transmitting, without recommendation, certain 
drawings and a proposal submitted to the Department by Mr. R. H’ 
Hood, in which he offers to sell to the Government as a hall of 
records the circular ‘‘ Panorama Building ” at the intersection of 
Ohio avenue and Fifteenth and C streets NW.: which, on motion 
of Mr. MorRILL, was, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SAN CARLOS INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, recommending that a 
part of the San Carlos Indian Reservation in Arizona be separated 
and created an independent reservation, to be known as the Fort 
Apache Indian Reservation, and put in charge of a separate agent, 
and recommending that an item proposed by the Commissioner be 
inserted in the Indian appropriation bill; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, requested the Senate to return to the 
House the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 2321) to increase the pension of John J. Cross; and 

A bill (H. R. 6803) granting a pension to Ellen Day, stepmother 
of Albert L. Day. 

The message also requested the Senate to furnish the House a 
duplicate engrossed copy of the joint resolution (S. R. 191) relative 
to the improvement of the waterway between Birmingham, Ala., 
and the Black Warrior River, the same having been lost or mis- 
placed. 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (S. 205) granting a pension to Mary O. H. 
Stoneman, agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate on the 
disagreeing vcves of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. THomas, Mr. CkowTHER, and Mr. ERDMAN managers at the 
conference on -he part of the House, 








The message 


also announced that the House insisted uy. 
amendment to 


the bill (S. 1694) to increase the pension ot 
Gen. Julius H. Stahel, agrees to the conference asked for | 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereo) 
had appointed Mr. Tuomas, Mr. CRowTHER, and Mr, Ep 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House insist: 
its amendment to the bill (S. 1501) granting an increase of » 
to Mrs. Lucy Alexander Payne, widow of Capt. J. Scott | 
Fifth United States Cavalry, agrees to the conference as] 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses t! 
and had appointed Mr. THomas, Mr. CROWTHER, and M) 
MAN managers at the conference on the part of the House 

The message also announced that the House had passed 
(S. 1862) to amend the act creating the circuit court of ap; 
regard to fees and costs, and for other purposes, with amen 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had pas 
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| following bills; in which it requested the concurrence 


Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 10271) authorizing the funding of indebted: 
the Territories of the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 10288) making appropriations for fortificati: 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for t! 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and fo: 
purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the Hous 
signed the following bills and joint resolution; and they 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

A bill (S. 1296) to commission passed assistant surgeons 
United States Navy, and to provide for their examination } 
inary to their promotion to the grade of surgeon; 

A bill (8. 3333) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act making 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur 
passed finally June 3, 1896; 

A bill (H. R. 9345) to enable certain persons in the S 
Mississippi to procure title to public lands; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 148) for the relief of farmers and truck- 
men in the city of Washington, D. C. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of + 
zens of Vinalhaven, Me., remonstrating against the passage 
so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter: 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roa 

He also presented the petition of Alice May Douglas, Sta 
perintendent of the department of peace and arbitration | 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Maine, praying for 
ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Bi 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Association | 
port of New York, praying for the passage of House bill No ', 
to amend the laws relating to American seamen; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Association 
port of New York, praying for the adoption of certain «a : 
ments to House bill No. 2663, to amend the laws relating to - 
gation; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of members of the New York = 
Bar Association, praying for the ratification of the pending : 
tration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie ) 
table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of W. & W. F. + 
publishers of the Demokrat, of Sandusky, Ohio, praying 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws re! 
to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Comuuit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the National Association of Manu- 
facturers, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the enactment of |-«1s- 
lation authorizing distillers to bottle distilled spirits in | 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of members of the Grace Methoist 
Episcopal Church, of Bethany, Ohio; of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of Oak Hill, Ohio, and a petition of the State supern- 
tendent of the department of peace and arbitration of the \’ 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Maine, praying for the 
ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Brit 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Ohio, pray)ng 
for the passage of the antirailroad ticket scalping bill; which w 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. ; 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Massac! 
setts, praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating 
to second-class mail matter; which was referred tothe Committ 0 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 






1897. 


Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
erance Union of Maine, and a — of members of the Cen- 
‘ral Congregational Church, of Bangor, Me., praying for the rati- 
ition of the — arbitration treaty with Great Britain; 
ich were ordered to lie on the table. 


a } ‘r, CULLOM presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Jacksonville, Ill., praying for the enact- 


ment of legislation to protect the first day of the week as a day of 
est in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

(o also presented the petition of Atlee Hart, editor of the North 
‘opraska Eagle, of Dakota City, Nebr., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie 
on tne table. 

He also presented the petition of 5S. R. Leiter, George Hunt, and 
sundry other citizens of Chicago, Ill., praying that Emma M. 
Elliott, widow of David B. Elliott, deceased, late captain in Com- 
»any D, Seventy-ninth Illinois Volunteers, be granted a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of Blosser & Ross, editors of 
the Pioneer Daily of Macoupin County, of Carlinville, Ill., and the 
memorial of E. L. Tobie and sundry other citizens of Keithsburg, 
jJl., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, 
relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the members of the Reformed 
Presbyterian Church (Old Style), of Sparta, Ill., praying for the 
ratification of the ae arbitration treaty with Great Britain; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry cigar manufacturers of 
Canton, Il, praying that a specific duty of 50 cents a pound be 
placed upon imported unstemmed leaf tobacco; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chicago, IIl., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the tea act prohibit- 
ing the importation of impure teas; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a —— of the faculty of Monmouth County 
College, Monmouth, Ill., and a petition of sundry citizens of Clin- 
ton and Monmouth, Il., praying for the enactment of legislation 
prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol build- 
ing; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Ue also presented petitions of members of the Church of God, 
of Butler, Pa., of members of the Methodist Episcopal Church, 
the United Presbyterian Church,and the Lutheran Church of 
Butler, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
the transportation of obscene matter from State to State; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Jacksonville, [ll., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, 
or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of George E. Loring and sundry 
other citizens of New York; of W. M. Haigh and J. B. Thomas, 
of Chicago, Tll.; of J. H. Napier and sundry other citizens of 
New York; of A. N. Hitchcock and sundry-other citizens of Chi- 
cago, Il.; of A. M. Collins and Leslie Collins, of Shelbyville, IIL; 
of John M. Farrington and sundry other citizens of Kitchawan, 
N. Y.; of C. H. Rogers and sundry other citizens of Harrisville, 
N. Y., and of W. Cummings and sundry other citizens of Staats- 
burg, N. Y., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 3545, pro- 
hibiting the sale of railroad tickets by unauthorized persons; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CAFFERY presented sundry petitions of citizens of New 
Orleans and Baton Rouge, in the State of Louisiana, praying for 
the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great 
Britain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Kansas 

City, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail mat- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 
_ Healso presented a petition of the Woman’s Foreign Missionary 
Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Lancaster, Mo., 
praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age of consent 
to 18 years in the District ef Columbia and the Territories; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

_Mr. MURPHY presented the petitions of Edward Freeman and 
17 other citizens; of George S. Prince and 16 other citizens; of H. 
F. Whitaker and 19 other citizens; of H. F. Roesser and 15 other 
citizens; of W. Telsohon and 10 other citizens; of Edward Lent 
and 17 other citizens; of Warren F. Leland and 15 other citizens; 
of George C. Boldt and 15 other citizens, and of George D. Beck 
and 15 other citizens, all of New York City, N. Y., praying for 
the passage of Senate bill No. 3545, prohibiting the sale of railroad 
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tickets by unauthorized persons; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DANIEL presented petitions of the Tide Water Christian 
Endeavor Association, of Norfolk, Va.; of the Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia, Pa., and of representatives of the Religious Society 
of Friends of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware, praying 
for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great 
Britain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the board of directors of the Nor- 
folk and Portsmouth Cotton Exchange: of Ross 


59 


—— 


J. Leary, pub- 


lisher of the Blackwater Courier, of Franklin: of R. P. Rothwell, 
president of the Scientific Publishing Company, the Engineering 
} and Mining Journal, and the Mineral Industry, and of the Flovd 
| Times Company, of Floyd, all in the State of Virginia, praying 

for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 


relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Woodstock, 
Va., and the memorial of G. W. Ross, T. M. Broadus, and sundry 
other citizens of Gordonsville, Va., remons‘rating against the 

| passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
| to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Commit- 
| tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

He also presented a memorial of the Thomas Davis Club of 
New York City, remonstrating against the ratification of the 

pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry American citizens, offi- 
cers of Polish-American organizations and representatives of the 
Polish-American press of the United States of America, praying 
that the immigration bill be amended so that it will not exclude 
the Poles from admission to the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I presenta statement prepar: 
by Hon. William T. Harris, Commissioner of Education, on tie 
subject of free kindergartens, to accompany an amendment to 
House bill No. 10167, to provide for the expenses of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other 
purposes. It is a very interesting paper, and I move that it bo 
printed as a document and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH presented the petition of George W. Day, publisher 
of the Weekly Call, of Dunellen, N. J., and the petition of Robert 
J. Killgore, publisher of the Hunterdon County Democrat, of 
Flemington, N. J., praying for the passage of House bill (H. R. 
4566) to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail mat- 
ter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Burlington County, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, 
telephone, or otherwise; which was referred to the Cominittee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of the Indianapolis Trade 
Journal, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the passage of the so- 
called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter. with amend- 
ments; which was referred to tne Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorials of William Mitchell, publisher 
of the Hancock Democrat, of Greenfield; of Charles L. Ewin, pub- 
lisher of the Pennville Gazette, of Pennville; of C. E. Lockhart, 
publisher of the Albany Journal, of Albany: of Edward Welty, 
publisher of the Daily and Weekly Videtto, of Valparaiso; of G. W. 
Klare, publisher of the Daily and Weekly Tribune, of Wabash; 
of N. H. Motsenger, publisher of the Referendum, of Shoals; of 
the Western Farmer Publishing Company, of Lafayette; of J. P. 
Stech, publisher of the Press, of Milroy; of Edward C. Schnetz, 
| publisher of the Carbon Chronicle, of Carbon; of Charles Scott, 

publisher of the Waveland Independent, of Waveland; of John R. 
Simpson, publisher the Paoli News, of Paoli; of J. C. Colby, pub- 
lisher of the Herald, of Kewanna; of the Reporter Publishing 
Company, publishers of the Daily Reporter, of Indianapolis; of the 
Laporte Printing Company, publishers of the Daily and Weekly 
Herald, of Laporte; of Wilson Myers. publisher of the Elnora 
Tribune, of Elnora; of E. K. Burkett. publisher of the Echo, of 
Darlington, and of J. E. Naden, publisher of the American, of Rush- 
ville, all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against the passage 
of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class mail matter: which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the American Trade Press Asso- 
ciation, praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter: which wag 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
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Mr. VOORHEES. I present the petition of Charles Abert, pray- 
Ing for the purchase by Congress of an original bust of Benjamin 
Franklin, by Cerrachi. I move that the petition and accompany- 
ing papers be referred to the Committee on the Library. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of El Paso, 
Tex., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, 
relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of W. T. Youngman, publisher of 
the Populist Herald, of Myrtle Springs; of A. W. Crockett, pub- 
lisher of the Graphic, of Granbury; of Tom B. Lusk, publisher 
of the Herald, of Italy; of George P. Barber, of Seymour; of My- 
ron Williams, publisher of the Texas Panhandle, of Miami, and 
of Robert Penniger, publisher of the Fredericksburger Wochen- 
blatt, of Fredericksburg, all in the State of Texas, praying for the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of Henry Koehler, of Ne- 
braska, praying for the passage of House bill (H. R. 4566) relating 
to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 3682) 
granting an increase of pension to Alexander Boltin; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany an amendment 
heretofore submitted by him intended to be proposed to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Mankato, Minn., praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, 
relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the legislature of Minnesota, 
praying for the establishment of postal savings banks; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BAKER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Clyde, 
Kans., and the memorial of T. G. Ellbury, publisher of the Turon 
Press, of Turon, Kans., remonstrating against the passage of 
House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of W. D. Wilkinson, publisher of 
the Advocate, of Elwood, Kans., praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MANTLE presented the petitions of W. OC. Kester, pub- 
lisher of the Opinion, of Chinook, Mont., and a petition of the 
Standard Publishing Company, publishers of the Anaconda Stand- 


ard, of Anaconda, Mont., praying for the passage of House bill No.- 


4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail mat- 
ter; which were viens to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of Kelton B. Miller, publisher 
of the Eagle, of Pittsfield; of the Mercury Publishing Company, 
publishers of the Daily Mercury, of New Bedford; and of Edmund 
Anthony, jr., president of the E. Anthony & Sons Company, Incor- 
porated, publishers of the Evening Standard, of New Bedford, all 
in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented the — of D. M. C. Gault, pub- 
lisher of the Hillsboro Independent, of Oregon, praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

He also presented a petition of members of the Baptist Church, 
of Newberg, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Cottage 
Grove, Oreg., remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 
4566, relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Baptist Church, 
of Newberg, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
protect the first day of the week as a day of rest in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of 22 churches and societies of Leb- 
anon, Albany, and Halsey, and of members of the Baptist Church, 
of Newberg, all in the State of Oregon, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of 22 churches and societies of Al- 
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bany, Lebanon, and Halsey, all in the State of Oregon, praying 
for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of ©./,,,.° 
bia; which was referred to the Committee on the Dist; t of 
Columbia. ; 

He also presented petitions of 22 churches and societies of [,,.),. 
anon, Albany, and Halsey, all in the State of Oregon, prayin : 
the enactment of legislation to protect the State antigjm))i). 
laws from nullification byinterstate gambling by telegraph; w);\c) 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. - 

He also presented a petition of 19 churches and societies of } 
anon and Albany, in the State of Oregon, praying for the a) + 
ment of a nonpartisan industrial commission; which was or oro 
to lie on the table. ' 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of members of the Con, . 
tional Church,of Corning, Iowa, praying for the enactment o¢ 
legislation to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the Dist 
Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the ( 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Congregational ( 
Corning, and a petition of the Smyrna Monthly Meeting of F 
held in Clark County, all of the State of Iowa, praying f. 
actment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
in all Government buildings; which were referred to the ( 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s So 
Christian Endeavor of Pleasant Prairie, Iowa, praying fur | 
enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating ii), 
in the Capitol building; which was ordered to lie on the tal); 

He also presented a petition of the Hartley Herald, of Hartley. 
Iowa, praying for the passage of House vill No. 4566, to nd 
the postal laws relating to second-class matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of the Fort Wayne Electrio 
Corporation, of Fort Wayne, Ind., and the memorial of Arthur 
C. Fraser & Co., Temple Court, New York, remonstrating 
the passage of House bill No. 3014, to amend the patent 
which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented the memorial of Theo. Rickrich, publisher of 
the Chronicle, of Lynnville; a memorial of sundry citizens of In- 
dianapolis, in the State of Indiana, and a memorial of the Print- 
ers’ Ink publication, of New York, remonstrating against tho 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Healso presented petitions of members of the New York State Bar 
Association, praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration 
treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BACON presented a petition of the pastors of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, the African Methodist Episcopal Churc! 
the Baptist Church, and of the Woman's Christian Temperat 
Union, of South Atlanta, Ga., praying for the enactment of |: 
lation to protect the first day of the week as a day of rest i 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on t! 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. BRICE presented the memorial of Stewart Shillito, of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Bailey-George bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the petition of James Leffel & Co., of Spring 
field, Ohio, and the petition of Louis Stix & Co., of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Council. of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to House bill No. 2663, relating to the laws of navigation; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Freeman Perfume Com- 
pany, of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting the sale of railroad tickets by unauthor- 
ized persons; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Franklin, Ohio, 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale o! 
railroad tickets by unauthorized persons; which was referred (0 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Portsmouth, Ohio, praying for the enactment of 
legislation raising the age of consent to 18 years in the District o! 
Columbia and the Territories; to protect the first day of the wee 
as a day of rest in the District of Columbia; to prohibit intersate 
gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise, and to prolibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of W. H. Lovekin, of Toledo, Ohio, 
of sundry citizens of Toledo, Ohio, and of the Young Peop'« 
Christian Union of the United Brethren Church, of Union City, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sal@ 
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of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of M. J. Barry and 30 other 
citizens of Columbus, Ohio, remonstrating against the ratification 
of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Conneaut; of Louis N. Allen, of Cleveland; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Warren County, and 
of the ministers of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Cleveland, 
all in the State of Ohio, praying for the ratification of the pend- 
ing arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. ; 

He also presented memorials of 113 citizens of Ashtabula; of 28 
citizens of Sharonville; of the Reform Club of Youngstown: of 
92 citizens of Bellefontaine, and of 25 citizens of Berea, all in 
the State of Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of House 
pill No. 4566, to amend the postai laws relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. a 

He also presented the petitions of the faculty of Oberlin Col- 
lege, Oberlin; of Mrs. Antonette H. Clevenger, vice-president _at 
large of the Ohio Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Wil- 
mington; of the People’s Savings, Loan and Building Company, 
of Toledo; of the National Milling Company, of Toledo; of the 
Reflector Publishin a y, of Payne; of E. S. Arnold, pub- 
lisher of the Dunkirk Standard, of Dunkirk; of the Spring Lane 
Distillery Company, of Portsmouth; of Mrs. A. W. Clark, cor- 
responding secretary of the Ohio Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Columbus; of George Goshine, publisher of the Press, 
of Oak Harbor; of the M. I. Wilcox Company, of the Bissell 
Dodge & Erner Company, of the Toledo Traction Company, of 
Southworth & Co., and S. W. Flower & Co., of Toledo, and of 
the Ministerial Association of Xenia, all in the State of Ohio, 

raying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
aws relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Dover, N. H., praying for the ratifica- 

t 


tion of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Improvement of the 
Mississippi River and its Tributaries, to whom was referred the 
petition of the Engineers’ Club of Minneapolis, Minn., praying 
for an amendment to the bill providing for exhaustive surveys of 
the several and their delta, from the upper limits of 
Cubitts Gap to the Gulf of Mexico, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce; which was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
District appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 6th instant intended to 
be proposed to the District appropriation bill, reported favorably 
thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which 
was agreed to, 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 114) for the relief of Anna W. Osborne, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10002) making appropriations 
for current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fis- 
cal Fie ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


THE DAILY CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 237) to furnish 
the daily ConGrEssIonNAL RecorD to members of the press, etc., 
to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask that it be 
put on its passage. 

There being no objectien, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WATERWAYS FROM THE GREAT LAKES. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. VILAs on the 
6th instant, reported it without amendment; and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the Hi 
deb peta tn addition tothe neal ace 
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esentatives concurring), That there 
r 5,000 copies of the message of the 


| 


| 
| 


President of January 18, 1897, and of the report of the Commissioners ap- 
pointed under the act of March 2, 1895, toinquire into deep waterways between 
the Great Lakes and the Atlantic Ocean accompanying the same, of which 
2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,500 for the use of the House 
for the use of the Commissioners 

EXPENSES OF CEREMONIES. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the Select Committee on 
Inaugural Ceremonies to report a joint resolution and to ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 201) to enable the Secretary of the 
Senate to pay the expenses of the inaugural ceremonies, was read 


INAUGURAL 






the first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Re presentatives, etc., That toenable the 
Secretary of the Senate to pay the necessary expenses of the inaugural cere- 
moni¢ the President and Vice-President of the United States, March 4, 
1897, i ‘ordance with the programme adopted by the committee of arr 






ments vointed under resolution of the Senate of the 10th day of Decem 
18%, including the pay for extra police for three days, at $3 per day, the 

is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, the same to be 


immediately available 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthereobjection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There heing no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

EXTENSION OF NORTH CAPITOL STREET. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 6713) to extend North Capitol street northward through 
the property of the Prospect Hill Cemetery, to pay for land to be 
taken for such purpose, and for other purposes. The bill was 
= over the other day upon the request of the Senator from 


fissouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. It is a short bill, and will take but a 
moment. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PEFFER. I will object just long enough to suggest to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia that I think it is time, 
when they are proposing to open North Capitol street, that they 
apply a part of the proceeds to the street immediately between the 
Gapitol Grounds and the Baltimore and Ohio Railway tracks and 
the crossing there. 

Mr. McMILLAN. We have that matter under consideration. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam very glad to hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HALE. What is the request? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request is for the present 
consideration of the bill called up by the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. HALE. After that I shall ask for the regular order. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This bill was passed over the other day. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADDITIONAL JUDGE IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. HOAR. A bill was read yesterday at this point in the rou- 
tine business, it was reported, and consent was given for its con- 
sideration then. It is the bill (S. 3513) to authorize the appoint- 
ment of an additional judge of the United States court in the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes. The Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] moved an amendment providing for two 
judges, and that led to some discussion. I am authorized to with- 
draw that amendment by the Senator from Connecticut, and to 
withdraw any objection to the billon his part. I trust the bill 
may be passed. It does not require to be read again. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the bill may be taken up and put onits passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 3684) to pension Catharine C, 
Goodrich according to the military rank of her husband; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a bill (S. 3685) granting a pension 
to Jane M. Anderson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3686) granting an increase of 
pension to Hiram T. Coffman; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE (by request) introduced a joint rgsolution (S. R. 202) 

roviding for the participation of the cadets of the Naval and 
Military academies in the inaugural parade; which was read 


Is there objection to the pres- 
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twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
THE CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY, 
Mr. MORGAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 203) declar- 
ing the Clayton-Bulwer treaty abrogated; which was read the 
first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 









Resolved by the Senate a 2epresentatives, etc., That the treaty 

n » t Br ‘tween Great Britain and the United 
& V h was lu day of April, 1850, is hereby declared 
to be abrogated 





Mr. MORGAN. Iask that the resolution may be printed and 
) over until to-morrow. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION 


BILLS. 


Mr. SEWELL submitted three amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by | to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROACH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPRISONMENT OF SYLVESTER SCOVEL. 


Mr. HILL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
W here 





is Sylvester Scovel, a native of the State of Ohio, and a citizen of 
the United States, has been arrested and is now held prisoner by the Spanish 
Inilitary authorities in Cuba upon no specific accusation of crime; and 

W hereas the said Scovel isimprisoned in a disturbed part of the Island of 
Cuba, namely, in Santa Clara Province; and 

Whereas it is creditably reported that the said Scovel is in imminent dan- 


ger of death through disease or by possible violence at the hands of lawless 
persons, notwithstanding the best efforts that local Spanish authorities may 
make to prevent such event; and 


W hereas it is represented that the Spanish authorities in Cuba, after con- 
senting, now decline to bring said Scovel to Habana, where his rights may be 
protected by the consul-general of the United States: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of State 
be, and he is hereby, requested to use his good offices with the Spanish Gov- 


ernment in said Scovel’s behalf, and strongly to represent to the Spanish 
authoritiesin Cuba the imperative necessity of removing him from his pres- 
ent perilous place of confinement to Habana, and to insist that he shall have 
all the rights and privileges secured to American citizens by treaty between 
Spain and the United States. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 11th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2746) to remove the political disabilities of Col. John 
Taylor Wood; and 

An act (S. 3551) to authorize the entry and patenting of lands 
containing petroleum and other mineral oils under the placer- 
mining laws of the United States. ; 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 10271) authorizing the funding of indebtedness 
in the Territories of the United States was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The bill (H. R. 10288) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
ees was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 

ee on Appropriations. 


PERRINE LAND-GRANT INVESTIGATION, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. TheChairlays before the Senate 
a resolution which comes over from yesterday. The resolution 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. Aresolution (by Mr. PETTIGREW) authorizing 
the Committee on Public Lands to investigate the issue of patents 
for the lands embraced in what is known as the Perrine land 
grant, in the State of Florida. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. lLask for the adoption of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would be inclined 
to think that the resolution ought to go to the Committee on Con- 
tingent Expenses. While it does not directly involve an expendi- 
ture, it certainly does indirectly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the adoption 
of the resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to hear the resolution read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PETTIGREW, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands, by the full committee or 
by a subcommittee to be appointed by the chairman, be authorized to inves- 
tigate the issue of patents for the lands embraced in what is known as the 
Perrine grant, in the State of Florida, with power to send for persons and 


papers and to administer oaths. 

_Mr. GALLINGER. I make the point of order that the resolu- 
tion manifestly carries an appropriation, and that it must go to 
the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 








The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the px int 
of order. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask unanimous consent that the r 
tion may lie on the table, as I wish to submit some remarks 
regard to it in the morning. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the r 
tion will lie on the table. 

ESTATES OF INSANE PERSONS. 

Mr. FAULKNER. From the Committee on the Distri 
Columbia I report back favorably without amendment t 
(H. R. 8672) conferring jurisdiction upon the supreme co 
the District of Columbia or any court in said District havin 
eral equity jurisdiction to decree a sale of real estate in sa - 
trict belonging to insane persons for purpose of reinvestmen 1 
for other purposes. I am instructed by the committee 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill. It is 
in accordance with all the laws of the different States on the A 
subject. and is admirably drawn. It has passed the House, - 
is a matter of pressing necessity that this jurisdiction shoul 
be vested in the court of equity in this District. 


itl 


rhe Pe 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee 9 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o1 d 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I rose to move that the Senate proceed | 
the consideration of executive business, but if there is any furt! 
morning business to be transacted I will yield to it, of cours 

RECALL OF A BILL FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to call up a matter which is on the 
) 


as Oo 


table. It is the bill (S. 3328) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act t 
repeal the timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,” whic! 
has been returned by the President to the Senate, where it ori 
inated. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South 
Dakota calis up the bill indicated by him. The Chair lays before 
the Senate a message from the President of the United Stat 


> 
which will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
To the Senate of the United States: 
In compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 9th instant (the Honse 
of Representatives concurring), I return herewith Senate bill No 2s 


entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to repeal the ti: bers 
culture laws, and for other purposes.’ ”’ 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXEcUTIVE MANSION, February 10, 1397. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate 
reconsider its action agreeing to the House amendments to the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be 
stated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 1, 1897. 


Resolved, That the bill from the Senate (S. 3328) toamend an act entitled 
“An act to repeal the timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,” do pass 
with the following amendments: 


On page 2, line 19, after the word apply.” insert the word “only.” 

On page 2, line 21, after the word “in,” insert the words “ North Dakota.” 

On page 2, line 21, after the words “South Dakota,” insert the words “and 
Nebraska.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that the votes by which these 
amendments were agreed to shall be reconsidered. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. HILL. Ido not nowraise any objection to this matter, but 
before it is disposed of I suppose the Senator from South Dakota 
is going frankly to tell the Senate precisely what question 1s 
involved in this proceeding. I will give way to allow him to (0 
that first, and then I desire to make a reply. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, that is proper. I will say 
that I desire the Senate to disagree to the amendments of [)1e 
House of Representatives and ask for a conference upon 
amendments made by the House. The House inserted the \ 
*‘only,” which seems to repeal the law now on the statute books 
allowing people who-have made homestead entries outside of (116 
reservations especially designated in the bill to commute aft r 
fourteen months’ residence. I had the bill recalled for the pur- 
pose of securing a conference with the House so as to disagree ‘9 
the insertion of the word “‘ only,” which seems to defeat the object 
of the proposed law. 

Mr. HiLL. Mr. President, I regard the question involved in 
this proceeding as a very important one. In brief, it involves t)\° 
question of the right of Congress to recall a bill from the Pres'- 

ent after it once has been :d by Congress and sent to him !or 
his approval or disapproval in order to amend the same in a mat- 


rd 


ter of substance in which no engrossment or enrollment error 18 
involved, That is the question now presented. 

It is to the principle which is 
that I object. I think the question should be 


I have no go to this bill. 
herein invok 











examined. In regard to this matter, I will offer the following reso- 
lution, which I will read myself, because I wrote it myself: 
Resolved, That the pending bill be referred to the Judiciary Committee, 


with instructions to examine and report whether, under the Constitution, 


Congress has the power to recall a bill from the President for amendment, 
efter the same shall have duly passed Congress, and been received by the 
Dyoaident for his action thereon, and in regard to which bill no engrossment 
ort -rollment error is alleged. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York 
offers the resolution which has been read by himself. 

Mr. HILL. The Constitution requires—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to hear the resolution read. 
I could not hear the Senator from New York. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [am perfectly willing that the resolution 
should pass and the bill should go to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary for the purpose of investigating this question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why delay the bili, if that is an important 
question? We have frequently recalled bills from the President 
without stating the reason why. lt may be that it is a bad prece- 
dent, but this particular bill—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no objection to the bill at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it is proper for the Judiciary Commit- 
tee tomake a report upon this subject, or the Committee on Rules, 


or some other committee of this body; but I do not see why the | 


bill should necessarily be delayed if it is a proper bill to pass. 

Mr. HILL. It is executing a prisoner and then looking up the 
law afterwards. It might — to be right, of course; but to act 
upon the bill and then look 
right to recall it is not the way. 

‘As I said, I have no objection to this particular bill. Probably 
it is a good bill and ought to pass. But I have examined the ques- 
tion a little, and I find that bills have been recalled from the 
President, and then, in order to evade the Constitution, resolutions 
have been passed requiring the Committee on Enrolled Bills or 
the Committee on Engrossed Bills to report it with an error cor- 
rected, thereby implying that the error was in the engrossment 
or enrollment. That farce has been gone through with on several 
occasions. I concede the right of Congress to recall a bill from 
tae President to correct such an error, for the reason that the bill 
which Congress passed has not absolutely and accurately been 
sent to the President. The wrong bill is there. 

Mr. HOAR. It is to correct the record. 

Mr. HILL. To correct the record, of course. That was done 
in the First Congress of the United States, or at least during the 
first four years of President Washington’s Administration. Acom- 
mittee of three was appointed to wait upon the President and in- 
form him of the error and ask him to return the bill, which the 
committee brought back to Congress. That is a different ques- 
tion. It is an inherent right which Congress must possess to cor- 
rect a bill, so as to make the bill in the hands of the President the 

recise counterpart of and perfectly accurate with the bill that 

as been passed. But I do not think we have the power to recall 
a bill from the President which has once been sent to him, for the 
purpose of making an amendment. It has not been done in Con- 
sress, except when the bill has been recalled to go through the 
arce of referring it to the Committee on Engrossed Bills, and 
then that committee pretending—that is the effect of it in plain 
words—that there was an error in the engrossing or enrolling of it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I desire to ask the Senator from New York 
whether theamendment in question involves a matter of substance 
or is the mere correction of a clerical error? 

Mr. HILL. It involves matter of substance. Itis not pretended 
that it does not. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I think the bill ought to be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HILL. Every bill—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it my duty to object to the further 
consideration of the resolution. If the Senator wants to have it 
emg itmust pass nem. con. If he does not, 1 would rather hear 

lm to-morrow. 


Mr. HILL. The matter is properly before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It issubject to objection. A single objection 
carries it over. 

Mr. HILL. I was simply answering the objection of the Sena- 
tor from lowa, that he thought the pending bill ought not to be 
| ed; that it should be passed and the question looked at after- 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the sug 

prefers that it should go to 





ion if the Senator from 
e committee, 





up the question whether you have a | 
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Mr. HILL. The matter should be acted upon promptly by the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. lam afraid that the proposed action will 
result in the defeat of the bill. It seems to me the committee 
will do its duty by investigating this matter and let me have the 
bill passed. The precedents are clear. 

In the matter of the bill for a public building at Cedar Rapids 
Iowa, which was exactly similar to this case, the bill was re called 
by the Senate; the Senate reconsidered its action in agreeing to 
the House amendments, disagreed to them, appointed a confer- . 
ence committee; and it will take but a moment to read the con- 
ference report. They did there exactly what I want to have done, 
and it covers every question in this case. 

Mr. HILL. Of course I do hot object to the Senator from 
South Dakota discussing the question, but he is discussing it on 
his side, and I desire to reply to him. Thatis all. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. The conference report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houseg 
on the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 98) for 
the erection of a publie building at Cedar Rapids, Iowa, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do re« mend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the first amendment of 
the House. and agree to the same with an amendment, to wit: Stril it of 
the part proposed to be inserted the words “and fifty;*’ and the House agree 
to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement tothe second amendment of 
the House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 


word “‘sum,”’ in line 24, page 1 of the bill, insert the words “ when appro- 
priated; *’ and the House agree to the samo. 

That bill had gone through exactly the stages followed by the 
bill now under consideration. It had been sent to the conference 
committee; the conference committee reduced the amount appro- 
pniated from $150,000 to $100,000, and added the words ‘‘ when 
appropriated.” Then the conference report was agreed to. The 
bul again went to the President and was signed by him. So that 
this case is absolutely, in every particular, the same as the one 
then under consideration. It seems to me that under the circum- 
stances the Senator from New York ought to be willing to have 
the resolution go to the Committee on the Judiciary and to let the 
bill be passed. 

Mr. VILAS. Ishould like to suggest to the Senator from New 
York that it seems to me, under the rules, the objection made by 
the Senator from Ohio to his resolution is not well taken. The 
resolution is only in another form a motion to commit the pend- 
ing bill to the Committee on the Judiciary with instructions, a 
motion which could be made orally; it need not necessarily be in 
writing, and it is directly applicable to the pending measure. I 
suggest that, since everybody has agreed to it pretty nearly, it 
would be well to send the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
as the Senator from New York moves. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to say just one word further. The diffi- 
culty with the situation is that if this sort of proceeding is to be 
sanctioned, when a bill is recalled from the President by a major- 
ity vote of the two Houses and comes back, a single objection kills 
the bill here. If a single Senator objects to the reconsideration of 
the vote by which the bill was passed, as he has a right to do under 
the rules, the time having passed, it can not be done, and the bill 
is dead. 

If this. proceeding is to be sanctioned under the Constitution, 
your rules must be amended, because there must be an opportu- 
nity when the bill comes back to proceed with it, to act upon it, 
and no one Senator should be able to defeat a bill. The difficulty 
is that your rules are not framed for any such proceeding. The 
rules are framed npon a different idea—that a bill can not be 
called from the President for amendment in matter of substance, 
but may be recalled simply for the purpose of correcting an error 
in engrossment. There are plenty of cases to be found where they 
have gone through that farce of calling it an error. The Senator 
from South Dakota says he has a case in which they did not call 
itsuch aclerical error. The question should beexamined. There 
is no special hurry about this bill. I do not raise the technical 
objection to the consideration, although I offer my resolution that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and so far 
as I ain concerned, I assure the Senator from South Dakota we 
will have a prompt report upon this important question. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In view of the fact that the motion to 
reconsider is made at a time when it requires unanimous consent, 
and in view of the further fact that the Senator from New York 
insists upon its going to the Committee on the Judiciary, I shall 
offer no further objection to his resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from New York. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

STEWART & CO. 

Mr.GEAR. Bythecourtesy of the Senator from Ohio, who hag 
agreed to give way to me, I ask for the consideration of the bill 
(S. 3500) for the relief of Stewart & Co., A. P. H. Stewart, agent, 

Mr. SHERMAN. When this bill is disposed of, 1 shall decline 
to yield further. 
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3y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in’ Committee of the | The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Commis- | of the resolution? 

sioner of Internal Revenue to audit and adjust the claims of Stew- Mr. BAILEY. I understand itis a privileged report. Is it? I 
art & Co. and A. P. H. Stewart, agent, for internal-revenue taxes | demand the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

collected on Government cotton between January RG 1865, and The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this is nota priy- 
January 1, 1866, and which have not been heretofore refunded. | ileged report. 

The amount, when ascertained, and not heretofore refunded, shall Mr. PERKINS. It is not privileged. 

be paid out of the permanent annual appropriation provided for Mr. BAILEY. I demand the regular order. 

similar claims allowed within the present fiscal year. The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The C) 


eration 


























he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | submits the following resolutions to correct error. 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. The Clerk read as follows: 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. Resolved, ae ths Senate be requested to return to the House of Reyra. 
4 a a si . ; sentatives the bill o7 the House (H. R. 2321) to increase the pension of .), J 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- | Cross. I * 


sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After three hours and fifty-five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors Were reopened, and 
(at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Saturday, February 13, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


Resolved, That the Senate be requested to return to the House of R 
sentatives the bill of the House (H. R. 6803) granting a pension to Ellen | 
stepmother of Albert L. Day. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union { 


the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. HULL in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 10289) making appropriations for the postal service, 
The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10289) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to see if we can not 
make some arrangement whereby we can close general debate. I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BROMWELL} and 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SWANSON], who represent the 
contending sides here, about how much time they think will be 
necessary to close this matter? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I would like to inquire how much time I 
have left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio has thirty-five 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. LOUD. Has the gentleman from Ohio any suggestion to 
make? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I would like to have the entire thirty-five 
minutes of my hour for use. 

Mr. LOUD. What does the gentleman from Virginia say? 

Mr. SWANSON. I have thirty-five minutes. The gentleman 
from Ohio has thirty-five minutes, and we have thirty-five min- 
utes on our side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia has thirty- 
five minutes remaining. 

Mr. SWANSON. It would be perfectly agreeable to me to 
have thirty-five minutes on each side. 

Mr. LOUD. What suggestion has the gentleman to make? 
Would one te minutes on a side—be agreeable to him? 

Mr. BROMWELL. am perfectly willing to assent to that 
arrangement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unan- 
imous consent that general debate on this bill be closed in one 
hour. Is there objection? 

Mr. SETTLE. How is it proposed that the time be divided? 

Mr. LOUD. Thirty minutes on each side, to be controlled by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BROMWELL] and the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. SWANSON]. 

Mr. SETTLE. That is agreeable to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the order pro- 
posed by the gentleman from California to limit debate will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I ask the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Swanson] whether he cares to go on now? 

Mr. SWANSON. The last speech made was on this side. ! 
believe the two sides have occupied about equal time. I believe 
that the right to conclude is with this side. : 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I regret that an attack of 
the prevalent disease, the grippe, has put my voice and throat in 
such a condition that it will be difficult for me to make myseli 
heard. But I shall do the best I can to present to the House tho 
reasons why I think the amendment which will be offerod, striking 
out the provision for fast-mail facilities, ought to be adopted. 

In addition to the remarks which I made yesterday, I have 4 
few salient facts which I wish to present. In the first place, the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] attempted to impress 
upon this House the fact that this Southern Railway and its con- 
nections between New York and New Orleans carry a very large 





NOMINATION. 
Executive nomination received by the Senate February 12, 1897. 
COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 


Carroll D. Wright, of Massachusetts, to be Commissioner of 
Labor, his commission having expired February 10, 1897. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 12, 1897. 
COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 
Carroll D. Wright, of Massachusetts, to be Commissioner of 
Labor. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 
Martin A. Knapp, of New York, to be an Interstate Commerce 
Comunissioner. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 


Lieut. Col. Edward Moale, Third Infantry, to be colonel. 

Maj. Francis Edmund Lacey, Seventeenth Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel. 

Capt. Augustus Whittemore Corliss, Eighth Infantry, to be 
major. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Maj. Robert W. Huntington, to be a lieutenant-colonel in the 
Marine Corps. ‘ 

Capt. Charles F. Williams, to be a major in the Marine Corps. 

First Lieut. Harry K. White, to be a captain in the Marine Corps. 

Second Lieut. Elisha Theall, to be a first lieutenant in the Marine 
Corps. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Samuel J. Nicoles, to be postmaster at Walkerton, in the county 
of St. Joseph and State of Indiana. 

William C. Lee, to be postmaster at W ynne Wood, in the Chicka- 
saw Nation and Indian Territory. 

William Grier, to be postmaster at New Bloomfield, in the county 
of Perry and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 12, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupeEN. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PRELIMINARY REPORT ON ARTESIAN WATERS OF A PORTION OF 
THE DAKOTAS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker,I present a report from the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 2,000 additional copies of an extract from the Seventeenth Annual 
Report of the United States Geological Survey entitled ‘ Preliminary report 


n artesian waters of a portion of the Dakotas,” for distribution by the Geo- 
ical Survey. 


The report (by Mr. PERKINS) was read, as follows: 


Your Committee on Printing, having had under consideration Senate con- 
current resolution No. 55, to provide for the printing of 2,000 additional copies 
f an extract from the Seventeenth Annual Reportof the United States Geo- 
ogical Survey entitled, “ Preliminary report on artesian waters of a portion 
of the Dakotas,” for distribution by the Geological Survey, recommend that 
the same be agreed to. 
The Public Printer estimates the cost of the work called for under this 
fesolution at $465. 
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roportion of the mails of the United States, and he has given 
Fiat as a reason why this special subsidy should be granted. He 
claims that this is a great trunk line; and, if I remember aright, he 
made the statement that it carries more mail and distributes more 
matter through the territory it traverses than any other trunk line 
in the United States. Why, sir, such a statement is utterly ab- 
surd. It is not borne out by the facts and the figures. As a mat- 
ter of fact, the mail which passes over this section will not com- 

sare in quantity with that carried on any of the great trunk lines. 

Tpon inquiry at the Post-Office Department this morning, I was 
informed that there are twenty or twenty-five lines which carry 
more mail per day than this entire system. To substantiate this, 
i secured from the Department a statement of the daily weight 
now being carried by this Southern system and that carried by 
two or three of the leading trunk lines. On this Southernsystem 
between Washington and Lynchburg there is now being carried 
and paid for an average weight of only 54,376 pounds per day; 
between Lynchburg and Danville Junction, 45,396 pounds; be- 
tween Danville Junction and Atlanta, 55,636 pounds. The mail 
matter dwindles down when you get to West Point to only 27,975 
pounds, When it reaches Montgomery, Ala., it is cut down to 
96,661 pounds, and when it gets to New Orleans it has been re- 
duced to only a little more than 25,000 pounds. Now, compare 
those figures with the mail carried daily out of New York by the 
New York Central road between New York and Buffalo—231,201 
pounds per day; in other words, over four times the heaviest 
amount of mail matter carried on any part of this Southern 
system. 

“Take the Pennsylvania Railroad between New York and Phila- 
delphia. The weight of the mail carried over that line is nearly 
284,000 pounds, or over five times what is carried on any branch of 
this Southern system. Between Philadelphia and Pittsburg the 
amount carried is 183,795 pounds, or over three times as much as 
is carried on any part of this Southern system. Yet none of these 
great trunk lines, neither the New York Central, nor the Penn- 
sylvania road running west, nor the Baltimore and Ohio, nor 
the Baltimore and Ohio Southwestern, nor any of the great roads 
that lead out of Chicago in all directions, get one dollar of sudsidy 
for carrying these mails. But the gentleman will say that these 
roads do not furnish fast-mail facilities. 1 say they furnish not 
only equally good fast-mail facilities, but better by far than those 
furnished by this Southern system. 

The gentleman from Virginia published in the REecorp this 
morning, with a great flourish, the schedule of the Southern road, 
together with a letter from the vice-president or manager or some 
other officer of that road, showing how these trains are run in 
order to expedite the mails. I invite the attention of the House 
to that portion of the Recorp. I call attention to the fact that 
the so-called ‘“‘ fast mail” train out of New York to the South and 
West leaves New York at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes in the morn- 
ing; it gets to Washington at 8 o’clock in the morning, and it does 
not leave this city until 11.15. The real business mail of New 
York is made up in the post-office in that city before 10 o’clock at 
night; yet that mail, made up prior to 10 o’clock at night and sent 
on here by the regular train—not se this so-called ‘‘ fast mail” 
train—has to lie in the city of Washington until 11 o’clock the 
next day before it starts south. In other words, twelve hours are 
consumed before starting that mail southward from Washington. 
We all know that the passenger travel between New York and 
Washington does not take over five anda half hours; yet this mail 
is held for twelve hours in order to make connection with the 
Southern line of railway leaving at 11.15 in the morning. 

I also call attention to the fact that this so-called *‘ fast mail” 
train, if its schedule be followed up, is actually a slower train 
than the ordinary train over this mail line. In order to catch the 
New a ety votes for this measure, in order to get Massachu- 
setts and the Representatives from that vicinity to support it, 
there is carried every year in the appropriation providing for fast- 
mail facilities this language: 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Boston, Mass., by 
way of New York, etc. 

As a matter of fact, I have looked over the records of the Post- 
Office Department for the last six or seven years, and there has 
been at no time any portion of this fund consumed in the deliv- 
ery of the Boston mails between Boston and New York. There 
was, for one year, asmall allowance made for mail between Spring- 
field, Mass., and New York. That was kept up, however, for only 
one year. 

How, then, does this fast-mail service on this line benefit even 
the business men of New York? Their mails are made up at the 
close of the daily business, by 6 or 7 o'clock in the evening, and 
the mail is sent to the post-office by 7 or 8 o'clock, where it is dis- 
tributed and ready to go toits destination. It leaves New York 
City before midnight, and it comes down to Washington on other 
trains, not on the 4.45 so-called ‘‘fast mail” in the morning, and 
lies here for three hours, to give this fast-mail-facility train the 
— to take it up and carry it South. 


are the real beneficiaries of this appropriation? It is not 








difficult to understand, Mr. Chairman, who the beneficiaries are. 
This train starts from New York at 4.45 in the morning for the 
benefit of the New York morning papers. They are the real bene- 
ficiaries of this fast-mail service. Have we not done enough for 
them already, without giving $196,000 annually to distribute their 
papers throughout the Southern States? Are we not carrying their 
papers in the mails at thousands and millions of dollars less than 
the actual outlay—carrying them at rates far below what they 
ought to pay for their transportation? 

But how does this fast-mail service benefit Philadelphia or Bal- 
timore, which are thus furnished with rivals in the newspaper 
business coming in competition with their own local papers for 
distribution? Why, then, should the papers of the great city of 
New York or any other city receive this special favor from the 
hands of the Government? In the city of Cincinnati we have a 
morning train that carries the early morning mail and papers. 
That train leaves Cincinnati for St. Louis at 3.45 a.m. There is 
another train from Cincinnati out to Toledo about the same hour, 
and another train from Cincinnati to Columbus about the same 
time. Do they get a special subsidy for this purpose? Do these 
roads that take our morning papers and scatter them all over that 
portion of the country supplied by Cincinnati get any special 
appropriation? None whatever; not acent. The railroads carry 
precisely the same character of mail as this special train going 
south, and get no extra compensation for it whatever. The roads 
put on this train for the accommodation of the newspapers and 
their subscribers, and they supply the early morning mail with- 
out getting a dollar for it, except the pay that is given to the rail- 
roads regularly for the mere transportation of the mails. 

The city of Chicago in the same way sends out trains to the 
great Northwest, and the West, and the Southeast, and in all direc- 
tions. Do they get any extra compensation for it? Nota cent. 

Then why should this special privilege be granted to this par- 
ticular system of roads? As I stated on yesterday, the original 
object of the subsidy was to expedite the delivery of the New 
York and Northeastern mails to the Island of Cuba. It was 
intended to send overland the mails to Tampa, Fla., where they 
should be shipped to Cuba and South America, thus effecting the 
saving of a few hours’ time in their delivery; and for a few years 
that subsidy was applied for that special purpose. But some three 
or four years ago, upon the strength of statements made by the 
Postmaster-General that instead of expediting the mails to Cuba, 
instead of its being a service in behalf of fast mails, that the sub 
sidy was really retarding this mail between New York and Cuba, 
the gentleman dropped Tampa as the terminus, and switched the 
road around tothe Southern States and finally landed at New 
Orleans. 

The gentleman from Virginia was asked on yesterday, during 
the course of the debate, whether the Postmaster-General had 
recommended the appropriation. With great emphasis the gen- 
tleman answered that the strongest recommendation that could 
be made was that although the subsidy was left optional, that 
though it was placed entirely within the discretion of the Post 
master-General himself whether or not it should be applied, 
they had invariably used it. I want to call the attention of the 
committee, in this connection, to the language which has been 
used for the last four or five years by the various Postmasters 
General and alsotheir Second Assistants in reference to this sub- 
ject and touching this very subsidy question, and that will show 
clearly whether or not they are in favor of the recommendation it 
contains. 

In 1891, in the report of the Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, on page 345, this language is found: 

No recommendation has been made for the customary special-‘a 
allowance for the next fiscal year, because I do not believe there exists oe 
sion for perpetuating the preferential method whereby a limited number o 
railroads would be paid both ordinary and special transportation and full car 
compensation, while other railroads, performing precisely the same charac 
ter of service. can be allowed nothing more than the compensation which we 
are by statute permitted to pay for ordinary transportation. 

The continuance of the special-facility allowance has for some years past 
been the source of much annoyance to the Department and has hampered 
the best interests of the mail service, because railroads operating in contig 
uous territory, and, to some extent, paralleling the roads which receive the 
extra pay, object to rendering equally good or quicker schedule mail service 
except they be paid corresponding rates. They ask that all be treated alike 
When the specia!-facility payments were first started it was well understood 
that they were but temporary, so as to bridge over a period until the natural 
growth of the mails would yield sufficient compensation to do away with 
occasion for additional allowances. This was as far back as 1879, since which 
time the aggregate yearly compensation to the railroads drawing the special 
facility allowance for ordinary mail and car transportation, independent of 
the special service, has more than doubled, so that ordinary compensation, 
even after the reduction of this year, will be greatly in excess of ordinary 
and special compensation added together ten years ago; and as most of the 
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special-facility routes will have their compensation readjusted commeneing 
with July 1, 1892, when their pay, it is estimated, will be increased still further 
at least 20 per cent, this office has not felt satisfied in recommending the con 


tinuance, after June 30, 1892, of any portion of the special-facility allowance. 


The same thing is found in the report of the Postmaster-General 
for 1891, on page 59, where he says: 
In 1879, when railroad facilities and train service were slow, Congress appro 


priated $295,000 in extra allowances for such railroad companies as could not 
afford to make schedules sufficiently numerous or fast. These sums were to 
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be in addition to the payments of ordinary rates for railroad transportation. 
The quantity of mail matter was then perhaps one-half of what it is now, so 
that ea y the natural growth of mail transportation, has, 
sin , m mail pay. At each weighing, moreover, 
t} i cording to the increase of service. In 
vi idant facilities were to be had without 
grantiz because of the frequent charge by railroad compa- 
ni \ hout extra pay that the Department was dis- 
erir concluded hen ‘th toremove the embar- 
rass} power, by not in ling in the budget in the 
ne ear any estimate for special facilities. This course, if approved, places 
all transportation companies on exactly the same basis of pay. 

In 1892 the Postmaster-General put it in the same way. He 
Bays: 


I have not included in tl 


estimates for next year any sum for special rail- 
road faci 


e 
ies. Iam stronger than ever in the belief that the continuance of 
‘ 

















the preferential method of ompensating ra lroads is injurious to the general 
service and an injustice as well to the roads who do not receive equal pay. 
There will bi 8s justification than ever before for continuing the special 
payments next year, because many of the railroads sharing in this year’s 
allowance on July 1, 1802, had their ordinary compensation advanced more 
than 20 per cent under the quadrennial weighing, and a corresponding ad- 
vance in ordinary compensation will be given to all the remaining special- 
facility routes, commencing with July 1, 1893. In point of fact, there is no 


such thing now as the West India mail, nor is there any such thing as fast 
mail along the Southern coast, as anyone who travels on these roads well 
knows ~—at least what is known in the North and West as fast mail. 

i also quote from the reports of the Postmaster-General for other 
years. as follows: 


Report of 





Second Assistant Postmaster-General, 1892, page 280.] 

In the report of a year ago I stated my reasons for declining to recom- 
mend further appropriations for so-called “special facilities,” and I feel ita 

ty both to the Government and to the service to again decline making 
*h a recommendation. I believe the granting to a few and refusing to ex- 
tend like compensation to the many who are performing as good or better 
mai! schedules is a source of injury to the mail service. 

The preferential method should cease, or all whoexpedite the mails should 
be granted the same benefit. 

The impression that the special-facility compensation allowed the lines 
extending to Port Tampa, Fia., advances the Cuba mails is incorrect. It 

practically retards those mails, because it prevents the enforcement by the 
Jepartment of the twenty-five-hour echedule provided for in the contract 
for the ocean service between Port Tampa and Habana. 

The Richmond and Danville Railroad, operating south and southwest via 
Atlanta; the East Tennessee, Virginia and Georgia Railway system, operat- 
uth and southwest from Cincinnati; the Norfolk and Western Railroad, 
in conjunction with the East Tennessee, Virginia and Georgia lines operat- 
ing west, south, and southwest from Washington, D, C., and Norfolk, Va., 
via Bristol and Chattanooga, Tenn., and the Iilinois Central Railroad, operat- 
ing south from Chicago, via Cairo, [l., have each created an extent of expe- 
dited mail schedules within the past year that is much superior to those 
termed “ special-facility ” trains via Jacksonville, Fla., to Port Tampa; and 
some of these railroad systems have asked the Department to tell why it is 
that they ought not to be given the same consideration that has been accorded 
the lines via Jacksonville. There is, besides, far less reason for granting the 
special compensation hereafter than a year ago, as the ordinary compensa- 
tion to the railway mail carriers which drew the special-facility allowance 
was on July 1, 1802, because of a reweighing, advanced more than 20 per cent, 
so that an extension of the special-facility allowance after June 30, 1893, 
means that it shall supplement an advance to the same lines of more than 20 

er cent in the ordinary compensation allowed for the year closing June 30, 
Tsoe. and which continues thereafter. 

Your letter of February 25, 1892, in reply to the inquiry from the chairman 
of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, House of Representatives, 
furnishes in detail the views of the Department concerning special facilities, 
and I have therefore thought it proper tomake ita part of my annual report, 
as follows: 





ng S 


Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., February 25, 1892. 

Sir: In reply to your inguiry of the 18th instant concerning the appropri- 
ation for special facilities, 1 have thought it worth while to invite your atten- 
tion first of all to that portion of my last annual report appearing on page 
69, headed ** No valle bonus needed.” 

In 1879, when railroad facilities were few and train service slow, Congress 
appropriated $205,000 in extra allowances for such railroad companies as 
could not afford to make schedules sufficiently numerous or fast. These 
sums were to be in addition to the payments of ordinary rates for railroad 
transportation. The quantity of mail matter was then perhaps one-half of 
what it is now, so that each of the companies by the natural growth of mail 
transportation has, since 1879, doubled its revenue from mail pay. At each 
weighing, moreover, there is a further increase of pay according to the 
increase of service. In view of this fact, and because abundant Facilities 
were to be had without granting extra pay, and because of the frequent 
charge by railroad companies giving similar service without extra pay that 
the Department was discriminating against them, I have concluded hence- 
forth to remove the embarrassments, so far as lies-in my power, by not 
including in the budget for the next year any estimate for special facilities. 
This course, if approved, places all the transportation companies on exactly 
the same basis of pay. In the same connection it is proper to submit the 
following tabie and accompanying explanation taken from the last report of 
the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, as [ believe it will, in comprehen- 
give form, convey to you the information desired in relation to the manner 
in which the appropriation was extended in 1891. The expenditures of the 
amount estimated as necessary for the current fiscal year will, it is expected, 
be made pro rata to the same railroads to which the allowances were made 
in 1s] 

Here follows the table of the roads and the subsidy allowed to each, aggre- 
gating $295,421.79 

No recommendation has been made for the customary special-facility allow- 
ance for thenext fiscal year, because Ido not believe there exists occasion for 
perpetuating the preferential method whereby a limited number of railroads 
would be paid both special and ordinary transportation and full car compen- 
sation, while other railroads, performing precisely the same character of 
service, can be allowed nothing more than the compensation which we are by 
statute permitted to pay for ordinary transportation. The continuance of 
the special-facility allowance has for some yearspast been the source of much 
annoyance to the Department, and has hampered the best interests of the 
mail service, because railroads operating in contiguous territory,and tosome 
extent paralleling the roads which receive the extra pay, object to renderin 
equally good or quicker schedule mail service except they be paid correspond- 
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ing rates. 
ments were first started it was well understood that they were but te 
so as to bridge over a period until the natural growth of the ma 
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They ask that all be treated alike. When the special-facilit, 





yield sufficient compensation to du away with occasion for additional 
ances. This was as far back as 1879, since which time the aggregate 
compensation to the railroads drawing the special-facility allowance 


nary mail and car transportation, independent of the special service, } 


than doubled, so that ordinary compensation, even after the reductio 
year, will be greatly in excess of ordinary and special compensation 
together, ten years ago; and, as most of the special-facility routes wi 
their compensation readjusted commencing with July 1, 1892, when t} 
it is estimated, will be increased still further at least 20 per cent, th 
has not felt satisfied in recommending the continuance, after June 3) 
any portion of the present special-facility allowance. 

he appropriations for special-facility service appear to have been 
in 1879, and each year the expenditures have been as follows: 








$23, 887.43 | 1887 gr 
49,313.64 | 1888... 2 

125, 984.50 | 1889 2 

I a oy 
By SS WR bic cdisecidévdurudkowene 2 

184,821.24 | 1802 (estimated) ........_. ] 

250, 647.72 | 

251, 540. 84 ics dice tei mctiniaendtscions 2, 92 





The practice of compensating afew railroads upon a higher ba 
others rendering the same or more satisfactory service has been th: 
of much annoyance, which year after year becomes more perplexin 
Department and hurtful to the general service, because it acts as a « 
the extension of the fast-mail system in sections where it would wo 
benefits. 

From the report of Postmaster-General Dickinson for the year 188s | 
as follows, bearing upon the subject of special compensation to railro 

“TI donot venture an opinion as to whether or not the rate of comyx 
allowed by law is sufficiently liberal to secure for the Government a 
and the best service. It is certain, however, that the dissatisfaction 
by extra compensation to some and not to others has prevented, in s 
stances, cordial cooperation with the Department to secure much: 
improvement.” 

Postmaster-General Dickinson outlined in the above his strong beli t 
the ap ween for special facilities ought to be made sufficiently 
be applied all over the country, or that it should be cut off altoget) 
had he continued in office it is reasonable to believe he would have cx t 
make recommendation for any allowance of the kind after the quadrennial 
readjustment in 1889. 

To your inquiry for the history of the special-facility appropriation | 
would reply: 

The Department records do not explain itsorigin; butitis well unde: 
that in connection with the establishment of a continuous service b:! 
New York and Cuba the railroads were asked to fix a continuous ’ 
schedule. The permanency they were reluctant to guarantee until t) l 
ascertained the extent to which the schedule could be used for genera 
There is no doubt but that it was well understood by all interested 
and outside of the Department, that the occasion for the special allo 
was not likely to exist for more than a year or tw0, and that its term 
would be satisfactory tothe railroads as soon as the increase of the o1 
compensation made it apparent to the Department that the exceptiv 
ments were no longer justified. The only reason I can give for its « 1- 
ance so long is that each year the railroads have urged its retentio 4 
little while longer, and it mez be that intimation had been given tha‘ 
haps its discontinuance would be followed by the adoption of arbitrary t 
schedules that would disarrange the mail service. 

In order that you may appreciate the extent to which the ordinar 
pensation of the railroads interested in the transportation of the Wes ‘ 
mails has grown, I call your attention to the following table showing their 
payments by adjustment periods: 


1879. $226,234.99 per annum. 

1880. $270,233.54 per annum (increase $43,998.55, 20 per cent). 

1884. $349,881.50 per annum (increase $79,647.96, 29 per cent). 

1888. $476,385.36 per annum (increase $126,503.46, 36 per cent). 

1892. (Estimated) $595,096 per annum (increase $118,710.64, 25 per cent). 


FOR ORDINARY COMPENSATION ALONE. 

The increase in 1892 over 1880 will exceed 117 per cent. 

The increase of $118,710.64 in 1892 over 1888 is likely to be exceed t 
should it be no more, it carries with it an increase for the adjusted pe: 
$475,842.56. baa ; 

In addition, the allowance for special facilities to the same railroads i i 


was $237,061.47. 

It is in place for me to add at this point that the schedule to which the 
special-facility allowance now appiies really possesses no marked adva 3 
at this time for the advancement in either direction of the West India 
mercial mail, while it is believed it operates to the disadvantage of th 
mercial mails between the North and South, as will be explained further 
along. 

Mews than 90 per cent of the business mail with Cuba is associated with 


New York; and, as between New York and Boston, including New E 

99 per cent is with New York. Practice has demonstrated that going 

New York the buJk of the mail is in readiness for dispatch by 5 p. m 

New York nothing is accomplished in the way of the delivery of the 
mails arriving between 7 p.m. and5a.m. The largest and by far th: 
important mail for the South via the Coast Line route starts from New ‘ 

at 9 p.m.,and at 4 a. m.it has reached Washington, D.C. At4.30 a 
leaves Washington, D. C., for Richmond and beyond, or as far as the r r 
schedules will advance it. ; 

The so-called fast mail for which a subsidy is paid and that which is 
posed to advance the West India mail leaves Jersey City at 4.45 a. m.. 
need carry only such letter mail as comes into the New York post-office 
8 p. m. the night before, which is less than one-third of that ready to b 

patched at9 p.m. The starting time from Jersey City, you will obser 
Rfteen minutes later than the most important mail of the day before | 
New England, New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore for the Coast | 
route as far as South Carolina has passed Washington, and the natura! 
clusion is that the p. m. schedule out of New York has not been ca 
all the way through Georgia and Florida at a modern rate of speed, bec 
doing 80, wimarily for mail purposes, would have rendered valueless 
subsidized schedule. 

In like manner the so-called fast-mail train north bound does not ac: 
plish anything in the way of promoting the delivery of the West India ma'> 
at New York, because it reaches New York at 7.50 p. m., and the mail mat'«! 
= not be made available for business purposes until after 8 a. m. of the 4 
following. : 

Sapldining more fully the statement that it is believed the continuance © 
the special payments operates to the disadvantage of the commercial ma''* 
between the North and the South, I would say: So long as the Departmen’ 
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continues payments for schedules that in point of time have pensties 
remained stationary for years, the roads getting the allowances are guarde 
in so adjusting their through schedules generally as shall prevent the De- 
partment from fully utilizing the eopules schedules and then abandoning, 
except for purely local service, the subsidized train. Ten years ago the com 
mercial interests in some sections of the country did not fully appreciate the 
importance of starting the letter mails out of large cities in the evening and 
moving in the other direction into trade centers early in the day; and while 
ten years ago the so-styled fast-mail train may have had its advantages 
throughout Florida, it has not progressed as have train schedules generality, 
including a few other schedules upon this particular route, and the advance 
ment of the mails by other routes between the North and South which are 
receiving ordinary pay alone has been much greater than upon the coast-line 
route. What I desire to emphasize is that the mail service between the chain 
of Northern cities, starting in New England and extending via Washington 
into those portions of South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida as are tributary 
to the coast line, is not such as the natural development of trade and popula- 
tion associated with railroad progress warrants. Because natural conditions 
have been permitted to prevail in other sections of the South allied to rail- 
roads not subsidized, the mail service with Atlanta, Macon, Mobile, New 
Orleans, and other cities of like importance has advanced. 

The principal railroads have learned to value the liberality of the ordinary 
compensation for mail transportation, and praiseworthy consideration is 
being given tothe adjustment of schedules that shall expedite primarily the 
most important of commercial mails. The distance between Washington and 
New Orleans via Atlanta is 1,143 miles. The time for the most important 
mail train averages 35 miles per hour. Between Cincinnati and Jacksonville 
via Chattanooga the most important mail service requires less than twenty- 
nine hours, the distance being close to 8) miles. Between Chicago and New 
Orleans the fast mail occupies less than twenty-nine hours; the distance is 
915 miles. These and many other expedited schedules have been the result of 
conference with the Department, and the railroads will be content to con- 
tinue them for the ordinary compensation if they have the assurance of the 
Department that they are being paid upon as favorable a basis as is allowed 
other lines. The fast-mail service over the Iron Mountain system between 
St. Louis via Little Rock and Texarkana, and thence throughout Texas, from 
the Texarkana standpoint is not what it onght to be; nor is the continuous 
fast-mail service deflecting at Sedalia, Mo., through Missouri, Kansas, Arkan- 
sas. the Indian Nation, and Texas via the Missouri, Kansas and Texas sys- 
tem what it should be. Again, the fast-mail service from a Louisville, 
Ky., standpoint into Kentucky, Georgia, and Alabama is not as complete as 
the Department aims to have it; but we can not look for hearty cooperation 
from all the railroads operating North and South so long as they can point 
to the special payments made to a few roads; and to many of our appli- 
cations for expedited schedules the reply comes back that upon the promise 
of the Government that — | shall be paid in like manner as the most favored 
they will cheerfully respond to requests for improved schedules. 

Turning again tothe mailservice throughout the South via the subsidized 
Coast Line route, it will, I believe, be of interest to know that the supsi- 
dized fast mail beyond Washington does not average 32 miles per hour. 
Of course, over some portions of the route the speed is much faster than 
the average; but the Department, in dealing with the schedules upon a con- 
tinuous route, must consider it as one interest, the respective manage- 
ments comprising the line deciding which portions of the through route shall 
occupy more than its proportion of the time assigned between termini. That 
you may know the were og Be: this train for other than mail purposes at this 
time, you should be told that it carries from Washington six coaches and 
sleepers*besides a baggage anda mailcar. Enroute there occur some changes 
in the make-up of the train, but ordinarily it goes into Jacksonville with four 
coaches and sleepers, besides the mail and baggage cars. The section through 
which this route operates needs a fast-mail service corresponding with that 
of the Air Line Railroad system and others I have mentioned, and correspond- 
ing with those it is our earnest desire to have established. I mean a con- 
tinuous schedule that shall leave New York, say, at 9 p. m., and at an average 
speed of 35 miles per hour beyond Washington could certainly reach— 
— a 2 i 





| Subsidized 
train now 
arrives at— 











Richmond, Va., at 7.56 a m., instead of 8.48 a. m-_.....-- busnan | 2388p. m. 
Wilmington, N. C., at 3.10 p. m., instead of 6 p. m-_-.....-..... alll 9.55 p. m. 
Charleston, 8. C., at 9.20 p. m., instead of 1.20 a. m 5 a. m. 
Savannah, Ga., at 12.55 a. m., instead of 5.20 a. in 6.44 a. m. 
Jacksonville, Fla., at 6 a. m., instead of 11.35 a. m_-..........-..... 12 noon. 
Port Tampa, Fla., at 1.16 p. m., instead of 9.40 p. m .............. 9.40 p. m. 





This schedule would practically make a large quantity of the Florida mail 
available one day earlier than it is now by the West India fast-mail train. 

Coming north, a continuous schedule as slow as 30 miles per hour, leaving 
Port Tampa right after the arrival of the West India mails, would enable the 
through mails to leave Jacksonville at 3.350 a. m., now 8.40 a. m.; Savannah at 
9.30 a. m., now 2.10 p. m.; Charlestonat 1.30 p. m., now 7.01 p.m.; Wilmington, 


N. C., at 8 p. m., now 2.10 a. m.; Richmond, Va., at 4 a. m., now 9.34 a. ma. | 


Arrive at Washington at 7.40 a. m., now 1.31 p. m.; arrive at New York at 3.20 
Pp. m., now 7.5) p. m. 


This schedule would, at New York, advance the through mails one day | 


over present West India fast-mail schedule. 


sal north, 8 miles per hour would of course be better still, as it 
wou 


ready for delivery about 10 a. m. 


As I have already stated, the indiéations all tend to the belief, for the fear | 


of jeo izing the subsidy has acted as a check tocontinuous regular sched- 
ules at hours corresponding with through schedules prevailing elsewhere in 
South. It is true, the subsidized service leaving New York at 4.30 a. m. 


carries out the morning newspapers, the advancement of which the Depart- | 


ent would regret to see checked; but, as compared with the importance of 


© letter mail for the territory south of Richmond, Va., newspaper mail | 


not be permitted to delay the letters; in fact, there ought to be no oc- 

casion for retarding the newspaper, because the regular passenger business 
by itself calls for this train. and the extent of the mails, the growth of the 
ordinary mail compensation, and the requirements of the communities and 
commercial interests upon and contiguous to the Coast Line route have be- 
come such that without subsidy the railroad intcrests should not hesitate to 
ind toany reasonable schedules the Post-Office Department may request. 
, is done, aud schedules approximating those mentioned are enforced, 
and advantage is taken of the saving in distance caused by the construction 
of the Wilson cut-off, it will be possible within a year to revolutionize much 
mail service associated with the route between New York via 

ashington, and Wilmington, N. C., Charleston. 8S. C., Savannah, Ga., Jack- 
sSonville, Fla.. and into Florida, and as well promote the West India mails. 
Phis route will truly become then # fast-mail route in the sense that similar 
bsidized exists elsewhere. It will fulfill all the requirements of 





vance the mails all along the route and bring them into New York | 
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the West India mails, and besides practically make available one day earli 














r 
than at present the mails of a wide section of Southe intry. Until the 
ieee experience the changed conditions which will t 1 exist they t 

ully realize the great importance that will result from having their | ; 
leave the North at the close of each day’s business, and coming north, be 
livered to correspondents sufficiently carly in the day to be made available 
for the same day's business 

In this communication I have not deemed it necessary to dwell particularly 
upon the merits of a cont ance of the subsidy tothe two so itir if 
of New Ye and that between B -oand Ha 
because they have received but asmat!l } ft 5 ; 
The general grounds, however. u i 1 the D ; 
allowances of this kind, as explained re vith t We I - 
mail route, can be applied with equal for to the rem ms of t last 
fiscal year’s payments. 

JOHN WANAMAKER 
Doct 
[Report of Postmaster-General, page xix, 1895 

The fast-mail service between the Nerth and South has recently been 
much enlarged. Following the coast line, its extent and rapidity v 
mencing with December) be more complete than heret ‘a; and by ; 
of the interior lines, it has recently been made possible to igurate a ’ 
daily fast-mail service connecting the great busine~s i ‘ 1 
with New Orleans, by way of Atlantaand Montgomery e 
trains are those most preterred by the Depart t,a 1 
rendered possible to accomplish connections which provid \ or 
both letter and daily newspaper mails 

[Page 149, Report of 1893.] 
SPECIAL FACILITIES 

The annual rate of expenditure for this service on June 3%). 1895. was 
$196,614.16. This sum was expended as shown in the following stat 
No. of : : - } or 
woute: Terminals. Railroad company. Miles a 
106005 | New York, N. Y., to | New York. New Haven 1535.73) 811,431.34 


Springtield, Mass and Hartford. 
107011 | 4.35a.m.train, New York) New York Central and 1 
to New Albany, N. Y. Hudson River 
113006 | Baltimore to Hagers- | Western Maryland 86.10 
town, Md. 
113001 | Philadelphia, Pa., to Bay 
| View, Md. 
113013 oy View to Quantico, 
Richmond, 


a. 
114001 | Quantico to Richmond, I 

Va. burg and P mi 
114008 | Richmond to Peters- | Richmond and Py 


burg, Va. urg 
114009 | Petersburg, to Weldon, | Petersburg 
| N.C 


10. 475.50 


phia, Wilming 92. 00 13,335.00 


1d isaltimore 








118002 | Weldon to Wilmington, | Wilmington and Wel 161. 47 19,494.18 

N.C. } don 

120002 | Wilmington to Flor- | Wilmington, Columbia | 110.00 13, 383. 34 
ence, 5. C. and Augusta 

120006 | Florence to Charleston | Northeastern 95.00 11,558. 33 

| Junction. 

1200044 | Charleston Junction to | Charleston and Savan 
Savannah, Ga. nah 

121009 | Savannah to Jackson- | Savannah, Florida and | 171.50) 20,873.14 

ville, Fla. Western 


108. 00 


123018 | Jacksonville toSanford, | Jacksonville, Tampa _ 126.18 15,244.83 
‘la. and Key West. 
123007 | Sanford to Tampa, Fla..| South Florida od 116.39 | 14,088.45 
| 
| 106, O14. 16 


The appropriation for the current fiscal year is $196, 614.16. 

As illustrating some of the roads which have, without any 
subsidy whatever, placed fast-mail trains at the service of the Gov- 
ernment, I quote the following from the report of the Postimaster- 
General: 





[Report of Postmaster-General, 1894, page 26.] 
A number of very notable improvements in the way « 
delivery of mail matter have taken place within tl past J 
In March last the Chicago and Northwestern Railroad put ona t 
to leave Chicago at 3a. m. for Milwaukee, Wis., Escanaba, Mich., Marquette 






Mich., Houghton, Mich., and Ashland, Wis. This train, runn i does in 
connection with the fast mail from New York an all Lastern points. ar ng 
in Chicago at 12.45 a. m., advances mail practically one day for a large s mm 
of Wisconsin and all of northern Michigan. It also places the Chicago morning 
papers in the hands of subscribers throughout all that section early on the 
day of issue. 

The Chicago and Northwestern Railroad also, on April 11, 1894, put ona 
fast train from Chicago to Omaha, leaving Chicago at 3a. m. and advancing 
mails for all points on the line of that road through Illinois and Iowa. This 
was supplemented, under date of October 28, by a change of schedule, which 
practically affords direct through fast-mail service, leaving Chicago at 3 
a. m. and running to Deadwood, 5. Dak. You can imagine that the benefits 
to the people along this line of road, in consequence of this expedited serv- 


ice. are very thoroughly appreciated 

On April 29 the Chicago, Rock Isiand and Pacific Railroad also put on a 
fast-mail train, leaving Chicago at 3 a. m., expediting mails for all points 
along that road and connecting lines through Illinois and lowa 

While these three are probably the most important improvements in the 
way of expedited service that have occurred during the past year, it may be 
well to remark that the usual number of extensions and improvements have 
been made on smaller lines. These improvements, either in the way of new 
service, extension of old service, or frequency of service on old lines, aggre- 
gate about 8,000 miles of service—a very material advance. 

[Report of Postmaster-General, 1894, page 173.] 
SPECIAL FACILITIES. 

In submitting the estimates for the fiscal years of 1893, 1894, and 1895, this 
office declined to include the itemof “special facilities,” for reasons héreto- 
fore stated. 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 12, 





Appropriations were made, however, for each of those years. 
The annual rate of expenditure for this service on June 30, 1894, was 
$171.238.75, and the sum was expended as shown in the following statement: 
Here follows statement 
he appropriation for the current year is $195,614.22. 
No estimate is submitted for the next fiscal year. 


This was the first year in which the subsidy was allowed to the 
lines now receiving it. 
[Report of Postmaster-General, 1895, page 174.] 
SPECIAL FACILITIES. 
In submitting the estimates for the fiscal years 1893, 1894, 1895, and 1896, this 


office declined to include the item of “special facilities,” for reasons hereto- 
fore stated. 


Appropriations were made, however, for each of those years. i 
The annual rate of expenditure for this service on June 30, 1895, was 


$171,238.75, and the sum was expended as shown in the following statement: 
{Here follows statement. } 


The appropriation for the current year is $196,614.22. 
No estimate is submitted for the next fiscal year. 


So it will be seen by going through the reports of the Postmasters- 
General and of the Second Assistants, year after year to the pres- 
ent time, with but a single exception, that of the report of the 
Postmaster-General in 1895, every one of these reports discounte- 
nances the further allowance of this subsidy. 

There is another point which is alluded to in this report which 
I have just read to which I wish to call the attention of the House, 
and that is that every four years there is a new weighing of these 
mails. Witheach new weighing there is an increase in the allow- 
ance for the ordinary transportation. This increase averages be- 
tween 20 and 30 per cent. So that if these railroads, with the 
compensation which they had ten years ago and the subsidy which 
was then given to them gratuitously, could afford to carry these 
mails, they can surely now far better afford to carry them on the 
ordinary compensation. Let me read to you the figures of some 
of these increases since the last weighing. 

On the Southern Railroad between Washington and Lynch- 
burg the present weighing shows 54,376 pounds per day. The 
last weighing before showed 39,071 pounds per day, or an increase 
of over 15,000 pounds per day. 

Between Lynchburg and Danville Junction the increase was 
from 30,736 pounds to 45,396 pounds, or an increase of 50 per cent. 
Between Danville Junction and Atlanta there was an increase 
from $2,453 pounds to 55,636 pounds, or an increase of 23,000 
pounds between the two weighings. From Atlanta to West 
Point the increase was from 20,000 pounds to 27,975 pounds. 
Between West Point and Montgomery the increase was from 
19,000 pounds to 26,661 pounds. Between Montgomery and New 
Orleans the increase was from 17,577 pounds to 25,469 pounds. 

Now, here was an average of about 30 per cent increase in the 
weighing, and therefore an increase to that extent in the compen- 
sation. I showed to you yesterday that the ordinary compensa- 
tion paid to these roads was over $1,000,000 a year under their last 
weighing. An increase of 20 per cent means $200,000 that they 
will get more than their last weighing, which will more than 
make up the entire subsidy that they have heretofore been 
allowed. 

Gentlemen on the other side have attempted to make some point 
because of the fact that, in the consideration of the appropriation 
bill last year, I recommended and tried to secure an amendment 
to the bill apprupriating for fast-mail facilities out of my city. I 
stand, as I said yesterday, just where I did then. I believe that 
if a fund can be placed at the disposal of the Postmaster-General, 
to be used by him judiciously and with discretion for favoring 
articular fast mail trains which could not otherwise be run, an 
if the benefit to be derived from that fast-mail service would be 
sufficient to warrant the expenditure of that money, I believe that 
to be a perfectly proper expenditure. I believe, too, that this fast- 
mail fund could be distributed through the country to do a good 
deal more good than this special subsidy which has stood upon the 
statute books for the last twenty years. 

I have shown you that the amount of mail which is carried by 
this Southern road is insignificant compared with that carried by 
the great trunk lines of the country, which receive no subsidy. I 
appeal to you whether it is fair that this road, or this system of 
roads, after being paid the full maximum compensation for the 
carriage of the mails, after being paid the regular rate for the 
transportation of the mail cars, should, in addition to that, be 
given a bonus or gratuity which is given to no other road in the 
country, when other roads perform equally good, if not better 
service than this road. It is not that | am opposed to subsidies; 
it is that I am opposed to special favoritism and the granting of 
this particular subsidy to the exclusion of other roads performing 
equally valuable and meritorious service. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to reserve the remainder of my 


time. How much time have I remaining? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has seven minutes remain- 
ing. 





Mr. SWANSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. GARDNER]. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the stand. 
ing of this question, in more than one aspect, before the commit. 
tee at the present moment, is more extraordinary than anything 
of the kind I have noticed during the time I have been a member 
of this House. The gentleman from Ohio in his closing sentences 
announces, as he has before, that he is in favor of what he erro. 
neously calls subsidies to expedite the mails. Consistent with tha 
belief, the gentleman himself,and others who are opposing th 
item in this bill, have from time to time offered amendments ay 
made efforts to get items which they wanted in appropriation 
bills. The result is that we are here listening to gentlemen mak- 
ing bitter onslaughts upon an item in an appropriation bill who 
do not object to it, but whose quarrel is with the rules of the 
House. Favoring general subsidies, as they call them, as they 
admit, they have attempted to get them by only the single method 
of ingrafting them on a bills, contrary to the rules, 
and now have a quarrel with the rules, attacking a bill and an 
item that has been habitually placed in it. 

That is the position of the gentlemen, if I understand them, 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BROMWELL] yesterday piled up a 
mass of figures and printed them in the RecorD this morning. It 
is a formidable array, but permit me to say, Mr. Chairman, with 
due respect, that his figures are as meaningless as formidable, 
Isolated figures taken from one corner, if I may so express it, of a 
great system of mail transportation and printed in the Recorp 
mean just as much as if they had been extracted from the report 
of the Secretary of the Navy or the Secretary of War, or from any 
other source, and not connected with the whole system under dis- 
cussion, so as to give a view of it that would enable members of 
the House to understand their significance. These figures as toa 
portion of the system, the whole magnitude of which is not brought 
into view, the different parts of which are not exposed in the argu- 
ment to our observation, I repeat, have no significance as placed in 
the RECORD. 

Now, permit me again to say (and it may not be the gentleman's 
fault) that I am unable to understand him in his presentation of 
this case. These figures seem to be directed at the Pennsylvania 
Railroad, without showing what proportion of the mail service of 
the country it performs. This morning, however, the gentleman 
continues his travel south, and tells us how insignificant is the 
southern end of this service as compared with other lines, in which 
he includes the Pennsylvania Railroad, between New York and 
Philadelphia. In other words. he attacks one end of the system on 
one day and on the following day another end, and attempts to be- 
little it by showing the magnitude of the end which he attacked 
the day before. it may be my fault that I can not understand 
that method of comparison. 

Now, these gentlemen—or the gentleman from Ohio, and I might 
say the chairman of the committee, in his remarks yesterday 
tell us how much the mails ought to be transported for; wherein 
we are paying too much; how they are unnecessarily delayed at 
certain points, and what railroads might do in the way of sched- 
ules. In other words, for the purposes of this discussion, they 
turn railroad experts and tell us all about possible schedules. 
Why, sir, if any one of them were appointed to-day to take charge 
of 38 miles of railroad between Washington and Baltimore he 
would no sooner undertake to schedule the trains over it than he 
would deliberately commit murder, because he would feel that if 
he, in his inexperience, in his absolute want of knowledge in sched- 
uling railroad trains, should undertake to make one and run trains 
by it, would be equivalent to wholesale slaughter. But when it 
comes to making a schedule for the mails, lo and behold, they know 
all about it! Moreover, Mr. Chairman, it may not have escaped 
observation that there are two other ends of their argument which 
do not seem to agree. When these gentlemen are talking about 
what the railroads between New York and Philadelphia get, and 
what the railroads between Philadelphia and Washington get, and 
what the roads from Washington south get, they say they get en 
tirely too much. Then they throw out as a taunt that the item 
intended to cover transportation from Boston to New York is 
never used. That is done to catch the New England votes. Why, 
sir, it is not used because the amount is not enough to induce the 
railroads between Boston and New York to come into the arrange- 
ment. So, Mr. Chairman, the system is condemned by them be- 
cause on one end it pays too little, and the other end pays too 
much. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. SWANSON. I 
from North on) fr. PEARSON]. 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
BROMWELL] has undertaken to show that this particular provision 
is not only exceptional and extraordinary, but that it is singular, 
as tested by the general tenor of this bill. I desire tocall the gen- 
tleman’s attention to certain other items in the bill, which I dare 
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The time of the gentleman has expired. 
ield five or ten minutes to the gentleman 
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say will command his —— This bill appropriates $80,000 to 
expedite mail matter—where? To the islands in the Pacific Ocean. 
Extra compensation for carrying the news to the South Sea sav- 
ages! Iask the gentleman from Ohio whether he thinks that the 
Republicans and the Democrats of the South, or even the Populists, 
are entitled to less consideration here than the savages in the 
South Pacific? In the next place the bill appropriates $40,000 for 
transferring foreign mail from incoming steamships in New York 
Bay. Does the gentleman not believe that domestic mail is as im- 
portant to us asforeign mail may betohim? The bill appropriates 
for horse-hire allowance $370,000; for car-fare and bicycle allow- 
ance, $175,000. It appropriates $50,000 for transportation of mail 
by pneumatic tubes or other similar devices. Now, every one of 
those items is intended for the same purpose as this; that is, to 
expedite or hasten the delivery of mail matter. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to say here, not only on behalf of my own 

sople, but in behalf of all other people in that vast stretch of 
country from the Potomac to the Rio Grande, that every manand 
woman and child in that stretch of country receives mail earlier 
by reason of this provision. 

“Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. How much earlier? 

Mr. PEARSON. I will give the gentleman the exact figures. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is what I want to know. 

Mr. PEARSON. The statement to which [I am about to refer 
comes from the first vice-president of the Southern Railway, aman | 





= 


thoroughly familiar with the facts, not only as they now are, but | 
as they have been; a man who is of absolutely unquestioned truth | 
andintegrity. Iwill say tothe gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
the mails are so much earlier at different points as is shown by the 

aper [holdin myhand. By this increased facility between New | 

York and the Sonth the mails are expedited about twelve hours—I 
am afraid the gentleman does not want this information as much 
as he supposed—about twelve hours to Danville, Va., Greensboro, 
N. C., Salisbury, N. C., Charlotte, N. C., and Atlanta, Ga.; four- 
teen hours to Montgomery. Ala.; about fifteen hours to New Or- 
leans and Birmingham; twelve hours to Memphis; fourteen hours | 
to Houston, and from twelve to fifteen hours to all points in the | 
Southwest. 

Mr. BROMWELL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PEARSON. Waitamoment. Now. I will say to my dis- 
tinguished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE], 
who is an up-to-date man, that the question is simply whether we 
ought to get in our mail the news of to-day or the news of yester- 
day—news that comes in the form of papers from his own section | 
of the country—shall we have that fresh and hot, or shall we get 
it when it is ‘‘stale, flat, and unprofitable?” 

I know as a matter of personal experience that at Asheville, 
where I reside, we get our mail now fourteen hours earlier than 
we did under the original arrangement. The Government is pay- 
ing something additional for this service because the railroad is 
inconvenienced by its performance. But our people of all parties 
are very much benefited. Now, the gentleman knows that we 
want intelligence—those of us who —_ rt this bill—we want it 
hot and fresh, and I know he is not inclined to come in here and 
take from this broad stretch of country such facilities as these. 

The gentleman knows something about the internal-revenue | 
laws and about the pension laws. He knows that these people for 
whom I especially speak pay more money into the Federal service | 
every year than they receive from the Government in any form. | 
We vote here about $140,000,000 for pensions in twenty minutes. 
We are asking now for what? For the one five-hundredth part of 
the total amount which this bill carries. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me ask this question: If this 
provision were stricken out, would you all get your mails from | 
ten to fourteen hours later than you now get them? 

Mr. PEARSON. I know of no way of judging the future 
except by the past. I know that before this fast schedule went 
into operation we would get the New York papers in our town at 
2 o'clock on the day following their publication, whereas now we 
get them on the night of the day of publication. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. How long has the provision for | 
these fast-mail facilities been carried in this bill? 

Mr. PEARSON. So far as the present system of railroads is 
concerned, I think about three years or four. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Since 1893. 

Mr. PEARSON. The system in operation before the present 
was by the Atlantic Coast Line. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And the system has been entirely 
a to that portion of the country known as “ the South,” 

i 
Mr. PEARSON. The gentleman's question is now becoming 


too vague. 
“Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. What I ask is whether the opera- 
tion of this system has been entirely satisfactory? 
Mr. PEARSON. Perfectly so. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And the States that the gentleman 
bas named in reply to my question, or the central portions of them, 
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are now receiving their mail much more promptly by reason of 
this provision? 

Mr. PEARSON. Not only that, but, as the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Swanson] said yesterday, this system is like a pipe 
line—like the main line that carries water—its benefits reach por- 
tions of the country which are not immediately on that line. For 
instance, I reside on a branch system 145 miles away from Salis- 
bury, but I get my mail from New York on the day of its date. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I am entirely satisfied with the 
gentleman's explanation. 

Mr. PEARSON. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to certain points stated in the letter of Vice- 
President Andrews. He says: *‘ Weare required to hold the South- 
western limited as well as the United States fast mail indefinitely, 
for trains from the North.” In other words, Mr. Chairman, that 
railroad company has put this train service at the command of the 
Postinaster-General, and if I can for a moment reach the left ear 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BRoMWELL] successfully in 
response to what he has heretofore said about the question under 
discussion, that the trouble was that the Postmaster-General could 
not exercise his discretion, does he not know that the Postma 


ter- 
General does exercise his discretion in the distribution of this fund, 
and that he has exercised it in the past? The appropriation for 
last year, for instance, was $196,000. the gentleman does 


And vet ; 
expended was but 
$153,000. 

Mr. BROMWELL. 
dollars. 

Mr. PEARSON. If you will refer tothe report of the Postmaster- 
General, you will find that the amount is $153.000. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I have the report before me showing the 
amount. 

Mr.PEARSON. But, however that may be, it shows that there 
is an exercise of discretion in the Postmaster-General wiih re 


One hundred and seventy-one thousand 


er- 


| ence to the expenditure of the funds; and it may be in a short time 


the Postimaster-General will himself be an Ohio man, and in that 
case, of course, he will be heroic enough to withstand ail im 
tunities on the part of people who would tempt him to act avainst 
the public interest. 


But, Mr. Chairman, I will not detain the committee longer, and 


nize the fact of this great convenience and advantage to the peo- 
ple of the South, who get but little from the Federal Treasury in 
proportion to the amounts they pay in. 

Mr. PERKINS. Before the gentleman takes his seat, I would 
like to make an inquiry. 

Mr. PEARSON. I yield to the gentleman with pleasure. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to inquire if it is the judgment of 
the gentleman from North Carolina that Southern people 
ally, as interested in this appropriation, are in favor of subsidies? 

Mr. PEARSON. The question of the gentleman is vazue and 
indefinite, and would be followed by the subjunctive if 


pre .er- 


, ; pro- 
pounded in Latin. I leave it to the gentleman to form his own 
conclusion on the subject. 

Mr. AITKEN. Is the object in giving this subsidy to get more 


rapid mail service through this region? 

Mr. PEARSON. That is the purpose and the effect of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nort 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. AITKEN. lLask if that is the fact? Is the fast mail train 
to which the gentleman has referred accomplishing this resuit? 

Mr. PEARSON. Nobody can dispute the statement of Vice- 
President Andrews, to whom I have already referred. There is 
not a more truthful man in this body, and his statement is worthy 
of every consideration. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SWANSON. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will use 
some portion of his time, as 1 have but fifteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I have only seven minutes left, and I think 
the gentleman should use a part of his. 


h 


1 
i 


Mr. SWANSON. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. 
Hatt] for five minutes. 
Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman,I did not expect to speak on this 


matter at all. I am opposed to all subsidies; but I will answer 
the gentleman from New Hampshire by suggesting that 1f this 
were a subsidy, I should certainly be opposed to it. Butin the 


| first place this is not a subsidy, being only an additional com- 


pensation for service performed by a railroad company, a com- 
pany doing extra work; therefore there is no element of subsidy 
whatever that enters into it. While that element may enter into 
the discussion here, it has no bearing upon the question, although 
the gentleman from Ohio has succeeded in doing admirably here 
everything to befog the question in the minds of the Committee of 
the Whole, which, however, he was not successful in accomplish- 
“2 the Post-Office Committee. 

hat committee, after a full consideration of the matter—ané&I 
donot know that it would be proper to state by what overwhelming 
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majority it was carried—but the idea in the minds of the commit- 
tee was fully embodied in the proviso, to which reference has 
already been made, in the following words: 


Pr »part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall 
be D ] s the Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure 
ne sary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 

In order to promote the rapid distribution of the United States 
mail—the interest of the postal service—that was the idea that the 
committee had in framing this proposition. 

Now. Mr. Chairman, can we trust our Postmasters-General? 
I say we can, and we have trusted them, especially the two who 


have had control of this matter in the past, General Bissell and 
Mr. Wilson, and intrusted them implicitly, and I have no fear 
that we will ever have occasion to entertain doubt on that sub- 
ject. We will possibly, in a short time, have a Postmaster-Gen- 
eral ] 
who opposes this proposition, who will be eminently trustworthy 
to use the appropriation as provided by law in the best interest 
of the Government, and will not expend the appropriation at all 
unless it be expended for the more efficient performance of the 
postal service of the United States. 

For that reason I can not see the element of subsidy claimed to 
be embodied in this proposition, for itis only additional pay for 
extra services performed by the railroad company, and it is placed 
in the hands of the head of that Department, in whom we may 
implicitly trust, without regard to party, that it will be properly 
administered. 

That is all I desire to say upon the subject. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I yield now two minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Simpkins]. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Mr. Chairman, the proposition before the 
committee is a simple business one. It is to give a certain fixed 
and definite amount of money to railroad companies for the better 
transmission of mails between the cities of Boston, Mass., and the 
city of New Orleans. Now, I think that as business men we 
should see if this money is really needed, and, if expended prop- 
erly, what the results will be. What, then, are the facts? 

It was brought out yesterday in the course of the debate that 
no part of this money was used in the New England States between 
Massachusetts and New York, and because of that fact there is a 
provision on page 8 of the pending bill which provides that money 
thus appropriated and not expended may be spent by the Postmas- 
ter-Genera! at his discretion anywhere indefinitely throughout the 


not needed and is not to be spent in New England. 


Now, what are the facts with regard to the transmission of mails | 


from New York to Washington, that part of the appropriation 
which is received by the Pennsylvania Railroad? ‘Asi understood 
him, it was the contention of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Swanson] here yesterday that a fast mail train left New York at 
4 o'clock in the morning, which would not leave at that time if it 
were not for this appropriation. Now, what are the facts? IfI 
am correctly informed, that train is essentially a newspaper train. 
It connects with the Federal and Colonial Express, which is a 
passenger train from Boston, leaving there at 7 o’clock at night 
and reaching Washington at 11 inthe morning. It stops at Jer- 
sey City. It does not take passengers, but takes the New York 
morning papers, so that they may be delivered early in this city. 
Those papers would be sent whether this appropriation were made 
or not. 
p. m., fully late enongh for the New York mails. That train ar- 
rivesin Washington and connects with this newspaper train which 
leaves New York at 4 o'clock. Notimeissaved. ‘They both leave 
Washington at 11 o’clock in the morning. 

I for one do not think that the Pennsylvania Railroad needs 
this appropriation. I do not know what is the condition of the 
railroads in the South, but I do know that this appropriation is 
not asked for by the Postmaster-General. Ido know that he does 
expend a part of the money. Ido know thaf it is necessary for 
the executive to bein accord with the legislative branch, and that 
the Postmaster-General may well assume if this House, after de- 
bate, deliberately appropriates a certain sum of money, that they 
do so for a needed purpose, and that he is expected to pay it out. 
And I do know that the gentleman whom I see standing there 
wishing to interrupt me [Mr. Livineston], and to whom I have 
not time to yield, has criticised Mr. Morton, the Secretary of 
Agriculture, for not expending for seeds money appropriated by 
this Congress. SolI for one do not blame the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral if he has spent the money that this Congress has appropri- 
ated; but I contend that he has not asked for the money, and that 
it, or at least a great part of it, is not needed and should not be 
appropriated. 

Mr. AITKEN. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. AITKEN. Isnot this fast mail train four hours slower be- 

ween Washington and New Orleans than the regular passenger 
ain? 
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Mr.BROMWELL. Yes; it is. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. _I have been so informed, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, just a word or two 
The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SeTtLe] quotin: 
this letter of the first vice-president of the Southern Re'| 
makes the statement that by this increased facility, the m 
expedited twelve hours to Danville, Va., and so on, and 
fifteen hours to New Orleans. Now, I see by the schedule \ 


| is published on the same page of the RecorD that the train 


leaves New York at 4.30 a. m. reaches Danville at 6 p. : 
the mails are expedited twelve hours between New York an 
ville, that can only mean that the running time is now { 


| hours less than it would be for these mails if it were not fo. 


mut in by a fellow-citizen of the gentleman from Ohio himself, | 
| o'clock the next morning. 


| between New York and New Orleans are expedited fifteen | 


special facilities. Or,in other words, that the New Yor 

leaving at 4.45 in the morning, could not get to Danville, Va 
twelve hours after the present time, which wou!d mal 
Or, to make it more clear, j 

take twenty-six hours for the mail to go from New York ‘ 
Danville if it were not for these special facilities. Why. th: 
is absolutely absurd on the face of it. He says that th 


The running time now between New York and New Ork 
the table 


a on page 1849 of the Recorp is thir! r 
hours. Add fifteen hours to that and it would make forty -ning 
hours. I want to say to gentlemen of this House that y n 
send your mail by way of Washington and Cincinnati and over 
the Southern Railroad to New Orleans in forty-one hours, a 

do not think that is very fast traveling; and yet the gent in 


says that it would take forty-nine hours to go from New Y. 
New Orleans if it were not for these special facilities. 
Now, I am to!d by the Post-Office Department that if this sub- 
sidy is withdrawn it will not make a minute’s difference i 8 
schedule of these trains. They are running these trains not to 
suit the convenience of the Department, but to suit their 
convenience and their power to make money by running the 
trains as they do. 
.Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I suggest—— 
Mr. BROMWELL. If they did not run the trains to suit the 


| Department they would not get the weighings, they wou 


| 
| 


, 





| to the Sandwich Islands, are greatly expedited to Tampa, and 1 
| make connections with the steamers, which was never done be! 


get the ordinary compensation. The mails would be thrown to 
other lines that would send them promptly, just as now th 8 
sent out of Chicago on those lines which will handle them m 


7 
er 


a 1 _| advantageously for the Department. 
country for other purposes in connection with the mails, show- 


ing on the face of it that the committee know that the money is | 


Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SWANSON. I want to say,in conclusion, that this is 
recommendation made by the Post-Office Committee. This n 
bas been fought out in committee, and has been fought out in th 
House, and, as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Simpiis 
and the gentleman from Missouri |Mr. Hau.) said, the sine 
question is, Is this expenditure a business proposition? 

Now, let us determine whether the Government gets sufficient 
pay in facilitating and expediting t':e mails from New York t) New 
Orleans by giving this amount. Let us see what mails are con 
cerned in that. As the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bromw1 
has confessed, the entire foreign mail to Cuba and the West Indie 


>a > 


Ao GBT 


goes from New York to Atlanta, from Atlanta to Tampa, an 
Tampa they make connection with a steamer, and the st 
takes the mail toCuba. This bill gives $1,800,000 to expedit - 
eign mails, and yet the very schedules which the gentleman |)3 


, | : 0 @ | read, which can not be controverted, show that the foreign mails 
Moreover, there is a train that leaves New York at 12.15 | 


La 


to Cuba alone, which are more important than the foreign 1 
re 


So the gentlemen can not antagonize that and support other 
visions in this bill without being open to the charge of incon- 
sistency. 

I will go further. They make connections at New Or! 
since this provision has been given which were never mac 
fore. 

Until the last two years the mail used to get to New Orlea: 
night, after the Houston train had left—the train that carrics 
mail to Mexico and all down that way. The mail arrivesin \«w 
Orleans and is distributed and makes connection with the Hi 
ton train the same evening, and this expedites it from fiftee: to 
sixteen hours. 

Now, let us go further. Let us see what they get. What 
this provision say? It says to be used at the discretion of ' 
Postmaster-General. If he is satisfied that the $170,000 is ne: 
sary to expedite mail, should he get it he should use it. If i! 5 
not necessary and does not expedite the mails, he has got no my: 
under the provisions of this bill to use it. It is discretionary : 
solutely with him. Why, we give $150,000 here to get bicycle: 
for what? To expedite mails to people in cities, and yet here 


this provision only about the same amount, $150,000, is given to 


ba 


4 


expedite the mails for fifteen States. The gentleman from O)'0 
0 r. BROMWELL] says it is a useless and worthless expenditur: 
mone 


y- ‘ 
Now, what does the railroad do, and why do not other railroads 
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ao it? Why, if they receive this money for this purpose, they 
have to allow the Department at Washington to fix the time of 
their trains leaving, the places where they shall stop, and the con- 
nections they shall make. Take the train from Danville to Wash- 
ington. There is a train leaving at 8 o'clock in the morning. It 
docs the entire local passenger work between Danville and Wash- 
Wi y did they do so? Because the 8 o’cl ck train does not make 
the connection with the trains from the North. That 11 o'clock 
train only makes about two stops between Washington and Dan- 


ville. Itis the same way with the New York train, and the train 


| 


‘on, but they put on an extra train which leaves at 11 o'clock. | 


to Atlanta through to New Orleans, and as to ali these through | 


trains the Department takes the privilege of controlling these 
trains, controlling their connections, in order to facilitate the 
mails, not tofacilitate the travel of passengers. The reason why 
the railroads from Boston to Washington do not use the $24,000 is 
because the railroads refused to give the Government power to fix 
their schedules. Why,if aman wererunning a simple wagon line 
anu 


make he would charge something for giving that privilege to the 
grocery merchant. ‘That is all that this railroad does. 

Now, let us see whether they are getting too much or not. The 
gentleman from Ohio |Mr. BrRoMWELL] in arguing proves they 
are not. The Atlantic Coast Line once received this appropria- 
tion. At that time the schedules of the trains and their con- 
nections were controlled by the Post-Office Department. They 
were compelled to start a train from New York City at 4 o'clock 
in the morning. In doing so they got no passengers. They were 
only doing mail work, and they refused to take the appropriation 
and so got back the control of their own trains. Why, they said 
that they lost more profit by the loss of passengers than they made 
by carrying the mail with the extra compensation paid. Now, 
this so seriously deranged business that business organizations 
and chambers of commerce met and requested the various roads 
to try to get these mail facilities like they used to be. Then the 
Southern road took the contract and facilitated the mails more 
than they ever had been before. Why did the Atlantic Coast 
Line give it up? 


facilitating the passengers? Because it thought the compensation 
was too small for the rights and privileges surrendered by the 
road. It resulted in a loss to the road. 

Now, gentlemen, in conclusion, this is a very small sum of money. 
It facilitates the mails of ten or fifteen States. This bill carries 
an appropriation of $50,000 for pneumatic tubes, as the gentleman 
from North Carolina stated; and what for? To give mails quickly 
to a man—to give it to him a minute or two earlier. Yet when 
the people of fifteen States seek to have their mails expedited 
twelve or fifteen hours, gentlemen say it is an expenditure not 
justified by the benefits that accrue from it. 


Now, I ask you gentlemen at the North, you gentlemen at the 
It is a great deal to us. | 


West, to help us to retain this provision. 
It means a great deal to us in getting our letters and conducting 
our business, our commerce and trade. It is a small sum of 


Why did it refuse to let the Department run its | 
trains and fix its schedules and facilitate the mails instead of 
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in offices entitled to free delivery under the existing law. Wo 
thought it advisable to insert this provision in order that the serv- 
ice might be extended to towns and cities now entitled to it under 
the law rather than have a further extension such has been 
made in the last few years in the cities. The bill as reported 
carried $140,000 for this purpose. On « ultation with the First 
Assistant Postmaster-G ral \ lay mornin fonnd ty he 
had made a mistake in his new sevrega 1; and he now says that 
he can put the free-delivery service in every office now entitled to 
the same under the law for $90,000 during the comin il year. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr.Chairman,I understand from the chief of the 
free-delivery system that there are now over one hundred ci that 
areentitled tothissystem. I know that the townin which I1 le 
has been entitled to free delivery for years. But weare una 
get it because of the insufficiency of the appropriations. 
there are one hundred and more offices entitled to free vi i 
do not think that $140,000 is too much to appropriate fort I 
pose. Whatever portion of the appropriation may not be us in 


he allowed a grocery man for whom he was carrying a lot of | 
groceries to fix the time of his leaving and the stops he should | 








money, but it would derange our entire railroad mail connections | 
if the railroads should be allowed to fix their schedule of time of | 


giving us our mail, and not the Post-Office Department. Conse- 


quently I insist, on behalf of the people from our entire section, | 


that this provision shall be continued, and give us the mail facili- 
ties we now have, and not to take them away from us. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the first section 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For oer of letter carriers in new offices entitled to free-delivery service 
under existing law, $140,000. 


Mr. HARDY. 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to state whether 
in his opinion this appropriation of $140,000 will be devoted exclu- 


sively for the establishment of the free-delivery system in the | 
I have consulted with the head | 


cities that are now entitled to it. 


Mr. Chairman, I would like toask thechairman of | 





of the free-delivery system of the Post-Office Department, and his | 
request was that this appropriation should all be made in a lump | 


sulin. 


It is here segregated, and I am of the opinion that the seg- | 


regation of the appropriation makes it absolutely binding on the | 


Postmaster-General to use this $140,000 for the establishment of 


free delivery in the cities now entitled to it. 
Mr. LOUD. I offer the following amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 1, page 3, strike out * one hundred and forty *’ and insert “ninety.” 
Mr. LOUD. In answer to the question of the gentleman from 
Indiana _. Harpy}, 1 will say that prior to last year the appro- 
riation for the support of the free-delivery service was all made 
n a lump sum. at year we segregated the different items. 
year the estimates were again submitted in lump; and we 
have again segregated the items. We have put in a new segrega- 
tion the amount of money to be used for the pay of letter carriers 


| months before the Department could possibly complet 


be turned back into the Treasury. 

I hope the Committee of the Whole will vote down the amend 
ment offered by the chairman of the Committee on the P 
and Post-Roads and retain in the bill the appropriation « 
in order that the smaller cities of the country may enjoy the bene- 


mWTt-t nce 


oF SL40 moO, 


fits of the free-delivery system as well as the large cities. The 
tendency of the Post-Office appropriation bills and the policy of 
the Post-Office Department have been to extend the free-delivery 


system in the cities of the country to the detriment of the smaller 
towns. I hope, therefore, the amendment of the gentleman from 
California will not be adopted. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Idesiretoaskthechairman of the committee 
{Mr. Loup] whether in his opinion $9,000 will be sufticient to 
give the free-delivery system to all of the cities of the United 
States that have the right to it by reason of population or by rea- 
son of the amount of postal receipts? 

Mr. LOUD. I have already stated that the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General told me yesterday morning that $90,000 would 
be sufficient for free delivery in every city and town now entitled 
to it under the law. Admitting that there are, as the gentleman 
from Indiana says. 100 towns now entitled to the free-d 
tem, I will state that it does not require on an avera 
towns over three letter carriers, at $600 a year, to p 
service. It would be impossible to establish all these o! 
ist of July next. It would require, they tell me, si 


‘in these 
form th 


. 
il SVS- 
(v; 

r 
tices on the 
xX or 


the 


seveu 
estab- 
lishment. 

The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Harpy] hasevidently worked 
himself into a great state of excitement, when in fact the commit- 
tee has put this bill in such a shape as to make it compulsory to 
extend the service in the very direction that he is praying f 
This is the second case happening within my knowledge in tl 
House when the Post-Office Committee have made possible t 
accomplishment of a certain object by a segregation of items, and 
the proposition attacked on the floor of this House and defeated. 
One year ago the segregation made by the Post-Office Committee 
with reference to the free-delivery service was for the very pur- 
pose of suppressing what we believed to be the illegitimate use of 
money devoted to what was called ‘‘the spy system.” Only by 
the segregation of items, permit me to say in perfect candor, 
although there were but two Republicans in this House who 
stood with the committee—only by that very segregation that we 
made could ‘‘the spy system” have been suppressed. Had the 
Post-Oftice Committee reported the bill to this House in the form 
in which it had previously been reported for many years—carry 
ing alump sum—the Horse would have accepted it, just as the 


iT 


11S 


bill in that form had been accepted year after year; and you could 
not have made a segregation intelligently on this floor, because it 


required the work of two men for one month to get 
tion and prepare the items. 

Now, if we had brought into this House in a lump sum the ap- 
propriation for the support of this service, you would have accepted 
it as you had accepted it year after year. But the committee in 
its wisdom saw fit to segregate the items and to specify the par- 
ticular amount of money which should be used for this very pur- 
pose. Only by this segregation could gentlemen accomplish the 
purpose they desire. If the amount of increase proposed be given 
in the general item for the free-delivery service, then the Fi 
Assistant Postmaster-General can use this extra amount for such 
purposes and in such manner as he sees fit. 

The committee, as I have stated, thought it advisable to suspend 
the further extension of the free-delivery service in the cities, be- 
cause we believed that the cities of this country have already suffi- 
cient carrier service to perform free-delivery duty; and we be- 
lieved that all extra amounts appropriated should be devoted to the 
extension of the service to cities and towns which are entitled to 
it under the existing law. And if the First Assistant Postmaster- 
General says that $90,000 will be sufficient, why should we appro- 
priate $50,000 more than he asks? 


the mniorma- 


irat 
Sv 








1772 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 12, 





Mr. BELKNAP. I observe that the estimate for this branch of 
the service is $180,000. Now, as I understand, the committee do 
not propose an extension of this service in the cities at all, and 
they are convinced that $90,000 will be sufficient to meet the de- 
mand in the new offices. 

Mr. LOUD. If you leave this item as it is reported in the bill, 
you will not get one dollar of the amount for the extension of the 
free-delivery-service at the points in the larger cities where you 
think it ought to be extended, and I assume the gentleman to be 
specially interested in such localities. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Why? 

Mr. LOUD. Because the item specifies that the appropriation 
shall be used for the pay of letter carriers in new offices entitled 
under the law to this system. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. You mean, there will be no extension 
of the service where it now exists. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. Loup was 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For incidental expenses, including letter boxes, package boxes, posts, 
satchels, repairs, marine free-delivery service at Detroit, etc., $60,000; in all, 
aap se Provided, That said marine free-delivery service at Detroit shall 

» performed by the use of rowboats and not by the employment of a steam 
launch or boat: And provided further, That 10 per cent of the foreguing 
amounts for free-delivery service may be available interchangeably for ex- 

yenditure on the objects named, but no one item of appropriation shall 
hereby be increased more than 10 per cent. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I desire to raise the 
question of order—— 

Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman will allow me, the committee has 
two amendments to offer to this paragraph, which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 7, page 3, after the word “including,” the words ‘‘ twelve me- 
chanics in the six largest cities, exclusively employed in repairing boxes and 
locks, and erecting boxes, planting posts and pedestals, at $900 per annum.” 

Mr. LOUD. Iwill state, Mr. Chairman, that in the segregation 
of the items made by us for the Department, they neglected to 
incorporate this as one of the items of incidental expense. It has 
been provided for for years past, and the Auditor assumes that if 
it is not mentioned here specifically they can not be continued, as 
they are salaried officials at $900 per annum. 

I ask a vote on the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, the other amendment which I ask to have 
read is to correct the total amount. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 10, on page 3, strike out the words “seventy thousand dollars” and 
insert ‘‘twenty thousand dollars.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I desire to raise the 
point of order on that part of this paragraph beginning in line 10 
with the word ‘‘Provided” and extending to and including the 
word ‘‘ boat,” in line 18, being the following language: 

Provided, That said marine free-delivery service at Detroit shall be per- 
ore by the use of rowboats and not by the employment of a steam launch 
or boat. 

That provision, Mr. Chairman, changes existing law. It is ap- 
parent from the last line of the proviso itself that the present 
method for performing the service is by a steam launch. We 
may, I take it, go outside of the record and make the statement 
that this is the manner in which the service has been performed. 

Specitic appropriation was made for this marine service in the 
Post-Office appropriation bill that passed the House last session, 
in these words: 

For marine free-delivery service, $3,500. 


From this it appears that the authority given to the Post-Office 
Department was general in its nature. This proviso makes an 
essential difference, and imposes a limitation on the methods in 
which the service can be performed hereafter. 

I must say that I am somewhat influenced by the policy of such 
a change, it being so decidedly a backward rather than a forward 
step. But I maintain also that this is in violation of parliamen- 
tary law, which, I take it, it is scarcely necessary for me to read. 
The twenty-first rule, second paragraph provides: 

That no appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, 
or be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously 
authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriation for such public 
works and objects as are already in progress— 

And the last clause is that portion of the rule to which I partic- 
ularly invite the attention of the Chair in the following words: 
nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order in any general 
appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 

Briefly summarizing, then, this provision is so vital a limitation 
upon the law, as heretofore enforced, that it changes, or rather 
destroys, the existing law. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman will allow me to suggest, 
without going into the merits of the question, clause 2 of Rule 
XXI provides that no change of existing law shall be made on an 








appropriation bill, nor shall any appropriation be made for ay 
= iture not previously authorized except in pursuance of 3 
public work or object already in progress. That is the rule, it ig 
true; but the question would arise whether or not the change of 
method of accomplishing that object—the object itself being ¢5)- 
tinnous—would be subject to a point of order. The change | fa 
method of accomplishing such an object would not seem ¢ 
a change of law. 

Now, in one case this object was accomplished by the use of g 
rowboat, in the other by the use of a steam launch; I do not know 
which is the better method. But I suggest to the Chair, wit) a} 
due deference, that it is a very doubtful point of order. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. It seems clearly to be new legislation 
It goes beyond being a mere change in the method. It is « vita] 
difference, and limits the work to be done by the Department 

I submit the question to the Chair. 


be 


Mr. BLUE. r. Chairman, on the point of order I wish to 
suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that the use of the wor 
‘‘instead ” does not of necessity indicate that there is any existing 
law requiring the use of the steam launch for this service, It 


may be that there is legislation on the subject, but if this is not 
the case the point of order is not weil taken; for this does not 
change existing law. It simply provides a different method of 
doing the samething. It seems to me that in the absence of further 
information than that conveyed by the use of the word “instead,” 
the point of order should be overruled. 

Mr. MILNES. Where do you find the word “instead?” 

Mr. BLUE. “Instead of a steam launch.” 

Mr. MILNES. That is not the language of the provision. The 
provision reads as follows: 

Provided, That said marine free-delivery service at Detroit shall be per- 


aes by the use of rowboats, and not by the employment of a steam launch 
or boat, 
Mr.BLUE. Imisunderstood the remarks of the gentleman from 


Ohio; I did not catch the exact words; but I think the remarks | 
have made are equally applicable to the language of the bill. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, in the discussion of the point of 
order on this paragraph I should not care to detain the committee 
with a statement of the facts which induced the committee to make 
this change in the bill as it now stands, except for the fact that 
my colleague [Mr. CorLIss] who appeared before the committee 
is not on the floor. The reason which induced the committee to 
make this change, after investigation and after according a hear- 
ing to the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Cor.iss], in whose dis- 
trict Detroit is situated, is that the maintenance of this steam yacht 
for the delivery of the mail costs the Government about $14.50 a 
day; that all this yacht does is to tow the rowboat out 1.50) feet 
and drop it, and that the rowboat then goes to the vessel and 
delivers the mail, returning to this steam yacht, and is again towed 
1,500 feet to shore. The yacht in the meanwhile plays around, 
awaiting the delivery of the mail by the rowboat. In rough 
weather the yacht stays at the dock and does no service at al!, and 
the delivery of the mail is accomplished by the rowboat. The svle 
service to the Government by this yacht, which costs the Govern- 
ment $14.50 a day, is tosave the muscle of the oarsman for 1,50) feet 
out, on his way to the vessel, and as a matter of fact, it was stated 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cor iss}, and I understand 
the declaration is concurred in by the entire delegation of that 
State—— 

Mr. AITKEN. I guess you will find that there is nobo:ly else 
who concurs in it. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. He is the only one who concurs in it. 

Mr. SETTLE. If there is any exception, I do not know of it. 

Mr. LOUD. Let me make the suggestion to the gentleman, in 
all courtesy, that if the gentleman, who is a member of the com- 
mittee, had been in the possession of the information which was 
furnished to the subcommittee which framed this provision, per- 
haps he would not take the position he does to-day. 

Mr. SETTLE. The subcommittee did not favor me with that 
information, and I only had the information which was given 
when the entire committee were considering the bill. 

Mr. AITKEN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SETTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. AITKEN. How much do you expect to save to the Gov- 
ernment by this provision? 

Mr. SETTLE. I understand that it will save to the Govern- 
— certainly the amount which is now paid for the use of the 
yacht. 

Mr. LINTON. Three thousand dollars a year. 

Mr. AITKEN. Does not the same contract—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to suggest to the gent! 
man that the point of order is the matter under consideration. _ 

Mr. SETTLE. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CorLiss| 
made the statement before the committee that this yacht is usec 
by the post-office officials as a pleasure yacht simply, and that 10 
is not essential for the service of theGovernment. It seems tome, 
in reference to the point of order, that this limitation placed upo2 
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the discretion of the post-office officials is not a change of exist- 
ing law. 
ing Ie WILLIAMS. Itis a mere designation of the method. 

Mr. SETTLE. A mere designation as to how they shall per- 
form this duty. a ; = 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to antici- 
pate any discussion upon the merits of this provision until this 

joint of order is decided. I only wish to say that there is a very 

decided difference of opinion among the members from the lake 
region, including the State of Michigan; and while I regret the 
absence of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cor.iss], and feel 
the greater reluctance to oppose him or his views during his ab- 
sence, | think it would be impossible to find more than one or two 
at most who take the same view of this question that he takes. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, while personally I sympathize with 
the position taken by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton], I 
think the Chair will readily ascertain that this provision is not 
su ject to the point of order. If it is determined to be subject to 
the point of order, of cqurse that would restrict committees in 
placing any limitation whatever upon any appropriation that 
might bemade. While I do not agree with the amendment which 
has been injected into the bill, yet if that point of order is to 
stand it will restrict us in providing how any work may be done 
and will prohibit us from putting any limitation upon the expendi- 
tures of any public money in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. You could not put the steam launch in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule provides that no provision shall be 
placed on an appropriation bill which changes existing law or en- 
acts any new legislation; but there has never been any difference 
of opinion in the rulings of the Chair on appropriation bills here- 
tofore as to the right of a Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union to place limitation on anappropriation. Under 
the present law there is no question but this mail service can be 
performed by rowboats or a steam launch. If the limitation was 
simply affecting the number of steam launches that could be em- 
ployed, the Chair thinks there could be no question of its being in 
order. The only question connected with it is that it shall be per- 
formed by rowboats. This provision may be held to be more than 
a mere limitation. But as it is a very close question of fact 
whether that is new legislation or not, the Chair feels like allow- 
ing the Committee of the Whole to decide it on its merits, and 
therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend 3 by striking out, commencing in line 10, after the word “ dol- 
lars,” the following: - 5 ; 

* Provided, That said marine free-delivery service at Detroit shall be per- 


formed by the use of rowboats, and not by the employment of a steam launch 
or boats.” 


Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Chairman, this service was established 
by the Department at Detroit about two years ago. That is a 
point passed by almost all the ships that traverse the Great Lakes, 
and is the convenient point at which they can be reached for the 
delivery of mail. Since the establishment of this service the num- 
ber of deliveries has increased enormously. The first year there 
were only about 49,000 deliveries. The second year the Depart- 
ment states it increased to $180,000, and it is expected that this 
year, if the service keeps up, the free delivery will exceed 300,000 
pieces. There should be no more restriction upon the method by 
which this mail is to be delivered at Detroit than there would be 
on the method of delivery at any other place. 

Mr. Chairman, it would be just as well to say that the free- 
delivery system in Detroit should be restricted to the use of one- 
horse carts, but not two-horse carts; that they might be allowed 
to deliver the mail in carts having two wheels, but not in carts 
having four wheels. It should be simply a question of what will 
give the very best service. Now, a short time ago the Grand 
Lodge of Shipmasters met in the city of Washington. Their 
membership numbers more than a thousand, as I understand. I 
visited a meeting which was held at the Ebbitt House in this city, 
and they were unanimous in the protest against any change in 
the service of marine free delivery as it now exists at the city of 
Detroit. I have a telegram here from the vessel owners in my 
own city of Toledo, protesting against any limit to the service 
there, for the reason that it will deplete the service, as they say. I 
understand members from all along the Lakes have protests similar 
in character to this. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, they say $14.50 a day is the expense of this 
launch, I understand that to be true. But I find out by inquiry 
at the ent, from the superintendent of the free-delivery 
service, that the increase in the number of carriers to effect the 
service should this steam launch be done away with would more 
than make up the expense now incurred by the employment of 
this steam launch. I Save consulted with captains and masters 
of vessels employed in the traffic on the Great Lakes, and the 
unanimous verdict is that the service since the employment of 
this steam launch is the best they have ever had, and so far asI 
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am able to find out, every one of them is strenuously opposed to 
any change in the service. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Vill the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If your amendment prevails, and this provi- 
sion of the committee is stricken out, its effect will be to leave the 
whole question of how this service shall be performed to the dis- 
cretion of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Thatisall. He may perform it by a row- 
boat or he may employ a steam launch, or employ any method 
which in his judgment will give the best service at the least cost. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It seems to me to be a very proper provision. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Now, this $14.50 a day paid for this steam 
launch provides for twenty-four hours’ service on the part of this 
boat. That is not an exorbitant charge. I have no special inter- 
est in this matter, but a good many people whom I represent have 
a good deal of interest in it. It seems to me that no such change 
should be made as is involved in this provision. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that the 








| gentleman from Detroit [Mr. Coriiss], who had this provision 


inserted in the bill, is not present. I simply wish to say that the 
marine interests of the city of Chicago, which I have the honor in 
part to represent, have as much concern in this subject as those 
who represent the marine interests of Cleveland and the other lake 
cities, and I believe that it will be very much to the detriment of 
this service if this provision is kept in the bill. The marine inter- 
ests of Chicago are opposed to it. I hope the provision will be 
stricken out. 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, I received a telegram to-day 
from the president of the Lake Carriers’ Association, protesting 
against the provision incorporated in this section, and also a letter 
in the same vein from the postmaster at Buffalo, who, previous to 
his appointment to that office, had spent his whole life in the 
activities of the Lake interests. The communications read as 
follows: 


BUFFALO, N. Y., February 12, 1897. 
Hon. R. B. MAHANY, Washington D. C.: 


All Lake interests desire continuance of marine postal service at Detroit, 
same as last year. 
J. J. H. BROWN, 
President Lake Carriers’ Association. 
BUFFALO PosT-OFFICE, OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER, 
Buffalo, N. Y., February 11, 1897. 
My Dear Str: I am in receipt of a telegram from the postmaster at Detroit, 
stating that Congressman CoRLIss,o0f the First district of Michigan, is attempt- 
ing to impair efficiency of the marine postal service at Detroit by opposing 
Ss for steam launch used for this purpose. 
consider this service of the utmost importance to the marine interests of 
the Lakes, and would respectfully ask your hearty cooperation in maintain- 
ing this important service. It would be a public calamity to have this serv- 


ice discontinued. 
Very respectfully, HOWARD H. BAKER, 
Postmaster. 


Hon. ROWLAND B. MAHANY, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

The city of Buffalo, in company with the cities of Chicago, 
Detroit, Toledo, Cleveland, and, as I understand, Milwaukee—also, 
as suggested by gentlemen near me, Port Huron and Duluth—in 
fact, the whole chain of Lake cities unite in a chorus of protest 
against the enactment of this clause. The only dissenting voice 
seems to be that of the Representative from Detroit [Mr. Cor.iss}, 
who secured the incorporation of this provision in the bill by a 
purely ex parte statement to the subcommittee having this por- 
tion of the measure in charge. 

Speaking for the city of Bufialo, Ican say that the sentiment 
of that great Lake emporium, whose marine interests are probably 
larger than those of almost any other city on the Lakes, with the 
possible exception of Chicago, is absolutely unanimous, indeed I 
may say insistent, for the retention of this service. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, this is a matter that does not affect 
any interest in my section of country, but it seems to me that 
sound judgment would dictate that the amendment should prevail. 
The subcommittee that had in charge the preparation of this bill 
decided, after hearing these interests at Detroit, to leave this mat- 
ter to-the discretion of the Postmaster-General. This association 
of sailors that has been referred to had a delegation before the 
subcommittee. They stated that heretofore there had been some 
charges made upon the delivery of their mail to them, and that 
under the present system they receive their mail without any 
charge. 

To state this matter in plain terms, it would appear that all that 
is involved in the proposition is simply that, as the business is now 
conducted at the point under consideration, there is a steam yacht 
that carries the mail from Detroit out to passing boats and delivers 
ittothem. Some of these gentlemen from Detroit, or from Mich- 
igan—I donot know why—opposed the appropriation for this pur- 
pose. They came before the committee and said they did not want 
an appropriation made to pay for the services of this yacht. I 
confess, Mr. Speaker, that I conld not see any good reason for their 
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position. As the matter does not affect my section of country, 
and is one about which I know but little, I stated to them, as a 
committee, that personally I cared nothing about 


member of the su 


it, but that as a business proposition it looked to me that this appro- 
priation ought to be made, and that the particular method of using 
the money ought to be left to the discretion of the Postmaster- 


General. So, instead of reducing the item for free delivery at 
Detroit, $3,500, heretofore used under the discretion of the Post- 
master-General for delivering this mail from Detroit to these 
passing boats, we permitted it to remain. 

Mr. OTJEN. Is it not proposed that the delivery of these mails 
be made by rowboats? 

Mr. KYLE. The proposed amendment will strike out the pro- 
vision for rowboats. 

Mr. OTJEN. It should be struck out. 

Mr. KYLE. This amendment strikes out all that; and it ought 
to be done. 


Mr. Chairm 


in, [am not a sailor; I am not much versed in sea- 
faring matters; but it seems to me that if we are going to deliver 
this mail th is no sense in restricting the Postmaster-General 


by saying that he shall deliver this mail by arowboat rather than 
bya steam yacht. If thereis any sensein that proposition, Ishould 
like to know where it comes in. 

With reference to this matter, the information has come to me— 
I do not know whether Iam correctly informed or not—that the 
Assistant Postmaster-General, when there was a protest made 
against this matter by some people, made a trip to the scene of 
operation and conducted a personal investigation of the matter to 
inform himself what was proper and right to be done; and I un- 
derstand he came back with the conviction that the delivery of 
this mail by means of a steam yacht was sensible and business- 
like and expeditious, and the service was continued in that way 
after he came back. 

W hy some of these people want to strike out the provision for the 
steam yacht and insert a provision for a rewboat isa matter which 
they mustexplain. Idonotseeanygoodreasonforit. Ithink the 
weight of the argument is the other way. I feel no interest in it 
personally; I care nothing aboutit, except that Ishould like tosee 
the people of Detroit get as good service as the people in other sec- 
tions of the country are getting. And the principle involved here 
is not confined to the city of Detroit; the same idea might prevail 
in all the cities on the borders of the Lakes. 

Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Chairman, in my district is the city of Mil- 
waukee,where there enter and depart every year over 10,000 vessels. 
Ihave had telegrams from some of the leading marine men of that 
city protesting against requiring the Post-Office Department to de- 
liver these mails by rowboats. Gentlemen are aware that the en- 
tire marine commerce of the Lakes passes by the city of Detroit. 
This is the proper place where the mails should be delivered to 
these vessels. The advantage of making the delivery by steam 
launch is that it can thus be done quickly. It seems to me it 
would be ridiculous for this Congress to require the Post-Office 
Department to deliver these mails by a rowboat. The matter 
should be left to the discretion of the Post-Office Department, to 
be managed as the interests of the public service may demand. The 
marine interests of the city of Milwaukee, and in fact the entire 

1arine interests of the whole Lakes, are against compelling the 
Government to deliver these mails by rowboat. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the advo- 
sates of this amendment ought to occupy further the time of the 
committee, as it is evident there is a friendly feeling for the change 
suggested. I desire, however, to ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RecorD some telegrams which several of us have 
received not only from shipmasters, but from shipowners and 
marine engineers. If there is anyone here who wishes tostudy fur- 
ther the grounds upon which this amendment should be adopted, 
he can consult these telegrams in the RECORD when published. 

I include with them a letter from a marine engineer at Cleve- 
land, which I think gives as clear a survey of the situation as 
anything that I have received. Without occupying further time, 
I ask unanimous consent to print this letter and these telegrams. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection, thedocuments indicated 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurtToN] will be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The documents are as follows: 


oe 
os 


CLEVELAND, OHnTIo, February 11, 1897. 


Hon. T. E. Burton, 
Hous os Repre sentatives, Washington, D.C. 
Great injustice will be 


: done thousands of men aboard Lake vessels if only 
rowboat service is provided for mail delivery on Detroit River. 


MARINE REVIEW. 


CLEVELAND, OHIO, February 11, 1897. 
We believe steam launch necessary for successful operation marine mail 


gervice at Detroit. 
JOHN CORRIGAN. 








CLEVELAND, OHIO, February 11 


We favor delivery of mail to ships passing Detroit by Post-Office D ne 
ment with steam launch. Rowboat inadequate. oe 
C. H. GILCHRIST. MITCHELL & ( 
W. H. MACK. PALMER & (CO 
J.C. GILCHRIST. J.T. HUTCHINS 
Oo. L. HUTCHINSON. W.D. REESE 
B. L. PENNINGTON. OC. R. JONES & 
J. W. MOORE. 0. OC. CANFIELD 
Also a letter of which a portion is given: 
MARINE ENGINEERS’ BENEFICIAL ASSOCIATION, Ni 
Cleveland, Ohio, January 
DeEAR Sir: I might here explain, if you are not already familiar 8 


method used to distribute mail, that it is at present necessary for 
receiving the mail to check down and take the small boat in tow a 
until the exchanges are made. You can therefore readily see that in 
of along tow or three or four big boats all going in the same dir: 
small boat runs the chance of. being carried aconsiderable distanm 
river, and if no boats chance to be going up, it is necessary to tow 
back to a position near the established cruising point, and hence t) 
necessity to the system, both to expedite the movements of the «=: t 
and to carry the mail to and fromthe boat and the post-office at Det ; 
operation of this boat has been in the past highly satisfactory to 
connected with the inland marine, with the possible exception 
three reporting agencies along the river at Detroit and Port H 
used, previous to the delivery of mail by the United States mail, to 
seut in their care asa sort of club to compel men employed upon | 
papers (at 10 cents per copy) from them. Ifthe crew of a boat di 
enough papers from this boatman to satisfy his greed, the next tri, = 
no mail, nor did they hesitate to tell you the reason. 
Very truly, yours, H. T. McAUL! 
For Marine Engineers’ Beneficial Association 2. 
Hon. T. E. Burton, 
Washington, D. C. 


Also telegrams as follows: 

CLEVELAND, OnI0, February ! ’, 

Hon. THEODORE E. BuRTON, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

We sincerely trust Post-Office Department will continue delive: 
at Detroit with steam launch as last season. Do not believe rowboa 
will be adequate or nearly as satisfactory. 

HARVEY H. BROWN & 


CLEVELAND, OHIO, February 
Hon. T. E. Burton, M. C., Washington, D. C.: 
Should be pleased to have you oppose discontinuance of steam | 


for 
mail service at Detroit. Think small boats insufficient to do the bu 
W. C. RICHARDSON. 
CLEVELAND, OHIO, February 
Hon. T. E. Burton, M. C., 
Washington, D. C.: 
Should be pleased to have you oppose discontinuance of steam launch for 


mail service at Detroit. Think small boat insufficient to do the busi: 


HAWGOOD & MOORE. 


Port Huron, Micu., February 1. 
Hon. H. G. SNOVER, 
: House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

The agen of following petition will be mailed to Chairman Loup t hts 

“ We, the undersigned masters and owners of steam and sailing \ 
protest against the Corliss bill, and request that you use your influ 
continue the marine post-office at Detroit. 

“ (Signed) The Jenks Ship Building Company,7 boats; Thomas 
W. H. Hutcheson, 1; L. L. Slyfield, 2; H. E. Runnels, 4; Ed Fitzgera 
Zeland, 1; George W. Pierce, 1; D. H. Cooper, 1; H. W. Davis, 1; B. ! 
son, 1; C. W. Black, 4; A. D. Ma , 2; Ed Johnson, 3; N. Hutcheson 
Maitland, 8; D. St. Clair, 8; M. A. Budd, 4, and Goonge Tebo.” 

. B. BURKERID 


MILWAUKEE, WIs., February | 
THEO. OTIJEN, M. C. 


200 A street SE., Washington, D. C.: 


Please oppose bill for discontinuance of use of steam launch for: 
mail service at Detroit. See Barney. 
R. P. FITZGERALD & 


DAVID VANCE & CO 


a 


Bay Crry, Micu., February 
Hon. R. O. Crump, M. C. 


201 North Capitol street (Hotel Regent), Washington, D. C.: 


Please vote against bill now before Congress that favors abolishing ‘ 
of a small steamer for delivering mail to ships passing Detroit. t 
can not effectively do this work. 

JAMES DAVIDs 


West Bay Crry, Mron., February 1!, 
Hon. R. O. Crump, M. C., Washington, D. C.: 


Please favor the continuance steam launch for marine mail service ]: 
F. W. WHEE! 


Bay City, Mron., February 12, ! 
Hon. R. O. ORUMP: 


Please use your influence for delivery of mail by steam, not rowboats. ‘9 
boats passing Detroit. 
Thos. Cranage: James E. Davidson; McGraw Transportation ‘ 

pany; Bradley Transportation Company; Saginaw 
Association; Hampton Transportation Company: Bou' 
Transportation Company; J. W. McGraw; G. K. Jackson 
F. Maddan; Michigan Log Towing Company; W. H. Sharp; 
Young Transportation Company; x . B. Bradley & Sons; Eccy 
Shaw Fleet; C. A. Eddy. 








Du.uta, Mryn., February 11, 1897. 


Hon. C. A. TOWNE: 

We trust you can see your way clear to oppose proposition to discontinue 
seam launch for marine mail service at Detroit. The present system has 
Ses very satisfactory. é 

z LA SALLE & CO. 
TOLEDO, On10, February 11, 1897. 
J. H. SovTHARD, M. C.: 


Please oppose discontinuance of marine mail service at Detroit by steam 
Service is much better that way than by rowboat or private parties. 
A. W. COLTON. 


lar 
lau L. 


ToLeDo, Ontr0, February 11, 1897. 
James H. SoUTHARD, M. C., 


] 

h Washington, D. C.: 

Our boat-line interest oppose discontinuing of steam launch for marine 
m: rvice at Detroit, claiming service can not be successfully done with 
row boats. eee 7 

F. N. QUALE. 
Detroit, Micu., February 11, 1897. 
Hon. James H. SouTHARD, M. C., 


Washington, D. C.: 

If appropriation for steam launch for marine postal delivery is not granted, 
the service will suffer severely, as it will require double the number of car- 
riers to handle service, which is constantly growing, and even then it would 
be impossible to render proper service to Toledo and Lake ports. 

s JOHN J. ENRIGHT, Postmaster. 


ToLepo, Onto, February 12, 1897. 
Hon. J. H. SoUTHARD, ; 
House of Representatives: 


If consistent with your ideas, oppose delivery of mail in Detroit River by 


ow boat. 
er, CURTIS & BRAINARD. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What is the proposed amendment of the gen- 
tleman—to strike out this provision of the bill? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. That part is proposed to be stricken 
out beginning with the word ‘‘ provided,” in line 10, and extend- 
ing to and including the word ‘ boat,” in line 13, the proviso 
embraced within those lines. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Do [ understand the gentleman to signify his 
wish to strike out the entire marine free-delivery portion of the 
bill? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. No, sir; merely the restriction that 
this delivery shall be performed entirely by rowboats. It is our 
wish to leave it discretionary with the Department whether it 
shall perform the service by a rowboat or by any other methods 
which it may deem advisable. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Then I would like to ask the gentleman an- 
other question. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What is the necessity of putting this pro- 
vision into the bill at all? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. He proposes to strike it out. 

Mr. BINGHAM (continuing). Under your paragraph of inci- 
dental expenses in which you give the Postmaster-General quali- 
fiedly discretionary power, and allow him to disburse twelve and 
a half million dollars in one part of the bill, why introduce here 
an entirely new character of free-delivery system, and then put it 
under the head of incidental expenses? Why, the next thing will 
be the bicycle free-delivery service; the next a compressed-air 
free-delivery service. 

The free-delivery service, the, gentleman will understand, is of 
course under the law. In my a for instance, it is using to the 
extent of about 100 wagons, which are employed in part for this 
purpose. The Postmaster-General employs them in carrying into 
effect the law under his discretionary power. If it be necessary 
in Detroit or in Milwaukee or at any other maritime point upon 
the Lakes to perform this service by asteamboat, or a inom ora 
rowboat, the Postmaster-General can do it, unless he comes under 
the steam boat law or mail-messenger service. Why, then, I ask the 
gentleman, put this provision in the bill at all, and at the same 
time put the free delivery or any new character of free delivery 
under incidental expenses? 

A MempBer. What objection is there to it? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Why, it is a confusion. I want the whole 
peoreeuaee wiped out, because I think in carrying out the law, 
aving given the Postmaster-General this sum of twelve and a 
half millions of dollars in his discretion and under the law for the 
free-delivery service, why would you undertake to tie him up if 
in any section he should find it desirable to use a rowboat or a 
steam launch in the prosecution of the work? 1 simply want the 
poe law carried out. Thatisall. But the gentleman brings 


nh a very different proposition, a marine free-delivery service—or 
that which is called a free-delivery service—and wants to restrict 
- j,cstmnaster-General to a certain specific manner of perform- 


The 


CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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| desire to say that this amendment was made 





Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Briefly, Mr. Chairman, in answer to 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I simply 
to do away with a 
vicious provision in the paragraph. There is no great objection, 

rhaps, to striking out the entire paragraph; but I think the 
Haast would desire, and possibly the Postinaster-General himself 


would like to have, affirmative authority for this species of expendi- 
ture. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Why? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Theadvantageisthat the Housether ‘by 


exercises acioser supervision over the discretionary powers which 
are conferred upon the Department. Hence it can do no harm 
Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
word, 
It is not my habit, sir, to attempt to talk to the Honse, es] 
cially when it does not want to hear anybody. 
But there are some points that ought 1 
the committee whic! 


to strike out the las 


» DS stated In vel 


voted to put the provision in controver n 
the bill. The telegrams which are flooding us are perfectly na 
ural results of the sound of the provision. When it iss yt 
people of Milwaukee and Buffalo and other Lake ports that t! 
is @ proposition before the House to do away with the steam 
launch and use a rowboat for the free delivery of mail ma 
Detroit, naturally people who know little or nothing of ts 
would infer that this proposition, if carried into effect, would 1 


sult in curtailing the service or giving a slower service than they 
have heretofore enjoyed. That is a natural conclusion o 
human mind from the statement, and I would | 
there were not telegrams from every port that touches on the 
Lakes opposing this simple proposition to take a steam launch 
from the free-delivery service and hereafter conduct the service 
in a rowboat. 

Now, I do not know whether it is proper to say that I was one 
member of the committee who voted against putting in t! 
proposition; | am speaking, therefore, for those who voted differ- 
ently from me on that question. The provision is embodied in 
the bill because the testimony before the committee was conclu- 
sive that this boat did not expedite the delivery of the mails in 
any way whatever. The facts are that they maintain an expert 
oarsman with rowboats, and on the approach of a vessel the mail 
is thrown into the boat, and the steam launch takes that boat and 
tows it out into the stream, the oarsman delivers the mail, and 
the boat tows him back again. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GARDNER. Iwill make the further statement that the 
steam launch does this service, when it does it, but the uncon- 
tradicted statement is that no steam launch has ever been em- 
ployed there by the postmaster that was not less seaworthy 
than the rowboat, and that in all times of rough weather, and all 
times when there would be any natural difficulty about the de- 
livery of the mail, the steam launch lies safely moored to the 
dock, and the rowboat does the service alone. If any man wiil 
stand up here now and contradict that statement, he will do what no 
man did during the consideration of this question before the com- 
mittee. The uncontradicted information goes much further than 
this, Mr. Chairman, whether I ought to say it here or not. It is 
to the effect that there is a good deal of the time in fine weather 
when this boatisseaworthy enough to go out, when she is employed 
in a service connected with officers of the post-office rather than the 
mail service, and that then the rowboat does the service alone. 

Mr. BRUMM. In other words, she is used in the female sery- 
ice instead of in the mail service. [{Laughter. | 

Several MEMBERS. ‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!” 

Mr. GARDNER. It is all right to say “‘ Vote, vote,” but will 
some gentleman say that these telegrams which have been received 
here have not been received on the supposition that to take the 
steam launch out of the service is to cripple the service? Or will 
any gentleman stand up and deny the facts as stated—that the 
steam launch is less seaworthy, less capable of going out in rough 
weather, than the rowboat? The only time in the natural opera- 
tion of the elements when a steam launch would be the most 
serviceable is when this one is unfit to go out and lies behind the 
dock and does not attempt to go. Those are the facts that led the 
committee to this action. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. Have you ever been in Detroit? 

Mr. GARDNER. [I have. 

Mr.STEPHENSON. Do youknow thecondition of things there 
on the river? 

Mr. GARDNER. I know they have heavy winds and sea. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. ‘There is no time when the launch can not 
go out. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I wish to ask the gentleman if 
there is any evidence before the committee as to the ownership of 
this steam launch? 

Mr. GARDNER, 
to that. 


le surprised if 


at 


I have no information to offer on the floor as 
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Mr. HALL. 
tion? 

Mr. GARDNER. 

tee; yes. 
Mr.HALL. My colleague has stated, andcorrectly stated, that 
the undisputed testimony before the committee was that this 
steam yacht was unseaworthy as compared with the rowboat. 
But was not that the statement of one member of the Michigan 
delegation alone? 

Mr. GARDNER. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HALL. I move to strike out the last word. 

‘ Mr. GARDNER. I only wanted the House to understand the 
acts. 

Mr. AITKEN. You did not tell us who it was that appeared 
before your committee—from whom you got your information. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to ask for 
more time, but there are a number of gentlemen standing around 
me here and asking where the information came from. I only 
want any gentleman to stand up before this committee and ris 
his personal reputation on the assertion that the facts which I 
have stated are not true. Let him so state to-day, and come back 
here to meet that statement. Let one gentleman stand up here 
and now and assert that that steam launch is as seaworthy as the 
rowboat which she tows in good weather. Let one of them assert 
that it is not a fact that the steam launch lies at the dock in bad 
weather, and that the rowboat goes out without her. 

Mr. HALL. I can not say anything on that subject, because I 
do not know, but I know just as much about it as my colleague 
does, who has taken his seat. 

Mr. AITKEN. Just as much. 

Mr. HALL. The statement before the committee was that the 
use of this steam yacht was condemned by every member of the 
Michigan delegation, and out of deference to that statement, as I 
thought the Michigan delegation knew better about a local mat- 
ter than others did, I was induced to side with the representations 
made by this gentleman. Now, Iam free to say thatif this state- 
ment is not indorsed by the Michigan delegation, as I am told by 
a number of them that they do not indorse it, I certainly am in 
favor of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Burton]. The gentleman who has just taken his seat [Mtr 
GARDNER] says that this steam yacht is unseaworthy to go out 
farther than 1,500 feet from shore, and yet he says that the post- 
master and his friends in calm weather go out on pleasure excur- 
sions and spend some time in perfect safety on that steam launch. 
It seems to me there is a contradiction right there. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to interrupt any 
gentleman, but I want to say a word about this before the debate 
closes. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Chairman, this is the first time I ever 
heard the argument advanced that a rowboat is more seaworthy 
than asteamboat orasteam launch. There is one additional state- 
ment which I wishtomake. Iwas informed this morning by the 
superintendent of free delivery that had it not been for this steam 
launch for many days during last fall the mails could not have been 
delivered on the many steamers passing this point; that the mails 
could not have been delivered at all to the steamers passing along 
that river. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I want to make one statement in 
regard to the inquiry made by the — from Pennsylvania 

Mr. BINGHAM] who is thoroughly familiar with all postal affairs. 

e says why not strike out this whole provision. Now, let me 
explain to the gentleman why we have thought it necessary to put 
this provision in the shape it now appears. We have segregated, 
as the gentleman well knows, the items for the support of the free- 
delivery service, se much for carriers, so much for car fare, so 
much for horse-hire allowance,etc. Last year we made a much 
closer segregation as to letter bags, pouches, etc., to the free-deliv- 
ery service, and for the twelve mechanics, and we thought it 
advisable to put it all into an incidental account, as it only em- 
braced $60,000. We thought it advisable to enumerate, in brief at 
least, the purposes for which this incidental fund might be used. 

Now, then, in regard to the marine free-delivery service there is 
a question yet whether the Post-Office Department would be per- 
mitted to use it. It is a question yet for the Auditor to deter- 
mine whether the Postmaster-General could use any of this inci- 
dental money unless specified here for this free-delivery service 
at Detroit. This is not an adjunct of the Detroit post-office, and 
the money for the support of the Detroit office can not be used 
for this purpose. It is a separate service entirely. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Where does the gentleman, in the law, find 
any such thing as marine free-delivery? 

Mr. LOUD. I donot findanything in the law for a marine free 
delivery; but we provide in our bill, permit me to say, for sub- 
stantially the same character of service for the city of New York, 
for a vessel to go out and meet the incoming vessels, and we appro- 
priate $40,000 for the purpose of expediting the mails there, It is 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


I will yield to my colleague on the commit- 


Yes. 
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not an adjunct of the city post-office of New York, but i 
accommodation to facilitate the mails of the people of the , : 
country; and we put that special provision in here, other: 
could not be provided for, because it can not come out . 
money given for the support of the New York post-office. 
service is of no interest to the city of New York whatever 
mistake the committee has made, and the gentleman who - 
to defend the committee made, is that he took the ex part: 
ment of one gentleman before that committee and accepts ; 
all the testimony presented to the committee. Now, as m 
of Appropriations Committees in the House well know, t 
dence in the preparation of an appropriation bill is taken 
subcommittees. 

Mr. SETTLE. Will the gentleman permit me right ther 

Mr. LOUD. Inamoment. Let me finish my statement. Tho 
evidence is taken before subcommittees. They prepare the appr, 
priations on the best evidence that is presented totheir minis. ») 
on such they frame the bill. Now, permit me to say, one vent}o. 
man made a statement as to this before the full committe>, afte; 
the chairman and the other members of the subcommittes }\q4 
fully investigated thesubject. It had heard the representat yes 0; 
the marine engineers, the masters and pilots, the First Assistan: 
Postmaster-General, and had acommunication from the postinas. 
ter at Detroit. Asa result of the examination we made into this 
whole matter, we presented this provision to the full comnnittes. 
We could not present to the full committee ali the evidence that 





in 


Tre 


we had before us in the subcommittee, and it is not customary. | 
will say, for gentlemen who are on Appropriation Comniittecs 
to submit to the full committee all the evidence that was before 


the subcommittee unless called for. The full committee listened 
to the statement of one gentleman, who came before the commit- 
tee and made an ex parte statement. The subcommittee, com. 
posed of three gentlemen, of whom I, as chairman, am one, the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. KYLE] another, and the gentle- 
man from Mlinois [Mr. SmirH] another, gave to the committee as 
a result of our calm investigation the opinion that this item which 
is now sought to be stricken out should not be in the bill. Nov, 
then, I think that the committee should have accepted the evi- 
dence and testimony of the subcommittee of three who had care 
fully gone over this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LOUD. I ask for another five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SETTLE. ow, will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. LOUD. Let me finish the sentence. I think the com- 
mittee, as an act of courtesy if nothing else, should have put as 
much reliance upon the word and testimony of that committee of 
three as they would in the unsubstantiated statements of a single 
member of this House, and that without reflecting on the 
man at all. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will permit me, does he 
think that this paragraph is properly in the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. I think so, except that part which the gentleman 
from Ohio hors BuRTON] seeks to strike out. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And that it is good legislation? 

Mr. LOUD. I think so. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, I only want to say a word or 
two in reply to the gentleman, in justice to the committee and in 
justice to Mr. Cor.iss. That gentleman appeared before that 
committee, and went into a detailed statement as to the necessity 
for this boat or the nonnecessity of it. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, yes. : 

Mr. SETTLE. ell, I do not want this connection to indicate 
any want of confidence in the chairman or the subcommittee hav- 
ing it in charge. I want to state that, in spite of the detailed 
statement given a entleman from Michigan [Mr. Cor iss), 
a member of this House, the subcommittee wiles the full com- 
mittee nothing but an opinion. That was all. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, I want to say, in relation to some claims 
made before the committee, that they did not represent the city of 
Detroit. Let me say that the city of Detroit has no more interest 
in the marine free-delivery service than the city of New York as 
in the $40,000 we appropriate to expedite the foreign mails, be- 
cause that service there is of no interest to the city of New York 
whatever. It is simply a service provided to expedite the delivery 
of these mails from the incoming steamers to Jersey City and the 
Union Depot and thence to the rest of the country. 

It has nothing whatever to do with the New York service. De- 
troit is not interested in this service; Detroit has a free-delivery 
service of its own. Thisserviceis of interest to Buffalo, to Cleve- 
land, to Toledo, to Chicago, to Milwaukee, and to every point UP 
and down the Lakes—all over the Lakes—and, as I am credib'y 
informed, there is a vessel passing Detroit every four minutes 
during the twenty-four hours. On a stream with so swift a cur- 
rent as there is at that point, it is impossible that this service shou ld 
be performed by rowboats. Furthermore, it would be impossil'e 
for a rowboat to carry the immense amount of mail required to be 


gentle- 
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delivered along these lakes. I am willing to leave to the Post- 
Office Department the discretion to expend $3,500 out of an appro- 
priation of over $13,000,000 when we insert no provision of the 
kind in regard to any other section. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does not this service, as the gentleman states 


it, become either steamboat service or mail-messenger service, | objection to it. 


rather than free-delivery service? 

Mr. LOUD. Well, it is free-delivery service. 
service. 

“Mr. BINGHAM. Iam not disposed to criticise the gentleman, 
but it seems to me he is starting to build up a general appropria- 
tion bill in such a way that no one can tell what the result will be 
in a very few years. The service now under consideration is 
either mail-messenger service or steamboat service. 

Mr. LOUD. I trust the gentleman from Pennsylvania and my- 
self will be here for many years to come, so that we can see that 
this thing is properly managed. ([Laughter.] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SouUTHARD, 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Before the Clerk reads further, I desire to 
make an inquiry of the gentleman in charge of this bill in regard 
to a clause at the close of the paragraph on page 3: 

And provided further, That 10 per cent of the foregoing amounts for free- 
delivery service may be available interchangeably for expenditure on the 
objects named, but no one item of appropriation shall thereby be increased 
more than 10 per cent. 

Is not this provision new? Is it not very recent? 

Mr. LOUD. A provision similar to this was incorporated in the 
Post-Office appropriation bill last year by the Senate, and the con- 
ferees on the part of the House accepted it because they thought 
it was necessary in view of the minute segregation that was made 
of appropriations for the support of the free-delivery service. A 
provision of this kind is carried in the sundry civil bill. It is not 
regarded as dangerous at all. 

Sr. BINGHAM. I merely wanted the information about it, 
because it is entirely new to me. 

Mr. LOUD. In view of the amendment which has just been 
adopted, I move to amend by striking out, in line 13, the words 
“And provided further ” and inserting the word “ Provided.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the verbal amendment 
suggested by the gentleman from California will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Postmaster-General is authorized to apply to the payment of the sal- 
aries of letter carriers for the fiscal year 1897 the sum of $23,000, being an un- 
expended balance of $13,500 of the appropriation for the current fiscal year 
for street letter boxes, posts, and pedestals, and an unexpended balance of 
$9,500 of the appropriation for the current fiscal year for package boxes. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. I desire to raise a point of order on 
the paragraph just read, and I will state what the point is. 

In the appropriation made last year for letter boxes, posts, and 
pedestals, and for kage boxes, more money was appropriated 
than has been used. In the carrier system there is perhaps a defi- 
ciency. The effect of this paragraph. as I understand, is to take 
this money from the item for which it was appropriated last year 
and apply it to another item. Now, the question which I raise, 
and on which I wish the opinion of the Chair (because, as a mat- 
ter of policy, I do not know that this is wrong), is whether this 
provision does not change existing law, from the fact that last 
year this money was appropriated for a —— object, and that 
the present proposition is to appropriate that money for another 
object, contrary, as I understand, to the general law, which re- 
quires unexpended appropriations to be covered into the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is of opinion that this is clonal 
in the nature of an additional appropriation for letter carriers. 
There can be no question as to the authority of the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads to report an appropriation giving 
an additional amount to letter carriers. The provision in this bill 
has simply the effect of a new appropriation. It proposes merely 
to use for this particular purpose an unexpended appropriation in 
the bill of last year. This appropriation is applied to an object 
already provided for by law. the payment of letter carriers. The 
Chair overrules the point of order on the ground that the pro- 
vision is simply the application of a previous unexpended appro- 
priation to a p contemplated by law. 

The Clerk as follows: 


For experimental rural free delivery, under the direction of the Postmas- 
r-General, $50,000. 


It is a special 


te 


Mr. TALBERT. I move to amend the paragraph just read by 
striking out ‘‘ fifty ” and inserting ‘‘ one hundred;” so as to make 
the amount of appropriation for this purpose $100,000. 

Ri amendment proposed by Mr. TALBERT was read by the 

erk. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment in the 
interest of the great mass of the people in this great country of 
ours. I offer it in the interest of the farmers of our country, who 
are the foundation stone of all prosperity and all greatness and 
all happiness; and who pay at least 80 per cent of every dollar 
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appropriated by Congress after Congress meeting here year after 
year. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I see that in this bill we appropriate for 
free delivery in the cities and towns of the United States $12,- 
529,000. That appropriation has been passed, and there is no 
I do not object to it, because it seems to be neces- 
sary. At least, the Committee on Post-Offices has deemed it 
proper, and I do not object. 

In addition to that, we have a provision for horse hire to the 
extent of $390,000; for car fare, $175,000, and soon. All of this 
money is to be expended in the interest of the people who live in 
the towns and cities. Now, after this, after we have made pro- 


| vision for this expenditure, would it not be an act of simple jus- 


tice to add at least $50,000 to the small pittance carried in 


the 


appropriation merely for the purpose of experimenting in this 
free-delivery service in the rural regions? Surely the people, the 
great mass of the people, are entitled to some consideration. In 
the Fifty-third Congress I think $20,000 was appropriated for this 


purpose, and the Postmaster-General made some experiments and 
reported upon the feasibility of the work. 

Mr. LOUD. That sum was not expended. 

Mr. TALBERT (continuing). Well, it ought to have been ex- 
pended. A part was expended, and showed that it was practicable. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. TALBERT. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I wish tosuggest to the gentleman, when he 
refers to the bicycle, that it would be a very valuable auxiliary if 
we are to have free delivery in the country districts. 

Mr. TALBERT. Iam not making objections especially to that. 
I am merely calling attention to the expenditure for the free- 
delivery service where it is already established. I only object to 
it because it does away with the demand for horseflesh, and pos- 
sibly the demand for that class which we sometimes call jackasses 
(laughter ]—those fellows in charge of the Government. 

But, Mr. Chairman, seriously | speak for the farmers of this 
country, the masses, the toilers, the taxpayers, and hope the House 
will not object to the little pittance asked for an experiment in 
this direction of free delivery in the rural districts. Let the peo- 
ple who live in the country districts, the poorer portions, have 
some way by which their mail matter can be carried to them and 
delivered at their doors; let the appropriation be increased, so that 
the poor people will have something of this privilege. 

I do not object to the appropriation for the city or town people. 
There should be no question between the towns and the country 
on such a matter as this, but let the farmers come in for their 
share of the Government bounty in this regard. Give them a 
chance. Provide them some accommodations. The boards of 
trade, the chambers of commerce, the banking associations, and all 
others throughout the country have been heard. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, let the farmers and the taxpayers, let the toilers be heard 
once, and receive some little consideration. 

I hope the amendment will be carried unanimously. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman allow an 
interruption for a question? 

Mr. TALBERT. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What does the gentleman un- 
derstand by the terms ‘‘ experimental free delivery?” How is it 
to be tried? 

Mr. TALBERT. 
shall direct. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. But do you expect it to be tried 
in your district only? 

Mr. TALBERT. No, sir; everywhere. Itcan be tried in many 
ways and in various parts of the country. For instance, there 
could be boxes placed along the line of the star routes, where mail 
would be deposited by the companies carrying the mail for the peo- 
ple and mail left by the rural population to be collected. IL am 
not here to suggest the way. That is amatter for those who have 
charge of the appropriations. Let them devise the best method to 
attain the purpose desired. The Postmaster-General and the 
Sapenindendons of the Mail Service can experiment and test the 
best manner in which the mail shall be delivered to the poorer 
people of the country just as well as it is delivered to the nabobs 
and millionaires who live in the cities, like the gentieman from 
New York who asked the question. [Laughter and applause. } 
They are—these people who live in the country, the farmers and the 
working people—the bone and the sinew of this country. They 
have made it what itis. They have stood in the front when their 
services were required to preserve the country fromdanger. They 
are the people who stand throughout this country laboring for the 
welfare of all. They are the producers of wealth, and I stand on 
this floor as an humble representative of that class, and hope the 

entleman with all his wealth will not stand here to object to this 
ittle increase. [Applause. | 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Does the gentleman mean to 
say that we have no bone and sinew in the cities? 

. TALBERT. I am not criticising the cities. 


Why, in any way that the Postmaster-General 


I have only 
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gaid that you have appropriated $12,000,000 to deliver your mail 
free. I am not opposing that appropriation. It is right; you 
oucht to haveit. But is it not right, also, that we who live in 
the rural districts should give some concern, some consideration, 
to the people who live among the hedges and byways, and who 
have contributed so largely to the wealth of the country? Let 
them have some consideration at our hands. 
T hope the antendment will be adopted. 





‘Mr. HALL. Mr, Chairman, partly in addition to what has 
been suggested by the gentleman from South Carolina, I am satis- | 
fied that this experiment of free delivery in the rural districts is 
being tried to advantage, and it has already commended itself in 
my own district and State. I selected, at the suggestion of the 


Postimaster-General, a township that was entirely rural in which 
the test was made in the State of Missouri. <A part of that town- 
xtended to and included a place of some 12,000 inhabitants. 
To this point in the township many of the farmers were in the 
habit of going at regular intervals for their mails. In the same 
township is the little town of Cairo, of some four or five stores 
only, which is more convenient to many of them; and after this 
experiment of free rural delivery was tried, the mail was taken 
largely from this town of 12,000 people and was delivered at the 
town of Cairo, much to the convenience of the people living in that 
township, and all are delighted with the change. 

But the Postmaster-General is in favor of experimenting with 
the subject until he has ascertained practically its success, and 
knowing that fact, the committee called on him to know his opin- 
ion as to the sum necessary to carry out the work as efficiently 
and rapidly as possible. The committee thought, acting upon his 
suggestion, that the sum of $50,000 would be ample for this pur- 


shi 
] 


pose, and that amount they have recommended in the bill. 
Mr. TALBERT. I hope the gentleman will not object to the 


increase I have proposed. Let him have the $100,000 if he needs it, 
and if he does not need it he will not expend it. It will not cost 
anything to the Government if the money is not expended. I 
hope the gentleman will not interpose any objection. If neces- 
sary, I will modify the amendment to say so much as may be 
necessary, 

Mr. HALL. I donot think the gentleman feels any more inter- 
est in the prosperity of the agricultural classes than hundreds of 
men here who never pose in that attitude. The Post-Office Depart- 
ment has asked what they regard as a sufficient sum to carry on 
these experiments, and they have suggested $50,000 for that pur- 
pose, and while I am fully in accord with the idea of carrying the 
experiment forward, I do not think this increase is necessary, as 
proposed by the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. TALBERT. Let me ask the gentleman would he object to 
putting in the words ‘‘if so much be necessary?” 

Mr. HALL. I propose to stand by the bill as reported by our 
cominittee, and I propose to stand by the amount that the Post- 
master-General said he wanted for this purpose, as he is a friend 
of rural free delivery, and I propose to support the bill as it is. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. pieces 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to amend the amendment by 
adding the words “‘ if so much be necessary.” That would put it 
in better shape, and so, if it is not necessary, the Postmaster- 
General will not expend it. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, when we entered on the consid- 
eration of this bill, I had some misgivings in view of the absence 
of my friend from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER], and feared that 
the ‘‘common people” had no special defender on the floor; but I 
see that the common people are all right; so we need haveno more 
fear in that direction. 

Now, in regard to this item, these appropriation bills have here- 
tofore carried anitem of $20,000, but a new system of experimental 
free delivery has been inaugurated, which I think will be prac- 
tical and result ultimately in benefit to the rural districts. But 
the service has just been established. There is a provision for 
the expenditure of $50,000. Now, the Postmaster-General, if he 
had $500,000 or $1,000,000, would not at present extend this beyond 
the offices in which it is already established. This $50,000 will 
fully demonstrate whether this system of rural free delivery is 
practicable or not, and is all that could possibly be used now. I 
ask the House to vote the amendment down. 

The question was taken on the amendmentof Mr. TALBERT; and 
on a division (demanded by Mr. TALBERT) there were—ayes 45, 
nays 39. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to, 


The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read as 
follows: 


For inland emanate by railroad routes, of which asum not exceeding 

000 may be employed to pay freight on postal cards, stamped envelopes, 

nd stamped paper, and other supplies from the manufactories to the post- 
Offices and depots of distribution, $29,000,000. 


_ Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to come 
fin as a proviso at the end of line 7, on page 6. 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 


Provided, That no railroad company shall be paid a higher rate of com). 
sation for carrying the mails than is now paid land-grant railroads, and 
section 13 and so much of the rest of the act of July 12, 1876, as requires | 
grant railroads to carry the mails for 80 per cent of the compensation 
other railroads is hereby repealed. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I make the point of order against that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Iwill ask the gentleman to reserve the | 
of order until I can state the reasons for the amendment. — 

Mr. Chairman, I am well aware that this amendment is obn 


| ious to the point of order, but I think that if the gentleman 
| permit a statement of its nature and character, and the re 


for favoring it, that he will not make the point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have no objection tothe gentleman m: 
a statement, but I shall make the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well, Mr. Chairman. When the: 
man of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads was 
rogated yesterday as to the possibility of saving money 
administration of the post-office affairs of this country, he ca 
attention to the fact that the land-grant-aided railroads o1 
country were compelled by the act of July 12, 1876, to carry 
mails at 80 per cent of the maximum rate authorized to be 
for railroad transportation of mails. He also stated the fact, 
it was undenied and is indisputable, that all of these railroads 
very anxious to get this work at the compensation paid them 
the Government, which is 80 per cent of the maximum allow 
law to other railroad companies. 

It also appears to be a fact undenied and undeniable tha 
railroads which carry the mail at 80 per cent of what is paid 
the others do not receive a large volume of mail, and ther 
can less afford to carry it at that rate than these other roads w| 
get 20 per cent more could afford to carry it at the same rate. 

So that here is an opportunity to save an amount of mou 
the Government without paying these railroads one penny 
than they ought to have, or one penny less than they would 
only too glad to do the work for; and although it is amenab! 
the point of order, I hope the gentleman will permit the rv; 
sentatives of the people to vote upon an amendment on its merits 
and bring about this saving, so much to be desired. Economy is 
a god which is worshiped everywhere except in the city of W: 
ington. [Laughter. | aa that when there is an opportu 
to have a little sincere worship of it here the opportunity fo 
devotion will not be interfered with by a point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I make the point of order under Rule } 
paragraph 2, that this is new legislation. The statutes are \ 
defined. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For inland transportation of mail by electric and cable cars on rout 
exceeding 20 miles in length, $225,000: Provided, That the rate of co 
tion to be paid per mile shall not exceed the amount now received | 
panies performing said service. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the atten‘ 
of the gentleman in charge of the bill to the paragraph: 

For inland transportation of mail by electric and cable cars on r 
exceeding 20 miles in length, $225,000: Provided, That the rate of co1 
tion to be paid per mile shall not exceed the amount now received by 
panies performing said service. 

I have a communication from Philadelphia this morning, w! 
perhaps has as much of electric mail service as any city in 
country, wherein I am informed that this provision will pre\ 
the Department from paying or allowing electric mail-car ser) 
that amount which was adjudged fair as compensation by | 
report of the commission appointed by the Department to ma 
an examination upon this subject. - I desire to state to the gen 
man that Iam wholly unfamiliar with the question. I feel su 
that if they have investigated the proposition that fair justice \ 
be done the electric companies that are performing good ser 
in Philadelphia, giving for 20 miles outside of the city quite ex 
ditious service. They feel that they do not receive and are 1 
receiving fair compensation for that service. I would ask | 
gentleman to give some explanation, as the subject is entirely 4 
novel one to myself. 

Mr. LOUD. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that I am glad | 
gentleman has asked the question, and I must confess that thus 
a subject on which I am not expert at all. I will explain how t) 
railroad companies are now paid. A year ago, I think, there ws 
a committee appointed by the Postmaster-General to consider t) 
subject. It had been considered, I will say, by a committee t 
year preceding. But to go over it more carefully, he appointed « 
new committee which gave this matter careful consideration, «1! 
they have made a report which I hold in my hand and whic) | 
want to print with my remarks, and also desire to have read, be 
cause I want the House to be in possession of as many facts 11 
the case as I am myself. I want the House to act intelligently, 
fairly, and justly in the proceeding as members shall see it from 
the presentation made. ' 

I will say further that this committee was a fair committee, 





composed of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, the General 
Superintendent of the Railway Mail Service, a gentleman by the 
name of Myers, and one other. Aftera careful investigation they 
reported, recommending a certain rate to be paid these companies. 
Last year the service was established in so many cities that, in 
w of the amount carried in the appropriation bill, they could 


vi * 

not pay the street car companies the full amount agreed upon by 

this committee. So the street railroad companies agreed with the 
at-Office Department to accept, during the present fiscal year, 


k = : : 
» roduction of 25 per cent below the amount fixed by this com- 
miitee. aes . ‘ i 

Tow, then, as I started out to say, it is an intricate question 
h which neither myself nor the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


Ww . . . . > . 
nor any gentleman here is familiar. We have, however. arrived at 
the conclusion to insert the provision as we have it in the bill. 


Last year the Post-Office Department reported to us the result of 
1c investigation, which was somewhat lower—much lower, I may 
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sav—than the report of this committee. They submitted to us a 
maximum rate, which the committee incorporated in the bill at 


that time. The maximum rate fora full car service, a 16-foot car, 
was 12 cents per mile. 
in the bill. ring some performances that went on here when 
the special defenders of the common people were rampant, points 
of order were raised and it went out of the bill; and the Post- 
Office Department did not have a statute of limitations fixed. So 
this year they went into the matter again, and came to the con- 
clusion, as contained in this report, that a fair basis would be a 


As the gentleman remembers, we had that | 


cent per foot per mile, inside measurement, which would make | 


for a 16-foot car 16 cents per mile—4 cents more than was recom- 


mended to this body last year—which I believe would have passed | 


this House either in that form or a reducedform. The chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations did suggest an amendment 
to reduce it; but I think it would have passed the House almost 
unanimously if it had not gone out on a point of order. 

Now, when we come to ascertain what the amount is at 1 cent 
per foot per mile—when we figured it upon the basis of the pay 
given for railway post-office car service—and let me remark that 
severe criticisms have been made by many reformers and by a 
great portion of the press of the country to the effect that the pay 
for this railway post-office car service is exorbitant 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LOUD. Iask for five minutes more—not on my own ac- 
ccunt, but forthe benefit of the House. I wish to go over this 
subject, sothat the House may understandit. I amsimply giving 
the result of our investigations. 

The CHAIRMAN, In the absence of objection, the gentleman 
will proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LOUD. As I was saying, the rate paid for railway post- 
office car service is assumed by many to be exorbitant. Now, at 
the rate of a cent per mile per inside foot for this car service the 
Government would pay for a 16-foot car on a street car line $58.40 
per mile per annum. The rate we pay for railway post-office cars 
is, for a 40-foot car, $25 per mile per annum; that is, $25 for 365 
miles. Figuring upon the same basis here, you will find that 365 
miles at 16 cents in this 16-foot car would cost $58.40. Looking 
at the question from this standpoint, and in view of the cost of 
the construction of a 16-foot street car—in view of the cost of 
cperation and in view of the amount of labor required to operate 
the car in comparison with the service performed on the railroads 
of the country—it seemed to me an exorbitant price. I may be 
entirely mistaken, but it does seem to me that we should be able 
to operate a car in a city at somewhere near the same figure as 
uponasteamrailroad. That is the way the proposition strikes me, 

Of course I know that gentlemen who are familiar with the 
street car service will say, ‘* We are compelled to have the motor- 
man, or the gripman, and the conductor under the requirements 
of municipal law.” Admitting that, I find that under the rates 
which it is proposed to pay here for a trailer car, which, of course, 
does not require either a motorman or a conductor—at the rates 
proposed by this committee for a trailer car—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. What does the gentleman mean by “‘a trailer 
car? 

Mr. LOUD. I mean such as are used in the service in the city 
of Washington. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is, a trailer only in the sense of being a 
rear car. It is, in fact, a specially built postal car. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, I admit that. But of course there is no com- 
parison between the first cost of the construction of one of these 
re and that of constructing a 60-foot car for service on railroad 

ines, 

Mr. BINGHAM, I merely wanted the gentleman's definition of 
a ‘* trailer.” 

Mr. LOUD. [think the House understands that a trailer car 
is one whieh does not require either a conductor or a motorman. 
Now, the rate provided by the committee in this bill would require 
Us to pay $43.90 per mile per annum for a trailer car of 16 feet 
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inside measure; yet we pay but $25 per annum per mile for a 
40-foot car operated upon the railroads of the country. This is all 
the information that the committee or the chairman of the com- 
mittee possesses on this subject. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam very much obli 


r. | he gentleman f 
the information. 


ged tot 


Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman desires, so much of the report as 
relates to this subject might be read I think it would be well 
that it should appear in the Recor» in order that the House may 
understand this matter. I may be entirely mistaken, I do not 
desire to do injustice to any individual or company it the rates 
proposed seem to me exorbitant. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ihave nospecific information on this subject 
and [thank the gentleman from California for th ‘mation 
which he has given us. But the question I submit is this: | 
not wise, is it not in the interest of good legislation, in view 

| the gentleman's own declarations, that Ss que is t 
pensation of this service should be let » the better ji nent 
the Department? The provision to which I take excepti 
‘That the rate of compensation to be paid per mile shall 
ceed the amount now received by companies performing sach 
service.” I do not think such a provision is good s . We 
are now in an experimental stage in regard to transports 1 of 
the mails by the electric car lines. The De partinent to 
reach a conclusion fair to the Government and fair 
I fail to be convinced—and I think the gentleman fails to be con- 
vinced by his own argument as he states it—that he is « > and 
just in the conclusion that a provision restricting the : wan 
to be made by the Department should be adopted. 1 think this 
provision ought to be omitted from the bill. The amount involved 
is not great. ‘The question as it may present itself in the future 
is alarge one. The Department has been and is now inves t 
ing it. It seems to me desirable that 1 Department continue to 
operate on the lines on which it is now operating, so tha ma 
reach a wise conclusion as to the compensation of these roa 

Mr. OGDEN. Let meask the gentleman this question: In any 
city of this Union where the Government has pr | nm 
these trailer cars, have the companies refused { 
ice at the rates fixed by the Department? I und: 
then, can the Department be embarrassed in Ts) 
provision remains in tie bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam asking that we leave the rates ! 
by the Department. This provision does not allow the D 

; ment to fix the rates. 

| Mr. OGDEN. The Department has fixed certain 1 \ t 

| these companies have accepted. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They have been fixed for a vear, un 
tain limitations, and upon the reasons which have been stated 

| here. Between the gentleman from Lonisiana | Mr. O yj and 
myself there is no contention. Lam merely seeking x1 legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. OGDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Whatever the Department may consider wise 
I am in favor of; but I do not concur in the wisdom of limitin 
the discretion of the Department by providing that it siall pay no 
more than it is now paying for this service. There is no 
tion between the gentleman and myself. 

Mr. OGDEN. With all due deference to the gentlemar nh 
Pennsylvania (Mr. BinGHAm], there is a difference betw 
gentleman and myself. This matter has gone } mul the « 
mental stage. The Department has already taken into co 
tion the rate of pay that should be allowed on electric car 
Under the rates fixed by the Department, this system trans 
portation is already in operation, and this bill simply cont 
the existing system. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, let us be perfectly fair and frank 
with reference to this matter. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is all [ want. 

Mr. LOUD. If this provision passes in the shape that is 


embodied here, the railroad companies will be compelled to accept 
25 per cent less than is agreed on by the committee, 
would then receive the same amount they are recei 

Seldom the gentleman from Pennsylvania and Id 
question; and, as I have said before, [ may be mistaken about this 
matter. Ido not propose to proclaim that I am absolutely right 
and other gentlemen absolutely wrong; and yet. when I[ consider 
the proposition from the standpoint from which I viewit. L assume 
that even the rate provided by us—25 per cent reduction—is exorbi- 
tant for the service rendered. That is the way it strikes me. [| 
repeat, I may be wrong; may be mistaken. I can not make it too 
strong. Iam not an expert, and do not pretend to be; Iam only 
comparing it now witlsteam railroad service already in operation. 

As to the suggestion of the gentleman to leave it to the discre- 
tion of the Department—yes. It should be left with the proper 
executive officer. There is no objection to that. But let me say 
to the House to-day that whatever rate is made here, or by the 
regulation of the Department, no incoming Administration, n¢ 


Decause tie 
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matter what the conditions, will ever have’ strength enough to 
reduce it toits proper proportions again. Totry toeffect a reduc- 
tion under such circumstances would be a most difficult propo- 
sition to bring to a vote in the House and enact into law. 

But the gentleman knows my position on the general railroad 
question and this service with reference to it. I believe, as I said 
on yesterday, that the power is vested where it properly belongs— 
in the exe¢utive officer of the Government. 
himself unable, by surrounding circumstances and conditions, to 
regulate it in any way whatever. 

{ told the House on a preceding occasion, when the “ special 
defenders” of the common people were present—defenders who do 
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And yet he finds | 


not seem to be here to-day in such great numbers as special | 


guardians of the wants and desires of the farmers—I told them 
that the point of order they raised against this provision of the 


hundreds of thousands of dollars. 


| excess of 20 feet. 
‘ | car is more than half of that of a motor car, we believe that in citi: 
bill would ultimately cost the Government of the United States | 


Now, then, if we had adopted the ratio in the bill proposed last | 
year, which was 12 cents maximum and 8 cents on a trailer, the | 


railroad companies would have accepted it with pleasure. 
is no question about that. In the absence of any law, therefore, 
it is a question whether if they did not accept it, and this provision 
is carried in the bill, they will not, for a time at least, rebel against 
the rate fixed. And yetI believe the rate provided here is more 
than a profitable one. 

So, Mr. Chairman, in legislation we must meet conditions. 
While you and I would like to pursue a different course, we have 
got to meet surrounding conditions and accommodate ourselves to 
them. We find a sentiment in the country, and you and I have 


There | 


advocated such course as would infivence people for a time, hop- | 


ing that that influence would ultimately get back to what we re- 
garded the point of reason. It is necessary at times to pursue 
such course. You must meet conditions as they arise, and so, in 
such a case as this, it is simply necessary to pursue that course. 
If, then, that becomes the rate, it will be the fixed rate and can 
not be changed. 
and we will tind ourselves powerless to remedy it. 

I would like the House, after hearing the reading of this part of 
the report which I send to the desk, to consider this question, and 
then vote on it without fear or favor. 


lt will be exorbitant; it can not be modified, 


Mr. HEPBURN. Before the gentleman takes his seat, will he 


be kind enough to explain to the House the uses to which such 
appropriation will be applied? For instance, there is to be seen 
at times on the streets of this city a mail car. 
purpose of that car? What does it do in the great plan of the op- 
erations of the Post-Office Department? 

I have heard gentlemen suggest that the use of this car in the 
cities was a mere fad; that there was nothing in it of benefit to the 
public generally. I confess I have no knowledge of the subject. 
I do not know what is done in it, or what it is for. Will the gen- 
tleman explain what purposes it serves? 

Mr. TERRY. If the gentleman will permit me to give as one 
reason for the use of this car, it has been intimated that it is for 
the purpose of getting the Federal bayonets in the event of strikes 
among the street railway men. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, Mr. Chairman, I hope the House will ap- 
proach the discussion of this proposition calmly and with equa- 
nimity, and will not be influenced by outside questions which 
have no bearing upon the discussion. 

In answer to the inquiry of the gentleman from Iowa, I think, 
in some instances, perhaps, the use of this car may bea ‘‘ fad,” as he 
calls it. I do not believe that the street car service in this city, 
or a city located as this city is, can be of very material benefit to 
the mail service; and yet in some cities it certainly does expedite 
the mail delivery. You take a city, as an illustration, where the 
street car lines concentrate at one point, or where there is a system 
of waterways concentrated, as in some cities; if your mail goes 
upon street cars thus concentrated, then you have expedited the 
mail in some instances twenty-four hours, in others perhaps 
twelve or only six hours, which, of course, isa great advantage 
in the collection and delivery of the mails. 

This mailis gathered from the letter boxes, taken onto this carand 
distributed there, without going through the main office, andif, as 
I have suggested, these cars concentrate at the point of debarka- 
tion of the mails at a union depot or at a water front, why, then, 
in many instances letters will be expedited twenty-four hours. It 
is a very beneficial service. Now, if there are no further ques- 
tions, I should like to have the Clerk read so much of this report 
as is marked, and I should like to have members pay attention to 
it. It will give gentlemen all the information we have on the 
subject. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will suggest to the gemtleman 
that there is no amendment pending. 

Mr. LOUD. lask unanimous consent that it may be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the extract to which he refers may be read. If there be no 
objection, the Clerk will read. 

There was no objection. 


Now, what is the | 





| out ‘‘ Boston, Mass., by way of;” and by substituting, in lines 25 


| ing out the entire 





FEBRUARY 12. 


————=» 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Our conclusion is that a rate of 16 cents per car per mile for cars not exe 
ing 16 feet in length, inside measurement, would cover operating expe) 
and in most cases allow a fair margin of profit. The most notable excep; 
to this would be the West End Street Railway Company of Boston, and. 
in their case we believe that 16 cents per mile will fully cover the actual . 
tional expense incidental to the service. 

Assuming that this rate is adopted, it will be noted that it will for 
basis for a very convenient unit of measure, namely, 1 cent per linear | 
car space, full width of car, per mile. This rate of pay, we think, shou! 
apply to apartment space in combination cars. Inasmuch, howeye1 
cost of operating longer cars does not increase directly with the lengt 
would suggest that for space exceeding 16 feet the rate should be o 
cent per mile per foot up toand including 20 feet, which would make t! 
for a car of 20 feet, inside measurement, 18 cents per mile. . 

For trailer cars we would recommend the rate of one-half cent per « 
mile for 20 feet or less, and oné-quarter cent per car-foot mile for s) 
While several companies argue that the cost of a 


do not require a brakeman or conductor to accompany the trailer 1 
per car mile for trailers is not much in excess of halt of that for mo 
since the items of wages for conductors and motormen and repairs o! 
are saved entirely, and all other expenses, except general expenses 
erably reduced. 

These rates of course contemplate that the cars shall be furnished 
the necessary fixtures, lighted, heated, painted, and lettered in ace: . 
with plans furnished by the Department, and include transport 
clerks actually engaged in distribution, messengers accompanying ri 
mail, and post-office inspectors in the discharge of their duties 


In the matter of compensation for carrying the mails in closed pou 
replies of the railroad companies throw little or no light upon the 
There is no way to arrive at the cost of performing this service. T! 
tity of mail to be handled is usually sma!l, and, even at a comparativ: 
rate, the total earnings of the companies from this source would be i: 
cant, and there is therefore little money inducement to perform the se 
On account, however, of the other inducements mentioned above, m 
panies are willing to handle the mails. We would recommend a rat 
cents per car mile for transporting mails in closed pouches, regardless 
space occupied, which, upon most lines, is inconsiderable. This rat: 
ever, on roads of short mileage, having few dispatches, would red the 
present compensation, which is so low as to cause much complaint i 
dissatisfaction on the part of the companies. To provide for such cases, we 
would recommend that the minimum compensation allowed such compan 
shall be as follows: For lines performing 2,000 car miles of service or less, $\/() 
per annum; for lines performing not more than 3,500 miles nor less than 21 
miles, $175; for lines performing not more than 5,000 miles nor less than ‘\.4") 
miles, $200; and forlines performing not more than 8,333 miles nor less t! 
5,000 miles, $250. 

As the committee finds that if the rates herein recommended are adop‘ed 
the appropriation for street-railway service which was made by the |ast 
Congress will be insufficient, it is recommended that the allowance for st 
railway post-office cars for the ensuing year be 75 per cent of the am 
which the new rates would entitle them, and that the change in the rat 
compensation for carrying the mails in closed pouches be postponed { \ 
year, or until Congress shall have made a sufficient appropriation to put 
into effect the rates which the committee considers the railway companies 
to be entitled to. 


The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read as 
follows: 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Boston, Mass., by 
way of New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, §1'6.))14.2: 
Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shail 
be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure 
necessary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by strik- 

paragraph commencing with line 21, page 6. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the paragraph commencing with line 21, page 6. 


The question was taken; and ona division (demanded by Mr. 
BROMWELL) there were—ayes 53, noes 79. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. Brox- 
WELL and Mr. SWANSON. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 46, noes 
197. 

je 


the amendment of Mr. BROMWELL was rejected 
Mr. SIMP i 


INS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
and 24, for the words ‘‘one hundred and ninety-six thousand six 
hundred and fourteen dollars and twenty-two cents” the words 
‘*one hundred and seventy-one thousand two hundred and thirty- 
two dollars and seventy-five cents.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 22, strike out the words “ Boston, Mass., by way of; and further 
amend, in lines 23 and 2%, by substituting for the words “one hundred and 
ninety-six thousand six hundred and fourteen dollars and twenty-two cents 
the words “one hundred and seventy-one thousand two hundred and eight 
dollars and seventy-five cents.” 

aa CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against 
that. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia | Mr. CrIsP] 
and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HaLt] both raise the point 
of order. If the gentleman desires to be heard on the point of 
order, the Chair will hear him. : 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I should like to be heard on the point of 
order, Mr. Chairman. The purpose of this amendment is not 0 
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change existing conditions in any degree. It has been acknowl- 
edged by the committee that no part of this appropriation is ex- 
nded in New England. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then why strike it out? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. For years, Mr. Chairman, we have had this 
appropriation in the bill, and this year, because it has not been 
expended, it has been necessary to add another paragraph to the 
pil, by which the Postmaster-General can expend, at his discre- 
tion, money not expended under this appropriation. It seems to 
me very unwise, it seems to me a fraud on the public, for the 
members of this Congress to appropriate money for a certain pur- 
pose year after year when they all know that not one cent of the 
appro yriation is to be used for the purpose for which it is appro- 

priated. 

; Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman wishes to make a point | 
of order that this changes existing law, I will simply move to 
amend by striking out, in lines 23 and 24, the words ‘‘ one hundred 
and ninety-six thousand six hundred and fourteen dollars and 
twenty-two cents” and substituting the words *‘ one hundred and 
seventy-one thousand two hundred and thirty-two dollars and 
seventy-five cents,” thus saving to the Government $25,000. 

Mr. SETTLE. The gentleman knows that that money is not | 
taken out of the Treasury anyway. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 1 will ask the gentleman where in the 
bill is authority given to the Postmaster-General to expend the 
unexpended balance? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. On page 8. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think there had better be an acceptance of 
the gentleman’s latter proposition. The money has not been ex- 
vended. Itis discretionary with the Postmaster-General to expend 
it, and the discretion has been not to expend it. As it has not 
been expended, and is not proposed to be expended, I think the 
gentleman's proposition is a fair one. 

Mr. SIMP S. I hope the gentleman will not insist on his 
point of order. 

Mr. SWANSON. 





I wish to say that I have no objection to the 
adoption of that amendment.if other gentlemen do not object. I 
want to say this in connection with it. that we have voted for this 
paragraph. The gentleman’s motion would have been in order 
before the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio had been voted 
on, because when a motion is made to strike out the entire para- 
graph. then a motion to amend that paragraph before it is stricken 
out is in order; but when the House voted that it would not strike 
out the paragraph, then a motion to amend it is not in order. So 
I make the point of order that the gentleman’s motion comes too 
late—after the House has voted to retain this paragraph. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. There is another suggestion 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order made by the gentleman | 
from Georgia is now —— 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon his 
point of order. It does not seem to me to be fair that gentlemen 
of the South—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will confine himself to the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. SWANSON. Now, in addition to that, this is a change of 
existing law. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I ask the gentleman to reserve his point of 
order, so that I may be heard for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order of the gentleman from 
Georgia is not the same as the point of order made by the gentle- 
man from Virginia. 

Mr. CRISP. I do not care to discuss it. It is evident that it is 


a change of existing law. 

—_ CHAIRMAN . The Chair is ready to decide the point of 
order. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. 1 ask the gentleman if he will not reserve his 
point of order, so that I may be heard for a minute. 

Mr. CRISP. I reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Massachusetts on the point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Georgia, and not on the one raised by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Willthe gentleman reserve his point of order? 

Mr. CRISP. I reserve my point of order. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I hope gentlemen of the South 
and the gentleman from Georgia, now that the House has decided 
that this appropriation shall be made for their fast mails, will not 
insist upon voting into this bill a wording which gives a wholly 
false and erroneous impression to the people. Those gentlemen 
know that not one dollar of this appropriation is expended or is 
intended to be expended in the New England States. It is insisted 
that it shall be kept in the bill in order that the votes of members 
from New England States may be given to this proposition, under 
the false impression that this money is needed for their trains, in 
order that the South may have fast mails. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. y I interrupt the gentleman a moment? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Certainly. 





Mr. LIVINGSTON. If this paragraph is left as it is and the 
road from Boston to New York will accept the Post-Office regula- 
tions, this money can be used at any day. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Mr. Chairman, in answer to that I will say 
that this money has not been used for years. 

Mr. BOATNER. Why not? 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I insist on my point of order. 
All this has been discussed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order now being discussed is 
that made by the gentleman from Georgia. The Chair under- 
stands the gentleman from Georgia withheld the point of order 
until the gentleman from Massachusetts could be heard. ; 

Mr. CRISP. That is correct. 


Mr. SIMPKINS. I was trying to answer the question of the 


gentleman from Georgia, and I will say that already. without 
appropriating one dollar, the railroads of their own accord have 


| given the very best mail facilities we have ever had between Bos- 


ton and New York. The facilities will not be improved or in- 
creased by reason of this appropriation, and the Department does 
not seek to increase the facilities between those points. Already 
the latest mails can leave Boston and arrive at New York at 11 
o'clock, in time to catch the fast trains from New York south at 
midnight as they are now scheduled. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman allow me one further 
question? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You suggest that we want to keep it in 
here for the purpose of securing the Eastern votes, while you want 
to strike it out because you want us to lose the Eastern votes next 
year? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Not atall. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
sary, ought it not to go out? 

Mr. SiMPKINS. 1 want it stricken out, because it is of no use, 
and it makes a useless appropriation of $25,000, which can as well 
be saved to the Government as not; and I wish the Southern men 
in this House would give an example of their Democratic economy 
in voting for this amendment. 

Mr. CRISP. I renew the point of order. 

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. GARDNER. I want to inquire whether the gentleman 
from Massachusetts is authorized to speak for the railroad com- 
panies that manage lines between Boston and New York, and to 
say for them that in the future they will not adapt their schedules 
to the wishes of the Department and be in a position to accept 
this money? 

Mr. SiMPKINS. I will say that Iam not authorized to speak 
for any railroad company, and I think that from my remarks it 
must be perfectly plain to the House that I have not been arguing 
in favor of any subsidy for any railroads in this country—either 
the Pennsylvania Railroad, or the Southern railroads, or the New 
England railroads. 

Mr. GARDNER. But the gentleman said that no part of this 
money would be expended in New England. He can not say that 
unless he is authorized to speak for the companies. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is ready to rule on the point of 
order. In the opinion of the Chair, it is clearly in order to move 
to strike out the entire paragraph; and if that may be done, it is 
certainly in order to strike out any part of the paragraph. 

The second point of order (raised by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia) is that as the Committee of the Whole refused to strike out 
the entire paragraph, therefore it is out of order to strike out any 
part of it. On this point the Chair calls the attention of the gen- 
tleman to clause 7 of Rule XVI, which expressly provides that— 

A motion to strike out being lost shall neither preclude amendment nor a 
motion to strike out and insert. 

The Chair therefore overrules both points of order, and submits 
the amendment to the committee. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. The only suggestion I wish to make 
is that one portion of this point of order has not been considered, 
and that is that the rules provide that an amendment shall be in 
writing. This amendment was not offered in that form. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I have submitted the amendment in writing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the amendment 
as now in possession of the Clerk is in writing. The question is 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is it understood that the amendment is to 
reduce the appropriation of $196,614.22 by some $25,000? 

Mr. SIMPKINS. By a reduction of $25,000. 

Mr. LOUD. The proposition is to dispense with a portion of 
the appropriation which has not been used for years. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think the amendment of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts is a wise legislative proposition. This House 
has determined that, so far as concerns an expeditious mail service, 
it is in favor of it from the point indicated by the bill, but actually 


If the appropriation is not neces- 
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and practically from New York to New Orleans. The expense of 
fast-mail facilities between these points can be covered by about 
$176.000. The New England road from Boston to New York, be- 
cause of the « mnpetition in connection with passenger traffic, will 
not put any one of their trains under the absolute control of the 


Department as to schedule departure and schedule arrival. It 
pays that company better to control every train in their own ad- 
ministration tian to give any one train to the control of the Post: 
O Departinent. As to the line from New York to New 
O ns, the proposition stands. The roads embraced in that line | 
h submitted themselves tothe control of the Department; they 
have said ** You may start this fast train at an hour which you 
may designate; youmay make it arrive at Washington at a given 
hour; you may control the schedule all the way south to New | 
Orleans.” This House has appr 


| 

| oved that as good legislation. It 
has supported a‘provision of that kind for almost twenty years. I 
have voted for it every year when the 

whether c i 


mtested or uncontested 


To-day the appropriation for these fast-mail facilities is not used | 
from Boston to New York. Why, then,appropriate for a service 
which does not exist? Over that line the necessary expedition is 
given because of the competition in the passenger traffic. Such 


competiti 


does not exist from New York to the points south- 
ward to New 


leans. The fact that this 
the line between Boston and New York is shown by a paragraph 
incorporated elsewhere in this bill—a paragraph embodying new 
legislation, giving to the Post-Office Department a privilege never 
be ore given. It is in these words: 

In t i n of the Postmaster 
the propriati for the fiscal year 


+ lr lit 
5] il facilities on trunk lines, 


General, any unexpended balance of 
iding June 380, 1897, for necessary and 
iliti I used for other fast-mail facilities. 
Now, as this money has not been used—as there is no evidence 
that it will be used 

Boston and New York can be obtained without the expenditure 
of a cent by reason of the competition in passenger service, I say 


may vb 


economical legislation. 

Mr. HALL. I believe the Chair referred to me as having made 
point of order against the amendment. I made no such point. 
have no objection to the proposition. It seems to me eminently 
proper. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
from Missouri [Mr. HALL] was that there was too much confu- 
sion in the Hall. The Chair misunderstood the gentleman in sup- 
posing that he made a point of order against the amendment. 
That error was corrected, and the point of order was attributed 
properly to the gentleman from Georgia. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SImpxins, 
it was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the discretion of the Postmaster-General, any unexpended balance of 
the appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 50, 1897, for necessary and 
special facilities on trunk lines, may be used for other fast-mail facilities. 
Mr. BROMWELL. I make a point of order upon this para- 
graph. My point is that it embraces new legislation. 

Mr. HALL. I desire to be heard on the point of order. This 
point, as I understand, is made under clause 2 of Rule XXI. Ido 
not believe that any fair construction of that clause will sustain 
the gentleman’s position. The clause reads: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order asan amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works 
and ‘ects as are already in progress. 


The appropriation to which the pending paragraph refers is an 


a 
J 








appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, a portion of | 


which remains unexpended. 


Now, the decisions on that question are to be found under the | 


head of ‘‘Amendments to, and provision in, changing existing 
law,” on page 281 of the Digest. I willreada kindred proposition to 
this, which I think is in itself conclusive as to the point of order. 

A proposition reported in an appropriation bill, oran amendment proposed 
thereto, changing existing law for the fiscal year covered by the bill, or sus- 
pending existing law, is, pro tanto, new leg : for that period, and is sub- 
ject to a point of order under clause 2 of Rule XXI. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this provision of the pending bill does not 
come under that provision of law. This shows the idea in the 
minds of the framers of the bill to apply whatever appropriation 
there remains unexpended to the continuance of existing law. 

Again, on page 282 of the Digest, appears the following: 





i 


The failure of Congress to appropriate money in the appropriation act for 
the current fiscal year, for an object authorized by law. does not repeal such 


law; and an amendment providing for such object is in order on an appro- 
priation bill, notwithstanding its omission from the previous appropriation 
act 


That is precisely the same idea embodied in this provision in the 
pending bill. 


Following that citation we find— 


An amendment being submitted to the District of Columbia app: iation 
bill, providing for the erection of buildings for a reform sehool inthe Dis- 
trict. and the question being submitted to the Committee of the Whole, it 
Was decided that it was not in violation of clause 2, Rule XXL 
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| been established. 


as it is a fact that fast-mail service between | 


1 - . : ; | use for this particular purpose an unexpen 
the proposition of the gentleman from Massachusetts is wise and | i 


| of last year. 
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Again, on page 283, we find that— 


The Post-Office appre — act for the current fiscal year containin 
item ‘for necessary an¢ ecial facilities on trunk lines,” a provision ir, 
pending appropriation bill adding to the words quoted a designation 
routes to Which the appropriation should be applied, was held not t 
change of law, but merely a limitation of the discretion of the Postma 
General: also held, that it was in order as being in continuation of a ; 
object already in progress. I 
Now, Mr. Chairman, from these words— 


also held that it was in order as being in continuation of a public 


already in progress— 


I do not see how the point of order can possibly lie agains! 


| pre vision. 


But, following this citation I have just made, we find— 

A provision in the Navy appropriation bill for additional ships was } 
be in order, as being in continuation of a public object already in pr 
namely, the maintenance of the Navy. There need not, therefore 
previous legislation authorizing it. 


Now, sir, if gentlemen will reflect for a moment, they will 


| on page 3 of the bill, beginning with line 18, this provision « 


in the bill: 

The Postmaster-General is authorized to apply to the payment of t} 
ries of letter carriers for the fiscal year 1897 the sum of $23,000, being 
expended balance of $13,500 of the appropriation for the current fis: 


| for street letter boxes, posts, and pedestals, and an unexpended bal 


$9,500 of the appropriation for the current fiscal year for package box 
And the present occupant of the chair has just ruled on 
identical question. It seems to me if there can be anything 
doctrine of res adjudicataon the question of a ruling of the ¢ 
man of the committee or of the Speaker of the House it has a! 
For instance, the point of order was ma 
the gentleman from Kansas {| Mr. MILLER] against that prov 
of the bill, and the Chair ruled, using his own language, as fo] 
The Chair is of opinion that this is simply in the nature of an ad 
appropriation for letter carriers. There can be no question as tothe a 
ity of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to report an 
priation giving an additional amount to letter carriers. The provi 
this bill has simply the effect of a new a. It proposes mer 
ed appropriation in the 
last year. The appropriation is applied to an object already provided | 
law, the payment of letter carriers. The Chair overrules the point 
on the ground that the provision is simply the application of a pri 
unexpended appropriation to a purpose contemplated by law. 
Now, then, this provision of the bill is identical in substance 
with that, only providing for an unexpended balance, in th: 


rm . . ! 7 r y 4 
The point of order made by the gentleman | lowing words: 


In the discretion of the Postmaster-General, any unexpended balar 
the appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 3), 1897, for necessary 
special facilities on trunk lines, may be used for other fast-mail faciliti 

There is an unexpended balance here of this appropriation: 
on page 3 there is a similar unexpended balance, on which 
Chairman of the committee has already ruled. The Chair ha 
clared its opinion that it is in continuation of a work alrea:! 
progress, and there can be no question as to the authority o/ 
committee to report this proposition, making available this m 
pended balance. It proposes, as the Chair held in the other ci: 
merely to use, for this particular purpose, an unexpended bala 
of appropriation in the bill of last year. 

Now, in direct line with the decisions I have already read 


| which they state that where the object is to carry out a provi 
| of already existing lawit is not open tothe objection under c] 
| 2 of Rule XXI—that is, that it is in order as being in continua 


of public object already in progress—I will read the law of last y 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like the gentleman f1 
Missouri to point out the law — for other trunk lines } 
viding this appropriation shall be turned aside from the purpo-es 
The Chair would like to hear what the gentlem 
has to say as to what other lines now provided by law it could 
applicable to, and to know what lines already established by | 
will be benefited by such a provision of law as this. 

Mr. HALL. I would suggest that the appropriation for 
year 1897 was reported by our committee, and this provision 


| in it, the same provision, for facilitating the mails on the tru 
| lines. 
| following words: 


That will be found on page 6 of the bill of last year, in ‘ 


For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Boston, Mass., 
way of New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, $1%,614 
Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shal 
expended unless the Postmaster-Generai shall deem such expenditure nec 
sary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 

Now, it seems to me that when there is a provision of law f 
the appropriation of this money for trunk lines specified as in that 
bill, and this unexpended balance remains in the hands of t! 
Postmaster-General, it is on all fours with the rulings heretofore 
as well as the ruling on the paragraph found on page 3 of the bill 
made by the Chair to-day. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, if the Chair is ready torule, 
I have nothing to say. a 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is readytorule. The Chair will 
call the attention of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Haw] to 
the fact that in the point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Kansas to the appropriation for letter carriers there was no ques- 
tion as to the letter carriers being provided for by existing law. 
There was no provision for extending the letter-carrier system to 
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cities not entitled to such privileges under the present law. If 
there had been a provision in that section on page 3 —- 
that provision to cities not now entitled to the carrier system, anc 
then appropriating an unexpended balance for that purpose, the 
Chair would have held it out of order, because it would have been 
« change of existing law; but it was not a change of existing law 
in that case to simply make an appropriation for a purpose already 
provided for by law. It was simply a method of appropriation. 
The Chair would like to have the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. 
Ht] point out the law that provides for extending these fast- 
mail facilities to other trunk lines in the country. 

Mr. HALL. I do not know of any express provision. 

(he CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that there is no 
such law. 
~ Mr. HALL. I do not know of any express provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman from Missouri {Mr. HAL] 


_ 


quite differently, but the Chair does not understand the gentle- 


man to point out anything except as provided in the appropria- | 


tion bill, where a specitic line is named and none other. 

Now, this amendment gives the power to the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to extend fast-mail facilities on any other trunk line in the 
country where he may desire to do so, and it would be clearly a 


change of existing law to do something in that way which the | 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HALL] himself would say could not | 


be done by the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, the naming of other trunk lines and starting additional 
facilities by an appropriation bill, under the present rules of the 
House. It certainly is not in order to give authority for an officer 
of the Government to do what the House itself can not do. 

The Chairis of opinion that this amendmentclearly and unequivo- 
cally changes existing law. 
an appropriation of unexpended balances for purposes now author- 
ized by law, but it isan appropriation of unexnended balances for 
purposes not authorized by law. In so far as it undertakes to 
expend unexpended balances for purposes not now authorized by 
law, or in so far as it undertakes the creation of new obligations 
upon the Government, the Chair thinks it is clearly out of order. 
The Chair sustains the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BRoMWELL]. The provision will be stricken from 
the bill. 

The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read as 
follows: 

OFFICE OF THE THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 

For manufacture of adhesive postage and special-delivery stamps, $175,000. 

For pay of agents and assistants to distribute stamps, and expenses of 
agency, $12,000. 

For manufacture of stamped envelopes and newspaper wrappers, $844,000. 

For pay of agents and assistants to distribute stamped envelopesand news- 
a wrappers, and expenses of agency, $17,800. 

‘or manufacture of postal cards, $197,000. 

For pay of agent and assistants to distribute postal cards, and expenses of 
agency, $7.800. 

For registered-package, tag, official, and dead-letter envelopes, $105,000. 

For ship, steamboat, and way letters, $1,000. 

For engraving, printing, and binding drafts and warrants, $1,000. 

Mr.LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 11 and 12 on page 9. 


Mr. LOUD. I find on examination, Mr. Chairman, that, while 
they have estimated for this amount for four or five years, there 
ene been a dollar of the money used, and it has all been turned 
JACK, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read as 
folk WS: 


OFFICE OF THE FOURTH ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


For mail depredations and post-office inspectors, including salaries of in- 
Spectors, etc..and for per diem allowance to inspectors in the field while 
actually traveling on business of the Department at the rate of $3 per day, 
exclusive of Sundays, excepting in cases of emergency, $400,000: Provided, 
That post-office inspectors, excepting those receiving salaries of $2,500 per 
annum, may be paid in excess of the $3 per diem allowed by this act for such 
items of actualand necessary personal expense incurred in the discharge of 
their official duties, upon presentation and approval of vouchers covering the 
total expenditure for personal expenses for the date or dates which such ex- 
cess may be claimed; or, if the exigencies of the service render the taking of 
vouchers impracticable or inexpedient, tne sworn statement of the inspector 
reciting the objects of, amounts of, and necessity for, such expenditures, may 
be accepted in lieu of the vouchers: And provided further, That post-office 
inspectors shall be paid, out of any money hereby appropriated, a salary at 
the rate of not exceeding the following: For first year’s service, $1,200; second 
year, $1,400; third year, $1,600. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. On page 9, line 19, I move to 
strike out the word “four” and insert the word ‘‘ three;” and I do 
this more especially for the purpose of asking a question and sub- 
mitting a few remarks. 

I find by referring to the estimate that this item has been in- 
creased from $300,000 to $400,000. I wish particularly to know of 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. Loup] whether this covers, 
or 1s expected to cover, a further appointment of secret agents of 
the Post-Office Department, like those who interfered with the 


an point the Chair to any law providing fast-mail facilities on | 
other trunk lines in the United States, then the Chair will hold | 


It is not a question of simply making | 
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| should be put on record, so that the people 


17 


rights and duties of mail carriers in the cities during the last few 
years? I presume that that would not be justified by the present 
committee, but I send to the Clerk's desk and ask to have read in 
my time alist of the employees of the Post-Office Department who, 
within the last few years, | heen « 
serv ice, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


83 





ave ngaged in the so-called secret 





gh 


John B. Shine. ........... 
C. A. J. MePherson ieosiass tiated ; 
James Welch “ 2 - ae Do 
H. A. Ramstetter r 
Oscar Austin instil taplinciuseiin enbnincieacatal 
Nicholas Grieser anuibanaaiieideaaie 7 Det 
Chas. J. Reuscher F 
John A. O'Dwyer 
Lafayette Coon 
Chas. E. Crawford 
J. M. Thomas 

Jos. M. Camptell 
R. V. Bane 

Jos. M. Gardenhier 

I. H. Henriques (Hen-re-kes) 
Benjamin Reade 
John R. Ihrie 
Chas. P. Goodacre 
gE a ae eee si 
Se eee Pittsb 
Henry L. Lorenz ; 
John Meyer eee ncce sccceccoce coeses cocce 
a  inidinnchaccctndcwmenit nana aequion 
I a I So oinscsctrm cer nnveariteni 
Edward Grimes a 

William Haw 
Arthur L. Kemper 
W.A. Clarke....... 
Al. Manuassau 
Richard D. Ashford 
ST NII ok icisiitie cesar cians ite Springtield, Il 
John A. Seamans.... Springfield, Ohio. 
CO A, SEN oicsincecencecaawen St. Louis, Mo 

G. R. Snead aackeiGallek atmditin wiht Sennen aan Do 

Geo. W Lackey eneresy aan Do 

Wm. F. Yagle orange Paul, M 
Frederick Merrick..... ia San Francisco, Cs 
Ol le cic cin es cir encs cnc emtinin Ts Ohio 


\I ‘ h 
t Wayne, Ir 
+, Mich. 


polls, ina, 


Rapid 





W 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Db 
Do 

hmond, Va. 
Lo 

Do 

Rochester, N. Y. 


scubsdnicndaboan Om 


st 


John H. Dean-.... 
Brooke Cross 


Do 
Wa 


a, D. G 
Frank 8S. Machen -- 
Clayton L. Croft 

Win. M. Bellman (chief) 


Fifty-nine in all. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hamsphire. Mr. 
men who, in the last few years, have |} 
try for political purposes, under the gu 
Post-Oftice Department. It seemed appr 


Chairman, those are the 
en nt around the co 

eof doing work fo 
opriate to me that they 
this « try an 
know who these men are, and for that purpose I rose and offered 
the amendment, which I now withdraw. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 4020. The Postmaster-General may appoint two agents to superintend 
the railway postal service, each of whom shail be paid out of the appro; 
tion for the transportation of the mail a salary at the rate of $2, 


ge 


ol mu 


Wa year, 


with an allowance for traveling and incidental expenses, while actively em 
ployed in the service, of not more than $a day; and the Sixth Auditor shall 
charge to the appropriation for mail transportation the salary and per diem 
of the assistant superintendents of the postal railway service, and to the ap 








propriation for the free-delivery system the salary and per diem of the sp 


agent detailed for that service 

Mr. LOUD. I offer the following amendment at line 14. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 11, lines 16 and 17, strike out the words 
“Auditor for the Post-Office Department.” 

Mr. LOUD. That is required by the change of the title of the 
office. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move to strike out “ five,” in line 16, page 11, 
and insert the word “four,” so that it shall allow for traveling 
and incidental expenses while actively employed in the service 
not more than $4 a day, instead of $5. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What is the present law? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Five dollars a day. 


**Sixth Auditor ’ and insert 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 16, page 11, strike out the word “ five ’ and insert the word “ four.” 

Mr. LOUD. Iam willing to accept that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Section 4048 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I have another amendment. 

The Clerk fead as follows: 

Insert as a new paragraph, after line 23, page 

‘The Postmaster-General shall, for the fiscal year 1899, and annually there- 
after, submit in the annual estimates to Congress estimates in detail for ex- 
penses of the free-delivery service as provided in this appropriation act.” 

Mr. LOUD. I move the adoption of the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That if the revenues of the Post-Office Department shall be insufficient to 
meet the appropriations made by this act, a sum equal to such deficiency of 
the revenues of said Department is hereby appropriated, to be — out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise ———— to supply said defi- 
ciencies in the revenues for the Post-Office Department for the year ending 
June 30, 1898 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following 
as section 2 of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding as section 2: f 

‘Section 4 of the act approved July 16, 1894, making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1895, 
is hereby amended by inserting the word ‘seven’ in place of the word ‘ten’ 
wherever it occurs in the section.”’ 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is to come in as section 2. The section 
that is sought to be amended is section 4 of the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill approved July 16,1894. That section authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Postmaster-General to destroy 
in such manner as they may deem best the money-order state- 
ments and paid money orders and paid postal notes accompanying 
the same after ten years shall have elapsed from the expiration of 
the period covered by such statements. 





11, the following: 
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The Post-Office Depart- | 


ment now asks that this period for the destruction of money | 


order-statements and paid money orders be reduced to seven 
years. I desire the Clerk to read a letter of Postmaster-General 
Wilson in this connection, and also a letter from the Auditor for 
the Post-Office Department. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., February 11, 1897. 
DEAK SiR: In response to your telegram of this date requesting my opinion 
as to the propriety of a provision by law permitting money-order statements 
and paid money orders to be destroyed when seven years shall have elapsed 
from the expiration of the period covered by such statements, I have the honor 
to transmit to you herewith a letter from the Auditor for the Post-Office De- 
sartment, accompanied by a copy of a letter addressed to you of the 2th of 
Sener. 1897, by the Auditor; and to say that Iconcur in the opinion ex- 
pressed in his letter, that changing the limit to seven years instead of ten 
years would not be detrimental to the interests of the Government or to the 
payees of such money orders. 
i have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, 
WM. L. WILSON, 


Postmaster-General. 
Hon. A. M. DocKERY, 


House of Representatives. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR THE PoOsT-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., January 20, 1897. 

Sir: In response to your personal inquiry as to the effect of retaining 
money orders and money-order statements only seven fiscal years from the 
date of their issue, instead of ten years as required at present, I have the 
honor to reply that I do not think changing the limit to seven years, instead 
of ten, would be detrimental to the interests of the Government or to the 
payees of such money orders. 

At present these orders are retained for ten years, and at the beginning of 
each tiscal year the oldest year of the files is destroyed. 
been in operation during the fiscal years 1894-95 and 1895-96. 

During the fiscal year 1894-5 applications for warrants for 26 invalid money 


This system has | 


orders which were issued ten years prior to the application, amounting to | 


$267.29, were received. 


For the fiscal year 1894-95 applications were received for warrants for 25 
invalid money orders more than seven years and less than ten years old, 
amounting to $128.96. For the fiscal year 1895-96 applications were received 
for warrants for 13 invalid money orders more than seven years and less 
than ten years old, amounting to $79.74. Total for the two years, 88 orders, 
amounting to ~208.70 

Of these 38 applications during the two years above specified 19, amount- 
ing to $98.94, were accompanied by the original unpaid money orders. There 
remained 19 applications. amounting to $1(.9.76, which contained only the cer- 
tification of the payees and issuing and paying postmasters that the orders 
had never been paid. 


| mitting accounts to the omer officers in Washington, * * to 


FEBRUARY 12. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I will say there can be no object; 
to that amendment. I ask unanimous consent that the ane 
ment be put into the bill after the last amendment that I off 
leaving the last paragraph at the end of the bill, as it s| i 
properly be. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks 
mous consent that the amendment shall be considered as coy). 
in just before line 24, on page 11. . 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, in this connection I desi; 
pay a just tribute to Hon. George A. Howard, the accomp) 
Auditor for the Post-Office Department. He has been ho) 
faithful, and tireless in the ntharep of his official duties 
cause of his great ability as an executive officer, and the ret 
in the system of accounting which have been inaugurated i) 
Auditor's Office, pursuant to the recommendations of th: 
commission of Congress authorized by the act of March 33. 1s):;. ; 
Auditor has been able to bring up the business of the office so | 
it is now current. 

The House and the country will perhaps better be able to m 
stand the efficient conduct of the office of the Auditor for the P 
Office Department by a perusal of recent reports of the Audi 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the Postmaster-General, wh 
I herewith append: 


0 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR THE PosTt-OFFICE DEPARTME* 
Washington, D. C., January 
Srr: In compliance with section 4 of the legislative, executive, a 
cial appropriation act for the fiscal year 1897, I have the honor to ty 
herewith a statement showing the amounts due the United Stateson a 
of postmasters who retired from office, and from bidders who failed 1 
into contracts with the United States for carrying the mails, during t 
year ended June 30, 1896. The number of postmasters who were r_ tir 
office by death, resignation, or removal during the above-named fisca 
was 11,794. 
Their indebtedness on postal account is... .-..- 
Their indebtedness on money-order account is 
There is due from failing bidders ..............-.-.-. 


Total t] 


An examination of the annual reports of this office shows that t 
statement, covering only the indebtedness of late postmasters on 
account, appeared in the annual report of this office for the fiscal year 
June 30, 1586, ten years ago. 

The balance due the United States on postal account from 2'.335 p 
ters who retired from office during that year was $25:',640.57. This su 3 
not include the amount due from late postmasters on money-ordcr a 
for the reason that the business of the money-order branch of this of 
been, until the close of the past fiscal year, so much in arrears that 
counts had never been audited, and the annual balances have never 
been stated. Nor does the report of 1886 include balance due from |! 
bidders for transportation of the mails. 

The following is a comparative statement of the number of post-offi es and 


the gross revenues during the fiscal years ended June 30, 1886, and J 
1806: 


i 








1886. 1896. In 
— a + 

| ns 
Number of post-offices.-..........----| 58,614 70, 238 l 
ID 5 hidat. aienniigiehi diikenanescue $43, 948, 422.95 | $82, 499, 208. 40 8 
Number of money-order offices -...- | 7, 264 19, 825 173 








Very respectfully, 
GEO. A. HOWARD, Auditor. 
The Honorable SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, D. C., January 


Srr: I have the honor to inclose a copy of the report submitted to the 
honorable Secretary of the Treasury under the requirements of the act of 
Congress approved May <8, 1896, as follows: 

‘The Secretary of the Treasury shall, on the first Monday of January in 


each year, make report to Congress of such officers and administ: 


| departments and officers of the Government as were, respectively. at : 
For the fiscal year 1895-96 21 applications were received, amounting to $123.39. ‘ 


time during the last preceding fiscal year delinquent in rendering or t: 
with such officers, including postmasters and officers of the Po t-V! 
Department, as were found on final settlement of their accounts to have 
been indebted to the Government, with the amount of such indebtedne: 
each case, and who, at the date of making report, had failed to pay the sa 
into the Treasury of the United States.” 

From the inclosed report it will be seen that 11,794 tmasters retired from 
office during the last fiscal year. Of this number 265 are now indebted t f 
Government, 192 on postal and 73 on money-order account, in sums vary! 


| from 2 cents to $9,543.78. 


If the files for these years had been destroyed, payment would have been | 


made upon these certificates, and of course search could not have been made 
to see if the original orders had been paid. 


number of money-order offices 

The basement of the city post-office, in which these files are stored, is now 
so crowded as to interfere with their proper arrangement for reference. 

Each year's files stored in this basement is greater in volume than those of 
the year which is removed to be destroyed. It will therefore be very soon a 
necessity that additional storage room be provided for them or their volume 
decreased. 

Very respectfully, GEO. A. HOWARD, 
Auditor. 


Hon. A. M. DocKERY. 
House of Representatives. 


| anc 
The number of money orders issued each year is increasing, as well as the | 


The last-named amount arises from the embezzlement of posta! funds by 
F.J. Nesbitt, late postmaster at Bozeman, Mont., whois nowservinga term 0! 
imprisonment for the offense. Suit has been commenced against his suret 

the entire amount will be recovered. 
The next largest amount, 39,186.06, is due from the sureties of Frank Mapes. 


| late postinaster at Kansas City, Kans., who committed suicide when his defa 


cation of postal funds was discovered. Judgment has been obtained by the 


| very reliable and able United States district attorney in this case, Mr. Jol! 


| R. W 


valker, and, although it is believed that the sureties have endeavored to 
cover up their property to defeat collection of the judgment, yet Unite 
States District Attorney Walker is likely to reach them by bill in chancer) 

The only other large amount due is that from J. H. Cooke, late postmaster 
at Quinlan. Tex., on money-order account, $5,096.69. Suit has been institute: 
and collection in this case will be made. Suits have been instituted in anum 
ber of other cases, and collection of the smaller balances due, both on money 
order and postal accounts, are being made daily. 








1897. 
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In the annual report for the past fiscal year for this office, under date of 
October 12, 1896, the balance due from late postmasters and failing bidders 
for that year was stated at $56,015.98. On page 4 of the report the follow- 
ing statement appears: “A great part of this sum will be collected with- 
out suit before the expiration of the calendar year.” The report submitted 
to the honorable Secretary of the Treasury, heretofore mentioned, gives the 
total amount due the Government on account of the Post-Office Department, 
from its officials and employees who retired from service during the fiscal 
vear ended June 30, 1896 as $41,933.01, showing the collections to the Ist in- 
stant from date of annual report to be $14,082.97. 

I do not believe the statement extravagant that nearly every dollar will 
be collected of the indebtedness recited in this communication. 

Very respectfully, 


GEO. A. HOWARD, Auditor. 
Hon. WILLIAM L. WILSON, 


Postmaster-General. 
Mr. LOUD. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
and amendments to the House with the recommendation that as 
amended it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HuLL, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 10289, and had 
directed him to report the bill and amendments back to the House 
with the recommendation that as amended the bill do pass. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the House in good faith to 
vote down the amendment adopted by the Committee of the Whole, 
offered by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], on 
page 4. Let me say in perfect candor to the House that that 
simply increases the appropriation $50,000, and can not possibly 
accomplish anything in the direction the gentleman seeks to accom- 
plish. So that I ask the House to vote that amendmentdown. I 
now ask for the previous question on the bill and amendments to 
its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendments. Is a 
separate vote demanded on any other amendment than that men- 
tioned by the gentleman from California? [After a pause.}| The 
Chair hears none. The question is on the amendments other than 
the one specified by the gentleman from California. 

The question wus taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendment on 
which a separate vote is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, line 4, strike out the word “fifty ’ and insert the word “ hun- 
dred,” so as to read “one hundred thousand dollars;” and add in line 4, after 
the word “ dollars,”’ “‘ may use so much thereof as may in the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General be necessary.”’ 

Mr. TALBERT. I demand the yeas and nays on that. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment; and on that the gentleman from South Carolina demands 
the yeas and nays. 

e question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; and the 
yeas and nays were refused. 

TheSPEAKER. Thequestionis on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 29, noes 102. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the point of no quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER (aftercounting). One hundred and eighty-one 
gentlemen present—a quorum. ‘The noes have it, and the amend- 
ment is rejected. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LOUD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Several members called for the regular order. : 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. “ 


Mr. CANNON. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Hutu in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of general appro- 
— bills. The Clerk will read the title of the first bal in 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10292) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
rnment for the year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes. 


Mr. CANNON. Let the bill beread. I desire the first reading 


of the bill. 
The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 
Mr. WILL A. STONE (before the reading was concluded). 


I move that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly arose; and the Speaker having re- 








sumed the chair, Mr. HULL reported that the Committee of the 

Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration the 

bill (A. R. 10292) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 

of the Government for the year ending June 80, 1898, and for 

other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move that the House adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; there being 22 


—ayes 53, noes 22. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Pending the announcement of the result of the last vote, by 
unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. HALTERMAN, for four days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Knox, for three days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. Dayton, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. BULL, for three days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island, for three days, on account of 
important business. 

To Mr. LEonaRD, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (8. 3675) to provide times and places for the trial in Okla- 
homa Territory of cases arising under the Constitution and laws 
of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 3673) to amend chapter 67 of volume 23 of the Stat- 
utes at Large of the United States and to further provide for the 
retirement of enlisted men in the United States Army and Marine 
Corps and enlisted men and petty officers of the United States 
Navy. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed, in addition to the usual number, 5,000 copies of the message of the 
President of January 18, 1897, and of the report of the commissioners appointed 
under the act of March 2, 1895, to inquire into deep waterways between 
the Great Lakes and the Atlantic Ocean, accompanying the same, of which 
2.000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,500 for the use of the House, and 500 
for the use of the commissioners. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish to the House of Rep. 
resentatives, in compliance with its request, a duplicate engrossed copy of 
the joint resolution (S. R. 191) relative to the improvement of the waterway 
between Birmingham, Ala., and the Black Warrior River. 


Also: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to return to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in compliance with its request, the bill (H. R. 2321) to increase 
pension of John J. Cross. 


Also: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to return to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in compliance with its request, the bill (H. R. 6908) granting a 
pension to Ellen Day, stepmother of Albert L. Day 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6713) to extend North Capitol street northward 
through the property of the Prospect Hill Cemetery, to pay for 
land to be taken for such purpose, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8672) conferring jurisdiction upon the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, having general equity jurisdic- 
tion, to decree the sale, lease, or surrender of any lease of real 
estate in said District belonging to insane persons for purpose of 
reinvestment, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 237) to furnish the daily ConGres- 
SIONAL RECORD to members of the press, etc. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 9647) to authorize the extension 
of the lines of the Metropolitan Railroad Company, of the District 
of Columbia, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and 
had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
McMILLAN, Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. GALLINGER as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, joint resolution and bills of the 
following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 201) to enable the Secretary cf the Senate 
to pay the expenses of the inaugural ceremonies—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

A bill (S. 3675) to provide times and places for the trial in Orla- 
homa Territory of cases arising under the Constitution and liws 
of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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A bill (S. 3673) to amend chapter 67 of volume 23 of the Stat- 





utes at Large of the United States and to further provide for the 
retirement of eulisted men in the United States Army and Marine 
Corps and ¢ sted men and petty officers of the United States 
Nav to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Concurrent resoiution— 

’ / epate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
1 ‘ i to the usual num! 5,000 copies of the message of the 
Pre J ry | BOT, ¢ the report of the Commissioners ap 
Pp f Mar 2, 1895, toinquire into *p waterways between 
t! 4 h t tic Ocean, accompanying the same, of which 

se 16 Senate, 2,500 for the use of the House, ana 500 

To the ¢ m e on Printing. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

Mr. HAGER, m Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
r sof the wing titles; when the Speaker signed the 
dSaliit 


\ bill (H. R. 9493) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to forfeit 


} 





Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, +o 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3666) entitled “An 
act to remove doubts as to the power of the supreme court of tha 
District of Columbia to provide for a vacancy in the office of att 
ney of the United States for the District of Columbia, report 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2920 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calenda: 

Mr. BRODERICK, from the Committee on the Judiciary 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10155) amendi 
section 1858 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, report 
the same without amendment, accompanied by areport (No. 20. 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions wera 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 


| referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 


certain lands heretotore granted for the purpose of aiding in the | 
construction of railroads, and for other purposes,” approved Sep- 
tember 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory thereof; 


ll] (H. R. 1493) directing the Secretary of War to grant an 
10no0rable discharge to Wilham M. Dalzel 


— 


A H 23) for the relief of Ira H. Sweatt; 

J t2 ution (H. Res. 249) for appointment of a member of 
Bi f agers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers; and 

t resolution (H. Res. 234) providing for the distribution of 
th aps and atlases of the United States Geological Survey. 


| to Helen L. Dent.” 


MRS. LUCY ALEXANDER PAYNE. 

The SPEAKER. Yesterday the Chair, in appointing conferees 
upon the bill (S. 1501) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. | 
Lucy Alexander Payne, appointed as conferees several members 
ot the Committee on Invalid Pensions, whereas the conferees 


should have bee 
sions. If 
Chair will now 

There was n 


1 chosen from members of the Committee on Pen- 
be no objection, that action will be vacated and the 
appoint new conferees. 
, objection. 


tne! 


Baker of Kansas, and Mr. BLack as conferees on the part of the 
House. 

The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then an- 
nounced; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 48 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 


munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 


the Cmef of Engineers, with accompanying statement, showing 


names, time of employment of, and amounts paid to certain civil- | 


jan engineers—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


A letter from the president of the Board of Commissioners of | 


the District of Columbia, transmitting the report of the Washing- 
ton and Marlboro Electric Railway Company—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers recommending an appropriation of $72 to 
Capt. George W. Goethals, to reimburse him for expenses incurred 
in examining titles and preparing deeds to three tracts of land 
purchased by the United States at Locks 1, 2, and 3, Muscle Shoals 
Canal—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 


a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for increasing the water supply of 


not 
t 


y 
nDevo0nNn, 


Washi D. C.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

\ letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a list of accounts allowed in favor of the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10064) to provide 
for the twelfth and subsequent censuses, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2909); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF 


BILLS AND 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from | 








3y Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid ] 
sions: The bill (H. R. 6478) granting a pension to L. A. S] 
(Report No. 2910.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
The bill (S. 748) entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of per 
(Report No. 2911.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid | 
sions: 'The bill (H. R. 5632) granting a pension to Mrs. Diana 
Clark, widow of Capt. Charles Clark, of Company B, Thirt 
Iowa infantry. (Report No. 2912.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pens 
The bill (H. R. 10159) granting a pension to Mary Wesley. 
port No. 2913.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
bill (H. R. 6823) to pension Miss Maggie Morris. (Report 
2914.) 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: 

The bill (H. R. 4814) granting a pension to Howard M. Par! 
of Lenexa, Kans. (Report No. 2915.) 

The bill (H. R. 517) granting a pension to Sylvester Abrams. 


SORES WHE ROS | (Report No. 2916.) 
The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Corrr1n, Mr. | 


The bill (H. R. 10019) for the relief of William H. Webs 


(Report No. 2917.) 


By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 10277) granting a pension to Marvin Older. (Rej« 
No, 2918.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pens 
The bill (H. R. 4372) for the relief of Albert F. Wakefield. 
port No. 2919.) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (S. 2054) entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief of Rinaldo P, 
Smhith, of Baltimore, Md.” (Report No. 2921.) 

The bill (H. R. 1351) for the relief of Merril Denham, 
No. 2922.) 

The bill (S. 289) entitled ‘“‘An act for the relief of Ames 
Detrick, of San Francisco, in the State of California.” (Re 
No. 2923.) 

The bill (H. R. 9798) for the relief of F. W. Thomas, postmaster 
at Dyersburg, Tenn. (Report No. 2924.) 

By Mr. SNOVER, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(S. 927) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of Chester B. Sweet, ol 
California.” (Report No. 2925.) 

3y Mr. WOODARD, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (S. 1822) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of W. Kh. 
Austin & Co. (Report No. 2926.) 

The bill (A. R. 1797) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to the heirs of Peter Johnson certain moncy 
due him for carrying the mail. (Report No. 2927.) 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (S. 2832) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of Daniel I. 
Tollett.” (Report No. 2929.) 


( fee 


(Report 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the followimg titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 10304) to repeal chapter 10061, 
Fiftieth Congress, approved October 1, 1888, being an act to grant 
right of way through the military reservation at Fort Morgan to 
the Birmingham, Mobile and Navy Cove Harbor Railway Com- 
pany, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STALLINGS (by request): A bill (H. R. 10305) to pro- 
vide for the appointment and compensation of three additional 
circuit judges of the United States, and to limit the judges of the 
United States courts who shall be competent to sit as judges of 
the circuit courts of appeals, and to provide for the oo 
and compensation of a solicitor for each circuit court of appeals— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 10306) for the construction and 








completion of a dry dock at Algiers, La.—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 7 a 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A joint resolution (H. Res. 
955) providing for the attendance of the officers and cadets of the 
United States Military and Naval academies at the inauguration 
of the President-elect, March 4, 1897—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. . 

Gy Mr. HILBORN: A memorial of the California legislature, 
relative to asphalt in the new tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

jso, a memorial of the California legislature, relating to foreign 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

py Mr. TAWNEY: A memorial of the Minnesota legislature, 
favoring a system of postal savings banks—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A memorial of the Minnesota legislature, 
favoring the establishment of postal savings banks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A memorial of the California 
legislature, in favor of restricting foreign immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10307) for the relief 
of Litha J. Sholly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 10308) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Marx Kunz, sr.—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. TRUMAN H. ALDRICH: Petition of citizens of Hale 
County; ajso petition of citizens of beat No. 8, Hale County, Ala., 
praying that, as their rights as citizens are denied them, they be 
relieved of all duties required of them as citizens of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of East Pueblo, Colo., favoring House bill 
No. 3208, known as the Broderick bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
East Pueblo, Colo., favoring the passage of the McMillan bill (S. 
2485)—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
East Pueblo, Colo.,.praying for the passage of House bill No. 6119, 
known as the Phillips bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of citizens of Grand Junction, Colo.; also of citi- 
zens of Aspen, Colo., against the passage of the Sherman bill to 
abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

jy Mr. BERRY: Petition of citizens of the State of Kentucky, 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 10090, abolishing ticket bro- 
kerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Petition of citizens of Hilton, N. Y., in 
favor of the passage of House bill No. 10090, to abolish ticket bro- 
kerdige—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Margaret Dick and others, of 
Washington, D. C., praying for relief for depositors who suffered 
loss by the failure of the Freedman’s Bank—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition of Luther J. Sholly, of 
Kirksville, Mo., to accompany House bill for his relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition of R. D. Lawrence and 50 other 
citizens of Springfield, Il]., favoring the passage of House bill No. 
10090, abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Sundry petitions of citizens of Flatonia, 
Bellville, and Glidden, of the State of Texas, in favor of the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 10090, to abolish ticket brokerage—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

_ By Mr. FENTON: Petition of Rev. N. A. Palmer and other cit- 
izens of Waverly, Ohio, urging the passage of House bill No. 
10090 and Senate bill No. 3545, known as the antirailroad scalp- 
ing bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the Engineers’ Club of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., in favor of improving the Upper Mississippi River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memoria! of Mrs. Fannie A. Drew, of St. 
Johnsbury, Vt., president of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, favoring the passage of the Broderick bill (H. R. 3203)— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Sundry petitions of citizens of the State of 

ew York, viz: M. Cummings and others, of Staatsburg; W. 
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Farmington and others, of Kitchawan; C. S. Rogers and others, 
of Harrisville; C. G. Stewart and others, of Churchville; M. R, 
Burns and others, of Valhalla; Fred Brandt and others, of Pocan- 
tico Hills; W.H. Gardner and others, of Purdys; George E. Lor- 
ing and others, of Sprakers; A. B. St. John and others, of Town- 





ers; W. Munger and others, of Carthage; J. M. Kilts and others, 
of Johnsonville; John I. Chamberlain and others, of Morris 
Heights; J. H. Napier and others, Batavia, Leroy, Geneseo, 
Albany, and Lockport; H. A. Beeman and others, of Canandaigua: 
J.W. Mould and others, of Rondout; G. W. Gould and others. of 
Looneyville; J. E. Maloney and others, of Crittenden; V.D.Smith 
and others, of Martindale; F. F. Smith and others, of Loon Lake: 
H. M. Benjamin and others, of Wampsville; Frank D nand 
others, of Mount Riga; M. H. Butts and others, of Belle . 


liam E. Goff and others, of Albion; Frank 
of Syracuse; J: 
Barrett : 
rytown; 


Hitchcock and : 
seph A. Titus and others, of South Dover; A. E. 
ind others, of Coleman; John H. Lee and others, of T 
*.H. Barrett and others, of Mahonac Falls; E. L 


Gri 
of Gabriels; O. Weaver and others, of Lake Placid: F. F. S <, 
of Spuyten Duyvil;: L. H. Clark, of Storm Lake: W. H. Arnold 
and others, of Whitson; I. J. Hinnarty, of Lake Mahopac; Ward 
Coff and others, of Lockport; W. H. J. Deagan and others, of 
Mount Vernon; J. J. Rice and others, of East Sycamore; I. N. 
Howe and others, of Utica; M. M. De Witt and others, of Oriskany: 
Warren H. Easton and others, of Herkimer: M. L. Cole and others 
of Amsterdam; S. L. Allen and others, of New York City; also of 
the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, and of H. K. Hal- 
sey and others, of Orange, N. J., in favor of the passage of the 
Sherman bill (H. R. 10090) to abolish ticket brokerage—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Congregational church, of Corning, Iowa, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 7083, forbidding the sale 


of intoxicating drinks in Government buildings- 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Congregational church, of Corning 
to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the 
of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee 
ciary. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of A. H. Grover and 18 other citizens 
of the State of lowa; also of George H. Harrington and others 
the State of Wisconsin, urging the passage of House bill No. 
for a service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of S. B. Dresser and 30 other citi 
zens of St. Croix Falls, Wis., praying for a tariff on slack barrel 
cooper stock—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of Charles G. Levi and others, of 
Victoria, Tex.. favoring the passage of House bill No. 10080, known 
as the Sherman bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Paul Morton and other citizens of 
Chicago, Ill.; also of Wiliam McNutt and other citizens of Ot- 
tumwa, Iowa; also memorial of the Order of Railway Conductors 
of Ottumwa, Iowa, asking for the passage of House bill No. 10090, 
abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 


to the ¢ % 


mninittee 
fowa 


District 
on the Jue 


tpg) 
oe ° 


By Mr. LINTON: Sundry petitions of C. H. Fanchen and 
others, Charles G. R. Vinal and others, Clinton B. Price and 


others, O. F. Wood and others, Charles Morgan and others, Geor 
W. Clayton and others, David J. Dunbar and ot! George E., 
Granniss and others, Walter Shaibly and others, Harry C. Wood 
and others, Henry C. Rylands and others, Robert M. Gallaway 
and others, Raymond Hendrickson and others, A. L. Richard and 
others, Charles A. Milisam and others, all citizer the United 
States, protesting against appropriations for sectarian institations, 
and favoring an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States prohibiting sectarian appropriations—to the Committee 
the Judiciary. 


eTs, 


is of 


on 


By Mr. LITTLE: Memorial of commissioners of the Chickasaw 
Nation, in regard to their claims, and their relations with the Five 
Civilized Tribes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

3y Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of citizens of Stonybrook, Suf- 
folk County, N. Y., for the preservation and improvement of 
Stonybrook Harbor on Long Island Sound, New York—to the 


Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MURRAY: Petition of Daniel E. Hymes and others, of 
Charleston County,S. C.; also of Henry L.Shrewsbury and others, 
of Chesterfield County, S. C.; also of Syfax Milton and others, of 
Clarendon County, 8. C., praying the rejection of what purports 
to be the electoral vote of South Carolina and for the restoration 
of a republican form of government in said State, in accordance 
with the United States constitutional guaranty of a republican 
form of government—to the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: Sundry petitions of citizens of Belton, 
McGregor, and Pendletonville, State of Texas, favoring the pas- 
sage of the Sherman bill abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Coms 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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By Mr. SHANNON: Sundry petitions of citizens of the State of 
New York, viz, Simeon Ford and others, of New York City; Wil- 
liam Leary and Samuel McMillan, secretary and president, respec- 
tively, of the board of public parks of New York City, together 
with a number of others; D.S. Hammond and others, F. A. Ham- 
mond and others, H. P. Whitaker and others, H. F. Roesser and 
others, Warren F. Leland and others, and W. Teleschon and others, 
all of New York City, favoring the passage of House bill No. 10090, 
known as the anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Sundry petitions of citizens of the State of 
New York, viz: Edwin R. Palmer and others, of New York City; 
E. Southard and others, of Chatham; P. H. Smith and others, of 
Pawling; JamesCawley and others, of Woodlawn; William O’Brien 
and others, of Yorktown; William A. Holton and others, of White 
Plains; Dennis Reardon and others, of Mahopec; John E. Weir 
and others, of New York City; A. Hodridge, jr., and others, of 
White Plains; Patrick H. McGarty and others, of Brewster; Rob- 
ert Burns and others, of Millertown; George E. Chum and others, 
of Philmont; P. J. Towey and others, of Mount Kisco; John Cot- 
ter and others, of Wassaic; Santa Kepler and others, of Boston 
Corners; 8. T. Case and others, of New York City; Peter McGarty 
and others, of Mount Vernon; W. Murty and others, of Mount 
Vernon; James Hopper and others, of Pawling; E. F. Richardson, 
general Eastern agent Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railroad, 
New York City. and others; D. E. Brown and others, Brooklyn; 
Edwin J. Irwin and others, of New York City; Edward D. Edson 
and others. of New York City; M. F. Berry and others, of New 
York City; John Condon and others, of Yonkers; Bernard Charles 
and others, of Sing Sing; Thomas McGarty and others, of Tucka- 
hoe; James McCracken and others, of Martindale; John O’Brien 
and others, of Dover Plains; William Bowe and others, of Pough- 
keepsie; Michael Finnerty and others, of Croton; John Shea and 
others, of Coldspring; William M. Clark and others, of Brooklyn; 
John Deeley and others, of Tarrytown; J. T. Lee and others, of 
Boston Corners, and John Branagan and others, of Millwood, in 
favor of the passage of the Sherman bill (H. R. 10090) to abolish 
ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SORG: Petition of J. K. Chapmanand others, of Dayton, 
Ohio, protesting against the passage of the Sherman bill abolish- 
ing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Petition of Jacob L. Lusch and 
others, favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 3589 and House 
bill No. 10108, regulating fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or 
associations—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of J. C. Orr and other citizens of 
Lawrence County, Ill., favoring the passage of House bill No. 
10090 and Senate bill No. 3545, to abolish ticket brokerage—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ‘ 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of Ellis L. Mumma, publisher of 
the Morning Call, Harrisburg, Pa., favorable to the Loud bill 
(H. R. 4566) —to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 








SENATE, 
SATURDAY, February 138, 1897. 

Prayer by the Chap'ain, Rev. W. H. Micpurn, D. D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

COLUMBIA RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
oe of the Columbia Railway Company of the District of Colum- 
ia for the year ended December 31, 1896; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (H. R. 10289) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had appointed Mr. 
CorFFIN, Mr. BaKER of Kansas, and Mr. BLACK managers on the 
part of the House at the conference upon the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill 
(S. 1501) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Lucy Alexander 
Payne. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 


FEBRUARY 13, 


A bill (H. R. 1323) for the relief of Ira H. Sweatt; 

A bill (H. R. 1498) directing the Secretary of War to gray; 
honorable discharge to William M. Dalzell; 

A bill (H. R. 9493) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to | 
certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding jy +), 
construction of railroads, and for other purposes,” approve: 
tember 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory thereof: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 234) providing for the distribu; 
the maps and atlases of the United States Geological Surve, 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 249) for the appointment of a 
ber of Board of Managers of the National Home for Disab) 
unteer Soldiers. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Philadelphia (Pa. 
time Exchange, praying for the passage of House bill No. ¢: 
amend the laws relating to American seamen, and also {vr ¢), 
passage of House bill No. 2663, toamend the laws relating to yay; 
gation; which was referred to the Committee on Commer 

Mr. MORRILL. I present the petition of the Methodist Boo, 
Concern, of New York; of Bishop E. G. Andrews; of Mis: 
Secretaries A. B. Leonard, D. D., and A. J. Palmer, D. D.: Rey 
Dr. J. M. Buckley, editor of the Christian Advocate; Rev. Dr. 
Payne, of the Education Society; Rev. Dr. J. L. Hurlbut, Sunday 
School Union secretary; Rev. Dr. William V. Kelley, edi:or of 
the Methodist Quarterly Review; Homer Eaton and G. P. Mains. 
book agents; Rev. F. Mason North, editor of the Christian (ity, 
and 52 other editors and officers, praying for the passage of the so- 
called Little bill, to forbid the sale of intoxicants in the Capitol, 
I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of members of the First (oy 
gregational Church of Middleboro, Mass., prayin 
cation of the pending arbitration treaty with Great 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Massachn- 
setts, praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bifl, relating 


l- 
4 


for the ratifi- 


i 


ritain: which 


to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Comuuitt 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. MILLS presented sundry memorials of citizens of Denison, 
Tex., remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 451i. to 


amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Denison, Tex., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph. telephone, or 
otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petitions of Ed. Eaton, publisher of 
the Verdon Vedette, of Verdon; of T. H. Pollock, publisher of the 
Yeoman, and of F. O. Wisner, publisher of the Transcript, of Bay- 
ard, all in the State of Nebraska, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
mail matter; which werereferred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of Anson Wolcott, of Wolcott, 
Ind., remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 8110. to 
establish a uniform law on the subject of bankruptcies through- 
out the United States, as proposed to be amended by Mr. Hoar; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

Mr. VILAS presented the petitions of Michael Pruszka, pub- 
lisher of the Daily Kuryer Polski, of Milwaukee; of the Board of 
Trade of La Crossé; of C. F. Ninman, publisher of the Sauk City 
Presse, of Sauk City; Ingram & Goodrich, publishers of the 
Entering Wedge, of Durand; A. G. Roethe, publisher of the High- 
land Press, of Wisconsin; John F. Kavaurfh, publisher of tle 
Weekly Courier, of Clear Lake; E. A. Bowers, publisher of the 
Chronotype. of Rice Lake; the Wholesale Grocers’ Association Com- 
pany, of Columbus; the Althouse Wheeler Company, of Waupun; 
the Peter L. Kuder Company, of Columbus; Lanman, Johnson & 
Co., of Columbus; the De Con Bros. Company, of Colum!us; 
James A. Palmer and sundry other citizens of Columbus; Carl 
Fehlandt, publisher of the Zeitung, of Port Washington; H. E. 
Zimmermann, publisher of the Standard-Democrat, of Burling- 
ton; Park & Kenney, publisher of the Independent, of Elkhorn; 
A. C. Beckwith, postmaster, of Elkhorn; H. L. Brown, publisher 
of the Darlington Journal, of Wisconsin; C. N. Johnson, pub- 
lisher of the Advocate, of Wisconsin, and of J. H. Waggoner, 

ublisher of the Oconto County Reporter, of Oconto, all in the 
Rtate of Wisconsin; of the Operative Builders’ Association, of 
Philadelphia; Max Laib, of Philadelphia; Charles W. Clark & Son, 
of Philadelphia; F. Middleton & Co., of Philadelphia; H« _ 
Dickel & Son, of Philadelphia; Delaphaine & West, of Philadel- 
rer the Francis Perot’s Sons Malting Company, of Philadelphia; 

rederick Hare, of Philadelphia, and R. P. Molten & Co., of Phila 
delphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania; of the American News 
paper Publishers’ Association, of New York, and the American 
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Trade Press Association of the United States, praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail mat- 
ter: which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. : . 

He also presented memorials of the Wisconsin News Company, 
of Milwaukee; of J. E. Riordan and sundry other citizens of She- 
boygan; Charles W. Burr and 29 other citizens of Lancaster; C. W. 
Auth and 14 other citizens of West eae Frank E. Noyes, 
publisher of the Daily and Weekly Eagle,of Marinette; Cassius 
L. Coward, publisher of the Times, of Waupun; Aut. Novak. pub- 
lisher of the Domacnost, of Milwaukee; H. J. Desmond, publisher 


of the Catholic Citizen, of Milwaukee; B. F. Parker, publisher of | 


the International Good Templar, of Milwaukee; Hyeman & Kuy- 
per, publishers of the Brown County Democrat, of Depere; Short 
& Woolverton, oo . of the Brandon Times, of Brandon; 
(:. E. Mears, publisher of the Polk County Press, of Osceola; Er- 
nest Brooks, publisher of the Record, of Bloomington; F. B. Gregg, 
publisher of the Wave, of West Superior; Ellarson & Berray, 
publishers of the Waushara Argus,of Wautoma; Robert Schilling, 
publisher of the Milwaukee Advance, of Milwaukee; C.G. Starks, 
publisher of the Journal, of Berlin; F. H. Vashardt, publisher of 
the Chronicle, of Wisconsin; M. A. Coleman, publisher of the 
Vilas County News, of Eagle River; Grant H. Lawton, publisher 
of the Gazette, of Whitewater: A. W. Horn, publisher of the 
News, of Cedarburg; John Smith, publisher of the De Gids, of 
Depere; F. F. Morgan, publisher of the Advocate, of Cumberland; 
R. H. Johnson, publisher of the Central Wisconsin, of Wausau; 
Ss, W. Brown, publisher of the Journal, of West Salem; Henry E. 
Voight, publisher of the Der Gefluegel-Zuechter, of Wausau; 
Grant D. Harrington, publisher of the Enterprise, of Delavan; 
Frank B. Gesler, publisher of the Independent, of Bangor; Poms 
& Wood Bro., publishers of the Daily Republican, of Bangor; 
E. J. Scott, publisher of the Voice, of New Richmond; William 
Hoffelad & Co., publishers of the Sentinel, of Grantsburg; Som- 
mers & Reynolds, publishers of the Weekly Madisonian, of Nadi- 
son; A.-T. Churchill, publisher of the River Falls Times, of River 
Falls; Charlton & Hanford, publishers of the Brodhead Independ- 
ent and Wisconsin Citizen, of Brodhead, and Clarence S. Utter, 
publisher of the Gazette, of Trempealeau, all in the State of Wis- 
consin, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented the petition of A. J. 
Aikens, general manager of the Evening Wisconsin Company, of 
Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petitions of the Vindicator Print- 
ing Company, publishers of the Youngstown Vindicator, of 
Youngstown; of William F. Maag, publisher of the Rundsohan, 
of Youngstown; Gilberg & Chapman, publishers of the Mercer 
County Observer, of Celina; F. T. Lane, publisher of the Toledo 
Blade, of Toledo; W. H. Gate, publisher of the Ashlandren, of 
Ashland, and the Sun Publishing Company, publishers of the 
Morning Sun, of Springfield, all in the State of Ohio, praying for 
the poses of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the pastor and presiding elder of 
the Methoist Episcopal church, of Wouter, of Rev. J. C. Weid- 
mann, co am of the German Methodist Orphan Home, of 
Berea; of J. L. Oaker and sundry other citizens of Galion; F. 8. 
Latham and sundry other citizens of Plain City; Charles W. San- 
burn and sundry other citizens of Berea; W.S. Worrell and s.uniry 
other citizens of Toledo; P. E. Salsbury and sundry other citizens 
of Bryan; Michael Stull and sundry other citizens of Fremont; 
W. C. Hoch and sundry other citizens of Archbold; C. J. Brind- 
ley and sundry other citizens of Swanton; A. T. Phipps and sun- 
dry other citizens of Andover; Harry McKay and sundry other 
citizens of Kinsman; M. A. Brotzman and sundry other citizens 
of Dorset; W. A. Beates, pastor of the Lutheran church, of 
Amanda; Rev. John Junkin Francis, pastor of the Presbyterian 
church, of Cincinnati; Marion Lauraun, general manager of the 
Ohio Sunday School Association, of Toledo; Rev. W. H. Bucks, 
of Tiffin; Henry S. Jackson, of Steubenville; Rev. Thomas J. 
Post, of Youngstown; A. B. Shoer and sundry other citizens of 
Olmsted Falls; J. W. Hayes and sundry other citizens of Coal- 
borg: James Duffin and sundry other citizens of Collinweod; Rev. 
J. F. Ohl, of Pomeroy; Rev. A. B. Sniff, of Bremer; John Copper 
and sundry other citizens of Belmont; Rev. Nelson K. Crowe, 
of New Hagerstown; C. W. Fenney and sundry other citizens of 
Clarkson; Rev. W. Elliotand Rev. A. E. Baichly, of Canal Fulton; 
Rey. Charles H. Powell, of Castalia, and Rev. Henry J. Van Vleck, 
bishop, and sundry other citizens of Gnadenhutten, all in the State 
of Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 
sale of aiicend tickets by unauthorized persons; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
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Mr. McBRIDE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Sa- 
lem, Oreg., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Roseburg, Oreg., 
remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 4566, toamend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Ladies’ Social Union of 





| the Methodist + ae Church, of Lancaster, Mo., praying for 


the enactment of legislation to raise the age of consent to IS vears 
in the District of Columbia and Territories; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CHILTON presented the petition of A. S. Hornbeck, pub- 
lisher of the Pottsboro Picayune, of Pottsboro, Tex., praying for 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws re- 
lating to second-class mail matter; which was referred t» the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Denison, Tex., praying for the appointment of 
an impartial, nonpartisan agricultural commission; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Denison, Tex., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to further protect the first day of the week as a day of rest in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of Wallace B. Campbell, 
publisher of the Daily and Weekly Herald,of Anderson, Ind., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred te 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of H. C. Clippinger, secretary of 
the New Albany (Ind.) Ministerial Association, praying for the 
ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Indiana, 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, re- 
lating to second-class nail matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Penrose, Elk- 

hart, Butler, New Albany, and Logansport, all in the State of 
Indiana, praying for the passage of the antirailroad ticket scalp- 
ing bill; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 
Mr. HILL presented resolutions adopted at the annual session 
of the New York State Bar Association, held at Albany, N. Y., 
favoring the appointment of an international court of arbitra- 
tion; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the legislature of Minnesota, 
praying for the adoption of a system of postal savings banks for 
the people; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, as follows: 

State of Minnesota. Thirtieth session. House of representatives. 

St. Pau, February 9, 1897 

DeAR Sir: I have to announce the passage by the house of the following 
resolution, in which the senate has concurred, to wit: 

“Resolved, That the house of representatives, the senate concurring, com- 
mend to the favorable consideration of United States Senators a system of 

stal savings banks for the people, and that a copy of this resolution be 
Transmitted to our Senators and Representatives in Congress.” 

Yours, very respectfully, 
M. J. DOWLING, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
Hon. C. K. DAviIs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Stevens Bros., publishers 
of the Warren Register, of Warren, Minn., and a petition of the 
Board of Trade of Mankato, Minn., praying for the passage of the 
so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Sarsfield Club of New York 
City, remonstrating against the ratification of the pending arbi- 
tration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Hesper, Iowa, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of Pleasant Prairie, lowa, remonstrating against the adoption of 
any amendment to the pending arbitration treaty, and praying 
that it be ratified as it was first submitted; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Minnesota State His- 
torical Society, praying for the restoration and preservation of 
the frigate Constitution; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of Charles E. Starkey and sun- 
dry other citizens of Minnesota, remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
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Mr. McMILLAN presented the petitions of A. §. Coutant, pub- 
lisher of Isabella County Enterprise, of Mount Pleasant; of George 
McConnelly & Co., publishers of Northwestern Tribune, of Mount 
Pleasant; of Hurst & Garner, late publishers of Shepherd News, 





~ 


of Shepherd; W. H. Weilcheiser & Sons, publishers of the Sunday 

Democrat, of Flint; W. H. Weilcheiser & Sons, publishers of the 

Ge1 » Democrat, of Flint; W. H. Weilcheiser & Sons, publish- 
rs of the Flint Daily News, of Flint; H. C. Blackman, publisher | 


rat, of Hillsdale, and George T. Campbell, publisher 


gus, of Owosso, all in the State of Michigan, pray- 
Daissag 


re of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second- 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
l Ss SU-rv ads 


nd P 





Hic a ented petitions of 213 citizens of Michigan, praying 
for the passage of the antirailroad ticket scalping bill; which were 
referred to t 6 on Interstate Commerce. 

He also pr ition of members of the Forest Avenue 
Presbyterian ( detroit, Mich.; a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Ann , and a petition of sundry citizens of 





iigan, praying ft e ratification of the pending arbitration 
treaty with Great Britain: which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also pres nted petitions 0. ™m nbers of the Baptist and Pres- 
byterian churches, of Elreno, Okla., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories: which were referred tothe Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of J. W. Harsha and 384 other citi- 
zens the city of Washington, praying for the enactment of 
legislation regulating fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and 
associations; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Brightwood Avenue Citi- 
zens 


UO 


.ssociation 
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, and of sundry property owners and residents of | 


| in the Capitol buildin 


| phia, Pa., and a petition of the Grocers and Importers’ Exc} 
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ance Union of Jacksonville, I1l., praying for the passage of Honsa 
bill No. 9563, to prevent the multiplication of suicides; which y 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris: 
Temperance Union of Smethport, Pa., praying for the enact) 
of legislation raising the age of consent to 18 yearsin the Dist) 
of Columbia and the Territories, to protect the first day of 
week as a day of rest in the District of Columbia, to prohibit in: 
state gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise, and to 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; wh 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Patterson M 
rial Presbyterian Church, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying fo: 
enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating | 

g; which was ordered to lie on the tab) 

He also presented a petition of the Drug Exchange of Phi 


of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called 
rey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table 
He also presented a petition of Captain James 8S. Thornton ( 
son, No. 123, Regular Army and Navy Union of the United St 
of Portsmouth, Va., praying that the bill (S. 3633) concer 


| retirement and promotions in the Navy, be amended so 


| 


j 





include enlisted men who have served in the late civil war, 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of members of the bar of Day 
County, Pa.; a petition of the Bar Association of New Yor! 
a petition of the Yearly Meeting of the Religious Societ 
Friends of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware, prayin 
the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great 
ain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Hazard Hall and su 
other citizens of Newportville, Pa., and the memorial of ( 


| Pease and sundry other citizens of Middletown, Pa., remon: 


ing against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committ 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Hardware Associatio: 
Philadelphia; of the Board of Trade of Erie; of Alfred Pas 


| Co., publishers of the Intelligencer, of Doylestown; M. M. Mca 


Brightwood, in the District of Columbia, remonstrating against 
the location of a contagious-diseases hospital on the grounds 
known as the Schuetzen Park, in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chicago, 
ll., and a petition of sundry tea importers, jobbers, and brokers | 
of Chicago, Ill., praying fer the adoption of the proposed amend- 
ment to the tea act prohibiting the importation of impure tea; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the students of Monmouth Col- 
lege, Monmouth, I1., and a petition of pastors of the churches 


and officers of the Young People’s Societies of Alton, Il, praying 
for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in the Capitol building; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Jacksonville, Ill., praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, 
or otherwise: which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Jacksonville, Ul., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to further protect the first day of the week as a day of 
rest in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Jacksonville, 111., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry business men of Joliet, 
Ill., and a petition of sundry citizens of Lilinois and Iowa, praying 
that the publication called the Interstate Tracer, of Marshalltown, 
Iowa, be reinstated as second-class mail matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the IJinois Lumber Dealers’ Asso- 
ciation, in convention at Chicago: of Carl C. Winter, publisher of 
the Danviller Zeitung, of Danville, and of Owen Scott and H. C. 
De Motte, publishers of the Leader, of Bloomington, all in the 
State of Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, 
relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the 
Comunittee on Post-Offiees and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the passage of the antirailroad ticket scalping bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty of Wheaton College, 
Wheaton, and a petition of the Christian Citizenship League of 
Wheaton, in the State of Illinois, praying for the ratification of 
the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Jewelers’ Association of Chi- 
cago, lll., praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 


| ney, publisher of the Evening Telegraph, of Harrisburg; John L. 


Morrison and Levi Morrison, publishers of the Advance Arg 
Greenville; John Blakely, publisher of the Evening Star, of 
adelphia; Ellis L. Mumma, publisher of the Morning Call, of |! 


| risburg, and Robert Bauer & Son, publishers of the Demo 





| and moved that it be printed, and, with the accompanying paj's 


Watcher and Samstag Abend, of Wilkesbarre, all in the Stat 
Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the so-called Loud 
relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred t 
Committee on Post-Oitices and Post-Roads. 

CLAIM OF DAKOTA INDIANS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a brief and argument by C. A. 
Maxwell, attorney, in the matter of the claim of the Sisseton and 
Wahpeton bands of Sioux or Dakota Indians, for balan 
annuities declared forfeited by the act of Congress approved | 
ruary 16, 1863; which was ordered to lie on the table and t 
printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and | 
Roads, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by 
COCKRELL on the 11th instant, intended to be proposed to 
Post-Office appropriation bill, reported it with an amendn« 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agree 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of | 
lumbia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr 
BLACKBURN on the ist instant, intended to be proposed t 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, reported favor: 
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on A 
propriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred | 
bill (H. R. 10121) to compel street railway companies in the | 
trict of Columbia to remove abandoned tracks, and for other | 
poses, reported it without amendment, and submitted a rep rt 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tho 
bill (S. 3565) to compel street railway companies in the District o! 
Columbia to remove abandoned tracks, and for other purposes, 
reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed ind 
nitely. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the biil (H. R. 9976 
punish the impersonation of inspectors of the health and oth r 
departments of the District of Columbia, to report it without 
amendment. I ask that the bill take the place of Calendar No. 
1468, being the bill (S. 3498) to punish the impersonation of ae 
ors of the health and other departments of the District of Colum- 
bia, and that the Senate bill be indefinitely postponed. 








The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
» <0 0 jered. 

me ath i YNES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

sorted an amendment intended to be proposed to the Indian 


4 


appropriation bill; which, with the accompanying report, was 
mt ~red to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


wy HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3687) to amend and make cer- 
ton the intent of section 714 o0f the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, providing for salaries of judges in certain cases after 
~etiremnent; Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

‘tr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3688) for the relief of Laura 
J. Locke; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


Me. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 3689) to amend an act 
entitled “‘An act to repeal the timber-culture laws, and for other 
purposes;” Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


RELIEF OF SUFFERERS IN INDIA. 

Mr. PERKINS. I introducea joint resolution which I ask shall 
be read at length. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 204) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to transport contributions for the relief of the suffering 
poor of India, was read the first time by its title, and the secon 
time at length, as follows: 


Whereas a famine exists in India which is daily causin 
deaths among the poor, which famine can readily be relieve 
plus products of other parts of the world; and 5 

Whereas the people of the United States stand always ready to assist the 
distressed and afflicted wherever found, and California, Oregon, a 
Nebraska, lowa,and Kansas have already collected and donated wheat, flour, 
and corn for relief of the famishing inhabitants of India, which is now being 

free of charge by transportation companies to San Francisco for 
vent to India: Therefore, 
Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the 


thousands of 
from the sur- 


conveyed 








Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorizec to employ and place 
at the disposal of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco any ship or 
vesse! belonging to the Navy of the United States best adapted for such serv- 


ice for the purpose of transporting to the famishing poor of India such con- 
tributions as may be made for their relief. or to charter and employ under 
the authority of the United States a suitable American steamship or vessel, 
with a cargo capacity of 1.500 to 3,000 tons, for the same purpose. Any sum 
of money which may be necessary to carry out the object of this resolution 
is hereby ———- out of any money in the Treasury heretofore appro- 
priated for the support of the Navy. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iask unanimous consent that the joint reso- 
lution be considered at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be prrpeet 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROACH (by request) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

REPORT ON PRICES OF ARMOR. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 


was a to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs 1,000 additional copies of the report on the prices of armor without 
the testimony, and 800 copies with the testimony. 


REMOVALS FROM OFFICE FOR ALLEGED POLITICAL REASONS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I send to the desk a resolution and ask for its 
present consideration. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the United States Civil Service Commissioners be, and they 
are hereby, directed toinform the Senate if Mary A. Dalton, William Holmes, 
Mary Flynn, John Zeller, and Dr. M. S. White, or any of them, have been 

ischarged from the Bureau of Animal Industry at South Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska, from positions held under the classified service of the Govern- 
— and if so, when, and for what reasons; and if they, or any of them, 
ve asked or petitioned the Civil Service Commissioners for an investigation 


to = a one against them, and if said request or petition has been 


Service Commissioners; and if so, for what reason or rea- 
fons thesame has been denied; and that the said Civil Service Commissioners 


be, and the lu- 
tion with ty are hereby, directed to accompany their answer to this resolu 


ull and complete copies of all affidavits, letters, statements, testi- 
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The Secretary proceeded to read the letter, dated December 16 





mony, depositions, reports of examiners, and all other papers or documents 
in their possession and in any manner bearing on the subject-matter of this 
resolution. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, in the month of December last I 
received from a reputable firm of lawyers in Omaha, Nebr., a let- 
ter charging a very severe and flagrant violation of the so-called 


civil-service law in consequence of the discharge of certain per- 
sons who are named in the resolution. Isent their complaint to 
the Commissioners of the Civil Service for information as to the 
charges that had been made against the persons whose names 
appear in the resolution. I send to the desk and desire to have 


the letter read as explanatory of the matter to some extent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as reque 
1£96. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think the resolution ought to be referred or 
laid over. I object to its consideration. Let it be referred, if the 
Senator desires. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolu 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir; I shall not hay 
to have it taken up and considered on M 

Mr. SHERMAN. All right. 

Mr. ALLEN. And I shall debate it at such length as I am per- 
mitted to do under the rules-—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. All right; I have no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator would prefer that I should take 
this matter up on Monday morning and discuss it instead of dis- 
cussing it now. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The resolution goes over under objection one 
day. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that quite well; but I understood 
the Senator’s objection to be based upon the idea that I would 
let it be referred without any comment, which I shall not do. I 
shall either comment on it now or at the next regular session of 
the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no desire to interfere with the Sen- 
ator at the proper time, but I wish to submit a motion. 

Mr.ALLEN. Let the reading of the letter be concluded, or have 
the RECORD show nothing about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the re: 
from Nebraska? 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood the Senator from Ohio to object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The resolution goes over under object 

Mr. ALLEN. It goes over under the rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands; but the 
Chair understood the Senator from Nebraskato make some request, 

Mr. ALLEN. The letter has been only partially read, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The whole of it may be printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. ALLEN. I can not hear what the Senator from Ohio says. 
I submit, however, that the question was put by the Chair whether 
there was any objection to the consideration of the resolution, and 
the Senate by unanimous consent proceeded to its consideration, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair entertains the objection 

| of the Senator from Ohio, but the Chair was endeavoring to submit 
| to the Senate the request of the Senator from Nebraska. The 
| Chair only desires that the request may be again stated; that is all. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then let the letter be printed in the Recorp. I 
have other letters, however, which I shall read when I get an 
opportunity on the next legislative day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

The letter is as follows: 


tion will go over. 


eit referred. Ishall ask 
] rhning . 


maay mv 


juest of the Senator 


on. 


OMAHA, NEBR., December 16, 1896. 

DEAR Sik: Some days ago we prepared and filed before the Civil Service 
Commission the protest of Miss Mary A. Dalton against removal from her 
position as assistant microscopist at South Omaha (Burean of Animal Indus 
try). The Board acknowledged tha receipt of the letter, but so far as we 
know, have taken no action. 

The facts in the case are as follows: Miss Dalton two or three years ago 
was appointed assistant microscopist in the Bureau of Animal Industry at 
South Omaha. Nebr. Over a year ago she was placed under civil service, 
Shortly after election she was handed a letter signed by J. Sterling Morton, 
informing her that she had been discharged for ** neglect of duty.” 

She was not notified that charges had been preferred against her; her su- 
periors had rot complained to her of her neglect of duty; she was given no 
opportunity to meet the charges filed against her 

Cader the rules of civil service she certainly is entitled to know the name 
of the person preferring the charges, the nature of the charges, and then be 
entitled to be heard in self-defense. This is all we ask, but fear that the 
Board is playing us double. Within ten days after the protest was filed J. 
Sterling Morton had a special agent or spy on the ground, by the name of 
Sheldon, hunting up evidence. 

Couldn't you see the Civil Service Commission and insist that they give this 
matter prompt attention? During the lastcampaign Mr. Bryan and the Chi- 
cago platform were denounced by Morton, Cleveland, et al., as enemies of 
civil-service reform, etc. Now,it does seem to us that we have these very 
same gentlemen in the hole. If they can remove these men, civil service isa 
farce, and Morton et al. rank hypocrites; if there is a civil-service law, these 
men and girls must be restored to their places, and Morton et al. again guilty 
of hypocrisy. 

Yours, truly, 
HERDMAN & HERDMAN. 

W. V. ALLEN, M. C., Washington, D. C. 








1792 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 13 


’ 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over under the 
rule. 

Mr. ALLEN subsequently submitted the following letters; which 
were ordered to be printed in the REcorp: 


UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., January 21, 1897. 

Srr: Referring to your communication of December 16, previously ac- 
knowledged, with reference to the removal of certain persons from the Bureau 
of Animal Industry at South Omaha, Nebr., for alleged political reasons, you 
are informed that the Secretary of Agriculture has stated to the Commission 
that the removals were made for good reasons; that he did not know whom 
any of the persons removed supported fer President; that he made no in- 
quiry, nor whom they supp« ted. He has laid before this Commission a num- 
ber of sworn statements, from which it would appear that the removals re- 
lated solely to the internal discipline of the service, in which this Commission 
has noauthority tointerfere. Later, the Secretary of Agriculture addressed 
the Commission, inclosing copies of additional affidavits bearing upon the 
conduct of Drs. White and Zeller, adding: ‘‘ I think these affidavits show con- 
clusively that my action was for the good of the public service.” 

The civil-service rules contain the following provisions respecting dis- 
missals or changes of rank: 

“Baletl ° * 

“3. No person in the executive civil service shall dismiss, or cause to be dis- 
missed, or make any attempt to procure the dismissal of, or in any manner 
change the official rank or compensation of any other person therein because 
of his political or religious opinions or affiliations. 

ca * ~ = + * * 


‘**6. In making removals or reductions, or in imposing punishment for delin- 
quency or misconduct, penalties like in character shall be imposed for like 
offenses, and action thereupon shall be taken irrespective of the political or 
religious affiliations of the offenders.” 

Where aremoval or reduction is made for reasons relating to the internal 
administration of the service not contrary to clauses 3 and 6 of rule 11, cited 
above, the Commission has no authority to interfere. 

In view of the statement of the Secretary of Agriculture and the evidence 
which he submits, the Commission feels that, with its limited force and the 
pressure of work, it can notat this time make an investigation of its own into 
the matter. 

Very respectfully, JOHN R. PROCTER, 
President. 
Hon. WILLIAM V. ALLEN, 
United States Senate. 


SouTH OMAMRA, NEBR., January 16, 1897. 
DEAR Sir: You will please excuse my writing you, but think you should 
understand the matter of which I write. I was put in charge of the micro- 
scopic department at this town September 1, 1893, and believe it was run 
properly under my supervision. November 15, 1896, I received a communica- 
tion from Secretary Morton, saying, *‘ You are hereby discharged for neglect 
ot duty.” The date of dismissal notice is November 9, 1896. I wrote the Sec- 
retary and asked him to please name one duty I had neglected. Morton's 

private secretary answered my letter by using the following language, viz: 
‘I take the liberty of informing you, for your own satisfaction, that the 
Secretary's recent action in your case was based on what he considered the 
strongest and most indisputable evidence from several reliable sources as to 
very decided pernicious political activity upon your part during the recent 
er. 

“Very respectfully, yours, 
“JOHN NORDHOUSE, 

“ Private Secretary.” 


itook no part, virtually, during the recent campaign. My son, a youn 
law student in our State university, and a great admirer of W. J. Bryan, did 
considerable work for Mr. Bryan, and it is reported that bocretery Wiarton 
removed me for my son's actions. I have asked for an impartial investiga- 
tion, but hear nothing from my petition. 

The Secretary sent Ed. Sheldon (you probably know him) out here almost 
two months after my discharge, hunting up evidence against me and the 
three others removed at the same time. I have done a little practice outside 
of working hours, and Secretary Morton said he wanted me to build upa 
practice. The three others removed with me employed counsel and ap: ed 
their cases to the Civil Service Commission, but believe they have concluded 
there is nothing in civil service. I wrote the Commission and asked if I was 
not entitled toa hearing. I said to the Commission I felt sure I could prove 
I bad never neglected one duty. 

I would like to see the appropriation withheld from that Commission if it 
will not investigate such removals as have been made here in South Omaha. 

The two girls discharged were my most faithful assistants. Their offense 
was having Mr. Bryan's picture in their windows. Six other of my assist- 
ants had ftcKinle y pictures in their windows, but they are all O. I un- 
derstand the Civil Service Commission claims that it has no authority to 
investigate any removals outside of politics. Every discharged person here 
was fired for being “a free-silver crank,” although the alleged reason is for 
neglect of duty. 

is there any court in the land that would convict a man and then hunt up 
evidence after conviction? That is just exactly what has been done here. 
This man Sheldon has been here twice getting evidence. The first evidence 
he sent in, I've heard that the Civil Service Commission said to Secretary 
Morton, was not “‘specificenough.”’ Then Mortonsends him (Sheldon) again, 
and he sneaks around stock yards, packing houses, and persons whom I've 
doctored, finding affidavits against thuse let out “for neglect of duty.” The 
whole thing is outrageous and ought tobe shown up. [f . Sheldon had not 
been sent here, I don’t think I would have done anything in the matter. 

Yours, respectfully, 
M. 8. WHITE. 

P. S.—If I have not made this letter plain, just write me, and I'll take great 
pleasure in furnishing you, Senator VEsT, Senator MORGAN, or Senator Cock- 
RELL any information desired in this matter. I've letters toshow thatI was 
all O. K. as long as I was thought to be straight politically. Some of your 
friends asked me to write you. 

Hon. WILLIAM V. ALLEN, 

Washington, D. O. 


OMAHA, NEBR., February 8, 1897. 
DEAR Stir: Some time ago there was addressed to the Civil Service Com- 
mission at Washington, D. C., a communication stating to said Commission 
that Mary A. Dalton, William Holmes, Mary Flynn, John Zeller, and Dr. M.S. 
White were discharged from the Bureau of Animal Industry at South Omaha 
for political reasons, upon the order of the Secretary of culture. The 





| 
| 





communication addressed to the Commission requested an investic 
the reasons for which said parties were discharged, as we are satis 
it can be shown that the charge made that they were discharged f«) 
reasons—namely, for supporting Mr. Bryan for President—is absolut > 
The Commission declined to order an investigation in the matter, p; 
declaring that they had no power to investigate because the Se 
Agriculture had notified them that the discharges referred to wer. 
good of the service and not for political reasons. We inclose a |x 
Ze S Senet at Washington, dated January 21, 1897, which s), 
itself. : 
The Commission refers to affidavits taken here (under the orders; 
tion of the Secretary of Agriculture) for the purpose of proving t. 
mission at Washington that the parties referred to were not dis: 
political reasons. We desire to again state that we can show by i 
testimony that the discharges were not made “for the good of tt 
but were made on account of political reasons. We know it to be a 
affidavits have been made by persons in the employ of the Govern 
ing certain things of a political character which were alleged as 
duty against the person discharged, but which can be shown upor 
tion tobeuntrue. We know that in the case of John Zeller it is cha 
affidavits sent to Washington under Morton’sinstructions that Zelle: 
a meeting of the Democratic county central committee in April, 1s 
doing neglected his duty to take part in politics. Wecharge and. 
to be an absolute fact that the person in charge at South Omaha. ur 
orders Zeller was working, instructed him to quit work and attend 
Democratic county central committee meeting in the interest of t 
Democrats who were seeking to control said central committee m: 
that, by the orders of said person in charge of said department 
Omaha, another man was put in the place of said Zeller during h 
Said Zeller was given a proxy by those who represent Morton in t 
and practically compelled by them to vote according to their dictat: 
now charged against him as neglect of duty. We denounce as a: 
upon those discharged the action of Morton in having affidavit 
taken to substantiate charges against those discharged, when th 
informed as to the specific charges against them, and are given noop; 
to be heard or to meet the testimony submitted against them. If 1! 
of the Commission are so limited, as they declare in their letter 
can not order an investigation in these cases, but must accept the «: 
of the Secretary of Agriculture supported by affidavits secretly tak: 
those discharged stand ready to prove that the reason given for t 
charge is not true, then it seems to us the Commission has outlived t |): 
of its usefulness, civil service, so called, isa glaring farce, and the ‘ 
sion itself, instead of drawing a salary from the peat pee, in the 
of good government and public decency, to be abolished. 
We desire to call your attention toa letter written to one of the di- 
a. by the private secretary of J. Sterling Morton, dated Nov: 
896, which declares that the said White was discharged for perniciou 
ity in politics during the late campaign. We desire to state that thi 
is absolutely false, as can be shown by the testimony of every hoi 
truthful person who knows Mr. White and knows what his conduct ' 
ing the campai We can show that those who actually took an acti: 
in the late political campaign are still in the employ of the Govern 
cause they spenttheir time in working for Mr. McKinley, and in 
money, in saloons and other places, een them by the postm 
Omaha to carry on the campaign in the interest of “national hon: 
“sound money.” hile they were thus engaged, and also engage: 
further occupation of spying upon their fellow-workmen, Zeller and 
thus sere were doing their own work and the work of those enzage: in 
politics, and who were thereby neglecting the duties for which the (over 
ment is paying them. Those who supported Mr. McKinley and opposed Mr 
Bryan are still in the employ of theGovernment, although since election ths 
Department has found it necessary to notify some of them that unless they 
quit drinking their services would have to be dispensed with. We insist t 
we can prove every statement made in the foregoing communication. and i 
this Commission has not the power to give the persons thus discharged an 
opportunity to be heard to show that they have been uayeeey dealt with 
that they have been discharged in violation of the rules of the civil ser: 
then we say the lawmakin wer oo to give them the necessary author 
ity or abolish it entirely. e ask for those discharged a fair and reasonable 
investigation, and being unable to secure it at the hands of the Civil Service 
Commission, our only alternative is to appeal to your lawmaking body and 
invoke your assistance. If the United tes Government has gone into the 
business of “ coercion ” and intends to follow out the practice of dischargi: 
employees who refuse to vote according to the will of the heads of Depart: 
ments, we think the matter ought to be investigated. 
J.C. DAHLMAN, 
Chairman Democratic State Central Com itt 


LEE HERDMAN, Seere‘« 
Hon. W. V. ALLEN, Washington, D. C. 




















UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY) 
Washington, D. C., November | 
DEAR Sir: Your letter of November 14, addressed to the Secretary, is 


received, and I have toinform you that Mr. Morton left this morning {or New 
York and expects to return to Washington in a few days, when your com: 
munication will be brought to his attention. In the meantime I take the 
liberty of informing you, for your own satisfaction, that the Secretary 


recent action in your case was based on what he considered the strongest 01 
most indisputable evidence from several reliable sources as to very decided 
pernicious political activity upon your part during the recent campaix 


Very respectfully, yours, ; 
JOHN NORDHOUSE 


Private Secreta 
Dr. M. 8. Waite, 
Care Bureau of Animal Industry, South Omaha, Nebr. 


UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 
Washington, D. C., January *! 

GENTLEMEN: Referring to your communication, previously acknowlvdze, 
with reference to the removal of Mary A. Dalton and William Holmes ‘rom 
the Bureau of Animal Industry at South Omaha for alleged political reas 05, 
you are informed that the Secretary of Agriculture has stated_to the (00 
mission that the removals were made for good reasons: that he did not know 
whom any one of the persons removed supported for President; that he mace 
no inquiry, nor did he care whom they supported. He has laid before ‘Lo 
Commission a number of sworn statements, from which it would seem ''4 
the removals related solely to the internal discipline of the service, in whi5 
this Commission has no authority tointerfere. Later, the Secretary 0! * 
riculture addressed the Commission, inclosing copies of additional affiday''s, 
adding: “I think these affidavits show conclusively that my action was for ‘Le 
good of the public service.” 








The civil-service rules contain the following provisions respecting dismis- 
sals or Chaves of rank: 

e ll. 

eo person in the executive civil service shall dismiss, or cause to be dis- 
missed, or make any attempt to procure the dismissal of, or in any manner 
yange the official rank or compensation of any other person therein because 
of his political or religious opinions or affiliations. 

¥ ¥ * - ~ + » 

“¢ In making removals or reductions, or in imposing punishment for delin- 
quency or misconduct, penalties like in character shall be imposed for like 
_epses, and action thereupon shall be taken irrespective of the political or 
religious affiliations of the offenders.” 

Where a removal or reduction is made for reasons relating to the internal 

ministration of the service not contrary to clauses 3 and 6 of rule LI, cited 
above, the Commission has no authority to interfere. : 

In view of the statement of the Secretary of Agriculture and the evidence 
which he submits, the Commission feels that with its limited force and the 
pressure of work it can not at this time make an investigation of its own into 


the matter. ; a 
Very respectfully, JOHN R. PROCTER, 
; President. 


Messrs. HERDMAN & HERDMAN, 
Creighton Block, Omaha, Nebr. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 10289) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1898, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 


PERRINE LAND-GRANT INVESTIGATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate as 
a part of the morning business the resolution of the Senator from 
South Dakota. [Mr. PETTIGREW], coming over from a previous 
day. The resolution will be stated. 

The Secretary. A resolution authorizing the Committee on 
Public Lands to investigate the issue of patents for the lands 
embraced in what is known as the Perrine land grant, in the 
State of Florida. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask unanimous consent for the passage 
of the resolution without a reference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for infor- 
mation. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted on the 1ith instant 
by Mr. PETTIGREW, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands, by the full committee or 
by a subcommittee to be appointed by the chairman, be authorized to inves- 
tigate the issue of patents for the lands embraced in what is known as the 


Perrine grant, in the State of Florida, with power to send for persons and 
papers and to administer oaths. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the resolution? 
agreed to. 


Is there objection to the adoption of 
The Chair hears none, and the resolution is 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. MORGAN. The morning business is not yet completed, I 
believe. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that the resolu- 
tion introduced by the Senator from Alabama and coming over 
from a previous day has not reached the desk from the Printer. 
The Chair will have the resolution read from the Recorp. How- 
ever, the Chair understands that it is not a part of the morning 
business, being a joint resolution. Will the Senator from Ala- 
bama please repeat his request? 

Mr. MORGAN. My request was that the joint resolution be 
laid before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Pending the morning business,a motion to 
proceed to the consideration of executive business is in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under therule, the Chair must enter- 
tain the motion of the Senator from Ohio pending the request of 
the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask leave to submit an amendment to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. If 1am to be ruled off the floor in this way by 
the Senator from Ohio, I object to anyone else having it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can not hear a word the Senator says, 
there is so much confusion in the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I say if, on the joint resolution proposing to 
declare the Clayton-Bulwer treaty abrogated, I am to be ruled off 
the floor by the motion of the Senator from Ohio, which he insists 
upon, then I object to anyone else getting the floor for any other 
business, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My motion is pending. 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After four hours and twenty- 
five minutes spent in executive session the doors were es ees 
and (at 4 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourn until 

y, February 15, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian, | 
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CONFIRMATIONS., 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 13, 1897 
POSTMASTERS, 

Leonard G. Babcock, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

John W. Carroll, to be postmaster at Cape 
county of Northampton and State of Virginia. 

Mildred H. Davies, to be postmaster at Manassas, in the county 
of Prince William and State of Virginia. 

William Graham, to be postmaster at Orange, in the county of 
Orange and State of Virginia. 


Charles, in the 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 138, 1897. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
HENRY N. CoupDeEn. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 

Mr. BAILEY. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to 
resume the consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman permit me to make a report 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs? 


Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. For that purpose only I withdraw 
the motion. 
PASSPORT REGULATIONS OF FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which 
were referred the President's message and accompanying docu- 
ments of February 8, 1897, relating to the printing of the special 
edition of the reports from diplomatic and consular officers of the 
United States on the passport regulations of foreign countries, 
reported a joint resolution (H. Res. 257) providing for printing 
the reports of diplomatic and consular officers of the United States 
on the passport regulations of foreign countries; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. - 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Hutt in the chair), and 
resumed the consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. CANNON. lLask consent that the bill may be considered 
as read a first time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understand that there was a purpose on 
the part of the committee to have this bill read through and then 
on Monday next to endeavor to pass it under a suspension of the 
rules. Last year when the sundry civil appropriation bill was 
= under a suspension of the rules there was some criticism 

cause of the fact that the bill had not been read; and I under- 
stand that the object in the present case is to avoid such criticism. 
I would like to know from the gentleman if the purpose of passe 
ing the bill under a suspension of the rules has been abandoned: 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill say to the gentleman from Iowa that 
the course touching the passage of this bill, if 1 have my way 
about it, will be the course that a majority of this House desires 
tohave pursued. Itis now almost the middle of February; within 
two weeks almost of the close of Congress. The sundry civil bill 
has not yet passed the House; the naval appropriation bill fol- 
lows this; the preparation of the deficiency bill is not yet begun— 
the estimates are just in and printed. Thegentleman understands 
that this is the short session. I suppose it will take from three to 
five days to pass this bill under the five-minute rule. It will 
take the best part of a week to prepare the deficiency bill. In my 
judgment, all of the bills will be passed, or can be passed, before 
the 4th day of March. This bill has been prepared with very 
great care. Quite as much labor has been placed upon it as any 
within my recollection. I believe it to be a good bill, and after 
we consider it under the five-minute rule it would be substan- 
tially as it is now, except possibly as points of order may prevail 
against certain features of the bill. 

Now, then, I think it possible that the consideration may lead 
here and there to its increase; but as an individual member of the 
House, I am quite content to pursue either course without com- 
mittin myself now to any future promise or policy as to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, 


I ask unanimous consent 


—— 


I should like to make an inquiry of the gen- 


I am ready now to press the consideration 
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under the five-minute rule, and let Monday and other days of the 
session take care of themselves. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman may possibly observe, if he 
recollects what he has said, that he has not yet answered my 
inquiry. What I wanted to know was whether the purpose of 
passing this bill under a suspension of the rules had been aban- 
doned? 

Mr. CANNON. There has been no purpose determined to pass 
it under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think the gentleman from Illinois answers, 
undoubtedly, totally for himself. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to dispense with the first formal reading of 
the bill? 

Mr. HEPBURN. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the bill. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, I 
renew the request that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dock- 
ERY | asks unanimous consent that the further reading of the bill 
be dispensed with. Is there objection? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I should like to know what 
time will be given for general debate on the bill? I should like to 
have half an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. There will be no general debate, of course, 
until the reading of the bill is completed, or until its reading is 
dispensed with. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Iunderstand that, but I would like to have 
an understanding about the general debate now. 

Mr. CANNON. So far as general debate is concerned, if it 
seems to be indicated, as the debate progresses, that the day will 
be consumed in general debate, I shall not seek to close it until 
about the close of to-day’s session; but if there is any disposition 
manifested to let general debate run beyond to-day, I should like 
to take the sense of the House, toward the close of to-day’s session, 
on the question of closing general debate. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The gentleman in charge of the bill knows 
something about the time that will be consumed by the majority. 
I should lke to have half an hour for general debate. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, there are remaining about five hours of 
this session. Of course I have no doubt that the gentleman who 
represents the minority [Mr. SAYERs] or his colleague [Mr. Dock- 
ERY | will accommodate the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMA.STONE. There can be notrouble about that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think there will be no trouble about accom- 
modating the gentleman from Missouri{Mr.DEzEARMOND]. Iknow 
I want forty minutes myself, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] wants some time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] to dispense with the further 
reading? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Ishould like to learn what the course is 
going to be with reference to general debate, if the Chair will 
indulge me fora moment. I should like to have half an hour. 

Mr, SAYERS. Very well; I will give that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There is no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection to dispensing 
with the further reading, and it will be so ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill if he proposes to ask, at this time, that 
the committee put a limit on general debate? 

Mr. CANNON. No. I have just indicated, in reply to my col- 
leagne {Mr. Dockery], that I want general debate closed during 
the day; but it will be better to let it run a littletime. If we can 
close it by 3 o’clock, or 4, I shall ask to proceed with the bill under 
the five-minute rule. 

Mr. SAYERS. There are gentlemen on this side of the House 
who desire time, and if the Zentleman will agree to let us have 
two hours and a half, lcan parcel out the time. We may not need 
all that time. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, wecan agree about it later. I want to 
say that if general debate can be closed by 3 or 4 o’clock, I pro- 
pose, if I get my way about it, to commence the reading of this 
bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. SAYERS. I want to say to the gentleman in charge of the 
bill that he can pass his bill much more readily by meeting us half 
way in this matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. You had better give us two hours and a half, 

Mr. CANNON. If I can have a little quiet,I will say to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] again, if it should be indi- 
cated as the debate progresses that the whole of to-day is required 
for general debate, I shall not seek to obstruct. 

Mr. SAYERS. I want to say to the gentleman, in reply to that, 
if two hours and a half shall be more than sufficient for the mi- 


I object. 
Objection is made, and the Clerk will read 








nority, then I am quite confident that the minority will not ; 
to delay the consideration of this bill by paragraphs for a si 
moment. 

‘ a acmmanss We shall have no trouble, I will say to , 
riend. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me suggest to the gentleman—— 

Mr. CANNON. The very moment we agree to close this d 
in five hours, all the eloquence of the gentleman from Texas 
SAYERS] and myself will not keep one-third of the members 
and if general debate amounts to anything on a business bi]! 
this, the House ought to be full. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now have made my proposition to the ¢ 
man, and I shall not feel constrained hereafter, in representing t)g 
minority 

Mr. CANNON. I fail to 
understand. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I have asked that two hours and a })/f 
be allowed the minority, with the assurance to the gentleman {}\+ 
if we shall not consume that time we will not stop the conside) 
tion of this bill for one moment. And the reason that I ask it 
that I may be able to parcel out the time. 
already asked mefor thirty minutes. Another gentleman hasas\ed 
me for forty minutes. It facilitates the disposition of the time if 
the gentleman allows me two hours and a half, but if we go oy, 
with general debate, each gentleman who arises will be entitled 
to an hour, and the consequence will be that the time will not be 
parceled out as it should be. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; that would be so anyhow. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; because I will take the responsiliility 
of Sey the time on this side, if such an arrangement can be 
made. 

Mr. CANNON. With that arrangement I am quite content 
that the minority shall have two hours and a half and the major. 
ity two hours and a half, if it wants to use that much time. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is all I ask. 

Mr. CANNON. And that the time shall be controlled by the 
gentleman from Texas Sono SAYERS] for the minority, and | sup. 
pose the gentleman in charge of the bill for the majority. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the agreement is 
| that the minority shall have two hours and a half, to be controlled 
by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. SAYERs], and that the majority 
shall have two hours and a haif, if they need it, to be controlled 
by the gentleman from Lilinois [Mr. CANNON]. Is there objection 
to that agreement? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this bill recommends appro- 
priations for $50,664,000, in round numbers, for the service for the 
coming fiscal year. The estimates upon which it is based amount 
to $59,000,000, in round numbers, so that the bill is substan- 
| tially $8,000,000 less than the estimates. The bill is an increase, 
-however, over the corresponding bill passed last session of Con- 
| gress, for the current year, of $17,500,000, in round numbers. 
Gentlemen understand that the sundry civil bill is what its name 
implies. You have the Army, the Navy, the Post-Office, the Axri- 
cultural, the Indian, the isismatio, and the legislative bills, but 
| this is a bill gathering up for the public service the items not car- 
ried in the other bills. Therefore it is a bill of much interest t 
members and the country; and very briefly, if the committee wil. 
| bear with me, I will refer to the bill from the plain business 
standpoint. 
| The increase of $17,500,000 in this bill over the one for the cur- 
| rent year is most extraordinary; and yet it is very easy and short 
| of explanation. It is covered substantially by two items. First, 
in the aggregate the bill carries over $15,000,000, in round num- 
bers—$15,131,000—for the payment of river and harbor impr: 
ments, placed or authorized to be placed under contract by t 
| last river and harbor bill. This is an appropriation bill. | 
| legislation was had a year ago. Gentlemen recollect about 
| The authorizations of that bill, if I recollect aright, were, in roun:! 
| numbers, $60,000,000. Gentlemen recollect that substantially | 

general rule underlying that bill was that, commencing on | 
| ist day of next July, one-fourth of that amount could be expence'! 
| for four years. Then there were exceptions enough to increa 
| the expenditures over the fourth to make the amount larger t! 
| $15,000,000 if it had been inserted in this bill. The policy of | 
great bill lam not here to discuss. It was discussed a year ax 
The bill, vetoed by the President, was passed over his veto, 
| became and is the law of the land. Let me say one word as to | 
| policy, and one word only. Under proper conditions I belies 
and, so far as [ know, the Republican party has and does beli 
| in apt improvement of the great waterways of the country, In 4)'' 
| defense of our seaports, in apt construction of a navy to defend 
| the national honor and national commerce. 

Now, if I could have had my way about it, while I firmly ) 
lieve in internal improvements, including the inland seas and our 
seacoasts and the great rivers of the country, in the present co! 
dition of the Treasury, or its condition a year ago, I would have 
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let a portion of these improvements await an increase of revenue; 
int Congress thought differently. There were items in that bill 
which was enacted into law that in my judgment were improvi- 
int. Ihave never known a river and harbor bill that did not 
.over improvident items, that if I had the power would have been 
stricken out, and that bill was not an exception. Yet, I am com- 
nelled to say from the standpoint of merit, while that great bill, 


appropriating and authorizing over $70,000,000, covered a very: 


large amount—yet, considering the amount, I believe, from some- 
what of a painstaking examination, that the money and authority 
therein contained covered less in the aggregate of objectionable 
appropriations than any river and harbor bill that I have knowl- 
edge of which passed in the last twenty years. [Applause. ] 

| do not mean by this to claim that the passage of that great 
pill was judicious in the then condition of the Treasury. I think 
that we would better have waited for $45,000,000 of that appro- 
priation and authorization. But, unfortunately, as I think some- 
times, I do not control this country. [Laughter.] My vanity 
tells me that if I could regulate all things I would perhaps regu- 
ulate them better than the majority of you gentlemen; but, un- 
fortunately, you do not always agree with me, and you have the 
most votes. [Laughter.] So much for that. Wisely or un- 
wisely, right or wrong, the last session of this Congress placed 
upon the statute book great authorizations; and when I say that, 
it is not necessary for me to add that, under legislation and au- 
thorization, this sundry civil bill responds necessarily, and so you 
have this great increase of more than $17,000,000. 

There were other great increases made at the last session of 
Congress. A great naval bill was passed. It costs money to build 
battle ships at five millions a ship. A great fortification bill was 
passed last year, and one has passed this House this year, aggre- 
gating $17,000,000; an increase, if 1 recollect aright, of $13,000,000 
for fortifications over the amount appropriated for that purpose 
by the Fifty-third Congress. We could not helpit. Thecountry 
seemed to demand it. The cry was raised that our great seaports 
were at the mercy of hostile fleets, and that the diplomatic arm of 
the Government was weak, because, although we had great wealth 
and great population, yet in the event of war with any foreign 

overnment or governments we should be practically helpless 
efore powers really much weaker than ourselves. The demand 
came, and came from the people, for this great increase of expendi- 
ture in fortifications. If I had had my way about it, | would have 
gone more slowly than we did, but I think that perhaps no appro- 
priations have been made of late that have received more hearty 
indorsement than those made for fortifications. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, having said that much about appropria- 
tions and this bill generally, 1 come directly to the items in this 
bill that I apprehend gentlemen are specially interested in. I 
have already spoken of the increase on account of rivers and har- 
bors, but before I leave that subject, let me say to gentlemen that 
all the money that seems to be demanded by the river and harbor 
bill on a cursory reading has not been recommended in this bill, 
for certain reasons. Let me call attention to these items work 
by work. Take first Newtown Creek, so called, in New York. 
The amount estimated for under the river and harbor bill is 
$400,000. The amount recommended is $183,000; a decrease of 
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$217,000; that decrease being made for the reason that a contract | 


has been entered into for the work at $183,000 instead of $400,000. 

Mr. McCORMICK. But the other estimate was the estimate of 
the engineer himself. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that the other item was the esti- 
mate of the engineer himself; but when we came to place the work 
under contract the competition was such, or the Chief of Engineers 
had been so ‘off his base” (if I may be allowed the expression), 
that that work which had been estimated at $400,000 was con- 
tracted at $183,000. 

Mr. BENNETT. If the gentleman will permit me, I will say 
that the work done previously on Newtown Creek had been done at 
the rate of 39 cents per cubic yard, but under a continuous con- 
tract it was found possible to let the same dredging work at 17} 
cents per cubic yard. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; I know that contract work, continu- 
ous or otherwise, ought to be let now at lower rates than in former 
years, for two reasons: First, the price of labor is lower. People 
are out of employment and are so anxious for employment that 
they work on acloser margin and for less pay. Second,there has 
been great improvement made in labor-saving machinery for exca- 
vation, for dredging, for all that kind of work. Take the digging 
of that great canal running from Chicago to Joliet, by the use of 
labor-saving appliances the cost of the work has been reduced to 
a minimum, so that I understand that that kind of work is done 
now at from one-third to one-half less than it cost a few years ago 
and with quite as much profit to the contractor. 

Take Delaware Bay: The amount called for on the face of the 
law was $714,000; the contract is let at $450,000 for the proportion 
of the work for the coming year. 

Take Duluth, Minn.: The amount called for on the face of the 
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law was $790,000, and the work has been contracted for 
$500,000. 

Providence Harbor: The contract there reduces the amount 
from an estimate of $400,000 to $125,000. 

Take Chicago River: The contract reduces the amount there 
from an estimate of $400,000 to $113,000, and we have written the 
amounts in recommendation in the bill for the various items 
according to the necessities of the service and in compliance with 
the substance of the law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are three or four works that I want 
to call attention to that are omitted entirely from this bill, and 
they are omitted advisedly, after the fullest inquiry. The first is 
Wilmington, Del. Under the last river and harbor act there 
should be $205,000 carried by this bill for that work. The bill 
carries nothing in recommendation, for the reason that the last 
river and harbor act authorized a contract according to projects 
and plans then in existence, but put a limit on the contract as to 
cost of $205,000. Now, it appears that the work under the project 
authorized in the last river and harbor act can not be done for 
anywhere near that amount. 

Now, then, as to Oakland, Cal. On the face of the river and 
harbor act there should be an appropriation of $100,000 written into 
this bill. But there is the legislation in the river and harbor bill, 
‘‘according tothe plans and specifications then in existence,” and 
then a limit is placed upon the expenditure necessary to complete 
the work, as in all the cases covered by the river and harbor bill. 

Now, on full inquiry of the Engineer Department, it appears 
that the amount of money authorized by the river and harbor act 
will not complete the work at Oakland, according to the project, 
by (in round numbers) $700,000. The result was that as soon as 
this fact appeared to your Committee on Appropriations, a letter 
was addressed to the Secretary of War as to whether he had au- 
thority to enter into this contract unless the contract could be 
entered into within the law and within its limitations. After refer- 
ring the matter to the Adjutant-General, and upon full inquiry, 
the Secretary of War, citing in his reply the sections of the law, 
was clearly of opinion that unless the work could be completed 
within the limitation (whether the money was appropriated or 
not) he would have no authority to expend one cent without further 
legislation in the premises. And I have no doubt that he is en- 
tirely correct in this view under the law. Therefore, your com- 
mittee do not recommend anything to be appropriated at Oakland. 

You may say thatas Oakland is a city adjacent to San Francisco, 
close upon the Golden Gate, why not legislate extending the limit 
$700,000 and make an appropriation accordingly? Purely and 
simply because there is a great committee of this House which, 
under our rules, has the power to recommend legislation touching 
rivers and harbors—namely, the River and Harbor Committee 
and we did not believe it was politic for the Committee on Appro- 
priations to even submit an item covering this and other matters 
not authorized by law touching rivers and harbors. 

Now, in addition to Oakland, Cal., the same thing is true of the 
Kentucky River. The amount called for under contract on the 
face of the river and harbor bill is $400,000; yet on inquiry we 
found that under the limitations of that act it would take a mil- 
lion dollars additional to the limitation to complete the work 
according to the project. 

Mr. BERRY. The gentleman will allow me to state that the 
last River and Harbor Committee, accepting the estimate of the 
Government engineer, which was $1,380,000, provided for placing 
the work on that river under contract. Subsequently the engi- 
neering arm of the United States Government made a second 
estimate, $1,000,000 higher. So that the river is in this condition: 
The work has been commenced at Lock No.7, and upon that work 


the Government has expended about $125,000; but now there is 


at 


|} no money to continue the work through the coming summer. 


This virtually stops the improvement of the Kentucky River, 
although the Committee on Rivers and Harbors had provided that 
the work should be placed under contract. One million 
hundred and eighty thousand dollars expended under the contract 
system would complete that improvement; but, carried on as it 
has been by the United States Government, it will require hun 
dreds of thousands of dollars more. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not here to discuss the merits of the 
provement on the Kentucky River. 

Mr. BERRY. But as I should have asked (if I had anticipated 
the present action) an appropriation to continue the work there, 
or at least to have it placed under contract, I am placed in the 
position of having the work discontinued on that river which I] 
represent. because this bill does not contain any appropriation to 
carry on the work during the coming summer. In this way th: 
opinion of the River and Harbor Committee is set aside; and the 
Government as well as the people will be losers. 


three 


in- 


Mr. CANNON. I have failed to make myself understood by 
the gentleman —— 
Mr. BERRY. I understand the position of the gentleman and 


his committee. I have read the report. 
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Mr. CANNON. | 
matter, he understands that according to the project referred to | 
in the river and harbor act the Engineer Department has stated | 
t be done according to the project within 


that this work can not 
$1,000,000 of the amount authorized, and then the Secretary of 
War says that under the existing law, whether the money is ap- 
propriated or not, no dollar can be expended and no contract made 
without further legislation. 
Mr. BERRY. But does not the chairman of the committee un- 
. derstand that the original estimate of the Engineer Department | 
of the United States Government was $1,380,000 for the comple- 
tion of the improvement on that river, that we acted on that rec- | 
ommendation in the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and that 
subsequently the Department came in with an estimate vastly 
increasing the expected cost of that improvement? 
Mr. CANNON. 
words. 


My friend and I can not afford to play upon | 
I say again the officers of the Engineer Department tes- | 
tified before the Committee on Appropriations that the project re- | 
ferred to in the river and harbor bill—not the first project, but 
the project in being at the time the river and harbor bill was | 
enacted—will require over $1,000,000 beyond the authorization. 

Mr. BERRY. The gentleman will allow me to state that when 
these questions came up before the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors the last report of the Engineer of the United States 
Army was read, and in view of that report and of the estimate of 
$1,380,000 as the cost of carrying out the project, we placed the 


quent estimate made by the Engineer Department increased the 
amount to $2,400,000. 

Mr. CANNON, Ido not so understand. 

Mr. BERRY. Iso understand; and the report of the Engineer 
Department was read in the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; your Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors has plenary power to cure any mistake, and to report leg- 
islation touching rivers and harbors. Why do they not perform 
their function? 

Mr. BERRY. We endeavored, as I have stated, to follow the 
estimate of the Engineer Department; we could not anticipate 
this subsequent and larger estimate. 

Mr. CANNON. The Committee on Appropriations, of which I 
have the honor to be chairman, can answer for a great many 
things, but we can not answer for a mistake in the estimates of 
the Engineer Board, or a misapprehension of facts on the part of 
my friend from Kentucky or his committee. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois a question, with his consent. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. There has been expended on 
the Kentucky River in all $1,700,000. The last river and harbor 
bill put that river under the contract system, but the bill now 
under consideration makes no appropriation to go on with the 
work of constructing the locks oni deme on the river. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It seems to me that there 
ought to be in the bill an appropriation to go on with those im- 
provements. We can not afford to lose the full benefits of work 
that has already been done at an expenditure of $1,700,000; neither 
should improvements be delayed or impeded which will be bene- 
ficial to so many people and to such a large area of the State of 
Kentucky. It will not require a very considerable sum to finish 
the work. 

I desire to ask the gentleman, therefore, if he thinks it good 
policy, after spending the amount already stated, to make no 
appropriation in this bill to continue the work? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I will reply to the gentleman 
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Very well; if the gentleman understands this | 


| may be. 


| and that is the Yaquina Bay, Oregon. 
| ized to cost not exceeding $1,000,000. 

| merits. 
work upon the river and harbor bill at that figure; but a subse- | 


| not recommend anything for the work at that point. 
| while we recommend over $15,000,000 in the aggregate for m: 
| ing the requirements of the last river and harbor bill, we re: 


| this time. 





from Kentucky that the committee that makes up this bill makes 
provision for river and harbor appropriations under existing law, 
and can not make provision for those that are not under existing 
law. I have stated plainly, or have endeavored to doso in the 
report of the committee, the correspondence with the Secretary 
of War on this subject. We heard testimony, and thoroughly, 
and the unanimous testimony is that the project legislated about 
in the river and harbor bill can not be completed within the limit 
of cost by $1,000,000. Therefore no dollar of money can be legally 
expended, or will be, until there is legislation on the part of Con- 
gress to extend the limit. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman will permit 
me one moment further. About a year ago, asI understand it, 
the Chief of Engineers made an estimate that $1,360,000 would be 
sufficient to construct the locks and dams required to carry slack- 
water navigation to the Three Forks of the Kentucky River and 
that amount was provided for in the river and harbor bill. Now 
it is claimed that $2,400,000 will be necessary to complete the im- 
provement of the Kentucky River, and on this account no appro- 
priation is made in this bill, and work on Kentucky River, will be 
suspended, alt.ough the Kentucky River was by law placed under 
the contract system last year. I protest against this. 
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Mr. CANNON. Iam not combating that statement. I d 
know whether it is true or not. But the engineer now « 
and says the project referred to in the river and harbor act 
not be completed for the $1,000,000 heretofore authorized for 
work, and therefore it does not come within the provisions 
pending bill at all. 

Mr. BERRY. May not that be a work like some of thos 
gentleman has already referred to, where a reduction was 


| when the contracts were let? 


Mr. CANNON. Oh, Mr. Chairman, we do not legislate on 
We must legislate on facts as they appear bef 
If legislation is needed for the Kentucky River, and for thes 


projects, such as for the dams on the Ohio River from N: 


| No. 5, or at Wilmington, that committee of which the gent 
| has the honor of being a member has full jurisdiction und 


rules of the House, and I never knew that committee fail t 


| consideration for any measure it reported here. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the same is true with reference to d 
to 5 on the Ohio River. Under the project legislated abo 
takes over a million of dollars more than is authorized to con 
them. Therefore, there being no law for the appropriation, \ 
not recommend it in this bill. 

I now come to one other item that is upon an exceptional foo! 

That work was au 
I am not here to disc: 
That has been discussed and set fort fully in the 
prints and otherwise. It is not necessary for me, therefo: 
discuss its merits now. We had the engineers of the Depart 
before us, and on full inquiry the information came to our 
mittee that no project had been made of any kind for Yau 
Bay. Pencil has not been put to paper in regard to the w 
We hada further statement that whether the money was a) 
priated or not, not one cent of it would be expended during : 
coming fiscal year. Now, as this bill makes provision for expo 
tures for the coming fiscal year, under that state of facts we did 
So t 


mend $4,000,000 less than would seem to be indicated upon the | 
of the bill for the reasons that I have already stated. 

That, Mr. Chairman, is all I care to say about that matte: 

I would next call the attention of the committee to the 
question of public buildings. The amount carried in the bill is 
over four million of dollars—$4,072,000—for this purpose. It is an 
increase of $1,620,000 for public buildings. If gentlemen will ta! 
the report of the committee accompanying this bill, they will find 
the buildings referred toindetail. For instance, at Newark, N../J., 
we recommend there an appropriation not authorized by law, a 

I wish to call the attention of the committee to the fact. Ther 
$187,000 available to add to the site of the public building at New- 
ark. It is a great city, as gentlemen understand. On the site 
that the Government owns a new public building has been erected, 
and it is inadequate to meet the wants of the Government, and it 
has become absolutely necessary to add to that site and to authwr- 
ize a building on this piece of land to be purchased that can 
used in connection with the present building. It requires, in «- 
dition to the $187,000 now available for that purpose, $66,000. 

We submit the matter to the House. Then there is the court- 
house and custom-house at Omaha, Nebr. The limit of cost there 
was $1,200,000. This breaks the limit by $190,000, under the fo!- 
lowing circumstances and conditions: The Secretary of the Trea: 
ury, as I think without authority of law, concluded to put in a 
granite front, or granite finish on the outside, at a cost of $100,(0)) 
more, and went on and put up the building in that way. Now, 
it can not be finished without the other $100,000; and while we 
could stand and scold and criticise the Secretary of the Treasury 
as I think he ought to be criticised, for proceeding to erect t! 
building in the teeth of the law, sovertinanan in that considera!)!« 
city there isa great building standing unfinished, and can not 
finished until this money has been appropriated for this purpose. 
It seemed to the committee that it was a case that they mig 
safely submit to the House for its consideration and action. 

Then we have legislation on the bill in quite a number o! i 
stances. One is we provide that the Post-Office Department 
this city, on F street, shall be moved into the building, when co 
pleted, knownas the new post-office building, downon the Avenue. 

There is quite enough space there to accommodate the Post- 
Office Department and the Sixth Auditor’s Office. We belie 
that it ought to be so occupied. If it isnotso occupied, this gr 
building, which should accommodate 2,000 clerks, will be occupic:! 
by only 600. 

Then we provide by the appropriation that the Post-Office D 
partment building shall be turned over to the Interior Depart’ 
ment. 

I think I have sufficiently referred to the provisions of the bill. 
No doubt there are various other items to which attention will) 
called as the reading of the bill progresses, but upon which I do 
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not feel justified in taking further time, in justice to my col- 
leagues on the committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the atten- 
tion of the committee for a brief time. I am not at all surprised 


at the aggregate of appropriations carried in this bill. What has 
© aan what I confidently expected would occur, and what I 


stated to the House in the last session would almost inevitably 
result. The amount of appropriations carried in this bill is the 


consequence, first, of the failure, which I may call a willful and | 
premeditated failure, on the part of the majority of the Committee | 


on Appropriations to recommend appropriations for public build- 
ings and also for river and harbor works previously contracted 
for this entire fiscal year. 

The sundry civil appropriation bill for the present year contains 


appropriations for public buildings under contract, and also for old | 


river and harbor contracts, only until the Ist of March, whereas 
a wise policy would have induced the majority of the committee, 
and also the majority of this House, to appropriate a sufficiency 


for such purposes until July 1 next. To-day, therefore, we are 


. . . . . . 7 ' . * 
confronted with appropriations for sixteen months instead of for | this or subsequent appropriations unless the next Congress shall 
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twelve months for the construction of public buildings and for | 


meeting river and harbor contracts authorized by previous Con- 
gresses. ; 4 se 
Secondly, because it carries appropriations for the — of 


the officials of the Federal courts for twelve months instead of for | 
Heretofore appropriations for the payment of mar- | 


six months. 
shals, clerks, commissioners, and United States attorneys have 
only been made for six months, but in consequence of the passage 
of the act at the last session of the present Congress paying sala- 
ries to these officials, instead of fees, the Committee on Appropri- 
ations-have recommended an appropriation for the entire year, 
instead of for six months as heretofore. 


Third, because Congress, in spite of the objections and veto of | 


the President, at its first session passed the river and harbor bill 
which has necessitated appropriations in this bill amounting to 
the sum of $15,131,996.91, besides a further sqpengeeetien of 
$1,150,000 which will appear in the general deficiency bill. 

These are the reasons, and the only reasons, why this bill is so 
much larger than the one of the first session. Every item in this 
bill may be subjected to the closest criticism, and I feel quite sure 
that it will be found that, with the exception of the appropria- 


tions to carry out the new river and harbor contracts, such items | 


are entirely defensible. 

Mr. LOUD. Are not theriver and harbor items defensible, from 
the gentleman’s point of view? 

Mr. SAYERS. Some of them are and some of them not. 

Mr. LOUD. It depends on where they are located, does it? 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. 
mind of the gentleman who is always suspicious of everybody 
except himself. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, I am suspicious of myself oftener than of any- 
one else. 

Mr. SAYERS. But, Mr. Chairman, Iam not prepared to say 
and will not say that an objection to any particular item in the 
river and harbor bill arises because of its locality. 

Mr. LOUD. It is enormous in amount, is it not? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think so, unquestionably. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the gentleman if he thinks it 
is possible to keep the river and harbor bill down, in view of the 
policy that we are following? 

Mr. SAYERS. That depends pretty much, I think, upon the 
organization of the River and Harbor Committee. If members 
are appointed on that committee who would rather not a 
ate than appropriate, | think the chances are that the bill would 
be reduce. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the gentleman another ques- 
tion. Does not the gentleman think it would be a good thing, 
in view of the condition which now confronts this country, and in 


view of the enormous pension roll which we must bear for some | 
years, that this Government should stop for four or six years | 


appropriating any money for river and harbor purposes, from an 
economic point of view? 

Mr. SAYERS. I could not say so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will ask the gentleman if it is possible 
to stop with the continuing-contract system? 

Mr. LOUD. To stop new river and harbor bills. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask, in connection with the question 
of my friend, would it not be a good thing for us to starve, because 
we can get along cheaper in that way than we can in any other? 

_Mr. SAYERS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to have my 
time occupied with such questions as are pending between the 
gentlemen. 

Mr. LOUD. We may have to starve. We can not help that. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would say, Mr. Chairman, that the river and 
harbor bill of the last session, a part of which we are now forced to 
eat for, carried specific appropriations of $12,659,550, an 


te appropriation estimated to be about $3,000,000, and! propriationsin 1897 with those made in 187. 


| 





That suggestion comes from the | 


j 
| 





| 
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authorized contracts to the extent of $59,616,404.91. Every gen- 
tleman who voted for that river and harbor bill, whether Demo- 
crat or Republican, is to the extent of his vote responsible for the 
present size of the sundry civil appropriation bill, and to that 
extent for the character of the appropriations which we are called 
upon to make. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, inall probability the appropriations by this 
Congress will reach the unprecedented sum of $1,045,000,000, appro- 
priations larger than have ever been made by any Congress for the 
past twenty-five years. Gentlemen on the other side say 

Mr. COX. Than any Congress. . 

Mr. SAYERS. During the war larger appropriations were of 
course made. Gentlemen on the other side of the House are ex- 
ceedingly fond of twitting the minority and the present Adminis- 
tration with the fact that they have not provided the Governinent 
with a sufficient revenue to properly administer the public affairs 
of the country. Let me admonish gentlemen on the opposite side 
of the House—our Republican friends—that it is not within their 
power to enact a law imposing duties upon imports that will meet 


reverse the present policy and adopt the old Democratic method 
of an economical expenditure of the public money. I do not 
believe that the majority will do this, because it is as natural for 
our Republican friends to lavishly and extravagantly expend the 
people's money as it is for the sparks to fly upward. Heavy tax- 
ation and extravagant expenditure is the policy which has always 
characterized them when in power. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 
if it will not interrupt him too much. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Werenot your Congress and your Presi 
when you had the administration in both Houses, as extrav: 
as the Republican party had been before that time? 

Mr. SAYERS. Notatall. We appropriated fully $36,000,000 
less in the last Congress than was done in the Fifty-first or will 
be done in this Congress. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But it had to be made up in deficiency bills 
afterwards. 

Mr. SAYERS. No; no more than usual. The proper deficien- 
cies still to be provided for at this session will be fully as large as 
the deficiencies of the lastsession. The general deficiency bill may 
not show that to be the fact, but if you will take the deficiencies 
which have been put upon the fortifications bill and do not appear 
as deficiencies, and which appear in the sundry civil bill, you will 
find they will reach fully as much as the general deficiency bill 


dent, 
want 


| which was passed at the first session of this Congress. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask my friend another question, and 
that is, if there was not a large majority of the Democratic party 
in this House that voted for the river and harbor bill of the extrav- 
agance of which the gentleman complains? 

Mr. SAYERS. That may beso. I have said that every mem- 
ber who voted, whether he be Democrat or Republican, for the 
river and harbor bill of the last session is responsible to that extent 
for the appropriations for river and harbor purposes in the pend- 
ing bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
Republican party? 

Mr. SAYERS. I willanswer. Mr. Chairman, the Republican 
party have control of the House. The Republican party control 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, the Republican party con- 
trol the organization of this House, and if the policy adopted by 
the late Speaker, Mr. Crisp, had been adopted, and as I urged at 
the commencement of this Congress that it should be adopted— 
that no contract should be made—this Congress would have ad- 
journed with the knowledge that it had appropriated $40,000,000 
less than the preceding Congress, and the next Congress would be 
able to continue the work of reduction and could reduce the appro- 
priations still lower, and the expenditures of the Government by 
and under a Republican Administration would be lessened to a 
normal amount. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 


Then why make your complaint against the 


Allow me another question—— 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 


If the gentleman will permit me. 

Mr. SAYERS. My friend is fond of asking questions. He will 
be allowed time to make his speech. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If my friend would ask more questions of 


people who know, possibly he would know more than he does. 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not be supposed to answer all questions, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Why does not the gentleman point out some 
particular item in the river and harbor bill of which he complains 
that is wrong, and which ought not to be appropriated for? It is 
easy enough to denounce the river and harbor bill in whole; it is 
easy enough to denounce any billin whole. ,. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have not time enough to do so. 

Mr. Chairman, I will now ask the committee to pause for a mo- 
ment and bear with me in a divergence which should interest 
every gentleman upon this floor,and that is to contrast the ap- 
I draw this contrast 
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not for party purposes, but in order to show to the House and to 
the country the great advance which the Congress of the United 
States. whether Democrats or Republicans have been in control, 
has been making in the matter of appropriations. 

In 1887, when the Hon. Samuel J. Randall was the leader of the 
House in the matter of appropriations, the Agricultural bill only 
carried $654,715. At the last session—and I do not charge that 
there are any items in that bill that were improper—the Agri- 
cultural bill amounted alone to $3,255,532, showing an increase in 
the annual appropriation for one branch of the public service in 
ten years of $2,600,817. Is the Agricultural Department to-day 
in its operations more beneficial to the people than it was ten 
years ago? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If the gentleman will allow me, I 
will call his attention to the fact that at the time he refers to, 
1887, there was no Agricultural Department. It was a mere 
bureau, and the Bureau of Animal Industry now does more work 
than the entire Agricultural Bureau did ten years ago. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ladmit the gentleman’s statement to be true. 

Mr. RAY. I would ask the gentleman from Texas whether it 
is true that all the matters appropriated for in the Agricultural 
appropriation bill making this increase were new items? 

Mr.SAYERS. Notatall. I did not sayso. Iexpressly stated 
that this was not intended to be a comparison for political pur- 
poses, but that I would give these figures for the purpose only 
that the House and the country might see the difference between 
the amounts carried by the present appropriation bills and those 
of ten years ago. I do not contend that the Agricultural appro- 
priation bill of the last session contained improper items. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Why criticise it, then? 

Mr.SAYERS. LIamonly comparing the bills of the two periods. 

Mr. RAY. Let me ask the gentleman whether it is not true 
that a great many matters appropriated for in the Agricultural 
appropriation bill of last year were appropriated for in 1887 in 
other bills? 

Mr.SAYERS. I think not. 
New York that the increase of expenditures to which lam calling 
attention has been authorized by both Democratic and Repub- 
lican Congresses, and one party is just as responsible as the other 
for this general increase. It has resulted from the enlargement 
of the sphere of the operations of the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman said that for the fiscal year 1887 
the Agricultural appropriation bill contained the amount which he 
mentioned; but if the gentleman will pardon the suggestion, I 
think that bill was not then under the charge of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, Mr. Randall, That was the first year after 
the appropriation bill for the Department of Agriculture was taken 
away from the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; that is correct. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
pass to the Army bill, the only one of the general appropriation 
bills that has been reduced. The Army bill for the present fiscal 
year carries $474,654.48 less than did the Army bill of 1887. 

Comparing the diplomatic and consular bill of 1887 with that of 
1897, we find an increase in the latter bill of $278,493.76. 

The District of Columbia bill for the years named shows an 
increase of $2,179,268.49; and the Indian appropriation bill an in- 
crease of $1,844,233.95. 

The legislative, executive, and judicial bill of 1897 is larger by 
$864,978.34 than that of 1887. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is the gentleman giving any details? 

Mr. SAYERS. No details. 

Mr. BINGHAM. He is not giving any reasons for these in- 
creases? 

Mr. SAYERS. None. The Military Academy bill of 1897 shows 
an increase of $151,720.61 over that of 1887, and the naval biil an 
increase of $14,072,753.75. The pension bill of 1897 is greater by 
$59,253,380 than that of 1887, and the Post-Office bill also shows 
an excess of $38,205,700.97 for 1897. The river and harbor bill of 
1897 is increased over that of 1887 by $1,185,650, with contracts 
authorized to the amount of $59,616,404.91 in addition. 

The sundry civil bill of 1897 shows an increase over that of 1887 
of $10,434,399.61. There was no fortification bill for 1887. That 
for 1897 carried $7,377,888 and authorized contracts for several 
millions more. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit the question to this committee: 
Has there been such a growth of population, such an earnest de- 
mand upon the part of the country, and such a necessity as to 
justify this vast increase of regular annual appropriations during 
the ten years between 1887 and 1897? I will append to my remarks 
a tabular statement, which gentlemen may examine at their 
leisure. 

Mr. COOPER of. Wisconsin. I understood the gentleman to 
say that the contracts authorized by the last river and harbor act 
aggregate over $75,000,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. No. I will restate the exact figures—$59,616,- 
404.91. 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I occupied? 


I would say to the gentleman from | 
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The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Smita of Illinois). The gentleman | 


occupied twenty-five minutes, ; 
Mr. SAYERS. I have to yield time to other gentlemen, «5 | 
will conclude: but before doing so, Mr. Chairman, I will cal} 1 


members of the House, without regard to party, to consider 
this vast and rapid increase in the annual appropriations mad 
Congress. 

Rich in resources as is our country, and industrious as is 
people, this great burden of expense for the support of the F. 
Government is too onerous to bear; and if to it we add our § 
county, and municipal expenditures, it will surely be found 
the cost of public administration in the United States is ; 
greater than that of any other civilized country. Some da 
people will awaken to a sense of these vast expenditures sup 
by an excessive taxation, and will demand a reformation, \ 
will be as sudden as it will be great. The items in the bil] 
consideration, with the exception of those pertaining to the rivers 
and harbors, about which I am not so well advised and of \ 
I am not now prepared to speak, can be defended and justifi: 

For the items appropriating for rivers and harbors the Co: 
tee on Appropriations are not responsible. They have not ha 
time to examine each project appropriated for; nor was it | 
duty to doso. They found these works provided for by ex 
law; and under the rules of the House and following the » 
heretofore pursued, they called before them an engineer of tho 
Army and interrogated him as to each item, and then allowed, in 
accordance with existing law, every dollar of appropriation that 
he thought could be profitably expended during the coming fisc] 
year. With the policy of the projects they had nothing to do, 
This Congress, at its first session, determined their propriety. 

If this billis to be censured because of its size—if gentlemen are 
to criticise it and vote against it because of the vast sum of money 
which it appropriates—let them turn to the record of the last ses- 
sion and scan the names of those who voted for and against the 
river and harbor bill on its passage through the House, as well as 
the names of those who voted for and against it when the Presi- 
dential veto was being considered, and upon those voting in the 
affirmative let the responsibility rest for $15,131,996.91 which 
appears in this bill,and the further sum of $1,150,000 which will 
appear in the general deficiency bill for such purposes. 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman allow mea question right there? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. I understood the gentleman to say a moment avo 
that this bill could be defended upon the ground of the necessity 
for all these appropriations. 

Mr. SAYERS. I meant as to those which I have examined, 
leaving out the river and harbor items, about which I am not pre- 
pared to advise the committee. 

Mr. RAY. But, aside from those items, the gentleman thinks 
the appropriations are all right—are demanded by necessity? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly I think so—unquestionably. And as 
to the river and harbor items, permit me to say to the gentleman 
they may be right or they may not be. The committee had no 
discretion in the premises. They did not go into any inquiry as 
to the policy of these projects: they took the law as enacted at the 
last session of this Congress, and called before them the Chief of 
Engineers, and upon his advice they recommended the amounts 
which he said would be necessary to carry on the projects during 
the next fiscal year. 


— 
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First session First session | 





















; Forty-ninth Fifty-fourth ee 
Bill. Congress, | Congress, Increase. | Decrease. 
1887. 1897. 
| 
Agricultural ....ccc.<sess= $654,715.00 $3, 255, 532. 00) $2, 600, 817.00) ee 
RGB «aa ncengvttescnsdanl Gey TE SEA Bil csickinececaxe- | $474,654.48 
Diplomaticand consular.| 1,364,065.00, 1,642,558.76) — 278,493. 76) - -- ; 
District of Columbia. --.- 3, 721, 050.99; 5, 900,319.48) 2,179, 268.49) ...... 
Fortifications <...<<cccccolocsccs .-ce-s--) - 0,000,008. ON 7,000, 008.00)........ 
DN: inceaninwainien amchcaliril | §, 546,262.84; 7,300,496.79| 1,844,233. 95)........-- 
Legislative, etc ......-..- | 20, 654, 346.37) 21,519, 324.7 | 864,978. 34)... 
Military Academy. ...... 297, 805. 00) 449, 525. 61 I EE 
Navy ....--.-----2-222.222| 16,489,907.20) 30,562) 660. 95) 3 758. 751 _.........--- 
Pension ..................| 82,075, 200. 00,141, 328, 580.00) 59, . 
Post- Office ...............| 54,365, 868.25) 92, 571, 564.22) 38, 206, 700. 97) .......-.- 
River and harbor--......-. | 14, 473,900. 00 *15, 659,550.00) 1, 185, 650. 00 ° 
Sundry GVil .... ccccodesce 22, 662,310.58) 33,096, 710.19) 10, 434, 309.61). .......----- 
Deficiencies .............. 7, 866, 719.62 15, S41, 911.07) ELE ccncecee 
I ee 253, 925, 213.06 390, 375,024. 61|.....--.-..---|---.-- 
Miscellaneous.... ....-...- 9, 989, 410. 19 4, 9, 573, 400 
Total regular an- 
nual appropria- 
tions woe enna -- fold, O14, G18. 251900, 791, O84. 57). .......22220-]----e- : 
Permanent annuals-.--..- 128, 416, 358. 74119, 054, 160.00) ......--..-.-- | 4,362, 198.74 
Grand total ........ 387, 330, 971. 99.518, 845, 194. 57 145, 924, 475. 93) 14, 410, 253. | 
14, 410, 253. 35 
OCR ON bs ccteR ics ic kisi dctticteincat diets 131, 514, 22.58 


*This sum includes an indefinite appropriation for the purchase o. the 
property of the Monongahela Navigation Company, estimated at $3,000,000. 
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Missouri [Mr. DocKERY]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I am obliged to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Sayers], but I do not think I shall require all 
the time he has so kindly yielded. 

The sundry civil bill carries $50,664,743.92, of which the sum of 
$18,615,996.91 consists of appropriations made in pursuance of con- 
tracts authorized by the river and harbor bill for 1896 and prior 
vears. This bill is $17,568,033.73 in excess of the amount appro- 
priated for the current fiscal year for the sundry civil expenses of 
the Government. 

It appears, therefore, that of the amount carried by the bill 
more than one-third is to meet the obligations of river and harbor 
contracts. I think, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that if opportunity | 
offers I shall move to amend the title of the bill so that it shall 
read: ‘A bill making appropriation for sundry civil and river and 
harbor expenses for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898.” [Laugh- 
ter.] I think the title should be accurate, not misleading. 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman permit me—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. ILhope the gentleman will allow me to discuss 
somewhat the merits of this question before interrupting me with | 
queries. Later on I will yield to my friend. 

Mr. Chairman, this very large appropriation, in connection with 
others made at this session, comes at a time when the revenues for 
the current fiscal year are already inadequate by $47,604,313.97 to 
meet current expenses. Indeed, sir, the revenues during the last 


Mr. Chairman, I yield forty minutes to the gentleman from | 


three years and eight months have fallen behind current expenses | 


to the amount of $185,416,043.43, while the business interests of the | 
country are stagnant from ocean to ocean. 
RIVER AND HARBOR CONTRACTS. 

I desire now to refer very briefly to the river and harbor con- 
tracts carried in the pending measure. J] am constrained to do so 
because when the river and harbor bill was under consideration 
at the first session of this Congress, gentlemen on the floor who 
opposed that measure were allowed but fifty minutes of debate in 
opposition to the bill with no right of amendment at anytime. I | 


ain earnestly in favor of just and reasonable appropriations for | 


the improvement of the great harbors and waterways of the coun- 
try, but I deprecate the waste of public money upon unimportant 
creeks and log-rolling streams. I advocate these improvements 
when they promote public purposes. I oppose them when they 
subserve private interests. 1 find upon examination that the total 
appropriations for rivers and harbors for the various Congresses 
which I shall name have been as follows: 


Amounts appropriated in river and harbor appropriation acts, Porty-eighth to 
Fifty-fourth Congress. ’ 

fate I OI hs nisi Sites on dnc ecitictind eskieinnithntes 
‘orty-ninth Congress, first session -........... 

SS Oe a renee 

o_o Congress, first session -..........-..-------------.----- 
ifty-second Congress, first session 

Fifty-third Congress, first session 

Fifty-fourth Congress, first session 


$13, 949, 200. 00 
14, 473, 900. 00 
23, 307, 616. 90 
25, 136, 295. 00 
21, 154, 218.00 
11, 643, 180. 00 
12, 659, 550. 00 


Total appropriations 121, 413, 959. 90 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, the direct appropriations for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors since the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress amount to $121,413,959.90. In addition to the direct appro- 
priations to which I have adverted, the sundry civil bill has car- 
ried at the second session of these several Congresses amounts nec- 
essary to meet the requirements of river and harbor contracts ag- 
gregating $61,199,061.91. So that if to the direct appropriations 
made since the Forty-eighth Congress, covering a period of four- 
teen years, we add the amounts carried in the sundry civil bill 
during the same period, it is obvious that the total appropriations 
during this period for river and harbor projects alone amount to 
$182,613,021.81. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as very much has been said about the con- 
tract system, and gentlemen have gone so far as to secure favor- 
able recognition of the system in both of the national platforms, I 
may say that theoretically the system is all right, while prac- 
tically it is all wrong. As applied to a given work, it will un- 
doubtedly complete it at a reduced cost as compared with the old 
system. But when you take into consideration the entire scope of 
river and harbor improvements, the contract system enormously 
increases the appropriations and burdens of Government. What- 
ever the demerits of the old system, it at least did business on a 
cash basis. The contract system revives the principles of the old 
discarded “ credit system,” with its consequent increase of Gov- 
ernment obligations to be met at some future time. It mortgages 
the revenues of the future and fosters Treasury deficiencies. It 
tends to encourage extravagance, because, forsooth, the payments 
can be deferred until a more convenient season. It imposes upon 
the people unjust taxes, and is at war with all the cardinal tenets 
of a wise, economical administration. It is wanton, wasteful, 
and profligate in expenditure. The contract system is a constant 
menace to the resources of the Government, and should be aban- 
doned or limited without delay. Let me illustrate its operations 
by a statement from official records. 
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The average appropriation for each one of the six years prior to 
the inauguration of the contract system by the Fifty-first Congress 
was $8,470,119.48. Theaverageappropriations for each of theeight 
years since the contract system was adopted has been $16,474,034.36, 
or about double the liability imposed by the old system. Inother 
words, while the system, as to a given work, has reduced—and 
that is not denied—the cost of the work, taken as an entirety, has 


| more than doubled the appropriations for river and harbor im- 


provements. Let us ascertain just how the system operates; and 
in so doing I do not desire tomake an examination from the stand- 
point of mere partisanship. I recognize the fact that a very large 
number of the Representatives on this side of the Chamber gave 
But I mugt also 
recognize, as did the gentleman from Texas | Mr. Savers}, who 
preceded me, the further fact that these appropriations have a}- 
ways been largely increased when the Republican party controlled 
the House. 

The Fifty-first Congress, which originated the contract system, 
authorized $13,282,979 of contracts, a modest sum in comparison 
to the authorization of the last session. The Fifty-second Con- 
gress authorized other contracts amounting to $31,760,521. Note 
the increase! We come now to the Fifty-third Congress, which 
was Democratic in both branches, this body being presided over 
by that accomplished legislator from Georgia, the late Speaker 


Crisp. In that Congress not a single new contract was author- 
ized. The leadership of that Congress did not content itself with 


paring down appropriations; it did not inaugurate a checseparing 
policy, but under the safe guidance of the distinguished Speaker 
{Mr. Crisp] and the gentleman from Texas, Governor SAYERs, 
wise laws were enacted and objectionable legislation was not pre- 
sented to the House for consideration. So much, then, Mr. 
Chairman, in honor of the Fifty-third Congress, which, as I have 
said, was Democratic in both branches. At that time the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors was presided over, if I am not mis- 


| taken, by the able gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CaTcHinGs}. 


That committee did not then recommend an extension of the con- 
tract system. It seems that a different policy is advocated now. 

We now come to the first session of the present Congress. The 
contracts authorized then aggregated $59,616,404.91 and the di- 
rect appropriations were $12,659,550, exclusive of $3,000,000 of 
indefinite appropriations estimated for the Monongahela River; 
that is to say, the total appropriations and authorized contracts 
for river and harbor projects reached the stupendous aggregate 
of $75,275,954.91. This is not all, Mr. Chairman. At the very 
time this enormous liability was incurred there were existing con- 
tract liabilities, together with an unexpended balance in the 
Treasury appropriated under contracts theretofore authorized, of 
$16,207,708.16. So that when the bill of last year became a law 
notwithstanding the veto of the President the river and harbor 
liabilities stood upon the books of the Treasury at $91,483,663.07, 

I will now cal] attention to another fact 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman from Mis- 
souri yield for a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr.COUPER of Wisconsin. Does not the gentleman from Mis- 
souri think, in order to be perfectly fair and to convey a correct 
impression to the House and to the country, that he ought to 
state that the maximum amount possible to be expended under 
the limitations of the last river and harbor act, if every con- 
tract or project therein authorized had been entered upon—that 
the maximum to be annually expended would not exceed $16,000,- 
000 of contracts? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman has anticipated the order of 
my argument. I will demonstrate further on that the state- 
ment of the gentleman is absolutely inaccurate. 

Mr. Chairman, the President of the United States in a ringing 
veto message disapproved the last river and harbor bill. I differ 
with him upon the money question, but I stand here to-day, as I 
would have stood then but for the ‘‘ gag rule” adopted by the 
House, to say that upon the question of the expenditure of public 
money President Cleveland is in accord with Jackson and other 
Democratic statesmen who have filled the great office of President 
of the United States. 

In vetoing that measure he said: 





Of the remainder, nearly $20,000,000 will fall due during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1898, and amounts somewhat less in the years immediately 
succeeding. 

The River and Harbor Committee, in replying to that statement 
of the message, used this language: 

This isalso an error, for the reason that if all the contracts authorized by 
this bill are promptly entered into by the Secretary of War for the full 
amounts estimated for the completion of each by the Chief of Engineers the 
maximum amount that can be expended under the limitations of this bill in 
any one fiscal year is $16,612,873.91. 

That statement of the committee, Mr. Chairman, is doubtless 
the one upon which the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. Coorgr] 
has just rested his interrogatory. Now, let me say in reply to 
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that declaration that this bill carries $15,131,996.91 of appropria- 
tions under contracts authorized by the bill vetoed by President 
Cleveland, and, if all the amounts estimated by the War Depart- 
ment had been allowe d, it would have carried $19,129,053.16, thus 
fully vindicating the statement of the President. Let me give 
the items not carried in the bill or reduced below the estimates. 
The origins : estimate for Newtown Creek, New York, is reduced 

7,000. The Delaware Bay estimate is reduced by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations $714,332. The appropriation for Wilming- 
ton, Del., of $205,846 is omitted. Ido not know the special facts 
relating to this item, but we are told by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations that some of these amounts are omitted 
because the Committee on Rivers and Harbors in determining 
the limit of cost fixed an inadequate amount, and in the opinion 
of the War Department contracts could not be made in these 
cases; and so these amounts do not appear in the bill. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
he says is true, the ¢ 
fault, but that the increase of probable cost of these works to which 
he alludes is the result of estimates which have come in since 
that time? In other words, does he not know that the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors provided in good faith for the expenditure 
of every dollar which was, as they supposed, necessary to com- 
plete these works according to the estimates of the engineers which 
were before us? 

Mr. DOCKERY. 


statement. 


eee 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. These estimates have come in since that 
time. 
Mr. DOCKERY. My friend and I agree that revised estimates 


have made an increased limit of cost necessary; but I am now vin- 
dicating the statement of the President and also the sixty-one Rep- 
resentatives who sought to debate and amend the river and harbor 
bill when it was before the House at the last session. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. May Lask my friend another question? 
Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I willask him if he was cognizant of the 


fact that these increased estimates would come in at the time he 
made the objection and sought to debate this question, when the 
President's veto came up? In other words, did he know then that 
these works were to cost more than we supposed they would cost 
when we reported the river and harbor appropriation bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why, certainly not. The truth is, I know 
very little about river and harbor improvements. That commit- 
tee is, so far as 1 am concerned, a ‘‘close corporation.” All the 
information in my possession was given by the Chief of Engineers. 
Now, then, let me proceed, because we agree that subsequent es- 
timates have made it necessary to increase the limit of cost in 
certain cases. 





Mr. CATCHINGS. The only reason why 
Mr. DOCKERY. I agree with the gentleman, and I do not 


want my time taken. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
tleman further. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The estimate for Duluth, Minn., is decreased 
$270,138.25, and for Oakland, Cal., ($400,000) omitted. The oot 
dence River improve ment is reduced from $400,000 to $125,000, 
reduction of $275,000; the estimate of $400,000 for the “sm 
a nt of the Kentuc ky River is omitted for the reasons just stated 

by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BERRY]; dams Nos. 2 and 
5, on the Ohio River, are also without recognition, their estimated 
cost being $400,000; the Chicago River improvement is reduced 
$287,000, and the Illinois and Mississippi Canal is brought below 
the estimate in the sum of $427,740, while the estimate of $400,000 
for Yaquina Bay, Oregon, is entirely omitted. So that these 
several estimates which have been reduced or omitted, amounting 
to $3,997 ,066.25, would have brought the total authorized contracts 
to $19,129,053.16, or nearly $20,000,000, as stated by the President. 

Mr. Chairman, why has the estimate for Yaquina Bay, Oregon, 
$400,000, been omitted? Has there been a failure of consideration? 
I call the attention of the House to this project because in the able 
report of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, reviewing the 
veto message of the President, that committee says, referring to a 
former river and harbor bill: 


Very good. I will not interrupt the gen- 
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| that— 


Does not my friend know that, while what | 
‘ommittee on Rivers and Harbors was not at | 


My friend and I do not disagree as to that | 





| the other projects I herewith submit, all of which are condem 
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should not furnish an excuse for omitting the $400,000 necessary for 
the improvement. I agree with General Casey in his denuiei.. 
tion of this appropriation, and if I had time would read what | 
says. There is but little commerce thereand it is declining, », 
withstanding the appropriations heretofore made. The passen 
list is also decreasing, but the appropriation, it seems, goes on wi 
ever-increasing volume despite decreasing commerce. 

Mr. Chairman, the committee, in defending the bill agains: 
criticisms of the Executiveat the last session, not only resented 
charge of extravagance, but also insisted (to quote their langu 





Notwithstanding all that has been said against the bill, your com: 
make bold to assert that if it should become a law it would yield m« 
stantial benefit to the farmers, the producers, the consumers, the mer 
and the business communities of this country, and contribute largely t 
eral prosperity. 

I desire to ask in this connection what substantial benefit is ; 
sible to be derived by the farmers, producers, consumers, } 
chants, and business communities of this country by the ex) 
ture of the amount appropriated for Yaquina Bay, Oregon, 


S fea 5 


by the Chief of Engineers as unworthy of improvement o1 
other respects not desirable objects of expenditure, as follow 
UNWORTHY ITEMS. 
Great Salt Pond 
Cape Vincent Harbor 
Yaquina Bay 
Rancocas River, Lumberton branch 
DEE cic un ccininen deuth an idenrednabendndad daa babsaiythadce 
Yellowstone River 
IIE TION da in'Secin dnaw wwcinds sdtecbioltieniainaeadaudinidne 
Yamhill River! 
Puget Sound and tributary waters? 
Cooper Creek, repairing i cciince catiolictinaiestenseccbtedebe ean 
Delaware River, repairing dikes * 
Goodyear, Outer Brunswick Bar‘ 
Rock Hall Inner Harbor 
Wolf Lake, Indiana 
Ul pe i id al a ice tatiana diel snet tina leat Giada x 
Lemon Creek 


ms) 


RN chase cinta inci cal ti a i alta alii shin! By WOO, OOO 
1 Locks and dams. 


2 Some of them reported not worthy, but others desirable. 
* Personal. 


* Excess to be paid Goodyear over what Captain Carter says he can do it 


It may be well also for the advocates of this unprecedented 
river and harbor bill, which has been condemned with almost 
entire unanimity by the press of the country, to explain to the 
House how the producing and consuming classes are to be be: 

fited by the appropriation for the improvement of Cape Char! 
Harbor, which belongs to the heirs of the late William L. *c 
and the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. It might also be w 
for the committee or some other champion of this bill to cite + 
taxpayers to the constitutional authority for the appropriation 
public money forthe improvement of this private harbor. It may 
be also considered advisable by inquiring taxpayers to raise | 

question as to the propriety of a ages for projects which 
have never been approved by the War Department. It is trne 


i 


tt 
| 


| that some of the items named in the schedule which I now present 
| have been recommended by local officers; but this list, involving 


$10,696,096 of expenditures, has never received the sanction of the 
War Department. It may be that some or most of them are 
worthy of public consideration, but it seems that wise administra- 
tion would require the committee to take the opinion of the War 
Department, charged with the expenditure of the money, before 
recommending appropriations. 


NOT RECOMMENDED. 
The list submitted by the Chief of Engineers is as follows: 


Rockland Harbor, Maine 
Portland Harbor, Maine 


New Bedford Harbor, Massachusetts... .............-..-.....--... 
Block Island Harbor, Rhode Island...........................-.-... », OU 
oye port Her wet, COmmeetnees.. ........ 2... .scce -cosscccesteccuseve oe, UMM 
Cos Cob Harbor and Miamus River, Connecticut...... ............ 8, ON 
Newtown Creek, New York 302, 000) 
CE Rt I BN i dao in atdnanscenthbiinniedinanteenuade e 
I Ae RIT A tins ertenaeei nase CANE aeRO e Ete (0, JOU) 


Wilmington Harbor and Christiana River, Delaware £25, S46 
Baltimore Harbor, Maryland -- 


ae ee it oe 40) UF 
Savannah Harbor, Georgia............--.--.----- om eccccseee 1, 005, 000 
That bill was referred by President Harrison to Gen. Thomas L. Casey, | Brunswick Harbor, Georgia .................-..-.--.-----.+----+---- 15,000 
then Chief of Engineers—who was noted for his rugged honesty, his great | Ashtabula Harbor, Ohio....................----.-. ---0---------- eee 50, OOO 
executive capacity, and his superb mastery of all matters coming under his | Cleveland Harbor, Obio............................-..-...---------- 860, 000 
supervision—for his opinion as to the merits of the several projects therein IES TO SII erie nck orcies ccmnvdioguessenineswnaneses soewce 30), G00 
contained. Conneaut Harbor, Ohio... ....... 222-222-202. eee cceenneecnces-coeeee on 
7 concur in the tribute paid by the gentleman from Mississippi eee ee nes. hha nae nee Oana ane tne ron 20), 00 
(Mr. Carcuines] to that splendid public officer who recently | South Milwaukee Harbor, Wisconsin 2222722. 5, 000 
passed away. And yet that official who had such “‘ superb mas- | Grays Harbor and Bar, Oregon.........-...-----.--------------++s- B, 080, 
tery” of public affairs reported that Yaquina Bay, Oregon, was Sasanoa River, Maine“... --.--. ee re ee TF O00 
unworthy of further improvement by the General Government. | paweatuck River, Rhode Island..........................s.s.. see 15, 000 
But somehow, Mr. Chairman, $1,025,000 found its way into the | Providence River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island --.... ---- 25,000 
last bill for its improvement. If the appropriation was made for | | Manokin River, 3 tm wanna nen enene nae enenenaneeecen enna saweeee FOOD 
a public purpose, I insist that the vicissitudes of political fortune, | Wandua Creek, Virginia. 222222 3; 000 
which have left some of our distinguished colleagues at home, | Manatec River, Florida ........-.-.---.--.---------- eibhtiensag om 4, 000 








1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





St. Johns River, Florida--.-......... cece cccnns cewees co ceees cocces cece $200, 000 
Bayou Courtableau, Louisiana...................-..-.-----.------.- 2, 500 
eS ee 37,500 
Menominee River, Michigan ---......-......-....--.--- a 15,000 
6 CIENTS WF MINOUIEEE occ ccceccen ese concen cocece seccksecee 5,000 
Cin NE Os BIN no nicece ceccescewecs scccccecesoces cocceesece 50, OOO 
Chicago River, Illinois. ............---.-.----- EE LIL AIOE 700, 000 
Ec rnnsincncas ecuskeiseses enacsn acasen 100, 000 | 
 Snoart iver inte Gigs en tyne ih eisai 15, 000 


Sacramento and Feather rivers, California -........ 


250), 000 


Lakes Union and Washington, Washington -.-............ ; aad 150, 000 
Indian River, Negro Cut, Florida. ....--............ acca 7,500 
Brunswick Outer Bar (Goodyear) (first $30,000 not included)..... 215, 000 
ll ai tlinss Anndneacnsnd qann sodden aeense coon one 10, 000 
EE EEE eee 50), O00 
i eanrinkried cctuwsconaeseesesnchneseanchaceesacseeses 5, 000 
Santa Monies and San Pedro work .....................-..........- (2) 2, 900, 000 
po Es ee 15, 000 
pe ES aaa ae 75, 000 
Missouri River (special localities) .......... ...................-.... 310, 000 
Presque Isle (Lake Superior) ---.-.......... iisdiaddenbe ania Ajeeiandgianbciien, ele 20, 000 

I le rimmicb neenied 10, 696, 006 


But, Mr. Chairman, I musthurry ou. The Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, resenting the charge of extravagance, cited the fact 
that the river and harbor bills have carried an average per annum 
of $16,700,000 in recent years, and then asserted that ** this would 
involve an expenditure during each of the next six years,” and 
this is one of the years referred to, ‘‘ of $13,100,000 as against 
$16,700,000 during each of the past six years;” and yet the com- 
mittee finds itself confronted with the fact that this bill abso- 
lately carries $18,615,996.91 without counting the works that have 
been omitted or reduced in amount. It is apparent that the com- 
mittee are wholly mistaken in this estimate, because we actually 
appropriate more than eighteen millions instead of the $13,100,000 
they estimate. There are other equally glaring mistakes which 
will be apparent later on. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want toask when this continuous-contract 
system will have a proper check placed upon its wanton assaults 
upon Uncle Sam’s money box? Firstit asked for $13,282,979, then 
for $31,760,521; again it demanded $59,616,404.91; and members 
of the committee stated on this floor at the last session that its 
exactions should be $100,000,000. I do not know whether any 
check is to be put upon these unbridled and headlong assaults 
upon the Treasury. I hardly anticipate a just and proper meas- 
ure for the improvements of rivers and harbors in the coming 
Congress. The present committee seems to be enthusiastically 
committed to largeand increasing appropriations. So much, Mr. 
Chairman, for the items relating to internalimprovements. I pass 
now to a comparative review of appropriations, beginning with 
the Forty-third Congress. 

COMPARISON OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

The Forty-third Congress appropriated $653,794, 991.21; the Forty- 
fourth Congress appropriated $595,597 832.28; the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress appropriated $704,527,405.98; the Forty-sixth Congress 
appropriated $727,537 ,684.22; the Forty-seventh Congress appropri- 
ated $777 435,948.54; the Forty-eighth Congress coneuateel $655, - 
269,402.33; the Forty-ninth Congress appropriated $746,342,495.51; 
the Fiftieth Congress appropriated $817 ,963,859.80; the Fifty-first 
Congress appropriated $1,045,680,109.94; the Fifty-second Con- 
gress appropriated $1,027,104,547.92; and the Fifty-third Congress 
ee $989, 239,205.69. 

_ Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to state again that the Fifty-third 
Congress was Democratic in both Houses, and, under the leader- 
ship of the late Speaker, Mr. Crisp, and of the gentleman from 
Texas, Governor Sa YERS, the appropriations were brought $37 ,865,- 
342.23 below the appropriations of the Fifty-second Congress, and 
$46,440,904.25 under those of the ‘‘ Reed Congress.” The appro- 
priations at the first session of this Congress were $515,845,194.57 
and the contracts authorized $75,816,480.91, making a total of 
$591,661,675.48. The appropriations at this session will not be 
less than $535,000,000. In other words, the appropriations of this 
Congress will reach the mighty aggregate of not less than $1,050,- 
000,000. The Republican party must be held responsible for these 
riotous appropriations; but I acquit the honorable Speaker of this 
House of any share of that responsibility, and I hope that in so 


doing I shall not in any way — his political standing with | 


hisown party. [{Laughter.}] He has maintained a consistent and 
courageous attitude of hostility to those measures which would 
impoverish the Treasury, and has sought to limit public expendi- 
tures to the actual demands of an economical administration. 
The Republican party can not escape the just censure of the people, 
because it controls the organization of the House, but it would 
seem that the Speaker, as a matter of equity, is entitled to exemp- 
tion from any share of the odium. 


COMPARISON OF EXPENDITURES. 


Leaving the domain of appropriations, I come now to deal with 
the expenditures, which after all furnish the best test in respect to 
the Treasury situation. In submitting this statement of the ac- 
tual expenditures of the Government, | exclude only the amounts 
paid upon the principal of the public debt. The exhibit includes 
all other items of Federal expenditures. 








EEE 
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I find that the total expenditures for the fourteen fiscal years 
from 1875 to 1888 was $4,195,920,817.79, while the average expendi- 
ture for each of those years was $299,708,629.89. I further find 
that the total expenditures from 1889 to 1896 were $3,410,809,950. 11, 
the average annual expenditure being $426,351,243.76, an average 
annual increase during the last eight fiscal years over each of the 
fourteen years preceding of $126,642,613.87. 

It is also shown by ofticial reports that the actual increase of 
expenditures during the last eight fiscal years over and above the 
fourteen prior fiscal years was $785,110,867.68. 

Mr. Chairman, I now submit another comparative exhibit, illus- 
trative and instructive. The total expenditures for the fiscal year 
of 1886 were only $293,487 882.30; the total expenditures for the { 
year of 1896 were $443,112,115.58, the increase being $149,624.23 
that is to say, it cost $149,624,233.28 more in actual expenditure 
to conduct the operations of the Government in 1896 than it did in 
LS86, 





iscal 


The items of this increase may be briefly summarized. The 
postal increase of 1896 over that of 1886 is $39,927,925.70. The 
civil and miscellaneous increase is $13,049,304.77. The War De- 
partment increase is $16,506,768.15. Of course, gentlemen: will 
understand that Congress has made no increase in the standing 
Army, although an effort in that direction has been made, but the 
increase in the expenditures of the War Department results from 
putting the river and harbor bill upon a war footing in time of 


peace [laughter] and from the increased expenditures for fortiti- 
cations. The Navy Department expenses have increased $13.239,- 
844.64, and the cost of the Indian service has increased $6,066.370.11, 
For pensions the increase of expenditures is $76,020,136.95, making 
a total increase of expenditures for 1896 over those for 1886 of S164,- 
819,350.32. Deducting from this total the only item of decrease, 
the interest on the public debt of $15,195,117.04, we have the result 
as heretofore stated of $149,624,233.28 increase in the expenditures 
of the Government in a single decade. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us try this question of the ever-increas- 
ing ratio of expenditures by another test. The average expendi- 
ture per capita in 1886 was only $5.11. In 1896 the average was 
$6.21, or exactly $1.10 more for the cost of government for each one 
of our population. There has been no expansion in the volume of 
internal and foreign commerce, in the necessities of government, 
or the growth of our country to justify this startling and a'nor- 
mal increase. 

M'KINLEY BILL INADEQUATE. 

This, then, Mr. Chairman, is the situation: Dwindling revenues, 
enormous and increasing expenditures. It challenges our atten- 
tion not simply from a partisan standpoint, for, although we differ 
upon many questions, upon this issue of public expenditure, a 
matter affecting all the people, we ought to find common ground 


| upon which to meet. 


Mr. Chairman, what is proposed by the legislation pending or 
The Republican party decline to reduce expendi- 
tures, but invoke the aid of a tariff bill in course of preparation 
which seeks to increase the national income so that it will be ade- 
quate to meet the existing and increasing schedule of liabilities 
Upon this issue, gentlemen, we differ. Upon this side of the 
Chamber we would accomplish the result of balancing receipts 
and expenditures by reducing taxation where it can be safely 
done, and also by cutting down Federal expenditures. 

Now, then, if the Dingley tariff bill is to be constructed on the 
theory announced by the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DINGLEY] at the outset of this session—that every item of 
each schedule must illustrate the doctrine of ‘* protection for pro- 
tection’s sake;” that protection must be the chief corner stone of 
the bill—tell me, Mr. Chairman, how the Treasury will secure suffi- 
cient income to meet the actual expenditures of the Government 
during the coming year, amounting, as they will, to $500,000,000? 
The McKinley law dic not provide sufficient revenue. 

The current surplus revenue in the Treasury amounted to 
$85,040,271.97 at the end of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, the 
year immediately preceding the enactment of the McKinley law, 
which went into effect October 6, 1890. Upon examination of the 
official reports at the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, 
that law having been in operation but eight months of the fiscal 
year, it appears that the current surplus had dropped to 
$26,838,541.06. The current surplus for the next fiscal year, ending 
June 30, 1892, was still further reduced to $9,914,453.66, while the 
current surplus at the close of the fiscal year 1893 had dwindled to 
$2,341,674.29. 

Indeed, Mr. Chairman, during the last four months of President 
Harrison’s Administration the revenues under the McKinley law 
were inadequate by $4,094,021.38 to furnish income sufficient to 
meet the ordinary liabilities of the Government, and for the fiscal 
year ending June 50, 1894, the actual deficiency was $69,805, 260.58. 

Secretary Foster, in his testimony before the Ways and Means 
Committee, February 25, 1893, insisted that if he was to have the 
management of the Treasury he would ask an annual increase of 

50,000,000 of revenue. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Right there, when the gentleman speaks of 
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the revenue-producing qualities of the McKinley Act, I desire to 
correct him. 
Mr. DOCKERY. 


aspeech. Ihave but two minutes remaining. 
Mr. HOPKINS. One moment. The gentleman can have more 
time. I want to correct him on the statement he has made. I | 


undertake to say that during the period that the Republican party 
was in power, and while the country supposed that its policy was 
to be the policy of the Government, the revenues every month ex- 
ceeded by millions of dollars the expenditures. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire tosay, Mr. Chairman, that the figures 
I have given as to the current surplus revenues for each one of 
the years immediately succeeding the passage of the McKinley law 
are absolutely correct. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But the revenues never fell 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield; my time is 
so limited. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
corrected. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope this interruption will not come out of 
my time. Mr. Chairman, I have stated the facts correctly; and I 
challenge the gentleman from Illinois or anyone else to disprove 
them by the official statements. 

Mr. Chairman, let me say that the surplus of $2,341,674.29 at 
the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, was apparent 
rather than real, notwithstanding the trust funds belonging to 
the holders of national-bank notes had been covered into the 
Treasury, the disbursing officers’ balances reduced $24,000,000, 
and default made in the payment of bonds maturing September 
1,1891. At that time there were $104,074,092.07 of outstanding 
obligations of the Government unsatisfied. So that the McKin- 
ley law was inadequate to furnish revenue to support and main- 
tain the Government. I do not know whether the Dingley bill 
willsupply amplerevenue ornot. I donot believe, however, thatit 
can do soit framed along the rigid lines of the protective policy. If 
s0 fashioned, it must check importations and thus diminish reve- 
nue. I may say, however, that if any gentleman onthe other side 
can frame a protective bill that will replenish the wasted and 
depleted streams of customs revenue it is the able chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, Governor DINGLEY. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, I may be pardoned for the 
expression of the conviction that pronounced aggressive and con- 
tinuous prosperity will not return to this country and abide with 
our people if the Republican party increases taxation and restricts 
the volume of our circulating medium. The Democratic party 
believes that prosperity will return only upon the terms of an 
ample volume of good, safe, sound money, of gold, silver, and 
paper, with taxation reduced to the lowest point consistent with a 
wise, frugal administrationof the Government. [Loud applause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. CATCHINGS rose. 

Mr. SAYERS. I should be glad to yield tothe gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS], but I believe my time is all appro- 
priated. 

Mr. CANNON. 
some time now? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to occupy three minutes before 
the gentleman from Mississippi proceeds. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; I yield three minutes to my col- 
league [Mr. Hopkins]. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise for the purpose of 
making a set speech either upon the bill now under consideration, 
the proposed tariff bill mentioned by the gentleman from Missouri, 
nor the McKinley bill. My purpose is simply to correct an im- 
pression that the gentleman from Missouri |Mr. DockERy] 
attempted to convey in the misleading figures he has quoted in 
his speech. He undertook to convey to this House the impression 
that the McKinley law failed to raise revenue sufficient to pay the 
expenditures of the Government—that it was a deficiency bill 
rather than a revenue bill. Now, I undertake to say that the 
records of the Treasury Department will show that during nearly 
every month that the Republican party was in power prior to the 
great election which was determined in favor of the Democratic 
party, in 1892, the McKinley law brought in revenue not only suffi- 
cient to pay the monthly expenditures, but to leave a surplus in the 
Treasury. It was only- 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman—- 

Mr. HOPKINS. Waita moment. It was only when the peo- 
ple of the country had decided in favor of the Democratic party, 
with a platform that declared that if that party came into power 
that law should be repealed, that importations ceased, and the 
importers and the manufacturers abroad ceased to bring their 
products here, waiting for the good Democratic days of free trade 
promised by the leaders of that party in their campaign speeches. 





But I want the gentleman’s statement to be 


Does the gentleman from Mississippi desire 





I have not time to yield to the gentleman for | 





| ury, so that the liquidation of the national debt could have 1} 


Then it was, and then only, that the bill was found insufficient 
to produce revenue enough for the needs of the Governme: : 
But the records, Mr. Chairman, of this country will show ¢t).; 
during the period while it was on the statute books, prior to th. 
Presidential election of 1892, it not only paid on an average al] 
the expenses of the Government, but created a surplus in 
aggregate, as I remember, of nearly $29,000,000. 

Every intelligent man in this country, be he Republican or 
Democrat, knows that if the Republican party had been succ: 
ful four years ago that instead of there being a deficit under ti} 
operation of that law, it would have created a surplus in the Tre 


n 
continued under the second Administration of President Harri 
as it was under his first Administration. Under thelaws ena 
and maintained by the Republican party all of the expenditu 
of the Government were paid, and two hundred and tifty-odd 1m; 
lions of dollars were paid also on the national debt during the four 
years of President Harrison’s Administration. That is the record 
of Republicanism when the laws of the country were admi1 
tered by a Republican President. I challenge the gentleman's 
attention to this record and ask him to compare it with the « 
dition of the country under Democratic legislation and Deno- 
cratic administration. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. lLnow yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that the prec- 
edents heretofore established on this floor would be broken, at 
least on this occasion, and that the sundry civil bill would jass 
without evoking the attacks and assaults usually made on all items 
looking to the improvement of our rivers and harbors. But it 
seems that whenever a spirit of economy animates a gentleman 
on this floor, or takes possession in any way of any of our men- 
bers, he turns his attention directly to an attack and a direc 
assault on the appropriations proposed for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors. 

I undertake to say, sir, and I believe that such is their judgment 
and would be their testimony, that no appropriations made by 
Congress are so acceptable and so useful to the people of this coun- 
try as those for the improvement of our rivers and harbors. Woe 
have embarked on quite an extensive system of fortifications, for 
which the expenditures are large. I have nothing to say against 
them. We have embarked upon an expensive system of improy- 
ing our naval establishment. I have nothing whatever to say 
against that. But I dosay, Mr. Chairman, that we had better dis- 
pense with additions to our Navy, we had better let our fortifica- 
tions remain unconstructed, than to diminish in any material way 
the appropriations annually made for these important works of 
internal improvement. 

It has long been a serious question as to how this work shall he 
carried on, and it has been discussed time and again by the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. I have served on 
that committee for twelve years. I know that every committee of 
which I have been a member has been composed of faithful, con- 
scientious, and patriotic men, who had no other purpose in view 
than to suggest those appropriations which in their judgment 
would be most beneficial to the people of this country as a whole. 
But it was a question for many years how to make these appro- 
priations in such form as would yield speedy and substantial 
results to the people and to the Government. Finally, in 18), 
after a conference with the Senate Committee on Commerce. tit 
being the committee of similar jurisdiction in that body to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the House, we concluded 
that we would enter upon the system that is now known as thio 
continuous-contract system—that is to say, we authorized the 
Secretary of War to make contracts for the completion of certain 
important works in advance of the appropriations, to be paid for, 
however, only as appropriations might be made from time to time 
by law. We believed it would result in much economy to the 
people so far as the expenditure of public money was concerne«, 
and that it would also insure a more speedy completion of tho 
works. 

Mr. Chairman, if there is any member of this body who is curi- 
ous to know the result of the operation of that system, he only 
needs to examine the reports of the Engineer Bureau. It has been 
demonstrated, sir, repeatedly, that the direct effect of the embarka- 
tion upon that new system has been to save the Government an 
average of 33 per cent on the estimated cost of the works embraced 
by it if conducted under the old methods. In some instances, 
indeed, the work has been done under that system for less than 
50 per cent of the estimate of the cost under the old methods. 

My friend from Missouri of course has assailed these projects. 
He always assails them. Ido not think that he will serve long 
enough or live long enough ever to become a convert to that sys- 
tem in which I have myself such implicit confidence, and to whose 
results [ confidently ask the attention of all thoughtful men. He 
wanted to know if the time would ever come when we should 
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cease to provide for the execution of these works under the con- 
tinuous-contract system. That contained the imputation that 
they are harmful, that they are obnoxious to the public welfare, 
that they involve a wasteful expenditure of money, and therefore 
that we should abandon them. 

Now, let me read to him what the Secretary of War has said 
upon this subject. I think the Secretary of War, in whose De- 

sartment all this character of public works belongs, is more qual- 

ified to testify upon this subject than my friend from Missouri 
[Mr. DoCKERY ], who is a partisan opponent of river and harbor 
work. In his last report the Secretary of War made this state- 
ment, alluding to the system of continuous-contract work: 

The policy some time ago tented Sy Congress in respect to certain of the 
more important river and harbor improvements, for which fixed projects 
have been es for the completion of the work, results in much economy 
of money, and, what is more important, secures to the country early and 
appreciable benefits from the expenditures. 

Here is a direct, explicit, and plain indorsement of it. 
friend will be surprised when I read what else he says: 

In the main, the objects for which such provision has been made are those 
which so eminently eae the enlargement of our commerce as to com- 
mend themselves to liberal consideration, and the extension of that policy to 
embrace other worthy improvements is earnestly commended. 

Here we have, upon the one hand, the distinguished gentleman 
from Missouri {[Mr. DocKERy] deprecating the extent to which we 
have gone and anxious to know when we are going tc “iscontinue 
the system. On the other hand, we have the Secre’ ary of War, 
who knows exactly what he is talking about—because these works 
are carried on under his Department—testifying not only to the 
efficiency and economy of the system, but expressing the hope 
that the policy will be liberally extended. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my friend allow me just one question? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is my friend prepared to defend upon this floor 
every item of ths river and harbor bill that was authorized by 
that bill to be put under contract? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I do not choose to answer 
that question. 

Mr. SAYERS. All right. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. There are some things that occur in the 
committee room which it is not proper that a member of the com- 
mittee should speak of outside. I do say, though, Mr. Chairman, 
that I gave that bill as it was reported my hearty and cordial sup- 
port, and that whatever objections I may have had to any of those 
projects were far outbalanced by the great good and the great 
benefit which I was satisfied would come to the country from the 
passage of that bill. . 

Mr. SAYERS. If my friend will allow me, he will perceive 
that in the present bill the Committee on Appropriations have felt 
impelled to omit some of these projects. Is the gentleman pre- 

ared to say that it was the duty of the Committee on Appropria- 
ions to provide for them? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I am not complaining of 
anything that the Committee on Appropriations have done. Iam 
here, on the contrary, prepared to state that it is my purpose to 
vote for the passage of this bill, to vote for it exactly as they have 
reported it, because I believe that that committee have discharged 
their duty conscientiously and with that proper regard for the 
public interest which should guide them with the light which 
they had before them. I am not complaining of what the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations have done at all; Iam simply trying, in a 
general way, to dispel the impression which some gentlemen have 
sought tocreate upon this floor, and which some gentlemen always 
seek to create, that river and harbor appropriations are to be spoken 
of with bated breath, and as something which can not stand the test 
of scrutiny and criticism. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend allow me a question? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dock- 
ERY] stated that the expenditures had increased very largely 
since the adoption of the contract system, but he did not state 
how nor why. Now, has the increase in expenditures occurred 
on account of the adoption of that system, or has it occurred on 
account of the more extensive operations? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, undoubtedly there has been 
a considerable increase in expenditures since the adoption of this 
system, because we have authorized the rapid completion of these 
works. Under the old system a river and harbor bill carried ap- 
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propriations for two years and in piecemeal, and the result was | personal inspection of the work. 


that it took ten or fifteen or twenty years to complete a work 
which we now complete in four or five years. But while there 
has been some immediate present increase, growing out of the 


adoption of this system, it has been accompanied by the comple- | 


tion of these works, to the great benefit of the commerce and the 
a of this country. 
tr. WILLIAMS. And also in economy. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Will it cost any more in the end when the 
work is completed? 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. I have already stated—and if the gentle. 
man had done me the honor to listen to my remarks he would 
have heard me say—that it has been demonstrated beyond all 
question that the adoption of the contract system has resulted in 
an average saving of 33} per cent tothe Government. But I quite 
agree with Mr. Secretary Lamont when he says that the chief 
benefit is not so much in the economy, great as that is, as in the 
speedy completion of these works, so that the commerce of the 
country may receive the benefit from them. 

There has not been a river and harbor bill reported since I have 
had the honor of a seat upon this floor which [ have not felt mv- 
self capable as an honest man of advocating and defending, even 
to the smallest detail. Of course there are some things in all bills 
which I have not approved: so there are some things in the sundry 


| civil bill which doubtless my friend from Texas, it he had the sole 
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preparation of it, would not have putin. But life is made un of 
concessions, and when the majority of my committes disagree with 
me, [ accept their judgment as correct and conclusive. 

I do repeat again, that there has not been a bill reported since L 
have been in Congress which I do not believe any member of the 
committee would have had the slightest objection to maintaining 
and supporting as an honest, correct, and useful measure. | get 
a little tired of the perpetual insinuation, if not declaration, that 
thereis something in river and harbor bills which we can not speak 
of in public; that there is something which somebody seeks to 
conceal. Why, Mr. Chairman, how are these bills prepared? We 
have before us the reports of the Chief of Engineers, coming in six 
or seven large volumes. These contain the opinions of the Chief 
of Engineers of the various projects and an elaborate statement of 
the local engineers in charge. They are accompanied by evidence 
showing whether the works are of commercial value. The pro- 
posed works are given in full detail. We read these reports page 
by page and item by item and consider the different projects sub 
mitted to the committee. There is not a committee i» this House 
which puts in more hard, solid, careful, and painstaking work in 
the preparation of its bills than does the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors; and when we bring it out we bring out something with 
which we can stand in the open sunlight of day, and which we are 
not ashamed to advocate and defend. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocK- 
ERY] undertook very unjustifiably—for it had no connection what- 
ever with this bill, because itis nota project contained in it—to cast 
some reflections upon the members of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors who went to New Orleans for the purpose of making an ex- 
amination of a crevasse in Pass a Loutre, one of the mouths of the 
Mississippi River. Isay he went outof the way to do that, because 
no appropriation for that work is called for or recommended in 
this bill. His going out of the way to make this criticism of them 
was a part of his plan to cast suspicion upon the work of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. I did not go on that trip, and 
therefore Iam at liberty to speak frankly, because I have no per- 
sonal interest in hiscriticism at all. Now, there is nothing which 
calls for reflection upon those who did go. 

Mr. Chairman, that was a great work to which the attention of 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors was called. <A great 
crevasse. more than half a mile wide, had occurred in one of the 
passes of the Mississippi. If nothing was done for its repair it 
would possibly result in the destruction of the entire entrance to 
the great harbor of New Orleans. Gentlemen should remember 
that the port of New Orleans is second only in importance to New 
York. Its exports and imports follow close and fast upon the 
heels of those of the city of New York. This Congress can not do 
too much to maintain ingress to and egress from that port. It 
can not do too much, even if $50,000,000 or $100,000,000 were nec- 
essary to protect the entrance to that port. But there are some 
things, Mr. Chairman, which can not be explained satisfactorily 
to the mind by the mere use of words or descriptive language. 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors hesitated as to what their 
duty was. It was first proposed that a subcommittee of two or 
three should go and make an inspection personally. Thereupon 
the people of New Orleans said, ‘*‘ We would be glad to have you 
all come, and come at our expense.” They were satisfied that per- 
sonal examination would remove the hesitation of the committee, 
That wasnotajunketing trip. It wasnotatrip taken for pleasure, 
Those gentlemen went down there, and at atime when the weather 
was intensely cold and bitter, and they did not go as pleasure 
seekers. They went, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of making a 
They did so, making a trip down 
to the Gulf of Mexico ina ship placed at their disposal. They 
took a large mass of testimony regarding the crevasse and the ne- 
cessity for closing it, which will be printed for the examination 
of members of this House. They took the testimony of the Gov- 
ernment engineers, of shipping masters, and others concerned in 
the commercial, mercantile, and navigation interests of that port 
of New Orleans. The committee worked as hard and as assidu- 
ously in making the investigation as though they had been con- 
ducting it in their own committee room. 
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Now, where is the impropriety in that? The actual fact is, Mr. 
Chairman, this Government ought to provide a fund out of which 
the River and Harbor Committee could at least onceeach year draw 
on an amount sufficient to pay the expenses of making a personal 
inspection of our great works of river and harbor improvement. 
The committee would derive great benefit from such an inspec- 
tion, and I have no sort of doubt that the Government would be 
well repaid in the direct personal information as to the character 
and needs of these great works which the members of the com- 
mittee would thereby obtain. I think that my friend from Mis- 
souri might have left unspoken his criticisms in this regard. I 
will add that if my official business had been in such condition as 
to permit it. it would have gratified me very much to have gone 
on that trip, not for purposes of pleasure, but that 1 might see 
the condition of things precipitated upon the people of New Or- 
leans by that great crevasse. 

That crevasse ought to be closed. It ought to be closed, no 
matter how much money may be needed for that purpose. The 
exports and imports of that city are enormous. They amounted 
last year to $115,000,000. Thirty million bushels of grain were 
brought down from the Western States and exported from New 
Orleans, and I may add that there seems to be little doubt that 
the exports of grain from that and other ports on the Gulf are | 
destined to increase enormously. They have put up great ele- 
vators there, which are crowded now to suffocation. They are 
filled with wheat and corn, and I have no doubt myself that New 
Orleans is destined to far outstrip any port in this country in 
grain exports. In thelast twelve months its exports of grain have 
gone up from 5,000,000 to 30,000,000 bushels, easily leading any | 
ort in this country in that respect. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, | 
it will be seen that this is not a local question at all, but one in 
which all the people of the Western States are concerned, because 
it means a saving to them of 3 or 4 or 5 centsa bushel upon grain. | 

No man need be afraid that this Government is going to be cast | 
into bankruptcy by river and harbor legislation. I will make a | 
statement which doubtless will be surprising to some gentlemen. | 
Beginning with 1890—and I take that as the starting point because | 
it was then that we inaugurated the system of contract work— 
beginning with 1890 and coming down to the present time, we | 
have appropriated an average of $16,700,000 a year for river and 
harbor work. Is that going to bankrupt the Treasury? Is not | 
that a very small sum for such a purpose? Why, Mr. Chairman, | 
if I had my way I would make it $50,000,000 a year. I would open | 
every harbor and every river for the use of the people of this 
country, and I would so cheapen their transportation charges that | 
the cost of the improvements would be repaid to them many times 
over. [Loud applause.] But what have we appropriated for this | 
purpose? Sixteen million dollars a year since these contract works 
were first inaugurated. That is sosmall a sum as to be almost 
contemptible, in view of the magnitude of these works and the 
necessities of the people, and when I reflect upon the eagerness, the 
avidity with which Congress has always responded to the sugges- 
tions of the River and Harbor Committee in their efforts to advance 
the welfare of the American people, I am almost ready to say, 
with Lord Clive, that I stand astounded at our own moderation. 
[Laughter. ] 

{Here the time of Mr. CaTcHINGs expired, and Mr. CANNON 
yielded him ten minutes more. | 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, let us look at some of these 
works which are railed against here. Take the work at Buffalo. 
Buffalo, as gentlemen all know, is a great city at the eastern end 
of the Great Lakes, withan enormous commerce. This appropri- 
ation looks to the construction of a breakwater behind which the 
vessels that navigate the lakes may take shelter in time of storm. 
Is that an unwise expenditure? 

Again, here is a proposition to build a breakwater at the mouth 
of the Delaware River. Thousands and thousands of vessels pass 
there annually, and this appropriation is for the purpose of pro- 
viding a place of shelter for them when they are beset by the 
storms which often sweep so fiercely along the Atlantic coast. 

Take Duluth, at the western end of the Great Lakes. As we 
all know, Duluth and Superior City are now practically one cor- 
poration. Their interests are the same. It is proposed to give 
them a channel and harbor facilities commensurate with their 
great and growing business, and will any man say that that is an 
unwise or improvident expenditure? 

Take Cleveland, which perhaps is the chief port upon the Lakes, 
if we except Duluth at the west end and Buffalo at the east end— 
is not Cleveland entitled to every facility that her great commerce 
calls for, and is the money that is expended there wasted? No 

an will say that it is. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I might go through the list, and you would 
find that we have taken up only useful and valuable projects such 
as Mr. Secretary Lamont says are eminently entitled to liberal 
treatment by Congress, because they tend to open up harbors for 
the use of the people, whereby their commerce may be more expe- 
ditiously and economically carried on, 
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Again, you have an appropriation for deepening the chann:| 
through the Great Lakes—the most magnificent and extensiya 
body of internal navigable water on the face of the globe. |; 
proposed to deepen that channel. so that vessels drawing 21 f; 
of water can go unvexed from Duluth to Buffalo. Is that wis; 
unwise? And when it is completed, who will be helped by ; 
Take the appropriation for the great Mississippi River, whic} 
destined to be the vehicle by which all the great grain and m 
products of the West. and all other products whieh do not requ 
to be rapidly transported, shall find their way to the Gulf 
Mexico for shipment to foreign lands. 

Will any man say that that is an unwise expenditure? He c 
tainly will not if he is informed that, contemporaneously wi 
increasing the facilities for the navigation of that great river, 
are rescuing fromitsravagesa vastempire. Thirty-two thous 
square miles of the most fertile land on the face of the globe 
rescued by the prosecution of this great work, and we thus 
nish homes for hundreds of thousands of citizens of this country. 
Will any man say that this is an improper expenditure of money? 
Every item which we appropriate in continuance of the contract 
system may be just as well defended. 

The Committee on Appropriations have honestly and in good 
faith complied with the requirements of the last river and har|jor 
bill by making provision for nearly all of the works placed un 
the contract system. 

The question is, Will this House object? I say, gentlemen of 
this committee, if the time ever comes when the spirit of econom 
shall so take possession of us that we shall deny to the people the 
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| right to make the best use possible of their rivers and har) 


there will be a clamor raised which will leave many a vacant 

If any man wants to know what public senti- 
ment is on this question, let him attend a meeting of the Co: 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. Let him sit as I have sat there, 
day in and day out, week in and week out. Let him see the dele- 
gations, 50, 100, 200 strong, coming from all parts of the country, 
and presenting their claims for our consideration—not delegations 
of politicians, not ward ‘‘heelers,” not political ‘‘ bosses,” but 
merchants, farmers, bankers, shipping masters, and others who 
are actually concerned personally in the use of these waterways. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, I have seen that committee room crowded 
with these great delegations until the atmosphere was stifling 
coming even from the State of California, laying their claims | 
fore us and insisting, almost with tears in their eyes, that son 
thing should be done to furnish relief to their necessities. 

The people of this country are in earnest on this subject. Let 
no man be mistaken about that. You may be parsimonious if you 
choose in other directions and possibly the people will excuse you. 
But do not believe that they will excuse Congress for being parsi- 
monious in reference to the only thing which furnishes actual, 
immediate relief to them in a way which they themselves can 
realize and of which they can recognize the benefit. 

What has been the cause of this increased demand for improve- 
ments of this character? There are two reasons. In the first 
place, as everybody knows, the size of our vessels has greatly in- 
creased; they call for deeper water for navigation purposes. This 
means economy in the transportation of their products. And, 
Mr. Chairman, in this age of falling prices, when we have seen 
the price of grain go down to 40 cents a bushel, when we have 
seen the price of cotton fall to 5 cents a pound, when we have 
seen the price of other commodities go down in proportion, we 
can recognize that the cost of transportation becomes a matter io 
which every man’s attention is directed. When he was getting 
** boom” prices for everything he had to sell, it mattered not to 
him what the amount of his freight bill was; that was a small 
item in the expenses of his business. But in this day of falling 
prices, when the business man must scan closely, as he does, ever) 
item of expense, he finds the item of transportation one worthy of 
his consideration. And that is the second reason why there 
this increasing demand for the improvement of our rivers and 
harbors. 

Mr. Chairman, my friend from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] mace 
some allusion to the manner in which this bill was passed at the 
last session of Congress over the President’s veto. Mr. Chair- 
man, there was nothing in that veto of the President which th: 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors did not feel itself amply able 
to respond to. The President was mistaken in much of his infor- 
mation. I accord to him all the honesty of purpose that my 
friend from Missouri does. Everybody knows what my opinion 
of the President is. Iregard him as a great man and a wise man, 
and I think I know him to bea perfectly honest man. But kis 
information came to him secondhand. He made no personal in- 
vestigation of any of these things. -He could not have done so. 
It was impossible for him to have done so. He obtained his in- 
formation secondhand, and nine-tenths of it was erroneous. If 
any man doubts this, let him read the report which was submitted 
by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, in which they recom- 
mended that the bill be passed over the President’s veto. 
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We took up the President’s charges item byitem. It was avery 
easy matter to respond to his objections. I was sorry that the 
President had been led into that veto—I was very sorry, indeed. 
But there was not a moment’s hesitation on my part in suggesting 
that the bill should pass notwithstanding the veto, because almost 
my whole Congressional service has been devoted to this sort of 
legislation. I thought I knew, I think yet that I know, every 
item of appropriation contained in that bill. I know that the bill 
was framed by a committee which was assiduous in its efforts to 
t at the truth—by a committee which was actuated by all the 
,onesty of motive that you can conceive of. It was simply im- 
jossible that this intelligent committee could have been induced 
9 report a bill which was worthy of all the criticism which the 
President heaped upon that measure. 
his veto message that he had been misinformed. And the splendid 
response of this House to the suggestion of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, that the bill should pass notwithstanding the 
yeto, afforded me most gratifying evidence that deep down in the 
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merits of this system of improving our rivers and harbors. I felt 
satisfied that they understood and appreciated that the people of 
the country are behind them and sustaining them in this policy. 
Members of this House recognized that they would be derelict in 
their duty to their constituents if they failed to vote to support 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish that some member of the House had 
specifically assailed some of these items, so that I could have made 
specific defense. I think that my honored friend from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] will do me the honor to assail a project in which I have 
some personal concern. I allude to the project known as the 
Yazoo River Canal. Before taking my seat, therefore, I will 
make some slight exposition of that work. 

In 1876, Mr. Chairman, there occurred at Vicksburg what is 
called in river parlance a “cut-off.” The river at that point de- 
scribed a great bend, directly in front of the city of Vicksburg. 
It made a contour like the letter ‘‘s” in shape. The peninsu 
inclosed was about 4 miles long, and the river cut its way— 
‘caved "—through the center of this peninsula. The result was 
that within less than twelve months the river had gone a mile and 
a half below the city of Vicksburg, leaving a lake where formerly 
the channel of the river had been. This lake was open at both 
ends, but closed gradually with sand, so that it became impossible 
toreach Vicksburg at all by river except in high water, or, say, for 
about three months in the year. 

The Yazoo River, with its numerous navigable tributaries, like 
the Yallabusha, the Big Sunflower, the Tallahatchie, and other 
streams, furnished about 700 miles of splendid navigable water, 
and entered the Mississippi River just above the city of Vicksburg. 

The CHAIRMAN. ne gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I would like to have about five minutes 
longer. 

Mr. CANNON. Lyield to the gentleman five minutes longer. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The mouth of the Yazoo River became 
obstructed by the new conditions of the Mississippi River created 
by this cut-off. Before the cut-off occurred at the city of Vicks- 
burg, the Yazoo, which empties into the Mississippi about 10 miles 
above, had an unobstructed entrance to its mouth, and furnished, 
as I havg_already said, including its tributaries, about 700 miles 
of navig#ble water. But the cut-off at Vicksburg so altered the 
shape of the Mississippi River as to throw an enormous sand bar 
across the mouth of the Yazoo River. The river found itself 
unable to plow a channel through this sand bar; and now, except 
in very high water, it is impossible for boats to get into or out of 
it atall. It may therefore be said that there is an absolute bar to 
the navigation of about 700 miles of splendid water, well adapted 
for all transportation purposes, simply because of this obstruction 
at the mouth of the river, caused by the cut-off at the city of 
Vicksburg. 

The proposition embodied in the bill is to divert the Yazoo River 
by means of a canal, so that it shall enter the lake to which I have 
referred and make its exit into the Mississippi River just below 
Vicksburg, and thus give that city again river connections and 
navigation, instead of leaving it as it now is, high and dry, for the 
greater part of the year. The city of Vicksburg would then be 
placed on flowing water. so that vessels could approach it at all 
seasons of the year, and at the same time an open, unobstructed 
entrance into the Yazoo River would be provided, whereby that 
river and its various tributaries would be accessible to boats. 
This will restore the navigation of this river and its tributaries. 
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I knew without reading | 


man on this floor will permit himself to be diverted from casting 
his vote as I know his judgment and inclination would dictate, 
by anything that has been said or that may be said by anyone in 
Opposition to the river and harbor projects provided for in the 
pending bill. [Applause. ] 


{[Mr. HEPBURN addressed the committee. 


Mr. SAYERS. I yieldten minutes to the g& 
nessee [Mr. McMILLIN]. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I shall not enter 


See Appendix. | 


ntleman from Ten- 


into a dis- 


| cussion of the features of this bill, which have just been discussed 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn] and my friend from 
Mississippi [Mr. CatTcHINGs]. But a statement was made by my 
colleague on the Ways and Means Committee {Mr. Horxins} 





| How much did they get from this source? 
| nary receipts of the Government, there was covered into the Treas- 





| tetm of Mr. Cleveland’s Adininistration, $230.34 


In carrying out the project a canal several miles long will be dug | 


to connect the Yazoo River with the lake created by the cut-off, as | 


already explained. In making this canal the right of way must 


be cleared of trees and roots, and this work involves the ** grub- | 


bing” which my friend from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn] has informed 
=e that he will point out when he comes to speak. 


conclusion, Mr. Chairman, 1 beg to express the hope that no | 





which was so utterly misleading that I think I should be cd 
in my discharge of duty were I not to state the real facts em 
ing the operation of the McKinley Act, which the country 


lict 
rn 


i I dee | gusted with and repealed, but which the gentleman from Hlinois 
hearts of all the members of this House is a conviction of the solid | 


lauds so highly. It was a failure from the start. It in 
taxes of the people and at the same time diminished th 
of the Government. 

Under the old law which the McKinley Act supplanted the ree- 
ords of the Treasury Department show that during the fisca! year 
1888 the receipts were $111,341,273 in excess of the expenditures; 
in 1889 the receipts were $87,761,080 in excess of the expenditures; 
in 1890 the receipts were $85,040,271 in excess of the expenditures. 
Then came the McKinley Act increasing rates of duty. Under 
it in 1891, the year after its passage, the receipts were only 
$26,838,541 in excess of expenditures; in 1892, $9,914,453 in excess 
of the expenditures; in 1893, $2,341,674 in excess of expenditures, 
and in 1894 the deficiencies created by the McKinley Act amounted 
to the enormous sum of $69,803,260. So that the McKinley Act, 
during the first four years of its operation, so far failed to produce 
the revenues necessary for running the Government that the net 
deficiency for four years was $30,704,000. How can any gentle- 
man who is informed in regard to the operations of the Treasury 
Department insist that it was an adequate revenue measure: 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iwill yield to the gentleman after I finish 
my statement, for a question. 

How can any gentleman, with these facts before him, claim that 
the McKinley Act was a sufficient revenue measure? It is known 
to all men who are familiar with its operations that its rates were 
vastly in excess of those of the act of 1883, which it succeeded 
and supplanted. Yet I have shown that whereas the act of 1ss3, 
which itself carried high rates, yielded a surplus ranging from 
over $100,000,000 a year down to $60,000,000 a year, the McKinley 
Act, during the first year of its operation, when the people were 
unacquainted with its provisions, yielded only $26,000,000 surplus; 
in the second year, about $9,000,000 surplus; in the third year, in 
the neighborhood of $2,000,000 surplus, while in the fourth year 
there was an actual deficiency of $69,000,000; that is to say, there 
was a net deficiency during the first four years of the operation 
of that law of $30,700,000. 

In what condition did these gentlemen of the Republican party 
find the Treasury when, unfortunately for the country, they took 
charge of the Administration? When Mr. Cleveland went out of 
power and Mr. Harrison succeeded him, the total net balance in 
the Treasury, including $100,000,000 of gold reserve, was $230.348.,- 
916. Yet so extravagant were they in the administration of the 
Government, and so high had they made the tariff rates—exclud- 
ing imports—that when they went out of power most of this vast 
suin had been squandered. In order to show any surplusatall they 
had to scrape up the trust funds that were sacred to other uses. 
In addition to the ordi- 


‘reased the 
revenues 


ury during the Administration of President Harrison $54.2 
975.75, which was held in trust as a fund for the redemption of 
the national-bank notes. That was madeanavailableasset. If was 
money belonging to note holders and not an asset. That was held 
by Mr. Harrison’s Administration to be money that could be used 
in the ordinary discharge of the operations of the Government. 
And even after the appropriation of that fund and 
this purpose 


07 .- 


other funds for 
.and after having received, at the close of the first 


3.000, that R 






lican Administration wasenabled to show only a baresurplu , ver 
expenditures. They began to prepare to issue bonds. Plates 
were actually engraved to print the bonds, and only fall from 
power saved them from exposure. 

How is it that my friend from | 
miliar to him—knowing that the country has the facts within its 
knowledge-—has the audacity to get up here and say that the 
McKinley Act furnished sufficient revenues to run the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 


.1: 
llin 


LLnOIS 


, With these facts so fa- 


Now, will the gentleman yield? 
With pleasure, for a question. 
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Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman is not entirely accurate in stat- 
ing my position. My position is, that during the time the Repub- 
lican party was administering the McKinley law 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yielded for a question, not for a speech. 
The gentleman has had his say; if he wants additional time let 
him get it from somebody else, who has time to spare. Mine is 
already too limited. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What I desire is that the gentleman should 
quote me correctly. I said that after the election when Mr. 





Cleveland was chosen, and the country was committed to free | 


trade—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The importers and the manufacturers abroad 
ceased to bring in their importations 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ican not allow the gentleman to occupy my 
time with his speech. I can better suit myself with my own 
speech. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman declines to be corrected now, 
I will take time later to correct him. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have but a few moments left. The mem- 
bers of this House heard the gentleman’s statement—— 

Mr.HOPKINS. Thegentleman evidently did not understand it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No man in his senses could fail to assume 
from his statement that he meant, or at least he would leave the 
impression, that he believed, that that bill had furnished suf- 
ficient revenue to run the Government. It did not do it, as I have 
shown. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have shown what the aggregate or sur- 
plus, as the gentleman calls it, or the receipts for four years of 
that bill was, so they can not ‘‘monkey” with the figures. That 
bill produced a deficit almost from the very beginning of its opera- 
tion. The country found that the Treasury had not enough funds 
to meet its operations, that the McKinley law was a failure, and 
promptly condemned those who had passed the bill and put into 

ower a new Congress, a new party, to frame a substitute bill. 
We passed a bill which would have supplied ample revenues to 


I have not yielded for a speech, but for a 





meet the expenditures of the Government, but unfortunately it | 


encountered one other man, who, as supreme judge, has author- 
ity to say what the law is; and it turns out to be a greater power 
than the lawmaking power itself. I do not propose, sir, to try to 
fix the responsibility of that unaccountable decision where it does 
not belong. I do not propose either by insinuation or innuendo 
to charge a whole court with that which really belongs to and is 
a part of the responsibility of one man. 
are posted that the man who tore down the Constitution and over- 
rode the decisions of a hundred years, who set aside the power 





It is known to all who | 


which was placed in the hands of Congress to assess the wealth of | 


the nation and require it to bear a portion of its expenses was and 
is named Shiras, and that name, Mr. Chairman, ought to be men- 
tioned in connection with that reprehensible and ever-to-be-criti- 
cised decision wherever it isreferred toatanytime. Let posterity 
not forget him. It is not likely to forgive him. [Applause. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Did not my friend from Tennessee condemn 
the McKinley bill because in his opinion the duties were too high 
and that it was therefore likely to raise too much revenue? 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iso understood the gentleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 


diminishing revenue insufficient to run the Government. 
turned out that way. 
again. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, we will see about that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. For the gentleman [Mr. Hopkins] who rose 
and addressed me a moment ago is engaged diurnally and noc- 
turnally, I suppose, is preparing such a measure as that to which 
I have just referred, which will have about the same effect as its 
predecessor. But I beg him to remember that, while he can de- 
ceive the people for a short time, he can not deceive them all the 
time. He had better look out, for he is going in the road that 
leads to destruction. 
it will inevitably lead to destruction again. You do not need 
more taxes to absorb the money, but more money to meet the 
taxes. 

You have torn down by your courts the power to tax the wealth 
of the country. Now take care of the wreck you have produced. 
See if you can raise sixty or seventy millions of dollars by increas- 
ing the taxation upon the people of this country. You are doomed 
to failure and to defeat. [Applause. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I regret it, because there are matters that I 
desired to call to the attention of the committee. 


It has 
1 believe, sir, that you are going to do it 


I made a speech at the time; I said then, and | 
subsequent history has verified my predictions, that while it raised | 


rates and increased the taxes upon the people, it would yield a | was his name, where was it, and when was it? 


| behind a new issue of their own creation and were hoist \ 
| their own petard, and rent their own party asunder, so that to- 


That road led them to destruction before; 





| that no longer did produce a surplus. 


| ocratic interference with the McKinley law lies the fault of 


FEBRUARY 13. 


Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle; 
from Tennessee may have five minutes longer to explain 
the loss of $15,000,000 of revenue annually on incomes ma 
difference of $60,000,000 deficiency. P 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will take the time if you will get it fo) 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been fixed by order of the H 
and can not be extended. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, how much time is remai; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one hour and four: 
minutes and the gentleman from Texas thirty-six minutes 
maining. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand the gentleman from Ohio is ; 
recognized next. As soon as he concludes, I will yield thirty 
utes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND]. ~ 

Mr. CANNON. 
—. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I leave the task of ex. 
ating the Supreme Court of the United States in this case to +) 
gentleman from Tennessee. But if he will look into the persone} 
of the Supreme Court, he will discover that of the men who }ye|, 


I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. G 


| the income-tax law to be unconstitutional the men who belone to 


the same school of politics as the gentleman from Tenness: 
longs—he will find them to be the men who above all others | 
condemned that law. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Wasitnot Shiras, and he alone, who chanved 
his % opinion, deciding one thing one week and another another 
week? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihave nothing to do with Shiras, and the 
gentleman can fight it out with a member of the Supreme Court, 
who can not answer here. But it will be a novel statement to vo 
to the American people that the McKinley bill was inadequate 
the Wilson bill was a splendid production. [Laughter and «p- 
plause.] I want the gentleman trom Tennessee [Mr. McMii1i\} 
to have the full benefit of that proposition. The McKinley law 
was producing a surplus year by year until Almighty God, for 
some purpose that He has never yet made known to the American 
people, menaced the future of this Government by the election of 
Grover Cleveland and a Democratic Congress. [Laughter.} Then 
a revenue law that was producing a surplus became a revenue law 
But is there any intelligent 
man in this House who does not know that at the door of the De 


condition? 
Take the imports into this country; take certain items that we 
understood were to be destroyed by the hands of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] and his coadjutors. Take the 
importations of wool. They had come into power with the de 
mination, that being a Northern industry, that they would dest 
it, and nobody imported wool upon a tariff of 11 cents a p 
when they looked forward to the immediate future, when 
Democratic party would give them free introduct on of wool; and 
so it was along the whole line. The Wilson bill has been in 0) er- 
ation now nearly three and one-half years. How does the gen! 
man from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] like it as far as he has gon 
What has been the verdict of the country upon it? Wiil ther 
in the coming Congress—the Fifty-fifth Congress—any 
the gentleman from Tennessee who will have the hardihood to ask 


1exX 


| to ever again return to the faulty system of ad valorem duties and 


the destructive rates of the Wilson bill? Was there, in all this 
country, during the recent campaign any distinguished Democrat 
who opened his mouth in defense of the Wilson bill? If so, what 
They gladly : 


they stand fighting each other upon every political question 
God Almighty’s earth. [Applause and laughter on the Re} 
lican side. | 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] in his great fra 
ness, which he always manifests, assailed the river and harbo 
of a year ago. Now, Mr. Chairman, I rose not for the purpos: 
answering anything that the gentleman from Tennessee [{ Mr. M 
MILLIN] might say, but to point out to the House the importa! 
in my judgment, of debate on bills carrying the amount of mon 
that that river and harbor bill carried. With a long experi 
in the River and Harbor Committee, I approved of that bill wi' 
out qualification. I would not have made it exactly as it 
but it was a wise measure, and the unfortunate feature of it v 
that which has been so ably and so savagely criticised by the ge 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], that it was passed here und: 
a suspension of the rules and without debate. Let us see, nov 
how easy it is to answer the criticism upon a river and har! 
bill. I attempted to interrupt my friend from Lowa because } 
was conscious of the ability of that speech of his. I have hear 
it a great many times. [(Laughter.] Itisa very valuable speech. 
It is revised occasionally, and I must say greatly improved, by the 
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author, but the foundation is the same that we have heard so often 
here before. . . , 

Now let us see what his frankness is, for he comes at you with 
such apparent candor that he almost convinces the very elect that 
they are wrong. He puts in a comparison of the expenditure for 
the harbor of Cleveland, Ohio, and the expenditure for the harbor 
ot Vicksburg. He might have got a much stronger illustration 
than that; but let us see how much fairness thereisinit. He takes 
the amount of money now appropriated for the harbor of Vicks- 
burg and the amount for the harbor of Cleveland, Ohio, and then 
says that Cleveland has a great population—he might have said 
nearly 300,000—and that Vicksburg, as he says, has only four or 
five thousand. Well, a little mistake of 66} per cent is not much 
when you get to going at a gait like that. But what has the pop- 
ulation of either city todo with it? That is not the great point. 
Some years ago, in the Congressional district in which I then 
lived, a distinguished member of this House, then a candidate for 
reelection, was assailed because of the aggregate amount of the 
river and harbor bill (some $21,000,000) , and his opponent brought 
into the arena of debate the expenditures for the current year 
for the harbor of Liverpool, and pointed out that Liverpool had 
a population of nearly three-quarters of a million, had a commerce 
almost unparalled by any city in the world, and yet there was a 
small appropriation of money for the harbor of Liverpool, while 
here was an enormous appropriation for the harbor of New York 
and the harbor of New Orleans, and so forth, forgetting, as my 
friend has forgotten, that the harbor of Liverpool was a finished 
harbor upon which hundreds of millions of pounds have been ex- 
pended, until it was the most complete of all the harbors, perhaps, 
in all the world in the matter of docks and everything pertaining 
toa greatocean harbor. Thecurrent appropriation was commen- 
surate merely with the necessities of keeping up the harbor during 
that year. 

Now, the same is exactly true in the case mentioned by the gen- 
tleman. The harbor of Cleveland has had money expended upon 
it ever since there was a river and harbor expenditure west of the 
Alleghany Mountains; and while some of its works have been com- 
pelled to be enlarged, and while in that sense it is not completed, 
nevertheless the appropriation of $400,000 for the harbor of Cleve- 
land can not be compared with any harbor on the basis of the 
amount of money, unless you take into consideration the long line 
of appropriations that have already been made. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. SAYERS. Lyield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. De ArMonp]. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, it would seem that reason- 
able economy ought to prevail in public expenditures. The old 
question of how far the powers of the Government extend in 
reference to internal improvements need not be argued over at this 
day. But the question of whether particular appropriations are 
necessary or wise or reasonable is now, as it ever has been and 
ever will be, a pertinent and pressing question. Too often, it 
seems to me, in legislation concerning river and harbor improve- 
ment, while some items of expenditure are wise and reasonable, 
others are unwise and unreasonable. Too often, with the valua- 
ble improvements that are to be carried forward and perfected by 
these appropriations, there is a waste of money, to use no harsher 
expression, for the benefit of particular localities and, may be, in- 
cidentally, of course, for the benefit of particular Representatives. 
I am not now going into the items in the river and harbor bill, be- 
cause time will not suffice, and because others have done and can 
do that much better than I. 

Notwithstanding all that has been said, however, in favor of the 
appropriations, it is true that a number of these items, altogether 
carrying millions of dollars, are worse than waste; little, if any, 
short of vicious misappropriations. It is one thing to expend 
money for public purposes, in order to improve rivers and harbors 
of value to the general public and not merely of local value—for 
improving the great water courses which are highways of com- 
merce. It is anotherand far different thing to appropriate money 
for the purpose of digging somewhere a hole in which to put 
water, or digging somewhere else a channel through which to 
pour water. So much of bad has been mingled with the good 
that the whole thing is getting into disrepute. Rivers and har- 
bors are appropriated for too much upon the plan of pleasing this 
Representative and that Representative, this Senator and that 
Senator, this interest and that interest; so that, without refer- 
ence to the merits or demerits of the bill, enough will find in it 
special interest to themselves and their immediate constituency 
to carry the measure through Congress, even over the Presiden- 
tial veto. 

There has been comment already on the manner in which the 


river and harbor bill was passed during the last session of this | 


House. The facts themselves furnish the strongest and most sting- 
ing comment upon that performance. Here was a great bill, car- 
rying millions of money, put through the Honse without discus- 
sion, without opportunity for amendment, without opportunity 
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even (except to those who are most vigilant) to ascertain what the 
items of expenditure really were. When that bill came back, 
vetoed by the President, and rightfully vetoed, I think, we were 
told that the committee carefully considered the veto; that they 
anticipated that the President’: reasons for the veto would be un- 
sound and founded on misinformation; and that the committee in 
its report furnished a complete answer to the veto message. And, 
therefore, I suppose it was proper and decorous to hurry through 
the House a bill carrying millions of dollars, without an opportu- 
nity for an average member to get an understanding of it, with- 
out hearing for those who, possibly, were able to give reasons why 
that veto should be sustained, and why the bill ought to be de- 
feated. It is well enough to say, as the gentleman from Ohio [| Mr. 
GROSVENOR| has said, about the eloquent and forceful remarks of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn], that they are merely 
repetitions. Aye, there will be this repetition time and time again; 
there will be more of repetition of arguments against this species 
of legislation by spur and gag, if persisted in. 

Why not bring the bill out into the light, if it conld bear the 
light? Why not have the varions items discussed, if reasonable 
enough to bear discussion? Why not have the purposes of the bill 
revealed to us, to show whether this man had this job or that man 
the other job in it; provided gentlemen of the committee or other 
gentlemen could take care of the bill in the full light of day—in 
the strong fire of open debate? 

It has been suggested by the gentleman from Ohio that there is 
something indecorous in criticising, upon the floor of this House, 
as the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. MCMILLIN] has so forcibly 
done, a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, upon 
an important part of the tariff bill which has gone into history 
as the Wilson bill. I cheerfully give tothe decisions of the courts 
that general respect which lawyers are taught to yield to the law 
authorities of the United States and of the State; but I belong to a 
class of Representatives, and represent a kind of people, who be- 
lieve that there is nothing in this country—none of its institutions, 
none of those who administer its affairs—-so sacred as to be above 
and beyond the reach of just criticism. One of the dangers of the 
Republic to-day, a great and menacing danger, lies in the usurpa- 
tions of the judiciary—in that subtle power, never resting, never 
stayed, which overturns the will of the people and of legislators. 
Not only that, but overturns the precedents and decisions of a 
century, and makes strange law, by strange methods. 

There is talk here about whether the McKinley bill yielded 
enough revenue, and about the Wilson bill not yielding enough. 
It certainly is pertinent in such discussion, as the gentleman from 
Tennessee very properly pointed out, if enough revenue has not 
been produced by the Wilson bill, to inquire whyit isso. Every- 
body knows that the framers of that bill, and those who passed it, 
relied upon the income tax for a very considerable portion of the 
revenues that would be required by our Government for the con- 
duct ofits affairs. Who could have justly anticipated, who did 
thus anticipate, who honestly predicted, that that provision of the 
bill, that important part of it, would be declared invalid, would 
be overturned by the Supreme Court of the United States? The 
measure was not a novel one—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman yield fora question? 

Mr. DEARMOND. I will yield for a question, but I can not 
allow a speech. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will not make a speech. I merely wish to 
say that Senator HILL, the great Democratic leader, questioned 
the constitutionality of the measure before it was passed. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The gentleman is making a statement 
which he must know is incorrect, and I can not have that kind 
of statement interpolated at this point. Senator HILL never was 
agreat Democratic leader. Senator HILL is not now a Democratic 
leader at all, great or small. 

With repeated decisions of the Supreme Court the other way, 
nobody had reason to anticipate a decision of the same court 
declaring the income-tax provision to be in contravention of the 
Constitution of the United States, or that the resource of an income 
tax is not one upon which the representatives of the people might 
properly draw to raise revenue for carrying on the Government, 
So that, as I have said, the framers of the bill and those who passed 
it justly relied upon the income tax as one it source of 
sary revenue. And what would be thought any body of legis- 
lators who would provide for raising more than the needed amount 
of revenue; for asurplus to be withdrawn from the channels of 
trade among the people and piled up uselessly in the Treasury? 

That Wilson bill—it could be much better, but it was preceded, 
as it will be followed, by one much worse—that bill would have 
raised ample revenue if the provision for an income tax had not 
been destroyed by overturning the decisions of the Supreme Court, 
long considered to be settled law. 


gre neces- 
‘ 
of 


More than that. It was a reasonable and just provision. 
There has been much said pro and con about the income tax. It 
was a question in the last campaign. There was a declaration in 


the platforms of two great parties of this country, the Democratie 
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and the Populist parties, inemphatic approval of it. [Applause.] | breath that blew from our shores toward theirs carried to +) 


No more just tax ever was devised by the ingenuity of man than 
a tax levied upon incomes. What more reasonable way, what 
more sensible, what more just way, of raising tax money than by 
taking it in reasonable amount from the full hand of the man who 
has anincome? It is adjusted year after year, according to the 


ebband the flow of his affairs. When heis prosperous, he is taxed 
in a reasonable amount—justly, not burdensomely—for the sup- 


port of the Government. When harder times visit him, and the 
taxable income does not add to his stores, the taxgatherer passes 
him by and goes to his more fortunate neighbor. Yes; the great 


thing in that tariff law, the best thing in it, the thing that com- | 


mended it to many who would have been loth to support it other- 
wise, was the income-tax provision. 

Now, then, let us see how strangely that provision was over- 
turned. Eight judges were present when the matter first came 
before the Supreme Court of the United States. They divided 
equally upon the main question of constitutionality. The ninth 
justice was absent. Those who took the one side and those who 
took the other were well known. They identified themselves. 
There was another hearing when the ninth judge was present, so 
that the full bench then heard the case. The ninth judge joined 
in with the four who held the law to be constitutional; and lo and 


behold! one of the four, without ever vouchsafing an explanation, | 


without ever giving any reason, changed his mind in such a — 


as to lift from wealth a tax of from forty to sixty millions of dol- | 


lars annually, and cast it as an additional burden upon poverty 
and toil! 

That ought not to be commented on! It ought not to be men- 
tioned here, according to the tender notions of some gentlemen! 
Why ought it not to be? Men have a right to change their opin- 
ions; great as well as little men often do so. But when fifty or 
sixty million dollars of annual revenue are in the scale—when a 
trained lawyer and judge, after full argument, deliberately reaches 
a conclusion, and then when, so far as we know, without uddi- 
tional light, without additional good reason to carry him the other 
way, he suddenly, when it becomes necessary, finds himself upon 
the side of aggregated wealth and power and monopoly and against 
the mass of the producers of the land, with the result that there 
is a deficit in the Treasury and that heavier burdens must be 
heaped upon the people—why should there not be some comment? 
What is there wrong in the comment? Why should it be with- 
held? I said in this House about one year ago, and I repeat, that 
when the history of that judge shall be made up, and when all else 
in his life shall have been forgotten, his name will be kept from 
oblivion, not for praise, but as that of one by whose marvelous 
conversion a great principle of taxation was, for the time, over- 
thrown, in a land of free people under free institutions. 

Mr. Chairman, I willadvancea step further and say that one ofthe 
great reforms now demanded is the limiting of the power of this irre- 
sponsible Federal judiciary. There has been a tendency of late— 
and I wonder that so many are indifferent to it on this floor and 
at the other end of the Capitol—there has beena tendency of late 
to minimize the power of the legislative branch of the Govern- 
ment, and ta gather additional power to the Executive and to the 
judiciary. With all our errors here, with all our shifting changes 
of parties—parties may come and parties may go—here, after all, 
is the place where the people come nearest to having their will and 
wishes expressed—come nearest to having their voice heard and 
their commands obeyed. Thereis every reason why the legislative 
power of the land should be strengthened; and there is every 
reason why the power of the Federal judiciary and the power of 
the Executive should be curbed. 


Speaking of the Executive, Mr. Chairman, I come to a matter | 
upon which I wish to make a few comments, although it does | 


not relate to the bill now before the House. I refer to the atti- 
tude of this Government toward those gallant, struggling patri- 
ots over in Cuba. [Applause.] Every paper that we read, every 


word that we get, all the information that we have, bring to us | 


over and over the story of a gallant, heroic struggle near by, 
almost within sight of our own land, by a body of devoted patri- 
ots, for freedom! They bring to us also a story asif drawn from 
the depths of the blackness of the Middle Ages—a story of cruelty 
and outrage and wrong, a story of oppression and deviltry. And 


yet diplomacy is in the field! We are endeavoring to secure, by | 


the ‘‘exercise of our good offices,” ‘‘autonomy for Cuba”—the 
autonomy of the bird when the snake is about to devour it; the 
autonomy of the lamb with the fangs of the wolf at its throat; 
the autonomy of the martyr at the stake with the fagots already 
lighted! |Applause. ] 

Talk about autonomy! If we have any right to interfere, if we 
have the right to do anything—and how ludicrous it would be to 
say we have not!—we ought to take our course upon the high 


ground that the people of this great country—free men, the sons | 


of free men—should endeavor, as far as decency and propriety 
will permit, to aid those struggling for freedom elsewhere. 
Why, sir, we lured those people into this rebellion! Every 








the inspiration of freedom. Everything they read of this : 
country, everything that those of them who visited it saw 
lured them, wooed them on, to win their own freedom. And) 
with American citizens in Spanish prisons or shot down, \ 
humanity outraged, with civilization disgraced, we are pla 
talking about ‘‘ autonomy ” and lending ‘‘ the good offices ” o{ 
Government to Spain, so that the hopeful, though desperate, - 
gle of the Cubans for liberty shall end in slavery, pleasantly 
autonomy! : 

I had hoped that the present Administration, in some d 
responding to the swelling sentiments of the American pe 
liberty, and against tyranny and brutality, would extend | 
devoted sons of Cuba some measure of that justice and hum 
which so well might be accorded them. I hope now thai 
incoming Administration may do better in this respect tha 
whichis soon todepart. [Applause.] If the result of the el; 
| of last November had been to place that matchless leader . 
| American people—William Jennings Bryan—in the Presid 

chair Mond applause on the Democratic side], there is no 
| in my mind that there would be something more after th: 
| March than quibbling about ‘‘autonomy.” 

At the least, we ought to recognize the Cubans as bellig: 
Are they not belligerents? For months, extended into year 
have defied the power of Spain. Fighting for liberty, the) 
endured all that mortal man canendure andlive. Still, her 
| devoted to the cause of freedom, the men of Cuba are in tly 
while women and children are butchered at home. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow mea quest 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman’s criticism is agains 
Executive—— 

Mr. DE ARMOND. That is not a question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want toask the gentleman what has 
| the fate of resolutions seeking to make an expression of the } 
lar sentiment of the country through the House of Repre 
tives? Where are those resolutions? 

Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I am not able to say ¢ 
| actly where those resolutions are, but I feel warranted in sayi) 
that there is enough of Americanism, enough of American pat! 
ism, in this body, rising above party and ignoring party, to pass 
some measure creditable to the United States and just to the Cu- 
bans if submitted to this House, if the House were given an 
portunity toact. [Applause. } 

It is not a question of party. We are partisans in reference to 
matters internal; matters that concern gurselves and our ow 
people. But in the relations of government with government. in 
our relations to other people, when they involve human liberty and 
the redemption of our fellow-men from oppression and tyranny— 
then we are all Americans, in the full sense of the word. P 
sanship is lost, thrown to the winds, forgotten. We forget party 
lines, party affiliations; we are all Americans. [Applause. | 

But it is whispered that even now rigorous measures are (: 
taken against those who have aided in any manner the patriots in 
Cuba by carrying to them medicines, clothing, arms, horses, sto1 
of various kinds. It is said that measures are to be taken to p 
ish those Americans who sought to find a market for Ameri 
products among these brave and patriotic people, struggling 
achieve their liberty, to throw off and to keep off the heavy 
of the oppressor. tk is said that the ship known as the 7) 
Friends is to be libeled as a pirate, and that the crew are to be 
| treated as pirates. 

Is not this, Mr. Chairman, a strange condition of affairs in tly 
greatest Republic on the face of the earth, in these the closi: 

days of the nineteenth century? Since the early dawn of civ!! 
| tion it has been the aspiration of the noblest spirits among men 
| not only to compass their own freedom but to lift wp others lb 
ing under oppression and tyranny; to help them to rise who 
have fallen; that the race may ascend to the heights of freed 
and bask in the sunlight of liberty. Every noble achievement 
the human race has marked its onward, upward march toward 
greater liberty, the freer exercise of the personal rights ot 
individual. Yet thereseems to be prevailing in the minds of s 
people an idea that itis a great wrong to rebel against ‘‘ the pow 
that be,” however bad they be, and that Cuba is wrong, therefo 
in rebelling against the harsh rule of Spain. Whence comes t! 
idea? Away with it, for tyrants gave it currency to prop thro! 
| and to blast the hopes of millions. 
| It has no —_ in our institutions. It is the doctrine of th 
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who band themselves together for oppression, who always an“ 
everywhere are hostile to all who try to get out from under t! 
| yoke of the tyrant. Are we still under the traditions of the Dar 
| Ages, in following blindly the behests of tyrants, or are we reac 
to stand on the high pedestal of American citizenship, and from 
| that point of vantage view the field and determine our cours 
[ Applause. } ; 
I do not know what the result of these prosecutions shall be. 











1897. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





It may be that men who deserve to have their names go down 
honorably in song and story, and to be remembered among the 
brave and true men of their time, may be branded as pirates, 
enemies to mankind. But perhaps it shall happen that the Three 
Friends, every sail filled with the breath of freedom, may smoothly 
feat on the tide of popular favor into the secure harbor of fond 
recollection, while possibly some of the foes, driven by the gale of 
popular disapproval, may be shattered upon the rocks of a liberty- 
loving people’s condemnation. = =—=—_— 
History plays strange tricks with individuals and with nations. 
History brings things out in multifarious and curious ways. And 
vet 1 think, Mr. Chairman, it is remarkable that as the represent- 
atives of a great Republic we stand here idly, indifferent, while 
events are progressing over in Cuba which would disgrace the 
darkest page in the darkest period of human history. Somebody 
asks what are we to do? LIrespond,let us dosomething! Doany- 
thing that is American. Recognize the Cubans as belligerants. 


| controlled by the Republicans. 


! 


la 


held office at the same time with a Republican President, Mr. 
Harrison. It was that Congress which was first called a ** billion- 
dollar Congress,” an epithet that was intended to convey a general 
accusation of extravagance. The epithet was, in fact, not liter- 


| ally deserved, as the official figures show that the appropriations 


of the Fifty-first Congress amounted to only $988,417,183.34. The 
next, or Fifty-second Congress, was composed of a House having 
more than a two-thirds Democratic majority and a Senate barely 
It passed appropriations amount- 
ing to over a billion dollars, or, to be exact, $1.027,104,547.92, 
The Fifty-third Congress was Democratic in both branches, with 
Democratic Executive, Mr. Cleveland. The total appr 
tions were $989, 239,205.69. The present, or Fifty-fourth Congress, 


mrii- 
pede 


| is composed of a Republican House and a Senate having a ma- 


Intervene to protect our own citizens, and arrest the plague of 


savagery. 
oxty and human right, for manhood and all it means. Let us do 
what our traditions teach us to do, what we ought to do, what we 
have a right to do. 

I believe we ought to welcome these island people with glad 
hand into the great family of nations. [Applause.} Certainly it 
ought not to be for us to turn our backs upon those who struggle 
to be free men, and who are suffering from the tyranny of the 
Spanish Government, while pure, patriotic women are consigned 
to Spanish dungeons. It ought not to be for us to devote, as 
far as we can do it by precept and example and our miserable 
diplomacy, these Cuban heroes, reenforced by volunteer heroes 
from these United States, to butchery when captured and to out- 
lawry while in the field as soldiers. Why, only yesterday, in 
one of the leading newspapers of this country, there was told 
by a respectable Samenpaiented refer to the communication of 
Richard Harding Davis in the New York Journal—a story of bar- 
barity and outrage such as brings the blush to any cheek, how- 
ever hardened. Young ladies stripped and searched on board an 
American vessel by Spaniards, bearded, booted, and spurred! 
And this after two similar outrages on shore! You may read all 
the infamous pages of infamous history, and you can not find a 
line to parallel it. 


It — be said that this is only newspaper report. I have far 


more reliance in these American newspaper men who take their | 


livesin their hands, and, with the American spirit, go down to Cuba 
to investigate the situation, and then, in the American spirit, re- 
port to us what they have seen, and tell us what they believe—I 
have far more confidence in them, and place far more dependence 
upon what they say, than upon all the poor, miserable palaver of 
our foreign office through the agency called diplomacy. 


should we be particularly gentle about this matter? Why should 


we pretend to favor as a government what our citizens condemn | 
Why should our Government pretend that we wish 


individually? 
to bring these rebellious subjects of Spain into amicable relations 
as subjects with the mother country? Why, on the contrary, 
should not we, the representatives of the people, speaking the voice 


of the people, say, rather, that we hope nevermore to hear of the | 


flag of Spain floating over the Island of Cuba, but do hope that the 
flag of free Cuba may float there forever. [Applause. | 

It is too much a habit to do officially or not to do officially the 
reverse of what individually we consider just and proper. It is 
quite as well to call some things by their names. Any power, any 
treaty, any provision, any toleration by which decent, respectable 
ladies may subjected to the outrage of being stripped naked 
and searched by Spanish policemen and soldiers, upon an Ameri- 
can vessel, under the American flag, ought to be abrogated, swept 
away at once, in any way in which it can be done. This ought to 
be done by the smooth methods of law, or, if those methods are 


too smooth to be effective, it ought to be done with the sharp edge 


of thesword. Humanity demands it. 
erty will not be satisfied without it. [Applause. | 

Mr. CANNON. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. Pitney}. 

Mr.PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, it is well that the attention of the 
House and of the country has been called to the exceptionally large 
oases contained in the sundry civil bill now under con- 
sideration. I am glad to hear my distinguished friend from Texas 

Mr. Savers] and my equally distinguished friend from Missouri 

Mr. DockEry] disclaim any intent to make a partisan criticism. 

am sorry that in their remarks they were not entirely consistent 
with their declaration of intentions. This matter of great appro- 
priations of the public money is not and should not be madea par- 
tisan matter. No party has a monopoly of economy and no party 
has a monopoly of extravagance. Recent history does not indi- 
cate that the Republican party is especially chargeable with cul- 
pability in increasing the public expenditures. 

The Fifty-first Congress was Republican in both branches and 


Civilization urgesit. Lib- 


XXIX——114 


Let us take this step for the cause of justice, for lib- | 


jority of Democrats and Populists, there being a Democratic 
President. Its total appropriations will, I regret to say, amount 
to much more than a billion dollars, perhaps to as much as 
$1,045,000,000. A material part of the excess over a billion dollars 
is due to the increase of the sinking-fund requirements occasioned 


| by the increase of the public debt within the past three years, 


during which time additional Government bonds have been sold 


old 


| to the extent of $262,000,000, entailing an additional interest 





Why | 


| and above the * billion-dollar mark.” 





charge of $11,500,000 per annum and annual payments upon the 
principal to the amount of 1 per cent of the new loan, or about 
$2,620,000, an increase for interest and sinkine-fund obligations 
of over $14,000,000 on that account. 

The river and harbor bill passed at the last session of the present 
Congress—passed by the votes of Democrats as well as Repub- 
licans—appropriated directly nearly $13,000,000 for that class of 
work, and authorized the Secretary of War to make contracts for 
the completion of works (most of which were already in progress) 
to an aggregate of about $59,000,000, payments to fall due at the 
rate of 25 per cent per annum for four years. The sundry civil 
bill now before the House includes more than $15,000,000 of appro- 
priations for these river and harbor contracts. Without going 
further into detail, we have already accounted for practically the 
entire excess of the appropriations of the present Congress over 
A careful investigation of 
the figures I have given and of the whcle subject will convince 


| an impartial observer—however much he may regret these vast 


expenditures—that the responsibility can not be placed upon either 
political party as a party. and that if the true explanation is to be 
found and a proper remedy applied, they must be sought for out- 
side the lines of party division. The truth is, there is much more 
of human nature than of party politics in all these matters of 
appropriations, and I think I can show, before concluding my re- 
marks, that the explanation of the growing increase of public ex- 
penditures is to be sought and found in another direction. 

But if there were any real difference between the two great par- 
ties upon this question, 1 will frankly admit, Mr. Chairman 
speaking for myself, as amember of the majority party here—that 
1 do not think our present power was given to us by the people 
with the purpose of increasing the appropriations. There never 
was a party majority of Representatives in this House who owed 
their seats so little to mere partisan votes as the members of the 
Fifty-fourth Congress, with the exception of those who have been 
reelected to the Fifty-fifth Congress. We Republicans were 
elected in 1894, and again in 1896, by a union of forces, by men of 
both parties, and we owe a responsibility to those who supported 
us and who placed us in power here which we can not shirk. 

Iam glad, therefore, Mr. Chairman, and because I am obliged 
to share in the responsibility of reporting this sundry civil } 
the House I am especially glad, that the attention of the House 
and of the country has been called to the fact that it is the largest 
bill that has ever been reported under this title. I am glad, also, 
that the frank admission ismade by gentlemen upon the other 
side of the House that there is nothing in the bill properly subject 
to criticism, excepting those items which provide payment for river 
andharborimprovements. Iam glad that attention is called to th: 
fact that almost the whole increase in the bill over and above 
what has been customary in recent years—namely, $15,131,996.91— 
is due to the passage of the river and harbor bill at the last session 
of this Congress and to the fact that the Secretary of War, under 
the authority of that law, has made contracts for public work, 
under which contracts certain payments will fall due during the 
fiscal year 1898 to the amount that I have mentioned. 

THE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL 

For myself [haveno apology to make for my action upon the river 
and harbor bill. I will not undertake to criticise it or explain it in 
detail. Ihave not the necessary knowledge. I was opposed at the 
last session to the passage of any river and harbor bill, excepting, 
perhaps, the minimum amount which would have been sufficient to 
protect from theelements the work that was already in progress and 
partly unfinished, hoping that the same policy might be continued 
until the country should be ina condition to warrant further prog- 
ress in river and harborimprovements. When the bill was pending 


nll to 
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in the House, I protested against its passage. I voted against it | 
then. and afterwards voted to sustain the Presidential veto when 
the bill was returned from the White House. And yet, Mr. Chair- 
man, I am not opposed to the proper and reasonable improvement 
of our principal harbors and waterways. The Republican party | 
is not opposed toit, and the people are not opposed to it. But an 
extravagant bill, that is passed without debate, and under such | 
circumstances that no man, friendly or unfriendly to the bill, 
can safely say after it is passed that its several items are just and | 
proper—against such a bill it is the duty, I think, of every Repre- | 
sentative to protest. 

That river and harbor bill, I believe, was grossly extravagant, 
and contained many vicious items, as must needs be the case with 
a bill passed by such methods. And yet the greatest objection to 
the bill, in my opinion, was not so much in respect to the par- | 
ticular projects of work, some of which have been subjected to | 
severe criticism here, but was owing to the fact that the bill was | 
passed at a time when the country could not afford to have it | 
passed; to the fact that when the bill was passed the income of the 
Government was less than its necessary expenditures, so that a 
deficit of $140,000,000 had resulted within three years preceding, 
and the Government was subsisting largely upon borrowed money; 
to the fact that when the bill was passed the credit of the country 
was impaired. And although we had the high authority of the 
President of the United States for saying that 
fortable surplus” in the Treasury at that time, yet every man | 
knew the ‘‘ surplus” was not only a borrowed surplus, but that it | 
was made up in large part of the promissory notes of the Gov- 
ernmen’ held in the Treasury vaults. 

President Cleveland’s veto of the river and harbor bill was 
dated May 29, 1896. On that date the ‘‘ available cash balance” 
in the Treasury was $267,000,000, showing an apparent surplus of 
$167 ,000,000 above the gold reserve; but of this amount $29,000,000, 
in round numbers, were silver dollars, $87,688,000 were ‘‘ green- 
backs,” and $42,000,000 or thereabouts were composed of Treasury 
notes of 1890, national-bank notes, fractional silver coin, and simi- 
lar items, not available for redemption purposes, leaving only 
about $108,000,000 as the amount of gold in the Treasury—but | 
little above the conventional “reserve fund” of $100,000,000. At | 
the same time there were in circulation among the people about | 
$225.000,000 in ** greenbacks,” over $33,000,000 of currency certifi- | 
cates, nearly $100,000,000 of Treasury notes of 1890, and over | 
$300,000,000 of silver certificates, besides 50,000,000 or more of | 
silver dollars. 

All of this outstanding money was, directly or by indirection, | 
redeemable at the Treasury in gold, either by force of law or by | 
the operation of the very proper practice which is pursued by the | 
representatives of the Government in order to maintain all the | 
people’s money upon the basis of gold coin as a standard. Of | 
course there was nothing novel in this situation in the month of | 
May, 1896, when the river and harbor bill was passed, but a series 
ot events and the then existing conditions rendered it important 4 
to scrutinize the actual condition of the Treasury when consider- } 
ing increases of appropriations. 

And so the nominal ‘‘ surplus” in the Treasury of $167,000,000 
could not properly be regarded as a surplus of such a character 
as to warrant increased expenditures for public objects. For pur- 
poses of bookkeeping it was properly called a surplus, but for pur- 
poses of finance it is not proper—at least when the public credit 
is questioned—to consider any part of the Treasury balance as a | 
surplus or as available assets, except so much of it as is composed 
of money which may be used as the final redeemer of the outstand- 
ing obligations of the Government—that is to say, the gold coin. 
The necessary result of making expenditures in excess of the cur- 
rent income of the Government, when such expenditures must be 
paid by the reissue of Government notes, is, to all intents and | 
purposes of true finance, in effect to create a new and additional 
loan, because the Government notes as they go out constitute an 
increase of the Government obligations already outstanding. 

And whether the situation were the result of inadequate provi- 
sion of revenues or of unwise and unnecessary appropriations, or 
in part the result of both of these causes, made no difference with | 


there was ‘‘ a com- | 


the condition of affairs as it confronted us in the first session of | 
the present Congress. We found the Government receipts run- 
ning low, so that even the most necessary expenditures would | 
exceed the income. As the House of Representatives was unable | 
to pass a revenue measure to restore the income, owing to opposi- 
tion in the Senate and in the White House, the only alternative | 
for us was to avoid unnecessary appropriations. I was opposed, | 
therefore, to the passage of the river and harbor bill, not only be- | 
cause it involved extravagant expenditures, but also for the reason 
that in my opinion it had a decided tendency to further impair 
the credit of the country. To the best of my ability, and so far 
as the scope of my influence extended, I endeavored to apply the 
same rule to all other plans and projects calling for the appropri- 
ation of the public money, and to support only such as were so 
necessary as to warrant us in paying out even borrowed money 





| 
| 
| 
| 


| Mississippi, and other gentlemen who stand with him, ; 
| when they came into power in the Fifty-third Congress they p ; 
| an act which not only crippled the industries of the count; it 


| but neither of these gentlemen went far enough to discover t! 





for their maintenance. Deficiency of revenue being the 
‘ause of our financial difficulties, the obvious remedy was .- 
to increase the revenue or to limit the expenditures. ~ 
But, says the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Carcuincs 
universal sentiment of the people of the South sustains thes, 
and harbor improvements. I dare say so; and I do not com 
of our brethren of the South for desiring to improve their } 
and waterways. What I do complain of in the gentlema) 


n 


as | r 


is 


to some extent paralyzed the custom-houses, and then they 
wards came into the Fifty-fourth Congress and persuaded 
members to join with them in expending an enormous am 

borrowed money to improve the harbors which lead up 
custom-houses. The gentleman has not ventured to defe; 
river and harbor bill from this standpoint, and I do not thin 
can. Nobody objects to reasonable expenditures for digging oy} 
sand bars at the mouth of the harbor, provided you do not « 
the custom-house at the head of the harbor. [I do not obj: 
much to free ingress and egress for commerce, but I do insist ¢},+ 
the same commerce which is admitted into the port ought t 
aimple tolls at the custom-house for the purpose of paying { 


| improvements. 


However, in spite of opposition here and elsewhere, th: 
and harbor bill was passed, and became a part of the law : 
land. And so the question came up at the present session as { 
what the Committee on Appropriations should do with the expend- 
itures authorized in that law when they came to make un) the 
appropriations for thecoming fiscal year. Then we were confronted 
with the fact that after the bill was passed the Secretary o! 
went forward, as authorized by the act, and made contract 
ing for certain payments to fall due during the fiscal year 
It is the function and the duty of the Committee on Approy: 
tions to report appropriations required by law. We could not 
withhold the appropriations without repudiating the contracts, 
and the American people are opposed to repudiation in that and 
every other form. Therefore, for these contracts it seemed 1 
essary for us to report the appropriations. Other contracts 1 
yet let are now in the very process of letting. The Secretary of 


= 
War 


| War has adopted the plans, has accepted the bids, and is about t ) 
| put the pen upon paper to bind the Government for these con- 


fi 


tracts. We can not, therefore, withhold appropriations to 1 


| the payments under these intended contracts without to that 


extent nullifying legislation. It would perhaps be improper for 
the Committee on Appropriations to recommend a bill which 
would have that effect. If there is any authority to stop the « 
tracts, it is for the Executive, acting through the Secretary of 
War, to refuse to enter into them. Therefore, Mr. Chairman 
has seemed necessary for your committee to report this unusually 
great expenditure in the sundry civil appropriation bill in « 

to provide for the payments made necessary by the river and 
harbor bill of last year. 

It is a good thing to have great improvements if you do not 
have unnecessary improvements, if you do not have extrava 
improvements, and if you do not go intoimprovements whic! 
people can not afford to undertake at the time. The Comm 
on Appropriations were practically concluded from objection on 
these points by the passage of the law at the last session 
much for the river and harbor expenditures. 

RECENT INCREASES OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

And now I want to say something upon the main subject of the 
increase of our appropriations in recent years, which the gen! 
man from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] and the gentleman from Missouri 
{[Mr. Dockery] and other gentleman have alluded to. The gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERs] called attention to a comparison 
between the appropriations for the fiscal year 1887 and those of 
the fiscal year 1897, andthe gentleman from Missouri ng Dock- 
ERY] grouped certain years at a former time with the pres«rt, 


SO 


cause of the great increases of appropriations in recent years. lt 


| the gentlemen had compared the appropriations for ten years })r- 


ceding 1887 with the appropriations for ten years following ait: 
1887, they would have found during the first period reasona 

expenditures on the whole, whichever party had control of t!e 
purse strings, and in the second period they would have found v: 


| greatly increased appropriations on the whole, whichever part) 


had control of the purse strings. During the second decade these 
increases have been going forward, whether the Republicans 

the Democrats have been in power, either in the White House an 
the Departments, or in the Senate, or in the House of Represen':- 
tives, or in all three combined. The expenditures during tha! 


| period have increased with rapid strides, and if the gentlem« 


had investigated and ascertained what controlling change ha 
taken place between the first decade and the second decade, they 
would have had their attention called toa significant event, which, 
it seems to me, has been of controlling importance in this matter. 
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That event was the change in the rules of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, made at the opening of the Forty-ninth Congress, in 
December, 1885—previous to the framing of the appropriation bills | 
for the fiscal year 1887—by which change the House departed from 
the previous practice of intrusting all the appropriation bills to a | 
single committee, which was held responsible for the sum total as | 
well as for the details, the House then inaugurating the new 
policy of distributing the appropriation bills and dividing the 
responsibility among a large number of committees, none of which 
could really be held responsible. That division of responsibility 
has continued during all subsequent Congresses to the present time. 
Perhaps the system is now too firmly established to encourage a | 
proposition to return to the former system, but since we are now 
calling the attention of the House and of the people to the fact 
of increased expenditures, it is worth while to inquire into the | 
cause—not to bandy partisan attacks, not to make anything but a 
fair comparison, but to ascertain, if we can, the real cause of the | 
increased appropriations, and let the people remedy the evil if | 
they desire to remedy it. Speaking for myself, I believe that a 
change in the direction of economy is called for, and that public 
sentiment will find expression upon the subject at no very distant | 
day. Let me say at this point that I am not now advocating any | 
increase of responsibility for the present Committee on Appropri- | 
ations. Nor am I prompted to speak by any personal considera- 
tion. I am well aware that if the power and influence and 
responsibility of the old Committee on Appropriations were re- 
stored, no first-term member like myself. nor even any second- | 
term member, would probably find a place upon that honorable 
committee. 

Now, let us reflect fora moment. From the foundation of the 
Government down to the year 1865 all bills for the expenditure of 
money, all general appropriation bills, as well as all bills for rais- | 
ing revenue, were in the control of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee of the House of Representatives. To goa little further back, 
the Constitutionitself, by a specific declaration, placed in the House 
of Representatives the same power and prerogative over revenue | 
bills which the British House of Commons had held from time 
immemorial. The framers of the Constitution put into it a pro- 
vision that— 





All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representa- 


tives, but the Senate may propose or concur with amendments as on other 
bills. 


That provision does not say in terms that all ‘‘ money bills,” in- | 
‘luding appropriation bills, shall originate in the House of Repre- | 
sentatives, but it has been so construed by Congressional action, | 
and the practice of Congress from that time until now, without a 
single notable exception, has been to allow the House—indeed the 
House has enforced the practice—to originate not only bills for 
the laying of taxes and the raising of revenue, but also bills for | 
the expenditure of the money after it is received into the coffers | 
of the Treasury. An attempt was made in the year 1856 by the | 
Senate of the United States to originate certain general appropria- 
tion bills. 
of Representatives, and there they were defeated by being laid | 
upon the table, without reference to a committee. From that 
time until now, so far as Iam aware, there has been no attempt 
on the part of the Senate to break through the Congressional | 


They were passed in the Senate and sent to the House | 


— of permitting appropriation bills as well as revenue bills to | 
originated by the House of Representatives. 

And why? 
by the fathers, and by all who have followed after them, that the | 
same arm of the Government—the same branch of the legisla- | 
ture—which was charged with the responsibility of raising reve- | 
nue should also be charged with the responsibility of proposing 
its expenditure; or, to put the last matter first, that those who 
had the privilege of recommending expenditure should at the | 
same time be clothed with the power and responsibility of propos- 
ing measures for raising the necessary revenues. 

And so, from the earliest days down to the year 1865, the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means of the House originated both the ap- 
propriation bills and the revenue bills. In that year the separate 
committee for appropriations was created, and from 1865 to 1885 | 
that committee was charged with all bills for the appropriation of 
money with but two exceptions, viz, the agricultural bill, reported 
since the fiscal year 1880 by the Committee on Agriculture, and 
the river and harbor bill, jurisdiction over which was vested in a 
separate committee from 1883, if I mistake not. 

Now, during the hard times which followed after the panic of 
1873, as gentlemen may remember, the Democratic party secured | 
control of the House of Representatives in 1874, upon the cry of | 
‘“* Retrenchment and reform.” And for some years thereafter the 
Democrats did, and the Republicans did also, keep the expendi- | 
tures down to a very reasonable limit. During that time the Hon. 
Samuel J. Randall, of Pennsylvania, was an honored leader of | 
the Democratic party on this floor. He was three times chosen | 
Speaker, and he was afterwards for several Congresses chairman | 


The reason is, it seems to me, that it was recognized | 
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| of the Committee on Appropriations. 


| opposed him, led the Democratic opposition, and joine 


| The question arose, how they could do it. 


| respect and the Committee on Appropriations has 


| cominittees. 


| itures in the several 


| outstrip revenues. 


ISI] 


Now, if there is any par- 
tisan moral to be drawn from this little history, it perhaps comes 
in here. Samuel J. Randall was one of the greatest practical 
statesmen that the Democratic party ever sent to this House, and 
was universally recognized as a leader and as a steadfast econo 
mist. But he committed one unpardonable fault. He was the 
leader of that wing of the Democratic party who believed that the 
tariff should be laid, not merely for the sole and only purpose of 
raising revenue, but that in laying the tariff it was not only per- 
missible but proper to make reasonable discriminations in favor 
of the products of American industry. And so, in the FPorty- 
eighth Congress, when the Hon. John G. Carlisle wa ‘ 
and the Hon. William R. Morrison, of Mlinois, was engaged in 
his great project of horizontal reduction of the tariff, Mr. Randall 
1 with the 


’ } 
S speak 


Republicans in defeating that measure. 

Therefore it was determined, on the assembling of 
ninth Congress in the month of December, to h 
wings” of Samuel J. Randall for having had the audacity to rep 
resent in some degree the protection sentiment of the country. 
Well, Mr. Randall was 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, which gave him 
too great power.as they thought, and so the Democratic majority 
in the Forty-ninth Congress. under the leadership of Carlisle, 
Morrison, Springer, and others who acted with them, revised thi 
rules of the House so that many of the appropriation bills were 
taken away from the Appropriations Committee and distributed 
among other committees of the House. In that way they distrib- 


ISS5. 


| uted the Army appropriation bill and the Military Academy ap- 


propriation bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, the naval 
appropriation bill to the Committee on Naval Affairs. the Indian 
appropriation bill to the Committee on Indian Affairs, the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bil! tothe Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and the Post-Office appropriation bill to the Committee on 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Since that time the rules have remained unchanged in this 
had charge of 
but six of the fourteen great annual appropriation bills, namely, 
deficiency, District of Columbia, fortifications, legislative, pension, 
and sundry civil, the remaining eight being held by seven other 
The result has been just what Mr. Randall and 
others predicted when the change was proposed. Instead of a 
single committee having entire charge of expenditures, acting 
without special interest in any particular branch or department 
of the public service, but desirous simply of doing justice by all, 
responsible at the same time, not only for the details, but for the 
total of expenditures, and charged with the duty of keeping the 


outgo within the income of the Government, there have been 


| numerous committees preparing and reporting bills for expendi- 


tures, each committee impressed with the importance of soine 
particular branch of the service and recommending appropria- 
tions for that branch without cooperation with the other commit- 


| tees, and necessarily without full knowledge whether extraordi- 
| nary expenditures required at the same time in other directions 


might not raise the total of appropriations beyond a reasonable 
limit or even beyond the total revenues—no committee charged 
with keeping a proper balance or proportion between the expend- 
Departments; none charged with kee; 
the sum total within bounds, or with seeing that expense: 


ine 
ng 
ao not 


As a consequence, the annual expenditures 


| have largely increased in the past ten years, quite out of propor 


tion to the increase of population in the country. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman state whether he is 
in favor of going back to the old rule on this subject and commit- 
ting all the general appropriation bills to a single committee? 

Mr. PITNEY. I will state that I intend to express no final 
opinion on that subject, for I have not investigated it far enough 
to form an opinion for which I should like to be held responsible. 
But I say that, inasmuch as the attention of the House and the 
country is attracted at this time to the increase of appropriations, 
I think we should investigate to the very bottom the causes which 
have produced the increase. If there is amoral to be drawn from 


| the circumstances of the case, either by gentlemen on this floor or 


by our constituents in the country, they will be able to draw it 


| when they know the full history of the matter. 


Mr. GROW. Will the gentleman allow me a moment's expla- 
nation on a question of fact? LI would not interrupt the gentleman 
if he had not already been interrupted. I wish to call the gentle- 
man’s attention to an occasion when, the House having sent tothe 
Senate the Post-Oftice appropriation bill, the Senate amended it 
by increasing the postage on letters and papers; and this House, 
when the bill was returned to it from the Senate, sent it back to 
that body with the suggestion that, under the Constitution, rey 
enue measures must originate in this House—that the Senate could 
not originate a revenue bill. 

Mr. PITNEY. I am very much indebted to my distinguished 
friend from Pennsylvania | Mr. Grow] for hissuggestion. It may 
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be that he is referring to a different occurrence from the one to 
which I have already called attention. 

Mr. GROW. The case to which I refer involves precisely the 
same question. 

Mr. PITNEY. Iwiliread from aspeech delivered in this House 
on the 8d of March, 1871, by James’A. Garfield, of Ohio, after- 
wards President of the United States: 

In pursuance of this resolution 


Referring to a Senate resolution, passed, after much debate, on 
February 7, 1856, directing the Committee on Finance of that 
body to inquire into the expediency of reporting the appropriation 
bills for the support of the Government, etc.— 
the Senate Committee on Finance reported the general appropriation bill for 
invalid pensions. It passed the Senate on the 28th of February. Soon after- 
wards the Senate also passed the general appropriation bill for the repair of 
fortifications. Both these bills were laid on the table of the House on the lith 
of April, 1856, without having been referred or debated, thus ending the 
attempt of the Senate to change the uniform, unbroken custom of the Goy- 
ernment from its foundation to the present time; and it may still be said, as 
Mr. Seward declared in 1856, that up to this time no general appropriation 
bill which originated in the Senate ever became a law. 

Mr. GROW. I do not wish to take up the gentleman’s time; 
but if he will look up the history of this matter previous to the 
time he refers to, he will find that the first occasion when this 
question arose was on a bill making appropriations for the ex- 
penses of the Post-Office Department. As I have already stated, 
the Senate having sent that bill to the House with an amendment 
increasing the postage on letters and papers. the House sent it 
back with a suggestion that it was not within the power of the 
Senate under the Constitution to originate a revenue bill; and 
when that bill went back to the Senate, Senator Toombs, of Geor- 
gia, spoke upon it until the end of the session, so that Congress 
adjourned without making appropriations for the expenses of the 
Post-Office Department. The incident to which the gentleman 
from New Jersey has referred was subsequent to that which 1am 
now stating. 

Mr. PITNEY. 
suggestion. 

Mr. GROW. Ionly wish to vindicate the truth of history. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, at the time when the House 
distributed the appropriation bills in the Forty-ninth Congress 
many able members besides Mr. Randall took the floor and pointed 
out the consequences which would follow. The distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], now the chairman of the 


I am very much obliged to my friend for his 


Appropriations Committee, objected, and predicted that the result | 


would be greatly increased appropriations. A very able member 
from New Jersey, now deceased, the Hon. William Walter 
Phelps, whose district included a part of the district I have now 
the honor to represent, protested against the measure. And that 
distinguished leader from Ohio, William McKinley, now soen to 
be inaugurated President of the United States, stood here and 


pointed out to the Democratic majority that the necessary conse- | 
quence of the change would be vastly increased appropriations. | 


Now, I do not say that the change of the rules is necessarily a 
subject of partisan criticism; but, since a little partisan flavor has 
been injected into this debate, I may be permitted to allude to the 
facts of the case. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman is now of opinion that the 
action of the House of Representatives on this subject in the 
Forty-ninth Congress was properly subject to criticism, why does 
he not take advantage of the power of his own party in this House 
and secure a restoration of the old rule? 

Mr. PITNEY. I willsay tomy distinguished friend from Texas 
that I have too much modesty to assume to myself a power of 
control over the majority of this House. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman's answer is not sufficient. 

Mr. PITNEY. It is quite sufficient, and no one knows it better 
than my friend from Texas. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let me ask the gentleman this question: 
Under existing circumstances, would the gentleman consent to a 
restoration of the old rule, unless he felt pretty well assured that 
he was going to be a member of the Appropriations Committee 
again? 

Mr. PITNEY. The personal allusion is inopportune, and is 
entirely unmerited. If I thought that by declining or losing a 


place on that committee or on any committee (however much I | 


might prize the honor of belonging to it) I could assist in keeping 
the expenditures of the Government within reasonable limits, I 
hope I should not allow my personal interests or feelings to stand 
in the way. 

When this House shall come,if it does come, to act upon a 
proposition to restore the rule of placing the privilege of report- 
ing appropriation bills, with its accompanying responsibility, in 
a single committee, it will doubtless be at the opening of the first 
session of a new House, when the entire body of rules is under 
discussion; that is to say, before the appointment of any commit- 
tees. Certainly no new member could hope to increase his chances 
of being appointed upon a committee having charge of appropria- 


| 
| 
| 





| 


| placed a copy of them at my disposal. 


tions by advocating a proposition to confine that power and p>. 
sponsibility in a smgle committee. But when the time comes. | 
have no doubt that the principal obstacle in the way of a ret) 
to the old system or to any system which could be relied upon t 
produce similar results will be found in the fear of members ; 
erally that the privileges and prerogatives of this committ: 
that committee will be curtailed. And any member advocat 
a change will be suspected, if not accused, of a purpose to . 
hance his individual importance by securing a position upon { 
one committee that would be intrusted with the appropriat 
bills, if the change were adopted. 

My friend from Texas [Mr. Sayers} and my friend from " 
nessee [Mr. inanauenel both understand the springs of hun 
action, which operate upon this floor as well as elsewhere, \ 
enough to appreciate the difficulty of remedying the present 
tem now that it has been established for more than ten years 

But, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of my fri 
from Texas [Mr. oe and my friend from Missouri 
DocKERY ] to the results which have followed from the divisi f 
responsibility as to expenditures. 

The Agricultural appropriation bills for ten years preceding {ss} 
amounted in the aggregate to $3,238,740. For the ten years follow- 
ing they amounted to $23,480,347, an increase of 624.98 per « 
The Army bill, being a notable exception to the rule, was redu 
from a total of $259,000,000 in the first decade to $240,000,0uu 
the second decade. The diplomatic and consular bills were 
increased from a total of $11,879,000 in the first period toa tota 
$15,870,000 in the second, an increase of 33.59 per cent. In t! 
District of Columbia appropriation bills there was an increase in 
the annual average of the second decade as compared with the 
first amounting to 58.48 percent. In the fortification bills the 
total for the first ten years, $4,735,000, was increased so that in 
eight of the next ten years they aggregated $22,489,000, an increase 
of 875 per cent in the annual average. The Indian appropriation 
bills increased from a total of $50,000,000 for the first decade to a 
total of $85,703,000 for the second decade, an increase of 7() per 
cent, although the Indians are fast disappearing from the face of 
the earth. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. PITNEY. 2 

Mr. CANNON. Lyield to the gentleman such time as he wants. 

Mr. PITNEY. I thank the distinguished gentleman from [Ili- 
nois [Mr. CANNON}very much for his courtesy, and will ende:\ 
to detain the committee but a short time. 

The legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bills show 
a total of $178,000,000 in the first decade, and $213,000,000 in the 
second decade, or an increase of 19 per cent. 

And so, Mr. Chairman, without going into details, I may say 
that the same is true with reference to the other appropriation 
bills. Without now detaining the committee with their reading, 
I propose, with the consent of the House, to embody in the REecorp 
dsa part of my remarks, not merely the specific comparisons which 
I have given, but the tables from which they have been drawn. 
It seems to me they will be of great .nterest to the members of 
this body. At the same time I want to give credit for the very 
thorough, useful, and able research which produced these tables 
to the accomplished clerk of the Senate Committee on Appro- 
priations, Mr. T. P. Cleaves, who prepared the tables a year ago 
for the use of the committee of which he is the clerk, and kindly 
I think it will be a very 
good thing for the House and the country to have these tables 
before them in accessible form, and therefore I shall embody them 
in the RECORD, with the consent of the House, as they have » 
heretofore been published, even as a document. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a sugyes- 
tion? 

Mr. PITNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. While the gentleman is discussing the cause 
of the increase in the expenditures, does it not occur to him that 
the rapid extinguishment of the public debt—the great debt in- 
curred during the war—and the increase of revenue, as compared 
with expenses, which set in about 1883 or 1884, may largely account 
for this increasein appropriations? The fact that the Government 
had a large surplus revenue—did it not, in the judgment of the 
gentleman, have a tendency to rather increase than to diminish 
these expenditures? 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman’s suggestion is interesting, and 
there doubtless is such a tendency in times of surplus revenue; 
but I confess that my investigations do not lead me to believe 
that that tendency has been sufficient of itself to account for the 
results which are shown. 

I am glad to have the subject investigated by others as well as 
myself, and have no motive whatever except to ascertain exactly 
the facts bearing upon the case and the reason for these expendi- 
tures, or rather increase of expenditures. I think it will scarcely 
be doubted that one of the prime causes, if not the principal cause, 
of the present large appropriations is the fact to which I have 


) 
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The time of the gentleman has expired. 
I should be glad to have a few minutes longer 
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already alluded, viz, the distribution of the appropriation bills 
among several committees and the consequent absence of respon- 
sibility in any committee. 

Mr. ‘“GROSVENOR. The suggestions of the gentleman from 
New Jersey areinteresting, and [ have no desire to question them. 

3ut at the same time I would suggest that the Senate Committee 
on Appropriations, during all the time to which he has referred, 
bad the appropriations emanating from the Senate within their 
entire control, and I would ask whether it is not a fact that that 
committee, having charge of all these bills, has largely exagger- 
ated the appropriations of the House? I draw no conclusions, but 
merely call his attention to the facts. 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENoR|} is, 
of course, aware of arule of parliamentary debate which makes 
it, perhaps, improper for us to refer to the proceedings in the other 
body 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; not in such a way as that. 

Mr. PITNEY (continuing). But I will tell the gentleman, in 
entire frankness, what I understand to be the explanation. For 
years past the Senate Committee on Appropriations has been an- 
nually threatened with the same change which was made in this 
House in 1885; that is, that they would be deprived of the consid- 
eration of these bills, and that the several bills would be passed 
over to the control of the committees which had charge of the 
special objects of the appropriation. If my information is cor- 
rect, the Senate Appropriations Committee have been constrained 
to submit to a kind of pressure for increasing the appropriations 
on the part of the committees having charge of the objects for 
which the appropriations would be expended, and they have 
yielded to the pressure perhaps more than they would have done 





if they had not been threatened with the loss of their prerogatives. | 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Would not the House committee be liable, 
also, to the same pressure? 

Mr. PITNEY. Very likely. I am not now claiming to suggest 
an adequate remedy. On the contrary, I have expressly dis- 
claimed undertaking to do so. But the inquiry of the distin- 
guished gentleman from Ohio | Mr. GROSVENOR] reminds me of a 
circumstance which is worth noting in this connection. 
all aware, of course, that the Senate has uniformly exercised to 
the fullest extent its constitutional prerogative to propose amend- 
ments on appropriation bills. The members of the House have 
often been called upon to oppose what they deemed the too great 
liberality of the Senate with regard to expenditures. That tend- 
ency in the Senate is not, 1 presume, of recent origin, and it 
perhaps will account for the fact mentioned by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] without reference to the pressure 
upon the Senate Committee on Appropriations, from other com- 
mittees, in the direction of increased appropriations. I am in- 
formed—and this is the interesting fact—that previous to the 


division of responsibility among the House committees the appro- | 


priation bills framed at this end of the Capitol were so uniformly 
and invariably reasonable and economical in amount that the 
Senate did not in a single imstance find occasion to reduce the 
amount of any of the appropriation bills as passed by the House. 
During that period all Senate amendments were in the direction 
of increased appropriations. But since the change of the House 
rules, to which I have referred, so marked has been the tendency 
to increase appropriations at this end of the Capitol that in 
repeated instances even the liberal Senators have felt constrained 
to propose amendments reducing the appropriation bills as passed 
by the House. My information is that several instances of this 
kind occurred so recently as the third session of the Fifty-third 
Congress. And there was one notable example of it in the first 
session of the present Congress, when the Senate amended the 
naval appropriation bill by reducing the provision for the con- 
struction-of new battle ships, cutting it down from four ships, as 
passed by the House, and making it provide for only two ships. 

It is not necessary to make inquiry whether, in these specific 
instances, the Senate was right or wrong in reducing the appro- 
priations. Nor is it worth while to inquire whether specific in- 
stances of the increase of appropriations, either by the Senate or 
by the House, have been wise or unwise. It is sufficient for us to 
know that a given system of legislative work has an inevitable 
tendency to increase the expenditures of the Government, and 
that another system has a tendency in the opposite direction. 
perience tells us that where public expenditures are unduly in- 
creased the unworthy objects will increase out of all proportion, 
while, if a policy of restricted appropriations is pursued, the un- 
worthy objects are more liable to be excluded. 
tion of the ‘‘ survival of the fittest.” 

Congress makes appropriations upon the recommendations of 
the Executive Departments of the Government. 
liberal with the money, the less urgent and less worthy recom- 
mendations receive equal treatment with those which are more 
important; while if Congress is economical, the Departments are 
constrained to ‘cut the garment according to the cloth,” and 
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If Congress is | 
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| omit from their recommendations the unworthy or unnecessary 
| objects. 
| 1 will put into the Recorp, Mr. Chairman, in connection with 


| the tables to which I have referred, a summary from which it will 
| be seen that, excluding the pension bill, which of course would 
| largely swell the percentage of the increase—and the increase of 
| the pension bill and the cause of it are well known to the House 
| and to the country—there was a net increase in the appropria- 
| tion bills for the ten years 1887-1896 over the corresponding ap- 
| propriations for the preceding ten years amounting to 46.43 per 
| cent on the average. 

Mr. PEARSON. Is that including the pension bills? 

Mr. PITNEY. No; that comparison excludes them. The per- 
centage would be still greater if you inelude the pension bills, for 
they increased 134 per cent. 

And now let us consider for a moment how this increase of ap- 
propriations compares with the increase of population. In the 
midst of the first decade the census of 1880 was taken, and in the 
midst of the second decade the census of 1890 was taken. If you 
| take the figures yielded by these two censuses as a correct basis 
for the average population in the two periods, you will find that 
the increase of population was 24.85 per cent, while the increase 
of appropriations was 46.43 per cent. This is exclusive of the pen- 
| slon appropriations, which, if included, would make the percent- 
| age of increase still greater. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PITNEY. Inamoment. Tocomplete my statement upon 
this point, I wish to say that the per capita appropriation for the 
first decade, that is, from 1877 to 1886, on the basis of the popu- 
| lation of 1880, was $29.56 for each man, woman, and child in the 
country, while the per capita appropriation for the second decade, 
that is, from 1887 to 1896, upon the basis of the population of 1890, 
was $34.67, an increase of $5.11 for each man, woman, and child 
in the country. 

Mr. SAYERS. The question I wish to put to the gentleman is 
this: Does he think that the appropriations should increase in pro- 
portion to population? 

Mr. PITNEY. Frankly, sir, I do not think they should in- 
crease 

Mr. SAYERS. Should not the percentage of population and 
the percentage of appropriations widen? 

Mr. PITNEY (continuing). I think, sir, that the change should 
be in the other direction, that as the population becomes more 
dense the proportion of appropriations to population ought to 
diminish per capita. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is the question I put to you. 

Mr. PITNEY. I answer it just as the gentleman, perhaps, 
| expected I would answer it, and I think he agrees with the answer, 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. PITNEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to moralize 
about this matter any longer, and perhaps I should not have ven- 
| tured to take the floor if it had not been for some allusions in the 
remarks of my distinguished friend from Texas [Mr. Sayers], 
which it seemed to me had a little partisan flavor about them. [I 
wish to say that I never have any difficulty in cooperating with 
my friend from Texas | Mr. SAYERS] and my friend from Missouri 
|[Mr. DocKERY] in their efforts to prevent unnecessary appropria- 
tions, nor any difficulty in securing their cooperation in the same 
direction. 

Mr. HOPKINS. "The gentleman does not wish to go to the 
extent of saying that as the population increases the aggregate 
expenses of the Government should decrease? 

Mr. PITNEY. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. SAYERS. But that the percentage should decrease. 

Mr. PITNEY. Asthe population increases, the per capita appro- 
priation ought to diminish. 
| Mr. HOPKINS. Still, the gentleman concedes that it costs 

more to run a country with 75,000,000 people than it costs to run 
| a country with 50,000,000 people. 
| Mr. PITNEY. Of course I concede that; but what I say is that 
it ought not to cost more per capita. 
| Now, Mr. Chairman, I have little further to say. I did not rise 
ito advocate any change in the rules. I do not know that any 
chanze is feasible, but while we are on the subject of the increas- 
ing expenses of the Government, it is worth while to consider the 
history of the matter and ascertain, if we can, the causes of the 
increase. Ifthe country desires that we shall continue in the pol- 
| icy, the country will have an opportunity to sustain the House of 
Representatives and the Senate in these increased appropriations. 
If, on the other hand, the country desires a change in the matter, 
the country, I believe, will find a way to force an issue and com- 
pel Congress, willingly or unwillingly, to reduce expenditures. 

Shall we reduce river and harbor improvements? The difficulty 
at present is that the river and harbor improvements go forward 
| without adequate scrutiny on the part of Congress. I have noth- 
| ing further to say upon that subject. I leave the whole matter to 


| 
} 
| 


| 














1814 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 13, 





the attention of the House. I ask you to study the tables which 
I will introduce into the REcoRD, and when you see them in the 
morning they will repay your careful study. 

Gentlemen may inquire, Do not these tables show that the appro- 
priations c yvered by the six bills now emanating from the Appro- 
priations Committee show an increase in the past ten years, as 
well as the eight bills reported by the seven other committees? I 
answer yes; although not to the same extent. Excluding the 
pension appropriations, the amount of which is the direct result 
of general legislation, the bills which have come from the single 
committee increased 32 per cent from the first period to the second; 
or but little more than the increase of population, which was 
about 25 per cent. The eight appropriation bills, which have 
latterly come from seven different committees, have increased 
nearly 54 per cent from the first period to the second, or more 
than twice as fast as the increase of the population of the country. 
This comparison indicates that, even under the present arrange- 
ment, where there has been the greatest responsibility there has 
been the least yielding to the constant pressure for increasing 
appropriations, and that those committees which have felt less 
responsibility for the total of expenditures have more easily 
yielded. This fact may to some extent answer the suggestion of 
my distinguished friend from Ohio |Mr. GRosVENOR] that any 
one committee of the House, if charged with the whole responsi- 
bility, would be subjected to the same pressure which is now felt, 
doubtless, by the Senate Committee on Appropriations. 

But if the 32 per cent increase shown by the bills that have pro- 
ceeded from the Appropriations Committee since the change of the 
rules is objectionable, it does not weaken the point of my observa- 
tions. The personnel of committees or the names of committees 
have nothing to do with the question. WhatIam inquiring about 
is the system. The Appropriations Committee is not what it was 
under the old rules; its power is less, its responsibility is less, its 
functions are different. That committee, like other committees 
charged with a part only, and an indefinite part, of the entire 
responsibility, has doubtless found it difficult to tighten the purse 
strings as well as they. 

Mr. Chairman, perhaps I ought not toclose without at least sug- 
gesting some change of system to remedy the present difficulty. 
1 confess that it seems to me the facts of history carry their own 
suggestion; and my service in this House has been too brief to 
give any particular importance to any proposition coming from 
me, except as enforced by the lessons of experience. 

The obvious and thoroughgoing remedy is to restore the system 
which was in operation from the adoption of the Constitution 
down to the close of the civil war. Place in the hands of a single 
committee—Ways and Means—the sole power to recommend any 
and all appropriations, as well as the sole responsibility, which 
they now have, of recommending measures for raising the neces- 
sary revenues to defray the expenditures. That committee—or 
any other committee having similar power and responsibility— 
will always be composed of the ablest, most experienced, and 
most patriotic members of the House. The Ways and Means 
Committee is not now overburdened with work, except on the 
rare occasions when a general tariff bill is under consideration. 
At such times its membership could be increased and its work 
divided among subcommittees and still kept withincontrol. With 
such an arrangement, every motive possible would exist for keep- 
ing the total expenditures within reasonable bounds, or at least 
within the limits of the income of the Government. We should 
hardly see appropriations exceeding the revenues under such a 
system; there would either be an addition to the revenues or a 
reduction of expenditures. 

The next best plan wonld be the one in force from 1865 to 1885, 
the Ways and Means Committee recommending revenue meas- 
ures as now and a single other committee framing appropriation 
bills, 

A third plan which suggests itself has more of the appearance 
of a makeshift, and has never been subjected to the test of expe- 
rience, viz: Create a new committee—call it, if you please, the 
Committee on Finance—to be made up of the Speaker of the House 
and the chairmen of the several committees on Ways and Means, 
Appropriations, Military Affairs, Naval Affairs, Indian Affairs, 
Foreign Affairs, Post-Offices, Agriculture, and Rivers and Har- 
bors, comprising all the committees now having charge of either 
revenue or expenditures. Give this committee adequate control 
over the whole subject, and perhaps some improvement would 
result. This suggestion, however, I submit with much diffi- 
dence. 

But, with all confidence, Mr. Chairman, I do suggest that if the 
public expenditures are to be limited in the future some different 
system of legislation will be necessary. When the proposition to 
divide the appropriation bills was made in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, Mr. Randall, as a member of the Committee on Rules, sub- 
mitted a minority report opposing the plan, in which he quoted 
from language used by himself on a former occasion when a 


| 





| greater, exclusive of pensions, and over $1,400,000,000 grea: 


similar project was under discussion in the Forty-sixth Cong: 
as follows: 


If you undertake to divide all these appropriations, and have many 
mittees where there ought to be but one, you will enter upon a pat 
extravagance you can not foresee the length of or the depth of until w 
the Treasury of the country bankrupt. 

Extravagant language, perhaps; and yet the tables which | 
mit will show that the appropriations for ten years followin: 
division of responsibility which he opposed were $688.0) 


including pensions, than for the ten years preceding the cha) 

Of the $688,000,000, we can attribute only $368,000,000 to ; 
increase of the population of the country, the remaining § 
000,000 being in excess of that growth. This vast sum is er 
even than the $292,000,000 realized by the Government as pro: 
of the bond issues of the past three years. 

Mr. PEARSON. Do I understand the gentleman to say th 
proposes to vote for this sundry civil bill just as it is reported |,y 
the committee? I ask that question because I have great res;.t 
for the gentleman’s opinion. 

Mr. PITNEY. I propose to vote for the bill just as reported, 
unless amendments are suggested; and then after debate I inay 
change my mind upon some items. It is a very large bill, and 
involves a great many items; but the great controversy over | 
bill, if there is any controversy, is that it is $15,100,000 greate: 
reason of one single thing, namely, the large increase in expeni|i- 
tures required by contracts authorized by the river and harbor 
bill passed at the last session. I have sufficiently expressed my 
opposition to that bill, but since it has become a law, and con- 
tracts have been made under it, we are obliged to recognize those 
contracts and make provision for the payments as called for. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. PITNEY.. Yes. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Are those expenditures simply authorized, 
or is the law mandatory upon the Secretary of War to make the 
contracts? 

Mr. PITNEY. Ido not thinkit is mandatory. If my recollec- 
tion serves me, it gives him the discretion to make the contracts, 

Mr. ANDREWS. To make the contracts if he saw fit? 

Mr. PITNEY. Hecould make them if he saw fit, and he could 
refrain from making them if he saw fit. I repeat what I said in 
the early part of my remarks, that if any authority is to nullify 
the act of last year, it ought not to be the Committee on Ajpro- 
priations. It should be the Secretary of War, who might refrain 
from making the contracts which necessitate these appropriations. 

Mr. ANDREWS. In other words, the House is left to a choice 
as between making the appropriations and a repudiation of the 
legal obligations which have been incurred by reason of the fact 
that the Secretary of War has exercised his discretion. 

Mr. PITNEY. Practically so. 

Mr. BOATNER. Could we refuse to make the appropriations 
without repudiating the lawful obligations of the Government’ 

Mr. PITNEY. Wecan not refuse to make the appropriations 
for those contracts which have already been entered into without 
repudiation. Wecan not refuse to make the appropriations for 
those contracts which the Secretary of War is now ready to enter 
into, and has determined to enter into, without nullifying legisla- 
tion. 

The following are the tables prepared by Mr. Thomas P. Cleaves, 
clerk of the Senate Committee on Appropriations, and referred to 
in the foregoing remarks: 

COMPARISON OF APPROPRIATIONS, 1877-1886 AND 1887-1896 
Comparison of the general appropriation bills' for the fiscal 


a 
3 


a 


y 


ears 1877 to 1858 








inclusive, Forty-fourth to Forty-eighth Congress, inclusive, when all bills except 
the Agricultural and river and harbor bills were reported by one committee 
in House of Representatives, and for the fiscal years 1887 to 1896, inclusive, 
Forty-ninth to Fifty-third Congress, inclusive, when the appropriation bi!/s 

were reported by eight committees in House of Representatives. 

AGRICULTURAL BILLS. 
1877 to 1886, inclusive. 1887 to 1896, inclusive. 

Ss apr a $165, 000.00 | 1857. $654, 715.00 
SDs kévendaescd cawdbasauion 2.199, 640.00 | 1888 1, 028, 730. 00 
7 - 2188, 400.00 | 1889____ 1,716, 010.00) 
~ 2198, 000.00 | 1890- 1, 689,470.09 
aivend osadieednoonaliaiolen 253,300.00 | 1891 1, 799, 100.00 
WON wcities sdccunaneusicccaden Se ee. 3, 028, 153.50 
itivdsdcntnenhen demas sepese 427,280.00 | 1893 8, 832, 995. 50 
iicahidine diane wbdmatin etal 405, 640.00 | 1894 8, 223, 500. 0 
i eeeseesnstaetanieseth 480,190.00 | 1895 8, 223, 625. () 
Pee cnunctcteceeiebvekinded 585,790.00 | 1896. - 8, 308, THO. 


3, 238, 740. 00 








“BB, 480, 347.05 


aThis amount for the Agricultural Department, appropriated in the leg- 
islative bill, is deducted therefrom and included here. 


Increase, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886 


$20, 241, 607.06 


Increase, per cent, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886... .................--- 624. 98 
Average annual appropriation, 1877-1886_..... ..........----..-.- , 874. 00 
Average annual appropriation, 1887-1896._..............--.-...-- $2, 348, 054. 70 








1897. 


Comparison of the general appropriation bills for the fiscal years 1877 to 1886, 
inclusive, Forty-fourth to Forty-eighth Congress, inclusive, ete.—Continued. 


ARMY BILLS. 





1877 to 1886, inclusive. 


1887 to 1896, inclusive. 








, 867.90 

2, 500. 00 ’ 

3, 486. O1 .471, 300 
B00. 00 316, 615. 73 
800.00 , 206, 471. 79 
, 800.00 , 613, 529. 1 
000.00 | 

250. 00 


D4, 450. 00 
052. 50 





;, 506. ‘1 


I 

















Decrease, 1887-1896 under 1877-1886. ..........................-..-- $18, 881,181.43 
Decrease, per cent, 1887-1896 under 1877-1886__............--..-..-. 7-20 
Average annual appropriation, 1877-1886 _...............-...-...- $25, 934, 650. 64 
Average annual appropriation, 1857-1896 ..............-.....-....- $24, 046, 532. 49 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR BILLS. 
1877 to 1886, inclusive. 1887 to 1896, inclusive. 
TET. cectndddbdeegess cocuce 8 AS Ok en ee $1, 364, 065. 00 
ne enencicwinian 1, 138, : I I cicada tashinsistitoenaeaiacettinli 1, 420, 942. 44 
OE = Cie ia ocneneces a cds ocala pcb ei actacie 1, 428, 465. 00 | 
iis on ED Bro nniecinieainieh teamed 1, 980, 025. 00 
2 Bea I 0 I cost hueslinigimssendscn cies 1,710,815. 00 
Sl sdetiitibbpntinn canene 1 Shien antes ciielmana ts Kvipdentes 1, 656, 925.00 | 
SR Pe ae donna nene 1, 1893 ccceeee 641,006,045.00 
a wen 1, 206, 755. 00 8 5.00 | 
5 RRR 1, 219, 300. 00 5 76 
, 1, 242, 925. 00 | 58. 76 





SE “11, 879, 537.00 


- 96 


Increase, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886 $3, 990, 567 


96 
Increase, per cent, 1887-18% over 

















338. 59 
Average annual appropriation, 1 : $1, 187,953. 70 
Average annual appropriation, 1887-1896 _.................-.-.-.-.. $1, 587, 010. 49 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BILLS. 
1877 to 1886, inclusive. 1887 to 1896, inclusive. 
ib tatcessaca. nigeccekuceees | ES er ee $3, 721, 050. 99 
1878. sccbies Tapp: dala i trkaiam Dndiphandsbadaee aida ends 4, 284, 500. 66 
enn cenans a@ $3, 583, 066.46 | 1889 dened eceeee 5,046, 410. 2 
RE edn nadecsce 8 8 68 Oe », G2, 409 
oe I ind ee dd alae 5, 769, 5 
| SS a ae S | 9 eS ee 5, 597 
ete cine cwceae asta i thiamine 5,317 
{OOS ae SO I MA saa cia sidiiges ich ieibind 5,418 
re II i caine 5, 45 
ESD SE f BNNs whdncienaneankiacecece 5, 745, 443 
Se 27, 837, 705. 98 ah lk icles 52, 123, 450. 20 
Total, 1889-1896. .......... 44, 117, 808. 55 





_a This amount for the District of Columbia, appropriated in sundry civil 
bill, is deducted therefrom and included here. 


Increase, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886. ...........-.....--.. .....-.-..-- $24, 285, 744. 22 
Increase, 1889-1896 over 1879-1886 (eight-year period) $16, 280, 102. 57 
Increase, per cent, 1889-1806 over 1879-1886 (eigh 58. 48 
Average annual appropriation, 1879-1886 $3, 479, 713. 24 
Average annual appropriation, 1889-1806 $5, 514, 726. 06 


t-year period)... 


FORTIFICATION BILLS. 





1877 to 1886, inclusive. 














CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Neen ee eee ee nnn EET TEnTnInIIEnnnIEEnEIEnnnEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEET 


Comparison of the qeneral ap) 


inclusive, Forty-fourth to Foi ty-« ighth 


‘-opriation b 


( 


lis for the 


INDIAN BILLS. 


1877 to 1886, inch 


isive 

ae - $4,572, 762.01 | 1887 
ee $820 865.69 1X88 
a a a il a ale 4,746,275.70 1880 
Isso 4,715,478. 58 | 1890 
Iss] eanceniia $657,262.72 0 S01 
ISS” _ 4.587. 866.80 0 1892 
1883 Paintin cei .- 5,229, 374.01 | 1893 
ISS4 ei ie Sai .. 5,358,655.91 | 1804 
1885 ’ 5, 850, 402.91 | 1895 
et Cr 5, 762,512.70 | 1806 

ee i 50,3817, 457.08 

Increase, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886 ‘ 
Increase, per cent, IS87—-1806 over 1877-1886 


Average annual appropriation, 1877-1886 
Average annual appropriation, 1887-1806 


LEGISLATIVE 





1877 to 1886, inclusive. 
a eeeee-- @§15, 252, 933. 3B 
ti ieee a 15,2), 706. 30 
1879 : @ 15, OR2, 851. 30 
1880. .....- at 16, O89, 457. 73 
Ee 16, 274, 023. 59 
ah taeda at ainda 17, 678, 508. 99 

| JASS 20, 088, 000. 65 
ee ae 20, 454, 246, 22 
is Gi tiie eh aehaaie 21,308, 141.85 
LSS6 - 21, 376, 708. 70 





ee tes 2 OOO) BU ccc nncncawenewedsae” bcecsecaceces 
1878 275, 000. 00 tg = ie eS SS 
1879 oe" "Sena $3, 972, 000.00 
1880 ao ee ecteniiean 1, 233, 504. 00 
188] (5 4, 232,935.00 | 
1882 UNOS FB cddciidncwacacscancsaee 3, 774, 803. 00 
1883 "| 5 Se 2, 734, 276. 00 
1884 IE Io seas nianunoeows 2, 210, 055. 00 
1885 Se GGNS BEN. . aciecckepencascan 2, 427, 004. 00 
1886 MUR OO 0 PIGS So cc ccscancsncccese 1, 904, 557. 50 
4, 735, 000. 00 Ne 8 cadsdtcekes 22, 489, 224. 50 
Increase, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886....................--------.--.-- $17, 754, 224. 50 
Increase, per cent, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886. ........---------------- _ 874.95 | 
Average annual appropriation, 1877-1886. ...............------.-- $473, 500. 00 


Average annual appropriation, 1887-1896..........-....--...--.-- 


$2, 248, 922. 45 





78, 800, 577. 66 


a Agricultural Department appropriations eliminated and carried to : 


cultural bills. 


Increase, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886 








MILITARY A¢ 
1877 to 1886, inclusive. 

1877 --- $290,065.00 
I silane dec cisacacenic 286, 604, 00 
a ae 20? 805, 00 
Se 319, 547.33 
aioe wcccee 6916, 234. BS 
SE inctts catetenes daciaiagiat acaba B22, 435. 37 
ial ann tebadadunidatiaee 335, 557. 04 
i a ala oe: 318, 657.50 
ccs exe .. $14,563.50 
EE 310, 021. 64 
edd scacdean 3, 106, 490. 66 


Increase, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886 _- 


B 


1887 
]888 
1S89 
Laon 
1801 
ist 
18u3 


1st4 


ILLS. 


1887 to 1896, 


1RU5 _ . 


LS06 


Increase, per cent, 1887-1896 over I877-1886 
Average annual appropriation, 1877-1886 
Average annual appropriation, 1887-1896 


SADEMY 


1X88 
1xSO 
1s00 
ISv1 
Iso 
1sa3 
1804 
1805 


1S06 


Increase, per cent, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886 
Average annual appropriation, 1877-1886 
Average annual appropriation, 1887-1896. - 


NAVAL 


1877 to 1886, inclusive. 





1877 7 e items $12, 742, 155. 40 
ticle ticsinit tyachcnhgtdeg wie 13, 541, 024. 40 
PE A cdeciienitidias 14, 
a ae a acre 14, ua 
2 ara 14, 405, 797.70 
1882 * 14, 566, 087.55 
a ieiaicd andi 14, 819, 976. 80 
a cia i nhc 15, 804, 434. 23 
al aii icduicsaishererssiti 14, 980, 472. 59 
Neila cle a ai 15, 070, 887.95 
Total. ..... _ 144, 208, 309. 27 


Increase, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886 


Increase, per cent, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886 
Average annual appropriation, 1877-1886 hima 
Average annual appropriation, 1887-1896 _................- 


BILL 


Total 


BILLS. 


inclusive 


$5, 46, 262. S4 
q >, 2), SOT. GB 
SER. TOO. To 
8. O77. 443. 30 
2 O16. 02 
16, O88), 284. 86 
7, (HH OMT 4 
7 S44 OS 
10, 658. 55. 16 
8,762, 751 
SN i > Is 
£35, B85, THB. 15 
10. 32 
a>, f 45.70 
$8,570, 322. 01 
S20, 64, 346. 37 
MM). 745. 023. 67 
“A. TSS. LTS. OT 
20, 843, 615. 81 





21, (G0, Th2. 7h 
22, (RT, 63 > 
21, OO, 1382. 07 
21,865, 802. 81 
21, 306, 583. 29 


21,801, 718. 08 


12 op me ORY 
215, O22, 828.5 


10 


9,057 


$17, 88 


$21, 302, 2 


ih 
-. So 


1887 to 1896, inclusive 


& 


1887 to 180% 


. ae 


1888 
1889 


tee ak 


1891 
1802 
1803 
1804 


1805 


1396 _ - 


>, in 


. & 


S07 
$10, 5 
315, 045 
we. 76 
1 2H. | 
(ait 
GT. Bs 


Ht 


805 


ich) 
Ain? 
$28 
2, 
si) 


tit 


me 


261 


in 


‘lusive 


$16, 489, £ 





25, 767 


10, 942, 835. 35 
21, 602, 510. 27 
24, 156, 085.53 
31, 541, 654. 78 
23, 543, 385. 00 
22, 104,061.38 
25, 327, 126. 72 


29, 416, 245. 31 


239, 961, 1 


$95, 757, 800. 46 
66. 40 

S14, 420, 350. 92 
>, 996, 110, 97 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Co n of tI C ral approq riation bills ti the fiscal years 1877 to 1886. 
incl I ht orty-eighth Congress, inclusive, etc.—Continued 
POST-OFFICE BILLS 

1877 to 1896, inclusiv 
RET sesisn sp vente mvehiel- sn dlusiiordiniisllaananN $34. 585. 701.00 1887 EE, 
187 33, 584, 143. 00 50, 6 M, 650.15 
1879 . 3, 2565. 373. 00 q 
ISSO) neil hiesetiepan 400.00 
Be cuatectunion > 420. 00 
1S82 oe eee , 957, 482. 00 
XX} ' -eneeee 44,643, 900.00 
a $4. 489. 520. 00 
1885 10.140. 400.00 
ISS 53. 700, 990. 00 ( 

BOE: ceennmatiosiene 400, 473, 279. 00 Total -_-..... 728, 778, 21.38 
Increase, 1877-1896 over 1877-1886 aii eal ae a $319, 304, 922.38 
Increz t, ISS7-1896 o _ SETI: a coanial:eane:cs mceSeiotintbrataiiadins 77.97 
Ave ppropriatio pS s nccincnanannecaneumueiann $40, 947, 327.90 
AV »propriat ion, 1887-1896 s luhibenieechncetiaaanna $72, 877, 820.13 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILLS. 
1877 to 1886, inclusive. 1887 to 1896, inclusive. 
re SSUES 1 MS vvitenncsccauesamens . $14, 473, 900.00 
1878 ‘ . Rison teste in shchieicia emsteleindiaiddh ; 
rs sich aaciabea en & kh. gh) ree ee 22, 307, 616. 90 
aaa So .. 7,846. 600.00 SII oust iecnincteanieaeieetia aioe tae le - 
188] 8,951, 500.00 | 1891 i Ee 25, 136, 295. 00 
I ae eee ie OQ a1, 951, 200. 00 | 
1883 18, 738, 875. 00 

1884 1893 { a $14, 000.00 
re . 18,940, 200.00 | *-------------------" )} 21,154, 218.00 
1Ss¢ ore os oe . 
- 21, 968, 218.00 
csc onanindbeniia 74, 144, 175. 00 : | 

See isnstetndntinrirchatanttteaeiibetie a 14, 166, 153.00 

1895 { 11,643, 180.00 

 — e@ ececee eececesco 4 
— t+ 28,400, 000.00 
20,043, 180.00 
| 

Wc nite all, 462, 115.00 | 

| . a 

Rs cincenceds 131, 598,677.90 


_ a This amount for rivers and harbors, ap propr iate din n sundry civil bill, i is 
included here under river and harbor billand deducted from sundry civil bill. 


Increase, 1887-1896 over 1877 















I ide in ca leila a a a eee $57, 454, 502. 90 
Increase, per cent, 1887-1896 over 1877 77.49 
Average annual appropriation, 1877 $7, 414, 417.50 
Average annual appropriation, 1887-1896 ......................... $13, 159, 867.79 
SUNDRY CIVIL BILLS. 
1877 to 1886, inclusive. 1887 to 1896, inclusive. 
ss S00, See, GUE Oe FUE oicwcnccmecieaetaneias $22, 662, 310. 58 
acim a hi hat a a S& 8 3) f)) Eee eee 22, 386, 540.96 
kro iasiennssdanii Tn cnantcuibananmeemith 26, 320, 804. 84 
III sc sca: oss wonton BEE fF NOOO i ccnectccensidakenanen 25, 297, 341. 65 | 
SET ON 20, 738, 282. 22 
18k2 Seikcdahibaeseceaitenaeininen Th ED 6 BR icccdwnsnntsnctignian 535, 459, 168. 99 
ISS83 elias Riddick 25, 589, 358.06 | 1893 one ence cncceces O86, 851, 076.98 
hs ickcctsiocaasdiaic Sp bekaaelicians 23, 679, 575. 44 | 1894... .-..---.-...------ O27, 550, 148. 15 
NN akc a alee a eee eS 22, FOR, 694.3) | BOGS... . nc cucccsscoscccs b25, 853.7 775. 5S 
1886 ae EE © Dinas niet acswnnanmmal 6 35, 106, 045. 40 
Total 220, 336, 123. 50 Esc ocean 277, 225, 490. 27 





a District of Columbia appropriations eliminated and carried to District of 
Columbia bill. 


River and harbor appropriations eliminated and carried to river and har- 
bor bill, 


Increase, 1887 


a DO ee 
Increase, per cent, 1887-1896 over 1877 ss oe 25. 81 
Average annual appropriation, 1877-1886 __..............-..--..--- 3, 612. 35 


Average annual appropriation, 1887-1896 





indintnnnsnentitinah innately 549. 02 








DEFICIENCY BILLS. a 
1877 to 1886, inclusive. 1887 to 1896, inclusive. 
UN cai ihe i Sn Tl nak bcensgnniey naaded aiodee $7, 866, 719. 62 
a Na cai ae » neo 20 . 
ER Sr 0.06 | aa RES: 16, 063, 383. 26 
a iat ae Rs 7.15 | 1890 sun Ainhdinisiitesteiaiin lianas 
SE aR Ree LE aE ELIE SS 13, 295, 541. 61 
a i eas BD Or i istinciccshicemnisiesce shlatonnipepeletaes 9, 364, 148. 62 
i ii a a ei ee 8, 230, 859. 50 
, Eas i a sce, sae 8, 127,361.51 
al ae MSS I ia oe et he 11,811, 004. 06 
Nec asinish Seasircodiaie deta tbeacktee I Pcs, pecinin:ne anisiniinctNsaaaecnaibite 9, 825, 374. 82 
Total 59, 514, 861. 08 i Ribntccneen anion 92, 914, 911. 30 
a Deficiency appropriations for pensions eliminated and< e arried t to pension 
bills. 


Increase, 1887-1896 over 1877 


1886 


sisi telieihgciciip An 


Increase, per cent, 1887 1896 over 1877 71886 - inssiaitagnblinbiaeshiadsiadhadiaa 56. 12 
Average annual appropriation, 1877-1886__........................ $5,951,486. 10 
Average annual appropriation, 1887-1896_......2.... 2... $9, 291, 491.13 


| 
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C ‘ompar ison of the general appropriation bills for the fiscal years 1877 ¢ 
inclusive, Forty-fourth to Forty-eighth Congress, inclusive, etc.—Contir 


MISCELLANEOUS BILLS. 


1877 to 1886, inclusive. 188 


7 to 1896, inclusive 





ian rease, 1887. 1896 over » 1877 1886 ist aeniaih irtintesiahirnitbeiniainlabetebetilain 
Increase, per cent, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886 


Average annual appropriation, 1877-1886. ........-...........-.-- $3,573 
Average annual appropriation, 1887-1896__..............-........ $5,111 


PENSION BILLS. @ 


1877 to 1886, inclusive. 1887 to 1896, inclusive 


$29, 533, 500. 00 







I 83, ‘ 

SO Ee 8 Bocce cewewtconnee 85, 2: 
Sista ti Gncarisierieschaincteteatabiee 56,233,200.00 | 1890......... emesis 89,7 i 
IIIs nsisdcicdvio-cenainninsepiaacicnie: . IIT TO i i il 23,4 
Rae 68, 282,208.68 | 1808.................... 164,550 
is ecsinn te wsdeeecaciitelccs A i ih cps nak 154, 411. 
IIIT sicetchtibe siulctsiacsmeniaitaagtaiceiany: ARE Ne 180, 65] 
1885 assistance,” I ah ec ae 151, 581 
Is criinssiarspaaacnstenineliccbichin:- Ee Eccles tiieedscli catia 141, 38) 

Total......---..... 536, 982, 580. 68 UE vccemsisiaeieih 1, 256, 630), 748 


a Include deficiency appropriations for pensions. 


Increase, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886 ___-_- 


ion . $719,648 
Increase, per cent, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886. 


Average annual appropriation, 1877-1886 . - is tee ae _ $53,698 
Average annual appropriation, 1887-1896. __........-....2....-.-- $125, 663,074.55 
RECAPITULATION OF BILLS, EXC LU SIVE OF PENSION BILLS. 





1877 to 1886, in- | 1887 to 189 


Title of bill. 

























| clusive. clusiy 

DIE oie sccice tthe tenktnsnnwsisiabaseih | $3, 238, 740.00 $23, 480 
Ec csinintatb bine: ecdinitiepn mbit tninaigintin sil 59, 346, 506. 41 240, 465, 324 
Diplomatic and consular ...............-.----| 00 15, 870, 104 
Se 98 a 44,117, Sis 
IIIT nie clandinaetieei ease as chee sienna eiaoee | .00 22. 2, 480, 2 
ia iin na incl cae anc misehtcnengliaiianahiataae 57.08 ' 23 
Mifitary Ac lillian iescansipaeniasdias/asleactaaillih | 577. 66 213, 022, X28 

aw Academy 3, 106, 490. 66 4,505, 183.37 
a a 144, 203, 309, 27 239, 961, 100.73 
Post- Ulisse i cicaats cine tebe Saiemegiahalenintie 409, 473,279. 00 728, 778, 201 
River and harbor 74, 144,175.00 | = 131,598, 677.90 
IE ninssahi aided ibihaiiih en tienes 220, 336,123.50 | 9 277,225, 4%) 
Deficiencies (except pensions) -.............-. | 59, 514, 861. 08 92, 914,911 
NINN ohne cic ane ccisdivivnasbchianlenipgibtivien se Wickots 35, 736, 835. 46 51,115, 34! 

EE icreicitanintnnieins sehsasacaeasienacniailesniuaretetrgen | 1, 482, 760,598.05 2,171, 247, i4 

aFor eight-year period. 

Net increase, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886 _.....- btn anaes 


. $688, 487,375.51 
Inc rease, per cent, 1887-1896 over 1877- 1886. ‘ 





Increase, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886, exclusive of Army bills_-..... $707, 368,55 
Increase, per cent, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886, exclusive of Army ; 
SI Kio ncniictntnwo0.c: asses. aaesapieimsaieatiaieaigeen acatatadaeahiaenelgiadebatiaatelatuiai dasha 57.8 
INCREASE IN BILLS (EXCEPT PENSION BILIS), PERIOD 1887 TO 1896, OVE! 
1877 TO 1886, AND DECREASE SAME PERIOD. 
Title of bill. Increase. Decrease. — Dect 







| 
| i, 
oe 


Agricultural | $20, 241, 607. 
OO See | osmiiaaianll 
Diplomatic and consular - 
District of Columbia 
Fortification 
Indian 
Leegimiative...... .........-. 
Military Academy 
Naval 
Post-Office _.... 
River and harbor -__.__--- 
BURGE Y GAVEL. . ..ccoscencess 
eee | 
Miscellaneous. --- 


Total 


83, 400; 050. 22 
15, 878, 706. 35 


| 707, 368, 557. 94 | 





Net PRONE ns witesewtnt nine taiis soWite ange Cees Setneninneccernnes $688, 487, : 


Net increase, per cent, on f PE niskacewdstidtinasdin secs 
Increase, per cent, exclusive of Army bills...............-.-.... 
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Comparison of the general appropriation bills (except pensions and river and 
harbor appropriations carried to the river and harbor bilis) reported by House 
Committee on Appropriations and those reported by other House committees. 

talappropriations by District of Columbia, fortification, leg- 

Teslative, sundry civil, and deficiency bills reported by Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, namely: 


For period 1857-1806... . ..... ...... 2.2.02 +22... ------ - 2-020 $649, 770, 263. 19 

RO Bite « cccrrcccsecieceses cnc cocce cenccees << 491, 314, 268. 22 
as nidcecic abet bahia aidiadidinlaidenictiers 158, 455, 994. 97 | 
Increase, per cent. - - 32. 25 


Total appropriations by Agricultural, Army, diplomatic and 
consular, Indian, Military Academy, naval, Post-Office, and 
river and harbor bills reported (during the period 1887-1896) 
by other House committees than Appropriations, namely: 

For period 1887-1806_........ i abn 


. 1,470, 382, 169. 56 
For period 1877-1886 


055, 708, 494. 37 


EEE Ea ee 
ON nniccantitininnienndinainipttabnndbaat 


SUMMARY OF COMPARISONS. 


Total appropriations (except pensions) period 1887-1896 
Total appropriations (except pensions) period 1877-1886 


514, 652, 675. 1 
no 
ood. de 


5B 


nn --- 98, 171, 247, V4. 
on 0S 


. 1,482, 760, 508. 


Increase, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886... ................-.- 688, 487, 376.51 
Increase, per cent.... sclalicesdalch deci icialtiiha hi lindiadhisecductinseanetiss 46.43 
Increase, per cent, exclusive of Army bills. -- ._-- 57.81 | 
Total of bills (except pensions) in charge of Committee on 
Appropriations, House of Representatives— 
i cnn hehlcseebaieiacieild 649, 770, 263. 19 
i hchsianedbichiiienirsnnacegrntnieesbtenesnats iste 491, 314, 268. 22 | 
enc cpreie nla ns rns atin nde 158, 455, 904. 97 
I  occlaiaaalittcatinasinsagdhidbaiiniaieatuliapidiaarnticiobtanl 


Total of bills in charge (during period 1887-1896) of other com- 
mittees, House of Kepresentatives— 
Period 1887-1806 ................. 
Period 1877-1886 


a na aad a ee ihe aca Bi aera 
Increase, per cent 


--------- 1,470, 362, 169. 56 
955, 709, 494. 37 


514, 652, 675.19 
08. 85 


Population, census 1890 ___- 62, 622, 250 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| tectorate and become responsible for the people of that 


| formance is difficult. 





I I lcs ite crest ncireen Gheeniciterocnnmrtiarets ances anbieaeo 50, 155, 783 
I ot sci Gide kets cig aoai 12, 466, 467 
Increase, per cent, 1890 over 1880_...................... 24. 85+- 

Per capita appropriation 1887-1896, on basis of 1890 population . 34. 67+ | 

Per capita appropriation 1877-1886, on basis of 1880 population - 29. 56-+- 

Increase per capita, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886... ...............-.. 6. 11— 


Increase in appropriations on account of per capita increase, 
1887-1896 over I877-1886 2 .-.-. 319, 989, 923. 74 

Increase in appropriations on account of increase in popula- 
tion on per capita of $29.56-+-, 1887-1896 over 1877-1886... ._. 


308, 547, 452. 77 
688, 487, 376. 51 


Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, just a word in closing 
this debate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the REcorp. 

Mr. PITNEY. I should like to have similar permission. 

Mr. SAYERS. I should like to take the same privilege. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. After a day’s debate upon this bill, I appre- 
hend there has been imparted much of information, possibly a 
little of misinformation; but on the whole,I suppose the day | 
has been profitably spent on various questions, and I think they 
are germane. Evidently if we recognize Cuban independence, 
whether there is any government there or not, I suppose the Ways 
and Means Committee ought to take notice and provide an addi- 
tional block of revenue. Certainly this would be necessary if we 
propose to dominate thatisland. However, appropriations should 
not stand in the way of our duty, if our duty is along that line. 
But, so far as I am concerned, with the knowledge I have, I am 
not prepared to recognize Cuba, its independence, or to accord 
belligerent rights. 

When the executive performs its function and we are in posses- 
sion of facts upon which to intelligently proceed, then I am quite 
content to take my share of responsibility. I know there is much 
of sympathy expressed with the downtrodden people of the earth, 
and properly so. The earth is 25,000 miles around. There are a 
great many improper things done inside of our borders, and a | 
great many more outside of our borders. Lots of things happen 
in South America that ought not to, and in the islands of the sea 
that ought not to happen; and I am told that in the Dark Conti- | 
nent even yet there are multiplied thousands of people being killed 
and eaten by their brethren. Well, all these things always affect | 
me, strike a chord of sympathy or beget indignation. It is easy 
to talk. After all, when it comes to the United States reaching 
out its hands and making all things right, that is quite another 
question. ? 

Now a word as to this bill in good faith. 

Mr. HYDE. Before the gentleman leaves that subject, I want 
to ask him if the action of this body at the present time upon the 
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Cuban question is meritorious if we adjourn and do nothing 
more? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, sir, I am not in possession of any know!l- 
edge that would authorize action on my part. Now. if I could 
just say in good faith to the gentleman, and meaning what | 
say— 

Mr. HYDE. [have reference to the resolutions we have adopted 
and what has been done with them. 

Mr. CANNON. Isay, meaning exactly what [ say, and meas- 
uring my words, I fear that the population in the Island 


tot Cuba 
is not very desirable for self-government. There are a good many 


of them. Iam not prepared at this time to say that the United 
States should, with or without the consent of Spain and the 
balance of the world, adopt a colonial policy and establish a pro- 
island 


Mr. HYDE. Have not we done that in the case of 


Venezuela? 
Mr. CANNON. Not byany manner of means. I would not be 
prepared to say it for Venezuela, either. I am not prepared to 


say. in my judgment, as the United States is without a colonial 
policy, that we should not at this time seek to acquire Cuba and 
make it a part of our territory, carving out one or m tos 
There are a good many things to think about before we enter 
upon that policy. In other words, while there is a failure ot 
knowledge, [ am willing to wait, notwithstanding that frequen 
people not charged with the responsibility are found to bein fa 
of conquest and war. Declamation is easy sometimes when | 
I did not intend to speak about Cuba, if it 
had not been for what had already been said on that subjec 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a qu 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have listened to the debate, and tried and have 
gathered very much knowledge concerning the provisions of this 
bill; but there are some particular points I would like to have 
elucidated a little further. I understood the gentleman to say, 
in answer to the gentleman from lowa | Mr. Hepsurn | this morn- 
ing—and it was entirely pertinent to the inquiry of the gentleman 
from lowa—that there were some particular things that involved 
new legislation in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. PAYNE. If it will not divert the gentleman from the line 
of his argument on the bill, would he just give some su¢gesi 
to the House as to what this line of new legislation is? 

Mr. CANNON. I would suggest to my very good friend. wl 
I know reads readily, a perusal of the very short but terse report 
accompanying this bill that sets ont every item. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is it in print? 

Mr. CANNON. The report is in print. 

Mr. PAYNE. I wanted to get the information right from the 
fountain head, the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman says he can not get a copy of 
it, lam quite ready to explain any point that may occur to my 
friend's rind. 

Mr. PAYNE. My request was to know what new items of leg. 
islation were in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I have already referred to the report, and by 
@ perusal he will find them fully set out, I will say to my fr 3 

Mr. PAYNE. If we had only known of this report, we mixht 
have saved the whole day and avoided all this general debate 
| Laughter. | 

Mr. CANNON. My friend knows quite weil that under the 
rules of the House a report must accompany each bill, and under 
the practice of reporting bills from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions the reports have always been short and terse and to the 
point. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does it explain this Cuban matter, and all that 
sort of thing? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. My friend, by his question, criticises my refer- 
ence to Cuba. My remarks upon that subject were in response 


re S 


tly 


2 
he 


) 


to 


| the remarks of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. De ArMonp}; 


but for fear I may not meet the approval of my distinguished 
friend from New York, for whose judyment I have a great respect, 
and whose good opinion I am always anxious to secure, | will 
refrain from making any further remarks upon that que: 
and will conclude with a word or two directly about this 
|Laughter and applause.| I thought I would get the appl: 
of my friend from New York. I have labored hard to earn 
{Laughter. | 

Mr. Chairman, this bill, as has been stated, is for a large amount. 
The reasons for the increase have been explained two or three times: 
yet the question which some gentlemen have asked convince me 
that they do not all understand just how and why the increase 


tion, 
bill. 
use 
ite 


comes. I commend them to the report. [Laughter. | 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
ask the gentleman a question. On page 48 there is an item of 
$19,500 for the support of the natives of the Pribilof Islands. The 


gentleman will remember that when we had this bill up last year 
I raised a point of order upon that provision that it was not in 
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pursuance of existing law; but I was beaten then for the reason 
that points of order on the bill had not been reserved. This time 
the points of order have been reserved by some of our friends on 








of the bill I intend to raise the point of order against it, 
ever, there is any merit in the item, I do not desire to obstruct the 
bill, and as we may not hereafter have an opportunity for dis- 
cussing the merits, I will ask the gentleman if there is any good 
reason for continuing that appropriation, because if there is I do 
not care to raise the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. I think my friend is mistaken. 
of order have always been reserved on the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Not last year. 

Mr. CANNON. I think my friend is wrong about that. How- 
ever, if he desires to make a point of order, of course he can do so, 
though in my judgment the item is not subject to the point of 
order. 
it is not necessary to refer to it further at this time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. But the situation is differ- 
ent this year. Last year the Indians got pay for catching and 
cleaning about 8,000 seals. This year the number is about 30,000, 
so that if $19,500 was the right amount last year, it certainly can 
not be right this year. 

Mr.CANNON. We will discuss that when we reach the item. 
I have no desire to give them one dollar beyond what is necessary 
to keep them from starvation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. 
not giving it to them. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, as to this bill and the increased 
appropriations made in it, they result largely from legislation for 
which my good friend from New York | Mr. Payne], like many 
other gentlemen, voted at the last session of Congress. Now, if 
anybody wishes to repeal that legislation, well and good. If it 
is repealed, it will not be necessary for the bill to carry these items; 
but if that legislation is not repealed, then, in pursuance of law, 
the appropriations should be made. 

Mr. PEARSON. 1 desire to ask the gentleman a question, upon 
the answer to which will depend my course. Would it be an act 
of repudiation in this House to vote against any of these river and 
harbor items? I would like a very careful answer to that question. 

Mr. CANNON. Idonotthink the question of repudiation comes 
in at all. Congress has authorized certain expenditures, and con- 
tracts for the same have been made. Under that legislation these 
items are reported for the consideration of the House. If the 
money is appropriated, or if it is not appropriated the Secretary of 
War. under the law, can make the contracts. If the money is not 
appropriated, the Secretary of War can make the contracts anyway. 

Mr. PEARSON. Then we can honorably refuse to make the 
appropriation? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to my friend from North Carolina 
that none of the appropriations made in this bill can be used 
before the ist day of July next. : 

Mr. CANNON, Certainly not. 

Mr. PEARSON. Thenwecan honorably refuse to vote for them? 

Mr. CANNON. Each man must make up his mind as to what 
is honorable and what is not honorable in the matter. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the Secretary of War has made contracts 
by reason of existing law and under the provision authorizing 
contracts in advance, can Congress, without repudiation, refuse 
to appropriate money sufficient to make those contracts good? 

Mr. CANNON. I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that each gentleman 
must make up his mind upon that question for himself. For my 
own part, where contracts are made, I shall cheerfully vote for 
appropriations; and where they have not been made, but where it 
is perfectly patent to Congress that they are to be made, in my 
Salinanaeth the appropriations ought to be made. In my judgment 
the appropriation should be made. There is a way now to stop 
all these expenditures where contracts have not been made—that 
is, torepeal the law. I think that probably a proposition to repeal 
the law would not receive the hilarious support of a great major- 
ity of the House. [Laughter.] But I want to tell gentlemen just 
how they could practically get at this matter. During the whole 
of to-day we have had words, words, words; and I guess I have 
furnished my part of them for the amusement of the House, pos- 
sibly more than its instruction. The practical way to get rid of 
all this river and harbor authorization where contracts have not 
been made is to repeal the law. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman think that the contract 
system has worked badly? 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave notsaid so. * 

aa = JATNER. Does the gentleman think that it ought to be 
repealed: 

Mr. CANNON. I think the contract system has worked well. 
I think it has procured cheaper service for the United States. 
Take the great harbor of Galveston, where you now have a depth of 
water, I believe, of almost 30 feet. 

Mr. SAYERS. Twenty-five feet and over. 

Mr. CANNON. Twenty-five feet and over; and the jetties are 


The trouble is that you are 


I think points | 


My friend and I discussed this matter last session, so that | 
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| not want to go back to the old system. 
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not quite complete. On that great improvement, costing, I | 
lieve, something like $5,000,000 under the continuous-contract s 


on | tem and furnishing a great seaport for the Gulf Coast, the m, 
the other side, and when we reach this item in the consideration | 


If, how- | 


has been, in my judgment, profitably and economically expen 
under the continuous-contract system. Soon the Great La) 
the improvements at the Sault Ste. Marie, and various other 
improvements. I would not abandon the contract system wu: 

I abandoned river and harbor appropriations altogether. | 
Gentlemen who did ; 
the honor when I first addressed the House this morning to fo) 
what I had to say will recollect that my criticisms were not 
much upon the items of the bill—some of them are subject to « 
cism, but upon the whole they are better than those of most r 
and harbor bills—but my criticism went to the appropriation 
authorization of $70,000,000 last session of Congress by the ri 
and harbor act, when the Government is running almost + 
much of a deficiency. That was the purport of my critic 
But Congress has entered upon this selee, and unless you haye 
the courage to repeal the laws which authorize these river an4 
harbor improvements it necessarily follows that these appropria- 
tions will have to be made. 

I willsay only one word further. I hope that if this bill is to) 
considered under the five-minute rule until completed, we s 
have prompt attention in the Committee of the Whole and s! 
press the bill to the earliest possiblecompletion. I doubt whe: 
when the bill is completed any item that is now in it will be out, 
It may be that some items not now in it will be included. 

This is the 13th day of the month—almost the middle. Other 
appropriation bills are to follow this. In my judgment it would 
be well, if it were in our power, to send this bill to the Senate on 
Monday next. In my judgment it would be quite proper to pass 
it under a suspension of the rules. I do not know what the tem- 
per of the House may be. I shall try to ascertain that; and if 
the judgment of any considerable number or anything like a 
majority of the Houseis against a suspension of the rules, I should 
not feel warranted in asking recognition for such a motion. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Isit nota fact that, although the President of 
the United States vetoed the river and harbor bill last session, he 
distinctly approved of the particular feature under which theso 
appropriations are being made? Thatistosay, did henot approve 
distinctly and specifically the continuing-contract system of appro- 
priation? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not recollect how that is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. No; he distinctly disapproved the continuous- 
contract system. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not recollect how that may have been. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in the absence of further query, I will 
move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly arose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HULL reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 10292) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1898, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bill and joint resolution of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

oint resolution (S. R. 204) authcrizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to transport contributions for the relief of the suffering 
poor of India; and 

A bill (S. 3513) to authorize the appointment of an additional 
judge of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes. 


i 


) 


t 


t 
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SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (8. 3513) to authorize the appointment of an additional! 
judge of the United States court in the Indian Territory, an@ for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the ‘udiciary. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed th: 
same: 

A bill (H. R. 8672) conferring jurisdiction upon the supremo 
court of the District of Columbia having general equity jurisdic- 
tion, to decree the sale, lease, or surrender of any lease of real 
estate in said District belonging to insane persons, for purpose of! 
reinvestment, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6718) to extend North Capitol street northward 
through the property of the Prospect Hill Cemetery, to pay for 
land to be taken for such purpose, and for other ———- and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 237) to furnish the daily ConGREs 
SIONAL RECORD to members of the press, etc. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. MAHON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for four days, on account of important business. 


JOHN H. LANEY. 


Mr. CROWTHER. I ask unanimous consent that a bill now on 
the Calendar, House bill No. 9763, granting a pension to John H. 
Laney, be recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

And then, on motion of Mr. CANNON (at 5 o'clock and 35 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter | 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Marblehead Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the president of the Columbia Railway Company, | 


of the District of Columbia, transmitting the annual report for | 
the year ended December 31, 1896, together with a list of the stock- 
holders of the company—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter | 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Homochitto | 
River, Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and | 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy, submitting a 
detailed statement of the expenditures of the contingent appro- 
priations of the Navy Department—to the Committee on Expend- 
itures in the Navy Department, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XI11, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. ELLETT, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, submitting his views upon the bill (H. R. 10090) to 
amend theact entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce;” which said 
views (Report No. 2586, part 3) were referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 239) ad- 
mitting free of duty needlework and similar articles imported by 
the New York Association of Sewing Schools for exhibition pur- 
poses, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2937); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 238) in re- 
lation to monument to prison-ship martyrs at Fort Greene, Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2939); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (5S. 3588) 





entitled ‘*An act to insure a full bench in the Court of Claims for | 


the hearing of the cases entitled ‘The United States against The 
La Abra Silver Mining Company and others’ and ‘The United 


States against Alice Weil and others,’” reported the same without | 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2940); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House | 
on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 3584) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Louise | 
M. Rice, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Rice.” (Report | 
No. 2930.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

e bill (H. R. 3981) granting a pension to Russell D. Royal. 


a No. 2931.) 
e bill (H. R. 7689) to pension Sarah J. Bossert, widow of 
Henry M. Bossert, as a colonel’s widow. (Report No. 2932.) 

The bill (H. R. 9399) granting a pension to James Killoran, 
alias James Smith. (Report No. 2933.) 

By Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands: 
The bill (S. 1938) entitled ‘An act allowing Isaiah Mitchell, of 
Denver, Colo., seven years in which to make a final homestead 
entry upon certain land.” (Report No. 2935.) 

By Mr. COUSINS, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 





ISI9 


The bill (S. 3340) entitled “‘An act authorizing Herbert H. D. 


Eg toaccept a medal from the Russian Government.” (Report 
No, 2038.) 


ADVERSE REPORT. 
Under clause 2, Rule XIII, Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee 


| on Military Affairs, adversely reported the bill (H. R. 4229) for 
| the relief of J. Seymour Taylor; which said bill and report (No. 


2936) were laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: , 

By Mr. BEACH: A bill (H. R. 10309) to authorize the establish- 
ment of a military post at or near the city of Cleveland, in the 
county of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 10312) toauthor- 
ize the issue of full legal-tender money of the United States, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 256) calling for 
report as to feasible fortification of Romer Shoals, harbor of New 
York—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A resolution (House Res. No. 541) asking 
for information in relation to Cuban affairs—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Rhode Island, for the preservation of the frigate Constitution—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. SLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10310) for the relief 
of Miss Martha Bruce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 10311) granting a pension to 
Sarah Harlow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Resolutions of District Assembly No. 36, 
Knights of Labor, and Central Labor Union, both of Rochester, 
N. Y., indorsing the Southwick bill establishing $2 per day as the 
minimum rate of wages to be paid by the Government for unskilled 
labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of citizens of Webster, N. Y., favoring the passage 
of House bill No. 10090, to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition of S. C. West and others, of Hunt- 
land, Tenn., favoring the passage of the Sherman bill (H. R. 
10090)—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Middletown, R. I., and others; also petition of C. H. 
Smith and others, of Phenix, R. I., urging the passage of House 
bill No. 7441, known as the antigambling bill—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of Portsmouth, 
R. I., and others; also of C. H. Smith, of Phenix, R. [., urging 
the passage of the bill to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 
years in the District of Columbia and the Territories—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Sundry petitions of citizens of Alexan- 
dria Bay, Watertown, Pulaski, and of citizens of the Twenty- 
fourth Congressional district of the State of New York, favoring 
the passage of House bill No. 10090 and Senate bill No. 3545, to 
abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri (by request): Petition of ex-Union 


| soldiers of Unionville, Mo., urging the passage of House bill No. 


9209, for a service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Martha 
Bruce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of 45 citizens of Henderson, Ky., 
asking for the passage of House bill No. 10090, to abolish ticket 
brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Petition of citizens of Hitchcock, Tex.; 
also of Altaloma, Tex., favoring the passage of the Sherman biil, 
to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of C. D. Vail & Co. and 48 others, of 
Bay City, Mich., protesting against the passage of the Sherman 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of Rev. Henry 8S. Jackson,, of 
Steubenville, Ohio; also of Rev. John Cooper and others, of Bel- 
mont, Ohio, in favor of the passage of the Sherman bill (H. R. 


oats unit naan 
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100390). to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. ais ; 
By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of Mitchell Cox and 5 other mem- 





bers of Branch No. 491 of the National Association of Letter | 
Carriers, favoring the passage of House bill No. 4054, to increase 
the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 





Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of H. W. Toddand others, of Van- 
dalia, ll.; of Charles O. McMullen, Truman E. Ames, and others, 
of Shelbyville, Il., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 10090, 
to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of citizens of Logansport, Ind.; also 
of citizens of Goodland, Ind., favoring the passage of House bill 


the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of W. V. Duke and others, of 
Evansville, Ind., favoring the passage of the Sherman bill, abol- 
ishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of James Sterling, chief con- 
ductor, and W. R. Hammond, secretary, of the Order of Railway 
Conductors, of Eagle Grove, lowa, urging consideration of the 
Erdman arbitration bill—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HILL (by request): Petition of W. E. Jeffries, Herbert 
L. Bertram, Joel 8S. Ives, and others, of Stratford, Conn., favoring 
the passage of House bill No. 7441, for the prevention of gambling 
by telegraph, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also (by request), petition of W. E. Jeffries, H. L. Bertram, and 
others, of Stratford, Conn., in favor of the bill raising the age of 
consent (H. R. 3203)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also (by request), petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- | 


ance Union and others, of Stratford, Conn.,in favor of the passage 
of the McMillan bill (S. 2485)—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also (by request), petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Stratford, Conn., and others, favoring the passage 
of the Phillips bill (H. R. 6119)—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of D. E. Price and others, of Mount Mor- 


ris, [ll., favoring the passage of House bill No. 10090, known as the | 


antiscalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Resolutions of Council No. 93 of the Amer- 
ican Protective Association, of Chippewa Falls, Wis., against 
granting to any church, sect, or religious organization the right 
to erect or maintain any building or buildings upon lands owned 
or controlled by the United States—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of Walter Kiuman and others, of 
Gohad, Tex., favoring the passage of House bill No. 10080, abolish- 
ing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Mrs. Jennie M. Pittsman and 115 
other citizen of Prescott, Nevada County, Ark., asking for legis- 
lation prohibiting the issue of liquor licenses in prohibitive terri- 
tory—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr NOONAN: Petition of citizens of Valverde County, Tex., 
favoring the passage of the Sherman bill (H. R. 10090)—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Michael Kruszka, publisher, of 
Milwaukee, Wis., favoring the passage of the Loud bill (H. R. 
4566)—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of C. E. Fitch and others, of Wol- 
cott, N. Y.; also of citizens of Red Creek, N. Y., favoring the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 10090, abolishing ticket brokerage—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. PARKER: Petition of George H. Miller and 19 other 
citizens of Newark, N. J., praying for the passage of the McMil- 
lan-Linton bills, regulating fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, 
and associations in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: Sundry petitions of citizens of Craw- 
ford, Milang, and Temple, Tex., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 10090, known as the Sherman bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RINAKER: Petition of Rev. W. H. Musgrove and 
others, of Virden and Peoria, I11., in favor of the passage of House 
bill No. 10090, to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of B. H. Behrends and 332 other 
eitizens and residents of Alaska, praying that the Territory be 
allowed representation by Delegate in Congress—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of J. C. Davies and others, of 
Camden, N. Y.; O. Cromwell and others, of Chaecahoula, La.; 
J.J. Griffin and others, of Kingsbury, La.; W.J. McCelan, M. D., 





| of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and 


and others, of Morgan City, La.; Cyrus Cutler and others, of G 
ens Bridge, N. Y.; Judson I. Wood and others, of Ilion, N 
also resolution of the commissioners of the New York P; 
of Trade and Transportation Company, in favor of the passa 
House bill No. 10090, abolishing ticket brokerage—to the ( 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Petition of the Young Pe 
Christian Union of Dunbar, Nebr., favoring the passage of § 
bill No. 1675, to prevent the carrying of obscene literature { 
one State to another—to the Committee on Interstate and For 
Commerce. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of J. C. Adams, of ( 
Iowa, favoring the Loud bill (H. R. 4566),amending the 


f d., f 1g t : | relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee 0) 
No. 10090, to prevent the illicit trafficking in railway tickets—to | 


Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

3y Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the News Publis 
Company, North Tonawanda, N. Y.,in favor of the passage , 
House bill No. 4566, known as the Loud bill—to the Commit; 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of J.T. Connor and other citiz f 
Cumberland County, Il., urging the passage of House bil! No, 
10090 and Senate bill No. 3545, known as the antirailroad sca 
ing bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comme. 


SENATE. 
MonbDAy, February 15, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mirsurn, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceeding 


(a2 


unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with 
LEGATION BUILDINGS ABROAD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of State, transmitting for the information of 
the Senate a memorandum showing the estimated cost of official 
residences of ambassadors and ministers of the United States at 
the capitals of the more important countries with which this G 
ernment maintains diplomatic relations, which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the legislatiy 
assembly of New Mexico, praying that a protective tariff be pla 
on all wools imported into the United States sufficient in amou 
and so regulated as to afford the American woolgrowers the pro- 
tection necessary to preserve the industry; which was referre:| to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the k: 
ORD, as follows: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialist, the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico 
inits thirty-second session assembled, would most earnestly and respect!u 
urge the pincing of a protective tariff on all wools imported in the United 
States sufficient in amount and so regulated as to afford the American w 

rowers the protection necessary to preserve this great industry and to 
er woolgrowing remunerative to the sheep owner. 

We earnestly request that such inferior articles as waste and shod) l 
as adulterants of wool, be excluded by duty on such articles equivalent t , 
duty on the best and highest quality of wool of similar condition. 

And your memorialists will as in duty bound ever pray, and so forth 

Be it resolved, That the secretary of the Territory be, and he is he: 
directed to send a copy of this memorial to each the President of the S 
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and to Hon. THow.s B. 
CATRON, Delegate in Congress for New Mexico, at Washington, D. C. 

W. H. H. LLEWELLYN, 
Speaker of the Ho 
Ww.c. REID. 
Chief Clerk of the How 
ANTONIO JOSEPH, 
President of the Cor 
H. B. HOLT, 
Chief Clerk of the Cou 


W. T. THORNTON, 


Governor, 


+~@ 


Approved February 9, 1897. 


[Indorsed. ] 
Filed in office of secretary Territory of New Mexico February ®, 1897 
LORION MILLER, Secret 
TERRITORY OF NEW MEXIco, Office of Secretary, ss: 

I have compared the preceding copy of substitute for C. J. M., No. 2 
laws of 1897 of the Thirty-second legislative assembly of New Mexico, it |x 
a memorial to the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of ' 
United States of America in Congress assembled, with the original thereo! 
file in this office, and I hereby certify the same to be a correct transcr)) 
therefrom and of the whole thereof. : ; 

Witness my hand and the seal of the secretary of the Territory, at 5a! 
Fe, the 9th day of February, 1897. 

LORION MILLER. 


SEAL. ] 
Secretary of New Mexico 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the legislative 
assembly of New Mexico, remonstrating against the passage 0! 
the so-called Avery bill, to validate certain outstanding militia 
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warrants against that Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: ; 
Joint memorial. 
Whereas there is a large alleged and fraudulent indebtedness known as 
the “ militia warrants *’ in the Territory of New Mexico; and 

“Whereas there is now pending in Congress of the United States a bill known 
as the “Avery bill,” for the purpose of validating and legalizing said indebt- 
edness and imposing payment of the same upon the Territory of New Mex- 
ico: Therefore, : ; a 5 : 

Re it resolved by the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, 
That the Congress of the United States be, and is hereby, earnestly requested 
to defeat the passage of said bill No. —, for the reason that the passage or 
enactment of said bill into a law would impose a fraudulent and an unjust 
ndebtedness upon the Territory of New Mexico, and would increase the in- 
fuential burden of said Territory fraudulently and unjustly; and 
‘Re it further resolved, That the chief clerks of the council and the house of 
representatives of the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico 
are hereby directed to transmit to the President of the United States, to the 
House of Representatives, and to the Senate of the United States a certified 
copy of this joint memorial as soon as the same is passed by this legislative 
assembly and properly signed by the president of the council and the speaker 
of the house and the said chief clerks of the council and house, respectively. 

We, the undersigned, president and chief clerk of the council and the 
speaker and chief clerk of the house of representatives of the Thirty-second 
legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, do hereby certify that 
the above and foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a joint memorial 
passed by the respective houses of said legislative assembly. 

In witness whereof we have hereunto set our respective hands and seals 
this llth day of February, A. D. 1897. 

ANTONIO JOSEPH, 
President of the Council. 
H. B. HOLT, 
Chief Clerk of the Council. 
W. H. H. LLEWELLYN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
W. C. REID, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented sundry petitions of citizens 
of Illinois. Indiana, and Ohio, praying for the passage of the anti- 
scalping railroad ticket bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Healso presented a petition of sundry citizens of College Springs, 
Iowa, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States recognizing the Deity; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Yarmouth, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all build- 
ings owned or controlled by the United StatesGovernment; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty of Wheaton College, 
Wheaton, [11., and a petition of the Missouri Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the ratifica- 
tion of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the memorial of Joseph Shepard and 
38 other citizens of Quinton, N.J., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Oftices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Florence, N. J., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation further to protect the first day of the week as a day of rest 

in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Asbury 
Park.N. J.,praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad 
ticket bill; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Pemberton, N. J., and a petition of the Young 
People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of Rahway, N. J., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxi- 
‘ating liquors in the Capitol building; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented petitions of members of the Third Baptist 
Church, of the Union Methodist Episcopal Church, of the Bethel 
African Methodist Episcopal Church, of the First Baptist Church, 
and of the Trinity Methodist Episcopal Church, all of Camden, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting inter- 
state gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of E. H. Colyer and 20 other citi- 
zens of Newark, N. J., and a petition of Assembly No. 35, Royal 
Society of Good Fellows, of Jersey City, N. J., praying for the 
enactment of legislation regulating fraternal beneficiary societies, 
orders, and associations; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of New Jersey, 
praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Canton, 8. Dak., and apetition of sundry citizens of South Dakota, 
praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 





He also presented sundry petitions of Turner & Lowry, pub- 
lishers of the McPherson County Herald, of Leola, S$. Dak., pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class mail matter: which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 


ance Union of South Dakota, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
7 


building; which was ordered to lie on the tab 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christi: 
ance Union of South Dakota, praying for the enactme 
lation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, te 
otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of South Dakota, praying for the appointment of 
an impartial nonpartisan agricultural commission; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of South Dakota, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation further to protect the first day of the week as a day of rest 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 'T 
ance Union of South Dakota, praying for the enactment of leyis- 
lation to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories: which was referred to the Comn 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MORRILL. I present a petition of sundry American citi- 
zens, officers of Polish-American organizations and representat 
of the Polish-American press of the United States, praying Con- 
gress to amend the bill to regulate immigration so that it will not 
exclude Poles from admission into this country. As the bill on 
this subject has already been reported, I move that the petition 
lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the legislature of Minnesota, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 1, relating to the classi- 
fication and compensation of clerks in the United States Railway 
Mail Service; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oftices 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 


it. 

in Temper- 
nt of legis- 
lenh r?) 
A ph ta 
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emper- 
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A bill for a joint resolution praying Congress to pass H. R. bill No.1 \ , 
to the classification and compensation of clerks in the United Sta i 
way Mail Service. 

Be it enacted by the legislature of the State of Min) That wherea 18 

United States Railway Mail Service is of inestimable value and ! £ 

importance to all classes of our citizens, and especially to the business classes 


and 

Whereas it appearing that this branch of the Post-Off 
not been reorganized nor the clerks lassitied 
which time the mail handled has vastly increased, both 
tance, making the service required of its employees ard 
calling for ability and sacrifice demanded in no other branch of 1 
ment service; and 

Whereas according to reports of the Post-Office 
through runs can stand the physical and mental 
teen years on an average: and 

Whereas the continued inprovements in 
requirements in the employees; and 

Whereas a bill having been introduced into Congre 
National Association of Railway Postal Clerks, wh 
fication of railway postal clerks, and said bill havi 
honorable Postmaster-General, and reported upon 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: Therefor: 

Be it resolved, That the legislature of the State of 
said bill, which bears title as H. R. bill No. 1, and petition our 
ae in Congress to vote for and by all just mear n their power 


ret since the 


Departine 


strain o 


the 


Mim 


endeavor to secure the passage of said bill; and 

Resolved, That a copy of the foregoing preamble andi ition mme- 
diately transmitted to our Senators and Representatives in Congr from 
this State. 
STATE OF MINNESOTA, Department of State: 

I, Albert Berg, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota, do hereby cer- 


tify that I have compared the annexed copy with the original jo | 
in my office, Senate file No. 71, being a joint resolution praying Congrs to 
pass H. R. bill No. 1, said Senate file No. 71 duly approved February 1, 1897, 
and that said copy is a true and correct transcript of said origi: 
and of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed t] 5 
seal of the State at the capitol, in St. Paul, this llth day of February, A. D. 1897. 

ALBERT BERG, Secretary of t 


Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Minnesota State Hi 


tor- 
ical Society, praying that the frigate Constitution be restored, and 
that she be removed from Kittery, Me., to Washington, D. C., or 


Annapolis, Md.; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of C. R. McKenney, publisher of 
the Sentinel, of North St. Paul, Minn., and a petition of sundry pub- 
lishers of Minnesota, praying for the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter: which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Jobbers’ Union of St. Paul, 
Minn., praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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He also presented a petition of the general passenger and ticket | He also presented the petition of L. A. Williams. publisher ‘ 
agents of the transportation lines east of Chicago, Il., praying | Pilot, of Blair, Nebr., and the petition of N. H. Parks, of ¢ 
for the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which | bus, Nebr., praying for the passage of House bill No. 45 
vas referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter: 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented sundry petitions of | were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-k 
citizens of Waukeasage, Portage, and Hartford, and of Division Mr. CLARK presented a petition of the legislature of Wy 
No. 45, Order of Railway Conductors, of Milwaukee, all in the | praying for the ceding of all unoccupied public lands wit} 
State of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of the antiscalping | State of Wyoming to the control of that State; which w 
railroad ticket bill; which were referred to the Committee on | ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
Interstate Commerce. | printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

He also presented a petition of representatives of the churches ie Bal 

® Jancaville. Wi cee >: tow 2 ~atificat f the ‘ing STATE OF WYomty 
oO 3 anesviile, Wis., ne = the ee iC Se oO re a ne OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF S) 
ar rati ‘eaty with Gre: "its ; whic ras ordere a - hae ; 
a oe sche wreaty with Great Dritain; whten was ordered to 2 | UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 

ie LADvDIC,. 

He also presented petitions of the Board of Trade of La Crosse; I. Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of Wyor 

FT. C. Wil *t] blisher of the Gaz > f Janesville: of | hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and correct copy of 
of . » ©. Wi marth, publisher o the Lrazette , OL Janesville; OF | joint resolution No. 1, senate, State of Wyoming, passed by the Fourt 
Michael Krurzka, publisher of the Daily Kuryer Polski, of Mil- | lature of the State of Wyoming. 
waukee, and of Ellis B. Usher, publisher of the Morning Chron- | _ [I testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed t! 
‘cle. of La Crosse, allin the State of Wisconsin, praying for the | %@2! of the State of Wyoming 
SCS, OF 2 Sees, os ee we © isconsin, praying tor the Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this lth day of February, A. D. 1817 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating [SEAL.] CHARLES W. BURDIC} 
to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Commit- Secretary of 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. — 

Mr. SMITH presented a petition of Bloomfield Union. No. 8, | _ ad . s as 
Brotherhood of the Union, Grand Circle of New Jersey, of Bloom- Fourth legislature of the Stateof Wyoming. Enrolled joint resoluti 1. 


E : : ; : ; : i senate, State of Wyoming. 
field, N. J., praying for the appointment of an impartial, nonpar- 


tisan agricultural commission; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 
also presente ‘titions of > Boar race Newark; , tals . : 
J Le also om ne d : eee the | Bo - d = i ade = oa aI ark; Your memorialists, the Fourth legislature of the Siate of Wyoming 
of Benjamin Atha, of Newark; of the Board of Trade of Asbury | most respectfully represent: 
Park; of the Society of Good Fellows, of Jersey City, allin the | That all of the lands within the boundaries of the State of Wyon 
State of New Jersey, and a petition of 500 citizens of New Jersey, | What is known as “arid” lands; the reclamation and settlement of 
SN ee - 1 A nn antiorntahede selina tiateah Sin. | lands must be accomplished under different conditions from those « 
praying tor t 16 passage of the antiscalping railroat ti et bill; | ing the settler in the humid portions of this country; that none of ty 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. | now the property of the State can be sold for less than $10 per acre, \ , 
Mr. MILLS presented the petitions of J. A. Goldstein, publisher | the minimum price allowed by the terms of the act of admission and t 
] Les the yy r. C° P |: a O J = bli .. f the constitution, thus causing unfair competition with United States land 
of t 6 AATLesIA, of Waco; OF ames U. Jones, publisher 0 the | are sold to settlers under the provisions of the several actsof Con 
Daily and Weekly Light, of Waxahachie; of D. R. Hamilton, pub- | prices ranging from 50 cents to $2 50 per acre. 
lisher of the Tilden ‘Tidings, of Tilden, and of D. 8. Booth, pub- ‘ cee aer nan Seana a = oes land — is not 
. 4 i. — ‘ - a, 5 cues ae a » Sib . tl oO 1e CONGItIONS Which prevali In 11iS State, and as a resu many o! 
lisher of t he San Die go Sun, of San Dieg ds all in the State of Texas, are interposed to the development of the country. 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal The reclamation of the agricultural lands imposes upon the sett 
laws relating to second-class mail matter, which were referred to | upon the State labor and expense not incurred in the humid portions 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads country; ditches must be constructed and the lands prepared for t! 
, Sei aaa —— Aegina ree ; ee cation of water before there is any return to the farmer; in additior 
Mr. ROACH presented a petition of the legislature of North | creat labor and expense it is necessary for the State to exercise a s 
Dakota, praying for the enactment of legislation to reclassify and | sion over them in order that just distribution of water may be made 1 
prescribe the salaries of railway postal clerks; which was referred 


entitled to it. 
oo ; ; Thus far the State has borne the entire expense of the investigatio: 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to ; 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Joint resolution and memorial to the Congress of the United States 
for the ceding of all unoccupied public lands within the State of Wy 
to the control of the State. 


agricultural resources and the supervision ot the public waters. 

The efficiency of this work has been greatly impaired by reason 
inability of the State to assist inany way in the reclamation and sett 
of the desirable lands or to restrict the diversion of water on the less de 

The importance of the pastoral interests of this State makes it des 
that provision be made for the utilization of the grazing land in co 
Be it resolved by the house of representativess (the senate concurring), That with the contiguousirrigableareas. These grazing lands comprise tl: 


j 
the following memorial be presented to the Senate and House of Representa- | Part of territorial extent. os 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled: None of the present land laws make adequate provinton for securi! 
: sessi anage > Fi »se lands. j r > it is in is 
Ti the honorable the Conaress of the United Btutes: session or management of these lands. In our judgment it is imjx 
| 


A concurrent resolution for a memorial to Congress, praying for the passage 
of the bill (H. R.) to reclassify and presbribe the salaries of ralway postal 
clerks 


Congress to pass a general law which will operate with equal justice 
cess on the arid belt asa whole. Conditions differ in different section 
United States, and the people of each section are best calculated tod 
the system best suited totheirneeds. We believe that by giving to t! 
full control over all classes of land the best results can be obtained 
if the State controlled the lands, it would be possible to connect \ 
rights with land titles of all irrigable lands; that th 
by all familiar with the subject. 

The results already achieved are a sufficient guaranty of what « 
accomplished under more favorable conditions. Even with the imp 
means at hand the value of lands have not only been enhanced, but 
ductive capacity has been correspondingly augmented. Such results 
interest and value to the whole nation, and in our opinion entitles th: 
to generous recognition. 

The water laws of this State have been highly recommended. Th 
constitution and statutes contain provisions requiring the inauguration 
most systematic and complete supervision of its public waters yet 
taken by any Commonwealth in this country. 

It is only, however, by uniting the control of both water and land: 
one authority that our irrigation system can have the fullest measure 
bility and success. 

We believe that the control of this subject can wisely and safely | 
trusted to the State, since the practical knowledge is almost wholly co! 
to those engaged in the work. By endowing the State with means and | 
ing upon it the responsibility for the development of our resources, a £2) 
impulse will be given to the diffusion of intelligence on the subject a 
local pride in the success of the undertaking. It will put the solution of t 
problem in the hands of the people best informed as to its details and 1 
interested in its success. 

Because of the facts hereinbefore detailed, your memorialists respectf 
pray that Congress will, by suitable legislation, grant to the State of W 
ming the unoccupied and unappropriated public lands within said State 


Whereas the efficiency of the Railway Mail Service is of great interest and 
importance to all who have occasion to use the mail; and 

Whereas there has not been a reorganization gf the service within the past 
twenty-tive years; and 

Whereas there is, in consequence, great disparity in many cases between 
the value of the services rendered and the salaries paid therefor, particularly 
in view of the frequent accidents on railroads, subjecting railway postal 
clerks to fatal or serious injuries when passengers escape unharmed; and 

Whereas the efticiency of the service would be greatly promoted by the 
payment of salaries commensurate with the value of the services rendered 
and the risks incurred: Therefore, 

We, the representatives of the people of the State of North Dakota, in leg 
islative assembly convened, do respectfully pray for the speedy passage by 
your honorable body of the bill (H. R. 1) to reclassify and prescribe the sala- 
ries of railway postal clerks, and we will ever pray, etc. 

Be it further resolved, That copies of these resolutions, signed by the speaker 
of the house and the president of the senate, and attested by the chief clerk 
of the house and the secretary of the senate, be transmitted to Hon. HENRY 
C. HANSBROUGH and Hon. WILLIAM N. RoACH, representing this State in 
the Senate of the United States, and to Hon. MARTIN N. JOHNSON, repre- 
senting this State in the United States House of Representatives. 

E. A. WILLIAMS, 
Speaker of the House. 


nis is desirable is ad 









H. E, LAVAYEA, Chief Clerk. 
J. M. DEVINE, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
J. O. Smitnun, Secretary of the Senate. 


Mr. BATE presented petitions of the American Homes Publish- 
ing Company, of Knoxville; of the Gospel Advocate Publishing Re solved, That the eee of state = ~ he * hereby, Respects 1 
' nan f Nashville: x rT Nos i , , Btate | requested, on the approval of this memorial, to forward a duly authenticat 
7 sane of Nashville; of Tom W = al, publisher of the State | couy thereof to the Senators and Representatives in Congress from this 
razetie, of I yversburg, all in the State of Tennessee; and the State, in order that the same may be brought to the attention of Congress 
petition of F. M. Lupton, publisher and bookseller, of New York GEORGE E. ABBOTT, 
City, praying tor the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating President of the Senate. 
to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Commit- A. D. KELLEY, 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. Speaker of the House. 
Mr. ALLEN presented petitions of sundry citizens of Nebraska Approved February 8, A. D. 1897. WM. A. RICHARDS. Governor 
City and Winnemucca, Nebr., praying for the passage of the anti- -& ©, G ; 
scalping railroad ticket bill; which were referred to the Commit- Mr. CLARK presented a petition of the legislature of Wyo- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. ming, praying for the ratification of the treaty with the Shoshone 











1897. 





and Arapahoe tribes of Indians; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed in the Rrc- 
orp, as follows: 
STATE OF WYOMING, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
Unirep STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 
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I. Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming. do | 


hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and correct copy of enrolled 
ioint resolution No. 5, house of representatives, State of Wyoming, passed 
by the Fourth legislature of the State of Wyoming. 

“In testimony whereof [ have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Wyoming. 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this Lith day of February, A. D. 1897. 
[SBAL.] CHARLES W. BURDICK, 
= Secretary of State. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION, NO. 5. 
House of representatives, State of Wyoming. Joint memorial to Congress. 
Your memorialists, the Fourth legislature of the State of Wyoming, re- 
spectfully represent: 

* That they believe it would be of great benefit to the people of the United 
States, as wellas the people of Wyoming, if the treaty recently made be- 
tween the United States and the Shoshone and Arapahoe tribes of Indians, 
whereby said tribes agreed, in consideration of the sum of sixty ($60,000) 
thousand dollars, to cede to the United States Government a tract of land 10 
miles square, situated in the northeast corner of the Wind River or Shoshone 


Indian Reservation, upon which are the famous Big Horn Medical Springs, | 


were ratified, for the tollowing reasons: 

First. Owing toa tribal superstition said springs are never used or fre- 
quented by the Indians. E 

Second. Being on the reservation, no adequate accommodation can be fur- 
nished the people who flock there for relief. 

Third. It the tract is ceded to the Government, ample accommodations for 
invalids and visitors will be at once provided, a railroad will certainly be 
built, and their cession to the United States would result in a great good to 
afflicted people everywhere. 

Fourth. Thesprings cover a large tract of land and are possessed of the most 
marvelous curative properties of any waters of the known world. Though 
remote from railroac saemapea aaee they were visited by nearly 400 afflicted 
people the past summer, all of whom were either cured or greatly benefited 
and, without other accommodations than that furnished by tents, at this 
time no less than sixty people are there, bearing the storms of winter, bath- 
ing in the waters. 

Therefore your memorialists would most respectfully urge Congress to 
give the matter of the ratification of said treaty, and the appropriation there 
tor, immediate and favorable consideration, to the end that afflicted humanity 


[S823 


of the First Evangelical Congregational Society of Seabrook and 
Hampton Falls, N. H.; a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Bennington, N. H., and a petition of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of New York, praying for 
the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
a in the Capitol building; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 


He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 


| ance Union of New York, praying for the ratification of the pend- 


; Senate joint resolution No. 8 


| est quality, 


ing arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a joint resolution of the legislature of 
California, urging attention to the necessity of protecting the as- 
phalt interests of the United States by a suitable tariff; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed 
in the Recor», as follows: 


Introduced by Senator Androus, January 1, 
Referred to committee on Federal velations 
SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 8 
_ Whereas the asphalt business of the United States is becoming 
important industries of the country and the improvement 
highways of the greatest importance to the public health and comfort; and 
Whereas the asphalt used in such improvement obtained principally 
from foreign lands, amounting approximately to 100,000 tons per annum, pay- 
ing to foreign countries large royalties and export charges 
Whereas within the confines of the United Stat 


State of California, there exist inexhaustible d 


1807 


f the 


nd 


one ¢ 


and 

‘s, and particularly in the 

eposits of asphalt of the high- 

and if protection is given to this domestic industry it 1 be 

developed to such an extent as to supply a large amount of the as 

within the United States: Therefore 
Be it resolved by the senate (the ass 


riley 
phaitu 


ed 


mbly concurring), That our Senators he 
| instructed and our Representatives be earnestly requested to use their best 
endeavors to have adequate protection to the asphait interests inserted in 


the new tariff bill now being prepared, and that the secretary of the senate 
be, and he is hereby, instructed to transmit to our Senators, Representatives, 


; and Representatives elect a copy of these resolutions 


everywhere may have the benefit of this wonderful provision of nature to | 


cure their ills and heal their diseases. 


ete 
Resolved, That an authenticated copy of this memorial be forwarded by 


And your memorialists will ever pray, | 


the secretary of state to each Senator and to the Representative in Congress | 


from this State, and they are hereby respectfully requested to bring the 
matter to the attention of Congress and to use every honorable means to 
secure favorable action thereon. 
GEORGE E. ABBOTT, 
President of the Senate. 
A. D. KELLEY, 
Speaker of the House. 


WM. A. RICHARDS. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of 28 citizens of Plymouth, 
Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Mansfield, 
Quincy, Boston, and Weymouth, all in the State of Massachusetts, 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
railroad tickets by unauthorized persons; which were referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Assembly No. 121, Royal Society 
of Good Fellows, of Taunton, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation regulating beneficial societies, orders, and associations; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of New York, praying for the enactment of legisiation 


Approved February 8, A. D. 1897. 


prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol build- | yeferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


ing; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the trades and labor unions of 
Detroit, Mich., praying for the passage of the so-called Lodge im- 
migration bill, with certain amendments; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of New York, praying for the ratification of the pend- 
ing arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 


Mr. PERKINS presented a joint resolution of the legislature of 


| California, relative to foreign immigration and the proper restric- 


tion thereof; which was ordered to lie on the table, and to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
: Senate joint resolution No. 10, introduced by Senator Bulla, January 20, 
SYa. 

Read and adopted. 
Senate joint resolution relating to foreign immigration and proper restr 

tion thereof 
Whereas immigration to the United States of the illiterate, pauper, and 


criminal classes of other countries has 
ously endanger the interests of our pe 
of our institutions: and 

Whereas there is now pending in Congress 


grown to such proportions a 
yple and even threaten 


‘ri- 


the perpetuity 


l 





proposed legislation for the 

correction of this rapidly growing evil: Now. therefore, 
Be it resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring, That our Senators in 
Congress be instructed, and our Representatives be earnestly requested, to 
| vote for and use all honorable means to secure the ding 
measures as they deem best fitted to : tion 
of foreign immigration, to the end ‘ il! be 
adequately protected and the blessing land 





assured. 

Mr. PERKINS presented sundry memorials of citizens of Cali- 
fornia, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of California, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating tosecond- 
class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of California, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second- 
class mail matter, and also for the passage of House bill No. 83s, 
to reduce letter postage to 1 cent per half ounce; which were 


Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the general assembly 
of Rhode Island, praying Congress to take such action as will pre- 
serve the U. S. frigate Constitution as a memorial of the nation’s 


| early victories on the sea; which was referred to the Committee on 


tian Temperance Union and the Epworth League, of Tilton, N. H., | 


praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate 
gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union and the Epworth League, of Tilton, N. H., praying 
for the appointment of an impartial nonpartisan agricultural 
commission; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Newport, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 


Naval Affairs. and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
[State of Rhode Island. In generalassembly. January A. D. 1897.] 


Resolution recommending to Congress the passage of a bill for the preserva- 
tion of the United States frigate Constitution. 

Resolved, That the general assembly of Rhode Island respectfully 
urgently request the Congress of the United States to take such action as 
wil] preserve the United States frigate Constitution as a memorial of the 
nation’s early victories on the sea. 

Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives in Congress from this 
State be, and they hereby are, requested to use their best efforts to secure 
such legislation as will accomplish said project, and to procure the necessary 
appropriation by Congress for such purpose 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be directed to forward a copy of the 
above resolutions to each of the Senators and Representatives in Congress 
from this State. 


session, 


and 


STATE OF RHODE ISLAND, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Providence, February 8 
I certify the foregoing to be a true copy of aresolution passed by the gen- 
eral assembly of said State on the 5th day of February, A. D. 1897 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
the State aforesaid the date and year first above written 
[SEAL] CHARLES P. BENNETT, 
Secretary of State 


: seal of 
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Mr. WETMORE presented the petition of Bishop Thomas M. 
Clark and sundry other clergy of the Protestant Episcopal Church 
of Rhode Island, praying for the ratification of the pending arbi- 
tration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Carl Huber, publisher 
of the Correspondent, of Portsmouth, Ohio, praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called Loud bill, to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Glenville, Ohio, and a petition of the Yearly Meet- 
ing of the Religious Society of Friends of Wilmington, Ohio, and 
a petition of the National Board of Trade of New York, praying 
for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great 
Britain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor Society 

of Youngstown, of the Y« 
Friends of Wilmington, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Glenville, and of members of the Second Congregational 
Church of Oberlin, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 7083, prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the Capitol building; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented 87 petitions signed by sundry citizens of Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT presented a memorial of sundry citizens of New 
Milford, Conn., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Simsbury, 
Conn., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Plymouth, 





Conn., remonstrating against the sale of intoxicating liquors in | 


the Capitol building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
le also presented a petition of the Young Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of South Norwalk, Conn., praying for the en- 


asa day of rest in the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Young Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of South Norwalk, Conn., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia: which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Business Men’s Club, 
of Galesburg, Il., praying for the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Rock Island, 
Plainfield, and Lagrange, all in the State of Illinois, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to sec- 
ond-class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented 68 petitions signed by sundry citizens of Tli- 
nois, praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket 
bill; which wasreferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of New York, praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Cap- 
itol building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of I’. J. Altswager, editor of the 
School and Fireside, of Hutchinson, Kans., and the memorial of 
W. H. McClure, manager of the Light, of Greeley, Kans., remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of New York, praying for the ratification of the pend- 
ing arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorials of Frank A. Chapin, of Hack- 
ney; of Rey. J. C. Post, of Mulvane; of Byron Tyler, of Winfield, 
and of Y. A. Wolfe, of Grenola, all in the State of Kansas, 
remonstrating against the ratification of the pending arbitra- 
tion treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the petition of J. H. Foley and sundry other 
citizens of Leavenworth, Kans., and the petition of L. 8. Dickey 
and sundry other citizens of Leoti, Kans., praying for the passage 
of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the memorials of Oscar Offerle and sundry 
other citizens of Offerle, of W. F. Bolton and sundry other citi- 
zens of Scranton, of Thomas 8. Roberts and sundry other citizens 
of Osawatomie, of A. H. Warner and sundry other citizens of 
Pierceville, and of L. R. Noel and sundry other citizens of Harper, 
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arly Meeting of the Religious Society of | 


| Puyallup, all in the State of Washington, remonstrating . 


allin the State of Kansas, remonstrating against the passa: 
the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which were referred to ; 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of the legislatur; 
North Dakota, praying for the passage of House bill No. 
reclassify and prescribe the salaries of railway postal c] 
ee was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
toads. 

He also presented a petition of the legislature of North Dal 
praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of 
on lands of the United States formerly embraced within the 
of Indian reservations; which was referred to the Commit! 
Public Lands. 

Mr. WILSON presented the memorials of Rogers Bros.., 
lishers of the West Ferndale Clipper, of West Ferndale; o 
Hood, publisher of the Weekly Recorder, of Aberdeen; 0! 
Bros., publishers of the People’s Advocate, of Colfax; of 
Story, publisher of the Agriculturist, of Goldendale; of Gil 
Smith, news dealers, of Puyallup, and of sundry citi 


the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to seco: 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WHITE presented the memorial of J. C. B. Smith and 


| dry other citizens of Redlands, Cal., and the petition of 





Jenks and sundry other citizens of California, remonstr 
against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to : 
class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee o1 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petitions of Thomas Kemp, publis! 
the Times, of Palo Alto; of M. J. Smeltzer, publisher of th 
and Weekly Journal, of Salinas; of T. J. Sherwood, publi 
the Marysville Democrat: of W. F. Vallandigham, editor 
Democrat, of Redding; of J. D. Stanford, publisher of the si 
County Democrat, of Redding, and of F. C. Nuchalis, publish 


| the Monterey Cypress, all in the State of California, prayin 
| the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-clas 
actment of legislation to protect further the first day of the week | 


matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offic: 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of the Woman’s Ch 
Temperance Union of New York, praying for the enact: 
legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capi- 
tol building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Te . 
ance Union of New York, praying for the ratification of the 


| ing arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ord 


lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of J. E. Sherrill, of Dany 
Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Lond 
relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Evansville Furniture | 
pany and the Evansville Mattress and Lounge Factory, o! 

Bros. & Co., of the Buelmer Chair Company, of Shelosky é 
of the Karges Furniture Company, of the Furniture M 
turers’ Association, and of the E. Q. Smith Chair Com; 

of Evansville, in the State of Indiana, praying for the pas 
the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and | 
Roads. 

He also presented 40 petitions, signed by sundry citizens of | 
diana, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit 
sale of railroad tickets by unauthorized persons; which w 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Board of Trade of K 
City, Mo., praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey ba 
ruptey bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Ka: 
City, Mo.. praying for the ratification of the pending arbitrat 
treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on th 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Kan 
City, Mo., praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which w 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Boone, Ja: 
son, and Saline counties, and of sundry citizens of Holden and = 
Louis, all in the State of Missouri, praying for the passage of t! 
antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which were referred to the Com 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of Hale Clark, publisher 
the Advertiser, of Washington, Ind., and the petition of S. B. Boy. 
publisher of the Democrat, of Washington, Ind., praying for the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mai! 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices ana 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Richmond, 
Hanover, Crawfordsville, Fort Wayne, Anderson, and Winchester, 
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all in the State of Indiana, praying for the passage of the anti- | 
scalping railroad ticket bill; which were referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the legislature of Minne- 
sota, praying for the passage of House bill No. 1, providing for 
the reclassification and compensation of clerks in the United States 
railway postal service; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Tham Thompson and sundry 
other citizens of Lanesboro, Minn., praying for the passage of the 
antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of | 


Wymore, Nebr., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called | 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter: which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petitions of F. O. Wisner, publisher of 
the Transcript, of Bayard; of Clark Perkins, publisher of the 
Republican, of St. Paul, and of Allen & Brudage, publishers of 
the Chieftain, of Tecumseh, all in the State of Nebraska, praying 
for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GEAR presented a memorial of the general assembly of 
Iowa, remonstrating against the removal of the Des Moines (Iowa) 
pension agency from that city to St. Louis, Mo.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. Scott W. Smith, of Boone, 
Iowa, and the petition of D. H. Stuhr and 98 other citizens of 
Davenport, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting the sale of railroad tickets by unauthorized persons; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Sam G. Sloane, publisher of 
the Citizen, of Charles City, Iowa, and the petition of S. E. Zal- 
linger, publisher of the Enterprise, of Defiance, lowa, praying for 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter ; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Jacob G. Schmidt, publisher 
of Der Deutsch-Amerikaner, of Waterloo, Iowa, praying for the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter ; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. Frank N. White, of 
Burlington, Iowa, and the petition of W. H. McCue, of Fort 
Madison, Iowa, praying for the passage of the antirailroad ticket 
scalping bill; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. PASCO presented the memorial of B. Lester Gladden and 
22 other citizens of Green Cove Springs, Fla., and the memorial of 
8. Boteler Thompson and sundry other citizens of Lake City, Fla., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, 
relating to second-class sail matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Pittsford, Vt., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, 
telephone, or otherwise; for the appointment of an impartial 
nonpartisan agricultural commission, and to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building ; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the Troy Conference Academy, of 
Seateee. Th: of members of the Baptist, Methodist Episcopal, 
Protestant E iscopal, and Welch Presbyterian churches, of Poult- 
ney, Vt.; of the Winooski Association of Congregational Ministers, 
of Burlington, Vt., and of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of New York, praying for the ratification of the pending 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Napper-Tandy Club of New 
York City, yemonstrating against the ratification of the pending 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented petitions of members of the Bethany Church, 
of Montpelier, Vt.; of the Young People’s Society of Christian 
Endeavor of the First Baptist Church, of Chester, Vt.; and of the 

oman’s Christian Temperance Union of New York, praying for 
the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
me uors in the Capitol building; which were ordered to lie on the 


ree I 


Mr. BACON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Savan- 
nah, Ga., praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad 
ticket bill; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 

erce. 

Mr. BRICE presented the petitions of Rev. Calvin H. Schneider, 
of Rogersville; of 43 citizens of Miiiersburg; of 8 citizens of 
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Geneva; of 24 citizens of Wakeman; of 28 citizens of Delta; of 
S. T. Wynn, of Wauseon; of Joseph Harrison, of Fayette; of 11 
citizens of Dayton; of Rev. A. Zimmerman, of Shanesville; of 69 
citizens of Clyde; of Rev. F. M. Myers, of Sydney; of Rev. J. N. 
Barnett, of Belleville; of Rev. W. H. Lehmann and sundry other 
ministers, of Lima; of 21 citizens of Stryker: of Edwin P. Thom- 
son, of Springfield; of 23 citizens of Cleveland; of 4 citizens of 
Waverly, and of 4 citizens of Toledo, all in the State of Ohio, 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
railroad tickets by unauthorized persons; which were referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 14 citizens of Youngstown, Ohio, 


| praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 


intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Troy, Ohio, praying for the ratification of the 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; for the prohibition 
of the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building, and for 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Cedarville; of the Vindicator Printing Company, 
publishers of the Youngstown Vindicator. of Youngstown; of 
William F. Maag, publisher of the Rundschau, of Youngstown; 
of F. T. Lane, publisher of the Toledo Blade, of Toledo; of W. H. 
Gate, publisher of the Ashland Press, of Ashland, and of the Sun 
Publishing Company, publishers of the Morning Sun, of Spring- 
field, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of the 
so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter: which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VILAS presented petitions of members of the Congrega- 
tional Church of Menasha; of Charles Boucher and 9 other citi- 
zens of Fond du Lac; of W. C. Whitford and 25 other citizens of 
Milton; of F. F. Frawley and sundry other citizens of Eau Claire; 
of William E. Plummer and sundry other citizens of Durand; of 
T. H. Rumsey and sundry other citizens of Berlin; of H. T. Buel- 
ler and sundry other citizens; of H. E. Knapp and 39 other citi- 
zens; of W.H. [liff and 25 other citizens of Fond du Lac: of 
W. W. Stevens and 12 other citizens of Fort Atkinson, and of 
W. T. Pinkerton and 31 other citizens of Mazomanie, all in the 
State of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of the antirailroad 
ticket scalping bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petitions of J. C. Wilmarth. publisher of 
the Gazette, of Janesville; of Ellis B. Usher, publisher of the 
Chronicle, of La Crosse, and of Ryan & Bro., publishers of the 
Evening Crescent, of Appleton, all in the State of Wisconsin; 
and the petition of William P. Thompson and 11 other citizens of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented the petitions of William Gill, of Roberts; of 
William W. Sleeper, of Beloit; A. E. Smith, of Richland Center; 
F. Osterheld, of Stoughton; the Pilgrim Congregational Church, of 
Milwaukee; Alexander E. Matheson and Harry Morris, of Racine; 
the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Columbas; the board of trus- 
tees of Beloit College, Beloit; Alfred S. Badger, of Stevens Point; 
R. L. Adams, of Omro; the Presbyterian Church of Omro, and 
Rev. Lucius Smith and 26 other citizens of Darlington, all in the 
State of Wisconsin; the Evangelical Alliance for the United States 
of America, and the New York Yearly Meeting of the Religious 
Society of Friends (Orthodox) of New York, praying for the rati- 
fication of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition numerously signed by citizens 
of Florida, praying for the establishment of a life-saving station 
onthe Atlantic coast opposite Daytonain that State, or in the imme- 
diate vicinity; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam directed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10122) to amend 
an act entitled “‘An act to prohibit the interment of bodies in 
Graceland Cemetery, in the District of Columbia,” passed August 
3, 1894, to report it without amendment. I ask that 1t may take 
the place on the Calendar of No. 1498, being the bill (S. 3602) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to prohibit the interment of bodies 
in Graceland Cemetery, in the District of Columbia,” approved 
August 3, 1894, and that the latter bill may be postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
be so ordered. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3072) to prevent the 
spread of contagious diseases in the District of Columbia, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
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Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9842) relating to 
the adulteration of foods and drugs in the District of Columbia, 
reported in with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3575) to regulate the 
isons in the District of Columbia, reported it without 


ala fy 
sale of } 


amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 9142) to regulate privies in the District of Columbia, 


reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 

bill (H. R. 9023) to prevent the spread of contagious diseases in 

the District of Columbia, reported it with amendments, and sub- 

mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (H. R. 9099) for the regulation of cemeteries and the disposal 
of dead bodies in the District of Columbia, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

‘ir. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent to make a single 
observation concerning the bills which I have just reported. 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
no 


i e. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They are four important bills that relate 
to the health of the District, and I will say that there are on the 
Calendar at the present time two or three somewhat similar bills. 
I trust that, notwithstanding we are apparently blocked in the 
matter of legislation, there may be some way devised to enable 
the Committee on the District of Columbia to secure the consider- 
ation of these bills. I will say to the members of the Committee 
on Appropriations, which committee will have the right of way 
very soon, that | am quite sure the chairman of the Committee on 
the 
getting a day forthe purpose of clearing the Calendar of these 
very important bills regarding the health of the District, in which 
we are all so much interested. 

Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3608) setting apart a 
plot of ground in the city of Washington, in the District of Colum- 
bia, for memorial purposes, under the auspices of the National 
Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the Library, re- 
ported an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported an amendment to the bill (S. 2202) to reorganize the line 
of the Army, etc., and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

PREVENTION OF FOREST FIRES. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands to report favorably the bill (H. R. 9123) to prevent forest 
fires on the public domain. LIask that it may be put upon its 
passage. There will be no objection toit. It is a very short bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill, which will 
be read for information. 

The bill was read, and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to theSenate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLIARD TABLES IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. WETMORE. Imovethatthe bill (S. 1232) tolicense billiard 
tables, and for other purposes, now on the Calendar and reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with amendments 
on the 11th of February, 1896, be indefinitely poztponed, as a House 
bill relating to the same subject is now in conference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3690) to amend an act entitled 
*“An act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. 
Louis River between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota,” 
approved April 24, 1894, as amended by an act approved August 
4, 1894, entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act to authorize the con- 
struction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between the 
States of Minnesota and Wisconsin;” which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3691) for the relief of 
Catherine Holland; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3692) granting a pension to Marvin 
Older; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


District of Columbia will confer with them with a view of | 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 3693) granting a pension to Cat 
arine Kelley, widow of John Kelley; which was read twice by 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com) 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3694) granting a pension to Ir 
M. Chase, dependent sister of Abner W. Chase; which was r 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 3695) granting a pens 
to Robert W. Oliver; which was read twice by its title, and 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3696) granting a pension to M 
A. Arnold, of Omaha, Nebr.; which was read twice by its ti 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3697) granting a pension to Mix 
Evans, of Decatur, Nebr.; which was read twice by its title. 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 3698) appointing com 
sioners to revise the statutes relating to patents, trades, and 
marks; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the ‘ 
mittee on Patents. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be } 
posed by him to the District appropriation bill; which was refer 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 1 
printed. 

Mr. WILSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro} 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which \ 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered t 
printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be | 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill: which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; wh 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 


= 


0 
be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed ly 
him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him tothe general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 


to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SMITH submitted an amendment intended to be propose: 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printe:. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be propos: 
by him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printe:. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to | 
orinted. 

, Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which wa 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. QUAY, it was 


Ordered, That David S. Taylor be granted leave to withdraw from the files 
of the Senate the papers submitted by him in support of the bill restoring 
him to the pension rolls. 


AMERICAN INSURANCE COMPANIES. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not incom- 
patible with the public interest, to transmit to the Senate copies of all cor- 
respondence of the Department of State with the German Empire with 
reference to American insurance companies. 

THE CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 4 
joint resolution introduced by the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorGAN], which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 208) declaring the Clayton-Bulwer treaty abrogated. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the treaty, known as the Clayton-Bul- 
wer treaty, between Great Britain and the United States, which was com: 
cluded on the 19th day of April, 1850, is hereby declared to be abrogated. 
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Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 
Mr. CULLOM. Unless the Senator from Alabama is anxious 





to go on this morning, I should like very much to submit a report | 


from the conferees of the two Houses on the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill. It has been delayed on account 
of the illness of one of the members of the conference on the part 
of the House. We have been awaiting hisrecovery. I have now 
the report ready to be acted upon by the Senate, and I should be 
yery glad to dispose of it, because the time is getting short. 

Mr. MORGAN. I must claim the courtesy of the Senator from 
Illinois this morning for a short time, that I may present the views 
I entertain in regard to the necessity of passing the joint resolu- 
tion. I will not keep the floor long. 

fr. CULLOM. Ido not care to disturb the Senator from Ala- 
bama if he is anxious to go on, but I should like to have the con- 
ference report disposed of. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I willsay to the Senator from Alabama that 
I cave notice that I should like to submit some remarks this morn- 
ing. Iam very anxious to go on, too. 

Mr. MORGAN. All the Senators here who have morning busi- 
ness or business to be transacted in the morning hour will probably 
have full opportunity after the very brief remarks which I propose 
to make on the joint resolution. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not feel like interfering with the Senator 
from Alabama, althongh the appropriation bills have the right of 
way ordinarily. I feel that almost everything ought to give way 
to the appropriation bills now, as it is getting so late in the ses- 
sion, in order to secure their final disposition. 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President, we are engaged, as the world 
knows—— 

Mr. ALLEN. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska will 
state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ALLEN. Lintroduced a resolution on Saturday last which, 
under objection, went over until this morning. I desire to know 
if that resolution does not have precedence of the one now before 
the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has upon his desk the res- 
olution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska. The jointreso- 
lution laid before the Senate has precedence in point of time. The 
Senator from Alabama is recognized. 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President, the world knows that we are 
engaged now—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. [rise to a point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama will sus- 
pend. The Senator from Ohio will state his point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I raise the point of order that a resolution to 
repeal a treaty or any law must be a joint resolution, and a joint 
resolution can not be brought up in the morning hour, postponing 
all the other business of the Senate. I raise the question of order 
that if itis a joint resolution its consideration must be moved; 
there must be a motion to take it up, which must be decided with- 
out debate. I do not like to interfere with my friend the Senator 
from Alabama. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair requests Senators to re- 
frain from conversation. The remarks of Senators can not be 
heardat thedesk. The Senator from Ohio will please state his point 
of order again. 

Mr. SHERMAN, My pointof order is that this is necessarily a 
joint resolution, which must be taken up or not taken up without 
debate, on motion, if objection is made. I object to its being 
taken s 

Mr. CULLOM. Iaskleave, then, tosubmita conference report. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think any Senator has aright to take 
me off the floor, even to make a conference report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will sustain the point of 
order made by the Senator from Ohio. That is the first thing 
before the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Chair kindly allow the joint reso- 
lution to be again read? 

_ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
joint resolution. 

The Secretary again read the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thisisa jointresolution. The Chair 
sustains the point of order made by the Senator from Ohio, and 
recognizes the Senator from Alabama to make a motion, if he so 
desires, to proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. I appeal from the decision of the Chair first. 
I desire to debate that appeal. 

The friends of peace in the United States, Mr. President, are 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama will sus- 
pend fora moment. The question before the Senate is upon the 
appeal taken by the Senator from Alabama from the decision of the 

air sustaining the point of order made by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. MORGAN. The friends of peace in the United States—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is that question debatable? If it is, that is 
the end of the rule of the Senate. 
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Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes; it is debatable. 
Mr. SHERMAN. [raise the point of order that it is not debat- 


able. 


Mr. MORGAN. Itis debatable, The Senator riust have for- 


gotten what the rules are. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair decides that the appeal 


from the decision of the Chair is not debatable, and the Chair 
submits to the Senate the question, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the Senate? 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Whenever a matter of this kind is submitted 


to the Senate I think it becomes debatable. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that the appeal 


from the decision of the Chair in this case is not debatable. The 
Chair submits to the Senate the appeal of the Senator from Ala 
bama. 


sh 


Mr. MORGAN. That makes it debatable. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Not at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. That makes it debatable. 

Mr. QUAY. Itseems to me the Senator from Alabama ought 
to be allowed to proceed in this case by unanimous consent. and I 
make that suggestion to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatisanotherquestion. The Chair 
submits to the Senate the request of the Senator from Penns\ 
vania that the Senator from Alabama be permitted by unanimous 
consent to debate the appeal taken from the decision of the Chair. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object, Mr. President. Let us go on with 
the regular order of business. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I hope the Senator from Ohio will not ob- 
ject. I can not understand why this is not a debatable question. 
An appeal from the decision of the Chair on any question of this 
sort certainly is debatable when submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no question in the world about it. Tt 
has always been ruled that way. Iam willing to stand here and 
be victimized by the Chair and the Senator from Ohio upon this 
question; I am willing to take it; but they will not escape thi 
question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair states that he has no dis- 
position to victimize the Senator from Alabama. There is no 
occasion for his remarks. 

Mr. MORGAN. The rulings have always been the other way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has decided the point of 
order raised. This is not a debatable question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
request of the Senator from Pennsylvania that the Senator from 
Alabama be permitted to debate the pending joint resolution. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to submit a request for unanimous 
consent that the Senator from Alabama be permitted to withdraw 
his appeal and proceed with his remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. SHERMAN. lIobject. L insist upon the regular order. I 
do not think it is within our rule. But 1 will not debate the mat- 
ter, because it is not a debatable question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I submit a motion to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution, on which I ask for the yeasand nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator please state his mo- 
tion so that the Chair can hear it distinctly? 

Mr. MORGAN. I submit a motion to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 
withdraw the appeal? The appeal is pending now. 

Mr. MORGAN. If I have no right to debate it, there is no use 
for me to say anything about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless the appeal is withdrawn, the 
Chair must submit it to the Senate. The Chair submits to the 
Senator whether he will withdraw the appeal. 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdraw it, not because I believe my posi- 
tion is incorrect, but I withdraw it 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theappealis withdrawn. The Chair 
submits to the Senate the motion of the Senator from Alabama, 
that the Senate proceed to the cousideration of the joint resolu- 
tion. [Putting the question.}] . The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. MORGAN. 1 ask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays are demanded. 

Mr. MORGAN. No: I beg pardon. I withdraw the call, the 
Chair having announced that the ayes seemed to have if. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We may as well have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll, 
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Mr. FATILKNER (when his name was called). I 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINs]. 
know how he would vote on this question. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. GoRDoN]. 

Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Mississippi |[Mr. GEORGE]. I donot know 
how he would vote on this question, and therefore withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from Tennessee |Mr. Harris], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that I am paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. SQuIRE}. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 31; as follows: 


am paired 
I do not 


YEAS—3z2. 
Allen, Cameron, Murphy, Smith, 
Bacon, Chilton, Pasco, Stewart, 
Bate, Gallinger, Peffer, Tillman, 
Berry, Gibson, Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Pritchard, Vest, 
Blanchard, Hansbrough, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Brown, Mills, Quay, Walthall, 
Call, Morgan, oach, White. 

NAYS-—31. 
Baker, Gray, Mantle, Sewell, 
Burrows, Hawley, Martin, Sherman, 
Caffery, Hill, Mitchell, Wis. Shoup, 
Cannon, Hoar, Nelson, Thurston, 
Carter, Irby, Palmer, Vilas, 
Chandler, Lindsay, Perkins, Wetmore, 
Cullom, Lodge, Platt, Wilson. 
Davis, Me Millan, Proctor, 

NOT VOTING—27. 

Aldrich, Dubois, Hale, Mitchell, Oreg. 
Allison, Elkins, Harris, Morrill, 
Brice, Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Squire, 
Butler, Frye, Jones, Nev. Teller, 
Clark, Gear, Kenney, Warren, 
Cockrell, George, Kyle, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Gordon, McBride, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the joint resolution be read. 

The Secretary again read the joint resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that under the rule the matter ought to 
be dealt with in executive session. 

Mr. PLATT. It requires secrecy. 

Mr. HOAR. It requires secrecy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order, 
Senator from Massachusetts will state his motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that under the rule the matter is one 
that requires secrecy. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isecond the motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is not an executive session. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Isecond the motion. The motion requires a 
second. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is to be a secret legislative session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The motion is that the doors be closed. 

Mr. MORGAN. For a secret legislative session, not an execu- 
tive session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was unable to hear the 
Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. I say the motion is not in order if it is an 
executive session that is asked for. It is to be a secret legislative 
session. 

Mr. PLATT and others. That is it. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is what the Senator from Massachusetts 
desires, I suppose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule, the motion having 
been seconded, the Sergeant-at-Arms will clear the galleries and 
close the doors. 

The Senate, with closed doors, proceeded to consider the joint 
resolution; and, after debate, it was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 


The 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

_Upon motion of Mr. TURPIE, the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours spent in exec- 
utive session the doors were reopened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10184) making 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9966) making appro- 


Iam paired with | 





————ay 


| priations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal! 


‘ 
ending June 30, 1898, asks a conference with the Senate on tha 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appoi 1 
Mr. WapswortTH, Mr. Henry of Connecticut, and Mr. Cr Y 


managers at the conference on the part of the House, 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


| 

| The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 

| had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; anq 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 6713) to extend North Capitol street northwarg 
through the property of the Prospect Hill Cemetery, to pay for 
| land to be taken for such purpose, and for other purposes; 
| Abill (H.R. 8672) conferring jurisdiction upon the supreme court 
| of the District of Columbia having general equity jurisdiction to 

decree the sale, lease, or surrender of any lease of real estate in 
said District, belonging to insane persons, for purpose of reinyest- 
| ment, and for other purposes; anc 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 237) to furnish the daily Concnegs. 
SIONAL RECORD to members of the press, etc. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that the regular order be laid before the 
Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
unfinished business, which is House bill 8110. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 8110) to establish a uniform law on the subject of 
bankruptcies throughout the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have the bill read, but I shall not 
ask a vote upon it this afternoon. 

Mr. CULLOM. It will take all the afternoon to read it. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to have it read now. I suppose the bill as 
it came from the House of Representatives should first be read, 
and then the amendments proposed by the Senate committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair), 
The bill will be read at length. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amendment submitted by 
the Committee on the Judiciary, to strike outall after the enacting 
clause of the bill and insert a substitute. 

Mr. HOAR. That is not the House bill which is being read. I 
suppose the bill as it came from the House of Representatives 
should first be read through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary is proceeding to 
read the amendment submitted by the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it is unnecessary to read the House 
bill. Let the substitute reported by the Senate committee in place 
of the original bill be read. 

Mr. HOAR. But I understand it is necessary that the entire 
bill shall be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. The very reverse of that is the custom of the 


enate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the read- 
ing will be confined to the proposed Senate amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. To the House bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To the House bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; I have no choice. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose both the House bill and the substi- 
tute will have to be read. Ido not suppose the matter can be 
disposed of by simply reading the substitute bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. It frequently occurs, where a substitute is re- 
ported for another bill, that the substitute takes the place of the 
original bill and the substitute only is read. 

Mr. ALLISON. But that must be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. The bill reported by the Senate committee does 
not meet the approval of some members of the committee, and I 
do not suppose they would wish to have the reading of the original 
bill omitted. 

Mr. HOAR. There is a difference of opinion to be harmonized 
in order to determine whether the Senate substitute or the bill as 
it came from the House shall be passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me tosuggest to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that if any Senator requests the reading of the House bill, 
it will have to be read, as it has not yet been read; but, by unani- 
mous consent, that can be dispensed with, and the amendment 
proposed by the Senate committee can be read. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave no objection to doing that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that will be done; and I ask unanimous 
consent that it may be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that the reading of the House bill be dispensed 
with, and that the reading of the proposed Senate substitute may 
now take place. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of —e Dasa from Iowa? The Chair hears none, and it 15 50 
ordered. 


he 


S 








1897. 





The Secretary read the amendment reported the Committee 
on the Judiciary, which was to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of the bill, and in lieu thereof to insert: 


That if any debtor owing $200 or more who is unable to pay his debts shal! 
execute an assignment or cession of his property, valid by the laws of the 
State, Territory, or District of Columbia, in which he may reside, or if he 
have woperty in any other jurisdiction, then_as to such property, valid 
according to the laws thereof. and also in accordance with the requirements 
of this act, it shall have the effect hereinafter provided for. Said assignment 
or cession shall be duly filed or recorded in the manner and in the offices 
wherein mortgages and deeds in trust on said aes are 4 law required 
to be filed or recorded; and the original or a copy thereof shall, within thirt 
days from the date of its execution, be filed in the office of the court in whic 
the petition of the debtor is hereinafter required to be filed. 

Sxzc. 2. That such a shall convey all of the estate of the debtor, 
except such as is ae by the law of his domicile from execution and lia- 
bility for his debts, and shall be for the equal benefit of all his creditors, sub- 
ject to all valid liens, except with the preference hereinafter allowed. It 
shall contain a list of the names and residences of all his creditors, and a 
schedule of his property exempt and unexempt from execution or seizure 
for his debts, and the amount due to each creditor, and a statement of the 
liens or other incumbrances upon his property, all of which shall be verified 
by the oath of the debtor to be correct, as near as he can make them. 

d ment shall also contain a provision conveying all his unexempt 
property, though not specified in said schedule, and shall provide for all his 
creditors, whether named in the list or not; and the omission of any propert 
or creditor from said list or schedule, or any misstatement as to liens ont 
incumbrances, shall have no effect against the debtor's rights under this act, 
unless the same be fraudulent; but a creditor whose name has not been 
returned to the court prior to the decree of discharge of the debtor shall not 
be bound by such disc —_. The property so assigned or surrendered shall 
be administered and distributed among creditors according to the laws of the 
State where the property is situated, subject to the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 3. That such assignment shall contain the following preferences, 
namely: Debts due to the United States, or to any State or Territory, and 
the District of Columbia, in which any of the property of the debtor is situ- 
ated, and debts due to the servants or laborers of the debtor for labor per- 
formed or services rendered within one year. Also,if the debtor be the head 
of a family, he may prefer a debt which is a lien or incumbrance on his home- 
stead; but no more than $1,000 shall be used for that purpose. 

Sxc. 4. That the fees to be allowed by said assignment to the trustee or 
trustees, or the person managing the estate, shall not exceed in any case the 
amount allowed by the laws of the State in which the debtor is domiciled to 
executors or administrators for the settling of the decedent's estate in their 
charge; and should any trustee or other person named in said assignment or 
by a competent court as manager of the said estate be removed or resigned, 
so that it shall be necessary to appoint another person in his stead, then the 
fees and allowances shall be divided between them, so that not more than the 
maximum allowable to one shall be allowed to all. 

Szo. 5. That — such debtor, within the period of thirty days from the 
date of the execution of the assignment, may file his petition in the district 
court of the United States for the district or the division thereof in which he 
resides; or if he be a resident of the District of Columbia, then in the supreme 
court of the said District; or if he be a resident of a Territory, then in the 
district court of such Territory of the district in which he resides, asking 
for a disc from his debts; but the _euee shall not be filed in any 
court unless the debtor has resided in said district or division at least six 
calendar months immediately preceding the making of the assignment. The 

tition shall state the debtor's inability to pay his debts and contain a prayer 
re a See from the debts of the petitioner and an averment that the 
list and schedule filed in the court are correct as therein amended, and shall 
be verified by the oath of the petitioner. It shall also contain a schedule and 
list of any other property or creditors which he may have since the making 
of the assignment discovered or remembered; and said petitioner may, from 
time to time, prior to his discharge, amend and correct said list and schedule 
of epersy and creditors, so that the sameshallconform tothe facts. And he 
shall deposit with his petition for costs such sum as the court may direct, not 
ex: h 

Szc. 6. t the creditors of the petitioner shall be made parties defendant, 
and the judge shall, on a petition, or as soon thereafter as practicable 
make an order declaring the petitioner a bankrupt, and fixing a time and 
place for the hearing thereof, and directing notice to be given, which time 

be not less than ninety days nor more than six calendar months subse- 
quent to the date of the order, and a copy of such order shall be duly served 
on each of the creditors named in the list of creditors or otherwise made 
known to the court, in the manner following: The service of notice of said 
order shall be made by mailing a copy of the order to each creditor, directed 
to the post-office nearest to his residence or place of business or to the post- 
office at which he is accustomed to receive his letters. The notice shall be 
mailed within aren Cove from the date of the order by the clerk of the court, 
and the petitioner shall pay to the clerk for mailing the notice such reason- 
able sum as the court may allow, not exceeding 25 cents for each notice. The 
said order shall also be published once a week for four consecutive weeks in 
one or more mowepapers. to be designated by the court, due regard being had 
to the general circulation of the same in that portion of the district in which 
the pt and his creditors reside. *The first publication shall be within 
Girty Cage from the date of said order. If the publication of notice shall ap- 
= be lar, the court may order a new publication for such time as 

he court may decide, and appoint another day for the hearing. But publi- 
cation in a newspaper shall B dispensed with unless it can be made for such 
cost as the court s decide to be reasonable. 

Sec. 7. That the creditors, or any of them, may appear and answer said 

tition on the day named in the order of publication, and if no answer be 
fied on that day the petitioner shall have a right to an order of —— 

m his debts. The answer may contest the petitioner's right to a dis- 
charge on the following grounds, and no other: 

First. That the debtor has intentionally concealed some of his property by 
omitting the same from his schedule or assignment, and has also intention- 
ally failed to correct said omission as hereinbefore provided for, or has in- 
ten y refused to give information which may aid and assist in recover- 
~~ any B rty which ought to be subject to the payment of his debts. 

Phat he has, since the date of three calendar months prior to the 
passage of this act, conveyed or assigned or concealed his property, or some 
part of it, or given or suffered a lien or incumbrance thereon, which assign- 
ment, conveyance, concealment, lien, or incumbrance was contrived and 
devised with the actual intent and purpose to defraud his creditors, in which 
intent the debtor participated. 

Third. That the debtor, being a banker, broker, merchant, trader, manu- 

, or miner, in addition to the a grounds, shall be refused a 
discharge if, since said date, he, being at the time insolvent, has given any 
preference to creditors other than such as are allowed to be preferred in the 
fesienment as provided in section 3 of this act, or since said date has, with 

tent to give such prohibited preference, created or suffered any lien on his 
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property by attachment, judgment, or otherwise. Should a discharge be 
refused, the same proceedings shall be had in the administration and lis- 
tribution of the bankrupt's estate as if he were discharged. 

Seo. 8. That all preferences by any merchant, broker, banker, trader, man- 
ufacturer, or miner given or suff*red after the passage of this act and within 
four months prior to the assignment by the petitioner, he being then insol- 
vent,other than such preferences tocreditorsasare herein allowed, are hereby 
made illegal and void as against the creditors of any debtor who shall make 
an assignment and file his petition under the provisions of thisact; aff@all the 
— or other property which may have been given or transferred in such 
prohibited preferences shall be and remain a part of the assets of the said 
petitioner and shall pass under the general clause conveying all the debtor's 
unexempt property by this act required to be inserted in said assignment; 
and all conveyances or transfers of property made at any time by any pett- 
tioner, which by the laws of the State or Territory in which the property is 
situated are illegal and void or voidable by creditors, or if the transfer be of 
money, then void or voidable by the law of the State or Territory in which 
the debtor resides, and all liens or other interest in said property which are 

rohibited by the laws of a State or Territory wherein it is situated, shall be 

eld for all the purposes of this act to be void or voidable by creditors and 
the property to | os passed under said assignment, and it shall be distributed 
as other property conveyed in the same; and full recovery may be had of the 
said property so assigned or encumbered within the period allowed by the 
laws of the State or Territory in which it is situated, or if the property be 
money, then within the time allowed by the laws of the State or Territory 
where the receiver resides, and suits in behalf of the creditors for such 
recovery may be brought by the trustee or other manager of the assignment. 

Seo. 9. That if on the hearing of the petition it shall appear that the assign 
ment provided for in the first and second sections of this act has been duly 
made and filed and recorded as herein provided for, and no valid objection 
has been presented against a discharge, or, being presented, the same is not 
sustained by proof, then it shall be the duty of the court to grant to the peti 
tioner a discharge from all his debts to the persons mentioned in his petition, 
or afterwards disclosed to the court, except the debts excluded by section 
10 of this act. But said discharge shall not have the effect in any court to 
prevent a recovery, by proper proceedings against the property and the 
persons claiming and possessing the same, of any property which had been 
prior to the discharge fraudulently or illegally assigned or concealed or 
encumbered by such debtor, or omitted from his schedule, within such limi- 
tation as to time for bringing such suits as is fixed by the laws of the State 
in which the property is situated. The declaration of the petitioner asa 
bankrupt shall have the effect, in all courts in which proceedings may be 
had to subject such property to the payment of the bankrupt’s debts, of dis- 
pensing with a judgment against the bankrupt as a prerequisite to such pro- 
ceedings. 

Sec. 10. That the discharge of the debtor from his debts shal! not include 
“7 debt or obligation which shall have been created in consequence of his 
defalcation as a public officer, or as an executor, administrator, guardian, or 
trustee, or while acting in any other fiduciary capacity, nor any debt or obliga- 
tion to any surety of the debtor who has paid or may pay any such fiduciary 
debt or any part of it, nor any debt or obligation created by the obtaining of 
money or eerty under false pretenses. But this exclusion of said debts 
from the pe arge shall take place only when said debts shall be ascertained 
in the decree of discharge onl by the court directed to be so excluded. If 
the petitioner shall be discharged, property acquired by him after the filing 
of the assignment or a copy haree! in the clerk's office of the court of bank 
sey shall not be liable for his debts created before that time, nor shall any 
debt created by him after such filing be barred by such discharge. 

Sec. ll. That the district courts of the United States in the several States, 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and the district courts of the 
several Territories are hereby made courts of bankruptcy, with full juris 
diction, both at common law and in equity, to carry out thisact and to try 
and determine all suits and controversies necessary to a full execution 
thereof; and said courts shall have also full power to cause said petitioner, 
or bankrupt, his wife, or either of them, to be examined under oath touch- 
ing any charge of concealment or illegal transfer of any property of said 
bankrupt and to issue a writ of ne exeat against the bankrupt to continue in 
force so long as it may be necessary to have such examination. The said 
courts, for the exercise of every jurisdiction conferred by this act, shall be 
considered as always open, and the judges of the said several courts may ex 
ercise in chambers any jurisdiction conferred on said courts by thisact. But 
the said courts shall not interfere with, in any manner, the administration 
of the bankrupt’s estate by the trustee or trustees or other manager men- 
tioned in the assignment or appointed according to law unless it shal! be made 
to appear to the said court that said trustee, or trustees, or manager is mis- 
managing the said estate, or the said trustee or manager shall by petition ask 
the court for directions as to such management. The court shalialso have 
full jurisdiction to enjoin or otherwise manage or control all suits or actions 
pending against the bankrupt at the time of filing his assignment in the 
clerk’s office of the court of bankruptcy, as hereinbefore required, and to 
manage and control all suits or actions pending at that time in his favor, and 
to cause the same to be prosecuted or defended by the trustee or manager of 
said assignment, and to make all necessary orders and decrees to secure 
a proper distribution of the assets according to law. 

EO. 12. That partners may jointly make an assignment as provided for in 
this act for separate and single debtors, but in such case the assignment shall 
contain a separate list and schedule of the partnership and separate creditors 
and property; and the preferences allowed by this act shall be for partner- 
ship creditors out of the partnership pr erty, and for separate creditors out 
of the separate assets of the partner giving the preference; and the separate 
and partnership debts shall be provided for in the assignment in the same 
way. The petition shall be filed in the district or the division thereof in which 
the partnership business was carried on, -. toa period of six calendar months 
prior to the assignment. If the business has not been so carried on within 
said period, then in the district or division thereof where all the partners 
reside, one of whom at least having resided there for six months prior tothe 
assignment: and if they do not all reside in that district or division, then in 
the Ttsiehor division in whicha majority of them shall reside, or if a greater 
number do not reside in the same district or division, then in the district or 
division in which any one of them resides; but in all cases the residence re- 
quired must be for six calendar months preceding the making of the assign- 
ment. If one or more of the partners be deceased, then the survivor or 
survivors may proceed as in this section provided, but in that case the legal 
representatives of the deceased shall have such notice as the court may direct 

Sec. 13. That if some of the partners are unwilling to join in such assign 
ment and petition for discharge, then any of them may separately make an 
assignment of his separate property and file his petition as is herein bef 
provided for, and in the assignment shall include in general terms, wi 





separate property, his interest in the partnership property after the part 
nership debts are paid, and the names and residences of his other partners, 
specifying those in whose possession and control the assets of the partnership 


or any part of them may be, and such partnersshall have such notice of filing 
the petition as the court may direct. He shall file with his assignment also 
alist of the partnership creditors and the amount due each, all of Whom 


—— 








shall have notice as in other cases of proceedings under this act. The sepa- 





rate property assigned shall first be applied to the separate debts and the 
remainder. if any, to the partnership debt yn 
Sec. 14. That the court, on the hearing of the petition, or as soon after- 
wards as practicable. shall ascertain whether the partnership property is 
sufficient to pay the partnership debts. If it be found sufficient, the court 
all so adjudge and order the separate property of the debtor to be distrib- 
uted among his separate creditors; aml if found more than sufficient, the 


may direct a sale,on such terms as the court may prescribe, of the 
r’s interest in the said partnership, and order the distribution of the 
funds arising from such sale among his separate creditors. Butin both these 
cases the court shall make no further order interfering with said partner 
ship estate. If the partnership property be found insufficient to pay the 
partnership debts, the court shall makesuch orders as may be deemed equi- 
table and just, to convert said property intomoney and to wind up the affairs 
of said partnership and distribute the assets among the partnership cred- 
itors. The court shall direct said winding up to be done by one or more of 
the partners not petitioning for a discharge and designated by the court for 
that purpose, ee shall hold said partner or partners so designated account- 
able to the court as a receiver, giving to him or them all the powers of collect- 
ing and distributing said partnership estate, as is necessary therefor, and as 


might be properly vested in areceiver. But if the court shall deem all of 
said nonpetitioning partners for any cause unfit for designation for such pur- 
pose, or if all of them deemed by the court fit to discharge that duty shall 


refuse to accept it, then the court shall appoint a receiver with full powers 
to take charge of said partnership estate and wind it up. And the court 
shall, in case of insolvency of the partnership estate. make all necessary 
orders and decrees, not inconsistent with the provisions of this act, as may 
be consonant to the rules of equity, in reference to said estate, as in cases of 
a dissolution of said partnership and a distribution of the assets by decree 
of a court of equity. 

Src. 15. That the said courts of bankruptcy shall have power to make all 
proper rules not inconsistent with this act for the exercise of the jurisdic- 
tion vested in them by this act. 

Sec. 16. That any person who is unable to pay his debts and owes $200 or 
more, and who has no property besides what is exempt by law from execu- 
tion and liability for his debts, may, without making any assignment as pro- 
vided for in this act, file his petition in the court for the district or division 
thereof in which he has resided for six months previously, for a discharge 
from his debtsas herein provided for, accompanying the same with a list of 
creditors; and thereupon the court shall take such proceedings as are pro- 
vided for in this act for cases where there is an assignment, sofaras the same 
may be applicable. In this case the filing of the petition shall have the opera- 
tion provided for im the last clause of section 10 as to discharge from debts 
and the acquisition of property. 

Sec. 17. That where any debtor, who, being a banker, broker, merchant, 
trader, or manufacturer, owing $500, and who is unable to pay his debts, shall 
make any assignment, transfer, or conveyance of his property, real or per- 
sonal, or any part thereof, or give or suffer any lien or incumbrance on the 
same. contrived or devised with the actual intent on his part to defraud his 
creditors or any of them, such act when foundand ascertained as hereinafter 
providee shall be deemed an act of bankruptcy; and a creditor or creditors 
having debts against said bankrupt to the amount of $500 may file a petition 
against said fraudulent debtor iri the court of bankruptcy of the district in 
which said debtor may reside, alleging such fraudulent acts of bankruptcy. 
The debtor shall have such reasonable notice of the filing of said petition as 
the court shall prescribe; and on the day fixed by the court, if the debtor 
shall answer, denying the facts alleged in the petition, the said court shall 
hear the parties and the evidence, and if it shall be proven to thesatisfaction 
of the court that such actual fraud was committed with the fraudulent 
intent and purpose aforesaid, and that the said debtor was at the time of 
committing said act without sufficient property to pay his debts, or if the 
debtor shall fail to answer, the said court shall adjudge him to be a bank- 
rupt; and if not so satisfied the court shall dismiss said petition with costs to 
the defendant. 

Either party may demand that said issues shall be tried by a jury under 

the direction of the court, as in other cases at common law. 
If the debtor shall be adjudged a bankrupt as aforesaid, then the court 
shall take such other pee by the appointment of an assignee or re- 
ceiver and by such other and further orders as may be necessary to recover 
said property and rene so found to be fraudulently transferred 
or conveyed, belonging to said bankrupt, not exempt by law from seizure, to 
pay his debts, and to distribute the same among his creditors, excluding 
from any participation therein the person or persons for whose benefit said 
conveyance, assignment, lien, or incumbrance was made or suffered, if such 
person had actual notice of the fraud of the debtor aforesaid. 

Said petition shall not be filed unless within four months next after the 
commission of said act of bankruptcy. 

All the other provisions of this act sq far as the same may be applicable 
shall apply to proceedings under this section. 

Sec. 18. That this act shall not be construed to repeal, annul, or suspend 
the laws of any State or Territory now in force, or which may hereafter be 
enacted, for the compulsory distribution of an insolvent’s estate among his 
creditors; nor to interfere with proceedings under said laws for that purpose 
which shall have been commenced prior to the filing of the petition as here- 
inbefore provided; and said petitioner shall not be permitted to dismiss his 
petition after filing the same without the consent of the court; but the juris- 
diction of the court shall continue and remain after such filing for the pur- 
pose of recovering all property liable to the petitioner's debts and distribut- 
ing the same among creditors until full and complete distribution shall be 
had: Provided, That the court may, if it shall deem the ends of justice will 
be subserved thereby, with consent of two-thirds of the creditors in amount 
and number, authorize a dismissal of said proceedings. 

Sec. 19. That the court shall have power to appoint a sufficient number of 
auditors to transact such business as may be committed to them under this act. 
The auditors shall have power to administer oaths, state accounts,and under 
orders of the courtexamine witnesses, and perform such other duties, not of 
a judicial character, as may be prescribed by the rules of the court. The 
auditors shall also have power to make the necessary orders aos the 
petitioner a bankrupt, and for serving notice of filing the petition of bank- 
ruptcy and for fixing the day at which a hearing on the petition shall be 
had. The fees of the auditor shall be fixed by the eourt, but in no case shall 
any fee exceed the sum fixed by the laws of the State in which he holds his 
office for similar services rendered by State officials. 

Skc. 20. Thatall oathsrequired to be administered inany proceeding under 
this act may be taken before and certified by any officer of the State in which 
they are taken, authorized by the laws thereof to administer oaths. 

Sec. 21. That there shall be kept at each place at which said courts of bank- 
ruptcy may be held, by the clerk thereof, a docket, in which shall be entered 
the filing of each petition andschedule and list and other papers, and:a short 
statement of every order or decree of the court and of the auditors in that 
case, and copy of the decree granting or refusing a discharge; and such 
entries on the docket, together with the papers filed, shall constitute the 
record in such case. The costof such docket be paid foras other record 
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The fees of the clk 

when not otherwise specified in this act, shall be fixed by the court, but s),)! 

not exceed the sum of $1 for service in any case of bankruptcy. Pe 
Sec. 22. That this act shall continue in foree two years and no longer, « 

as to all proceedings commenced under it within that time, and as to: 

shall continue in full force and effect until they are finally disposed of 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreein 
the amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. We are not going to act on that to-night. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a conference report which I desire { 
have considered. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Beforedoing so, however, I yield to the Sena: 
from Minnesota to offer an amendment to the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to offer an amendment as a substi 
for the first sixteen sections of the amendment that has been 1 
I ask that it may be printed in the Recorp, the reading to b 
pensed with. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be received and, by unanimous cons: 
printed in the Recorp as having been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be rec 
and ordered to be printed without reading, if there be no objec: 

Mr. HOAR. I asked unanimous consent in a little diff 
way, that the amendment should be received and treatedas ha 
been read, and printed in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massa 
setts requests that the amendment may be treated as having be: 
read in the Senate and also printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, it will be 
so ordered. ; y 

Mr. BATE. We do object. We wish to have it read. 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be read. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is a pretty long amendment, and there are 
two conference reports here now. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be read later. 

Mr. CULLOM. It may be read later. 
that. It will be printed m the Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the request 
that the amendment shall be treated as having been read. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw thai request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request is withdrawn. 

Mr. NELSON. I understand the amendment is to be printed 
in the REcorD. ‘ 

Mr. CULLOM. It will be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be printed in the Recorp, 

Mr. STEWART. It will be in the Recorp and also in the 
usual form, so that we may have it on our tables. 

Mr. HOAR. It has been printed already in the regular way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be re- 
printed in bill form, and will also be printed in the Recorp. 

The amendment is as follows: 

Mr. NELSON er the following as a substitute and amendment for 
sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 16 of the substitute 
ported by Senator TELL®k as an amendment to H. R. 8110, entitled “An oct 
to establish a uniform law on the subject of bankruptcies throughout | 
United States:” 

* Szcrion 1. Thatany debtor, otherthan a railroad corporation, owing $0 
or more, who is unable to pay his debts, may file his petition in the district 
court of the United States for the district or division thereof in which he 
resides, or if he bea resident of the District of Columbia, then in the supreme 
court of said District, or if he be a resident of a Territory, then in tile (is- 
trict court of such Territory of the district in which he resides, asking for a 
discharge from his debts, and offering to surrender all his property for ' 

yment of his debts, except such as are exempt by the law of his dom 
from execution and liability for debts. But the petition shall not be fil: 
such court unless the petitioner has resided in said district or division : 
least six calendar months immediately preceding the filing of the petit 
The petitioner shall attach to his petition a schedule and list of all his pr 
erty, exempt and unexempt, and a schedule and list of all his creditors, 
the residence and post-office address of each, if known, and shall im his jti- 
tion state his inability to pay his debts, and that the list and schedule of 


0 
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Ihave no objection to 
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yroperty and creditors is true and correct, and shall conclude with a pray: 
for a discharge from the debts of the petitioner, which petition shall be duly 
verified by the oath of the petitioner. And the petitioner shall deposit with 
his petition such sum of money with the clerk of the court to pay the cost of 
the proceedings as the court shall direct; not exceeding in all $20. . 
“Sec. 2. That as soon as said petition is filed as aforesaid the court shal! be 
deemed to have acquired jurisdiction of the af sae ha of said pro i- 
ings, and all the creditors of the petitioner shall be made party defenda 
The court shall thereupon make an order fixing a time and place for ‘ 
hearing and consideration of said petition, which time of hearing shall be 
less than thirty nor more than ninety days subsequent to the date of suc 
order. Such order shall be served by the clerk of the court on each of t 
creditors by mailing a copy thereof, at least thirty days before said hearing, 
to each creditor in a ae envelope, with postage prepaid, addressed to the 
creditor at the post-office address specified in the schedule of creditors 
attached to the petition. A copy of said order shall also, in the meantime, 
be published once a week for four successive weeks prior to said hearing 10 
a weekly or daily newspaper of general circulation in the vicinity of where 
the petitioner resides, such new: to be designated by the court at the 
time of issuing the said order. en said order has served and pub- 
lished as aforesaid, the court shall be deemed to have acquired jurisdiction of 


the person of the c tors. 
tition is filed shall bedeemed to be 


oreo: 


“Sze. 8. That the courtin which said 
always open, sitting, and im session for the consideration of any and all mat- 
ters pertaining to or connecetd with the matter of said petition or the pro 
ceedings arising therefrom. And material issues of fact arising at any stage 
of the poouredings shall, on the demand of the petitioner or a creditor, 
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tried by a jury, and if a jury is not then in attendance the court may spe- 
cially summon ajury for such trial, or the trial may be postponed until a regu- 


lar petit-jury panel is in attendance. Except in the cases where a jury triat | 
js demanded as aforesaid, all issues of fact shall be tried by the court without | 


7 i Sec. 4. That at the time and place fixed in said order for the hearing and 
consideration of said petition any of the creditors may appear and answer 
said petition and take issue with any of the matters and facts therein al- 
leged, and may contest the right of the petitioner to a discharge from the 
payment of his debts upon the following grounds and no other, to wit: 

“ Pirst. That the petitioner has knowingly concealed or withheld some part 


of his property by omitting the same from the schedule or list appended to | 


the petition or otherwise, or has in any other manner concealed or withheld 
any of his property from the knowledge of the court or his creditors. 

“Second. That the petitioner has at any time within six months prior to 
said hearing, or at any time after becoming insolvent and unable to pay his 
debts, conveyed, assigned, or concealed his property, or some part t 
or has suffered a lien or incumbrance to be placed thereon, with intent in 
either case to defraud any of his creditors. 

“Third. When the petitioner, being a banker, broker, merchant, trader, 
manufacturer, or miner, shall have given, at any time after becoming so 
insolvent, as aforesaid, or at any time within six months prior to such hear- 
ing, any preference to any of his creditors, other than such preferences as 
are allowed by law, or shall have suffered any of his creditors to acquire any 
such preference by legal proceedings or otherwise. 

Shoulda discharge be refused by the court uponany of the grounds speci- 
fied aforesaid, the same proceedings shall be had in the administration and 
distribution of the petitioner’s estate as if he were discharged. 

“Sec. 5. That at the time and place set for said hearing the court shall pro- 
ceed to hear, consider, and try the matter embraced in said petition and any 
issue made by any answer thereto; and if the court finds that the facts al- 
leged in the petition are true, it shall adjudge the petitioner a bankrupt and 
make an order assigning and pa ee all his property, not exempt by the 
law of his domicile from execution and liability for debts, to some suitable 
and competent person termed ‘assignee,’ with power and authority in such 
assignee to sell and dispose of such property and convert the same into money, 
under the direction and subject to the approval of the court, and to distrib- 
ute the proceeds thereof among the creditors of the bankrupt in the man- 
ner hereinafter specified. 


“Sec. 6. That said assignee shall, before entering upon the discharge of his | 


duties, give a bond in such sum as the court may direct, with satisfactory 
sureties, subject to the approval of the court, for the faithful performance 
of the trust thus conferred upon him. He shall also take and file an oath that 
he will honestly and diligently, and without fear or favor, duly perform and 
faithfully discharge ali the duties of his trust. As soon as the assignee has 
qualified as aforesaid he shall proceed, under the direction of the court, to 
convert all the property of the bankrupt into money and distribute the pro- 
ceeds thereof among the creditors of the bankrupt, under the direction of the 
court, in the manner hereinafter specified. 

“Seo. 7. That all preferences by any merchant, broker, banker, trader, 
manufacturer, or miner, given or suffered, within four months prior to the 
filing of the said petition, the petitioner being then insolvent, other than 
such preferences as are herein allowed, are hereby declared illegal, null, and 
yoid as against the creditors of the petitioner; and all money or other prop- 
erty which has been given, transferred, or assigned by the petitioner for the 
purposes of making such illegal and void preference as aforesaid shall, if not 
exempt from execution and liability for debts, be and remain a part of the 
assets and estate of the said petitioner, and shall pass to the said assignee, 
whose duty it shall be to reclaim and recover the same by legal proceedings, 
or otherwise, for the benefit of the creditors. And all conveyances or trans- 
fers of property made at any time by the petitioner which, by the laws of 
the State or Territory or District in which the property is situate, are ille- 
gal, void, or voidable, as against the creditors of the petitioner, are hereby 
declared null and void; and all liens or incumbrances upon the property 
of the petitioner which are void or voidable as to his creditors, by the laws 
of the State, Territory, or District where the property is situate, shall, for 
the purposes of this act, be deemed null and void as against the creditors of 
the petitioner; and all of the property aforesaid, unless exempt from exe- 
cution or liability for debts, shall be deemed a part of the estate and assets of 
the petitioner, and shall pass to the assignee for the benefit of the creditors 
of the petitioner; and the assignee shall have full authority to institute and 
prosecute the necessary legal proceedings to recover and reclaim any prop- 
erty so transferred, assigned, or encumbered in fraud of the rights of the 
creditors as aforesaid. 

“Src. 8. That as soon as the petitioner has been adjudged a bankrupt as 
hereinbefore specified, all creditors shall, without any other or further notice, 
be required within thirty days thereafter to make and file, in writing and 
under oath, due proof of their claims, accompanied witha statement as to any 
and all securities held for such claims. Creditors holding securities shall 
only be entitled to an allowance of so much of their claims asexceeds the 
value of the securities held by them, unless, at the time of making their proof, 
— filed a dueand proper relinquishment and assignment of their securities 
totheassignee of the bankrupt. Noclaim shall be paid untilit has been passed 
upon and allowed the court or under its direction. The claims of the 
creditors who have obtained undue preferences within the provisions of this 
act shall not be allowed unless such creditors shall first voluntarily surrender 
to the court and the assignee, without any legal proceedings, all property 
acquired by them by way of preference as aforesaid. 

_ Sec. 9. That the following debts shall have a preference in the distribu- 
tion of the estate of the bankrupt over other debts, to wit: Debts due to the 
United States or to any State or Territory or to the District of Columbia, 
and debts due tothe servants or laborers peet by the bankrupt for labor 
performed or services rendered by them within six months prior to the filing 
of the petition hereinbefore specified. But none of such debts shall be rec- 
ogni vo ne unless duly phoved and allowed, as prescribed in reference 
to other debts and claims against the bankrupt. 

“Sec. 10. That it shall be the duty of the assignee, after he has reduced and 


converted the estate of the bankrupt into money, to distribute the same, | 


under the direction of the court, among the creditors whose claims have been 
proyed and allowed as aforesaid, and for the expenses and costs of the pro- 
ceedings ane the administration of the estate, as follows: 

“First. He shall pay, out of such money, all the costs and expenses of the 
Proceedings and the abininieteution of the estate, to be taxed and allowed by 


. He shall next pay the preferred creditors of the bankrupt in full, 
or if there is an insufficient amount for that purpose, then the claims of the 
servants and laborers of the bankrupt shall, first of all, be paid in full, and 
the residue of the proceeds, if any, shall be paid in equal pro rata share to the 
other preferred creditors of the bankrupt. ; 

‘Third. The residue of the money, if any, shall be paid to the other cred- 
itors whose claims have been duly proved and allowed, in equal pro rata 


“Szc. ll. That after the estate of the bankrupt has been converted into 
money and distributed among the creditors, as hereinbefore provided, the 


court shall, upon the application of the assignee or bankrupt, order a final 





nereof, | 


ermining his condition and status with 






hearing for the purpose of finally det 








| reference to his creditors. The rt shall, by its order, fix the time and 
place for such final heari 1@ Shall be not less than thirty nor 
more than ninety days su ‘date of such order, and notice of such 
final hearing shall be gi itors by serving upon them the said 


order and publishing the same in the manner prescribed for 
publication of the order prescribed and provide 
“Sec. 12. That at the time and place fixed for 
shall proceed toa final disposition and tin deter 
and if the court shall find that all the estate of t! 
execution or liability for debts has been 
among the creditors of the bankrupt: 
the costsand expenses of the proceedings h 
| find that the bankrupt is not subje ive his right to a dischar 
debts denied upon any of the grounds upon which his right t 
| may be contested, as prescribed in section 4 of this act, t) 
the court shall enter a final judgment and decree, discharg 


the service and 
















the bankrupt from all his debts and liabilities due any of the « 

scribed in the scheduleattached to his petition, or to any of the i 
may, at any time subsequent thereto, become a party to the pro 
But such discharge shall not include any debts or obligation wl 
been created in consequence of his defalcation asa public 
executor, administrator, »,uardian, or trustee, or while actir 





iich shall have 
theer, or as an 





i 





in any other 

fiduciary capacity; nor any debt or obligation to any surety of the debtor 
who has pee or may pay any such fiduciary debt or any part of it, nor any 
debt or obligation created by the obtaining of money or property under /a!se 
pretenses; and if it shall appear to the court, at the time of the first hearing 
upon the petition described in the first section of this act, that the petitioner 
does not possess or own property of any kind, except that which is exempt 

| by the lc w of his domicile from execution or liability for debts, and no cred- 





itor shall appear to contest the same or claim otherwise, then, and in tl 
case, the court shall adjudge the petitioner a bankrupt, and shall enter a final 
judgment and decree, discharging him from all his debts and liabilities in like 
manner and to the same extent, and subject to the same exceptions as pro 
vided upon the final hearing. hereinbefore described 

“Sec. 13. That no attorney's fee shall be taxed or allowed, either for the 
| bankrupt or any of the creditors. The assignee shall be entitled to a fee not 
| exceeding $5 a day for every full day actually employed in the performance 

of his duty, and in no case shall he receive in the aggregate a fee in excess of 
$100. In case the clerk of the court is paid by a salary instead of fees he shall 
receive no compensation, but only his. actyal disbursements, for any of the 
work done by him in the matter of the proceedings under this act. In case 
he is not paid by a salary, then he shall receive the like fees for his services 
under this act that he would be entitled to receive for similar services in 
other cases, except that for mailing to creditors the copies of the orders 
herein provided tor, he shall receive for each copy mailed a fee of 10 cents, 
and nomore. For publishing the orders herein prescribed a like fee shall be 
allowed the publisher as is allowed for legal notices aud publications in sim- 
| ilar cases. All disbursements of the assignee necessarily incurred and ex 

pended in taking care of the estate of the bankrupt, and in converting the 
same into money and distributing the same among the creditors, as herein 
provided to be taxed by the court, shall also be allowed and paid: but no 
other costs, fees, and expenses than those aforesaid shall be incurred or 
allowed in the proceedings. 

“Sec. 14. That a firm or partnership, where all the partners concur and 
join, or in case of dissolution for any cause on the application of any one of 
the firm may, in like manner and under like conditions and limitations, insti 
tute and carry on to a final determination bankruptcy proceedings in the 
same manner and to the same extent, and subject to the same conditions and 
limitations as is hereinbefore provided and prescribed in the case of an indi- 
vidual. 

“Sec. 15. That the district courts of the United States in the several States 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and the district courts of the 
several Territories are hereby made courts of bankruptcy, with fall i 
tion, both at common law and in equity, to carry out this act and to try and 
determine all suits and controversies necessary to a full execution thereof; 
and said courts shall have also full power to cause said petitioner, or bank 
rupt, his wife, or either of them, to be examined under oath touching any 
charge of concealment or illegal transfer of any property of said bank- 
rupt, and to issue a writ of ne exeat against the bankrupt tocontinue in force 
so long as it may be necessary to have such examination. The said courts, 
for the exercise of every jurisdiction conferred by this act, shall be consid 
ered as always open, and the judges of the said several! courts may exercise 
in chambers any jurisdiction conferred on said courts by this act That the 
said courts of bankruptcy shall have power to make all proper rules not in- 
consistent with this act for the exercise of the jurisdiction vested in them 
by this act. The court shall also have full jurisdiction to enjoin or ‘wise 















her 


manage or control all suits or actions pending against the bankr the 
time of filing his petition in the clerk's office of the court of | LS 
hereinbefore required, and tomanage and control all suits or a gt 
at the time in his favor, and to cause the same to be prosecuted or d cl 


by the assignee, and to make all necessary orders and decrees to secure a 
proper distribution of the assets according to law 

Mr. CULLOM. I have sent to the desk the conference report 

on the legislative bill. Before it is taken up, however, I yield to 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. CANNON], who wishes to submit a 
very brief conference report. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN UTAH. 

Mr. CANNON submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Honses 
| on the amendment of the House to the bill (8. 2087) to provide time 1d places 
for holding terms of United States courts in Utah, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: ae 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 

House, and agree to the same. 









GEO. F. HOAR, 
WILLIAM F. VILAS, 
FRANK J. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
CASE BRODERICK, 
CHARLES G. BURTON, 
J. W. BAILEY, 
- Manage rs on the part of the FHlouse. 
The report was concurred in, 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I hope we may now proceed with the confer- 
ence report on the legislative appropriation bill, which I have gent 
to the desk. ’ 


Wl 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The conference report will be | 
read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9643) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 31, 32, 46, 48, 62, 68, 
69, 70, and 79. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 
23, 24, 25, 27, 29, 30, 35, 35, 36, 37, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57. 

59, 60, 61, 66, 67, 71, 72, 75, 76, 77, 78, and 80, and agree to the same. 











58, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out, in line 5 of the matter inserted by said amendment, the words 
“*to be approved by the Joint Committee on the Library ;* and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

‘Register of copyrights, $3,000, who shall, on and after July 1. 1897, under the 
direction and supervision of the Librarian of Congress, perform all the duties 
relating to copyrights, and shall make weekly deposits with the Secretary of 
the Treasury and make monthly reports to the Secretary of the Treasury 
and to the Librarian of Congress, and shall, on and after July 1, 1897, give 
bond to the Librarian of Congress in the sum of $20,000, with approved 
sureties, for the faithful discharge of his duties.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the | 
Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 16 of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word “ dol- 
lars,” insert the following: “‘And said superintendent shall report to Congress 
at its next regular session the number of employees and the compensation 
of each employed hereunder;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 23 of the bill, in line 5, strike out the word ‘fifty’ and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “‘twenty;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the | 
Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following: 

* Chief clerk, $2,500; four law clerks revising accounts and briefing opin- 
ions, one at $2,100 and three at $2,000 each; three clerks of class 4.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$39,700; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 63, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert “ $5,000;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 64, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

‘“Assay office at Deadwood, 8S. Dak.: The Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized and directed to use the unexpended balance of the ap- 
propriation of $15,000 for establishing an assay office at Deadwood, S. Dak., 
made by the sundry civil appropriation act approved June 11, 1896, for rent 
of a suitable building for such purpose, for providing the same with neces- 
sary furnaces, fixtures, and apparatus, and fi or wages of workmen and con- 
tingent expenses; and said assay office shall be conducted under the provi- 
sions of the act entitled ‘An act revising and amending the laws relative to 
oa assay offices, and coinage of the United States,’ approved February 

2, 1873." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 65, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $2,500;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 73, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $7,250: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed invert ‘* $9,250; and the Senate arree to the same. 

S. M. CULLOM, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


HENRY H. BINGHAM, 

JOHN E. McCALL, 

ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the conference report. 

Mr. CALL. I do not think there is anybody in the Senate who 
understands anything about. the report or what it means except 
the members of the conference committee. I should be very glad 
to have some idea of what it is proposed that we shall adopt. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senate will allow me, I will state that 
by the report it is proposed that the Senate shall recede absolutely 
from only nine amendments which we made to the bill in the first 
place. One of them relates to the increase in the appropriation 
for the purchase of books for the Library, as to which we were com- 
pelled, in order to get an agreement, to accept a reduction from 
$6,000 to $4,000. Another one is in relation to the compensation 
of a chief clerk in the office of the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
where a reduction of $200 is made from the salary as fixed by the 
Senate. The Senate conferees receded from that amendment. 

Another one is the reduction of one clerk of class 3 in the office 
of the Comptroller of the Treasury from the number fixed by the 
Senate. We yielded upon that point. Another is in relation to 
the wages of workmen in the United States mints and assay 
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offices, being a reduction of $5,000, I think, from the amonun¢ 
fixed by the Senate. That was done after very considerable 
cussion and after the parties directly in interest were heard 
the subject. 

Another is as to the compensation of the Commissioner of ; 
Bureau of Education. The Senate increased the salary of 
Chief of that Bureau to $3,600, the salary being $3,000. After y 
much conference and delay the Senate conferees felt oblige! 5 
yield the proposed increase of the salary of that officer, so thar it 
stands as it is in the law now, at $3,000. Another is the corp. 
pensation of a statistician in the Bureau of Education, whi re 
there is a reduction of $200 from the amount fixed by the Senate, 
We had to yield the amount of the increase. 

Another is the provision relating to the United States courts in 
the Indian Territory. That was agreed to finally after consi; 
tion with the people interested especially in that subject. Those, 
Mr. President, are the only items as to which the Senate receded 
a and entirely fromits original position on the questions 
invoiveda, 

The House recedes from its disagreement to amendments of the 
Senate, and agrees to the same with amendments, to which | wil] 
call attention. On page 19 of the bill, item 26, we strike out in 
line 5 of the amendment the words, ‘‘to be approved by the Joint 
Committee on the Library.” The Senate undertook to make the 
rules provided by the Librarian subject to the approval of the Joint 
Library Committee. The Senate conferees, after a good deal of 
delay and discussion, and after everything else had been agreed to, 
concluded to yield that part of the amendment which we had 
made. So the Librarian will make his rules; and under the Lill 
now there is nothing further to be said about it. 

The next item is to insert in lieu of the Senate amendment the 
following: 

Register of copyrights, $3,000, who shall, on and after the Ist of July, 1807 
under the direction and supervision of the Librarian of Congress, per! 
all the duties relating to copyrights, and shall make weekly deposits with t! 
Secretary of the Treasury, and make monthly reports to the Secretary of t! 
Treasury and the Librarian of Congress; and shall, on and after July | 


give bond to the Librarian of Congress in the sum of $20,000, with approved 
sureties, for the faithful discharge of his duties. 


The Senate, in the first place, provided that the register of copy- 
rights should deposit his money with the Treasury Departinent 
and make reports to the Treasury Department monthly, ani so 
on, but he was not required to report to the Librarian. After 
consultation with the conferees on the part of the House. we 
agreed that it would be more harmonious to require the copyright 
officer, who is to be appointed by the Librarian and is subordinate 
to him, to report to the Librarian, and to make his reports of 
money directly to the Secretary of the Treasury and make weekly 
and monthly statements as to what he has done. 

Mr. GRAY. To be audited like the accounts of other disburs- 
ing officers? 

Mr. CULLOM. To be audited like the accounts of other di 
bursing officers. 

In reference to the superintendent of the Library bujlding and 
grounds, in line 16 of the Senate amendment, after the word 
‘* dollars,” we inserted: 

And said superintendent shall bogs to Congress at its next regular ses- 

e 


a the number of employees and the compensation of each employed ! 
under. 


In the organization of the Library and grounds we provide for 
a superintendent and make him the disbursing officer of all the 
money paid out to employees of all kinds in connection with the 
Library building and grounds, requiring him to give a bon in 
the sum of $20,000, with sureties to be approved by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, I think, for the faithful discharge of his duties. 

The next amendment reduces the bond of the Librarian of Con 


on 
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gress from $50,000 to $20,000. By mistake, I think, on the part of 
the committee, we got his bond up to $50,000. It wasan enormous 
bond, as he does not handle a dollar of money except his own 


salary, and we thought it was only proper to reduce it to $20.0), 
which is a pretty large bond still. 

Then, on page 36, item 47, we provide, in lieu of the Senate 
amendment, for ‘‘ chief law clerk, $2,500; four law clerks, revis- 
ing accounts and briefing opinions, one at $2,100 and three at 52.0)" 
each; three clerks of class 4.” That is substantially the law as 16 
is now; in fact, it is almost exactly the same, except as to verbiage. 

The next item is a reduction from $7,500 to $5,000 in the appro- 
priation for contingent expenses at the Carson City mint. 

The next is a provision in relation to the assay office at Dea’- 
wood, S. Dak. It authorizes the use of an unexpended bal- 
ance of an appropriation of $15,000 for the establishment of an 
assay Office at that town. The original appropriation was mace 
in the sundry civil act of 1896, but none of the money has been 
expended, and we simply reappropriate that money and nothing 
more. 

The next is a reduction of $500 in the provision for a mathe- 
matician in the Nautical Almanac Office. 

The next relates to the provision for clerks in the office of ‘he 
surveyor-general of Oregon, being a reduction from $8,000 to 


re 








$7,250. The Senate made the amount $8,000, but afterwards in 
conference it was impossible for us to keep in the amount as we 
put it in the bill in the Senate. 


Those, Mr. President, are all the amendments which have been 


made. There is a very large number of recessions by the House, 
but, with the exceptions I have referred to, the bill stands exactly 
as it passed the Senate. So I think it is a very plain matter, and 
that fond can be no question as to what the Senate ought to do 
with the report. I hope it will be concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis on concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. The Agricultural bill is now upon the desk, 
and I ask that it may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9961) making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1898, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate agree to the conference 
asked for by the other House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. CuLLom, 
Mr. Quay, and Mr. CALL were appointed. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr.GALLINGER. I[ask unanimous consent that we may now 
proceed to the consideration of pension bills on the Calendar. I 
will state that there are very few of them, and it will take but a 
short time to dispose of them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the pension bills on the Calendar. 1s there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I expected to call up the Indian appro- 

riation bill this afternoon, but it is so late now that I give notice 

shall try to get it up immediately after the routine morning 
business to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that a while ago unanimous 
consent was given to the Senator from New Hampshire who now 
occupies the chair [Mr. CHANDLER] to make some observations 
to-morrow immediately after the routine business. I hope the 
Senator from South Dakota will modify his notice. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I modify the notice, then, and will ask the 
Senate to take up the Indian appropriation bill immediately after 
the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first pension bill on the 
Calendar will be proceeded with. 


ISAAC N. WILLIAMS, 


The bill (H. R. 1104) granting a pension to Isaac N. Williams 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Michigan,” to strike out 
** first;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the act of June 27, 1890, the name of Isaac N. Williams, Com- 
pany F, First Regiment Michigan Engineers, and pay him a pension of 312 
per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. : 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. ; 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isaac N. Williams.” 


JOHN J. COPLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 1474) granting a pension to John J. Copley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll of the Mexican war veterans the name of John J. 

ey, formerly a private in Company E, Fifteenth United States 
Infantry, and to grant him a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH D. MARTHON. 


The bill (H. R. 5764) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth D. Marthon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
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amendment, in line 6, before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out 
“fifty” and insert ‘‘ forty:” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to pay to Elizabeth D. Marthon, widow of Joseph Marthon, late 
a lieutenant-commander in the United States Navy, a pension of $46 per 
month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL PHILLIPS. 

The bill (S. 3591) to increase the pension of Daniel Phillips, of 
Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Wisconsin Infantry, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 5, before the word ‘*Company,” to strike out 
‘‘of” and insert ‘‘a sergeant in,” and, in line 7, before the word 
‘** dollars,” to strike out ‘ thirty-five ” and insert ‘‘ thirty;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Daniel Phil- 
lips, late a sergeant in Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Wisconsin Infantry, 


and to pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of his present 
pension. 





The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel Phillips.” 

CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair be good enough to lay before the 
Serate the bill S. 1862, which has come from the House of Repre- 
sentatives with amendments? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1862) to 
amend the act creating the circuit court of appeals in regard to 
fees and costs, and for other purposes. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, on page 
1, line 13, to strike out ‘‘ The senior justice;” on page 1, line 14, to 
strike out ‘‘of” where it first occurs; on page 1, line 14, to strike 
out “each” and insert ‘‘ Each;” and on page 1, line 16, to strike 
out ‘‘the same” and insert ‘‘said table.” 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOSIAH P. BRADBURY. 

The bill (H. R. 5852) to increase the pension of Josiah P. Brad- 
bury was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension of Josiah P. Bradbury, late private in 
Company M, First Maine Heavy Artillery, and to pay him $30 per 
month in lieu of the pension now paid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JESSE DURNELL. 


The bill (H. R. 3108) to grant a pension to Jesse Durnell, late 
second-class pilot on gunbeat Lexington, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out 
‘*twenty-four ” and insert ‘‘ twenty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse Durnell, late second 
class pilot on the gunboat Lexington, and pay him a pension of $20 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 

| crease of pension to Jesse Durnell.” 
WILLIAM G, BUCK. 
The bill (H. R. 8388) for the relief of William G. Buck was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 





amendment, in line 6, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
‘thirty ” and insert ‘“‘ twenty; so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to increase the pension of William (4. Buck, late 
Company E, Fifteenth Regiment lowa Volunteers, to $20 per month. 


| The amendment was agreed to. 
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re t d time. 
Che was read the third time, and passed. 
GREENVILLE PUCKETT. 
T) ili (H.-R. 5880) granting an increase of pension to Green- 
ville Puckett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
nty-two” and insert ‘‘fifty;” so as to make the clause read: 
t tc., That the Secretary o rior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed t » pla the name o snville Puckett, late a cor- 
por ( uy D, Forty-fifth Regiment Kent cy Mounted Infantry, upon 
the pension rolls, with an ‘ease of pensio » $50 dollars per month. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
“The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 


read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ELIZABETH T. ANDERSON, 


The bill (H. R. 7121) to restore Mrs. Elizabeth T. Anderson to | 
as in Committee of the Whole. | 


the pension roll was considered 
It proposes to restore to the pension roll the name of Mrs. Eliza- 
beth T. Anderson, of Cartersville, Ga., and to pay her a pension 
$8 per month as the widow of John Anderson, of Loyal’s com- 
pany, Second Georgia Volunteers, Creek war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Ol 


ELIHU JONES. 
The bili (H. R. 5981) granting a pension to Elihu Jones was | 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
ifty”’ and insert ‘‘thirty,” and in the same line, after the word 


‘*‘month,” to insert ‘in lieu of that he is now receiving;” so as to 
make the bill read: 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

d and directed to place the name of Elihu Jones, late captain Com- 
pany G, Eighth Illinois Infantry, on the pension roll, and pay him a pension 
of $50 per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

ihe amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be re ird time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elihu Jones.” 


authnoriz 
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DR. HARRISON WAGNER, 


The bill (H. R. 6789) granting a pension and for the relief of 
Dr. Harrison Wagner was considered as in Committee of the 
W hole. 


ill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘forty’ and insert ‘‘twenty-five;” so as to make the bill read: 

it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Harrison 
uzner, and pay him a pension of $25 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of 
Harrison Wagner.” 


Be 





CHARLES W. SENTMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 1311) granting a pension to Charles W. Sent- 
man was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
‘‘ thirty ” and insert ‘* twenty; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be i acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Charles 
W. Sentman, late of Company D, Twentieth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, 
and pay hima pension of $20 per month in lieu of the pension he is now 
receiving 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported te the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 








FRANCIS M. ROSS, 

The bill (H. R. 5986) granting a pension to Francis M. Ross w: 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to p! 
upon the pension roll the name of Francis M. Ross, late a privy: 
in Company B, Forty-second Indiana Infantry, and to pay |} 
pension of $12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord: 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN ZELLERS. 

The bill (H. R. 4519) granting a pension to John Zellers w 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to p 
on the pension roll, at $30 per month, the name of John Z 
of Coffeyville, Kans., late of Company K, Sixty-eighth Reg 
Nlinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, One hundred ; 
forty-fourth Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in 1i 
the pension now received, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orde: 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET KIRKPATRICK, 
The bill (H. R. 6099) granting a pension to Margaret Kirkpat- 
rick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro) 
to place upon the pension roll of the United States the nam 
Margaret Kirkpatrick, army nurse, at $12 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK A. DRISCOL. 


The bill (H. R. 4655) granting a pension to Frederick A. Driscol 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Frederick A. Driscol, late 
sergeant Company E, Twelfth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer 
Infantry, and Company I, Ninth Regiment Rhode Island Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


HARRIET WOODBURY. 


The bill (H. R. 1299) to pension Harriet Woodbury, of Wi 
sor, Vt., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It } 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Harriet Woodbur 
late widow of Aaron G. Firman, of Company I, Seventh Rezi- 
ment Vermont Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY L. ARNOLD, 


The bill (H. R. 4548) granting a pension to Mary L. Arnold was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Mary L. Arnold, mother of Isaac 
Arnold, late a private in Company B, Thompson’s Battalion Six 
Months Missouri State Militia, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. FERREE. 
The bill (H. R. 10040) granting an increase of pension to George 


W. Ferree was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘thirty ” and insert “ twenty;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Ferree, late « 
private in Company E, Twenty-second, and first sergeant. in Company E, 


Fifty-ninth, Regiments of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
: 


$20 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ELIZABETH 8. ROBERTS. 


The bill (S. 3670) to increase the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth 5. 
Roberts, widow of the late Gen. Benjamin S. Roberts, United 
States Army, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Elizabeth 
S. Roberts, widow of the late Gen. Benjamin S. Roberts, United 
States Army, at $50 per month, in lieu of the pension now received 
by her. 

“The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH WELLONS. 


The bill (H. R. 8898) to increase the pension of Elizabeth Wel- 
lons was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 








1897. 
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to increase the pension of Elizabeth Wellons, widow of a soldier 
of the war of 1812, from $12 per month to $20 per month. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 


« William 8. Wellons;” so as to read, * Elizabeth Wellons, widow 
of William S. Wellons, a soldier of the war of 1812.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. . 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ANNIE M. ERMER. 


The bill (H. R. 1095) granting a pension to Annie M. Ermer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Annie M. Ermer, widow of Henry 
Ermer, late of Company G, Tenth Regiment Maryland Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEVI T. E. JOHNSON. 


The bill (H. R. 2317) to increase the pension of Levi T. E. John- 
son was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Levi T. E. Johnson, late a private of Com- 
pany B, Fifty-second Indiana Volunteers, from $10 to $80 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JULIA H. H, CROSBY, 


I move to amend the bill by inserting, after | som. 
the words ‘‘ Elizabeth Wellons, widow of,” in hne 5, the words | point 


| 
| 


The bill (H. R. 446) to increase the pension of Julia H. H. | 


Crosby>was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Julia H. H. Crosby, 
widow of Freeman H. Crosby, deceased, late a lieutenant in the 
United States Navy, commanding the U.S. S. McArthur, at $35 
per month, in lieu of the pension which she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This concludes the Calendar of 
pension bills. 

THE WATER HYACINTH. 


Mr. PASCO. Iask unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 3651 
be taken up and put on its passage. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 3651) to provide for an investi- 
gation of the obstruction of the navigable waters of Florida, 
Louisiana, and other South Atlantic and Gulf States by the 
aquatic plant known as the water hyacinth, and for other pur- 
poses; and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. CALL. How much money does the bill appropriate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ten thousand dollars. 

Mr. PASCO. That is the amount which was recommended by 
the Secretary of War in order to carry out these experiments. 

Mr. CALL. I shall support the bill, and hope that it will pass, 
but Iregret that the Secretary of War did not make a recom- 
mendation for a larger amount of money. It is a very important 
work and ought to be done thoroughly. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PASCO. Iask that the report of the Committee on Com- 
merce be published in the Recorp in connection with my remarks. 

There being no objection; the report was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


TO INVESTIGATE THE OBSTRUCTION OF NAVIGABLE WATE 
AND GULF STATES BY WATER HYACINTHS. 


February 4, 1897, Mr. Pasco, from the Committee on Commerce, submit- 
ted the following report, to accompany 8S. 3651: 

The Committee on Commerce have had under consideration a letter from 
the Secretary of War, referred to the committee on the 5th day of January 
last, transmitting, in response to a Senate resolution adopted on the 1th day 
of December last, a report of the Chief of Engineers relative to the obstruc- 
tion of the navigable waters of Florida and other South Atlantic and Gulf 
States by the aquatic plant known as the water hyacinth, and the report and 
other papers accompanying the letter, all included in Document No. 36, and 
submit the following report of their action thereon, with a bill framed to 
carry out the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers transmitted to the 
Senate by the Secretary, and the committee recommend that the bill do pass: 

The water hyacinth is an aquatic plant that has of late years appeared in 
our Southern waters, notably in the States of Florida and Louisiana. It is 
said to be a native of Venezuela, and it appears to have been introduced into 
the part of Florida to adorn the grounds of some of the large hotel 
establishments. It thrived and flourished in the little ponds fed by fountains 
and was valued for its rarity and beauty. The leaves are borne in swollen 
stems, which are filled with spongy air cells. The blossoms are of a lilac 
color, produed in large spikes like a hyacinth, and it flowers freely in the 
summerand fall. Its hairy roots hang down into the water, but do notattach 
themselves to the soil beneath. The plants were givenaway and distributed 
about and in afew years became so abundant that people ceased to care much 
for them. Later they escaped from cultivation, and as they invaded the 
fresh-water navigable streams and lakes they became troublesome to the log 
men and tothe small craft which plied the upper waters of the St. Johns and 
its streams and connections. and stilllater they often obstructed 
the of steamboats and sailing vessels. , 

The plant is of quick growth, is moved about by the winds and currents, 
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|} and as the masses of roots and leaves develop and thicken they form into 

floating islands, which often conceal logs anc 1er obstructions menacing 
the safety of any vessel that strikes them prevail ind lasting for 
time drives these floating masses against a brid ry some shoal or 

in the river, and it is hard to detach or penetrate them. The plants 

are propagated from seeds and by runners, and w hey have once ob- 
tained a hold on the river bank or a shoa v ipidly and spread 
toward the middle of the stream, and in sor f the mutar the St 
Johns they have extended from each shore line and mi 1 tl hanne und 
the passage grows more difficalt from mot month, and ut dy 
is speedily afforded even steam! navigation will be in ss : 

The following account of difficulties yuntered by ’ iy of 
Sanford on one of her trips on the St. J . ly last su m 
the Times-Union, published in Jacks and shows the necessity of 
speedy action to protect and keep open great waterway 
“ NAVIGATION ALMOST CLOSED—WATER HYACINTHS HAVE AL) D 

THE UPPER ST. JOUNS 

‘The cold weather this winter has had no eff n the ‘ 
ind unless Congress soon takes some steps to rid th Joh t v 
streams of the plant, beforejnext summer navigation of the up] 5 5 
will be entirely blocked 

“On the last trip of the steamer City of Jacksonville from this city to San 
ford great difficulty was experienced in getting through a solid bed of the 
hyacinths, which extended for 1} miles south of Volusia Bar at the head of 
Lake George. The wind has been blowing from the north and northwest, 
and has caused the plants to be blown out of lakes and streams and into the 
form of a solid mass across the river. 

“Captain Shaw, of the steamer, says that in places the hyacinths roll over 
and over until a solid bank several thick is fermed 1 when 
steamer gets into the floating mass it is with the great: ilty i 
can be gotten out. 

“If the steamer is going at full speed when a bank of the hya is 
struck, she will soon come almost to a standstill 

“Only a few days ago a small steamer on the upper river was completely 
stalled in a bed of the hyacinths, and it took several hours for men in row- 
boats to open up a passage for her to get out. 

“At every landing along the river mill men and loggers complain that their 
business is being ruined by the water hyacinth’, and all of them hop« ut 
Congress will soon take some action to afford relief.”’ 

The Palatka Advertiser furnishes another interesting incident which 
teaches the Same lesson: 

“Three men in two row boats attempted to cross the St. Johns River at Pa- 
latka before day Wednesday morning, and were caught in the water bya 
cinths. Thesteam tug Frank madetwo unsuccessful attempts to get to them 
A rescuing party from the schooner Russell went out Wednesday afternoon 





about 3 o'clock with boards, and, throwing them on topof the hyacinths, suc- 
ceeded in rescuing two of the men, who were thoroughly chilled and wet 
through. At 4 o'clock the other man wasstill in his boat in about the center 
of the river, callimg loudly for help, and working hard to reach t le 
work of the drawbridge, as all efforts to reach him had prov 
Picolata mail packet Alice M., after it had left the dock, was 
about three hours trying to get through the hyacinths. 

The following letter from Maj. James B. Quinn, of the Corps of Engineers, 
which was among the papers communicated to the Senate by the Secretary 


he trest 
dfutile. The 
also delayed 


of War, shows that a like condition exists in Louisiana, where the same pest 
obstructs the navigable waters and impedes commerce: 
“OFFICE UNITED STATES ENGINEER, 
* New Orleans. La... Sentember 120 

““GENERAL: I have the honor to inclose a petition from the citizens inter 
ested in the navigation of the tributaries of the Tickfaw River in Louisiana. 

“The water hyacinth is a plant that has developed wonderfully within the 
past few years in the rivers and bayous of Louisiana, and its growth has been 
so compact in many cases as to completely obstruct the passage of boats. 
The plants form such a dense mass in the canal which leads into Lake Pon 
chartrain at West End in this city at one season as to require their removal 
by means of a tug and a floating rake, the plants being towed out into the 
lake in large patches. The operation was necessarily an expensive one, 
although it proved effective. 

*T have been informed that in Bayou Plaquemine, Louisiana, an experi- 
ment was made with gasoline, the gasoline being pumped into the wat in 
considerable quantities and set fire to, and from all account S$ Seemed to 
destroy the plants and the seeds, but the results were contined to a small 
space, and I have no idea what might be expected when the method was 
tried on a large scale. It seems to promise good results and might perhaps 


be worthy of trial. ea : 
“ This matter affects the submission of a project for the improvemen 
these rivers under the appropriation made for the improvement of 








faw River and its tributaries, Louisiana, and I therefore request to be in 
formed whether the appropriation which was made when such acontin cy 
|} as an aquatic growth obstructing navigation was unknown is applical 
the removal of same under the same classification as snags and overhanying 
trees, etc., the only obstructions considered in the reports relative to the im 
provement of these streams 
‘* Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“JAMES B. QUINN, 
‘ Major, Corps of Engineers. 
“Brig. Gen. W. P. CRAIGHTLL, 
“ Chief of Engineers, U. 8S. A.” 

The rapid growth and spreading of this plant began to excite alarm and 
cause trouble about four years ago, but it was not called to the attention of 
the War Department till February, 1895, when Hon. C. M. Cooprr, Repré . 
ative of the Second district of Florida, referred to the Secretary a petition 
of certain citizens of Palatka, calling attention to the matter and s if 
relief. At this time much trouble was experienced by the accumulati i 
the growth about the bridge across tne St. Johns near Palatka 

The petition was referred to Maj. Thomas H. Hanbury, Corps of Engineers, 

|} and on the l0th day of April, 1895, he made a report to the Chief of Engi- 
neers from which the following extracts are taken 

“Tt appears from Mr. Crill’s communication and from conversation that 1 
have had with him and others familiar with the environments of the bridge 
across the St. Johns River at Palatka that considerable difficulty was experi 
enced by boatmen in that vicinity last summer and fall on account of the 





| the water as wind and current might direct. 


plant called the water hyacinth, mentioned in his letter. At times this 
would give trouble at other points in the river south of Palatka. This plant 
has given notrouble until about two years ago, when it commenced to in 
crease rapidly, collect in large patches, and float about upon the surface of 
A long-continued southe 
wind would cause large quantities of this to collect on the south side of the 
bridge in the angle formed by it and the shore. The shape of the deep bend 
at this point also favors the collection in this locality of floating substances 
when the wind is from this direction. 
* * 


ist 


= * 


“The conditions in regard to the accumulations of the water hyacinths 
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above described are such as obtained last fall. Since then the thermometer 
has twice gone below the freezing point along the St. Johns River, which has 
resulted in killing off most of this troublesome plant. In the latter part of 
last February I went down the St. Johns from Sanford to Jacksonville. At 
that time there was scarcely any of it visible. The only evidence of its exist- 
ence was an occasional floating bulb or a patch half hidden away under some 
bushes or ina small bay along the shore. While at Palatka a few days since 
I noticed only a few bulbs about the wharves and in the vicinity of the bridge. 

* Judging from the evidence of the last two years, these small remnants 
will be quite’ sufficient to again spread the plant to troublesome proportions. 
It does not seem to be able to withstand cold below the freezing point, nor 
will it live in salt or brackish water. It flourishes best in warm, sluggish, 
fresh water. 

‘** From the information that I can gather, I am inclined to the opinion that 
it isthesame plant that is beginning to give troublein the bayous of Louisiana 
There it is believed to have been brought from Colombia, South Aierica 
How it got into the St. Johns River, Florida, I have not been able definitely 
to ascertain. It certainly threatens to give great trouble to navigation. 

“THOS. H. HANDBURY, 
‘** Major, Corps of Engineers.’ 

The opinion expressed by Major Handbury that the remnants of the plants 
were sufficient to again spread its growth to troublesome proportions was 
well founded, and last year the people of Palatka and other places on the St. 
Johns again called for relief against this obstruction tothe commerce of their 
river. The matter was again referred to the Chief of Engineers, and it was 
investigated by officers of the corps. 

The following extract is taken from the report of J. W. Sackett, assistant 
engineer to Lieut. Col. W. H. H. Benyaurd: 


*“UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
* St. Augustine, Fla., October 14, 1896. 


, 


** COLONEL: 


* * * * * * * 


“The subject has been sufficiently investigated to show that there is no 
question but that the plant forms a serious obstruction to navigation, and 
that it is increasing to an alarming extent. In this respect I beg to refer to 
my report submitted September ¥, 1896. To determine the best method of 
removing the plant from the river it would appear most rational to have a 
series of experiments undertaken. The subject is a novel one. To my 
knowledge such a condition of affairs has never been the subject of discus- 
sion from an engineering standpoint before. I have thought of many plans 
and have received many suggestions, but most of them seem impracticable. 
I beg to suggest the following, however, as the best that has presented itself: 

“A specially constructed stern paddle-wheel steamer, having a double bow, 
or outriggers, which, upon being forced into a mass of the plants, would 
cause them to gather toward the middle of the boat, where an inclined car- 
rier would pick them up and deposit them in front of large rollers driven by 
machinery that would crush them and force the water from them, thus 
greatly reducing their bulk. The crushed plants could then be delivered by 
suitable carriers into barges alongside, which, when loaded, would be used to 
carry the material and permit it to be deposited at some place on shore to be 
disposed of as compost material for fertilizer, or burned. A cremator could 
be arranged ona barge alongside the boat and save further handling. Ex- 
periment might show that the plant would not grow again or produce other 
plants after being crushed. If so, it could simply be thrown overboard from 
the boat.”’ 

The following extract is taken from the report of Lieutenant-Colonel Ben- 
yaurd to Brigadier-General Craighill, Chief of Engineers: 

‘UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
“St. Augustine, F'la., November 9, 1896. 
‘*GENERAL: 


* * * * * * 


‘The subject has been sufficiently investigated to show that the plant forms 
a serious obstruction to navigation and that itis increasing to an alarming 
extent. The matter of the obstruction to navigation of the St. Johns River 
by this plant was made the subject of an examination by Maj. Thomas H. 
Handbury, and his report was submitted April 10, 1895, as fourth indorse- 
ment on letter of E. S. Crill, through Hon. C. M. Cooper, M. C. 

“At the time of Major Handbury’s examination the plant was thought to 
have been destroyed by the freezing weather that had prevailed in Florida 
that winter. 

‘*By reason of the obstruction caused by an accumulation of the plant 
above the railroad bridge of the East Coast Railway Company at Palatka 
(shown on photographs transmitted), the matter was again brought up and 
referred to me for report upon letter of George P. Fowler, forwarding peti- 
tion of mayor of Palatkaand others, under date of August 12last. The report 
thereon was rendered by me under date of September 18, upon an examina- 
tion made by Mr. J. W. Sackett, assistant engineer, to which attention is 
respectfully invited. 

‘The matter is now brought up again, with request for further investiga- 
tion and for steps to be taken to remove the plant from the river. 

“It might first be stated that there are no funds on hand available for 
making any attempts toward removing the plant. 

“As stated in my letter of September 18, above referred to, the plant is 
found on all the tributaries of the upper St. Johns. It appears to be extend- 
ingon allthestreams. Under favorable conditionsits propagation isso rapid 
as to keep in advance of any efforts tending to its removal from the areas 
over which it has already spread. It would appear, therefore, that the first 
efforts should be directed toward some measures to stop the propagation of 
the plant. The experiments in this direction would, in my opinion, come 
properly within the province of the Agricultural Depurtment. The growth 
of the plant in the swamps and small tributaries might at first seem of no 
consequence or injury to navigation, but with the rising of the waters large 
masses of the growth are carried out into the main stream and tend to form 
the serious obstructions to navigation against which somany complaints have 
been made. 

‘Mr. Sackett, assistant engineer, who has long been familiar with the Flor- 
ida streams and their present condition, due to the presence of the hyacinth, 
recommends the construction of a light-draft stern-wheel steamer, having a 
double bow, or outrigger, which, being forced into a mass of the plants, would 
cause them to gather toward the middleof the boat, when an inclined carrier 
would pick them up and deposit them in front of rollers driven by machinery 
which would force the water from them, thus greatly reducing their bulk. 
The crushed material could be delivered to barges alongside, to be deposited 
where no injury could again result to navigation, or a cremator could be ar- 
ranged on a barge alongside of the boat and so save additional handling. 

“The first expense for this work would be in the cost of the construction of 
the light-draft steamer; subsequent expenses would be simply in the running 
expenses. It is thought that with mederate appropriations the St. Johns 
River could be kept sufficiently clear to prevent interference with navigation. 

“In recent dredging operationsat Volusia Bar, the work was delayed beyond 
the expected time of completion owing to the presence of the plant greatly 
interfering with the proper working of the machinery. 


TC 
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‘‘As there will probably be no appropriation for rivers and harbor 


1898, it is earnestly recommended that some efforts be made looking ; D 
qpetoqeeateon for this much-needed work at the coming session of (, ° 
The plant increase: so rapidly that before the end of two years it j 


that it will have spread to such an extent as to seriously endanger t} 
gation of the lower St. Johns, and any delay in undertaking the ne 
provement must materially add to the expense of subsequent operat 
‘Very respectfully, your obedient servant. 
“W.H. H. BENYAURD 
** Lieutenant-Colonel, Corps of Eng 
“Brig. Gen. W. P. CRAIGHILL, ; 
* Chief of Engineers, U.S, A.” 


General Craighill, upon receipt of this ae returned the petit 
its indorsements to the Secretary with the following communication 
‘OFFICE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED 5 sia AR) 
** November 

“Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War. 

“The within petition calls attention to the alarming increase in th 
plant known as the water hyacinth in the St. Johns River, and requ 
= investigation be made and steps taken toward removing the sa 
the river. 

* The matter has been investigated by Lieut. Col. W. H. H. Benyaur 
of Engineers, who states, in report of the 9th instant, that the plant 
serious obstruction to navigation, and that it is increasing to an a 
extent. . 

‘** Previous investigations have demonstrated the same thing, and t 
ference with navigation by these floating masses has been fully re: 
by the Department, but there have been, and are at present, no fun 
able for making any attempts toward removing the plant. It is pos: 
Congress at the coming session may take some action in the matter a 
vide a fund for exterminating the plant. It would seem, as sug 
Colonel Benyaurd, that the first efforts should be directed toward 
some measures to stop the propagation of the plant, and that the ex; 
in this direction come within the province of the Agricultural De) 

It is recommended, therefore, that these papers be referred to the s 
of Agriculture with request for such suggestions along this line a 
be able to make. 
“W. P. CRAIGHILL 
“ Brigadier-General, Chief of Eng 

When the Senate resolution of December 15, 1896, was received by + 
retary of War, it was referred to the Chief of Engineers, and the fo 
extracts are taken from his report, which has been transmitted to th: 
by the Secretary: 

“In answer to the reference of this resolution to me for report 
submit the accompanying copies of papers relating to the presen: 
plant in the St. Johns River, Florida, and also to state that, in the ab 
necessary funds, no active measures have been undertaken under my 
tion looking to the removal or destruction of the plantat this locality 
Col. W. H. H. Benyaurd, Corps of Engineers, is under instructions t 
with the railroad company with a view to having certain desirable : 
made in the bridge across the St. Johns River at Palatka. 

“‘In September last Maj. James B. Quinn, Corps of Engineers, st 
at New Orleans, La., asked whether money on hand from approp 
heretofore made for the improvement of the Tickfaw River and its 
taries could be used for the removal of water hyacinths from those st: 
(copy of letter herewith), and he was advised October 6 that th: 
available might be used. This is the only instance where *‘ efforts ha 
made to remove such obstruction to commerce,’ and I regret that | 
able to report the results of the efforts of Major Quinn in this directi 
tirne has not permitted the commencement of active operations on | 
under the recent authority granted him. 

* The legislation I would suggest in this connection is an appropria‘ 
$10,000 to enable a proper investigation of this subject to be made ani 
experimental work to be carried out, with a view to permitting some d } 
conclusion to be reached as to the best method of freeing our Southern rs 
of this pest, which has already become a serious obstruction to seve: 
portant fresh-water streams of the South Atlantic and Gulf States 

‘**Some correspondence has been had with the Department of Agri é 
on this subject, and a copy of a letter addressed to the Secretary of War by 
the Secretary of Aegvionltere is herewith submitted. 

“ The resolution of the Senate is herewith returned. 

“Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“W. P. CRAIGHILL, 
* Brigadier-General, Chief of Engincers. 


“Hon. DANTEL 8S. LAMONT, 
** Secretary of War.” 

The committee are satisfied that prompt efforts should be made to re! 
this obstruction to our commerce and to this end some method of deali: 
the evil should be devised. The recommendation of the Department 
proved and the accompanying bill has been prepared by the commi 
carry out the views of the Chief of Engineers. 


PROPOSED RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. LODGE. I desire to give notice that on Wednesday, imme- 
diately after the morning business, I shall call up the confer: 
report on the immigration bill. The Senate has fixed 4 o’cloc 
Wednesday as the time for taking the vote, and I desire to c:!! up 
the report immediately after the morning business, becau: 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson], who will be unable to 
in the Senate to-morrow, wishes to address the Senate; and Is 
ask that it be taken up at the earliest moment, so that he can have 
an opportunity of speaking upon it. 

NONPARTISAN INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION. 


Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera 
tion of the labor-commission bill, being House bill 9188, auto! 
ing the appointment of a nonpartisan commission to collate intor- 
mation and to consider and recommend legislation to meet 
problems presented by labor, agriculture, and capital. 

Mr. STEWART. I object to that. 

Mr. PLATT. If that is a motion, I shall ask for a division « 
the Senate on it. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania to proceed to the present con 
sideration of the bill which he has indicated. i. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Pennsylvania 
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he will object to allowing me to make a previous request which, | 
I think, will not take anytime. I am afraid that the result of his 
motion may be such as to prevent the Senate from doing any more 
business this afternoon. 

Mr. QUAY. I will yield if it will not take much time. 

Mr. HOAR. With the permission of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, I request that the bill to which he refers be laid aside 
informally that I may move to take up the bill (S. 3628) to pro- 
vide for the revision and codification of the criminal and penal 
laws of the United States, which ought to come up at once in 
order that it may go to the other House. Let it be read for infor- 


mation. 

Mr. STEWART. The labor-commission bill has not been 
taken up. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, it is likely, as the Senator from 


Massachusetts has suggested, that if I should press my motion it 
would disclose the wantof a quorum. For that reason I am will- 
ing to withdraw the motion for the present, but give notice that 
I shall renew it on Wednesday at the expiration of the morning 
business. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania is withdrawn. 

Mr. PLATT. May I be permitted to say one word with refer- 
ence to the bill of the Senator from Pennsylvania? I have no de- 
sire to object improperly to the consideration of that bill. When 
it shall be taken up, if it is brought before the Senate, it will excite 
considerable discussion, and I do not think there ought to be an 
attempt made to pass itin avery thin Senate. I think there ought 
to be a fairly full Senate for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. QUAY. I have just stated that I withdrew the motion to 
proceed to its consideration for that reason, because there isa 
small number of Senators present. 

Mr. PLATT. That is all right. 

Mr. QUAY. And I give notice that I shall renew the motion 


on Thursday, instead of Wednesday, at the conclusion of the } 


morning business. 
CRIMINAL AND PENAL LAWS. 


Mr. HOAR. Iask that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate bill 3628. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3628) to provide for the 
revision and codification of the criminal and penal laws of the 
United States. It provides that the President, with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, shall appoint three commissioners, 
whose duty it shall be, under the direction of the Attorney- 
General, to revise and codify the criminal and penal laws of the 
United States. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
an amendment, to insert at the end of the bill the following addi- 
tional section: 

Sec. 5. That the work of said commissioners shall be completed and their 
term of office shall expire on the first day of the meeting of any session of 
Congress held more than one year after the passage of this bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT COURT OF APPEALS, 


Mr. HILL. As it will be very easy to take up the next number 
on the Calendar, I ask unanimous consent to call up the very next 
bill, also reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, being 
the bill (S. 3538) to amend section 8 of the act of Congress entitled 
‘*‘An act to establish a court of appeals for the District of Colum- 
bia. and for other purposes,” approved February 9, 1893. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That in all cases in which by law the decrees and judgments of the court of 
appeals of the District of Columbia are final it shall be competent for the 
Supreme Court to require, by certiorari or otherwise, any such case to be 
certified to the Supreme Court for its review and determination, with the 
same power and authority in the case as if it had been carried by appeal or 
writ of error to the Supreme Court. 

Mr. HILL. The object of the bill is simply to place the court 
of appeals of the District of Columbia on a par with the circuit 
courts of appeals of the various States, and to correct a manifest 
error which exists in regard to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STEWART. I inquire of the Senator from New York if 
the amount in dispute will have any figure as a jurisdictional 
question under the amendment? 
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Mr. HILL. No; it allows the Supreme Court in its discretion 
to review a case; not otherwise. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the 
Supreme Court of the United States to issue writs of certiorari to 
the court of appeals of the District of Columbia in the same cases 
and manner that it may do in respect of the circuit court of 
appeals,” 


THE POTOMAC PARK, 


Mr. WETMORE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 3307) declaring the Potomac Flats a public park, under the 
name of the Riverside Park. 

There being no objection. the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with an amendment, in line 6, before the word * Park,” 
to strike out ‘‘ Riverside” and insert ‘‘ Potomac;” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the entire area formerly known as the Potomac 
Flats and now being reclaimed, together with the tidal reservoirs, be, and 
the same are hereby, made and declared a public park, under the name of the 
Potomac Park, and to be forever held and used asa park for the recreation 
and pleasure of the people. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill declaring the Po- 
tomac Flatsa public park, under the name of the Potomac Park.” 

ANNA W. OSBORNE. 


Mr. NELSON. [ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
114) for the relief of Anna W. Osborne. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Anna 
W. Osborne $600, the same being the amount of personal property 
belonging to her and to John W. Osborne, her late husband, of the 
United State Army, destroyed by fire at the destruction of the post 
hospital at Fort Ripley, Minn., July 21, 1870. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ESTATE OF J. W. TUCKER. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. [ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Order of Business 1590, being a resolution reported 
a few days ago from the Committee on Claims. 

There being no objection, the resolution reported by Mr. Car- 
FERY from the Committee on Claims on the 10th instant was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (S.3463) entitled ‘‘A bill for the relief of the estate 
of J. W. Tucker, late of Lafourche Parish, La.,”’ now pending in the Senate, 
together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, re 
ferred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of ‘the provisions of an act 
entitled “‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government 
of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. And the said court shall pro 
ceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report 
to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


CONTINENTAL AND OTHER FIRE INSURANCE COMPANIES. 


Mr. ALLEN. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 567) for the relief of the Continental Fire 
Insurance Company and others, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole proceeded toconsider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to canse the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to reopen 
and reexamine the funding claims of the Continental Fire Insur- 
ance Company; the Eagle Fire Insurance Company; the City Fire 
Insurance Company; the Commercial Mutual Insurance Company 
of the State of New York; the Maryland Fire Insurance Company; 
the Western National Bank; the Merchants’ National Bank; the 
Chesapeake Bank of the State of Maryland, and the Eastern Rail- 
road Company of the State of Massachusetts, for taxes erroneously 
paid by them and now on file in his office, and to refund such 
amounts as he may find those companies and banks have paid as a 
duplicate tax upon the same identical income or profits, and to 
transmit his allowances to the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury for certification to Congress, in compliance with the 
second section of the act of Congress approved July 7, 1884. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CAPT. WILLIAM N. TISDALL. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1427) to provide for promoting Capt. 
William N, Tisdall, United States Army, now on the retired list, 
to the rank of major. 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. BATE. Iask the Senator from Connecticut if that bill was 
unanimously reported by the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. HAWLEY. So far as I remember, I do not recall any pro- 
test against It. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], who 


keeps particularly well informed in regard to all such measures, | favorably reported from the Committee on Commerce wit! 


is now abseut from the Senate, and, on account of his absence, I 
think the bill ought to go over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope not. 

Mr. BATE. Ido not desire to oppose the bill, as it is reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, of which I am a member, 
but I would like the Senator from Missouri to be present when it 
is considered. I do not know that this is a unanimous report. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Idonot remember anything in the nature of 
a protest. The bill was considered in the committee, and it is one 
oi those cases of equity which the committee agrees to report 
upon once In a while. 

Mr. BATE. I understand the bill is reported by a majority of 
the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. BATE. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
over. 

Mr. BATE. 
souri is present. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


CAPT. W. J. 


Let the bill go over until the Senator from Mis- 


The bill will be passed over, 
KOUNTZ, 


Mr. QUAY. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration at 
this time of the bill (H.R.3715) for the relief of Capt. W. J. 
Kountz. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to release and 
discharge Capt. W. J. Kountz from charges aggregating $22,845.51, 
resulting from a contract dated the 12th of March, 1878, between 
him and the quartermaster’s department of the United States 
Army at St. Paul, Minn., for the transportation of troops and 
supplies on the Yellowstone River. 

Tne bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN CAMPBELL, 


Mr. McBRIDE. I ask unanimousconsent for the consideration 
of the bill (5S. 1972) to provide for the carrying out of the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of John Campbell. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to John 
Campbell, of the State of Oregon, $1,165, being the amount found 
due by the Court of Claims for property taken by the Army dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion, as reported to Congress in House Mis- 
cellaneous Document No, 132 of the second session of the Fifty- 
third Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BEQUEST OF PETER VON ESSEN. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation at this time of the bill (S. 2986) authorizing the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to accept the bequest of the 
late Peter Von Essen for the use of the public white schools of 
that portion of said District formerly known as Georgetown. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
by the Committee on the District of Columbia with amendments, 
in line 4, after the word ‘‘ authorized,” to insert ‘‘ and required;” 
in line 13, after the words “ required to,” to strike out ‘“‘ expend” 
and insert ‘‘ distribute;” and in the same line, after the word 
‘* funds,” to strike out ‘‘for the use of the white public schools of 
that portion of the said District formerly included within the 
limits of the city of Georgetown as they, in their discretion, may 
determine may be most beneficial for the said schools ” and insert 
‘‘among the heirs of the said Peter Von Essen, deceased, share 
and share alike, upon satisfactory proof of such heirship;” so as to 
make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be 
and they are hereby, authorized and required to accept the bequest of 
$12,057.24 bequeathed by the will of the late Peter Von Essen to the late cor- 
poration of Georgetown for the use of the free white schools of said town, 
and which sum has been decreed to be turned over to said Commissioners, as 
the successors of said corporation, by the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia in equity cause No. 5238; and that said Commissioners be, and they 
are hereby, required to distribute the said funds among the heirs of the said 


Peter Von Essen, deceased, share and share alike, upon satisfactory proof of 
such heirship. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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[ should like to have the bill go over, Mr. President. 
If the Senator objects, I will let the bill go | : : eg : ; : : 
ae _— vt aa the Committee on Claims with amendments, in line 3, be! 
word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out *‘ten” and insert ‘‘two;” 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ame: 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, r 
the third time, and passed. 
LIGHT-HOUSE AT ORIENT POINT, NEW YORK. 
Mr. HILL. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid 
tion of the bill (H. R. 853) providing for the erection of a li: 
house at Orient Point, Long Island, New York; which has 


4 


amendment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appro] 
not to exceed $30,000 for the erection and equipment of a | 
house, with fog signal, at the site of the beacon heretofore sta: 
at Orient Point, or Oyster Pond Reef, on the west side of P 
Gut, at the entrance of Long Island Sound, in the State of 
York. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS ANTISELL. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iask unanimous consent for the consider 
of the bill (S. 315) for the relief of Thomas Antisell. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee « 
W hole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 


same line, after the word ‘‘ thousand,” to insert ‘‘ five hund: 
after the word “taken,” at the end of line 9, to strike out ** by <aid 
troops used,” and in line 10, after the word ‘‘ and,” to stril 
‘*destroyed by reason of said occupation” and insert ‘‘ conswnie| 
by the United States for military purposes; said sum to be in {\] 
satisfaction for his claim against the Government by reaso1 
such occupation and use;” so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the sum of $2,500 be, and is hereby, appropr 


} to be paid out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriat: 


Dr. Thomas Antisell, late surgeon and brevet lieutenant-colonel of | 
teers, in_ compensation for the use and occupation of his land near lvrt 
Albany, Va., by the troops of the United States during the war of the 1 
lion, and for property taken and consumed by the United States for m 
purposes; said sum to be in full satisfaction for his claim against th 
ernment by reason of such occupation and use. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amen 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 16, 1507, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 15, 1897. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Edward J. Morath, to be postmaster at Colorado Springs, in the 
county of El Paso and State of Colorado, in the place of Harry \. 
Ferguson, removed. 

Charles B. Wheeler, to be postmaster at Blackfoot, in the cor 
of Bingham and State of Idaho, in the place of Miss Emma | 
Stevens, whose commission expired January 14, 1897. 

Mrs. Jeannette W. Beard, to be postmaster at Hutchins: 
the county of Reno and State of Kansas, in the place of Eli Mead, 
removed. 

Stephen Breese, to be postmaster at Cottonwood Falls, in | 
county of Chase and State of Kansas, in the place of Willian 
Timmons, removed. 

Ezra R. Flint, to be postmaster at Carson City, in the county of 
Montcalm and State of Michigan, in the place of George R. Gi 
whose commission expired February 9, 1897. ; 

Mary A. Ryan, to be postmaster at Anoka, in the county ©! 
Anoka and State of Minnesota, in the place of Thomas M. Ky 
deceased. 

J. W. Kelley, to be postmaster at Beaver City, in the county 
Furnas and State of Nebraska, in the place of William T. Ayer, 
whose commission expired January 7, 1897. 

William Dempsey, to be postmaster at Malone, in the county 
of Franklin and State of New York, in the place of Allen H. Fay, 
removed, 

Francis J. Kettner, to be postmaster at Woodhaven, in the county 
of Queens and State of New York, in the place of Jacob Schmail, 
whose commission expired December 14, 1896. 

George E. Sweeting, to be postmaster at Dolgeville, in the county 
of Herkimer and State of New York, in the place of Frank J. 
Loucks, whose commission expired January 14, 1897. 

James P. Wilson, to be postmaster at Huntingdon, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Tennessee, in the place of Connie P. 
Priestly, removed. 
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William T. Anderson, to be postmaster at Norfolk, in the county 
Norfolk and State of Virginia, in the place of William W. 


of 
oe, removed. 


D 





CONFIRMATIONS, 
utive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 15, 1897. 
COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA. 
John Y. Ostrander, of Juneau, Alaska, to be Commissioner in 
ani for the District of Alaska, to reside at Juneau. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. ” 
Lieut. Col. Jared Augustine Smith, to be colonel. 
M Charles Julius Allen, to be lientenant-colonel. 
Capt. Smith Stallard Leach, to be major 
First Lieut. William Edward Craighill, to be captain. 
‘ nd Lieut. James Bates Cavanaugh, to be first lientenant. 
Quartei master’s De partme nt. 
Mai. Edwin Byron Atwood, quartermaster, to be deputy quar- 
tern ister-general. 
Capt. George Enoch Pond, assistant quartermaster, to be quar- 
termaster. 


\ 


E 


| 
POSTMASTERS, 
Oliver Z. Glenn, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of | 
Smith and State of Kansas. | 
H. M. Bennett, to be postmaster at Derry Station, in the county | 
of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 
William R. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Warren, in the county | 
of Huntington and State of Indiana. 
L. Moreton Murray, to be postmaster at Daytona, in the county | 
of Volusia and State of Florida. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 15, 1897 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
pproved., 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


EVENING 
Mr. HENDERSON. 


SESSIONS FOR PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. Speaker, [ desire to submit the follow- 
ing privileged report from the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the following House reso- 
lution 


olved, That the House shall, on Monday and Tuesday, February 15 and 
16, at 5 o’cloek p. m., take a recess until 8 o'clock, at which evening sessions 
such business as is provided for by section 2 of Rule XXVI shall be consid 


ered, and said evening sessions shall not extend beyond 11 o'clock and 30 min- 
utes— 


have had the same under consideration, and herewith report it back to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The Committee on Rules, to whom was 
referred the foregoing resolution, having considered the same, 
report it back with the recommendation that it be passed. 

I demand the previous question on the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I reserve my time. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to say that while 
I think the resolution devoting nights to the consideration of this 
class of bills is better than to have given a day, and the nights 
are intended in lieu of the day, yet [ am unable to bring myself to 
believe that the House ought to be kept in session until 11.30 
o'clock, instead of 10.30, as under former rule. But even that, as 
I have said, is better than giving a day for this work. 

, The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the reso- 
ution, 

The resolution was agreed to. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs to report back to the House the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill, with Senate amendments, with the 
recommendation that the Senate amendments be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


_the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10134), with Senate amendments, making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, beg leave to 
repers the same back with the recommendation that the Senate amend- 
ments be concurred in, and the bill as amended be passed 

Mr. HITT. Inasmuch as the amendments of the Senate are 
many of them verbal, and none of them objectionable to the House 
comimittee—in fact, are mainly such as were desired by us, but 


which we were prevented from incorporating in the bill by the 


| nents. 


rules of the House—I ask that the Senate amendments be consid- 
ered by the House as in Committee of the Whole, in order that I 
may make a motion to concur in them. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman presents the diplomatic appro- 
priation bill, with Senate amendments, and asks that they be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
objection? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, I would like 
to ask the gentleman what is the nature of the amendments put 
on by the Senate? 


Mr. HITT. 


Is there 


As [have just stated, some are only verbal. Those 
that are not verbal in their nature are matters which the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House desired to incorporate in 
the bill, but could not do so under the rules of the House. ‘There 


is an increase in three consulates’ salaries, and one item is a pro- 
Vision of $10,000 inserted by the Senate for a new edition of the 
Digest of International Law, a very important work, | 


long since 
exhausted, and necessary for the Department and for members of 
the House: and a half year’s allowance to Minister P. M. B. 


Young’s heirs, as is the custom in case of ministers dying at their 


IOSTS, 
Mr. DOCKERY. 


That is all right. 
The SPEAKER. 


Is there objection to considering the bill in 


the House as in Committee of the Whole? 


There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

‘The Senate amendments were read at length. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, [ will briefly explain the amend- 


The amendments from No. 1 to No. 4, inclusive, are 


. . . r 
| merely verbal in their nature and make no change in appropria- 
| tions. 


No. 5 is a provision for the heirs of Mr. Young, following 
the practice heretofore established, but giving the heirs only one- 
half of the annual salary instead of the salary for a year, as was 
formerly done in similar cases. 

Amendment No. 6 provides the sum of $10,000 for a new edition 
of the Digest of International Law. a document which is sought 
for so much by members of the House, and which has become 
scarce; in fact, the edition was entirely exhausted long ago. The 
Secretary of State will expend the money, or so much of it as is 
necessary, to have the work reedited, condensed, and brought down 
to this time. Amendments No. 7 and 8 are merely to correct the 
footings. Amendment No. 9 is to raise the pay of the consul at 
Santos from $1,500 to $2,500. TheSecretary asked for $5,000. This 
is the largest coffee-exporting port in South America, and the con- 
sul is overworked and underpaid, and we desire to concur in that 
amendment. (rhent is similar—that is, the business is large, and 
the salary is raised from $1,000 to $2,000. The official fees col- 
lected there during the past year amounted to $3,457, showing 
how large is the trade passing through that consul's office. At 
Newcastle-on-Tyne the salary has been increased from $1,500 to 
$2,000; the Secretary estimated for $2,500 and we have agreed to 
$2,000, and Horeen is restored with $2,000, and clerk hire of S600 
allowed. Patras, Greece, an important point in the Zante cur- 
rant trade, has been fixed at $1,000. The fees there last year were 
$767. The salary we have agreed to is the lowest in the service. 
At Alexandretta the compensation is $1,500; this is not a change 
of law, only the appropriation which was last year in the sundry 
civil bill is now placed in this bill, where it properly belongs. 
The amount of the bill is $1,695, 308.76 now, as against $1,672,708.76, 
as it passed the House. 

I move that the House concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 3500) for the 
relief of Stewart & Co., A. P. H. Stewart. agent; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 9123) to prevent forest fires on the 
public domain. 

CREVASSE IN PASS A LOUTRE, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. REEVES. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors to move to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
S. 3614, with an amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. REEVES], on 
behalf of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, presents the bill 
S. 3614, and moves to suspend the rules and pass it with an amend- 
ment. The Clerk will first report the bill and then report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $250,000, or so much ther 
necessary, be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any mone 
not otherwise — 


sissippi River, to 
and s 


fas mn Ly be* 
the Treasury 
re of the Mis- 
a , e expended under the direction and according to the plan 
ecifications of the Secretary of War. 


»priated, to close the crevasse in Pass a Lout 
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Sec. 2. That nothing herein contained shall be held or construed to destroy 
or impair any right or rights of the United States arising under the acts of 
March 3, 1875, June 19, 1878, and March 3, 1879, containing the contract or con- 
tracts between James B. Eads and such persons as might become associated 
with him and the United States or to release the legal representatives of said 
James B. Eads from any obligation, expressed or implied, arising under and 
from said acts of March 3, 1875, June 19, 1878, and March 3, 1879. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendment 
which it is proposed to suspend the rules and pass. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That the sum of $250,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and 
is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
oourepeses. to close the crevasse in Pass a Loutre of the Mississippi River, 
to be expended under the direction and according to the plans and specifica- 
tions of the Secretary of War. 

“Sec. 2. That nothing herein contained shall be held or construed to de- 
stroy or impair any right or rights of the United States arising under the acts 
of March 3, 1875, June 19, 1878, and March 3, 1879, containing the contract or 
contracts between James B. Eads and such persons as might become associ- 
ated with him and the UnitedStates, or to release the legal representatives of 
said James B. Eads or other persons associated with him, jointly or severally, 
from any obligation, expressed or implied, arising under and from said actsor 
other acts pertaining thereto: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall 
be held or construed to release in any wise the executors of the estate of 
James B. Eads as such executors, or the associates of said James B. Eads, 
jointly or severally, in whole or in part, from any oe which now exists, 
if any such liability does exist, for a failure to close said Pass a Loutre cre- 
vasse, and the question of such liability shall be referred to the Attorney- 
General for his decision; and should the decision of the Attorney-General be 
to the effect that the responsibility for the closing of the said Passa Loutre cre- 
vasse rests upon the executors of the estate of James B. Eads as such execu- 
tors, and the associates of the said James B. Eads, jointly or severally, under 
existing laws, then upon the completion of the twenty years’ contract for the 
maintenance of the channel in South Pass outlet_of the Mississippi River, as 
the same now exists, the Secretary of War shall withhold so much of the 
money then to be paid to the executors of the estate of James B. Eads as such 
executors, or to the associates of the said James B. Eads, jointly or severally, 
as shall have been expended under the authority of this act, until the same 
shall be judicially or otherwise legally determined in favor of such executors 
as such executors, or said associates of James B. Eads, jointly or severally.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a second. 

The SPEAKER. A second is demanded. 

Mr. REEVES. Iask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman [Mr. REEVEs] asks unani- 
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, one moment. 
have—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserves the right to object. 

Mr. SAYERS. No,I do not object to the second, provided a 
full explanation of the bill is to be given. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to considering 
a second as ordered. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. REEVEs] 
has twenty minutes, and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DocKERY] has twenty minutes. 

Mr. REEVES. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that the House 
needs any special information on this bill, and I shall only offer a 
word in explanation. Of the three outlets of the Mississippi 
River, only one of them, known as South Pass, is navigable at 
the present time. A crevasse has occurred within the last few 
years in one of these passes, and has been constantly enlarging, at 
a distance of about a mile and a quarter below the head of the 
pass. The effect of this crevasse has been to draw away from the 
other two passes of the river a portion of the water that should go 
through the navigable outlet of the river. The engineers of the 
Government in charge at this part of the river inform us, and we 
are also informed by men engaged in business on the river, that 
if this crevasse is not stopped the entire commerce of the Missis- 
sippi River below New Orleans is threatened. 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, after hearing from the 
engineers of the Government and others, among them business 
men from New Orleans, decided to inspect the condition of affairs 
down there, and twelve of us went to this place and closely exam- 
ined it. The committee are unanimously of the opinion that un- 
less this crevasse is stopped the entire commerce of the river, which 
is more than 5,000,000 tons annually, is threatened. I take it 
that the necessity of keeping this river open is not a question be- 
fore this House or the country. The only question is as to the 
necessity for doing this at this time. The best judgment we have 
been able to obtain is that this crevasse can now be stopped for 
$250,000, whereas if it is not stopped until the high floods come 
again and again it will cost the Government a million of dollars 
to doit. The committee are unanimously of the opinion that an 
emergency does exist, that it is outside of and away from the func- 
tions or duty of the executors of the Eads estate, and that there is 
nothing left for-us to do but to take this course, or jeopardize the 
commerce of the river. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do I understand the gentleman to express 
the opinion that the executors of the Eads estate are not liable for 
the amount that may be necessary to repair this crevasse? 

Mr. REEVES. Our committee have not passed upon that ques- 
tion, but have carefully guarded it, as the gentleman will see by 
reading the bill, in the event that the proper law officer of the 


We should like to 
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any liability whatever on the part of the Eads estate. 


suspended and the bill passed as amended. 


shall read: 


lets of the 


poses. 
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Government shall conclude there is any liability or respon: 
If the gentleman will refer to the bill, he will see that ; i 
been most carefully guarded. a 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is the gentleman able to state in this 
tion what amount is yet due to the estate of James B. Ea 

Mr. REEVES. Five hundred thousand dollars will }. \). 
about two years and a half, and we direct in this bill that «., ),,,),., 
of that shall be retained as shall be expended under auth.)\+. 
this bill, provided the Attorney-General concludes that t)).7. ;. 


I do not care to say anything further, Mr. Speaker, but ; 
the balance of my time. 
And then (tsvo-thirds voting in favor thereof) the ru), 


were 


Mr. REEVES. I desire to move to change the title so 


hat 
lal lf 


A bill to provide for closing the crevasse in Pass a Loutre, one of : 


ississippi River. —— 
There being no objection, the title was so amended. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. / 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the ries ang 


pass the following bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10292) making appropriations for the sundry civil ex 


the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for ot oo 


ler pure 

Mr. PEARSON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PEARSON. I desire to ask whether under the rules of the 
House it is competent for one committee to report a bill of another 
committee, as in this case I understand the river and harbor }j] 
is reported as a part of another known as the sundry civil bil!’ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentle. 
man. 

Mr. PEARSON. Laskif it is competent for one committee to 
report a bill which is within the jurisdiction of another commit. 
tee, that other committee having the right to report at any time? 
Now, I understand—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the correct view to be 
taken of the matter is that if the point had been made at the 
proper time and on the proper day then it would probably haye 
been sustained. 

Mr. PEARSON. May I ask if it is too late now to make the 

oint? 

The SPEAKER. The proposition now before the House is on 
the motion of the Committee on Appropriations to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill which is about to be reported. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest to the gentleman, in view of what 
was said on Saturday, that the title of the bill might be amended 
so as to obviate the difficulty. 

Mr.. PEARSON. I do not catch the gentleman’s point. 

Mr. DOCKERY. You might change the title, so that it will 
read “A bill providing for sundry civil and river and harbor ex- 
penses,” and then you would cover the point. [Laughter | 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the reading. 
Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. The gentleman is not well founded 
in his facts or in his law. 

Mr. PEARSON. I may be confounded by the majority in favor 
of the measure; but I would like very much to have three minutes 
to express my opinion of this congeries of horrors. 
Mr.CANNON. Well, lask unanimous consent to have a second 
considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering a second as 
ordered? The bill will first be read. 

Mr. PEARSON. If the gentleman will allow a yea-an-nay 
vote on this bill, I will not object. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Youcan have a yea-and-nay vote on thie ))as- 
sage, and if a second is ordered there will be forty minutes tor 
debate. 

The SPEAKER. There will be forty minutes for debate. 
Clerk will proceed to read the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM 4. STONE. Iask unanimous consent that the 
bill may be cons. 2das read. Nearly every member has read 
the bill. It will take an hour or more toread the bill. Ss 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. oe I think that an explanation 1s (ue 
from myself as to why I should oppose that request. My juls- 
ment is that there is no necessity —— 
Mr. CANNON. Ido not care to debate this bill. If the gente 
man is not willing—— 

Mr.SAYERS. Well, if the gentleman will, instead of the us ial 
time allowed for debate on this bill, allow us thirty minutes on this 
side, I think the minority here will agree to dispense with the read- 
ing of the bill, inasmuch as it has been read. / 

r. CANNON. That is, to allow thirty minutes on a side i 
stead of twenty. 
Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CANNON, All right. 


The 
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Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I think the bill ought 
to be read. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on suspending the rules 
and passing the bill, and there are twenty minutes allowed for 
debate on either side. 

Mr. PEARSON. Has a second been ordered? 

The SPEAKER. A second has been ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in doubt about whether asecond 
was ordered. 

Mr. PEARSON. I make the point that there has been no de- 
mand yet for asecond. I have been waiting for the purpose of 
demanding a second. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let a second be considered as ordered. 

Mr. PEARSON. I object to a second being considered as 
ordered, because there is no opportunity for amendment or 
debate. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will give you three minutes. 

Mr. PEARSON. I demand a second. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I withdraw the offer. 

Mr. PEARSON. Then I accept the situation. 


The SPEAKER. Asecond is demanded. The gentleman from | 


Illinois and the gentleman from Texas will take their places as 
tellers. 

Mr. PEARSON. I demanded a second. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri demanded a 
second, 


Mr. SAYERS. It was the gentleman from North Carolina who | 


demanded a second. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri demanded a | 


second, and the Chair submitted to the House whether a second 
should be considered as ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS. All right, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PEARSON. I object to having it decided that a second 
has been considered as ordered, and demand a second, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not demand a second, 
and a second is considered as ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, if members will give me their 
attention, I will state very briefly why it is that I am opposed to 
the passage of this bill under a suspension of the rules. 1 will not 
stand in my place here and say that the items in this bill are 
improper. 
an harbor appropriations, there is scarcely an item in the bill 
which could not safely undergo the criticism and investigation of 
this House. The Committee on Appropriations have considered 
every item carefully, and their recommendations have been in 
response to estimates from the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment, sustained by the testimony of those who came before the 
committee. To almost every item in the bill, save and except the 
river and harbor items (which embrace an appropriation of about 
$16,000,000), I give assent. If the bill were considered in the ordi- 
nary way, I do not believe that the House would upon delibera- 
tion reject any of the other items, and if it did, they would be very 
few, amounting toa very smallsumof money. Astotheriver and 
harbor items, the committee have not been called upon to judge 
as to the wisdom or the policy of making those appropriations. 
They found them in the estimates, and they found that those esti- 
mates corresponded with the provisions of the river and harbor act 
which at the first session of the present Congress. All 
that the committee did, therefore, was simply to call before them 
the officer in charge of the Engineer Department and examine 
him as to contracts and advertisements, and also as to the amount 
of money that would be needed for each work during the coming 
fiscal year. 

‘Mr. Speaker, the objection that I have to the passage of this bill 
under a suspension of the rules is this: I believe that the House 
ought to be afforded an opportunity to pass upon each and every 
item, and I think I can state for the minority that they would not 
inte any captious objection to the prompt consideration of 
this If the bill were considered regularly and a captious 
spirit should be manifested, so as to delay its passage within rea- 
sonable time, it would be within the power of the majority of this 
House, through its Committee on Rules, to bring in an order 
which would force the House to vote upon the bill, and my judg- 
ment is that by to-morrow evening, or at latest by the close of our 
session on Wednesday, this bill will have passed here and gone to 
the Senate without the necessity for the intervention of an order 
to bring the House toa vote uponit. This isthe reason and the 
only reason I have for objecting to passing this bill under a suspen- 
sion of the rules. Itis just to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and especially tothe majority of that committee, that Ishould make 
this statement as to the character of the bill. Irepeat, that with 
the exception of the river and harbor items the bill has been most 
carefully prepared, and that the river and harbor items have been 
included only because we were compelled to do so by the law and 
by the rules of the House. 
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Mr. HULICK. May Iask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HULICK. If I understand the gentleman correctly, he ap- 
proves of the items in this bill, and my question is, What advan- 
tage would it be to have further consideration by discussion? 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not approve of the appropriations made in 
this bill for rivers and harbors to carry out the provisions of the 
river and harbor act passed at the first session of this Congress. 

Mr. HULICK. Do you think that part of the bill ought to be 
modified? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ican not say I think it ought to be modified, 
for the reason that these items are placed in the bill in pursuance 
of existing law. What I wish to do is to impress upon the House 
that in the matter of those particular items, aggregating about 
516,000,000, the Committee on Appropriations ought not to be held 
responsible, and for one I desire to avoid the responsibility. 

Mr. QUIGG. Suppose there were a failure to pass the bill un- 
der a suspension of the rules, does the gentleman mean that he 
would advise us to reject those items? 

Mr.SAYERS. I wouid not, because I know nothing about them. 
Mr. QUIGG. Then what would be the advantage of further 
msideration of the bill in detail by the House? 

Mr. SAYERS. During the consideration of it those members 
who favor the items in question might be able to give the House 
“asons Why they should pass. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is the work provided for in the 
items referred to in such a state that a failure to appropriate for 
it at this time would cause damage? 

Mr. SAYERS. Some of the works embraced in these items are 
already under contract; for some of the projects advertisements 
have already been made, and as to the larger items, for instance, 
those affecting the Mississippi and Missouri rivers, by the terms 
of the river and harbor act no contracts are necessary. The War 
Department is allowed to expend the money for those rivers either 
by contract or by day work, so that the contract system does not 
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| necessarily apply either to the Yazoo River, the Lower Mississippi, 





| them in detail. 


| the Upper Mississippi, or the Missouri River. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Suppose that the appropriations for 
those items should fail, what damage would accrue? 

Mr. SAYERS. That is not for me to say, because the com- 
mittee have notinquired into that question. ‘The committee have 


: c l L | confined themselves to complying with the rules of the House 
My judgment is that, with the exception of the river | 


and, responding to the provisions of the river and harbor act passed 
at the first session of this Congress, have therefore brought in 
these items for the consideration of the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. It occurred to me that if no par- 
ticular harm would come from failing to make appropriation for 
these items, they might perhaps be properly omitted at this time. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman will not understand me as ex- 
pressing an opinion upon that subject 

Mr. JOHNSON of Slione: I do not so understand the gentle- 
man; I am merely explaining to him the reason for my question, 

Mr. PAYNE. I would ask the gentleman from Texas whether 
in all probability, if we did not make these appropriations now, 
we should not have claims for damages here on account of these 
contracts for the next twenty-five years? 

Mr. SAYERS. That is a question I can not answer. 

Mr. PAYNE. But hasnot that been the experience in the past? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. There would be great damage to some of 
these works if the House now failed to appropriate for them. 

Mr. SAYERS. Members will understand me as not undertak- 
ing to advise the House as to these river and harbor appropria- 
tions, because the committee has not been able to examine into 
If there is any other item in the biil excepting 
those covering the river and harbor appropriations about which 
gentlemen wish information, I shall be more than pleased in my 
time to give it so far as it is within my power. I think I under- 
stand the character of the bill quite thoroughly, and may be able 
to satisfy gentlemen who wish to ask questions or have doubts in 
reference to it. 

Mr. MILNES. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. MILNES. There is an item, I see, on page 94 of the bill, 
appropriating $200,000 for the construction of a soldiers’ home at 
Can the gentleman give some information with ref- 
erence to the necessity for that work? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say in regard to that item that the Board 
which has charge of the Soldiers’ Homes throughout the country, 
with General Franklin at its head, came before the Subcommittee 
on Appropriations and expressed their opinion that we would have 
to do one of two things, either to build a new home or to expend 
fully as much as is appropriated here for the extension of those 
Homes already in existence. Gentlemen can examine the testi- 
mony of General Franklin and others who have expressed an 
opinion. 

Mr. MILNES. But why was it fixed at Danville, [ll., in place 
of some other point? 
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Mr. SAYERS. 
that question. 

Mr. MILNES. Does any member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations reside at Danville? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman need not ask me that. He 
knows who it is. Why does he not in a bold and direct manner 
assault the proposition if it be an improper one? 

Mr. MILNES. I have not had an opportunity. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman wil! have an opportunity. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Does the gentleman know of a 
better place for the construction ot this home than Danville? 

Mr. MILNES. I do not think it necessary to build it at Dan- 
ville or anywhere else. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Were you present at the taking of 
the testimony with reference to it? 

Mr. MILNES. No, sir: I was not. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Do you not think you ought to 
have been if you object to this appropriation for that purpose? 

Mr. MILNES. No, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, it is immaterial tome what policy 
the House may adopt in reference to the item in question. Gen- 
tlemen will readily perceive why I should not seek to reject an 
item reported favorably by the Committee on Military Affairs or 
to criticise an item which concerns the survivors of the Union 
Army during the late war. 

Mr. PAYNE. If this appropriation is made at all, is it not 
necessary that the home shall be built in somebody’s district? 

Mr. SAYERS. Undoubtedly. 





Oh, well, the gentleman can ask some one else 


I yield five minutes to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. | 


PEARSON]. 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, I am greatly indebted to the 
gentleman from Texas for his courtesy, and I desire to say in 
absolute candor that I know my remarks will be unavailing on 
this occasion. I know that this bill is going to pass, and my 
object in rising is simply to express my opposition to the method 
by which it is to be passed, and to ask, furthermore, if the 
river and harbor bill or the features of it embodied in this 
bill are meritorious, why can not they be allowed to stand on 


their own merit and footing; and, if necessary, why should the 

bill embodying these items not run the gantlet of a Presidential 
° 5 

veto? 


The feeling I have with reference to the matter is that itis an 
improper way of legislating. That there are many meritorious 
items in the bill I do not pretend to question; that there are many 
indispensable appropriations embodied in itis beyond all doubt. 
But the objection I have is that the bad ones and unjustifiable 
ones are to be dragged through by being tied to the good ones. 
That seems hardly fair, particularly when we have no opportu- 
nity to move to strike out any portions of the bill to which these 
objections lic. If I had an opportunity, I think I could convince 
gentlemen of the impropriety of passing certain items in the bill. 
But Iam bound hand and foot, and it is simply by courtesy that 
Iam even occupying the floor for the few mmutes now at my 
disposal. 


Mr. Speaker, if I had the opportunity, I would move to strike | 


out the appropriation of $400,000 fixed in the bill for the improve- 
ment of the mouth of the very river upon which I was born, 
because I know that it is a useless and an extravagant appropria- 
tion. I have appeaied to you on this floor for a measure expediting 
the mails in my section that I knew to be a wise and a meritorious 
one. But I certainly would not ask what is proposed by this bill, 
the sum of $400,000, for the improvement of Winyaw Bay, South 
Carolina. The collector of customs only takes in $356 a year, and 
it will be two million years before he will take in enough to pay 
the amount of the appropriation provided by this bill, which is 
only a beginning of the outlay. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Where is Winyaw Bay? 

Mr. PEARSON. It is about 3,000 miles from Keweenaw Bay, 
for which an appropriation of $400,000 is also made [laughter], and 
about a thousand miles from the Yazoo River, which gets $400,000, 
andabout the same distance from Bayou Plaquemine, in Louisiana, 
which also gets $400,000 [laughter]. And let me say, respectfully, 
that I mean no personal aspersion on the members of the Committee 
on Riversand Harbors. but it is a strange fact, and will be recog- 
nized as a fact by the country, that almost every member of thecom- 
mittee has a $400,000 appropriation for some place, more or less 
obscure, in hisown State or district. Ifthesethings are meritorious, 
why not have the manhood to put them upon their passage on their 
own merits, and not tie them up in this congeries of enormities, in 
which you can not separate the good from the bad? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. May I ask my friend a question? 

Mr. PEARSON. Inamoment. Hereare sixteen several appro- 
priations of $400,000 each; but I desire to say, in justice to the 
chairman of the committee, that he is more modest than the 
others, and takes only $398,258 for a place called Dunkirk, which 
I suppose is the beginning of indefinite appropriations for an un- 
known time in the future. 
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Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman refers to the chairman of + 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, of course. 

Mr. PEARSON. Yes, sir. There are other things in this ] 
that I should like to oppose, but Ihave not time. There is 
appropriation here of $50,000 to employ spies in my district, 
should like to antagonize that. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is about the best appropriation in the } 

Mr. PEARSON. The gentleman says that becanse he li, 
far to the Southwest that he does not know the needs of th 

| lized and enlightened community where this moonshine liqu 
made. |Laughter.] 

Mr. SAYERS. That is the best appropriation in the bill. 

Mr. PEARSON. Now, I want to sav this: Why not allow ¢ 
river and harbor bill to go to the President as a separate mea 
and meet the objections he will make to it? Here it is t 
and bound up in such a way that it means, and is oblix: 
mean, extravagant appropriations for unworthy places. [ y 
vote for every one of these important points, and for as 
| money a8 is required. But it is hard on me to have to vote « 
| against the whole bill—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman allow a « 
| tion? 
Mr. PEARSON. Why, certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. What particular river was it 

were anxious to have an appropriation made for and failed? 

Mr. PEARSON. I have never asked for any appropriation 
any river. I will say to the gentleman that I live in the Land 
the Sky, where we are innocent of harbors and guiltless of ri 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I understood the gentleman t: 
that he tried to get an appropriation and failed. 

Mr. PEARSON. On the contrary, I was with the gentleman 
asking an appropriation for a deserving facilitation of mai 
that country, because I knew that that was worthy and tha 
would do gt od. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PEARSON. But Iam opposed to such legislation as this, 
when it does not stand on its own merits, and will not bear 
| light of discussion nor the test of examination and amendmen 
| Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman {1 
Pennsylvania | Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE}. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, if the sundry « 
subcommittee had given less consideration to the details o 
bill, had gone over it hurriedly, as some of the members have 
who are criticising it, we might have been able to get it into + 
House much earlier; but the fact is that that committee has bh: 
wrestling with that bill ever since the session of this Cong 
began. I think Iam correct in that statement, that very s 
after this session began the chairman of the committee called t 
subcommittee together and submitted this bill tothem. Wehave 
| done the best we could, and made all the speed we could. 

Now, in reference to the manner of passing the bill, let me say 
that we have got only two weeks, practically, of this session re 
maining. Thereare other bills that have not been acted upon ) 
There are plenty of precedents for attempting to pass this 
under a suspension of the rules. The Fifty-second Congress 
passed a number of its appropriation bills under a suspension of 
the rules. 

Mr. SAYERS. Only one. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. What one was that? 

Mr. SAYERS. That was the legislative, executive, and judicial 
bill. which is made up simply of salaries. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. Very well—and the Fifty-third 
Congress 

Mr. SAYERS. Not one. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The Fifty-third Congress was 
obliged to pass what is known as the Wilson tariff bill, not under a 
suspension of the rules, but under an order, where only a majority 
| vote was required, with two hours’ debate. I find no fault with 
| that. It became necessary, in order to enact that measure into 
law, and it is necessary now, in the judgment of the committee, 
if you want this bill to become a law, to pass it under a suspen- 
sion of the rules. 

There is nothing in the bill that the committee have to fear. 
We believe that the bill would pass, with all of its present items 
in it, under the five-minute rule. The only thing that could 
change it would be some probable additions: but it would con- 
| sume a week of time, and then it must go to the Senate. The 
Senate have ever exercised their judgment in reference to addi- 
tions to the sundry civil bill. Then it would have to come back 
to the House and be reconsidered here. So that it is not a ques- 
tion of the items or the discussion, or the manner of the consid- 
eration of the items in the bill, but it is a question of the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. QUIGG. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Now I yield to the gentleman for 
@ question. 
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Mr. QUIGG. Iwould like to ask the gentleman if there is any- 
thing in the bill anywhere that would be amenable to a point of 
order under the five-minute debate? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Not in my judgment. I do not 
iink there is. 

Mr. QUIGG. I think there is a great deal. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. -I do not think so. This bill has 
peen debated under general debate for a whole day. The objec- 
tionable items, as a matter of course, were those considered in the 
discussion on Saturday. 

Mr. MILNES. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. MILNES. Do you not think that this item on page 94 for 
the building of a new soldiers’ home is subject to a point of order? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No; and I will tell you why. 

Mr. MILNES. Is it not new legis!ation? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. General Franklin, of the Board of 
Managers of Soldiers’ Homes, was called before that committee, 
and it the gentleman had read his testimony he would have found 
the reason for that item in this bill. He testified that the soldiers 
in these Homes were so crowded that they had to sleep in the din- 
ing room, in the kitchen, and in the corridors—two, three, four, 
or five thousand men, who are distributed to different places with 
no aces mmodation. 

Mr. STEELE. The Committee on Military Affairs had consid- 
ered the matter. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The Committee on Military Affairs 
had this matter before them, and fully considered it. The testi- 
mony before both of these committees was that either one of two 
things must be done, or else these old soldiers would have to go 
into the streets—either we would have to enlarge the present 
Homes or construct a new one. The testimony before the Board, 
and the opinion of both these committees, was that it was far more 
expedient toconstruct a new home than to expend the same amount 
of money in enlarging the existing Homes. First, the Committee 
on Military Affairs deemed this more expedient; and second, the 
subcommittee, and third, the full Committee on Appropriations, 
deemed it more expedient to constructanew home. The question 
of location may be a question open to criticism. The testimony 
of General Franklin was that it should be located in the Missis- 
sippi Valley. This point of Danville was the only point ever sug- 
gestedorconsidered. If the gentleman had objected toit, he would 
have been heard. We would have been glad to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MILNES. I did not know anything about it then. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The gentleman seems to know a 
very great deal about it now. 

Mr. — ES. I know more about it since the bill has been 

rinted, 

. The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Give me another minute. 

Mr. CANNON. 1 yield another minute to my colleague. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The time to object was when the 
committee was considering the matter; and there was no objec- 
tion. The sessions of the committee were not secret. We heard 
everybody who wished to be heard. It seems to be an available 

lace. Danville is a city of from 10,000 to 20,000 people, and they 

ave all the facilities for the accommodation of a soldiers’ home. 
From all the testimony before the committee, and from all the 
information the committee could obtain, it was supposed to be the 
best place and the most convenient for this purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON, Does the gentleman from Texas desire to use 
all his time? 

Mr. SAYERS. You can consume the balance of your time. 

Mr. CANNON, The gentleman does not desire to consume any 
further time? 

Mr.SAYERS. No. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention 
of the House, I think I can say in a very few minutes what I 
desire. I was pleased to hear my colleague on the committee | Mr. 
SAYERS] representing the minority bear testimony that he did 
about this bill. He is on the subcommittee that helped to prepare 
it and on the full committee that considered it. Ido not feel 
called upon, after his statement, to discuss the matters which he 
referred to. I agree with him on every item of the bill that he 
referred to; and | am not now referring to the river and harbor 
items. I will speak of them in a moment. 

I have helped to prepare many appropriation bills, and I under- 
take to say that, considering the condition of the Treasury and 
the increase of appropriations, I never helped to prepare any Dill 
that has been so thoroughly and exhaustively examined touch- 
ing every item as this bill. So that it is not necessary for me to 
speak of the propriety of the items that the gentleman from Texas 
indorses, which includes every item except the river and harbor 
items. We discussed those items Saturday. Gentlemen know 
about them. The legislation that begat them, that breathed the 
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breath of life into them, gave them vitality, was had almost one 
year ago, and these recommendations follow as a logical sequence 
in pursuance of law. Now, we omitted over $3,000,000 that some 
gentlemen seem to think might well have been put in, because it 
seems that the works, as I explained on Saturday, can not be com- 
pleted under the authorization. Weomitted Yakima Bay entirely, 


because, as I have explained, independent of whether we make the 


appropriation, not one cent of it could be expended during the 
coming year. Now, I do not care to thrash over old straw. The 
law is there, and the committee in reporting this $15,000,000, which 
explains the increase, followed the law under the rules of the 
House. That is all I desire to say,and having said that. however, 
I will speak of one other matter. I do not believe there is one 
item in this bill that, if the Committee of the Whole had consid- 
ered it under the five-minute rule. would have gone out. Possi- 
bly others might have gone on; I do not know. 

Mr. PEARSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him . 

Mr. CANNON. Lhave not time. The gentleman has had an 
opportunity to address the House. Now, in view of these facts, 
why take from three to five days to consider this bill when there 
is but little over two weeks remaining of thesession? It is a great 
bill. The committee have put two months and a half w m 


it, faithful work; the Senate must perform its work upon it in 
two weeks. We want time for consideration of this bill in « 
not as it stands now, but as it will stand with the Senate amend- 
ments when it comes back to this House. Then will be the time 
for real discussion. Then will be the necessity for consideration, 
as we may agree with the Senate or disagree with the Senate. If 
we consume from three to five days in useless discussion now, we 
shall not have any time to consider the new and important amend- 
ments that the Senate may put upon the bill, and the whole muat- 
ter will have to be disposed of practically without discussion. 
From every standpoint, therefore, for good legislation, for desir- 
able results, it is wise to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. May Lask a question for information? 

Mr. CANNON. Let me complete my statement, and then if I 
have time I will yield to the gentleman. A word now in answer 


to the remark addressed by the gentleman from Michigan to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. This bill does contain an item o 
$200,000 for the construction of a branch soldiers’ home. It does 


locate that home in the State of Illinois, in the county of Ver- 


milion, in ‘‘the town of Danville.” That was done after full 
investigation. It was referred to the Committee on Military A 
fairs, and it came to the House with a favorable and unanimous 


report from that committee, so that we felt fully justified in put- 
ting it in this bill. 

What arethefacts? Formany years the inmatesof these Flom 
have increased in numbers from year to year, and are increasing. 
A great many die, but,as the years go on, the number of veterans 
who become disabled is greater than the number who die. They 
are overcrowded, sleeping in corridors—not good for the health 
not good for comfort. Two thousand of them that were entitl 
to relief under the law had to be turned away during the la: 
fiscal year. The committee believed, following the policy of the 
Government, that an additional home ought to be authorized. 
We could, to be sure, add to some of the existing Homes, but they 
are already completed, and it would be necessary to add to every- 
thing, hospitals, barracks. quarters, and the decision of the man- 
agers, and of others familiar with the subject, was that there are 
quite enough inmates—from 2,500 to 4,500—now in the existing 
Homes, and that it would be better to supply additional accom- 
modations by erectinga new home. That being determined upon, 
it was decided to locate the home as it appears in the bill, and I 
suppose if that had not been done, the item would not have pro- 
voked attention or criticism here. 

This new home, if this bill becomes a law, will be located in 
the county which I represent and in which I reside. I will put in 
my remarks in the Recorp the report of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, which shows the wisdom of that selection. It isa 
center of soldier population. There is good water, good sanitary 
sewerage, good railway communication, cheap fuel—all the requi- 
sites for maintaining the home ata minimum. If the location is 
to be criticised, I assume the responsibility of it so far as lam 
concerned. I say to this House candidly that in a quarter of a 
century’s service in the House of Representatives, coming from an 
agricultural district which has been kind to me, I have, through 
all these years, assisted in legislation from the standpoint of an 
American citizen and an American Representative. Chicago, the 
Great Lakes, the Mississippi River, the great seaports, whenever 
appropriations were to be made for the promotion of their legiti- 
mate interests, I have, according to my best judgment, in the 
service of my country, voted for them, and my people have not 
grumbled. Along the.line of the public service, a branch soldiers’ 
home ought now to be constructed, and it is along the line of a wise 
public service, and the location is as good as any other—aye, mm 
my opinion, better than any other—I did ask that that location be 
written in the bill. It was approved by two great committees of 


; 


’ 
et 
‘ 

+ 
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the House, and if there be sin, Iam ready to answer for it. 


[Loud 
applause.| That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. LACEY. I desire toask the gentleman a question for infor- 
mation. It is claimed that in the river and harbor part of this 
bill there are a number of appropriations that are not embraced 
in the continuing contracts. Can the gentleman state approxi- 
mately how-much is added to this bill over and above the items 
providing for existing contracts? 

Mr. CANNON. Notacent. 

Mr. LACEY. Then every item here is under contract? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh,no. There are five works under contract, 
and nearly all the others are advertised and ready to let. There 
could be no money expended until the Ist of July, but there is 
authority to contract whether money is appropriated or not, and 
these appropriations are available on the 1st of July next for the 
coming fiscal year. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And the Secretary of War testi- 
fied that he would need all this money during the fiscal year. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; the engineer officer testified that he would 
need during the coming fiscal year every dollar that is recommended 
for those purposes in this bill. 

Mr. LACEY. My point is this: We passed last year a river and 
harbor act in- which a large amount of money was included, cov- 
ering a period of years, and also providing for contracts. Now, 
this bill includes those contracts ; 

Mr. CANNON. The bill is in precise accord with the river and 
harbor act. ae . 

Mr. LACEY. But, in addition to what was provided for in the 
express terms of the river and harbor act, what has been added? 

Mr. CANNON. Nota cent. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. On the contrary, three important 
projects are left out. ; 

Mr. CANNON. There are four important projects left out. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Four dams in my own district 
were cut out that are provided for in the river and harbor bill. 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. SayERs] has a few minutes remaining, and in that time I 
want to ask the gentleman from [linois (pws CANNON] if he has 
not omitted to speak of what is considered by many wise and dis- 
cerning persons the best feature of the bill, the provision for the 
republication of an edition of Messages and Papers of the Presi- 
dents. [Laughter.] I think thatif the gentleman will call atten- 
tion to that feature of the bill, it will assist him in passing this 
measure. 3 Being the author of that compilation, I 
feel too modest to speak of its merits myself. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, on examination, we approved of 
the Messages and Documents and put the item in the bill. 
work of great merit. In addition to that, it is fair that I should 
say—for I do not quite agree with my good friend from Pennsyl- 
vania—that there is no material legislation in this bill. There is 
some legislation touching the occupation of the post-office build- 
ing down on the Avenue, and some other matters, but it is all for 
the benefit of the public service and it is necessary in connection 
with the proper expenditure of the money appropriated. 

And there is also an item of legislation here that gives (from 
substantially the volumes now in the War Department) the War 
Records to Representatives who have not received the same a 
copy. It can be done without very much cost, certainly not ex- 
ceeding $1,000. cee Ske 

Mr. TERRY. Is there anything in it about the republication 
of the Horse Book? [Laughter. } ; 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir; we are letting the horse rest now. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to insert the report by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. TRACEY] on the subject of the Branch Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. It is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
10267) to provide for the location and erection of a Branch Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers, having considered the same, report it back to the House 
of Representatives with the recommendation that it aaegnes 

The National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers has seven Branches, 
located, respectively, at Togus, Me.; Hampton, Va.; Dayton, Ohio; Marion, 
Ind.; Milwaukee, Wis.; Leavenworth, Kans., and Santa Monica, Cal. The 
soldiers entitled toadmission tothe Home have increased steadily in number 
year by year. The average number cared for in the Home in the fiscal year 
1892 was 14.196; in 1893, 14,561; in 1894, 15,601; in 1895, 16,480, and in 1896, 17.454. 

The Branch Homes most recently erected are those at Santa Monica, Cal., 
authorized in 1887, and at Marion, Ind., authorized in 1888. The Homes have 
not at any time been of sufficient capacity to accommodate the disabled sol- 
diers who are entitled under the law toadmission. Many such soldiers have 
been turned away because lack of accommodation forbade their admission, 
and all the Homes have been overcrowded in the endeavor to admit those 
whom it seemed impossible to turn away, with due regard to ordinary human- 
ity and the object for which the Home was established. 

Congress has from time to time increased the capacity of the several Branch 
Homes, until now it is impossible further to increase their capacity unless 
complete additions are made to one or more of them, which would cost as 
much as the construction of an additional Branch Home. It is absolutely 
necessary that additional accommodation be provided for those ex-soldiers 
who are entitled to relief if the Board of Managers are to meet the obliga- 
tions resting upon them under the policy which the law seems to dictate. 


And it seems clear that it is not good policy further to increase the capacity 
of the present Branch Homes. 








It isa |, 


Another Branch Home can be constructed for, say, $300,000 that will a, 


modate 2,500 inmates, and if this is authorized and the money made imm, Zz 
ately available $200,000 can be economically expended against the 1<: of 
December next, and accommodations provided for 1.600 inmates: and dy»,. 
the succeeding season, by the expenditure of $100.000 additional, accom, 8 
tions can be furnished for 900 more inmates, making 2,500 inmates in a])_ a 
The public sentiment of the country, in the opinion of the com) . 
demands that proper and adequate provision be made for the care and ony. 
fort of the volunteer soldiers and sailors of the Union who are now no | P 
able to care for themselves; and such care should be given when it is nee). 
and it is needed now. : ne 
It further appears to the committee that while the per cent of deat} te 
of soldiers of the late war increases from year to year, the per cent of | » 
bility of the survivors increases in greater proportion. = 
The Branch Home at Marion. Ind., was located under an act which pro. 
vided for its establishment in the county vf Grant, Ind., in which Mar 3 
situated. The committee, after inquiry, are of opinion that the provis Q 
the bill locating the proposed new branch in the county of Vermilion, [1], is 


apt and proper. 

This location is near the center of the ex-soidier population of the Missjs. 
sippi Valley. It is situated 124 miles south of Chicago, 224 miles eas: o¢ 
Quincy, Ill, where is located the Illinois State Soldiers’ Home, and 155 ; 
southwest of Toledo, Ohio. It is in substantially the same latitude 
ton, where is located the Central Branch of the National Home for 1) 
Volunteer Soldiers, and is southwest from the Marion Home. The dist 
from Vermilion County to Marion is greater than the distance } 
Marion and Dayton. 


_ Vermilion County is in the center of the best coal field in the West 
is now being largely developed, and cheap fuelisa certainty for a 
home located in that county. The Vermilion River and its tributari: 
the county, the former at a depth of 75 to 80 feet below the average le 
country surrounding, thus assuring good drainage. The city of D 
the county seat of Vermilion County, has a first-class water supply and sa: 
tary sewerage, with all the modern improvements of a well-regulate:! ” 
and in addition it is a railway center, whence are thoroughly reached the 
States of Indiana, Illinois, Missouri, and Iowa. Danville is also in the center 
of a great agricultural —— and the subsistence and maintenance of a 
branch soldiers’ home in that vicinity doubtless can and would be had ata 
minimum of expense. 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate having expired, the ques- 
tion is, Will the House suspend the rules and pass the bill? 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division. 

The SPEAKER. Those in favor of the motion will rise and be 
counted. 

Before the result of the affirmative was announced, 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays. It 
will expedite the matter. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; take your division first, and then have 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PEARSON. No; itis simply a waste of time. The yeas 
and nays are what we are after. 

The yeas and nays were refused, there being only 33 members 
voting in favor of the demand and 158 against—not one-fifth join- 
ing in the demand. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was agreed to (two-thirds 
voting in favor thereof) and the bill was passed. [Applause. | 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to report back from 
the Committee on Agriculture the Senate amendments to the 
Agricultural appropriation bill, and move to nonconcur in all of 
the amendments and ask a committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read at length. 

The Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 9961) making appro- 
= for the Agricultural Department, etc., were read at 

ength. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s motion? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That the House nonconcur in the Senate 
amendments and ask for a committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. WapDsworTH, Mr. Henry of Connecticut, and Mr. CLarpy. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH CHIPPEWA AND WHITE EARTH INDIAN 
RESERVATIONS, MINN, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, I desire to move to suspend the rules and pass 
the joint resolution (S. R. 121) to amend an act granting to the 
Duluth and Winnipeg Railroad Company a right of way through 
the Chippewa and White Earth Indian reservations, in the State 
of Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That section 5 of an act entitled “An act granting to the 
Duluth and en Railroad Company a right of way through the Chip- 
pewa and White Earth Indian reservations, in the State of Minnesota,”’ ap- 
proved August 27, 1894, be, and the same is hereby. amended by striking out 
the word “three” and mores the word “five,” and inserting the words 
“or its legal successor, the Duluth, Superior and Western lroad Com- 
pany;” so that the bill will read: 

“Sec. 5. That the right herein granted shall be forfeited by said company 
or its legal successor, the Duluth, Superior and Western road Company, 
unless the road shall be constructed rough the said reservations within five 
years after the passage of this act.” 


Mr. DOCKERY. Iask a second on that motion. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman please explain the provi- 
sions of this resolution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is simply a resolution extending for two 
years the right heretofore granted by Congress to this railroad 
company to construct its road through the Indian reservations 
therein named. The bill has already passed the Senate, and has 
been approved by the Department. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; by the Department. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is this in the usual form of such bills? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is, and contains the reservation that is 
ordinarily provided in legislation of this character. 

Mr. BLUE. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLUE. Is any provision inserted with reference to coim- 
pensation or the right of way across this reservation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. This does not change in the least the original 
act, but simply extends the time for the construction of the road 
two years. 

Mr. BLUE. Did the original act make any such provisions? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam not able to state its exact provisions in 
that particular, but they are either identical or substantially so 
with all bills of this character. They all carry provision forcom- 
pensation. . 

Mr. BLUE. If it is not in the original act, I do not think that 
this provision of law should be passed without such a requirement 
on the part of this company. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thisis identical in character, if not in words, 
with similar bills heretofore passed. 

I ask a vote, unless some other gentleman wishes to discuss the 
matter. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. SHERMAN; and 
(two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the bill passed. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (8.3666) to remove doubts as to the power of 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia to provide for a 
vacancy in the office of attorney of the United States for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], 
by direction of the Committee on the Judiciary, moves to suspend 
the rules and pass a bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in case of a vacancy in the office of attorney of the 
United States for the District of Columbia, the supreme court of said Dis 
trict may fill the same, and the person appointed by said court shall serve 


until an appointment is made by the President and the appointee is duly 
qualified, and no longer. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Iask for a second, Mr. Speaker. 

‘ = HENDERSON. I ask that asecond be considered as or- 
ered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
a second be considered as ordered. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now open for debate for 
twenty minutes on aside. The gentleman from Iowa | Mr. Hen- 
DERSON] is recognized to control the time on one side and the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] on the other. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I should like first to have the 
Clerk read the report of the committee, containing a letter from 





the chief justice of the supreme court of the District of Columbia. | 


The report (by Mr. HENDERSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred Senate bill 3666, | 


having had the same under consideration, report the same back to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Section 792 of the Revised Statutes makes provision for the appointment 
of district attorneys in case of vacancy, in all the States, but there is no pro- 
vision made by law for the filling of a vacancy in the District of Columbia. 
Such vacancy has already occured in two several cases, and is liable to occur 
at any time, to the suspension of the public business and to the great injury 
of the District. 

There is now a vacancy in that office in the District of Columbia concern- 
ing which the chief justice wrote the following letter: 

Hon. Davip B. HENDERSON, 

Chairman Judiciary Committee, House of Representatives. 

DEAR Sir: I aminformed that the Senate passed an emergency bill yester- 

day, giving the supreme court, District of Columbia, the power to tempo- 

rarily ap int a district attorney to fillavacancy. It is veryimportant that 

this ould become a law at the earliest ibledate. Could you not take 

charge of the bill and cause it to be aoa tay the House er. so that it 
1a 


ot ake, to the President this evening for his approval, in order that the trial 
of criminal cases and the preparation thereot may proceed in this and the 
police court to-morrow? 
: Very respectfully, 


E. F. BINGHAM, Chief Justice. 


for action, and we believe that the bill is 
Ww. 


FEBRUARY 9, 1897. 
This illustrates the necessit 
needed and ought to become a 


Is it approved by the Secretary of the Interior? | 
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| that the bill ought to pass promptly. 
; tion of those who may think that there isa political bearing in it. 





| approves of this measure or disapproves of it. 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to add that 
a gentleman was sent by the chief justice to-day to say to me 
that there are some fifty prisoners awaiting trial. Noone is there 
to look after their trial. The attorneys tor the defendants are 
preparing writs of habeas corpus for the purpose of moving in 
the matter. I desire further to say that on Saturday last I had a 
talk with Mr. Harry Davis, whom I know well, and he said to me 
lL say this for the informa- 


There is not, I can assure gentlemen. It will have no effect 
whatever upon the situation of Mr. Davis’s confirmation. 

Mr. HULICK. Does this bill simply apply to this case, or does 
it apply to all cases that may possibly ari-e? 

Mr. HENDERSON. It is a general law for the District of Co- 
lumbia, not for this particular case at all. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I did not quite hear the statement 
which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] made. IL de- 
sire to know to whom he referred when he said that some gentle- 


5 


| man stated that this bill should pass by all means. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I referred to Mr. Harry Davis, who has 
been appointed by the President to be United States district at- 
torney, whose confirmation has been favorabiy recommended by 
the Senate committee, but which confirmation has not vet been 
made by the Senate. I met him at the President’s reception, and 
talked freely with him about it, and he said that the bill ought to 
become a law, and would not interfere with his interests. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Can the gentleman state whether 
the supreme court has considered the question as to who should 
be appointed? 

Mr. HENDERSON. 
speak as to that. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, Ido not know the 
gentleman who has been nominated for this place, nor do | know 
the gentleman who was his predecessor. [have been informed, 
however, in a general way, that the district attorney whose term 
has just expired, was nominated and confirmed near the end of 
Mr. Harrison’s Administration, and having proved himself to be 
a very acceptable officer has been allowed to serve out his term. 
I would therefore have supposed that it would not be an ungrace- 
ful thing for the present Senate to confirm his successor, although 
nominated by the present Executive. 1 know not the reason why 
that appointment has been delayed. It is perhaps improper to 
conjecture the motives or reason for the refusal of the Senate to 
take up that nomination and confirmit. But in view of the state- 
ment which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] has just 
made, that the gentleman who has been nominated for the otlice 
of district attorney acquiesces in the propriety of this bill, I per- 
haps ought not to complain. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield to the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. BLurE] such time as he desires. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, [ am opposed to this measure be- 
cause of the manner in which it comes to us for consideration at 
this time. It seems that from the creation of this court until 
now no provision has been made to meet an emergency of this 
character. A bill is now hastily passed through the other branch 


I know nothing about that. I can not 


| of the lawmaking power of this nation and sent to us. whena 


nomination has been made by the Executive and is pending there, 
which nomination, I understand, has received the approval of @ 
majority of the committee to which it has been referred, and 
when there would seem to be no very good reason for delay 

This is a public question and nota private matter. It is a ques- 
tion that ought to be considered above and beyond any party ad- 
vantage or party motives. The question is not whether Mr. Davis 
It is whether it is 
best for the lawmaking power to set the example and make a prec- 
edent in this matter now. I do not believe in shirking res} 
bility here or elsewhere. It seems tome that if responsibility was 
met as it should be met in the dispatch of the public business this 
measure would not be here at this time. The Executive has per- 
formed his part. He has done his whole duty; and this measure 
would not be here if the matter was treated as the public service 
demands. I trust that this body, in view of the surrounding cir- 
cumstances, will put the mark of its disapproval on this measure 
and refuse to suspend the rules and pass it now. 

The question was taken on suspending the rules and passing the 
bill; and in the opinion of the Chair, two-thirds voting in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


;onSsi- 


RESERVOIR SITES IN ARID LANDS, 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 1984) providing for the use and occupation of reservoir sites 
reserved by the Geological Survey 
Be it enacted, etc., That all reservoir sites reserved or to be reservéd by the 


Geological Survey be oe to entry and use and occupation under the right 
of-way act of March 3, 1891 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Read the report with it, please. 
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Mr. TERRY. I would like to have a second. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iask that asecond be considered as ordered. 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to have a statement from the gen- 
tleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands a second. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman says he 
will be content if I make a statement, which I will do. 

The SPEAKER. 
for consideration without a second. 

Mr. TERRY. Ido not withdraw the demand for a second, but 
I agree that a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to have gentlemen un- 
derstand that it is necessary that a second should be ordered in 
order that there should be any debate. If the gentleman from 


Arkansas desires to have debate, and does not desire to have any | gabl 


action on the part of the tellers, he may get unanimous consent 
from the House that a second be considered as ordered. 

Mr. TERRY. Iso understood. 
tleman from Mississippi was in error in stating that I withdrew 
the demand for a second. I was willing to permit the second to 
be considered as ordered. That was all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
asecond be considered as ordered. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.| The Chair hears none. A second is therefore ordered; 
and the gentleman from Mississippi is entitled to twenty minutes 
for and the gentleman from Arkansas twenty minutes against the 
bill. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the Clerk to read 
» report of the Committee on Public Lands first. 
The report (by Mr. Bowers) was read, as follows: 


th 


r 






Phe Committ on the Public Lands has had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 1984) to provide for the use and occupation of reservoir sites reserved 
by the Geological Survey, and recommends its passage with amendments 
here with submitted. 

en it} the passage of the bill is fully set forth in the letters of 
the Secretary of the Interior and of the Assistant Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, which are herewith printed and made a part of this report 

.\mend the bill by striking out in line 3 the words ** by the,”’ and in line 4 
the words *“ Geological Survey,”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “ shall;”’ 
so tha e bill shall read as follows: 

hat all reservoir sites reserved or to be reserved shall be open to entry 


and use and occupation under the right-of-way act of March 3, 1391." 
Also strike out of title the words ** by the Geological Survey.” 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

Washington, January 27, 

Srr: Ihave the honor to hand youa report from the Assistant Commis- 

r of the General Land Office, dated the 18th instant, on H. R. 1984, 

led, “A bill to provide for the use and occupation of reservoir sites 
ed by the Geological Survey.” 

re is now before this Department for determination the question 
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whether or 1 the act of March 3, 1891 (26 Stat. L., 1095-1101), granting the 
rig] f way through the public lands and reservations to any canal or ditch 
company formed for the purpose of irrigation, authorizes the entry and 
occupation of reservoir sites recommended for segregation or segregated by 
the Director of the Geological Survey under the act of August 3, 1890 (26 
Stat. L., 371-391). 

The question is not free from difficulty, and the passage of the bill in ques- 
tion would remove all doubt on the subject 

1 see no objection to the passage of the bill 

Very respectfully, HOKE SMITH, 
Secretary. 
Hon. Jonn F. LACEY, 
Chairman Committee on the Public Lands, 
House of Representatives. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERTOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 18, 1896. 

Srr: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt by reference from the 
Department of a letter from Hon. Jonn F. Lacey, chairman of the House 
Committee on the Public is, inclosing copies of two bills (H. R. 1984 and 
1988) for report in duplicate and return of papers. 

The bill H. R. 1984 is entitled “A bill to provide for the use and occupation 
of reservoir sites reserved by the Geological Survey,” and reads as follows; 
“That all reservoir sites reserved or to be reserved by the Geological Sur- 
vey be open to entry and use and occupation under the right of way act of 


March 3, 1891 

On November 23, 1895, I 
the matter of 
is he 


sl 


ldressed a comn 






ad 
the Blue Water Land and Irrigation Company, acopy of which 
rewith inclosed, in which I expressed the opinion that these sites are now 


anication to the Department in 








t to the op 


‘ration of this act, and set forth my reasons for so ruling, 


alt rh my predecessor had heretofore held differently. This question is 
now before you for consideration, and the report on this bill will deyend 
upon the decision thereon. If the Department holds that the act is appli- 


} 


} + 
ue T 





cal » these reservoir sites, there will be no need of the bill; but if the 
Department holds otherwise, or is in doubt on the subject, I would recom- 
mend that a favorable report be made upon the bill for the reasons stated in 







‘r of November 23, 1895, as follows: 
jects controlled in the selection of these sites by the Geological 
Survey: (1) The availability of the site itself and (2) the desirability of the 
articular lands to be irrigated from the body of lands made susceptible of 
irrigation by the storage of water in such reservoirs. But these are not the 
only locations that can be successfully used to store water for the irrigation 
of these same lands, and if these sites can not be appropriated under the act 
of March 3, 1891, other sites will be selected for the storage and distribution 
of the water for the irrigation of the same lands under less economical con- 
ditions, which will result in rendering the selection by the Geological Sur- 
vey absolutely valueless, for the reason that all the available supply of water 
in that particular region is stored and utilized by the constructed reservoir. 
In fact, locations for reservoirs have been selected and approved under the 
act of March 3, 1891, either because the site was supposed to be more advan- 
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The question can not come before the House | 


| whom to the committee has been read, from which it appears t 


| for irrigation and the prevention of floods and overflows. 
The only trouble was the gen- | 
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tageous than the site selected by the Government or because the appropria 
tion of such sites was denied under the right-of-way act, which has result. 
in rendering the site selected by the Geological Survey of no practical 
for the purposes contemplated by its segregation.” 
The report on the bill (HL. R. 1988) will be made in a separate letter. 
Very respectfully, 

E. F. BEST, Assistant Commissioner 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been favoral 
reported by the Committee on Public Lands. It was referred 
that committee to the Secretary of the Interior, a letter fr 


he has no objection to the passage of the bill. Im October, 1 
Congress undertook to deal to some extent with the arid land 
the Western States by passing a law requiring that— 

_ For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region 
United States can be redeemed by irrigation, and the segregation of t} 
lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reser; 
and other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of 





And it was provided that— 


All thelands which may hereafter be designated or selected by such U: 
States surveys for sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irrigati 
poses, and all the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such resery 
ditches, or canals are from this time henceforth hereby reserved fro 
as the property of the United States, and shall not be subject after t! 
sage of this act to entry, settlement, or occupation until further provid 
law. 





Under this legislation great bodies of land were reserved. 

Congress at that time evidently had an intent to enter upor 
great system of irrigation through these reservations in the 
regions. In 1890, however, nothing further having been done 
fact, the original purpose having been abandoned by Congres: 
law was passed permitting the lands capable of being irriga 
‘rom these reservations to be entered as other public lands 
but still withholding from actual settlement the sites which | 
been segregated by the Geological Survey. In 1891 another 
was passed, by which it was provided that all public reservat 
might be made use of by corporations, individuals, or associatio 
for the purpose of constructing reservoirs and irrigating ditc 
It was known, and is now known, that that act itself is insuffici 
that by the terms of the act all these reservoir sites which h 
been separated and segregated are in a condition that they can 1 
be made use of for the purpose of the construction of reserv: 
by private individuals. That matter being in doubt, this bill 
introduced. The Secretary of the Interior being in doubt, he d 
clined to approve locations upon these reservoir sites. 

This bill simply permits the real intention of Congress, as e\ 
denced by the act of 1891, to be carried into effect. My inforn 
tion is that the people in the Western States are very mu 
concerned in the passage of this bill. Some 138 sites have |x 
selected for reservoirs there. They are sites that the Governm: 
proposes not to make use of, and under the construction of 
Interior Department no one can make use of them. In addition 
to that, Mr. Speaker, in many cases 

Mr. TERRY. Let me ask the gentleman right there what | 
ticular corporations are seeking to have this concession mac: 
what reservoir company or companies? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. This bill was not introduced at the instance 
of any corporation. It was introduced by the gentleman fr 
California [Mr. JoHNSON] who is the representative of a very 
large part of this arid country. The Land Office is extrem: 
anxious for the passage of this bill. Judge Best, the Assistant 
Commissioner, came to see me on Saturday and asked if som 
thing could not be done to get this bill passed so as to provide ! 
the irrigation of these lands. 

Mr. TERRY. Are there any privileges granted by the Dill 
tending to create a monopoly? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Not at all. The bill simply provides t! 
anybody can make use of these sites for the purpose of constru 
ing reservoirs under suitable regulations to be prescribed by the 
Interior Department. There is nothing whatever of an improper 
character in the bill. It simply permits persons who choose to 
invest their capital in that way to go upon these sites and con- 
struct irrigating ditches for the irrigation of these thousands of 
acres of arid lands. 

Mr. TERRY. I have understood that in some instances out 
West water companies have abused the powers granted to them, 
and have set up monopolies and shut off people who ought to have 
access to the water. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That may be; but if so, it must have been 
done under some State law, because we have never had any Con- 
gressional legislation which would permit it tobe done. The law 
as it stands is largely ineffectual. In many imstances persons 
desiring to construct reservoirs, not being able to make use of the 
identical sites segregated for that purpose, have gone above them 
on the water courses and constructed reservoirs, thereby render- 
ing useless the sites set apart by the Government, though, of 
course, that has been done at a great sacrifice of ——- There 
can be no reasonable objection.to the passage of this bi I have 
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talked with the Assistant Commissioner of the Land Office and he 
desires its passage. I have no earthly personal interest in it, but 
[ regard it as a great public measure which should be enacted by 
Congress. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, | yield now to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

‘ir. CANNON. Mr.Speaker, for the first time my attention is 
ealled to this bill. 

rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend for a moment. 

. gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CaTCHINGs] has sent a bill 
+> the desk which has been read. The report upon the bill indi- 
cates that certain amendments are proposed by the committee. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. My motion was intended to cover those 
amendments, Mr. Speaker. 

rhe SPEAKER. Then the gentleman’s motion is that the bill 
be amended and then passed? 

Vir. CATCHINGS. Yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us hear the amendments. 

ir, CANNON. I would ask in what respect the bill is pro- 
sed to be amended? 

Ir. CATCHINGS. They are in accordance with the sug 
tions of the Committee on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the bill by striking out in line 3 the words “by the” and in line 4 
the words “Geological Survey ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “shall;” 
§ it the bill will read as follows: 

That all reservoir sites reserved or to be reserved shall be opened to 
entry, use, and occupation under the right-of-way act of March 3, 1891.” 

Also strike out of the title the words * by the Geological Survey.” 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, there is the size of this bill 
(holding it up], and the House has just heard the proposed amend- 
ments. They strike out the words ‘* Geological Survey ” and make 
the bill general, throwing open every reservoir site that was se- 
lected by that Survey to entry by anybody, without restriction. 


ges- 


i 
One would think that so important a bill would deserve a larger 
report. Now, let me call the attention of the gentleman from 


Mississippi and of the House to a little bit of history touching 
this matter, as I recollect it. About the years 1886-87, or possibly 
i8s8, legislation was placed by Senate amendment on an appro- 
priation bill reserving and taking out of the market every acre of 


Mr. CATCHINGS. No; the gentleman puts it a little too 
strongly. It was ‘all lands capable of being irrigated from the 
reservoirs so selected.” 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. It took those lands from the market 
and reserved all reservoir sites. It threw upon the Geological 
Survey the duty of making surveys and locating the reservoir 
sites, and, if Lrecollect aright, many, many hundreds of thousands 
of dollars were appropriated and expended in those surveys and in 
ascertaining the reservoir sites. Later on that law was repealed, 
so as to stop the survey of sites, and all the arid lands except the 
reservoir sites were thrown open to the operation of the land laws. 
The contest over that repeal, which had been placed upon an 
appropriation bill, took a week’s time in this House, as members 
who were here then will remember. 

Now, what are the facts? The arid lands are worthless in them- 
selves. Without water they are absolutely worthless. But water 
is to make them blossom. Where you can put water on the lands, 
they become valuable. Without the water, I repeat, they are of 
no value. 

Gentlemen understand the trouble that has arisen between the 
States, and the States and the Territories, with reference to this 
very question of the use of water on these lands. There are many 
grave questions that are to be worked out in this matter. But, 
after all, this enormous expenditure for the reservoir sites, after 
they had been ascertained and marked out and reserved, here is 
legislation that will enable anybody, notwithstanding this expense, 
to locate a homestead. ; 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Oh, no; if the gentleman will permit me. 
He is entirely mistaken. 
Mr. CANNON. Very well, then; to buy the land. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir; not to buy the lands. 
permits him to enter and use them as reservoirs. 

Mr. CANNON. What rights do they get under the bill? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Simply to use the sites for reservoir pur- 
poses. They do not acquire any title whatever to the lands. 

Mr. CANNON. But they control it practically. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Not for homestead purposes. 

Mr. CANNON. Here is the way it reads in your own Dill: 


Shall be opened to entry and use and occupation under the right-of-way 
act of March 3, 1891. 


Mr. DOCKERY. What does that act do? 

Mr. CANNON. What does it do? That is the question. I 
suppose God knows. Ido not. Is it referred to in the report? 

0. Has any information been given as to it? None whatever. 
I undertake to say, however, on my belief and on my informa- 
tion, that when you run it down you will find that the man who 


It simply 
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has been alert can avail himself of this provision, which disposes 
of this vast amount of Government expenditure, and can pract 
cally take the reservoir sites that may be worth a half million « 





a million of dollars for a nominal price, and levy, in perpetuity, 
a tax on the people who take the water from that site. 1 am quite 
willing, under apt legislation, to give the sites to the States. but 
I beg of the House to inquire closely and hesitate long before they 
throw away this work of the Government, done a uly a h 
a& great expense, and allow this exceedingly va oO 
be had for a song and enjoyed in perpetuity 1 vidi 

This whole question in the arid regions ought t n y 
and fairly taken up and exhausted. We ouch v 
we mortgage the rights of the people who t i 
and place them, bound hand and foot, in the power ) 
are swift under this generous legislation in o} 
voir sites. Yet here itis gravely pi in 
past history. notwithstanding the condition v 
nize to exist, by a motion to suspend the rules unde 
utes’ debate, when not twenty men in this House un 
iS Involved in the proposition—it is pro d } 
one of these Sites to anyone wl » chi ) ) 
them at a nomunal price. 

l repeat, I beg the House to halt. I would ask ‘ 
from Mississippi, because I know his great \ 
purpose upon the suggestion of the importance o ! 
withdraw the motion for a suspension of the 1 
motion to one giving a day for the consideration en 
matter can be discussed intelligently and und l. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I would suevest to the vent' | 
have offered the bill at the instance of the Land Offi h 
the consent and approval of the Secretary of the In 
officers are supposed at least to be governed by the int 
people and the Treasury. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, Mr. Speaker, all of us have b r 
enough in the service to understand that the recom vd 
the Secretary of the Interior and other bureau o rs is often 
perfunctory, and I never carry ont the recommendations of a 
bureau officer, and, least of all, the head of the Land O \ 
ever may occupy that position, touching these great matt 
interest, Without the most searching investigation, b 
will find that while proper in most instances, yet someti t! 
are improperly recommended in the history of the k 
this country, and the most mischievous measures may « to 
Congress blest with the recommendation of the |} lo l 

I challenge the attention of the House that we dare not foll 

indly in this important matter the recommendation of the head 
f any bureau. 

Mr. DOCKERY. We ought to have time enough at least te 
read the act sought to be repealed. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; I will beg—no. I will not beg, but I 
will suggest to the gentieman from Mississippi. and to th 
gentleman at the head of the Committee on Public Lands well 


satistied 


Mr. Lacey], although both of them may , Lis 
rood policy—I appeal to thei to change the motion to a motion to 
suspend the rules and assign a day for the consideration « 
matter. If it is a good measure, it will stand safely u 

merits and endure full discussion and information. if it is 
ne, itought not to be passed, and I believe, from what 


be 


Litt I t 
and knowledge I have gained from the committees to which [ha 
referred, that it ought not to be enacted into law. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker. how much time is on t 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minut 

Mr. TERRY. I reserve the time 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will yield five minutes of my time to t 
gentleman from Wyoming | Mr. Monpe.! 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from I 
(Mr. CANNON] has informed the House that this is an ex y 
important matter, and so it i He says, among other things, that 
@ vast amount of money has been expended in the survey of thi 
reservoir sites, and that now we propose to turn them over to p: 
vate individuals without money and without price. 

Mr. Speaker, these reservoir sites were surveyed a nun f 
years ago, under legislation looking to the irrigation of tl l 
West by the National Government. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; my friend is mistaken about thi 

Mr. MONDELL. When the Geological Survey was under the 
control of Mr. Powell, about 1890, there was a strong agitation 
throughout the West for the National Government to take up the 


great question of irrigation. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend wiil allow me just to correct a mis 
apprehension. I had charge of the bill that carried the apy 
priation for this survey, and I had charge of the bill npon wh 
it was partially repealed, and I want to say to my friend he is m 
error. It never was the sentiment of Congress that the Govern- 
ment should undertake irrigation. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, it is possible that the gentlefaan 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] was never of the opinion that it was 


h 
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the sentiment of Congress that the Government should under- 
take irrigation; but this very legislation was passed on the rec- 
ommendation of the Director of the Geological Survey, who 
favored the carrying out of vast irrigation projects by the General 
Government. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend is againin error. The Director of 
that Survey opposed that scheme, and I think I speak within the 
bounds of my knowledge when I say that his head finally fell into 
the basket on account of that opposition. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
Director of the Geological Survey was not in favor of carrying 
out these schemes of irrigation for the General Government, then 
it is all the more important that this legislation should pass. For, 
under the provisions of the law that the gentleman referred to, 
there were a number of reservoir sites surveyed in the Western 
States and Territories. There are none so surveyed in my State, 
but there are many scattered throughout the Western States and 
Territories. 
to the General Government. I do not know just the amount 
which was used, but Iam of the opinion that no great amount 
was so expended in all the years during which these surveys were 
being made. The intent was to find those places where reservoir 


sites could be located on a large scale, so as to best utilize the flood | 


waters of streams. The consequence is that to-day, scattered 
throughout the Western States and Territories, there are a large 
number of reservoir sites, and under the present law there is no 
way in which those reservoir sites can be utilized. 

Now, the question simply is whether the Congress intends in the 
future to spend millions and hundreds of millions of dollars in 
irrigation enterprises in the West, or whether it intends that the 
people of the arid West shall themselves furnish the capital for 
the carrying out of these great schemes. 
places where these reservoir sites have been surveyed by the Geo- 
logical Survey, private capital has gone in and is seeking to utilize 
these sites, and if the General Government is not going to utilize 
the sites, then they should be turned over to the people, so that de- 
velopment may not be retarded. The entire Western country is 
interested in having these sites utilized. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has nine minutes remaining. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, when I first heard the reading of 
this bill, although it was a very short one, it occurred to me that 
it was making a very radical change in the policy of this Govern- 
ment in regard to the arid lands, a policy which it deliberately 
entered upon, a policy which it had spent a great deal of money 
in organizing and arranging for. 

Now, there are no arid lands in my State, but I have been away 
out West at times, and I have heard the complaints of the ranch- 
men concerning the tyranny, extortion, and monopolistic oppres- 
sion exercised by corporations controlling the water supply. And 
when I saw that, in addition to the rights already granted them 
under the act of 1891, they would be permitted under this law 
to lay their hands upon what the Government had set apart under 
and in the line of its established policy toward the arid lands of 
the great West, it occurred to me that it was not a proper measure 
to be passed under suspension of the rules. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. May Lask my friend one question? 

Mr. TERRY. Inamoment. I trust that this House will not 
pass this bill under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will ask my friend if he is not aware that 
canal companies and individuals desiring to construct reservoirs 
can now go uponand use the public lands without exception, save 
only those reservoir sites which have been reserved under this 
survey? 

Mr. TERRY. That is virtually what I have said, that these 
reservoir sites which have been reserved under the Geological 
Survey are all that the Government can now control in this mat- 
ter. The Government has given away to canal and ditch compa- 
nies all other rights, and I say. while the Government has got this 
much left that it can use for the protection of the ranchmen out 
in the great West, do not let us give that away under suspension 
of the rules. Let us have more time to consider it. 

I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY]. 

Mr.DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I only desire a moment in which 
to call the attention of the House to the fact that the bill which is 
sought to be amended orrepealed by the proposition now pendingisa 
bill of twenty-four sections, approved March3, 1891. Idonot know 
how many sections in that bill are affected by the pending propo- 
sition; but it does seem to me that a proposition which seems to 
be of such magnitude ought to be entitled to debate of more than 
forty minutes. 

But what I wanted tosay more especially was this: The gentle- 
man from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] stated, as I recall his lan- 
guage, that only about $20,000 had been appropriated heretofore 
by the Government for the segregation of these reservoir sites. I 
went at once to the room of the Committee on Appropriations, 


Well, Mr. Speaker, if it is true that the | 


Those surveys were not made at an enormous cost | 


To-day, in a number of | 
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|} and was not able, of course, in the few moments I was a} 
from the Hall, to make any exhaustive examination; but |] 

the gentleman is wholly in error. In that cursory examinati,, [ 
find the Government appropriated for the purpose of segreyvatiy. 
these reservoirs in the fiscal year 1889, $100,000. I find also. \y~ 
Speaker, that the Government appropriated for this pur; 
the fiscal year 1890, $250,000. In other words, from this 
examination, which I do not think is complete, it appears ¢),.; 
| $350,000 has already been expended by the Government for ; 
survey of these reservoir sites. 

Mr. MONDELL. I would like to ask the gentleman was 
in 1889? 

Mr. DOCKERY. In the fiscal year 1889 the appropriatio: 
$100,000; in the fiscal year 1890 the appropriation was $230) (9. 
From this statement I submit that $350,000 has been appropriated 
I do not assume that it covers all the appropriations that 
heretofore been made; but I find these two appropriations 
| sundry civil bill for those respective years. 
| Mr. MONDELL. Iwill say to the gentleman from Missonri 
that is all the greater reason why these reservoir sites shou 
utilized if it is not the purpose of Congress to appropriat: 
dreds of millions for these reservoirs. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the Government havin: 
| pended at least $350,000 for the purpose of segregating these reser 
voir sites, on a proposition of such a character as this it seems to be 
but just to this body that there should bemore than forty mi: 
of debate. Itmay be, Mr. Speaker, ona full examination, possi}jle 
that this bill will be found to be all right and that we should «i s- 
pose of the reservations that have been segregated at the ex) 
of the people, but it does seem to me if it is desired to press this 
bill to passage the motion ought to be changed so as to give the 
House a reasonable opportunity to examine the law which it is 
sought to repeal. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 


Will you take an hour on a side? 

I do not know anything about the quest 
Others do, probably. 

I suggest to the gentlemen who have knowl- 





edge 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, if my friend will allow me.I 
will, with the consent of the House, amend my motion so that ‘t 
shall provide that on Wednesday, after the Journal is read. this 


bill be debated for two hours, and then a vote be taken uy 
I have no objection to debate. I believe this to be a perfectly 
good bill, and will put my motion in that form. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi as!s unani- 
mous consent that his motion may be changed so that the bill may 
be brought up on Wednesday morning after the reading ot 
Journal, discussed for two hours, and a vote then taken. 

Mr. TERRY. It ought to be open also to amendment. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Of course I have no objection to the pre- 
| vious question being ordered on the bill and pending amendme: 
| I want what is fair, and I want such disposition made of the bill 
as the House thinks best. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the proposition | 
better be put in this way, in view of a slight change in the rules 
in that regard: That this question be taken upon Wednesday aiter 
the reading of the Journal, and after two hours of debate, a \ 
then be had. Does the gentleman contemplate a two-thirds vote or 
a majority? 

Mr. CANNON. Let it be a two-thirds. ; 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I am perfectly willing for it to be consid- 
ered in that way. 

The SPEAKER. By a two-thirds vote, as suggested by the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. TERRY. Subject to amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Open to debate and amendments. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and accord- 
ingly it will be disposed of in the way mentioned. 


the 





CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—BENOIT AGAINST BOATNER. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consi(- 
eration the contested-election case of Alexis Benoit against Charles 
J. Boatner, from the Fifth Congressional district of Louisiana. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Alexis Benoit was not elected a Representative to t 
Fifty-fourth Congress from the Fifth Congressional district of Louisiana 
the 10th day of June, 1896, and is not entitled to the seat. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the Clerk had better 

| read the other resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Charles J. Boatner was elected a Representative to the 
Fifty-fourth Congress from the Fifth Congressional district of Louisiana on 
the 10th day of June, 1896, and is entitled to his seat. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask the adoption by 
the House of the resolutions reported by the committee. 

The question was taken; and the resolutions were agreed to. 


he 
n 








1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1849 





Mr. MARSH. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on the Militia to move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (S. | 
1169) authorizing the Secretary of War to issue Springfield rifles 
to each State and Territory for the National Guards thereof, in | 
exchange for other rifles now held. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to issue | 
to the governors of the several Statesand Territories such number of Spring- 
field breech-loading rifles, caliber forty-five one-hundredths of an inch, asare 
now required for arming all of the regularly organized armed and equipped 
militia (generally known as the National Guard) of each State and Territory | 
that are not already supplied with this arm: Provided, That each State or 
Territory be required on receipt of the new arms to turn into the Ordnance 
Department, United States Army (without receiving any money credit there- 
for), an equal number of the arms now in its possession, except its Spring- | 
field rifles, caliber forty-five one-hundredths of an inch. | 


DISTRIBUTION OF RIFLES TO NATIONAL GUARDS, 7 | 
| 


Sec. 2. That each State and Territory shall hereafter make an annual 
return to the Secretary of War of all the arms issued to them under this or 
any former act of Congress as provided for in the act of February, 1887, mak- 
ing a permanent annual appropriation for arming and equipping the militia. 

Sec. 3. That any State or Territory may, in addition to the stores and sup- 
plies issued under the provisions of this act and the act of February, 1887, 
purchase for the use of its National Guard or reserve militia, at regulation 
prices for cash at place of sale, such stores and _ lies from any department 
of the Army as, in the opinion of the Secretary o ar, can be spared. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I demand a second. 

Mr. MARSH. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MARSH. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report be read 
in my time. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1169) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to issue Springfield rifles to each State and 
Territory for the National Guards thereof in exchange for other rifles now 
held, have had the same under consideration and submit the following report 
thereon: 

According to the statistics obtained by the military information bureau of 
the Adjutant-General’s Office in the War Department, and the reports of 
the United States inspecting officers, the strength of the organized militia of | 
the States and Territories and the District of Columbia, mostly known as 
the National Guard, is 112.879 men and officers. Of these there are in the | 
infantry, 93,261; in the artillery, 5,045; in the cavalry, 4,952; special corps, 1,003; | 
generals and generals’ staffs, 1,422. 

These are armed with Springfield rifles of various models from 1873 to 1884, | 
calibers .50 and .45. They have also Peabody rifles of .45caliber, Marlin rifles, | 
Rermingtons, caliber .50, Spencers, and Winchesters. The larger proportion | 
are Springfields, many of which are reported as in bad condition, especially | 
those of old models. So are such other arms as are no longer manufactured | 
and which it is therefore difficult to repair. | 


There has been a continuous entreaty from many of the States for permis- 
sion to turn in old rifles and receive in exchange therefor or receive as orig- 
inal issue modern Springfields, caliber .45. 

While the question of a new magazine arm for the Regular Army was in 
suspense, the War Department was unwilling to issue these weapons except 
so far as they were called for under each State’s share of the annual appro- 

riation of ),000. Now the new Krag-Jérgensen magazine rifle is being | 
urnished tothe Regular Army, which will be entirely supplied with it within | 
about two months. This will involve the return to the arsenal of more than | 
20,000 Springtields, probably nearly all in serviceable condition. 

For the purposes of this act there is an ample supply in store. 

The total number of enlisted men of the infantry of the National Guard 
carrying rifles is about 100,000. A very considerable proportion of them have 
entirely serviceable Springfields, in good order. Itis impossible now tostate 
accurately the number of rifles that will be taken from the Springfield 
Arsenal under thisact. The best available estimate says about 50,000, 

The Springfield rifle of caliber .45, a single-shot breechloader, has a heavy | 
bullet. which can not take so flat a trajectory nor so long a range as the new | 
rifle of caliber .30, but it is still a very serviceable weapon, easily and quickly 
loaded, and can be fired very rapidly. It is of great importance that the mi- 
litia or National Guard should have rifles of uniform model and caliber. 

Much the larger proportion of the force is in very good condition, and in 
many States under excellent drill and discipline. In case of an emergency 
its ranks could be quickly recruited from men who have been honorably dis- 
charged from it within a few years past, and a total of 150,000 men could be 
~~ in the field who would rapidly approach a uniform standard of excellence 
and power. : 

It is thought best not to permit a return of the Springfields now in the 
hands of the organized militia. Such as need repairs can be casily put in 
order and returned to the militia, practically equivalent tonewarms. No 
credit is to be given in money for the old rifles of other styles that may be 
turned in. Many of them will have no market value and will scarcely be 
worth transportation, but upon assuming title to them the Bureau of Ord- 
| me might feel at liberty to sell them to anyone who would take them where 

ey are. 

e manufacture of the new Krag-Jirgensen magazine rifle will proceed 
with such rapidity as the appropriations will permit. In the meantime, it 
seems to be common sense that the superseded Springfield, a very good | 
Weapon, as we have said,should be issued to the Guard in accordance with | 
their wishes and their repeated requests. i 

The military iafernention division weperts 35 oe as the total of citizens 
in the whole country liable to military duty in 1895. 7 

The committee recommend the early passage of the bill. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 
presenting this bill whether it is contemplated to manufacture any 
of these guns for distribution to the militia? : : 

Mr. MARSH. My understanding is that there is a sufficient | 
number of these guns now belonging to the Government to meet | 
all the requirements of this bill. 

Mr. PARKER. Ican speak from knowledge; there are several | 
hundred thousand of them. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The report says that only about 20,000 have 
been turned in. - 

Mr: MARSH. The report says that upon the arming of the 
regular soldiers with the new Krag-Jorgensen guns, as the De- 


|; arms. 


ED 


partment is now ready to do, there will be about 20,000 of these 
old guns turned in. It does not undertake to say how many of 
these Springfield rifles are now in the hands of the Ordnance De- 
partment, nor am I prepared at this moment to state the number. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The reason I make the inquiry is this: I think 
that if this bill is to pass, inasmuch as the Springfield rifle is now 
obsolete and is being superseded in the Army by this new gun, 
there ought to be a provision in this bill that no expense shall be 
incurred for the manufacture of new guns of the Springfield pat- 
tern, but that the supply shall come entirely out of the stock now 
on hand; because if new guns are to be made, they ought to be of 
the most recent pattern. 

Mr. MARSH. Thereis no authority whatever given in this bill 
for manufacturing more arms. It simply provides for the distri- 
bution of those that the Government now owns and that are not 
needed for the Regular Army. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I listened to the reading and was unable to 
hear any provision in the bill which would prevent the manufac- 
ture of this old type of arms for distribution, and of course there 
ought not to be any further manufacture of them, as they are 
obsolete. 

Mr. MARSH. I take it that the gentleman will agree with me 
that the Department would not have any right to manufacture 
unless there was legislation authorizing it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the act is mandatory upon the Secretary 
of War to furnish these arms to the militia, and there is no inhi- 
bition against their manufacture, then manufacture would result 
inevitably from compliance with the law. I suppose the gentle- 
man will have no objection to incorporating a proviso that the 
distribution contemplated by this bill shall be made wholly out of 
the arms on hand, or out of those on hand and those to be turned 
in as the new arms are supplied to the Regular Army. 

Mr. MARSH. Icertainly would have no objection to an amend- 
ment of that kind if it was at all necessary; but if the gentleman 
will read the bill he will see that there is nothing in it which obli- 
gates the Secretary of War to issue these arms. The Secretaryis 
simply authorized to make the issue, and that certainly would not 
authorize him to expend public money in the manufacture of such 
The object of the bill is to distribute the Springtield rifles 
to the militia, inasmuch asthe regular soldiers have no longer any 
use for them. I yield the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker: and 


| if no other gentleman desires to be heard, I ask that the bill be 


put upon its passage. 
The rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
RELIEF OF CERTAIN OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEN. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (S. 2101) 
to provide for the relief of certain officers and enlisted men of 
the volunteer forces. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That any person who was duly appointed or commis- 
sioned to be an officer of the volunteer service during the war of the rebellion, 
and who was subject to the mustering regulations at the time applied to 
members of the volunteer service, shall be held and considered to have been 
mustered into the service of the United States in the grade named in his 
appointment or commission from the date from which he was to take rank 
under and by the terms of his said appointment or commission, whether the 
same was actually received by him or not. and shall be entitled to pay, 
emoluments, ard pension as if actually mustered at that date: Provided, 
That at the date from which he was to take rank by the terms of his said 
appointment or commission there was a vacancy to which he could he so 
appointed or commissioned, and his command had either been recruited to 


| the minimum number required by law and the regulations of the War Depart- 


ment, or had been assigned to duty in the field, and that he was actually per- 
forming the duties of the grade to which he was so appointed or commis- 
sioned; or if not so performing such duties, then he shall be held and con- 
sidered to have been mustered into service and to be entitled to the benefits 
of such muster from such time after the date of rank given in his commission 
as he may have actually entered upon such duties: Provided further, That 
any person held asa prisoner of war, or who may have been absent by reason 
of wounds, or in hospital by reason of disability received in the service in the 
line of duty, at the date of issue of his appointment or commission, if a 
vacancy existed for him in the grade to which so appointed or commissioned, 
shall be entitled to all the benefits to which he would have been entitled 
unde” this act if he had been actually performing the duties of the grade to 
which he was appointed or commissioned at said date: Provided further, That 
this act shall be construed to apply only in those cases where the commis- 


| sion bears date prior to June 20, 1863, or after that date when the commands 


of the persons appointee or commissioned were not below the minimum 
number required by then existing laws and regulations: And provided fur- 
ther, That the pay and allowances actually received for the period covered 


| by the recognition extended under this act shall be deducted from the sums 
| otherwise to be —_ thereunder. 


Sec. 2. That the heirs or legal representatives of any person whose mus- 
ter into service shall be recognized and established under the terms of this 
act shall be entitled to receive the arrears of pay and emoluments due, and 
the pension, if any, authorized by law, for the grade to which recognition 
shall be so extended. 

Sec. 3. That the pay and allowances of any rank or grade paid to and 
received by any military or naval officer in good faith for services actually 
performed by such officer in such rank or grade during the war of the 


rebellion, other than as directed in the fourth proviso of the first section of 


this act, shall not be charged to or recovered back from such officer because 
of any defect in the title of such officer to the office, rank, or grade in which 
such services were so actually performed. 

Sec. 4. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
Mr. PAYNE and Mr. McMILLIN demanded a second. 








1850 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRuARY 15, 








Mr. HULL. Iask unanimous consent that a second be consid- 
ered as orde2 —— 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, this bill is simply reenacting a law 
which has been passed four times since the close of the war witha 
limitation of time. It was enacted for a period of three years, 
and each time at’the expiration of that period it was reenacted 
by Congress for an additional three years. The War Department 
now recommends that it be reenacted without any limitation as to 
time. That is the only object of this bill,and the only change in 
the old law is the striking out of the limitation. Otherwise it is a 
1 tment of a law which has been on the statute books from | 
1 to 1895. Almost all the men who could take advantage of it | 
have been already remustered under the law. The provisions of 
the bill are intended toapply to men who were commissioned under 
the law where a vacancy existed and who performed the duty of the 
grade, but were not mustered at the proper time on account of | 
being ill in hospital or being in prison. It is not intended to 
affect, and it does not affect, the very large class who were com- 
mis d by ernors of the different States to offices where no 





vacancies existe i where the companies were reduced below a 
minimum. The bill, | repeat, with the exception I have men- 
tioned, is in the exact language of the statute which has been 
heretofore passed four times. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Do I unde sti and the gentleman to say that 
the officers to whom this bi . applies have already had four dif- 
ferent periods of thre 6 Vea acn, aggre gating twe lve years, within 
which to iil themse ives 8 ‘ol the provisions of this law, and have 
not done it? 

Mr. HU LL. Yes, 

Mr. McMILLIN “The mn this ope of limitation has been | 
already annulled four times for their benefit? 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman aan to call it a statute of 
limit ition, 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is a limitation. 

Mr. HU Li] Yes; and I will say to the gentleman from Ten- 
ne 


Mr. McMILLIN. What reason is there why the Government 
should go on indefinitely extending this time, when four oppor- 
tunities of three years each have already been offered to these 


men? 

ir. HULL. I will say to the gentleman that this provision of 
relief has been accorded already to nearly all of the officers who 
are entitled to the benefits of thelaw. There are some officers, 
however, who have not been able to avail themselves of it—men 


who are living on farms or homesteads in the West—a very few of 
them, who have never availed themselves of the law, and in fact 
did not know perhaps of its existence until after its expiration. 
Perhaps there are not over three. 1 think that is the number on 
file now. But the Department thinks that no matter when an 
ofiicer that he has slept on his rights, it is only fair and 
equitable, in view of the way others have been treated, to give 
him an opportunity to be placed exactly upon the same footing, 
and that all of them shall have that relief to which they 
titled. 

Mr. STEELE. 
ith his consent, 


Mr. HULL. 





finds 


I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 
for information. 
Certainly. 
Mr. STEELE. By the act of March 3, 1863, which provided 
that under such regulations as the Secretary of War may pre- 
scribe, a regiment falling below the maximum should be deprived 
of its colonel, and companies fallin; gb elow & maximum limit then 


wi 


fixed should be deprive a of a second lieutenant. Now, notwith- 
standing that law, some of the States continued to commission 
these otticers where vacancies occurred. For instance, if there 


Was a vacancy in the office of colonel when the regiment had fallen 
below the maximum, a commission was issued; and in certain 
cases there were vacancies filled in companies by the commission- 
ing of second lieutenants, where the law had expressly provided 


that in such cases the companies should be deprived of the serv- 
ices of second lieutenants. Some of the States continued to com- 
mission officers without regard to that law, while some of the 
States did not. I would ask the gentleman whether the law now 
sought to be enacted will be applicable 
juenttothat act of March 3, 1563, under these circumstances? 
HULL. It provides expressly that it shall not be so applied. 
There is another bill before the committee providing relief in such 
cases; but this provides that it shall not be applicable where there 
was no legal vacancy. 

On that I: sk a vote. 

The que etiam was taken; and (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the bill passed. 


SUDsS¢t 


Mr 





LIGHT-HOUSES AND OTHER AIDS TO NAVIGATION, 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on 
Interstate and Fi reign Commerce, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H. R. 9703) to provide for light-houses and other aids 
to navigation as amended by the committee, 


_ 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read as proposed to be 


amended. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


_ Be it enacted, ete., That light-houses and other aids to navigation be estab. 
lished and erected as hereinafter set forth, to wit: 
Completing the removal of Cape San Blas light station, Florida, to Bla 
d 


Building a light 
Rece 

Flor ida. 
Es 


keeper’s dwelling at Egmont Key light st: at ion, Fl 
nstructing the front beacon of Apalachicola Bay range-light st 








ab lishing a light station at or near St. Joseph Point, in St. Joseph Bay 
erent: coast of Fl rik ‘. 
metals li shing range lights to mark the channel over the bar, entrar 


tawhatchee Bay. 
Re pairing z wharf and buildings of the depot at 
Mr. DOCKERY. 
omnibus measure. 
Mr. HEPBURN. It carries no appropriation as now ame) 
by the committee. The committee recommend the striking 
of all items in the nature of appropriation. 
I ask unanimous consent that a second be considered as ord: 
There was no objection. 


Key West, Fla. 


I demand a second. This seems to 


Mr. HEPBURN. I yield to the gentleman from Florida, who 
will explain the measure. 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope that there will b 


objection to the passage of this bill. In my judgment it isa,\ 
important measure. It provides for the construction of on 
more light-houses, and other aids to navigation, on the west « 
of Florida. These projects have been recommended by the L 

House Board as matters that are urgent, and as buildings 

should be constructed without delay. 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce have 1 
ported unanimously in favor of the passage of the bill. As w 
stated by the chairman of the committee a moment ago, the | 
carries no appropriation, but provides for the structures to 
erected; and [ take it no appropriation whatever can now be ma 
for the erection of these light-houses and these other aids to 
gation for a year or more from this date. So that therecan be no 


| objection on the ground or on account of theapprehension on 1 
| part of any individual member of the House that an immedi 


are en- | 


| shall not vote ag 


| makes no direct appropriation. 


to officers commissioned | 


l 
| harbors, improvement of sewers, and other public works that J call 
1 


appropriation is thereby incurred or made necessary. All we « 
sire is to provide for the erection of these aids to navigation, so 
when the proper bill is presented to the House, in the next © 
gress, the money necessary to construct either all or a portion, 

it may seem proper, may be made. 

I repeat, i hope there will be no objection, but that the Hou 
will see the importance of the measure and allow its passage at 
this time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word in ref 
ence to this matter. I know nothing whatever of the merits 
the several propositions contained in the bill. I assume that the 
propositions are just and reasonable, inasmuch as the bill comes 
to the House with a favorable report from the Committee on | 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. I would ask, however, if it h 
the approval and indorsement of the Secretary of the Treasury 

Mr. HEPBURN. All these items are estimated for by the Light- 
House Board, All have been recommended and are found in t! 
report of the Board. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 





I wish only to add a word, Mr. Speaker. | 
ainst the bill, but will defer to the scliene nt 
the gentleman from Florida ‘and the chairman of the comn 
who reports it. 

Gentlemen will observe that the bill involves an expenditure o 
some $42,000. Of course, as the gentleman from Florida says 
3ut it isin perfect harmony with 
the policy which seems to have been adopted by the House, » 
only in reference to light-houses, but with reference to rivers an 


to mind, ‘That is to say, the House, contrary to the rules an 
practices prevailing in all private business enterprises, is turning 
back the whee Is of progress, and reviving the old discarded 
“credit system.” But few bills receive favor if they involve a 
direct appropriation. But if the mortgage upon the Treasury is 
projected into the future, whether near or remote, the measure is 
more likely to secure favorable recognition. 

Now, this is a very small mortgage of $42,000 on the revenues of 
the future, and I do not propose to stand in the way of the meas- 
ure, but I hope the time will come—and I believe it will very 
soon—when the credit policy which is being adopted by the Con- 
gress of the United States will be abandoned, and we shall return 
to the business methods which prevail everywhere in private 
affairs. In railroad circles, in mereantile business, in manufac- 
turing industries, business is transacted upon a cash basis. Credit 
is not given for a longer period than thirty days. But it seems 
that the Government, contrary to the business principles that pre- 
vail everywhere else, is returning to business methods rejected 
by the business world. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I have no objection to taking the money 
now, but the committee think otherwise. 








1897. 


TT 


Mr. DOCKERY. 





of $42,000. Of course we are simply giving our obligation to be 

vid at some time when the Dingley bill, I suppose, will have fur- 
pished a larger income for the support of the Government than it 
now receives. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DockERY] is in error about that. There is no appropriation here. 
This is simply an authorization. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is what I have said. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I thought that you were complaining about 
the money that was appropriated. 
yntil the matter is brought before the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Mr, DOCKERY. Iwas simply emphasizing the fact that this 
pill is in harmony with the views the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. 
HersuRN] so ably expressed last Saturday in respect to the credit 
system as applied to the river and harbor bill. 

“Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, no; not at all, There is no similarity 
between the two propositions. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iwill ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hep- 
purN] whether he will consent to amend the bill so that when we 


get these light-houses and means of saftey down there along the | 


Flor 
great reduction in them? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ishall be perfectly willing to refer the sub- 
ject to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. PAYNE. Allright. The amendment will go in, then. 

And then (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended and the bill passed. 

LOAN OF TENTS FOR GRAND ARMY ENCAMPMENT, BUFFALO. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass 
Honse joint resolution 252, authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the mayor of Buffalo tents, in loan, for the convenience 
of the Grand Army of the Republic at its annual encampment, to 
be held this year at that city. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, at his dis 
cretion, to deliver ont of the quartermaster stores to the order of Mayor 
Edgar B. Jewett, of the city of Buffalo, for the use of said city of Buffalo and 
its committees on the thirty-first national encampment of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, to be held at Buffalo Augtst 23, 1897, the following, namely: 
Sibley tents, common “A” tents, and flood sufferers’ tents, with poles, ridges, 
ani pins fer each, under such restrictions as is usual in such cases, and with 
the proviso that noexpense shall be caused to the United States by the deliv 
ery and return of such property; the same to be delivered to the mayor of 
Buffalo at such time anterior to the event as may be agreed upon between 
the War Department and the mayor of the city of Buffalo. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a second. 

Mr. POOLE. IL ask that a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that a second be consid- 
ered as ordered. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Poo.e] 
is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. org! to twenty minutes. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Speaker, this bill simply provides for the 
loaning to the mayor of the city of Buffalo, for the use of the 
Grand Army of the Republic at their twenty-fourth annual en- 
-ampment, to be held in that city next August, of “A” tents, Sibley 
tents, and other tent paraphernalia, to be used by the members of 
the Grand Army at that encampment. 

Such a resolution as this has been adopted by Congress every 
year for the last fifteen years. The bill provides that the tents 
shall be delivered to the mayor of Buffalo and returned to the 
Government without any expense to the Government. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand the bill provides that there 
shall be no expense to the Government in the loaning of these 
tents. 

Mr. POOLE. The bill does so provide. There is no expense of 
any kind to the Government, and the tents are to be delivered in 
such number as in the discretion of the Secretary of War can 
be spared. 
wae” RICHARDSON. I have no objection to the passage of the 

ill. 

And then (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were 

suspended and the bill was passed. 


HOMESTEAD LANDS IN FLORIDA. 
Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 


rules and — the bill (H. R. 9494) concerning certain homestead 
lands in Florida, as amended by the Committee on the Public 


Lands, 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida moves to suspend 
the rules and pass a bill which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read the amended bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all persons actually occupying homesteads in good 
faith in of the followi anaaed wonstien, onid Btate of Florida, to wit, 
Alachua, Lafayette, Levy, Suwanee, Bradford, Baker, and Columbia, at the 
time of the storm on or about September 29, 1896, are hereby granted the 


ida coast they will cut the pilotage fees in two, or make a | 
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I know that: but I want the House to under- right to sell or otherwise dispose of the fallen timber on their h 
stand that this contemplates an appropriation at a very early day 


There will be no expenditure | 








ymmestead 
entries felled by said storm, and to devote the proceed such sale or barter 
| tothe improvement of their homesteads or support of themselves or their 


families. 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second 
Mr. COOPER of Florida. I ask that 
ordered. 


a second be con 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks tl b SeC- 
ond be considered as ordered. Is there object 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida | Mr. ¢ 
entitled to twenty minutes, and the ¢& an 
LacEY] to twenty minutes. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I will ask for the r 
port. 

Mr. LACEY. I suggest that the gentleman from F 
explain this matter more briefly than thx t 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, last 
prevailed over the country, the same that struck W 
passed over several counties of Florida, and 
the standing timber upon the lands occupied by 1 
the United States as well as other citizens. That « 
of fallen timber that can hardly be conceived by } 
not seen it. These people have suffered great losses and 

| now in avery destitute condition. There is immine 
forest fires, especially in the spring, will sweep over 
country and not only destroy the timber, but endan 
and the lives of the people occupying those port S 
ties. The bill simply gives them permission to dispose of the n 


timber blown down by the storm, the proceeds to b ! r 
improvements upon their farms and in support of their families. 
It is recommended by the Department, and if th lea not 
extended the timber would eventually be destroyed by 


s 


re ’ 
be eaten by the worms. 
The question was taken on suspending the rules and ] 
bill; and in the opinion of the Chair, two-thirds havi 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was pa L. 
ST. PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS AND MANITOBA RAILWAY 
Mr. EDDY. Mr. Speaker. I move tosuspend the ru id} 
the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 3808) to extend the time for the completion of the $ 


apolis and Manitoba Railway Company through the White | 












Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du Lac Indian reservations, in . 

hesota. 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the time for the cor S | 
eapolis and Manitoba Railway through V Ba | l 
pewa, and Fond du Lac Indian reservatio i 

te n3of an act of Congress ent 

ul and Manitoba Railway Con 

ch Leech Lake, ¢ ippe i, a { i i 
reservat ite of Minnesota p dJ ! 
the rights and privileges granted by sa uct, be, and th 
revived and extended for the period of two years from th th 
1897 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask a second, in order to secure a brief 
explanation. 

Mr. EDDY. Iask unanimous consent that a second be consid- 
ered as ordered. 

There was no objection, and a second was considered as ordered 

Mr. EDDY. Mr. Speaker, this is simply a bill reviving a 
passed in 1894. The time expires on July 18, 1897. ry 
act provides compensation for the Indians for this right 
It has the usual provisions. This recommendation for t 
sion of time has the approval of the Secretary of the | 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

The question was taken on suspending the rules and pa hi 
bill; and in the opinion of the Chair, two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was pa i 

REORGANIZATION OF THE JUDICIAL DIST! A} 

Mr. NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules b nded 
and the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk be passed 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10278) to reorganize the judici: of Ar 
other purpose 

Re it enacted, etc., That the State of Arkansas is hereby d wo 
districts, which shall be called the eastern and western d \ t 
The western district shall hereafter include the cour Ber Vasleing 
ton, Carroll, Boone, Madison, Newton, Crawford, Frank Johnson, Logan, 
Sebastian, Scott, Yell, Polk, Sevier Howard, Pike, Little River, my ud, 
Miller, Lafayette. Nevada, Columbia, Union, Ouachita, and Calhoun. The 
eastern district shall hereafter include the residue of said State 

Sec. 2. That the eastern district is hereby divided into three divisions, to 
be known as the western division, thé eastern division, and the northern 
division. All process, civil and criminal, hereafter issued against persons 


residing in the counties of Mississippi, Crittenden, Lee, Phillips, Clay, 
head, Poinsett, Greene, Cross, St. Francis, and Monroe, which shal! const 
the eastern division, shall hereafter be made returnable tothe courts, respe¢ 

tively, to be held at the city of Helena; and all process, civil and criminal, 
against persons residing in the counties of Independence, Cleburne, Stone, 
Izard, Baxter, Searcy, Marion, Sharp. Fulton, Rand iph, Lawrence, and 
Jackson, which shall constitute the northern division, shall be made returna 
ble to the courts, respectively, to be held at the city of Batesville; and all 
process, civil and criminal, against persons residing in any of the remaining 
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counties of the eastern district of the State, which shall constitute the west- 


ern division, shall be made returnable to the courts, respectively, to be held 
at the city of Little Rock. 

Sec. 3. That the terms of the United States circuit and district courts for 
the eastern district of Arkansas shall be held in each year at the times and 
places as follows: At the city of Batesville, in the county of Independence, 
commencing on the second Mondays in June and December; at the city of 
Helena, in the county of Phillips, on the second Mondays in March and Octo- 
ber; at the eity of Little Rock, in the county of Pulaski, the district court on 
the first Mondaysin April and October, and the circuit court on the second 
Monday in April and the fourth Monday in October. 

Sec. 4. That all causes, civil and criminal, now pending in the courts, re- 
spectively, at Little Rock against persons residing in any of the counties 
made returnable to the courts to be held at Batesville, as herein provided, 
shall be determined and disposed of by said courts, and all causes, civil and 
criminal, now pending against persons residing in the county of Marion, in 
the courts, respectively, at Fort Smith, shall be determined and disposed of 
by said courts. 

Sec. 5. That the western district is hereby divided into two divisions, to 
be known as the Texarkana and Fort Smith divisions, respectively. All 
process, civil and criminal, hereafter issued against persons residing in the 
counties of Sevier, Howard, Pike, Little River, Hempstead, Miller, Lafayette, 
Columbia, Nevada, Ouachita, Calhoun, and Union, which shall constitute the 
Texarkana division, shall hereafter be made returnable to the courts, respec- 
tively, to be held at the city of Texarkana; and all process, civil and criminal, 
hereafter issued against persons residing in any of the remaining counties of 
the western district of the State, which shall constitute the Fort Smith 
division, shall be made returnable to the courts, respectively, to be held at 
the city of Fort Smith. 

Src. 6. That the terms of the United States circuit and district courts for 
the western district of Arkansas shall be held in each year at the times 
and places as follows: At the city of Texarkana, in the county of Miller, on 
the second Mondays in May and November; at the city of Fort Smith, in the 
county ot Sebastian, on the second Mondays in January and June. And the 
causes, both civil and criminal, now pending at Little Rock against persons 
residing in the counties of Calhoun and Union shall be disposed of in said 
courts. All causes, process, bonds, recognizances, and other things pending 
in, returnable, or having relation to the terms of said courts at Texarkana 
and Fort Smith now provided by law shall be proceeded with in the terms 

srovided by this act with the same force and effect that would have been 
{awful had the times of holding said courts at said places not been changed. 

Sec. 7. That all crimes or offenses hereafter committed in any of the divi- 

sions of the said districts shall be cognizable within such division, and all 

yrosecutions for crimes or offenses heretofore committed in the districts as 
orale fore constituted shall be commenced and proceeded with as if this act 
had not been passed. 

Sec. 8. That there shall be appointed in the northern division of the east- 


ern district of the State of Arkansas one additional clerk of the district court | 


and one of the circuit court, who shall reside and keep their respective offices 
in the city of Batesville. 

Sec. 9. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with this act be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed; and thisact shall take effect and bein force from 
and aiter its passage. 

Mr. NEILL. I ask to suspend the rules and pass the bill with 
the amendment that is desired. The amendment has been read. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. NEILL. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. NEILL. Mr. Speaker, this bill is unanimously reported by 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and it has been agreed upon by 
the entire Arkansas delegation in the House and Senate. It is to 
reorganize the judicial districts of Arkansas, which was made nec- 
essary by the unequal division of business as the two districts are 
now constituted. With the taking away of the jurisdiction of the 
Indian country by the act of February or March, 1895, the work of 
the Fort Smith district was very largely reduced, and the counties 
now comprising that district are only about one-fourth of the area 
of the State, and give to the Federal courts perhaps less than one- 
fourth of the business of the entire State. This bill seeks to equal- 
ize, so far as may be done at this time with convenience, the work 


eastern district, which will carry no expense and no burden what- 
ever. I ask the Clerk to read the report made by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Ray]. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to ask the gentleman a question. I un- 
derstand that this bill involves no new judges or new officers, but 
simply makes a new division. 

Mr. NEILL. It makes no new offices, except a clerk for the 


extra expense. 
mittee. 

Mr. LACEY. I would ask the gentleman what provision is 
made for the clerk at Batesville? How is he to be taken care of? 


It is a unanimous report from the Judiciary Com- 


Mr. NEILL. Simply by the fees which the office may yield or | 


earn. 

Mr. LACEY. 
only $228. 

Mr. NEILL. However that may be, I have no doubt of our 
being able to obtain a perfectly competent clerk for the courts 
provided by this bill to be held at Batesville. 


I have been informed that last year the fees were 


The question was taken on suspending the rules and passing the | 


bill; and in the opinion of the Chair. two-thirds having voted in 
the affirmative, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
RELIEF FOR THE POOR OF INDIA. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, there is upon the Speaker's table a 
Senate joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
furnish a vessel to transport to India the corn and wheat and other 
food supplies that have been donated by the States of Iowa, Kan- 


| Company, the Winchester and Alabama Railroad Company, the Knoxvill: 





| interest, etc., as shall do equal and im 
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sas, Nebraska, Washington, Oregon, California, and other ; 
tions of the West, and which the railroad companies have aecyo., 
to transport to San Francisco free. Iask unanimous consen: +), 
that joint resolution be taken up. "e 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of me tatives, etc., That th 


” 


ct es 


tary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized to employ and pla: co 
disposal of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco any ship o aol 
belonging to the Navy of the United States best adapted for such . 


for the purpose of transporting to the famishing poor of India suc}; 
butions as may be made for their relief, or to charter and employ, un: 
authority of the United States, a suitable American steamship or 

with a cargo capacity of 1,500 to 3,000 tons, for the same purpose. A 

of money which may he necessary to carry out the object of this re. r 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury heretofore ro- 
priated for the support of the Navy. vil 


The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. LOUD, a motion to reconsider the y 


; — ; ; te by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 
CLAIMS OF TENNESSEE AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 


the rules and pass the joint resolution H. Res. 91, with the 
amendments recommended by the committee. 
The joint resolution, with the amendments, was read, as f\ 


ws: 
Joint resolution providing for the adjustment of certain claims of the United 
States against the State of Tennessee, and certain claims of the State of 


Tennessee against the United States. 


Whereas it is claimed that the State of Tennessee is indebted to the | 
States for railroad equipments and materials purchased for the M g 
Clarksville and Louisville Railroad Company and the Edgefield and K« y 
Railroad Company by the receivers of said railroad companies; and also for 
certain coupon bonds issued by said State and originally purchased and held 
by the United States in trust for certain Indian tribes; and 

Whereas the State of Tennessee claims against the United States. 
abatements and reductions of said indebtedness by reason of excessi 
ations of said equipments and materials; and also certain set-offs and « 
claims, growing out of the use by the United States Government for milita 
and other purposes, and the deterioration of the property by the us: er- 
tain of the Tennessee railroads upon which the said State Led an express and 
prior statutory lien; and for the removal and appropriation of the pro). 
rails, bridges, etc., of the following roads, namely: ‘The Memphis, Clark 
and Louisville Railroad Company, the McMinnville and Manchester hx 


and Kentucky Railroad Company, and the Edgefield and Kentucky Rk 
Company; and : 

Whereas said matters are of long standing and it is desirable that thes 
should be adjusted and settled: Therefore 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stites of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Attorney-General, the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and the Secretary of War be, and they are hereby, authorized 
and required to proceed, by conference with such agents, counsel, or com- 
missioners as may be appointed by said State for that purpose, to compro- 
mise, adjust, and settle with the State of Tennessee, through such duly ap- 
pointed agents, all said matters upon such terms as to amount, allowance of 

rtial justice to both parties: and if 

the result of such settlement shall disclose a balance due tothe United States 
from the State of Tennessee, they shall report such agreement, compro 
or settlement to the governor of Tennessee, to be submitted by him to the 
legislature of said State at its next regular session, and if the payment of 
such balance shall not be provided for at the next regular session of th. 
islature of Tennessee, then the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au- 
thorized and required to proceed to collect the same by appropriate )1 


ame 





| ceedings in accordance with the terms of the bonds held by the | 


ted 
tates; and in the event the result of said settlement shall disclose a 
balance due to the State of Tennessee, they are hereby authorized and 
3 


| directed to report the same to Congress with such recommendat 
| to an appropriation therefor as may be deemed to be proper and 
| Provided, however. That nothing herein shall be deemed to be a dec lara: 
of the two judicial districts, and creates a new division in the | 


| it and t 





| the Nashville, Chattanooga and St. Louis Railway 
| shall, by agents, counsel, or otherwise, have the right to poner and have an 


tion of prise of right in favor of the State of Tennessee as between 
ne Nashville, Chattanooga and St. Louis Railway Company with 


respect to the claim on account of the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad; 


but the question of the rights of the State and of said company as to said 
claim shall be determined as is hereinafter provided: Provided further, That 
the sum for the value of the iron rails, spikes, chairs, etc., taken by the United 
States military railroad authorities from the McMinnville and Manchester 


Railroad during the years 1863 and 1864 shall not be used in arriving at « set- 
tlement of the accounts between the State of Tennessee and the United States 
unless the Attorney-General of the United States, the Secretary of War. and 


a : ; ; ; saan a | the Secretary of the Treasury shall find that the proceeds for amount ot said 
northern division of the eastern district, which will involve no 


claim belong to the State of Tennessee and are due from the United States 
Provided further, That the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad Company or 
Jompany as its successor 


equal voice with the State in determining all questions relating to the said 
claim of the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad Company or the Nash- 
ville, Chattanooga and St. Louis Railway Company asitssuccessor. And the 
Attorney-General, the Secretary of the re and the Secretary of War 
are hereby authorized and directed to determine the legal and equitab.e 
rights, respectively, between the United States, the State of Tennessee, and 
the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad Company or the Nashville, Chat- 
tanooga and St. Louis rps Company as its successor with respect to sa! i 
claim; and if they shall find that the proceeds or amount of said claim belong 
to the State the same shall be allowed as a credit in the settlement of the 
accounts between the United States and the State of Tennessee; and if they 
shall find that the proceeds or amount of said claim belong to the McMinn- 
vilie and Manchester Railroad Company or the Nashville, Chattanooga and 
St. Louis Railway Saeane as its successor they shall report the same to 
Congress for appropriate legislation by Congvens: but if they find that the 
same is not due from the United States to either party they shall so report. 

They are authorized to settle all claims and demands of whatever kind or 
nature, and any compromise or settlement the may make with said State of 
Tennessee, as aforesaid, shall be fully repo: back to Congress, giving the 
basis thereof, for its further action. The said compromise or settlement 18 
not to be effective or final until approved by Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
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Mr. JOHNSON of California. 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. 
second be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this bill merely pro- 
vides that the Government shall authorize the Secretary of War, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Attorney-General to confer 
with the agents of the State of Tennessee for the purpose of mak- 
ing an adjustment of the claims which the Government holds 
against the State of Tennessee and the claims that the State of 
Tennessee holds against the Government of the United States, 
erowing out of certain railroad transactions during the war, 
which I will briefly explain. The State of Tennessee, prior to the 


I demand a second. 
I ask unanimous consent that a 


war, issued its bonds in favor of certain railroads mentioned in | 


the bill, reserving a prior lien upon the property. The war came 
on and the Government of the United States took charge of the 
railroad property and operated it. At the close of the war the 
Government sold its equipment and rolling stock to the State. 


The Government holds $335,666.66; of bonds of the State of Ten- | 


nessee that were deposited in the Indian trust fund. 
Tennessee owes the Government those bonds. Itowes the Govern- 
ment also for the rolling stock which the State, through its re- 
ceivers, bought at the close of the war. The State of Tennessee 
insists that the Government of the United States owes the State 
for the use of these railroads during the war, and also for a cer- 
tain lot of rails, sufficient for about 70 miles of road, which they 
took and carried to other railroads and used. There are two sets 
of claims, by the Government of the United States and by the State 
of Tennessee, respectively, the one against the othg. 

This bill provides that the Secretary of War, the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and the Attorney-General shall be authorfzed to 
confer with the agents of the State of Tennessee and adjust these 
claims and make report. If they find that the Government owes 
the State, or that the State owes the Government, then the report 
comes to Congress for ratification. 
Tennessee owes the Government, then the report is to be made to 
the governor of Tennessee and is to be by him transmitted to the 
legislature, and the bill provides that the legislature must make 
appropriation to pay the sum so found due, or, if it fails to do so, 
that the Government shall take such steps as may be necessary, 
and as are authorized under the terms of the Indian bonds which 
the Government holds, to compel payment by the State of Ten- 
nessee. That is all thereisin the bill. There is no appropriation. 
It does not carry one cent. It isnot binding or final. The report 
comes back to this or a succeeding Congress for ratification or 
rejection, as shall be deemed proper. The matter is an old one 
and it ought to have been settled lune ago. If the State of Ten- 
nessee owes the Government, it ought to pay its debt. If the 
Government owes the State of Tennessee, it ought to pay what it 
owes. I may add that this bill has the indorsement of the late 
Attorney-General of the United States, Mr. Olney, and of the 
Secretary of War. 
© I - yield eight minutes to my colleague from Tennessee [Mr. 

Ox]. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, as briefly as I can I will state what is 
involved in this Senate resolution. There is an interest in behalf 
of the State of Tennessee, an interest in behalf of the railroads, and 
an interest in behalf of the Government of the United States. 
This resolution brings the matter up for settlement. It was 
drawn by Mr. Olney, who was then Attorney-General of the 
United States, and the attorney-general of the State of Tentessee. 
The object was not to reach an appropriaton of money. That was 
expressly reserved. The object of the resolution is to have this 
board, composed of the Secretary of War, the Attorney-General, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, meet the commissioners ap- 
pointed by the State of Tennessee, and, as far as they can, adjust 
the accounts between these different interests and report to Con- 
gress. The resolution does not carry any appropriation whatever. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As I understand it, the State of 
Tennessee claims that on a settlement the Government will be 
found to owe the State? 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir; and the Government claims that the State 
of Tennessee will owe it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Whereare these claims now pend- 


ing? 

Nr. COX. I think I can explain that before I sit down. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of this state of facts, the Attorney- 
General of the United States earnestly recommends that this 
attempt at setilement be made. These claims grew up in this way: 
Under the laws of Tennessee in relation to construction of rail- 
roads the State indorsed the bonds of the roads and took a prior 
lien upon the property. i 

Now, during the war certain of these roads got into the hands 
of the military authorities and were taken control of, so far as 
they could control them, and they took up the iron in some in- 
stances, as shown by thereport of General Thomas and other high 
officers on that side, and transferred it to other roads for military 


The State of 





If it is found that the State of | 


— 


uses. The State of Tennessee—and I am trying now to give you 
the claim from a legal standpoint—the State of Tennessee meets 
the Government and claims that, inasmuch as the Government 
destroyed to a certain extent the value of the first lien on the prop- 
erty, the State is entitled to compensation to the extent that the 
property was sotaken. That isthe principle claimed by the State 
of Tennessee 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Of course I think it best that we 
shall clearly understand these ma ters as we proceed 

Mr. COX. I want it understood. There is no trouble, I am 
sure, if the matter is understood. 

_ Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As I understand the proposition, it 
is that inasmuch as during the late war the Government took up 
co rails upon a part of this road upon which the State had a 
ien— 

Mr. COX. Had a first lien. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE (continuing). That therefore the 
| Government should take the place of the railroad and be subject 
| to the lien of the State on the road, and pay the debt which be- 
| longed to the State. : 

Mr. COX. Ido not think the gentleman states the proposition 
exactly or clearly. Inasmuch as the Government took possession 
| of the property that belonged to the State, and by taking up the 
tracks and other property belonging to the State destroyed the 
lien upon the property to that extent, the State comes back and 
says, *‘Inasmuch as you did that, I make this counter claim 
against the Government of the United States.” 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Now, what is the claim the Gov- 
ernment has against the State? 

Mr. COX. Now,I have given the claim of the State. I will 
| give now the claim of the Government, if the gentleman prefers 
| it in thatorder. The Government has, of the State of Tennessee— 
my memory does not serve me as to the exact amount—a lot of 
Indian bonds that go behind this transaction. The State, on these 
bonds, borrowed a certain amount of money from the Govern- 
| ment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If my colleague will permit me, I will give 
the exact amount, as I have the report before me. The amount of 
the bonds is $335,666.663. 

Mr. COX (continuing). Now the Government holds these bonds 
of the State. The legality of the bonds themselves is a question 
to be decided in this settlement. They hold not only that; but 
when the State, under the proceedings in our courts, filed her bill 
to enforce the first lien on the railroads I have mentioned, the 
railroads were put up and sold. Different companies became the 
purchasers, and then they put their bonds into court; and there is 
a large amount of bonds that areheld still in court, for the reason 
that they must await the decision as to whether they belong to 
the State or to the Government. 

Now, they are owned by one or the other. If under that deci- 
sion the State holds the bonds, that places the matter in one light, 
| and if, on the other hand, it is held that the United States is 

entitled to the bonds, although they are held there, that presents 
another condition. The reason the bonds are held thereis for the 
purpose of getting them to the parties who may be entitled to 
thein under the decision. 

Now, another idea as to the claim of the Government. The Gov- 
ernment, when the war closed, sold to the State of Tennessee, 
who was trying to preserve her lien on the road, a large amount 
of rolling stock. Thereupon the State executed her bondsin pay- 
ment of the rolling stock. These bonds amounted probably to 
$75.000 or $100,000—I do not pretend to be correct as to the exact 
amount. In these bonds it is provided that unless the State of 
Tennessee shall pay them off and discharge them, then, by a 
proper proceeding under the authority of the United States, the 
Government is made to take charge of the railroads and enforces 
the collection of the bonds executed in payment for the rolling 
stock to which I have referred. 

You see now plainly, as a lawyer, where the point comes in. 
If the hundred or two hundred thousand dollars’ worth of bonds 
held there, to be decided to whom they belong, whether to the 
State or the General Government—suppose it is decided that they 
belong to the State? Well, the United States, holding the bonds 
for the rolling stock, the State of Tennessee would have to pay 
them 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But the point that I am in doubt 
about, and on which the gentleman can throw light, is this: The 
claim of the State againt the Government for taking the railroad 
iron is in doubt as to its legality? 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And the railroads were taken as a 
war necessity, or supposed to have been so taken, as I understand 
the gentleman to claim? 

Mr. COX. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This bill that you now offer, how- 
ever, takes away any doubts of the claim of the State and legalizes 
that proposition, 
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Mr. COX. Oh, no; the gentleman is entirely Wrong. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. It does not accomplish anything of that 
kind. It leaves the matter to a settlement by arbitration. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It recognizes it as a regular claim. 
Mr. COX. Oh, no. 
Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. You refer toit as “aclaim” against 












the vernment in the bill. 
Mr. COX. But whether that be recognized or not is a question 
to | ttled by this arbitration. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
Mr. COX. TI 


he Secretarv 
ar the Attorne' 


Who is to decide that? 
of War, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
il on the partof the United States and the 


-(yener: 
+ 
i 


commissioners of the State of Tennessee that have been appointed 
on the part of the legislature of the State will determine that 
question; but Congress must eventually settle it. I hope you wiil 
un one point. We have had some trouble with this. The 


ia had asettlement. There is nota single dollar 
isury of the United States that will be touched by this 
until another Congress approves it. 
ir. McMILLIN. Will my friend permit me right here, in reply 





to 1 nan from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE}, to 
say that at the suggestion of the members of the House who took 
the view taken by the gentleman from Pennsylvania concerning 
this same railroad claim the following was added to the Senate 
Tresoiuti1on 

] Vv 


the Se 


retary of War, the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
y-General— 
find that the 


same is 
al * . 
shall so report. 


not due from the United States to either party, they 


rl", 


‘are to report on that very question. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is their report conclusive? 

Mr. COX. Oh, no. 

Mr. McMILLIN. They report back to Congress, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. For our action? 

Mr. COX. For our action. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Does it inany way,shape, or form 
bine the Government to the recognition of any claims that it does 


w recognize? 


Mr. COX. No; notin any way, shape, or form. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It does not. 

Mr. COX. Now pardon me for another suggestion, and you 
will see the force and importance of these resolutions. Under 
those bonds, executed by the State in the purchase of the rolling 


stock, there was a bond executed to the United States with the 
power to foreclose it. Now, when you come to consider that mat- 
ter in that light, the resolutions fully protect the United States, 
just as do these bonds. 

{t must be borne in mind that the State bought the rolling stock 

so as to operate the roads, while the State was trying to protect 
herself from the lability incurred in indorsing the bonds when 
issued. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr.Speaker,as I understand this 
proposition, this resolution ought not to pass. It is an attempt to 
accomplish indirectly what can not be accomplished directly. It 
is an attempt to evade the payment of an honest debt tothe United 
States by getting in some shadowy, patent, back-action, double- 
extension, utterly worthless claims that this State has against the 
United States. 


Mr. COX. I-want to say to the gentleman, just in that con- 
nection—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from California [Mr. 
J OHNSON 


| vield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]? 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. 
I will yield; yes. 

The SPEAKER. Unfortunately, it will have to be taken out of 
the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. COX. There is no back action about this. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. The gentle- 
man from California [Mr. JOHNSON] has the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. As I understand this matter, 
the State of Tennessee borrowed some money from the United 
States—— 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Nota dollar. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Or got the money from some 
Indian war bonds. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
get any Indian war bonds. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. The State owes those bonds, but 
Owing to some unpleasantness that existed between 1861 and 1865 
they did not pay those bonds, and they have not paid them yet. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
@ question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Just for a question; yes. 


If it is not taken out of my time, 


It did not borrow a dollar and did not 
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Mr. WASHINGTON. Have you read this resolution yourse!:: 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Ihave heard the resolution rea,- 
yes. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Have you read it yourself? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Yes, I have read it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Did you find anything in there show? 


that the State of Tennessee borrowed a dollar from the Go, 
ment? 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. Well, I know something a}, 
this besides what is in the resolution. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Iknow my friend wants to be absolu 
There was not a dollar borrowed by the State of 
nessee, 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I think I know something «| 
it besides what is in the resolution. The State of Tennessee , 
this money. There is not any doubt aboutit. It owes the m 
and when it is called upon by the United States to pay it, it 
that during the civil war the United States had some arm 
the State of Tennessee, and that when putting down the reb 
they took up some rails of a railroad there which the Sta 
Tennessee did not own, but which it simply had a mortgag 
and that because the United States did take up those rails fo 
purpose of helping to put down the rebellion the State of Te: 
see ought to be paid something for it. Well, now, that clai 
course, could not be made in any court, for there is no cou 
Christendom that would allow any such claim as that. Bu 
is to be submitted to arbitration. In other words, they wa 
compromise. My idea of a compromise, when one man has a 
debt and the other man has a mere shadowy claim, is that it i 
the two men Who were trying to settle how much two and | 
made» One man said two and two made four, and all the a1 
meticssaidso. The other man said, ‘‘ Two and two make six: 
he said he was willing to fight for that; but finally he said, * Now, 
I am willing to compromise with you on the proposition that two 
and two make five. We will settle our differences on that basi 

The United States has a legal and valid claim against the State 
of Tennessee, amounting, as [ understand now, in principal and 
interest, to over a million dollars, and the State of Tennessee 
some vague, shadowy, iridescent dreams of claims which are bi»: 
upon nothing and exist only in imagination, which are add 
from some metaphysical reason that because they had som 
of a mortgage upon some sort of a railroad, which railr 
was used by the United States in putting down the rebe! 
therefore they ought not to pay this honest debt. Now, it does 
seem to me that this sort of claim ought not to be admissible ot 
being referred to anybody for arbitration. If the State of Ten- 
nessee or if these railroads have any just claims against the Unite: 
States, why, there isa Court of Claims, as I understand it, in which 
they can be presented, and from the limited experience I have had 
in Congress I never yet have found a man who lived in the South 
or a State in the South who was at all timid about presenting a 
claim to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Are they worse than California and ot! 
States in the West? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Idonotknow. California ti 
to keep up with the procession, but is not able always to keep up 
with Tennessee. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We have never been successful in pressing 
our claims from the South since the war before any Congress « 
in any of the courts. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. As to that I do not know. | 
have a distinct recollection of reading a bill that passed approyri- 
ating money to pay some claims. have some recollection « 
claims which have been urged which our honored presiding ofti 
opposed. I do not know whether they were Southern claims 
not. I have a distinct recollection of voting, at the suggestion 
my friend from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], in favor of payine 
what he called some Bowman Act claims that he said were rig) 
and just; and I so voted because he said they were right and just. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And they were. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. And you say you can not get any 
claims passed here? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. They have not passed. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. There area great many that have 
passed, if you will search the records. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Now,I am informed that they 
were passed and that your President vetoed them and you could 
not get enough votes to pass it over his veto. 

Mr. RICHARDSON and Mr. WASHINGTON. He didnot veto 
them. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. He vetoed a bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I was saying, if these claims of Tennessee 
are just and legal they ought not to be afraid of going into the 
Court of Claims and allowing that court to pass upon them. 
the claim of the United States is just and legal, as every member 
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from Tennessee knows that the claim of the United States is just 
and legal, why does not the State of Tennessee pay that claim, 
and then go into the court with clean hands—pardon the expres- 
sion—after which Congress would do what is right to the State 
of Tennessee? And if these railroads in the State of Tennessee 
are of such enormous value, have 70 miles, as I understand the 
figures given by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mo( mee, 
of rails which were taken up, and they were worth a million dol- 
lars, we could pay it. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. 

I leg the gentleman's pardon. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. 
rails torn up. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. 
million dollars. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. The claim of the United States 
is about a million, and your resolution carries with it the idea that 
you will bring the United States in debt. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. If 
he will allow me, Isay that, on the contrary, it will bring the State 
of Tennessee in debt to the United States. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. But your resolution contem- 
plates bringing the Government in debt. There is no doubt, Mr. 
Chairman, but what if the resolution passes and this matter is 
submitted to arbitration, the United States will be brought in debt 
to the State of Tennessee. We have just had a settlement with 
the State of Arkansas in which the United States had a clear, 
straightforward claim, and, as Iam informed by the Committe: 
on Public Lands, that settlement resulted in bringing the United 
States in debt; and I am afraid this will do so. I submit it is not 
a proper way to pass upon a claim of this large amount. Now, it 
may seem singular that I should object to taking any money from 
the Treasury, because I have voted for these bills; but it seems to 
me itis time to stop. It is a little too bitter, even for my taste; 
and I think we ought not to pass this resolution. I think it is a 
dangerous precedent. I have been listening attentively, and ex- 
erting all my powers of hearing to listen for the voice of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, to know why it should 
not be raised against this resolution. It does carry an appropria- 
tion. I prophesy to you that if this resolution passes the United 
States will be brought in debt and be compelled to pay a large sum. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether this matter can be adjusted without the passage of this 
resolution? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON and Mr. RICHARDSON. How? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Do the gentlemen who present the 
claim admit that it has no legal standing? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentlemen do not. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The gentlemen do not; but we have no 
tribunal in which to be heard, | will inform my friend. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. If this is coming out of my 


I have not made that statement. 
You said there were 70 miles of 


But not that they were worth a 


time—— 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Of course. 
The SPEAKER. It iscoming outof the time of the gentleman 


from California, who declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I will proceed for a minute—— 

PR. WASHINGTON. You are eliciting information in your 
e, 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I do not need me information 
of that kind, because I know enough about this bill; and I am 
trying to speak very guardedly about it, and am really trying to 
say nothing except to call attention to it. 

If it were desired to go into this matter extensively and trace it 
from the beginning and see what it is, I would be perfectly ready 
to gointo it if I had the time, and I have no doubt in that case the 
gentleman would be sorry that he commenced it, because this is 
not a matter that will bear investigation. The very fact that 
pes are seeking to have this kind of arbitration shows that it is 
not. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time and yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Missouri {Mr. Dockery]. 

_Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, if not in error, I have an indis- 
tinct recollection of having voted against this bill away back in 
the Forty-eighth or the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not at all. 

A STEELE. Well, if it was not for this bill, it was a brother 


Mr. DOCKERY. As I remember, it was a bill for the relief of 
the McMinn 


ville Railroad. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. That was dealt with in the last Congress. 
Mr. DOCKERY. And it is not affected by this bill? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. No; it is excepted from it. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Well, Mr. Speaker, it strikes me as a pecul- 
iarity of this bill that it proposes a board of arbitration com 
of the of War, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the 
a tribunal which, so far as my experience goes, 





is entirely without precedent. 
which claims under the Bowman Act are sent and also claims 


We have a Court of Claims to 


under the Tucker Act. We also have committees of the Senate 
and of the House who examine claims, and upon their reports 
Congress determines upon their merits or demerits; but, so far as 
I have knowledge or recollection, the extraordinary board pro- 
posed by this bill is without precedent during the 
of my Congressional experience. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Can the gentleman tell us whether, 
under the general law, the State of Tennessee could eo i 
Court of Ciaims under the Bowman 
Act, and have these claims adjusted? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I rather think that she c 
ter. | 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Then let the gentleman point out to us 
the way in which we can have these claims adjusted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 


fourteen years 


nto the 


Act, or under Tucker 


the 


uld not. [Lauch- 


L would make this suggestion to my good 
friend from Tennessee: If the State of Tennessee owes the CGiov- 
ernment, and, on the other hand, the Government owes the State 
of Tennessee, it seems that it would be proper to send this con- 
troversy to some court to have their conflicting claims adju 


LAC ATE d. 
But, Mr. Speaker, back of the question of the tribunal is a 
claim of the State of Tennessee for railroad iron taken by the 
Army of the United States in its military operations during the 
late war. Now,Iam one of those who believe that the settlement 
of very many of the claims growing out of that struggle should 
have been closed some time ago. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam sure my friend does not want to doany 
injustice : 

Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 





Certainly not. 
Then let me call his attention to a provision 


in the bill bearing directly upon the point which he makes, I 
read it: 

Provided further, That_the sum for the value of the iron rails. spikes, 
chairs, etc., taken by the United States military railroad authoriti m th 


+ from the 
MeMinnville and Manchester Railroad during the years 1803 and 1 hall ne 
be used in arriving at a settlement of the accounts between the St f'Ter 
nessee and the United States unless the Attorney-General the 
States, the Secretary of War, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
that the proceeds for amount of said claim belong tothe State 
and are due from the United States. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is what I understood. That was the 
statement of the gentleman’s colleague [Mr. Cox], that this claim 
for railroad iron was to be taken into account. Now, Mr. Speaker 
I do not desire the Government to pay for any railroad iron th: 
may have been owned by the State of Tennessee, or even by an 
individual. If we are to open up the settlements of transactio 
growing out of the military operations during the late war, 
would prefer that our contributions should go to individuals. 

Mr. COX. Let me put this question to the gentleman: Here is 
a State with a lien upon the iron and the rolling stock of a rail- 
road. TheGovernment takes that rolling stock with theState’s | 
upon it and sells it back to the State, and the State executes its 
bonds for it. Now, is it just that the Government of the United 
States shall seize the rolling stock of the State and sell it back to 
the State—— 

Mr. DOCKERY (interposing). I think I catch the gentleman's 
point. I want to say, in answer to my friend, that a great many 
damages were incident to the movements of the armies of the 


tient 


i t 
J 
is 
f 


en 


| Confederacy and of the Union, respectively, during the period 
J ] 4 I 


from 1861 to 1865, and can not properly find a settlement in the 
courts at this time or by any board of arbitration. The damages 
in this case resulted from a condition of war. Of course, if this 
claim had its origin in time of peace, it would stand upon an en- 
tirely different footing. This rolling stock upon which the State 
of Tennessee had a lien was seized in time of war. 

Mr. COX. The rollingstock was sold by the Government of the 
United States and the State executed her bonds in payment for it. 
Now, the question is, if the Government seized the property of the 
State in time of war and sold it back to the State in winding up 
the war, is it not right that a settlement should be made? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think we ought to close up the accounts 
growing out of the civil war. 

Mr. COX. I think so, too. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is the purpose of this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. During my entire term of Congressional 
service I have voted against claims of this character incident to 
military movements, and shall continue so to vote until the end. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. How muchtime have I left, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes left. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Has the other side any time? 

The SPEAKER. There are five minutes remaining on the other 
side. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. 
other side ought to proceed now. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I believe I am 
entitled to close the debate. 


I think the gentlemen on the 
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Mr. JOHNSON of California. Allright. Idonotcare. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, the report of this committee is enough, it seems to 
me, to justify every member here in voting against this bill. 
Here is an enumeration of the bonds in question: 

Bonds of the State of Tennessee owned by the United States..... $335, 666. 663 

RECAPITULATION. 

5 per cent bonds, registered, $1,000 each; issued under act October 
18, 1832; matured January 1, 1863; interest due from January 1, 
1861, to January 1, 1866, and from January 1, 1869 __.............. 

5} per cent bonds, registered, $1,000 each, except last bond, which 


is for $1,666.66%: matured July 25, 1861; interest due from January 


125, 000. 00 


55. S061. Bick Weenie BO, TEs gaa ann ncn cee dave we ececee 66, 666. 663 
6 per cent bonds, coupon, $1,000 each; issued under act January 30, 

1850; matured July 1, 1800; interest due from various dates from 

ET. DOU odie on bee cadesbivenen.ce eueleneige eceesmeaaeeene 104, 000. 00 
5 per cent bonds, coupon, $1,000 each; act February 20, 1852; ma- 

tured January 1, 1870; interest paid to date of maturity -....-...- 40,000.00 


Against this indebtedness they have a claim, according to this 
report, for something that the United States did during the war 
to some railroad that they had a mortgage on, and they are en- 
deavoring to make the Government of the United States pay for 
waste committed upon property on which they had a mortgage. 
They have no legal claim. They have no equitable claim. They 
say themselves that, with all the wonderful liberality the United 
States has shown to its claimants in opening wide the doors of 
the Court of Claims to every sort and condition of claims, whether 
by a superannuated grandfather or by a sickly baby, whether 
for a college or for anything else—they say themselves that, in 
spite of all this liberality on the part of the Government, they 
could not go into court with this claim. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it strikes me that the fears 
expressed by the gentleman from California [Mr. JoHNSON] who 
has just taken his seat are wholly without foundation. It is ad- 
mitted on all hands that the Government of the United States 
holds certain bonds of the State of Tennessee for a sum specified 
in the report. It is claimed by the State of Tennessee that the 
Government is justly indebted to the State in a sum which is also 
set out in the report of the committee. These claims have been 
pending for many years, with no possibility, apparently, of their 
final adjustment. The Government has clamored for a settle- 
ment, and the State has clamored for a settlement, but in vain. 

Both parties have expressed their willingness to leave the mat- 
ter to the three officers of the Governmet named—the Secretary of 
War, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Attorney-General— 
for an adjustment of the disputed points. The Attorney-Gen- 
eral has examined the bill that is now before the House, and in a 
communication addressed to Senator HARRIS, which I will print 
as a part of my remarks, if there be no objection, stated that the 
bill is a proper one to be passed, and that the rights of the Govern- 
ment are fully guarded. He says: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 10, 189h. 

My Dear Sir: I have examined the proposed joint resolution—a copy of 
which is annexed to this letter—and trust the same will meet the approval 
of Congress. Its terms seem to me to adequately protect the interests of the 
United States and its passage will facilitate the settlement of a controversy 
that ought tobe settled without delay. 

Very truly, yours, RICHARD OLNEY, 
Attorney-General. 
Hon. IsHAM G. HARRIS, 
United States Senate. 

It is not proposed by this resolution to take a single dollar from 
the Treasury. It simply proposes to allow these three officers, in 
connection with the proper representatives of the State, to deter- 
mine how much, if anything, is due from the Government to the 
State, or from the State to the Government; and in arriving at a 
determination we provide here that unless the railroad’s claim is 
a legal one against the Government, and in favor of the State of 
Tennessee, it shall not be taken into account in reaching the 
adjustment of the claim. 

But, Mr. Speaker, in addition to that, we have changed the Sen- 
ate bill to force these officers to come to Congress with their 
report for confirmation. Not a dollar is to be paid out unless a 
future Congress, passing upon the acts of this commission, shall 
see fit to confirm their findings, and shall have determined that 
they not only administered justice, but have decided the law as it 
should be decided. So that there can be no possible danger from 
the passage of the resolution, the sole purpose of which is to per- 
mit an adjustment of these long-standing and complicated ac- 
counts, which it seems impossible to adjust in any other manner. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I regret that some 
gentlemen seem to have a very incorrect opinion of the effect of 
this measure. There is not a single word or syllable in the bill 
that permits the Government to do anything in connection with 
the report until it shall have been approved by Congress. The 
Government is bound in no possible manner. -It is further pro- 
vided that if they shall find against the State of Tennessee, as in 
all probability they will, and the finding is approved by Congress, 
the legislature of the State must immediately make an appropria- 
tion to pay the amount so ascertained, and 1 am satisfied that the 
State will do it promptly. 


But, sir, this matter has been pending for very many years ang 
a settlement is desirable, and the Executive Departments o; the 
Government have recommended the plan proposed as the - 
one by which to arrive at a solution of the problem. Itis no os 
on the part of the State of Tennessee to gouge the Governme;; 
to make a claim for payment to which it is not entitled. |; 
not make a dollar of appropriation, but simply allows a stat; 
of the account to be reported to Congress, and if Congress s}),)] 
satisfied with the findings, it may take such steps as it sees ) 
to provide for the settlement, or it can set it all aside. It is} 
in no possible way by this action. 

Now, is the Government afraid to trust its case to arbitration? 
Is it unwilling that these Government officers, its own . 
shall examine and report whether or not they believe that 1 
one dollar due to the State of Tennessee, legally or equitably, ang 
then let Congress take their report and say whether it is p: 


not, and whether the debt, if any is found, shall be paid? : 
Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Is there any question as to th 3? 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. None whatever. 
Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Then why bring them in at a]! 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Because they form one he 
features which must enter into the settlement. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But suppose the commissi«: ls 


that the Government owes the State of Tennessee $10, 1 
State can pay that amount and wipe out the whole thing 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Not at all; not unless it w: 
fied by Congress. The gentleman has misunderstood the i 2 
of the bill. The report of this commission is of no force or effect 
until Congress acts upon and adopts it. It does not permit 


ot 
; 


tlement in that manner. The gentleman has not read correctly 
the bill, or he is mistaken in its provisions. : 

I appeal to the House, Mr. Speaker, to pass this bill, which is 
only a matter of justice and right. Let the two parties to tl: 


0 
controversy have this opportunity of settling their claims. Al] 
the commission could do under the resolution would be to gather 
all the information relating to the controversy, make such recom- 
mendations as in its judgment is right, and submit the whole 
question to Congress in an intelligent way for its information and 
consideration. 
Here the hammer fell. } 
he SPEAKER. The time for debate has expired, and the ques- 
tion is on the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee to suspend 
the rules and pass the joint resolution as amended. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded hy Mr, 
McCaLt of Tennessee) there were—ayes 59, noes 41. 
So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the motion was 
rejected. 


an 


SENATE BILL RETERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the bill (S. 3500) for the relief 
of Stewart & Co., A. P. H. Stewart, agent, was taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


IMPORTATION OF CERTAIN NEEDLEWORK. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the joint resolution (H. Res. 239) admitting free of duty 
needlework and similar articles imported by the New York Asso- 
ciation of Sewing Schools for exhibition purposes. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas the New York Association of Sewing Schools is collecting. throu 
diplomatic and consular representatives of the United States in lWuro; 
—— of needlework and similar work done in the public schools 

urope, some of which specimens have already reached this country and ar 
now in customs custody at New York: Therefore, 

Resolved, etc., That all articles of needlework and similar articles w! 
have been made by pupils in the schools of Europe, which have or sha 
imported from Europe for the sole paspeee of exhibition by said New ) 
Association of Sewing Schools, shall be admitted free of payment ot « 
customs sees, or charges, under such regulations as the Secretary 


Treasury shall prescribe for the due exportation thereof at the close of su 
exhibition. 


Mr. LOUD. Is not that pretty broad in its terms? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask a second. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution has received 
the indorsement of the Treasury Department, and is drawn in 
accordance with a letter written by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
In fact, the form of the joint resolution was suggested by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The resolution has received the unan!- 
mous approval of the Committee on Ways and Means. It is in 
the usual form, and this is a concession that Congress has always 
made in the case of articles imported for exhibition. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Why should the Government of the 
United States remit the duty on articles imported to be exhibited 
in some New York enterprise? : 

Mr. PAYNE. This is hardly a New York enterprise. It is an 
exhibition that is open to the people of the Union, and which 
the people of Tennessee are invi to attend. I think it is the 
concession that was granted to the exposition now going 0B, OF 
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about to go on, in celebration of the centennial of the State of 
Tennessee. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. How much will the Government 
be likely to lose in duties on account of this? 

Mr. DALZELL. Nothing at all. 

Mr. PAYNE. Nothing atall. It would simply stop the exhi- 
bition. 

Mr. DALZELL. These articles are not for sale. They are to | 
be exported. 

Mr. PAYNE. They go back again. They are to be reexported. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I am not a member of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, but it seems to me that this resolution | 
is drawn in a very loose manner. It seems to me there should be 
some date stated when this exhibition is to take place. I thinkif | 
this resolution passes it may continue indefinitely, forever and | 
evermore, amen. It seems to me that you might designate what 
this exhibition is, when it is to take place, and put some limita- 


tion upon it in some way or other. 
Mr. PAYNE. The resolution was drawn in accordance with 


the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury. In fact, he 
transmitted to Congress the form of the resolution. The regula- 
tions are to be prescribed by him, and I think we can trust that to 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. LOUD. Ido not refer to the regulations. It says: 
| 
| 


Whereas the New York Association of Se\ ing Schools is collecting, ete. 


Now, that association may continue forever and ever. I have 
no fear of trusting the Treasury Department to supervise it, but 
under this act. I assume that this might continue forever, or just 
so long as this association might continue to want to import these 
articles. I call the attention of the House to the fact that in my 
opinion the resolution is very loosely drawn, very broadly drawn, 
and I hope the Committee on Ways and Means will give attention 
to this matter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Dol understand the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Loup] to say that we might get free trade by a con- | 
struction of this bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Ithinkso. Iknowthe gentleman from New York 
[Mr. PayYNE] does not want to passa law that will remain in force 
and effect forever. There should be some limitation upon this. 
Make it one year, or five years, or ten years, or a hundred years, 
or sometbing. - I ask the gentleman’s earnest attention to the 
loose manner in which this resolution isdrawn. Ihave nointerest 
in it, but it seems to me there should besome limitation. Lappeal 
to the gentleman to give attention to the matter. 


Mr. PAYNE. I certainly have not the slightest personal inter- 
estinthisresolution. It came before the Committee on Ways and 


Means, and we thought that it was in the usualform. These goods 
are simply admitted free for the purpose of exhibition by this so- | 


ciety, and then they are to be exported under regulations pre- | 
scri by the Secretary of the Treasury. It seems to me there is 


no doubt about the propriety of the resolution. 

Mr. LOUD. Iunderstand. I am only appealing to the gentle- | 
man to put some limitations upon this, or else it will go on forever. 
The gentleman has just as much interestinitasIT have. He wants 
to see the legislation which is passed here passed in proper form. 

Mr. DALZELL. Nobody contemplates having an exhibition 
which will continue forever. It is an exhibition to be given by a | 
sewing girls’ society. 

Mr. LOUD. 1 want to say that it is drawn in such a form that 
it might continue indefinitely, and the word “pupils” is also a | 
very indefinite word. 

And then (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were 
suspended and the bill was passed. 


NATIONAL SOCIETY OF DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION, 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H. R. 10023) setting apart a plotof public ground in 
the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, for memorial 
purposes, under the auspices of the National Society of the Daugh- 
ters of the American Revolution. 

_— Mr. Speaker, would a motion to adjourn be in 
order 

B . SPEAKDR. A motion to adjourn is almost always in 
order. 

Mr. STEELE. I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MORSE. I hope the gentleman will not press that motion 
until this bill is passed. It is a patriotic bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. We have an order for a recess until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. STEELE. I move we take a recess until 8 o'clock. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MorsE) there were—ayes 83, noes 11. 

LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 
Pending the announcement of the vote, 
unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. KENDALL, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
Copies, the papers in the case of Thierman & Frost, there being 
no adverse report thereon, 
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| and his vote shall be recorded. 
| are present and decline to vote shall together make a majority of the House, 


| proceedings under this section shall be vacated. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BLack, for Tuesday, February 16. 

To Mr. NEILL, for this evening, on account of ill health. 

To Mr. Buck, for one week, on account of important business, 
To Mr. PARKER, for this evening’s session, on account of im- 

portant business. 
To Mr. Pirney, for this evening's session, on account of impor- 


| tant business. 


To Mr. MILEs, for three days, on account of important business, 

And then, the motion of Mr. SreELE having been agreed to, the 
House (at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) took a recess until 8 
o'clock p. m., the Speaker announcing that Mr. Payne would act 
as Speaker pro tempore at the evening session. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 8 
o'clock p. m. by Mr. PayNE as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the special 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

; Resolved, That the House shall on Monday and Tuesday, February 15 and 
16, at 5o’clock p. m., take a recess until 8 o'clock, at which evening session such 
business as is provided for by clause 2 of Rule XX VI shall be considered, and 
said evening sessions shall not extend beyond 11 o'clock and 30 minutes 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read clause 2 of 
Rule XXVI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The House shall on each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m. take a recess until 8 
o'clock, at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal 
of political disabilities, and bills removing charges of desertion only shall be 
considered; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 
minutes. 

_ Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of 


| bills on the Calendar under Rule XXVI and the special order. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 3. 

Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read clause 4 of 
Rule XV. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whenever a quorum fails to vote on any question, and a quorum is not 
present and objection is made for that cause, unless the House shall adjourn, 
there shall be a call of the House, and the Sergeant-at-Arms shall forthwith 
proceed to bring in absent members, and the yeas and nays on the pending 
question shall at the same time be considered as ordered. The Clerk shall call 
the roll,and each member as he answers to his name may vote on the pending 
question, and, after the roll call is completed, each member arrested shall be 
brought by the Sergeant-at-Arms before the House, whereupon he shall be 
noted as present, discharged from arrest, and given an opportunity to vote 
If those voting on the question and those who 


the Speaker shall declare that a quorum isconstituted, and the pending ques- 
tion shail be decided asthe majority of those voting shallappear. And there- 
upou further proceedings under the call shall be considered as dispensed with. 
Atany time after the roll call has been completed, the Speaker may enter- 
tain a motien to adjourn, if seconded by a majority of those present, to be 
ascertained by actual count by the Speaker; and if the House adjourns, all 
But this section of the rule 





| shall not apply to the sessions of Friday night, until further order of the 


House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule just read, the 
Sergeant-at-Arms will close the doors. The Clerk will proceed to 
call the roll, the Sergeant-at-Arms will bring in absent members, 
and those present whose names are called who are in favor of the 
motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
will say ‘‘ yea,” and those opposed will say ‘‘nay.” The Clerk will 
call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 160, nays 5, not 
voting 190; as follows: 

YEAS —160. 


Aldrich, Tl. Clarke, Ala. Evans, Hermann, 
Anderson, Codding, Fairchild, Hilborn, 
Andrews, Colson, Faris, Hill, 
Atwood, Cook, Wis. Fenton, Howard, 
Avery, Cooper, Wis. Fletcher, Howe, 
Baker, Kans. Cousins, Gamble, Howell, 
Bankhead, Cox, Gardner, Hubbard, 
Bartholdt, Crisp, Gibson, Huff, 
Belknap, Crowley, Gillet, N. ¥. Hulick, 
Bell, Colo. Crowther, Graff, Huling, 
Bishop, Crump, Griffin, Hurley, 
Black, Cummings, Grout, Hyde, 
Blue, Curtis, Kans. Grow, Jenkins, 
Brewster, Danford, Hainer, Nebr. Johnson, N.Dak. 
Broderick, Daniels, Hardy, Kem, 
Buck, De Armond, Hartman, Kendall, 
Burrell, De Witt, Hatch, Kerr, 
Burton, Mo. Doolittle, Heatwole, Kiefer, 
Burton, Ohio Dovener, Hendrick, Kirkpatrick, 
Calderhead, Eddy, Henry, Conn. Kleberg, 
Clardy Ellett, Henry, Ind. Lacey, 
Clark, lowa Ellis, Hepburn, Lawson, 
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Layton Mercer. Russell, Conn. Swanson, Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of order ¢) 
~ may, Miller. ea = sesounieenny aot under the rule excuses are not in order at this time. 
plat Miller. W. Va. Sorry. Tate. - The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that it js 
Lint Milnes, | Se uthard, Thomas, order at this time. This rule prov ides that after the complet 
- ee Sp uiding, Seo of the roll, the call shall still be in operation, that absent mem 
N > Stahle.’ 'Treloar, may be brought to the bar of the House and given an opportu 
Li ager, } way, Stee Turner, Ga. | to vote until after further proceedings are dispensed with. 
e = eo weet MS arden _ Mr. THOMAS. Asthe gentle man irom Tenne ssee [ Mr. Bri 
Ma > Sneak Se Warner, is at home with a sick family, I withdraw my objection in + 
M Tenn. Stone, C.W Wats . Ohio case, 
M im «6 Stokes, wa ie | The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [Aft 
Mctr Ky Strode, Nebr. 7 “idaho pause.| The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
McLa n, Rinaker, f i, N.C. Woodman, | Mr. TALBERT. Lask that my colleague, Mr. Strrarr, b i 
Mcl Royse Su ay, Wright. cused. He left the Hall this afternoon, and asked me to hay 1 
AYS—5 | excused on account of sickness. 
Ex M McDearmon, Turner, Va. There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Ji Mr. MEREDITH. I ask that my colleague, Mr. Tucker: 
* VOTING—190. excused. The sad circumstances which cause him to be awa 
Abbott, ( N.Y. Livingston, Rusk, so well known that it is not necessary to state them. 
oan, De I aa — ~~ —, There was no objection. 
a aetna: mare. Maan Savers. Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague 
Aldrich, T. H. Dingley Mahon, Scranton, Joy, be excused. 
ag W. F. a MoO, — oo The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missonrj 
Allen. Utah Dolliver Me hy " Sherman, | has been excused. 
Apsle} Draper Shuford, fr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
: r . wisc on | that my colleague, Mr. BERRY, be excused on account of im 
Ba as FE Smith. Hl. tant business. 
Ba ; Foss Smith, Mich. | There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
a el 7 > one Sea - ete _Mr. BURRELL. Mr Speaker, I ask that the gentleman from 
ween. Goodwyn, Milliken. Sparkman, California [Mr. BarHam] who sits by me be excused on acc: 
Barney, Griswold, Miner, N. Y. Spencer, of sickness. 
a Senay, — Stallings, - There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Bartlet t, Ge Y Ha Money. Strait. Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
Beach, Hi Moody, Sulzer, McCLeary, be excused. He was called out of town suddeuly, 
Bell, Tex Halterman, Morse, Tawney, and has not returned. : 
—"* —. oe om, There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Bingham, Hi: Murray, Thorp. Mr. TATE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. Rvs- 
Boatner, Harr Neill, Tracewell, SELL, be excused on account of sickness. 
— i mene mee There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Bromwell, Hemenway, Ogden, Updegraff, Mr. HOWE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr, 
Brosins Henderson, Otey, Van Voorhis, FISCHER, be excused. 
ees a ee Te There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Bull, looker. Packer. Walker’ Va. Mr. ATWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
Cannon, Hopkins, Patterson, Washington, Knox, be excused on account of sickness. 
ee Hunter, See Wolleatn The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the 
Clark. Mo. oateiamte mn, Phillips, White, gentleman from Massachusetts _— KNOX] is already excused 
Cobb, Johnson, Cal. Pickler, Wilber, Mr. STROWD of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my 
Cockrell, J yhnson, Ind. Putney. Williams, colleague, Mr. SHUFORD, be excused. ; 
cocaine. ase. ao Wilson, N. ¥. There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Cooke, ila. Kulp, Quigg, Wilson, Ohio Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Is it in 
Cooper, Fla. eye. aw ee. S C. order for this body to excuse so many members that it will 
ee we pe em iota Wome. impossible for us to get a quorum under the call of the House’ 
Cowen Leisenring, Richardson, Yoakum. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hardly thinks that 
Culberson, Leonard, Robertson, La. isa parliamentary inquiry. 
Curtis, lowa Lester, Robinson, Pa. Mr. GILLET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my col- 
Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask leave of absence | league, Mr. CHICKERING, be excused. 
for my colleague, Mr. Joy, who is detained from the House on| Mr. THOMAS. I object, unless it is a case of sickness. 


account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. LESTER, 
be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Speaker, I move that my colleague, Mr. 
CocKRELL, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. Pow- 
ERS. be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my col- 


leacue, Mr. BROWN, be excused on account of the illness of his | 
wife. 
Mr. THOMAS. I object. 


Mr. TALBERT. I ask that my colleague, Mr. StralIt, be ex- 
cused on account of sickness. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. One moment. The gentleman 


from Tennessee [Mr. McCa.u] asks that his colleague [Mr. 
Brown} be excused, and the gentleman from Michigan objects. 
Mr. McCALLof Tennessee. lLaskthat he beexcused, on account | 


of the illness of his wife. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say this to members, 
that after a quorum has been secured I will not object to this pro- 
cedure of excuses for members, but for the present time I am 


obliged to do so. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, the ground on which my colleague has 
asked that Mr. Brown be excused is not on account of his own 
sickness, but on account of the sickness of his wife. I now move 
that he be excused on account of the sickness of his wife. 


Mr. Tuomas later withdrew the objection, and Mr. CHICKER- 
ING was excused. 

Mr. STRONG. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. WI- 
son of Ohio, be excused on account of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
| Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that Mr. ALLEN of Ut 

be excused on account of illness in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
PARKER, be excused. 

Mr. HOWARD. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that t 
—— from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER] has already | 
excused, 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman from 
Mississippi, Mr. ALLEN, be excused on account of important 
business. 

Mr. EVANS. Iobject. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina moves that the House do now adjourn. Under the rule }t 
requires a Majority of those present to second the motion. 
| many as are in favor of seconding the motion that the Honse do 
now adjourn will stand until counted. [A pause.] No one rising 
to second the motion to adjourn, the motion is out of order. 
[ Laughter. ; 
| Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker,I rise to a parliamentary in- 

q 





a 


AS 


uiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 








Mr. WHEELER. ev 
and I wish to ask the Chair if we can not now proceed to do busi- 


It is evident that there is a quorum present, 


ess. 
7 The SPEAKER pro tempore. According to the report of the 
Clerk, no quorum is yet present. 

Mr. WHEELER. Lrise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER. Is it not in order for the Speaker to now 
count the House, and, if there is a quorum present, to declare that 


fact: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not, the House 
being now determining by a roll call whether or not there is a 
quorum present. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX. Is not the trouble with the House just now that the 
gentleman from Missouri | Mr. DocKERy] is not present, and that 
consequently we can not proceed with business? [Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not regard that 
as a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I would inquire how many mem- 
bers are present? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
members are present. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, Mr. ALLEN, be excused on account of im- 

tant business. 

A Memper. What is the business? are. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Dinsmore, the 
Speaker pro tempore declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DINSMORE. [I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 91; so the 
motion was rejected. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MERCER. The vote on the last proposition has not been 
announced by the Chair, as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is mistaken; it 
has been announced. 

Mr.MERCER. Then I would like to know what the result was. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ten members rose to second the 
motion of the gentleman from South Carolina, not a sufficient 
number, and consequently the motion was not seconded. 

Mr. TALBERT. lL ask that the other side be counted. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The rule requires that a majority 
of those present shall second the motion. 

Mr. TALBERT. Well, I want to know by a count of the other 
side whether you have a majority. [{Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The record shows that the gen- 
tleman did not have a majority. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I wish to submit a motion, if 
in order, that the Speaker direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to arrest 
absent members and bring before the bar of the House ail who 
are absent without excuse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
motion would be in order. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleiman will state it. 

Mr. LEWIS. I understood the Speaker to rule a moment ago 
that the motion suggested by the gentleman from New Jersey, 
to require the Sergeant-at-Arms to arrest absentees and bring them 
to the bar of the Hcuse, would not be in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That was not the motion. 

oe WATSON of Ohio. If it had been, would it have beenin 
order 

_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tion when it is presented. 

Mr. BLUE. Would it be in order to ask the recapitulation of | 
the roll call? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will have the vote | 
recapitulated. 

The Olerk read the names of those voting. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, if in order, I move that we send 
for the Committee on Rules, the gentlemen who brought about 
this session to-night. I have an impression that they are not here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the motion is 
not in order. 

Fa agen I ask unanimous consent to consider this bill. 
ughter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the 
House still lacks one of a quorum, there being a mistake made on 
the first announcement. 


One hundred and seventy-five 


The Chair does not think that 


The Chair will rule on that ques- 
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Mr. TALBERT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was not seconded, fifteen members only rising in 
favor thereof. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. At this stage, there being 
only one less than a quorum present, would it not be in order that 
the Speaker be counted as present? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the 
chair has been marked as present and voting for some time. 

Mr. OTEY. Il rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 





[ rise to a parliamentary 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. OTEY. I understand that I was excused on account of 
sickness. I would like to know if itisa fact? [Laughter. 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entertaina 
request for unanimous consent. The only question now is the 
announcement of the vote, a quorum being present. 

On this question 160 members have voted in the affirmative, 5 
in the negative, and 14 members are recorded as present and not 
voting, the names of whom the Clerk will now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Present and not voting: Mr. BARNEY, Mr. BArRHAM, Mr. BARTLETT of 
Georgia, Mr. CLARK of Missouri, Mr. Curtis of lowa, Mr. Dinsmore, Mr. 
DockerrRY, Mr. Hart, Mr. Low, Mr. Minor of Wisconsin, Mr. Orry, Mr. 
SNOVER, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. STALLINGS. 

The following members reported “‘ present” after the call: Mr, 
TerRRY and Mr. WILSON of Ohio. 

So the motion of Mr. THOMAS was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Lacey in the chair. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That House bills, as they are reached on the Calendar, be passed 
over without prejudice, and that Senate bills only be considered. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on the reso- 
lution for a moment. Weare within two weeks of the closeof the 
session. Whatever legislation is to be considered by the House 
should be such as will most likely be enacted intolaw. If we take 
up House bills this evening, they will have to go to the Senate, 
and then to the President. The time is not sufficient for all this, 
and to give the necessary ten days before the close of the session. 
Now, in the interest of those who may be benefited by these bills, 
I think we ought to do that which will accomplish the greatest 
practical result. I understand that it is desirable for each of us 
to get our individual bills considered and to secure their passage 
by the House. While that may be praiseworthy and beneticial to 
us as individuals, yet we must look upon this matter from the 
standpoint of the beneficiaries, and for that reason we ought to 
pass the bills which have passed the Senate, so that they may go 
immediately to the President. 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. HULICK. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
House bills which we may take up to-night can not possibly be- 
come laws? 

Mr. THOMAS. It is note ntirely impossible for them to become 
laws, but it is improbable that they will, and we should take up 
the work which will accomplish the most. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I hope this resolution will be voted 
down. We onght not to pass Senate bills to the exclusion of bills 
relating to our particular friends and constituents. Lam opposed 
to the resolution and hope it will be defeated. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iam not in favor of the reso- 
lution offered by the gentleiman from Michigan {Mr. Tuomas}. I 
understood him to say that he desired to take up Senate bills in 
order to pass them, and that that would be the best way to expe- 
dite business. There are yet some eighteen days of this session 
remaining. I have seen bills passed in this House on Friday night 
when Congress adjourned on Monday, and yet those bills passed 
the Senate and were approved by the President. 

Mr. HARDY. Was Grover Cleveland President at that time? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, he was. Therefore lam 
in favor of proceeding regularly and taking up the bills that are 
on the Calendar, so that there will be an equal chance for House 
bills and Senate bills in the order in which they appear on the 
Calendar. There is no reason why we should, at this time, give 
preference to Senate bills, because there is ample time for us to 
pass 50 or 100 more bills in the House, have them acted on in the 
Senate, and approved by the President. Therefore I hope the res- 
olution will be voted down. fe 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say one word on that 
motion. 
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The CHAIRMAN. This debate is by unanimous consent. 
debate is in order except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that Iam perfectly 
willing to assist in facilitating the consideration of all just and 
reasonable bills. I have tried to attend these meetings when able 
todoso. I have a House bill that will be reached if you proceed 
with the Calemdar regularly. A similar bill has been passed by 
the Senate, and I hope that I will be able to get consideration to- 
night. Thisis about the third time that the method of procedure 
here has been changed and the consideration of this little bill de- 
feated. Ifit is delayed again, ifthis programme is carried out, the 
bill will be lost and a great injustice done an honest, worthy old 
man. On one evening the rule has been to call the roll, and then 
that was abandoned at the next meeting and the Calendar has 
been proceeded with. Then you adjourn over another night ses- 
sion. Now you tell us that we can not pass the House bills. I 
think the Senate can and will take care of all the just bills that 
you can pass. Now, if there are Senate bills similar to House 
bills which are upon the Calendar, it has been the custom to sub- 
stitute them for the House bills when reached. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I submit that it is not fair, when we have come here night 
after night for bills long ago reported,and which ought to be 
passed, to lay them aside and go to those which are at the foot of 
the Calendar simply because they have passed the Senate. I ask 
the committee to adhere to the rule adopted at the last session. 

Mr. THOMAS. I understand that there are about four bills— 
possibly not more than three—which have passed the Senate and 
are on the Calendar awaiting the action of the House. I should 
be perfectly willing that, when the House bills are reached in the 
regular order, the Senate bills should be substituted for them. I 
have not the least objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the resolution offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Harpy) there were—ayes 60, noes 79. 

Accordingly the motion of Mr. THomas was rejected. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I offer the following resolution. 

Mr. THOMAS. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is the regular order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That House bills be considered in the following order: The Clerk 
to call the first bill on the Calendar, announce the number of it, the Calendar 
number, and the name of the member who introduced it, and upon his fail- 
ure to respond *“ Present,”’ the bill to be passed without prejudice and the 


next bill to be called in the same way; Senate bills to be called in regular 
order as they appear on the Calendar. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. This is the same order that we had at 
the last evening session. That gives those present the preference. 

Mr. ELLIS. I would like to ask where this call begins, at the 
head of the Calendar, or where we left off? 

Mr. THOMAS. At the head of the Calendar, 

The motion was agreed to. 

CAROLINE A. GROSHON. 

The CHAIRMAN. At the last session the committee was divid- 
ing at the time when the hour arrived for the committee to rise 
and the House adjourn; and the first thing in order will be to take 
a vote on the motion then pending. The Clerk will report the 
title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7489) granting a pension to Caroline A. Groshon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that notwithstand- 
ing the Calendar says that this bill was disposed of in the House 
after the committee rose, it appears on the Calendar as unfinished 
business. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The bill was under discussion when 
the committee rose. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. The bill just called was introduced by me, 
was under discussion when the committee rose, and is unfinished 
business. 

The CHAIRMAN. The statement of the gentleman from New 
York is undoubtedly correct. The question is on reporting the 
bill back to the House with the recommendation that it do lie on 
the table. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Division! 

The committee proceeded to divide. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I think the committee 
does not understand the question. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 10, noes 56. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I move that the bill be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, what bill is this? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the bill, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7489) granting a pension to Caroline A. Groshon. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 


No 





and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline A. Groshon. dano} 
ter of William Groshon, late a private in Captain Messeroe’s company of Now 
York Militia in the United States service, and pay her a pension of 3% pew 
month from the 14th day of October, 1885, in lieu of the pension which | 


late mother, Catharine Groshon, was entitled to and received under the a. 
of Congress approved February 14, 1871. Pigg 
The Committee on Pensions recommended the following amendments 

Strike out the word “ Messeroe’s,” in line 7, and substitute therefor ¢) 
word * Missine’s;” insert after the word “service,” in line 8, the words 
the war of 1812;” strike out all after the word * month” in line 9. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BLUE. I move that when the committee rise this bill jo 
reported back with the recommendation that it be recommitted ; 
the Committee on Pensions. Upon that I just simply wish to< 
that if I understand it correctly, this is an attempt to pens 
either the granddaughter or some remote relative of a soldier . 
the war of 1812. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Will you allow me tointerrupt you? You 
do not understand it correctly. 

Mr. BLUE. Then let us have the report read, as a part of my 
remarks, and we will find how it is. : 

The report (by Mr. HowE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7489) « 
titled ‘A bill granting a pension to Caroline A. Groshon,” beg leave to submit 
the following report, and recommend that said bill do pass, with amendments, 

The claimant is the unmarried daughter of William Groshon, who served 
from September 2, 1814, to December 3, 1814, in Captain Missine’s company 
of New York Volunteers in the war of 1812. 

Miss Groshon swears that she was born January 19, 1827, and that she is 
the only surviving child of the soldier. She further swears that she is de- 
pendent entirely upon her daily labor for support, and that her mother, the 
soldier’s widow, who was a pensioner, died October 14, 1885. 

The claimant's allegations are fully corroborated by the affidavits of J. W. 
Hatsey and A. B. Russell, citizens of New York City, who have known her 
for more than thirty years. 

There are several precedents for the proposed legislation, and the House 
has at this session passed a bill anes pension to an old and needy daugh- 
ter of a soldier of the war of 1812. 

The following amendments are recommended: Strike out the word “ Mes- 
seroe’s,” in line 7, and substitute therefor the word * Missine’s;” insert after 
the word “service,” in line 8, the words “in the war of 1812;" strike out all 
after the word * month,” in line 9. 

Mr. BLUE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I was not mistaken about 
that after all. Did I catch the statement correctly that this party 
was born in 1827? 

Mr. MILNES. That is correct. 

Mr. BLUE. That is the kind of a minor we propose to pension. 
A case of this kind becomes exceedingly pathetic when it is spoken 
of as a dependent daughter. How old would the father have been 
if he had lived to earn the maintenance of this dependent daughter? 

Mr. Chairman, this House has recently either laid upon the table 
| several bills of this character or left them on the Calendar without 
prejudice, and upon one occasion has recommitted the bill. If this 
matter is to be pursued in the line in which the House in former 
Congresses has progressed, and we are to pathetically pension a 
minor born in 1827, what will become of the Treasury of the 
United States when we come to pensioning orphans of the soldiers 
of the late war? It isabouttime that this should stop; and I stand 
here to antagonize it, because I believe it is wrong and without any 
principle upon which a pension should be based. I desire to be con- 
sistent. I made the motion to recommit a bill the other day, and 
it was carried. I trust that the House will stand by the action 
already taken; and that at no very remote period it will repeal all 
legislation of thiskind. Let us pension some of the minor children 
of the soldiers of the late war; let us pension some of the dependent 
widows of the late war who are seeking a pension, and not minors 
who were born in 1827. : cae ; 7 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, it is an interesting spectacle 
to see the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLUE] come here in the 
early part of the session and secure the passage of a bill to pension 
a photographer who had never enlisted in the war of the rebellion 
or any other war, and then come here at this time and talk about 
it being time for this thing to stop. We have here a bill, not to 
pension a photographer; and I say again the gentleman was mis- 
taken in his remarks. This lady was not a granddaughter, and 
not a distant relative, but the daughter of a soldier, an officer, of 
the war of 1812. : p ; 

Mr. BLUE. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Iwill, | a 

Mr. BLUE. I wish to say, with the gentleman’s permission, 
that at the time I favored the bill of which he speaks I believed 
that the man had been wounded in the discharge of his duty, and 
the evidence showed that fact. But even if 1 was mistaken in 
that particular, that bill failed to become a law, although it had 
been passed by a prior House of Representatives. If I had not 
| believed that that soldier, although he was a photographer, had 

been injured in the line of duty, I never should have urged that 
bill here, and if I did wrong in that case, I beg pardon of the 
House, but I insist that this case shall be considered on its merits. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. The gentleman was not mistaken in another 
thing that he said. It was in 1827 that this old lady was born. 
She is now 70 _ ofage. Her father died when she was a minor. 
If she were the daughter of a soldier of the war of the rebellion 


re 














instead of the daughter of a soldier of the war of 1812, she would 
be entitled to a pension under the general law, and I do not under- 
stand that kind of patriotism which confines itself entirely to con- 
sideration for the soldiers of the civil war. This is a maiden lady, 
quite old, in poverty, with no means of support unless this bill 
shall pass. The widow of the soldier received a pension because 
of her husband’s death. The widow's death left this lady, the 
daughter of the soldier, with no means of support, and this bill 
proposes to give to the daughter the pension that was given to the 
widow of the soldier in her lifetime. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”| 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. If the committee will bear with mea 
moment, I desire to say, as chairman of the Committee on Pen- 
sions which reported this bill, that it is similar in character to 
several others that have been reported and have passed the Com- 
mittee of the Whole at this session, and also similar to bills which 
have passed in preceding Congresses, but which, in my judgment, 
are all wrong in a As a member of the Committee on 
Pensions in the Fifty-third Congress I, with others, stood and 
fought against favorable reports upon bills of this kind, but we 
were defeated, and those bills being brought before the House in 
that Congress were passed. Simply in conformity tothe precedent 
then established did the committee report these bills in this Con- 
gress; and I desire to say that it would take a very wise man, a 
man of very keen perceptions and of great industry, to keep up 
with the incongruities of the Committee of the Whole of the 
House of Representatives in their legislation on pension matters. 
{Lau hter.| I honestly believe that these cases ought to be re- 
jected, but in my judgment it ought to be done by general law. 
I can see no real reason why this bill should meet the disapproval 
of the Committee of the Whole, unless it be that such disapproval 
is a forerunner of what is to be the judgment of that committee 
in the future and of the House of Representatives, leading to the 
repeal of some very bad precedents. 

r. THOMAS. Can the gentleman tell us how many such cases 
there are? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Do you mean that have passed at this 
session? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I can not say exactly, but I should 
think about seven or eight—not many. 1 would like to say, fur- 
ther, that within the last week or two it has been the disposition 
of the Committee of the Whole and also of this House to either 
lay bills of this character upon the table without prejudice, or else 
to refer them back to the committee. I make this statement sim- 
ply that members here present may doas they think fit and proper 
in regard to this bill, with a full understanding of the position of 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to antagonize 
the passage of my friend’s bill, but I wish to call attention toa 
fact within my experience, which I am sure must also be within 
the experience of nearly every member of the House. I have had 
at least twenty or thirty letters in cases of this character, making 
applications for pensions for children of soldiers of the war of 1812, 
and in each case I have written that the Pensions Committee had 
never gone so far as to pension children of the soldiers of that 
war. f did not know until it was mentioned here just now that 
such a precedent had ever been set; but I do undertake to say 
that there are thousands, yea, tens of thousands, of cases just as 
meritorious as the one now under consideration—— 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. If the gentleman will permit me to inter- 
rupt him a moment, I think he confuses this case with cases of 
another character. 

Mr. MEREDITH. No, I do not. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. He confused it the other night with the case 
just preceding, which was the case of a grandson of a soldier, not 
of a soldier’s child; and I am informed, and I am quite sure cor- 
rectly informed, that, so far as the daughters of soldiers of the 
Revolutionary war and daughters of soldiers of the war of 1812 
are concerned, there are only seven of each class remaining. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I want to say to the gentleman from 
New York that he is mistaken when he intimates that any bills 
have been reported to pension the granddaughters or the grandsons 
of soldiers of any war. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I do not mean reported by the gentleman’s 
committee. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Irepeat, Mr. Chairman, that I do not desire 
to antagonize my friend's bill, but I say again that I have had 
dozens of letters making applications in cases of this kind, and I 
suppose that every member who hears me has had such applica- 
tions in cases quite As meritorious as the one that is now before 
us. Now, if we are to pension these people, we ought to pass a 
general law for the benefit of the soldiers of the war of 1812 and 
their children. We did undertake to pension the children of 
Revolutionary soldiers, but that was done upon the theory that 
by reason of the lapse of time there must necessarily be very few 
of them. As to the war of 1812, there are thousands and tens of 
thousands of the children of the soldiers of that war just as poor 
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and needy and deserving as the beneficiary of my friend’s bill, but I 
do maintain upon principle that if they are to be pensioned they all 
ought to stand on the same tooting, and that a general law should 
be passed giving pensions to the children of the soldiers of the 
war of 1812, if they are to be given at all. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. There are only seven cases of the daughters 
of the war of 1812. 

Mr. MEREDITH. 
there are over 7,000. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to take up 
the time of the committee in discussing the bill. I only wanted 
to express my gratification at seeing adevelopment here to-night 
in the Committee of the Whole of a spirit of justice and of a 
spirit that shows a tendency to return to sound principles. . I do 
hope that the members of this committee will show themselves 
to-night to be worthy of the issue that they are to meet in voting 
on this bill. 

Now, it has been said by some gentleman here in.the debate 
that there are only a few days more remaining of this session, and 
that the object was to bring forward only meritorious bills for 
the benefit of the old soldiers, against whose claims nobody will 
raise a voice, and let them be passed and go to the Senate and then 
to the President as speedily as possible. I am glad to see gentle- 
men on the other side rise to-night and condemn this practice of 
a violation of our pension law and this practice of following 
precedents unworthy to be followed by honest, upright, and patri- 
otic legislators. 

I do hope, Mr. Chairman, that they are going to conform to the 
law hereafter, and bring forward only these bills that are for 
meritorious old soldiers. [Applause.|] I hope they will not bring 
forward any bills of the character we have had heretofore which 
have created so much discussion on this floor. I hope they will 
put the old soldiers’ claims in the vanguard, and put them for- 
ward on every occasion and let them go through. [Applause.] 
I hope to-night that no bills for the benefit of deserters, or bounty 
jumpers and coffee coolers [laughter], for camp followers, and 
all that class, will be brought up here for consideration. I hope 
also that there will be no bills brought in here for remarried 
widows, but that the bills that do come up for consideration will 
be bills that can be passed without anybody saying aword against 
them; bills for the benefit of those who are entitled to pensions 
at the hands of this Government, men who supported the flag, 
and sustained their injuries in the line of duty. [Applause. | 
Let these old pensioners have their pension before they die. 

I hope, therefore, to start with in that direction, that this bill 
now pending will be covered out of sight, and that the motion that 
it lie on the table will be carried unanimously. And then let us 
start out on the broad path of justice and right and not violate our 
own laws as we have been doing. [Applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kansas, that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it be recommitted to the 
committee. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Is that an amendment to my motion? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is a substitute. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Because I made the motion that it be re- 
ported favorably. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BLUE; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. FatrcHILD) there were—ayes 68, noes 55. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I demand tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinksit is too late now, the vote 
having been announced. 

WILLIAM SHEPPARD. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3402) granting a pension to William Sheppard, late of Company A, 
Sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, which was read, 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pencom laws, the name of William Sheppard, late of 


Company A, Sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and grant him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


Mr. HULING. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the re- 


Oh, my friend, you are entirely mistaken; 


ort. 

The report (by Mr. KERR) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3402) granting a pension to William Sheppard, late of Company A, Sixteenth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, submit the following report: 

The soldier was a privatein Company A, Sixteenth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and was honorably discharged. He was wounded in Novem- 
ber, 1862, and taken prisoner. He was shot through the left ankle, and is now 
drawing a pension of $12 per month for gunshot wound of left ankle 

The evidence shows that upon his return home he was sick for a long time 
with his wound, and blood poisoning resulting therefrom. An abscess ap- 
peared on his left hip, and he was generally very much debilitated 

In 1887 he made application for an increase, assigning as a cause therefor 
sumowat paralysis of left side and increase of disability from gunshot 
wound. 

A medical board in 1887 reported: 

“Scar of the left lateral side of buttock, which is tender and probably the 
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result of sympathetic abscess 
compelled to go with cane and crutch. 
In 1893 medical board reported: 


” 





He is entitled, in our opinion, to $50 per month for gunshot wound of left 
an nd paralysis.” 
In 1804 medical board reported: 
ul itber stand nor walk; his condition is one of almost helpless 
d 
yi f many witnesses shows the soldier’s helpless and dependent 
c I ‘ aid and attendance of other persons, 
and un service origin his rate weal be $50 
' Tl tee that the puralysis is the result of 
blood 1 question the result of his wound. 
The ] ‘e recommended, with the following 
amendmer 
In in li » 6, after the word “late,” the word “ private.” 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire of the gentle- 


There is loss of sensation on the left side; is 


| 


| service by a rebel spy and killed. 


the war from army disabilities: another was shot while in the Governm: 


Mrs. Holliday made application to the Pension Office for pension asan ar) 
nurse, but her claim was rejected on the ground that she had not been . 
ployed as nurse by any person having authority to employ nurses. 

She served as volunteer nurse for more than three years. Her services w: 
most faithful, and were rendered without any pay or expectation of pay 


| were purely the ministrations of humanity and patriotism. 


The committee is of the opinion that the Government should make ; 
sonable provision for thisold woman, and recommend the passage 
with the following amendment: Strike out of line 8 “twelve” and ji 
“thirty.” 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following ame: 
ments, to perfect the bill: 
In line 4, after the word “ place,” insert the words, “ the name of.” 


, Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Lydia W. H 
iday.”’ 


Mr. STEELE. I have alittle curiosity to learn how the c 


| mittee came to raise the amount in this bill from $12 to $30. 1 


man having this billin charge why an application has not been | 
made to the Pension Bureau? 

Mr. HULING. I will say that I think the application has been 
made. 


Mr. ERDMAN. 
was rejected. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I reported this bill from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and can answer the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. I have no doubt the gentleman, if 
present when the matter was considered by the committee, has 
full knowledge of the subject. 

The pensioner made application and was examined by a board 
which reported that he was entitled to $50a month. Notwith- 
standing that fact, his application was rejected by the Bureau, and 
then the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. HULING] introduced 
a bill in the House, which was referred to the committee and 
favorably reported by that committee, largely upon the examina- 
tion of the medical board. If I recollect right, the evidence shows 
that three boards passed on the case, each reporting that the disa- 
bility was from service origin; and the last report declared him 
entitled to a rating of $50 per month. 

So it seems from the evidence that there is no question that the 
bill ought to pass. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Isimply desire to remark that this is a very 
large pension, $50 a month, for a disability which the medical 
board, in 1887, say amounts to a— 

Scar of the left lateral side buttock, which is tender and probably the result 
of sympathetic abse 

This is Simply on a par with what we have seen the House do— 
run mad in the granting of enormous pensions; and it is the evi- 
dence of that liberal spirit I expected to see developed here when 
a full quorum appeared. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, the rest of the report to which 


There is nothing in the report to show that it 
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the gentleman has referred ought to be read for the information | 


of the House. The committee ought not to be put into the ridicu- 


lous position it is sought to be placed in by the gentleman from | 


Pennsylvania, and I desire to call your attention to the report that 
has been already read by the Clerk, and not to the words repeated 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania—a mere extract from the 
rep rt. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation, there being, ona division—ayes 
$1, noes {, 

LYDIA W. HOLLIDAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7432) for the relief of Lydia W. Holliday, of Wheeling, Ohio 
County, W. Va.; which was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place Lydia W. Holliday, of Wheeling. Ohio 
County, W. Va., late army nurse in the army hospitals of the United States 

oO ers, in the late war, from 1861 to 1865, on the pension roll, at $12 per 
th from and after the pa : 


m age of this act. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert the word “thirty.” 

Mr. TALBERT. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. 
stand it, the resolution which was adopted provided that the name 
of the gentleman introducing the bill should be called, and if he 
Was not present it should be passed over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia [ Mr. 
DovENER] is present and responded. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, let us have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ERDMAN] calls for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. Kerr) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


7422) for the relief of Lydia W. Holliday, of Wheeling, Ohio County, W. Va., 
submit the following report: 

The beneficiary of this bill is now 94 years of age and in destitute circum- 
stances, and has no one upon whom she has any claims for support. 

She had three sons in the Union Army, one of whom died a few years after 


member introducing the bill seemed to know his business, ; 
after he introduced it, it was increased $18 by the committee. 
Mr. KERR. Ican answer the gentleman. I wrote the re 
on this bill. The matter was brought before the committee, ; 
the facts certainly justified the amendment proposed by the « 
mittee. In the first place, this lady is now 95 years old, and 
absolutely certain that she can not draw this pension more tha 
year or two. It was shown by the evidence thai she served fait 
fully for three years as a nurse without any compensation or a 


| expectation of compensation. 





| gentleman who introduced this bill knew his business. 
| that he did not. 


| T introduced that bill. 


In addition to that, two of her sons were sacrificed in the y 
upon the Union side. 

We thought, taking all these circumstances into consideration, 
that we ought not to quibble about the amount, but that $3) a 
month for the few remaining days of this old woman’s life \ 
about right. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to apologize for the suggestion that { 
It seems 
Mr. DOVENER. I will not accept the gentleman’s apolog) 

Mr. STEELE. Do you still think $12 is enough? 

Mr. DOVENER. No; I do not. 

Mr. STEELE. Then you owe the House an apology. 

Mr. DOVENER. No; I do not, and this House will show you 
that I do not. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 


| by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. THomas]. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have this mat- 
ter considered a little while. 

Mr. STEELE. Oh, let the old soldiers, whom you are so anx- 
ious about, get their pensions. 

Mr. TALBERT. I know that this is an old lady, and there is 
no doubt about her being helpless. That seems to be the only 
special reason advanced why she should be pensioned. There are 
a great many old ladies in this country of ours who are helpless, 
and some older than she is. 

Mr. STEELE. Not many 95 years old, wholost two sons in the 
Army. 

Mr TALBERT. There is no reason why they should come to 
the Congress of the United Statesand get a bonus. She had three 
gallant sonsin the Union Army. Thatis undoubtedly true. She 
made application to the Pension Office for a pension as an arm 
nurse, but her claim was rejected on the ground that she had n 
been employed as a nurse by any person having authority to «1 
ploy nurses. Now, it seems to me that that fact ought to weigh 
with this House before we hurriedly pass such a claim as this. 

The statement is made here that she served for three years as 
nurse. Possibly she did; but where is the testimony? Where is 
the evidence, except simply the statement in the report of this 
committee? What information was furnished to this committ: 
What kind of testimony was brought before the committee? Was 
there any sworn testimony to show that she served for three yea: 

Mr. THOMAS. Oh, yes; there is conclusive testimony that she 


| served three years as an army nurse. 


As I under- | 


| nished some sworn statement in their report? 


Mr. TALBERT. Iam asking for information. 
Mr. THOMAS. Yes. 
Mr. TALBERT. Why is it that the committee have not fur- 
If you will examine 
the form laid down by law, upon which applications are to be 
made for pensions, you will find blanks on which you are re- 
quired to make sworn statements of these facts. I see nothing of 
that kind here. Then, again, this is away above the ratable pen- 
sion for any army nurse by two and a half times. It seems to me 
that if you give her a pension at all you have carried it entirely 
too high. I make no particular fight against this claim; I just 
make this statement. [Cries of ‘“ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Michigan. 

The aneninent was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill H. R. 7800, Calendar No. 734, by Mr. PrcK Ler. 


Mr. NORTHWAY. 


A parliamentary inquiry, Mr, Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The first bill we dealt with to-night was 
Calendar No. 766. Why are we going back? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill Calender No. 766 was pending 
before the committee at its last session. It was unfinished busi- 
ness. The committee was dividing upon the bill when the com- 
mittee rose. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
turned to. 


How, then, did we pass down that far? 
It was passed without prejudice and re- 


JOSEPH S. BUNKER. . 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
649) granting a pension to Joseph S. Bunker; which was read, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Joseph 
8. Bunker, a soldier in the Southern or Sabine war of 1836, and allow hima 
pension rated at $15 per month. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. LOUDENSLAGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 649) en- 
titled “A bill granting a pension to Joseph S. Bunker,” beg leave to submit 
the following report, and recommend that said bill do pass with an amend- 
ment: 

The claimant served from September 27, 1836, to March 27, 1837, in Capt. B. G. 
Clark’s company of Arkansas Volunteers in the Sabine Indian disturbances. 
His service is a matter of record, and has been recognized by the allowance 
of a bounty-land warrant, but the survivors of the Sabine war being inad- 
vertently omitted from the provisions of the act of July 27, 1892, his claim 
thereunder was disallowed at the Pension Office. 

It isshown by a numerously signed petition on file with your committee 
that the beneficiary is about 80 years old, in badly crippled physical condition, 
and in very poor circumstances financially. 

The following amendment is recommended: Strike out the word “ fifteen,”’, 
in line 7, and substitute therefor the word “eight.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
DANIEL T. TOLLETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7501) for the relief of Daniel T. Tollett. 

Mr.McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I ask to substitute the bill S. 2832, 
which is identical in terms with the House bill. It is on the 
Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (8. 2832) fur the relief of Daniel T. Tollett. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Daniel T. 

ollett, of Centerpoint, Howard County, Ark., late a private in Captain 

oore’s company Arkansas Mounted Volunteers, Sabine Indian war, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. LOUDENSLAGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2832) grant- 
ing a pension to Daniel T. Tollett, have considered the same, and respectfully 
report as follows: 

A House bill of similar import has been before your committee at this term, 
and the same, having been favorably reported, is on the Calendar awaiting 
the action of the House. The report accompanying that bill (House report 
1304) fully sets forth the facts, and is as follows: 

“This is a bill enacting that Daniel T. Tollett be placed upon the pension 
roll because of his service in the Sabine Indian war. 

“The records of the Auditor forthe War Department show that the claim- 
ant was enrolled September 4, 1835, as a private in Captain Moore’s company 
of Arkansas Mounted Volunteers and served until January 21, 1837, when 
honorably discharged. 

“ His at the Pension Bureau under the Indiaa-war act of July 27, 1892, 
Was rejected December 20, 1895, on the ground that the act makes no provision 
for pensions on account of service in the Sabine war. This action was un- 
dou btedly correct as the laws now stand, but it is also true that the Sabine 
disturbances were left out of the act of July 27, 1892, only through oversight, 
as it was intended to cover all the recognized Indian wars occurring from 
1882 to 1842 in that act, and Congress has acted favorably upon every private 
act brought forward for the relief of the survivors of that war. 

“Mr. Tollett is now about 79 years old and in dependent circumstances. 

ese facts are abundantly shown by the papers filed at the Pension Bureau.” 

The amount of pension carried by the Senate bill being the same as that 
Tecommended by your committee in the House bill, it is recommended that 
the Senate bill be substituted for the House bill, and that the same be passed. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill H. R. 7501 will be reported back 
to the House with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 
LUCINDA ANDREWS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
£954) granting a pension to Lucinda Andrews, of Essex, Vt. 
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| said rolls and records against Corydon Winkler, late a private of the E 
| Company, First Battalion, Ohio Sharpshooters, and issue to him an hon 


The bill was read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER., 
out prejudice. 

Mr. GROUT. Wait a moment. 
substituted for that. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
substituted. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. i117 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. That is another bill. 

Mr. GROUT. It is not the same. 

Mr. LEIGHTY. I make the point of order that the Senate 
has to be for the same party as the House bill. 

Mr. GROUT. This is not the same as the House bill or for t 
same beneficiary. I ask to have consideration of it substituted 
for the other bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order, unless it 
the same beneficiary coming from the Senate. 

Mr. GROUT. But I ask unanimous consent of the comn 
that it be considered. 

Mr. LEIGHTY. I object. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I ask that the bill 
783) be laid aside without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, it will be so ordered. 
Does the gentleman from Vermont desire to have the bill H. R. 
6954 acted upon? 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I will say in reference to that 
bill, I do not wish to take the time of the House with it. It isone 
of those bills coming from the Committee on Pensions. The bene- 
ficiary is the daughter of a Revolutionary soldier, and also asoldier 
of the war of 1812; but I presume in the judgment of the House 
that wouid not entitle her to consideration, and I am not going 
to press consideration of that bill. 

‘ The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be passed over without preju- 
dice. 


I ask that that bill be laid aside with- 
I ask that the bill S. 1105 be 


Without objection, the Senate 


bill will be 


Is that the s 


ime bill? 


; } Foye 
Is @ Dili tor 
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CORYDON WINKLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (HT. R. 
2974) to correct the military record of Corydon Winkler, late pri- 
vate Eighth Company, First Battalion, First Ohio Sharpshooters; 
which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to remove from the rolls and records in the office of the Adjutant- 
General of the United States Army the charge of des 


ertion now stan 





discharge, to date the Ist of May, 1864. 


Mr. TALBERT. Let us have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the time of the 
gentleman from South Carolina. 

The report (by Mr. WooMER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
2974) to correct the military record of Corydon Winkler, late private Eighth 
Company, First Battalion, First Ohio Sharpshooters, beg leave to submit the 
following report, and recommend that said bill do pass with the following 


amendment: 

Substitute the words ‘“‘War Department” for the words “Adjutant-Gen- 
eral of the United States Army.” 

It is shown by the records of the War Department that Corydon Win! 
was mustered into the service on November 10, 1863, asa private in the E 
Independent Company, Ohio Volunteer Sharpshooters, and that on the 
day of December following he was detailed ‘as chief sawyer in the ste 
mill in Bridgeport, Ala. . 

The muster-out roll of company, dated July 19, 1865, reports him as ‘“‘de- 


serted between January and May, 1864, from Bridgeport, Ala., where he had 
been detailed as a sawyer.” 
The above is all that is shown by the record, but the numerous affidavits 


filed with the committee and with the Department of War indicate clearly 
the circumstances under which the soldier left th Soon after Wink- 
ler was detailed on duty in the sawmill his company was ordered to Chatta- 


sservice 


nooga, and he was left in Bridgeport in charge of said mill. He remained in 
charge of the mill at Bridgeport until some time in the month of April, 1864, 
when he was completely disabled by having one of his legs crushed between 
two saw logs. The injury which he thus received was such as to completely 
disable and disqualify him for military duty or for duty in the sawmill. He 
was not an educated man, and by said injury was rendered practically inca- 
pable of performing work of any kind 

As soon as the soldier was able to travel, at his own request he was sent to 
Nashville, Tenn., and thence to his home and his family in Ohio. The many 
affidavits referred to show that ever since his injury was first received his 
leg has been entirely stiff at the knee, and that he could not have rendered 


any service to the Government if he had remained at Bridgeport longer 


The evidence satisfies the committee beyond all reasonable doubt that it 
was not the intention of Corydon Winkler to desert the service of the United 
States, and that he went home with the full knowledyveand assent of the offi 
cer in charge of said sawmill, himself and ali others believing that his inju- 


ries were such that 
capacity whatever. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, the committee have heard the 
report read, and ought to be satisfied that there is no merit in 
the case; and I therefore move that the bill be reported back to 
the House with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced thet the 
noes appeared to have it. 


he could no longer remain in the service in any useful 
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Mr. TALBERT. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 43. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman makes the point that there 
is no quorum present. The Chair will count. [After cate 
One hundred and ten—a quorum is present: the noes have it, an 
the motion is rejected. 

The question is upon the amendment offered by the committee. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 52, noes 2. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point—the ayes 
have it, and the amendment is agreed to. The question is on lay- 
ing aside the bill as amended with a favorable recommenda- 
tion 

Mr. TALBERT. 
to say—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is dividing—the ayes appear 
to have it, the ayes have it, and the motion is agreed to. 

Mr. TALBERT. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TALBERT. I think I rose before the Chair put the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman rose to debate the question, 
and debate is not in order when the committee is dividing. 

Mr. TALBERT. But nobody had asked for a division. 
want to say one thing. I am sorry to see the committee have 
backslidden. We started out very well, and you had better pen- 
sion every one of the daughters of Revolutionary soldiers than 
these deserters and bounty jumpers. There is no justice in this 
claim. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 








I would like to be heard one moment. I want 


I just 


JAMES W. DUNN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 821) 
granting a pension to James W. Dunn; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of James W. 
Dunn, late private, Company E, Ninety-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, at 
the rate of $60 per month. 

Mr. TALBERT. Let us have the report, Mr. Chairman. 

The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 321) 
granting a pension to James W. Dunn, beg leave to submit the following 
report: 

Ve is shown by the records and evidence on file in the Pension Office that 
this man received gunshot wounds in the head and in the left groin in the 
battle at Fair Oaks, Va., May 31, 1862; that the bullet remained in the latter 
wound for fifteen years, os constant suppuration; that while the ball 
remained and the wound was still discharging, he had two strokes of paralysis 
—one in 1869and another in 1874—and a preponderance of the medical evidence 
is to the effect that these strokes of paralysis were caused by the wound and 
its results. The ball came out in 1877, but another stroke followed in 1882, 
which caused complete paralysis of left side, and claimant has since been to- 
tally disabled, and now requires the regular aid and attendance of another 
person, being unable to walk or even to stand alone. 


Your committee consider this a meritorious case, and recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman,I think we ought to know a 
little more than this one paragraph why we should grant this — 
pension. I would like to know whether this claimant ever made 
application to the Pension Bureau. 
charge of the bill. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, it does not appear that this is 
a proper claim. There is not sufficient evidence set forth in this 
report for us to take intelligent action on this bill as it stands. I 
thereforemovethatthe word ‘“‘sixty” bestricken out and “‘twelve” 
be inserted instead. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, it appears from the report, 
which has been read to the committee, that this man received a 
gunshot wound in the head and one in the left groin at the battle 
of Fair Oaks, that the bullet remained in the latter wound, caus- 
ing constant suppuration, and that while the bullet remained 
unextracted and the wound was still discharging he had two 
strokes of paralysis. That is the evidence in this case, and it is 
abundant to entitle him to $12a month. It has been some time 
since the bill was considered by the committee, and I am not 
advised as to the case further than what the report shows, but 
this is a bill that has passed the Senate for this amount, and I 
think we ought to hesitate before changing it in the manner pro- 
posed by the amendment. 

Mr. ERDMAN. The acting chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions will certainly agree with me that we ought to 
know whether this man made application to the Pension Bureau 
and whether his claim was rejected. 


No one here seems to be in 


It is a Senate bill. 
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Mr. THOMAS. My recollection is that the man did apply and 
that the paralysis was not recognized as being due to the army 
service or as resulting from the wounds, and the nature of the 
wounds make it a doubtful question, as the report states, but 
there is reason to believe from the condition of one of the wounds 
that it was the cause of the paralysis. 

Mr. ANDERSON. My recollection about this case is that the 
soldier was drawing $12 per month under the law of 1850, because 
his disabilities could not be traced back to service origin. 

Mr. STEELE. How much pension is he receiving now? 

Mr. ANDERSON. My recoliection is that he is receiving $12, 

Mr. STEELE. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out ‘‘sixty ’ and inserting ‘‘ thirty.” 

Mr. MILNES. I want to say that I had a very similar case to 
this before the Committee of the Whole a few days ago, a case in 
which the applicant was totally helpless, requiring the attend- 
ance of another person all the time, his paralysis resulting from a 
gunshot wound, and the Committee on Pensions cut the pension 


in that case from $50 to $30 a month, at which rate it passed the 
House. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the committes 
that I think it is about time we stopped these large pensions, 
They are directly responsible for the great unrest and disquietude 
which exist amongst the soldiers. The majority of those who are 
drawing pensions to-day are becoming dissatisfied with the amount 
they are drawing under the general law, and applications are 
springing up by hundreds and thousands for increases, and they 
will come here to trouble you by the hundred thousand if you con- 
tinue to grant these enormous pensions. I sincerely trust that if 
the amendment I have offered does not pass, the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] will pass. 

The amendment of Mr. ERDMAN as amended by the amendment 
of Mr. STEELE was then adopted. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


EUNICE P. BIGELOW, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
7548) granting a pension to Eunice P. Bigelow; which was read, 
as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Eunice P 
Bigelow, widow of John R. Bigelow, late surgeon of the Eighty-third Regi- 
ment New York State Volunteers (Ninth Militia), at the rate of $30 per month. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. B, 
7548) granting a pension to Eunice P. Bigelow, submit the following report: 

Claimant is past 78 years of age; is feeble, poor, and destitute. She is the 
widow of Dr. John R. Bigelow, who served as surgeon of Ninth New York 
State Militia in the field with the Army of the Shenandoah from June 25, 1S#l, 
to August 10, 1861. This regiment was afterwards Eighty-third New York 
Volunteers. Dr. Bigelow seems to have been commissioned as surgeon of this 
latter regiment by the governor of New York, but for some reason, unex- 
plained, he was not mustered, nor did he serve as such officer. 

From January 20, 1863, to December 9, 1865, he served as contract surgeon 
excepting a period from February 15, 1864, to April 29, 1864. His service an 
discharge appear to be alike honorable. 

There is no doubt from the evidence but that Dr. Bigelow incurred dis- 
eases in the service that followed him to his death. This was malarial 
a with resultant chronic diarrhea and chills, which affected him in 

is last illness. He died November 13, 1887, the immediate cause being peri- 
tonitis. On October 3, 1887, he applied for the first time for a pension, which 
was allowed, after his death, at rate of $17 per month. The accrued pension 
was paid the claimant as his widow, and she has been pensioned at $8 from 
July 26, 1890, under act of June 27, 1890. Her application under general law 
has been rejected, and from the decision an appeal was taken to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and the decision of the Pension Bureau affirmed. Three 
times the case has been reopened by the Secretary of the Interior, but the 
previous decision has been adhered to. 

The Pension Bureau does not accept the cause of death as a result of the 
disease contracted in the service. 

Dr. Bigelow was 79} years old at the time of his death. His attending 
physician certified to the cause of his death as peritonitis, cause unknown; 
subsequently he files affidavit to the effect that, on mature reflection, he re- 
gards the cause of his death the diseases of service origin. Other evidence, 
medical and lay, indicates that the diseases admitted to be contracted in the 
service had something to do with his death; how much no one knows. 5 

The committee are unable to say that the decision of the Pension Office is 
erroneous or unjust, or that claimant has not been considerately and fairly 
treated by the officers in charge of the Pension Office. 

But this claimant is very old and poor. She was married to the soldier 
September 13, 1836. They appear never to have had children. There is no 
one now upon whom she can lean for a support — the municipality in 
which she lives or the Government which her late husband faithfully serve 
for nearly three years. The above facts fully appear by the records of the 
Pension Office, and in view of all the circumstances the committee recom- 
mend that the bill do with an amendment striking out the word “ thirty.”’ 
in the last line of the hill, and inserting the word “seventeen,” and also add- 
ing to end of bill ‘‘in lieu of pension she is now receiving.” 


Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, in a service of six years on this floor 
I have never said a word about this pension business. I have felt 
that, having stood on the other side in the great civil contest, I ought 
not to say much about the pensioning of the soldiers who fought 
for the Union, and I have not spoken on the subject. I must say 
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now, however, that you are carrying these pensions beyond the 
bounds of reason. Nomanin this House feels more kindly toward 
the soldiers who fought against him than I do. No manis more 
willing or more anxious to see just and reasonable pensions granted 
to the Federal soldiers who served honorably in the Union Army 
during the war. 

But, I repeat, you are running this pension business to an 
extreme, so that before long no honorable soldier can feel respect 
for the pension roll. There are men on the floor of this House 
who fought on one side and on the other who are now warm 
friends, and no man appreciates more highly the friendship of 
gentlemen to whom I was opposed in that contest than I do; but 
I want to call attention to the fact that we are approaching a 

oint where to have your name upon the pension roll will cease to 
ye a matter of merit. I rejoice to see reasonable and just pen- 
sions granted to the men who faced me on the battlefield, but is 
it not time that pensions should be confined to those men? Is it 
not time for you to make a clear distinction in this pension legis- 
lation between the men who stood up and bared their breasts to 
the enemy's bullets and the army nurses, the teamsters, and the 
camp followers? 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman permit me to take the name 
of the soldier whose cas2 he is discussing? a ig. 

Mr. COX. I am talking about them all. There are ten or 
fifteen members on this floor who were on opposite sides and tried 
their best to kill each other during the war, and I am sure I have 
no better friends than the gentlemen who fought against me, nor 
have they any warmer friends than men who were on my side in 
that struggle; so that what I say on this subject can not, Iam 
sure, be misunderstood or attributed to any feeling of hostility to 
the Union soldiers. ButI repeat again, gentlemen, you are losing 
sight of the valor and the honor of the real soldier in this indis- 
criminate pension legislation. What may be your motives I do 
not undertake to say, nor do I presume to criticise them. As I 
have already remarked, I have never said a word on this subject 
before, and I never will say a word about it again, and what I say 
now I say in the interest of the gallant soldiers of the Union who 
bore the brunt of the battle, and { warn you that you are not keep- 
ing sufficiently in mind the distinction between them and the 
teamsters, the army nurses, the camp followers—people who never 
heard the whistle of a bullet on the battlefield. 

Now, I donot want to say a word about it, but do you not think, 
gentlemen, that it is time to stop? Do you not think we ought to 
call a halt? Do you not think there is some place where we had 
better put our mark down? If a teamster is permitted to receive 
a pension, when he had the option to resign his place and leave 
the Army whenever he chose to do so, if he is to be placed on the 

nsion roll and on a footing with the gallant soldier who stood 
in the front line of battle, have you not somewhat lowered the 
character of the soldier? Where will you stop? Your army 
nurses, your teamsters, your surgeons, your camp followers, that 
never heard a bullet whistle—is it not time we should stop? I 
want to be understood frankly and candidly, for I was on the 
other side of the question, and I did my best to make pensioners 
of allof you. I see my friend across the way there, and I am 
sure he and I had many a good fight, but we are friends. 

What I want to do is simply this, and I will, as far as my vote 
goes: With the gallant soldier that I met on the field of battle 1 
will be liberal; I will be generous to him. I will go further than 
that—I will be exceedingly liberal to him. But I know where we 
ought to call a halt. Take your nurses, your physicians, your 
hospital stewards. I know more than that. I know there was a 
class in your Army, as there was in ours, that never smelt the 
scent of gunpowder. Give me the old, honest soldier that fought 
against me, and no man on that side of the House will go further 
than I in his behalf. But when you undertake to extend your 
bounty over to a class that used the Army for the purpose of 
making a profit, that is a class that I despise, that is a class that I 
would under no circumstances be willing to support and sustain 
by the bounty of the Government. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is the first time, as you know, that I 
have ever spoken of this subject. I have sat here all these years 
and never uttered a word on this question. I wish to God the 
war was blotted from our memory forever; and I wish to conclude 
by saying that when you put these bills in here I understand very 
distinctly that personal obligations of members appeal to them to 
use their best endeavors to secure their passage. They feel that 
any man from their district is all right. But you are running up 
the pension roll at a rate that is absolutely astounding. Let us 

. Let us confine it to the straight old soldier, who offered 
his life. When he receives injuries, | will vote for him as cheer- 

y as you do; but I will not give to this man, who undertook 
to make a profit out of the misfortunes of the war, my support 
for anything. I will not do it. 

Now, a single word in conclusion. I am glad to say one thing: 
I rejoice to see this spirit coming about here. I like it. There is 
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no trouble with the old soldiers understanding each other. There 
is no trouble about the convictions we had, differing as we did. 
They were honest differences that ought to appeal to the appreci- 
ation and the conscience of everybody else. Now, my trouble lies 
in this: In my country our boys who went through the war are 
helpless, with their legs shot off, many others with their arms cut 
off; we have that population with us; we can not compensate 
them by appropriations here. But we must take care of them 
some way or other. When you vote these extraordinary pensions 
here, while we do not pay as much as you do, still we pay our pro- 
portion, and our part is as heavy on us as your larger part is on 
you. Why not, in the name of common sense, make the old sol- 
diers’ roll a roll of honor indeed on both sides?) When you do that, 
I will vote for you and with you every time. ‘ 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, by way of suggestion to the 
gentleman from Tennessee and these other gentlemen who seem 
to consider that their chief mission in life, and who revel in the 
idea, is to oppose pension legislation when efforts are made here in 
behalf of worthy applicants, I wish to read an item in a corre- 
spondence here, which initself tells the story of the result of the en- 
deavors to *‘ purge the pension roll,” so called,or prevent pension- 
ers going on the roll. The first is a personal letter to Mr. PooLr, 
requesting him to look after the case of Francis E. Demarest, 
United States Navy, which, coming from my district, I replied to, 
and received this answer on January 26: 

Thanks for the interest taken in the case of Francis E. Demarest 


. No. 28374, 
Navy. I wrote to Major POOLE because he was an old comrade, a friend, and 
was upon the Committee on Pensions. 


Over six years had passed since this applicant filed his applica- 
tion for a pension. 

On the day following that letter, on January 27, this letter was 
received: 

DeaR Str: You need do nothing more in the case of Francis E. Demarest 
claim 28874, Navy, as he died last night. 

Another instance of the generosity of the Hoke Smith & Co. administra- 
tion. 

This is all. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, in considering these pension 
questions, I think we ought to look at them from a business stand- 
oint, and that we ought to lay sentiment and everything of that 
<ind aside. When a bill is brought into this House, accompanied 
by the report of a committee, it 1s the duty of each and every one 
of us to examine the bill, to examine the report of the committee, 
and to vote upon it according to the mérits that we find in the case, 
considering the matter as business men should consider a business 
proposition, as representatives of the business people of the coun- 
try. I think that the time has come when we can put prejudice 
and feeling and partisanship behind us, when a proposition is 
made to this House to vote away the money of the people, and to 
consider it without so much of this hullabaloo about the soldier, 
and about what he has done, and al} that sort of thing. That 
time has passed. The soldiers deserve all the credit that is 
given. 

But now let us look at this bill a little while from a business 
standpoint. The committee come here and ask fora pension of 
$17 a month for this woman. 


She is the widow of Dr. John R. Bigelow. 
Now, the committee say that he— 


Served as surgeon of the Ninth New York State Militiain the field, with the 
Army of the Shenandoah, from June 25, 1861, to October 10, 186). 


He served in the State militia for a term of almost two long 
months. Think of it! This man served as a surgeon for almost 
two long months. Nobody knows whether he was within reach 
of gunpowder during any portion of thetime. The law says that 
unless a soldier served for a term of ninety days at least he shall 
not be entitled to a pension. : 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. Have you read beyond the first par- 
agraph of this report? 

Mr. TALBERT. Iwill come to that, if the gentleman will pos- 
sess himself in patience, and will discuss it as a business man from 

| a business standpoint, and see if we, as business representatives of 
| the people, should vote this pension. In the first place, he served 
| not quite two months as a surgeon. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Will my friend permit an interruption? 

Mr. TALBERT. Certainly. I can not object to anything that 
my affable friend has to say. 

Mr. CROWTHER. 1am satisfied you do not desire to mislead 
the committee. 

Mr. TALBERT. Not at all, sir. 

Mr. CROWTHER. This widow is now receiving a pension of 
$8 a month under the law of 1890, and unless her husband had 
served ninety days or longer she could not receive anything uftder 
that law. 








1866 


Oe 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 15, 





Mr. TALBERT. I will come to that in a little while. 
what the committee say further: 


Here is 


This re nt was afterwards Eighty-third New York Volunteers. Dr. 
Bigelov have been commissioned as surgeon of this regiment by the 
gov ior of New York 

Now, what sort of language isthat? This committee, composed 
of intelligent gentlemen, come in here and say that this man 
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ve been commissioned. That is very dubious and 
indefinite language for a committee to come in here and claim a 
pension upon for anybody— 


but for plained reason he was not mustered, nor did he serve as 
such offi 

They even say in so many words that he did not serve as such 
officer. After all this seeming commission they say he did not 
serve. Well, where was he? 


Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. 
please. 

Mr. TALBERT. What was he doing? 

From January 20, 1863, to December 9, 1855, he served as contract surgeon* 

Well, now, what sort of a surgeon is that? What kind of a 
surgeon isa contract surgeon? Who made the contract with him? 
By what authority was he serving? Could he be called a soldier? 
Could it be stated that he was in the service of the Army of the 
United States or anything of that sort? The report says again: 


Read the latter part of the report, 


Further, it says here: 


1 discharge 


Hiis service an 
r 


appear to be alike honorable. 

They do not state that his discharge was honorable, but they 
say it appears Now, it seems to me that the evidence they 
bring in here and the report that they make should not only 
‘‘seem” and ‘‘appear” to be so and so, but should be backed up 
with sworn testimony, as the law requires. What do you think 
of such a report as that, in considering this case as business men, 
when they come in here and ask you to vote away the people’s 
money upon such testimony? He seems to have been commis- 
sioned and his discharge appears to be honorable. That is very 
indefinite. I do not wish to do the applicant here any injustice, 
nor do I wish to do any injustice to anyone else, but it does seem 
to me that that is a very strange report for this committee to 
bring in and upon which to ask for a pension of $17 per month. 

Then it says here: 

The 
ease 


so. 


Pension Bureau does not accept the cause of death as a result of dis- 
mtracted in the service. 


It is not proved by onescintilla of evidence, except the ipse dixit | 


of some layman, that the disease can be traced to service origin. 
The report says: 
Her application under general law has been rejected, and from the deci- 


sion an appeal was taken to the Secretary of the Interior and the decision of 
the Pension Bureau affirmed. 


It says further: 


Three times the case has been reopened by the Secretary of the Interior, 
but the previous decision has been adhered to. 

On three different occasions the Pension Bureau have refused to 
increase this pension. 

Now, as the gentleman says, she had been receiving a pension 
of $8 a month, but it does not state what was the testimony and 
how the committee came to know she received it. It seems that 
her husband was pensioned at the rate of $17 per month, and she 
had the accrued pension paid her as widow and a pension of $8 a 
month from July 26, 1890, under the act of June 27, 1890. 

Now, ‘‘ Dr. Bigelow was 794 years old at the time of his death.” 
I have nodonbtof that. [Laughter.] ‘‘ His attending physician 
certified to the cause of his death as peritonitis, cause unknown;” 
but for some reason it appeared to him some time afterwards that 
he has made a mistake, and he goes back and says it seems to him 
that the disease could be traced to service origin. Somebody had 
been working on him, working upon his sympathies, and he goes 
back and says he was mistaken; he supposed it could be traced to 
service origin. He does not swearit. There is no testimony of 
that kind. This distinguished committee— 

Are unable to say that the decision of the Pension Office is erroneous or 
unjust or that the claimant had not been considerately and fairly treated by 
the officers in charge of the Pension Office. 

They admit, in conclusion, that the Pension Bureau have been 
just and dealt with her as they ought to have dealt with her, and 
yet they recommend granting her $17 per month. There are some 
things that I can understand and some things that Ican not. As 
the traveler said, after traveling all over the world, he understood 
many things—why rivers flow downhill, why the moon shines by 
night and the sun by day—but on passing by a tanyard and seeing 
as the sign of the tanyard a cow’s tail in an auger hole, he said he 
could not see how that cow could jump through that hole and 
leave her tail. I can not see how this committee, who have signed 
this report, can ask this House to give a pension of $17 to this 
lady. She is poor and oe [Cries of ‘* Vote!” ‘“‘Vote!”] Be 
quiet, please, and hear me, am only making a business argu- 


| I have any remarks to make. 








ment and stating a business proposition. Now, I submit, isit just 
is it common sense, upon the report of a committee here who 
themselves acknowledge she ought not to have it—are you going 
to give her $17 a month? 

Now, Mr. Chairman. if nobody else wishes to be heard—I do n: 
want to cut off anyone; I think the case ought to be discussed 
will move that the committee report the bill to the House with t! 
recommendation that it lie on the table. 

Mr.WOOD. Isuggest thatthe gentleman withdraw that moti 
until the gentleman who introduced the bill has an opportunity 
to be heard. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. 


) 


ct 


Mr. Chairman, I do not know th» 
I believed when the gentleman co) 
menced his speech he was going to make an argument against t! 
bill, but Iam told by some of my associates that it is the same 0! 
speech that he has made every night since this session began. 
did not hear it all. 

Mr. TALBERT. The gentleman is mistaken. This is the fi 
time I have made a speech of any length this session, and 
reason of it is because this is such an unjust, inexcusable, and i: 
proper measure. I will speak against all such measures, whet! 
it be Monday night, or Friday night, or any other night, the g 
tleman from Illinois notwithstanding. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. Precisely. I have no doubt th 
speeches will read very well down in the gentleman’s distr 
The whole purpose of the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. Co 
and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT} who ha 
spoken, has been to consume abundance of time in order that 
worthy bills that have been offered here may be crowded out of 
consideration. I have no disposition, therefore, to take time to 
reply to the charges made. The report that has been made by the 


| committee is a very fair and candid one, and I must say has be: 
| to some extent misrepresented by the gentleman who has ju 


j 
| 
} 
| 
| 
} 





| spoken. 
| the floor of the House to determine the merits of this bill. 


I will leave it to the candid judgment of gentlemen on 
The 
original bill provided for granting a pension of $30. That ha 
been cut down to $17, the old pension allowed to this soldier und 
the law. This lady has but few more months -to live. I do n 
know that she is living to-night, and I hope that she will be allow 
this pension. 

Mr. GROW. She is a war widow. 

Mr. ALDRICH of [llinois. And she is a war widow, as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I trust that the com- 
mittee will dispose of it without any delay. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COX. Before that motion is put, I want the gentleman to 
understand me. This is a matter that I want him to understand 
clearly. On any vote to pension an old soldier you will never find 
my voice raised against it. LIraise no captious opposition to any 
kind of bill that you present; but what I want to do, if I can do it 
by my vote, is that the old-soldier roll shall be a roll of honor on 
either side of the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now I renew my motion that the bill be 
reported back with the recommendation that it lie on the table 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to haveit. ~ 

Mr. TALBERT. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from South 
Carolina will withdraw the motion, I would like to move that thie 


t 
d 


| committee do now rise. 


Mr. TALBERT. All right. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. PAYNE having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Lacgey, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole, reported that that committee had had 
under consideration sundry bills on the Private Calendar, and had 
directed him toreport with amendments the bills H. R. 3402, H. R. 
7422, H. R. 649, H. R. 2974, and S. 321; without amendment, the 
bill S. 2832; with the recommendation that it be recommitted to 


the Committee on Pensions, the bill H. R. 7489; with the recom- 


mendation that it dolie on the table, the bill H. R. 7501; and with 
no resolution thereon, the bill H. R. 7548. 


REBECCA A, KIRKPATRICK. 


Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 9785) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Kirk- 
patrick was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the a roll, subject to the limita- 
tions and provisions of the pension laws, the nameof Rebecca A. Kirkpatrick, 
widow of William A. Kirkpatrick, late a penpoent and second lientenant in 
Company F, Sixty-third Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of fi7 per month. 
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Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear the report 
in this case. . 

The report (by Mr. KIRKPATRICK) was read in part, as fol- 
lows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9785) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Kirkpatrick, having had the same 
under consideration, submit the following report: 

The beneficiary in this bill, Rebecca A. Kirkpatrick, is the widow of Wil 
Jiam A. Kirkpatrick. who enlisted as a private in Company F, Sixty-third 


Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, on the 5th day of February, 1862, and | 
ro, on the 9th day of April, 1865. | 
When the company was organized, William A. Kirkpatrick was selected as | 


was honorably discharged at Goldsboro, N. C., 


second sergeant, and was soon thereafter promoted to the position of orderly 
sergcant, and served in that capacity until the 30th day of July, 1863, when he 
was commissioned second lieutenant of said company for gallant and meri- 
torious services at the battle of Vicksburg. i 
the field after the surrender and at a time when the regiment was under 
warching orders, and consequently he was not actually mustered as a com- 
missioned officer. He continued in the service, and through oversight or 
inadvertence was never actually mustered as lieutenant, although the com- 
pany possessed the requisite number of men to authorize his muster untila 
very few weeks before he was finally discharged. 


. = . . . . . -* . . | 
From the time of receiving his commission Mr. Kirkpatrick acted in the | 


capacity of a lieutenant, was recognized as such, and, in fact, commanded 
the company much of the time from the time of receiving his commission 
until he was finally discharged. The Sixty-third Regiment went with Sher- 
man from Atlanta to the sea, and after the surrender of Columbia, S. C., the 
regiment was detailed todestroy a large quantity of powder found in a maga- 
zine near that place, and in doing so an explosion occurred, resulting in a loss 
of more than 2 members of Mr. Kirkpatrick's company, he himself receiv- 
ing serious injuries from the explosion. 
was carried with the maaan 
was discharged, its term of enlistment having expired some months pre- 
yious. While Mr. Kirkpatrick was stationed at Memphis, Tenn., he con- 
tracted measles, which settled upon his lungs, and being an intimate friend 
of General Logan, he was furloughed and sent home instead of to the hos- 
pital. After an absence of four months he returned tothe regiment and 
remained with it until discharged. 

Mr. Kirkpatrick never fully recovered from the results of the measles, 
which was followed by a distressing cough that continued to harass him until 
death occurred March 14, 1895. Death resulted from what is known as Hod- 
gen’s disease of the blood, the result, as his physicians declare, of a diseased 
condition of the lungs. Mr. Kirkpatrick, having no hospital record and not 
being treated for lung trouble in the service, nor for many years after return- 
ing therefrom, although afflicted with a severe cough all the while, leaves his 
widow wholly unable to make the proof required by the rules and regulations 
of the Pension Office, although his death was undoubtedly the result of the 
disabilities incurred while in the service of the United States. 

The beneficiary in the bill is 44 years of age, in feeble health, and unable to 
perform manual labor with which to eer herself. She possesses no home, 
with one daughter depending upon her for support. Mr. 
applied for or received 
entitled thereto during the past thirty years. Neither did he apply to have 
his muster corrected, as he might have done, declaring that he was able to 
make his own living, and that he would not burden the Government so long 
as he was able to take care of himself and family. 

In view of all the circumstances of this case, your committee is clearly of 
the opinion that the widow of this soldier is as much entitled to a lieuten- 
ant’s pension as though her husband was actually mustered. It therefore 
recommends that the bill be amended by striking out the word “seventeen” 
and inserting the word “ fifteen;’’ so as to make it read “and pay her a pen- 
fion at the rate of $15 per month,”’ and that as amended the bill do pass. 


The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the report 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MAJ. JOHN H. GEORKEE. 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the consideration of a bill which will take but a few minutes, 
House bill No. 6845, granting an increase of pension to Maj. John 
H. Georkee, Iowa City, Iowa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of at ohn 
H. Georkee, late of the Twenty-second Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 


at the rate of $0) per month, said pension to be in lieu of the one he now 
receives. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. ERDMAN, I think the hour is too late, Mr. Speaker, and 
I must object. 
__Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I amsure the gentleman will not object 
if I am permitted to make a brief explanation. I ask the gentle- 
man to withhold his objection for a moment. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I wili do so. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. This bill has been read by several gen- 
tlemen on the other side. It has been unanimously reported from 
the Committee on Pensions. 
several pension bills in the present Congress, and I have attended 
every Friday night session except one; but, by reason of this bill 
being so low on the Calendar, I fear that it can not pass except by 
Unanimous consent. This soldier has a splendid record. i 
very thoroughly disabled and requires constant attendance. 
Was one of the most gallant soldiers from the State of Iowa. I 
sincerely trust that the House will passthe bill. The Grand Army 
men of that locality support it unanimously and the citizens as 
well, and I trust that no gentleman present will object to the bill 
under the circumstances. I would not ask to have it considered 


Is there objection to the present 


His commission was received on | 


He was placed in an ambulance and | 
army to Goldsboro, N. C., where the regiment | 


<irkpatrick never | 
a pension from the Government, although justly | 


I have had the honor to introduce | 


He is | 
He | 
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in this way if it were not for the urgent necessity for its passage 
and the hopelessness of reaching it in the regular way. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Well, Mr. Speaker, let the report be printed 
in the Recorp, so that we may see what the bill is about after it 
is passed. [Langhter. | 


| 
| 
| 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill and to the printing of the report in the 
REcoRD? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

The amendment recommended in the report was a it 

The billas amended was ordered to be eng l an ead a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third { nd passed. 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Lowa, a motion to recon r the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table 

| Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
| adjourn. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 


| moves that the House do now adjourn, and the hour of 11 o'clock 
and 30 minutes p. m. having arrived, the House stands adjourned 


until to-morrow, st 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive « 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred a 
follows: 
| A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting 


ne inftormat 





on 
ons at national 
capitals—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey at 
Palm Beach, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
and ordered to be printed. 


as to the cost of embassies owned by various nat 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, from 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to which was referred t} 
| joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 191) relative to the improve- 
ment of the waterway between Birmingham, Ala., and the Black 
Warrior River, reported the same without amendine: 


BILLS AND 


ea 


» Acconi- 
panied by a report (No. 2943): which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Cl and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows 


rk 
IK, 


3y Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7313) granting a pension to John W. Porterfield. (Re- 


port No. 2944.) 

By Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 7295) for the relief of Theo. von Bremsen. (R 
port No. 2945.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memori 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 


follows: 


als 


as 


By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 10313) to provide a system of 
national supervision, to secure a revenue for the Government from 
the corporations organized under this act, and to create a class of 
securities which may be safely deposited with the Government as 


@ basis of circulation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H.R. 10314) toamend 
“An act to repeal the timber-culture laws, and for 
poses *—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


oO 

<0 
Pill nactent 
t 


other pur- 


By Mr. HOWARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 10315) to amend 
the national-bank act—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
| rency. 

3y Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 10316) authorizing the Secre 
tary of the Navy to enter into a contract for the purchase of 
|armor plate for use of the Government for a period of twenty 


t eedi 


| years, at or n 


t exce ng $240 per ton—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. WILLTAM F. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 10317) to anthor- 


ize the Treasurer of the United States to issue 2 per cent fifty-year 
bonds, to authorize the issue of currency thereon, to provide for 
| the interchange of bonds for currency and currency for bonds, to 
| fund the bonded debt of the United States, and for other -pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
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By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H. R. 10318) granting to the Western 
Washington Development Company a right of way through the 
Quiniult Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MURRAY: A resolution (House Res. No. 543) to au- 
thorize the Speaker of the House to appoint a committee of five 
members of the House to investigate the political affairs of the 
State of South Carolina—to the Committee on Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Iowa, protesting against the removal of the United States 
pension office from Des Moines—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Minnesota, in favor of the bill to reclassify the salaries of rail- 
way mail clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Minnesota, in favor of the passage of the bill (H. R. 1) 
relating to the classification and compensation of clerks in the 
United States Railway Mail Service—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LACEY: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Iowa, protesting against the removal of the Des Moines pension 
agency—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A memorial of the legislature 
of the State of California, requesting Congress to impose a tariff 
on foreign fruits competing with the American product—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a memorial of the California legislature, requesting Con- 
gress to impose a tariff on foreign fresh table grapes competing 
with the American product—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Illinois, asking the passage of the bill (H. R. 4339) to 
establish a national military park to commemorate the campaign, 
siege, and defense of Vicksburg—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A memorial of the legislature of Minne- 
sota, favoring the passaze of the bill (H. R. 1) providing for the 
reclassification of the Railway Mail Service—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A memorial of the legislature of Minnesota- 

raying for the passage of the bill (H. R.1) providing for reclassi, 
Fcation of the Railway Mail Service—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: A memorial of the Illinois legislatare, urging 
the passage of the bill (H. R. 4339) to establish a national mili- 
tary park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNEY: Petitions of L. H. Prater and others, of Wau- 
kesha, Wis.; H. W. Sawyer and others, of Hartford, Wis.; Edwin 
Hurlbut and others, of Oconomowoc, Wis., favoring the passage 
of the Cullom and Sherman bills for the prevention of illicit traf- 
ficking in railway tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also petition of Carl Fehlandt, of Port Washington, Wis., urging 
the passage of the Loud bill (H. R. 4566)—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads., 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of G. H. F. Johnson and 800 
other residents of Atchison, Kans., in favor of the passage of 
House bill No. 10090, to prevent trafficking in railway tickets— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition of Emmett Cooper and 53 others, of 
Franklin County; also of H. T. Patton and 25 others, of South 
Pittsburg; also of Lindsay Nelson and 20 others, of Jasper; also of 
8. H. Ingersoll and 19 others, of Estill Springs; also of E. G. Elsey 
and others, of Coulterville; also of D. 8. Layne and 21 others, of 
Victoria; also of J. V. Rankin and 12 others, of Let; also of R. C. 
Love and 24 others, of Shellmound and Whiteside; also of John 
Lipscomb and 12 others of Benns Creek, State of Tennessee, 
asking for the passage of House bill No. 10090, to prohibit ticket 
scalping—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of the Tabernacle Methodist Episcopal 
Church, the First Free Baptist Church, of Olneyville, R. L., and 
the Brady Baptist Church, of Providence, R. I., favoring the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 7441, for the prevention of gambling by 
telegraph, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
mierce. 

Also, petition of the Tabernacle Methodist Episcopal Church, 


the First Free Baptist Church, of Olneyville, R. I., and the Brady 
Baptist Church, of Providence, R. L, and Rev. C. H. Smith, of 
Phenix, R. I., favoring the passage of the Shannon bill raising 
the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Rev. C. H. Smith, of Phenix, R. I., praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 7083, forbidding the sale of 
intoxicating drinks in Government buildings—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Rev. C. H. Smith, of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Phenix, R. I., favoring the passage of the Phillips bill 
(H. R. 6119)—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of E. R. Stockwell and 27 other 
citizens of Theresa, N. Y.,in favor of the bill (H. R. 10090) known 
as the antiscalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

y Mr. CROWLEY: Petition of citizens of Arcadia, Tex., also of 
citizens of Rosenberg, Tex., favoring the passage of the Sherman 
bill to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Letter and papers from Dr. F. A. Tousley, of 
Midland, Mich., regarding placing a duty on chloride of lime or 
bleaching powder, now being largely imported from England—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Henry OC. Hamill, of Alpena, Mich., praying for 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relat- 
ing to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petitions of Jean I. Chailonis and 10 others, 
H. P. Clark and 3 others, J. J. Keefe and 22 others, J. B. Gannon 
and 15 others, Frank C. Butterfield and 16 others, George Earion 
and 18 others, James Tucker and 9 others, C. B. Crandall and 4 
others, John G. Ghigoski and 18 others, Edward M. Blewett and 
15 others, W. B. Stevens and 14 others, favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 10090, to prohibit ticket brokerage—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petitionsof G. D. McDaid and 65 other 
business and professional men of Clinton, Iowa; D. H. Stuhr and 
32 others, of Davenport, Iowa; Charles Howson and 29 others, of 
Dewitt, Iowa; 8S. F. Smith, of Davenport, Iowa, and Neal A. Mc- 
Auley, of Wilton, Iowa, in favor of the Sherman bill abolishing 
ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of Rev. Russell A. McKinley and 
others, of Steubenville, Ohio; Rev. J. B. Gowdy and others, of 
Knoxville, Ohio, and Rev. W. G. Waddell and others, of New 
Athens, favoring the passage of House bill No. 10090, known as 
the anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of J. H. Samples and 83 other cit- 
izens of Excelsior Springs, Mo., asking for the passage of House 
bill No. 10090, for the prevention of traffickingin railway tickets— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of A. M. & M. L. Adams, of 
Humboldt, Iowa, asking for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of the Boston Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation, in favor of placing on the free list certain materials used 
in tanning leather—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition signed by over 2,100 persons, praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 10090, known as the antiscalpers 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of B. M. Nary and 47 other citizens 
of Deadwood; also of Daniel Donahoe and 67 others, of Sioux Falls; 
also of O. S. Gifford and 21 others, of Canton, State of South Da- 
kota, recommending the passage of the Sherman bill (H. R. 10090) 
abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAGER: Petition of A. Gardner, of Atlantic, Iowa, 
and S. E. Zollinger, of Defiance, Iowa, favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 4566, known as the Loud bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of W. H. Snyder and other citizens of Missouri 
Valley, Iowa, asking for the passage of House bill No. 10090, to 
prevent trafficking in railway tickets—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Petition of J. F. Golmer and 53 
other citizens of Seward, Nebr., praying for the passage of the 
antiscalpers bill (H. R. 10090)—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of L. M. Street and 61 other citizens of York; also 
of Rev. R. T. Cross, of York; also of Rev. G. W. Goodale, of 
Hebron, State of Nebraska, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 10090, known as the antiscalpers bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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By Mr. HANLY: Petition of citizens of Lafayette and other 
cities of Indiana, praying for the passage of House bill No. 10090, 
abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By tr. HATCH: Petition of citizens of Monon, Ind., favoring | 
the passage of House bill No. 10090 and Senate bill No. 3545, to | 
prevent the illicit trafficking in railway tickets—to the Committee | 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of 8. C. Platt and 9 other citi- | 
zens; also petition of J. H. Charlton and 24 others, all of Iowa 
Falls, lowa, favoring the passage of the antiscalping bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of Frank Caldwell, of Boone; Anna M. Martin, 
of New Providence; B. L. Saum, of Laurens, and Mrs. J. R. Dosh 
and 14 other members of the Stuart Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union, urging the passage of the Shannon bill (H. R. 9516), 
the Ray bill (H. R. 9563), the Gillet-Platt bill (H. R. 7441), and 
the Wellington-McMillan bill (S. 2485)—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of C. R. Henderson, associate professor 
of sociology, University of Chicago; also of J. A. Cotton and 41 
other citizens of Rockford, Ill., urging the passage of the Cullom 
and Sherman bills to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWE: Petition of the American Federation of Labor, 
in relation to Report No. 2270, reported from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of James Applegate and others 
living on the line of the New York and Long Branch Railroad, 
in the Third Congressional district of New Jersey, urging the pas- 
sage of the Sherman bill abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Kearny Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
and Kearny Camp, Sons of Veterans, of New Brunswick, urging 
the intervention of the United States to settle the difficulty be- 
tween Spain and Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of G. E. Murphy and 16 other citizens 
of Perry, Iowa; also of Revs. M. and P. A. Flavin, of Des Mcines, 
Iowa, asking for the passage of House bill No. 10090, prohibiting 
ticket scalping—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of H. E. Knapp and 40 other citi- 
zens of Menomonie, Wis., favoring the passage of House bill No. 
10090, prohibiting ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of the First Meth- 
odist Church, the Good Templars, and the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Pasadena, Cal., representing a total mem- 
bership of 1,238, to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. KEM: Petition of 35 citizens of O’Neill, Nebr., asking 
for the passage of the Sherman bill relating to ticket brokers—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Evidence in the claim of D. B. Harmon, 
— the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of W. J. Brokaw and other citizens of 
Eaton, Ohio; also of W. D. Thompson and others, of East Town- 
send, Ohio; E. A. Sabin and others of Oberlin. Ohio; John H. 
Boone ond others, of Wakeman, Ohio, and J. N. Barnett, of Belle- 
ville, Ohio, in favor of the Sherman bill to prohibit ticket broker- 
age—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of E. W. Dickey and 19 other citi- 
zens of Kennedy; also of W. B. M. Campbell and 40 others, of Cor- 

us Christi; also of J. F. Willberd and 19 others, of Rungo, 

arnes County; also of J. W. Northrup and 23 others, of Gid- 
dings, Lee County; alsoof L. B. Randall and 30 others, of Belleville; 
also of C. H. Sawyer and 13 others, of Aransas Pass; also of F. A. 
Taylor and 38 others, of Cuaro; also of J. B. Dodd and 45 others, 
of Yoakum; also of C. Fromme and 9 others, of Cibola Valley; 
also of J. O. Dewees and 42 others, of Floresville, Tex., asking 
for the passage of Houze bill No. 10090, to prohibit ticket scalp- 
= the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

y Mr. LACEY: Protest of the Commercial Exchange of Des 
Moines, Iowa, against the removal of the Des Moines pension 
agency—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of H. L. Spencer and 6 other citizens of Oskaloosa, 
Iowa; also of W. H. Needham and 48 others, of Sigourney, Iowa, 
favoring the passage of the antiticket scalping bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Ottumwa Branch Association of Letter 
Carriers, No. 447,in favor of the salary bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. Pat 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of K. B. Ringle, H. Whiteside, and W. 
Y¥. Morgan, of Hutchinson; also of Oscar Offerle and 8 other citi- 
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zens of Offerle; also of E. A. Noble and 9 others, of Kinsley; also 
of G. A. Borthwick and 17 others, of Ness City; also of Ray 3S. Lig- 
get and 7 others, of Pierceville; also of L. G. Lebrecht and 14 
others, of Harper; also of Kobert Findlay and 36 others, of Ster- 
ling: also of A. L. McMillan and 74 others, of Lyons; also of L.S. 
Dickey and 26 others, of Leoti; also of Finlay Ross and 75 others, 
of Wichita, State of Kansas, favoring the passage of House bill No. 
10090, to abolish ticket scalping—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of the heirs of Lewis W. Westcott, 
deceased, late of Brunswick County, N. C., praying that his war 
claim be referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of R. 8. Corrington, of Richmond County. N. C., 
asking that his claim be referred to the Court of Claims under the 
Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Boston 
Merchants’ Association, favoring the placing of degras or brown 
grease on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: Petition of W. M. Fenley and others, of 
Jackson, Ark., remonstrating against the passage of the Loud 
bill relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Hon. Paul Jones and 74 other citi- 
zens of Texarkana, Ark; also of Hon. John M. Pittman and 18 
other citizens of Prescott, Ark., asking for the passage of the 
Cullom and Sherman bills prohibiting ticket brokerage—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petitionof citizens of Omaha, South Omaha, 
and Nebraska City, State of Nebraska, favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 10090, known as the antiscalping bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MILNES: Petition of William C. Hughes, to accompany 
House bill No. 4308, relating to his claim—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of citizens of Amherst, Mass., rep- 
resenting 45 individuals and two organizations of 77 members, 
for the suppression of the sale of intoxicating beverages in Gov- 
ernment buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. PENDLETON: Petitionsof citizens of Cameron, Moody, 
Nolanville, and Rogers, of the State of Texas, urging the passage 
of the Sherman bill abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of 77 business men and companies 
of Sioux City, lowa; also 44 citizens of Spencer, Iowa, favoring the 
passage of House bill No. 10090, prohibiting ticket brokerage—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Twenty-two resolutions adopted by various 
Grand Army posts, favoring the passage of House bill No. 9209, 
known as the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of Rev. W. H. Mason and others, of 
Knoxville; Rev. Jos. Costa and others, of Galesburg, Il., favor- 
ing the Sherman bill (H. R. 10090) prohibiting ticket brokerage— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of R. C. Willerton and others, of Rock Island, II1., 
protesting against the passage of the Sherman bill, known as the 
anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of G. W. Stephenson and 26 
other citizens of Bedford County; also of D. A. Kimbro and 20 
others, of Bedford County; also of J. M. Overall and 28 others, 
of Rutherford County; also of W. B. Earthman and 25 others, of 
Rutherford County; also of E. 8S. Miller and 20 others, of Ruther- 
ford County; also of W. P. Prater and 20 others, of Rutherford 
County; also of R. B. Johnson and 24 others, of Rutherford 
County; also of J. W. Holt and 20 others, of Bedford County, 
State of Tennessee, asking for the passage of House bill No. 10099, 
prohibiting the trafficking in railroad tickets—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RINAKER: Petitions of James O. Emerson, John A, 
Reichard, and others, of the State of Ilinois, urging the passage 
of House bill No. 10090 and Senate bill No. 35-5, abolishing ticket 
brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Numerous petitions of citizens of the 
United States, viz, from the State of Louisiana, as follows: J. L. 
Campbell and 6 others, of Cheneyville; Aug. Erath and 13 others, 
of New Iberia; D. B. Hodson and 14 others, of Eola; Lock, Moore 
& Co., Limited., and 22 others, of Welsake; J. K. Scheoing and 
9 others, of Boef; James Ellis and 5 others,of Welsh; D. E. Sinyt 
and 6 others, of Mermenteau; P. Hogan and 7 others, of Schriever; 
F. V. X. Mouton and 33 others, of Lafayette; H. L. Davis and 28 
others, of Rayne, and V. E. Dupuis and 17 others, of Carencro, 
Also, from the State of Texas: W. F. Holcomb and 16 others; of 
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Luling: J. A. Jackson and 57 others, of San Antonio; R. S. Tan- 
ner and 89 others, of Schulenberg; E. C. Sronce and 7 others, of 
Columbus; M. Dies and 44 others, of Woodville; R. 8S. Menefel 
and 24 others, of Flatonia; T. W. Moore and 20 others, of Ellin- 
ger; T. W. House and 42 others, of Houston; 8. H. Neadams and 
16 others, of Colmesneil; C. F. Pridgen and 11 others, of Thomas- 
ton: Leon Kubel and 9 others, of Elgin: George W. Littlefield and 
28 others, of Austin; Thomas B. Bots and 56 others, of Brenham; 
James Rooney and 14 others, of Corsicana, and Karner & Phillips 
and 32 others, of Mexia. Also from the States of New York, New 
Jersey, and Pennsylvania: Frank W. Smith and 17 others, of 
Bridgeton, N. J.; W. W. Young and 8 others, of Bayonne; Thos. 
McDonald and 15 others, of Jersey City; Jos. Budd and 8 others, 
of Lakewood; W. H. Lane and 11 others, of Asbury Park; Ira E. 
Whyte and 16 others, of Asbury Park; E. H. Applegate and 18 
others, of Asbury Park; George W. Matthews and 18 others, of 
Asbury Park; M. Van Camp and 13 others, of Roycefield; Daniel 
Bennett and 18 others, of Belford; Henry Hardy and 4 others, of 
Marlboro; James A. Smith and 20 others, of Phillipsburg; George 
E. Conover and 9 others, of Chester; Theo. F. Roes and 22 others, 
of Junction; B. F. Sinclair and 4 others, of South Lakewood; Dr. 
Max Merx and 16 others, of Jersey City; E. V. Williams and 1 
other, of Naughright; Myers M. Hodge and 21 others, of Finderne; 
R. M. Ricketts and 22 others, of Elizabeth; Charles H. Dodd and 
12 others, of Jersey City; William M. Seely and others, of Port 
Monmouth; W. W. Ramsay and 17 others, of Keansburg; W. J. 
Brooks and 20 others, of Jersey City; W. Wyckoff and 15 others, 


of Annandale; Edward A. Lucas and 10 others, of Dover; David | 


H. Suydam and 8 others, of Matawan and Freneau; H. L. Wood- 
ruff and 11 others, of Woodruffs; A. W. Thompson and 14 others, 
of Madison and Newark; E. K. Srtphin and 21 others, of Chats- 
worth; F. P. Banghart and 17 others, of Bloomsbury; Theo. H. 
Sickels, of Bradevelt; P. H. Murray and 21 others, of High Bridge; 
John L. Conover and 11 others, of Wickotack; J. M. Bennett and 
17 others, of Long Branch; Thomas H. McNamara and 22 others, 
of Elizabeth; J. A. Haines and 16 others, of Plainfield; James E. 
Fleming and 6 others, of Newark; Charles Van Brunt, jr., and 9 
others, of Branchport; William Hogan and 16 others, of Newark; 
I. W. Rushmore and 7 others, of Plainfield; A. A. Holly and 15 
others, of Netherwood; Charles B. Long and 12 others, of Bayonne; 
Charles E. Westervelt and 22 others, of Boundbrook; W. H. Hills 
and 2 others, of Tremley; R. B. Stryker and 11 others, of Alden; 
John L. Jones, jr., and 5 others, of Fanwood; William A. Rose 
and 5 others, of Jersey City; James H. Willever and 7 others, of 
Valley; D. W. Blake, jr., and 23 others, of Forked River and 
Waretown; Joseph Grover and 11 others, of Toms River; A. CO. 
Keyser and 6 am, of Jersey City; Fred. Van Liew and 134 
others, of Plainfield and vicinity; Theo. N. Sharp and 6 others, of 
Bartley; C. Vreeland and 22 others, of Cranford; Matthew Brown 
and 18 others, of Atlantic Highlands; C. L. Wentzell and 10 others, 
of Asbury; J. B. D. Myers and 18 others, of Raritan; H. A. Ram- 
sey and 18 others, of Lebanon; John Wagg and 8 others, of Ocean- 
port; Charles Malcolm and 18 others, of Morganville; L. G. Cohen 
and 10 others, of Westfield and vicinity; John Foran and 17 others, 
of Flemington; A. H. Jacobus and 12 others, of Newark and vicin- 
ity; C. R. Rept and 2 others, of Kenvil; W.S. Naughright and 15 
others, of Middle Valley; Eugene Latourette and 4 others, of Clo- 
ver Hill and vicinity; Charles I. King and 6 others, of Succasuma; 
Walter Chus and 8 others, of East Orange; F. W. Morris, of Jer- 
sey City; Wm. P. Dodge and 13 others, of Prospect, N. Y.; James 
Green and 4 others, of Tarrytown; Judson I. Wood and 18 others, 
of Ilion; C. C. Adams and 16 others, of Weedsport; John Norton 
and 6 others, of Fishkill; W. F. Engel and 8 others, of Peekskill; 
Edward Quigley and 10 others, of Poughkeepsie; Michael Clare 
and 4 others, of Highlands; J. Dready and 4 others, of Tarrytown; 
Daniel Kilby and 4 others, of Peekskill; George W. Fonda and 13 
others, of Poughkeepsie; Ellis H. Ingalls and 5 others, of Pough- 
keepsie; William Dakin and 4 others, of Poughkeepsie; Samuel 
Miller and 4 others, of New Hamburg; William Colbert and 3 
others, of Chatham; Thomas McCarthy and 4 others, of Hastings; 
W. M. Travis and 14 others, of Carmel; Darius Spain and 3 oth- 
ers, of Lake Mahopac; James Monohan and 7 others, of Cold 
Springs; Daniel Sullivan and 7 others, of Peekskill; Robert Buck- 
ley and 4 others, of Croton Landing; J. Kennedy and 4 others, of 
Dobbs Ferry; R. F. Schaffer and 16 others, of Bangor, Pa.; M. L. 
Baker and 19 others, of Chapman Quarries; W. E. Stallsmith and 
17 others, of Parsons; A. P. Schoonover and 16 others, of Bethle- 
hem; Francis Douglas and 20 others, of Wilkesbarre; W. M. Weit- 
knecht and 15 others, of South Bethlehem; J. H. Guldner and 19 
others, of Treichlers; A. W. Bossard and 16 others, of Wind Gap; 
F. S. Reick and 37 others, of Ashley; Fuller Tucker and 4 others, 
of Scranton; Frank J. Roethline and 21 others, of Northampton; 
A. L. MacDonald and 10 others, of Olivers Mills; J. M. Thomas 
and 13 others, of Lansford; J. G. Stigler and 18 others, of South 
Bethlehem; J. P. Hartman and 20 others, of Catasauqua; John 
McKeever and 22 others, of Catasauqua; ©. E. Loeser and 22 oth- 





ers, of Mauch Chunk; F. E. Fayne and 17 others, of Wanam 
A. F. Newhart and 12 others, of Walnutport; Thomas Slater a; 
19 others, of Easton; J. H. Brader and 19 others, of Leight, 
Howard Attorman and others, of Bath; John Solomon, jr., a 
others, of Mauch Chunk (East); H. M. Maidenwald and 8 oth 
of Bowmans; W. A. O'Neill and 21 others, of Wilkesbarre; (, 
Hills and 21 others, of Siegfried and vicinity; Peter Carroll 
21 others, of Wilkesbarre; C. F. Bower and 15 others, of Coald 
Samuel Betz and 18 others, of Coaldale; W. B. Finchman ani 
others, of Freemansburg; Walter L. Jones and 21 others, of Aj] 
town; R. M. Keiser and 17 others, of Wilkesbarre; D. P. Gi 


| and 15 others, of Leslie Run, and George W. Stetles and 18 o 
| of Rockport, in favor of the passage of the Sherman bill 


10090) to abolish ticket brokerage —to the Committee on Inters 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS (by request): Resolution of the Royal So 
of Good Fellows of Vineyard Haven, Mass., urging the passa, 
the McMillan and Linton bills (S. 3589 and H. R. 10108)—to 


| Committee on the District of Columbia. 





3y Mr. SNOVER: Petition of F. W. Bush, the Rev.S.S. Ch 
and 5 other citizens of Port Huron; also of the Rey. Th. 
gelder, of Mount Clemens; also of C, Edson Yates and 6 othe: 
Armada; also of B. F. Lewis and 6 others, of Inlay City; al. 
272 other citizens of the Seventh Congressional district of 
State of Michigan, asking for the passage of House biil No. 1 
to prohibit ticket scalping—to the Committee on Interstate 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of Theo. E. Piper and other 
Effingham, Il.; L. 8. Kilborn and others, of Clark County, | 
T. E. Burrows and others, of Jasper County; John A. Sweet 1 
others, of Clark and Edgar counties; J. Murphy, of Coles County: 
J. R. Parker, of Coles County, Ill.; Marion Lawrence, of Tole: 
Ohio; L. C. Bryant and others, of Genoa, Ohio; W. C. Hoch : 
others, of Archbold, Ohio; A. P. Grisier and others, of Fayette, 
Ohio; A. Q. Price, of Swanton, Ohio; D. E. Burtree and others, 


| of East Toledo, Ohio; C. J. Brindley and others, of Swanto: 


Ohio; Fred Helfrich and others, of Swanton, Ohio; Samuel Ward 
and others, of Fayette, Ohio; W. B.-Ganiard and others, of De!t«, 
Ohio; W. C. Worrell and others, of Toledo, Ohio; E. C. Edson 
and others, of Sylvania, Ohio; V. H. Zulch and others, of Toledo 
Ohio; F. E. Calkins and others, of Millbury, Ohio; Willian 
Decker, of Port Clinton, Ohio; E. A. Powers and others, of P 
Clinton, Ohio; Silas George and others, of Millbury, Ohio; C, R. 8. 
Walts and others, of Delta, Ohio, and W. H. Owen and others, 
of Delta, Ohio, favoring the passage of the Sherman bill abolish- 
ing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreiy: 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of F. T. Lane, of Toledo, Ohio, favorable to the 
Loud bill (H. R. 4568)—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of Lieutenant R. W. Smith Post 
No. 270, Grand Army of the Republic, of Wrightsville, Pa.. 
favor of the Pickler pension bill—to the Committee on Inyali 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Petition of W. T. Tomlinson 
and C. S. Van Doren, of Hurley; also of Rev. E. F. Van Hoote: 
and 28 others, of Merrill, Wis., favoring the passage of House in!! 
No. 10090, prohibiting ticket scalping—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and a Commerce. 

By Mr. STOKES: Resolution of the Charleston (S. C.) «i‘y 
council, asking for $1,200 to complete approaches to the new post- 
office building—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
Grounds. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska (by request): Petitions of 
zens of Nebraska City, Nebr.; also of Claude Champion Divisi 
No. 277, Order of Railway Conductors, of Lincoln, Nebr.; also 
84 citizens of Weeping Water, Nebr., favoring the passage of | 
Sherman bill abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TAYLER: Petitions of citizens of Youngstown, Salem, 
Pierce, Fairhope, and Bolivar, State of Ohio, praying for the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 10090, relating to ticket brokerage—to tlie 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of John Hayes and 31 other citizens 
of Wabasha, Nebr., alsoof Thorn Thompson, of Lanesboro, Minn 
praying for the passage of the Cullom and Sherman bills for th 
prevention of railroad ticket scalping—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TOWNE: Petition of Erick Dahlin and 173 other resi- 
dents of Wright County, Minn., praying for the establishment 0! 
a system of postal savings banks—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Poads. em 

By Mr. TRELOAR: Petition of L. J. Dryden and 43 other citi- 
zens of Warfenton, Mo.; also of Louis F. Marten and 64 other 
citizens of St. Charles, Mo., in favor of the passage of House bill 
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No. 10090, abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: Petition of W. V. Clark and 914 citizens, 
firms, and corporations of Kansas City, St. Louis, and other cities 
in the State of Missouri: New York, Philadelphia, Chicago, Boston, 


Cincinnati, Omaha, Milwaukee, Toledo, Columbus, Salt Lake | 


City; Wichita, Leavenworth, and Wyandotte, Kans.; Los Angeles, 


Cal.; Bridgeport, Conn.; Tampa, Fla.; Le dville, and Trinidad, | 


Colo.. and other cities, protesting against .he passage of House 


hill No. 10090, prohibiting ticket brokerage—to the Committee on | 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of C. M. Whittemore and 13 
other citizens of Antioch, Tenn., asking for the passage of House 
bill No. 10090, relating to ticket brokerage—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Resolutions of S. G. Simmons Post, No. 116, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Harrisburg, Pa., in favor of per 
diem service-pension bill, which has been reported favorably by 


the House Committee on Invalid Pensions and now upon the Cal- | 


endar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
TuEespay, February 16, 1897 
Prayer by Rev. W. J. B. Brown, D. D., of London, England. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 


proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Jones of Arkansas, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


THE MISSISSIPPI CHOCTAWS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | 


tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 11th instant, a letter from the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs relative to the treaty with the Choctaw Indians 
in Mississippi; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowNntnaG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolutions: 

A bill (S. 1169) authorizing the Secretary of War to issue Spring- 


field rifles to each State and Territory for the National Guards | 


thereof, in exchange for other rifles now held; 

A bill (8. 2101) to provide for the relief of certain officers and 
enlisted men of the volunteer forces; 

A bill (S. 3603) to extend the time for the completion of the St. 
Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company through the 
White Earth, Leech Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du Lac Indian 
reservations in the State of Minnesota; 

A bill (S. 3666) to remove doubts as to the power of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia to provide for a vacancy in the 
office of attorney of the United States for the District of Columbia; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 121) to amend an act granting to the 
Duiuth and Winnipe 
the Chippewa and Wh 
of Minnesota; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 204) authorizing the Secretary of the 
— to transport contributions for the relief of the suffering poor 
of India. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 3614) to aid in the improvement of the navigable channel of 
the South Pass by closing the existing crevasse in Pass a Loutre 
in the Mississippi River with an amendment in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9494) concerning certain homestead lands in 
Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 9708) to provide for light-houses and other aids to 
navigation; 

A bill (H. R. 10278) to reorganize the judicial districts of Ar- 
kansas, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10292) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1898, and for other purposes; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 239) admitting free of duty needle- 
work and similar articles imported by the New York Association 
of Sewing Schools for exhibition purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 252) authorizing the Secretary of 

ar to deliver to the mayor of Buffalo tents, in loan, for the con- 
venience of the Grand Army of the Republic at its annual encamp- 
ment, to be held this year at that city. 


ite Earth Indian reservations,in the State 
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Railroad Company a right of way through | 


Q* 
1s ‘ I 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted at the 
twenty-seventh annual meeting of the National Board of Trade 
held in Washington, D. C., Tanuary 26, 27, and 28, 1897, in favor 
of the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great 


wie 


m cel 


| Britain; which were ordered to lie on the table 

Mr. TURPIE presented the memorial of J. E. Sherrill. of Dan- 

ville, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud 
| bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which wa fer to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Furniture Manu vers’ As- 
sociation, of the E. Y. Smith Chair Company, of the K es Fur- 
niture Company, of the Evansville Mattress and Lou ry, 
Ol J. Shelos!} \ x Co.. of Pri e Bros. & Co f the Vansville 
Furniture Company, and of the Buehner Chair Company, all 
Evansville, Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called Lond ; 
relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the 


Ci 


munittee on Post-Office 


He also pre serite 


ind Post-Roads. 

da petition of the W. B. Barry Saw and Supply 
| Company, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the adoption of cer- 
tain amendments to the tariff bill, relative to saw plates and band 
saw steel; which was referred to the C 


mmittee on Finan: 


He also presented 40 petitions, signed by sundry citizens In- 
| diana, praving for the passage of Senate bill 3545, prohibiting the 
| sale of railroad tickets by unauthorized persons; which w or- 


| dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1552, to provide for the further prevention of 
cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of members of the Christian 
Church, of Lancaster, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the District of Co- 
lumbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of Marshall, Excelsior 
Springs, Hermann, Kansas City, Laplata, Lexington, Mexico, Nor- 
borne, Pacific, St. Charles, St. Louis, Sedalia, and Warrington, 

| allin the State of Missouri, praying for the passage of the anti- 
scalping railroad ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented sundry petitions of 
citizens of Milwankee, Appleton, La Crosse, Menasha, and Dar- 
lington, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of 
the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. BATE presented petitions of citizens of Benton County, 
Memphis, Humphreys County, Shelbyville. Nashville, Belfast, 
Dresden, Haley, Murfreesboro, Huntland, Rock Island, Doyle, 
Smartt, Parsons, Fayetteville, Franklin County, Hickman County, 
Fayette County, Paris, Moscow, Huntington. Winchester, Anti- 
| och, Lebanon, Wartrace, Dexter, Woodland Mills, Gardner, Rals- 
i ton, Union City, South Pittsburg, Darden, Jasper, and Estills 
| Springs, all in the State of Tennessee, praying for the passage of 
| the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on 
| the table. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Newberg, Oreg, praying for the enactment 
of legislation raising the age of consent to 18 years in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 


(re 
‘ 
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ance Union of Newberg, Oreg., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protéct the first day of the week as a day of rest in 


| the District of Columbia; which was refe 
on the District of Columbia. 

| He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Newberg, Oreg., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, 

| or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Newberg, Oreg., praying for th intment 
an impartial, nonpartisan agricultural commission; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of F. D. Wagner, publisher of 
the Tidings, of Ashland, Oreg., and the petition of E. C. Putland, 
editor of the . of Independence, Oreg., praying for the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter: which were referred to the Committee 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam in receipt of resolutions wired me iast 
| evening adopted by the house of representatives of the legislature 
| of Michigan, remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 

10090, for the purpose of abolishing ticket brokerage. I ask that 
the resolutions be read. : 


red to the Committee 


) 
ot 
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on Post-Oftices 
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The resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce, as follows: 

STATE Houses, Lansing, Mich., February 15, 1897. 
Hon. J.C. Borrows, Washington, D. C.: 

Resolutions offered by Representative Gillam, February 2: 

Whereas a bill has been introduced intothe National House of Representa- 
tives, known as H. R. 10000, for the purpose of abolishing ticket brokers, and 
entitled “A bill to amend the act entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce;’” and 

Whereas the provisions of this proposed act, if carried into effect, would 
not only wipe out ticket brokerage but deny to every citizen the right to dis- 

ose of his own property in the open market respecting railroad transporta- 
Lon, and in case of such disposal would be brandeda felon punishable by fine 
and imprisonment; and 

Whereas the passage of such a bill or act would in effect be a violation of 
the recognized rights of the people and is in effect a grab at the — purse 
for the benefit of railroad corporations and to the injury of the traveling 
public: Therefore ; , 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Michigan, That 
we denounce the measure as unjust and one that tends rather to protect cor- 
porate interests than to benefit or in any manner favor the rights and privi- 
eges of the mass of American citizens; and 

Be it further resolved, That we recommend to our representatives in Con- 
gress that they use all honorabie means in their power to defeat the passage 
of any such measure; and 

Be it further resolyed, That acopy of these resolutions be forwarded to our 
representatives in Washington, to the Speaker of the House, President of the 
Senate, to the President of the United States, and to the chairman of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Which was adopted. 





LEWIS M. MILLER, Clerk. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of J. H. Livingston, pub- 
lisher of the Reformer, of Bennington, Vt., praying for the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MORRILL. I present a petition of the pastor and mem- 
bers of the congregation of the Church of the Covenant, of this 
city, praying for the prohibition of the sale of alcoholic liquors in 
the Capitol building and grounds. As the bill on this subject has 
been reported, 1 move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of George W. Barron, 
publisher of the News-Herald, of Hillsboro, Ohio, praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of Rev. Wilbur F. Crafts, super- 
int ndent of the Reform Bureau, of Washington, D. C., calling 
attention to a presented in the Fiftieth Congress from the 
international conventions of the Brotherhood of Locomotive En- 
gineers and the Knights of Labor and other labor organizations; 
from the Presbyterian General Assembly and many other church 
conventions, and from Cardinal Gibbons, in behalf of a Sunday- 
rest law in the District of Columbia, and also introducing new 
petitions from Archbishop Keane and Rey. Dr. Stafford in favor 
of the so-called McMillan bill, to further protect the first day of 
the week as a day of rest in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. CHILTON presented the petition of W. A. Leonard, pub- 
lisher of the Angleton Times, of Angleton, Tex., and the petition 
of Aaron Smith, publisher of the Times-Review. of Mount Pleas- 
ant, Tex., praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petitions of F. Weber & Co., of 
Philadelphia; of J. F. Hazard & Co., of Philadelphia; of T. J. 
McCleary, publisher of the Democrat, of Newcastle; of Henry J. 
Rife, of Philadelphia, and of Ellis L. Mumma, publisher of the 
Morning Call, of Harrisburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
ws relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Mechanics- 
burg, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail mat- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of the Whatsoever Circle of the 
King’s Daughters of the State Normal School, of Westchester, Pa. 

sraying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
oalantionn liquors in the Capitol building; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of the John O. Mahoney Club, of 
Pennsylvania, and a petition of the Stock Exchange of Pittsburg, 
Pa., praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty 
with Great Britain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Northeast, Pa., 
and the petition of OC. J. Kephart, of Annville, Pa., praying for 
the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER presented sundry petitions of citizens of Atchison, 
Wichita, Salina, and Coffeyville, all in the State of Kansas, pray- 
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ing for the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; w), 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL — sundry petitions of citizensof New |] 
sey, praying for the passage of theantiscalping railroad ticket |, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of T. B. Sheldon and su: 
other citizens of Minnesota, praying for the passage of the 
scalping railroad ticket bill; which was ordered to lie on the t 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of John Lowell and suy 
other citizens of Boston, Mass., praying for the adoption of cer 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 2663) to amend the laws relatin» 
navigation; which was referred to the Committee on Commer. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of A. W. McKinstry, 
lisher of the Republican, of Faribault, Minn., and the petition of 
Ransom Metcalfe, publisher of the Mesaba Range, of Biwabik. 
Minn., praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which w 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Minnes: ta, 
praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket ||); 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented petitions of Sarah E. Hunt, vice-president, 
and 12 other members of the General Society of the Daughters of 
the Revolution, and of members of the Massachusetts Charitable 
Mechanic Association, and of the New England Historic and 
Genealogical Society, praying for the permanent preservation of 
the U. 8. frigate Constitution; which were referred to the ‘ 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Good Fellows Assembly, No. 1x7, 
Royal Seciety of G Fellows, of Vineyard Haven, Mass., and a 
petition of 30 citizens of New Bedford, Mass. , praying for the enact- 
mentof legislationregulating fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, 
and associations; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the legislature of Ilinvis, 
praying for the establishment of a national military park to com- 
memorate the campaign, siege, and defense of Vicksburg; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petitions of L. M. Kelley, of Elgin, Iil., 
and a petition of Branch No. 171, International Association of 
Letter Carriers, of Elgin, [ll., praying for the enactment of lezis- 
lation providing for the reclassification of postal railway clerks; 
or were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Harvey, Ill., and a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of New York, praying for the enactinent 
of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Capitol building; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temp:1 
ance Union of New York, praying for the ratification of the p-nd- 
ing arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. Watson Thatcher. of 
Chicago, Il., praying for the enactment of legislation to probilit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building, to raise the 
age of consent to 18 years in the District of Columbia and tlie 
Territories, and to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, 
telephone, or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of E. L. Kletzury, principa! of 
the Norwood Park School, of Chicago, Ill., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
the Capitol building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Benjamin Burton, of Geneva, 
Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to raise the age of 
consent to 18 years in the District of Uolanidle and the Territo- 
ries, and also to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph. te!e- 

hone, or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on tlie 
istrict of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ipresent amemorial of the Cherokee delegates, 
remonstrating against the adoption of the proposed amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10002) making appropriations for 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 80, 1898, and for other purposes. the 
amendment providing that the claims asserted against the fund 
withheld for the distribution to the Old Settlers or Western Chero- 
kee Indians, as provided in the acts of Congress approved August 
23, 1894 (28 Statutes at Large, page 451), and June 10, 18%), (<9 
Statutes at Large, page 344), be referred to the Court of Claims 
for adjudication and settlement. I move that the memorial be 
— as a document and referred to the Committee on Indian 
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The motion was to, 

Mr. WALTHALL presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Wesson, Miss., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES — petitions of Clem Studebaker, of 
South Bend; of the New Albany Ministerial Association, of New 
Albany; of members of the Third Christian Church, of Indianap- 
olis; and of the Deer Creek Preparative Meeting of Friends, of 
Marion, all in the State of Indiana; and the petition of Ellen M. 
Henrotin and sundry other women of New York City, praying for 
the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Brit- 
ain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Travelers’ Protective Associa- 
tion of Terre Haute, Frankfort, and Lafayette, all in the State of 
Indiana, praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a petition of the legislature of Indiana, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation increasing the pay of letter 
carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the legislature of Indiana, pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the civil-service law, 
restoring all soldiers discharged without charges and exempting 
them from civil-service examinations to positions in the Govern- 
ment service; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Serv- 
ice and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of the legislature of Indiana, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation placing post-office clerks and 
carriers in the classified service; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the legislature of Indiana, pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 4439, to establish a national 
military park to commemorate the campaign, siege, and defense 
of Vicksburg; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented the petitions of S. B. Boyd, publisher of the 
Democrat, of Washington; of Hale Clark, publisher of the Ad- 
vertiser, of Washington, and of Walter B. Campbell, publisher of 
the Daily and Weekly Herald, of Anderson, all in the State of In- 
diana, praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating 
to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of O. E. Fulghum, of Richmond, 
Ind., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Wayne County, Ind., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relat- 
ing to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented fourteen petitions signed by sundry citizens of 
Indiana, praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket 
bill; which were orde to lie on the table. 

. LODGE presented a petition of 32 citizens of Amherst, Mass., 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in any Government building; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of 10 citizens of North Easton, 19 
citizens of Middleboro, 28 citizens of Canton, i1 citizens of Hing- 
ham, 11 citizens of Braintree, 10 citizens of North Attleboro, 10 
citizens of Milton, 7 citizens of Hyde Park, 18 citizens of Plymouth, 
80 citizens of Haverhill, and 18 citizens of Boston, all in the State 
of Massachusetts, praying for the passage of the antiscalping 
railroad ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GEAR presented the petition of Mrs. B. L. Ogden, of Coun- 
cil Bluffs, lowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to raise 
the age of consent to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories; to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, tele- 

hone, or otherwise, and to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
n the Capitol building; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Sam G. Sloane, publisher of 
the Citizen, of Charles City, Iowa, and the petition of R. H. Moore, 
publisher of the Democrat, of Ottumwa, Iowa, praying for the 

of the so-called Loud bill, to amend the postal laws relat- 
ing to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also vresented petitions of 46 citizens of Grundy Center, of 
38 citizens of Traer, 20 citizers of Reinbeck, 44 citizens of Dows, 
and 46 citizens of Ottumwa, all in the State of Iowa, praying for 
the of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. THURSTON presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
Omaha, Nebraska City, and Weeping Water, all in the State of 
Nebraska, praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad 
ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of N. H. Parks, petite of the 
Telegram, of Columbus, Nebr., and the petition of L. A. Williams, 
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ublisher of the Pilot, of Blair, Nebr., praying for the passage of 

ouse bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Grand Army of the 
Republic Memorial and Benevolent Association, of Denver, Colo., 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of East Pueblo, Colo., and a petition of the Patterson 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Pueblo, Colo., praying 
for the appointment of an impartial, nonpartisan industrial com- 
mission; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Cripple Creek, 
Colo., anda memorial of sundry citizensof Newcastle, Colo. ,remon- 
strating against the passage of House bill No. 4566,to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petitions of E. H. Snyder, publisher of the 
Chief, of Highlands; of the Enterprise Publishing Company, of 
Rocky Ford; of C. T. Rawalr, publisher of the Gunnison News, of 
Gunnison, and of W. H. Hirst, publisher of the Independent-Jour- 
nal, of Alamosa, all in the State of Colorado, praying for the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws re‘ating to 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Montrose; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Mesa; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Pueblo, and of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of East Pueblo, all in the State of 
Colorado, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest lawin the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. ViILAS presented sundry petitions of citizens of Madison, 
Centralia, Fond du Lac, Green Bay, Merrill, Oconto, Ripon, Fort 
Atkinson, Chippewa Falls, Delavan, Milton Junction, Hurley, 
Neenah, Richland Center, Whitewater, anil Wausau, all in the 
State of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of the antiscalping 
railroad ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin Convention of 
Congrezational Churches, of Antigo, Wis., praying for the enact- 
ment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

LOWER BRULE SIOUX INDIANS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I present testimony taken before the Sen- 
ate Committee on Indian Affairs in relation to the removal of the 
Lower Brule Sioux Indians from their lands south of the White 
River, South Dakota, and their return to them. I move that the 
testimony be printed as a document for the use of the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 10203) to amend section 40 of ‘‘An act to 
reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other 
purposes,” approved October 1, 1890, so as to authorize the sale of 
forfeited domestic smoking opium to the highest bidder, reported it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pensions- 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9689) for the relief of Danie, 
E. De Clute, reported it without amendment, and submitted a rel 
port thereon. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5898) granting a pension to Amanda M. 
Way, as army nurse, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9319) granting a pension to Malachi Salt- 
ers, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3237) granting a pension to Annie Fowler, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Charlotte 
Weirer, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS. from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. WHITE on the 4th 
instant, intended to be proposed to the naval appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7205) granting a pension to Alphonzo 
O. Drake, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6757) granting a pension to Andrew J. Molder, reported 
it without amendment. and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


| 
| 
| 


bill (H. R. 7055) increasing the pension of Anna G. Valk, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

fe also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (HH. R. 4903) for the relief of Hattie A. Beach, child of Eras- 
tus D. Beach, late a private in Company H, One hundred and 
i third New York Volunteers, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. PEF FER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2450) granting a pension to John C. Fitnam, | 
su tied an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the biil was postponed indefinitely. 

VEST, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3680) to provide for the removal of the Interstate 
National Bank of Kansas City, Kans., to Kansas City, Mo., re- | 
ported it with an amendment. 

fe also, from the Committee on Public Health and National 
Juarantine, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 200) 


for the prevention of the introduction and spread of contagious 


ana 


nfectious diseases into the United States, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. CULLOM, trom the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

to whom was referred the bill (S. 3545) amendatory to an act 


entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
887, and the several acts amendatory thereof, reported it with 


amendments. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2164) for the relief of Ellen A. Dunn, reported 
it with an amendment. 


Vir. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


referred the bill (S. 583) to grant a pension to Eli D. Walker, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

ir. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5128) to increase the pension of Jere 
Smith, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. CHANDLER 
on the 14th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the general defi- 
ciency appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
printed; which was agreed to. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10108) 
regulating fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and associations 
in the District of Columbia, to report it with amendments. Iask 
that the bill take the place on the Calendar of the bill (S. 3589) 
regulating frate1 
in the District of Columbia, and that the Senate bill be postponed 
indefinitely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PerkK«s in the chair). In 
the absence of objection, it will be so ordered. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 9709) to better define and regulate the 
rights of aliens to hold and own real estate in the Territories, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the Library, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2571) to purchase the portraits of 
Chief Justices Marshall, Taney, Chase, and Waite, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


REPORT ON PRICES OF ARMOR. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER on the 
13th instant, reported it without amendment; and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs 1,000 additional copies of the report on the prices of armor without 
the testimony, and 300 copies with the testimony. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3699) to pension the 
widow of Gen. William J. Landram; which was read twice by 
its title. and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (8. 3700) to provide for aids to 
navigation; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a bill (S. 3701) providing for a sur- 
vey and examination of the Passes at the mouth of the Mississippi 
River, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 3702) granting an increase 
of pension to Anna E. Pennebaker; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. WILSON submitted an amendment intended to be propos 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was refer, 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to offer a proposed amendment 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. It relates to the offic: 
the Revenue-Cutter Service. Lam undecided as to what comm 
it ought to be referred. I notice that in the other House | 


Commerce Committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
I think. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I therefore submit the proposed any 
ment, and move that it be referred to the Committee on ( 
merce, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered t 
printed. 

Mr. FRYE submitted three amendments intended to be | 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which \ 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be prin 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
wrinted. 

, Mr. BAKER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which w 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
printed. 

Mr. GEAR submitted an amendment intended to be propos 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referr 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be print 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed |y 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 1 
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to 

yrinted. 

, Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be propos 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to t! 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed |) 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to |) 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed | 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred t 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TILLMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which w 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, an 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART snabmitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the fortifications appropriation bill; whic 
were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and order 
to be printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pr 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which wa 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. ELKINS submitted an amendment intended to be propos 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referr: 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VILAS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


> 
. 


THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 

Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to transmit to the Senate the following information: 

First. All provisions of law touching the Revenue Cutter Service, including 
acts relating to the Revenue Marino. . 

second. Copies of all recommendations made by the several Secretaries of 
the Treasury in their annual or special reports made to Congress from Decem- 
ber 6, 1869, the commencement of the second session of the Forty-first Con- 
cress, down to the present time, relating to the Revenue Marine and Cutter 
Service, 

Third. A statement showing the present condition of the Revenue Cutter 
Service, including vessels under construction and repair, and the force, 
including commissioned olficers and enlisted men. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
requested to make such further recommendation as he may deem proper in 
respect to the necessity of immediate legislation to promote the efficiency of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3614) to aid in the 
improvement of the navigable channel of the South Pass by clos- 
ing the existing crevasse in Passa Loutre in the Mississippi River. 

Mr. FRYE. Imove that the Senate disagree to the amendment, 
and request a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Carrery, 
Mr. Newson, and Mr. VEsT were appointed. 


COURTS IN ARKANSAS, 


Mr. BERRY. lask the Chair to lay before the Senate House 
bill 10278, just received from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 10278) to reorganize the judicial districts of 
Arkansas, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to state that it is important that the bill 
should pass at once. Ihave seen all the members of the Judiciary 
Committee except, I think, the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Tuurston]. It is a bill that is unanimously agreed to by the 
entire delegation. It was reported unanimously by the Judiciary 
Committee of the House, und under a suspension of the rules it 
passed the House yesterday. It is a measure of absolute necessity 
in regard to arranging our courts in Arkansas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill which 
will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLAckBuRN in the chair), 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is so unusual to pass bills of such length 
upon coming from the House, without reference to a committee, 
that unless some member of the Judiciary Committee of this body 
will vouch for the bill, I shall be compelled to object to it. 

Mr. HILL. In the absence of the chairman of the committee, 
I will state that the bill has been presented to various members of 
the Judiciary Committee and examined by them, and that there 
is no possible objection to it. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Massachusetts, the chairman 
of the committee, asked me yesterday, in conjunction with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ie to examine this bill and 
see if there was any reason why it should not pass, or if there 
were reasons why it should pass. Of course, in a matter of the 
revision geographically of the jurisdiction of the courts, where 
there are two districts, we have to depend quite a good deal upon 
the Senators from the State. Both the Senators from Arkansas 
assured us that the bill is right, and for the convenience of the 
poe of the State of Arkansas, and the bill appears to be right 
in form, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 9494) concerning certain homestead lands in 
Florida was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. : 

The bill (H. R. 9703) to provide for light-houses and other aids 
to navigation was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. e 

The bill (H. R. 10292) making appropriations for sundry civil 

of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30 
1008, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, an 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 239) admitting free of duty needle- 
work and similar articles imported by the New York Association 
of Sewing Schools for exhibition purposes was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS, 

Mr. THURSTON. Certain resolutions presented by my col- 
league, the Senator from Nebraska {Mr. ALLEN], are pending, 
upon which I had nearly completed my remarks. I ask that the 
resolutions lie overinformally until to-morrow morning. I desire 
to conclude my remarks at the first ay 


yVallabdie opportunity. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objec ion to the request 
of the Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that no arrangement will be made 
that will prevent the consideration of the treaty to-morrow. I 


trust that we may then reach final action upon it. 

Mr. THURSTON. [I will not stand in the way of the treaty, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that 
the Senator from Ohio objects to the request of the Senator from 
Nebraska? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not object, the Senator from Nebraska 
stating to me that he will not stand in the way of the treaty. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to state that notice was given vesterday 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar| that he would 
ask to have the immigration conference report considered immedi- 
ately after the routine business to-morrow. 

Mr. THURSTON. I shall not insist to-morrow morning or any 
other morning on getting in the way of anything that is more 
important. I only desire that the resolutions may not lose their 
place, and that upon the first available opportunity I shall have 
the right of way to conclude my remarks. 

Mr. ALLEN. The resolution to which my colleague refers was 
introduced by me something like two weeks or more ago. It was 
discussed during the morning hour on three different days, I think, 
by my colleague; and while I do not intend to press it with 
undue haste, it occurs to me that the resolution ought to be dis- 
posed of before a great while. I will ask my colleague to fix a 
time when he can conclude his remarks and when the resolution 
may be submitted to a vote. 

Mr. THURSTON. I should be glad to conclude my remarks 
the first morning when there is an opportunity. I shall not desire 
to occupy more than an hour of additional time under any cireum- 
stances. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not desire to press the matter at this time 
more than to say that I want to have the resolutions disposed of 
before Congress expires. I will be amply satisfied with any hour, 


LOAN OF TENTS. 


Mr. HAWLEY. There is on the table a joint resolution from 
the House concerning tents. It is the usual measure which has 
been passed for fifteen years, loaning tents to annual encammments 
of the Grand Army. Iask unanimous consent that it Le taken 
up and put on its passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a joint resolution passed by the House of Representatives, and 
the Senator from Connecticut asks for the present consideration 
of the House joint resolution. It will be read for information. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 252) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to deliver to the mayor of Buffalo tents, in loan, for the con- 
venience of the Grand Army of the Republic at its annual en- 
campment, to be held this year at that city was read the first time 
by its title and the second time at length. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the prese 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

TIMBER CULTURE. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 
$328) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to repeal the timber-cul- 
ture laws, and for other purposes,” and that the same bé imme- 
diately considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from South 
Dakota furnish to the desk a copy of the bill indicated? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 1 have it here, but I suppose the clerks 
have it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed at the 
desk that the bill is not to be had at this time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is the bill that was recalled from the 


nt 


President. - 

Mr. PLATT. I think the bill is in the hands of the Judiciary 
Committee. Is it not? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It isin the hands of the Judicary Com- 
mittee. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed thaf* the 
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bill is in the hands of the Judiciary Committee, and it is not at 
the desk of the clerks. 


A bill (S. 3666) to remove doubts as to the power of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia to provide for a vacancy in the 


Mr. PLATT. I suppose a copy of the bill could be substituted | office of attorney of the United States for the District of Columbia: 


for it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihave acopy of the bill. 

Mr. BATE. Let us hear the copy read, soas to know what it is. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Imovethatthe Committee onthe Judiciary 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
moves that the Committee on the Judiciary be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill that he has indicated, and he 
asks for the immediate consideration of the bill. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and the bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This bill was recalled from the President 
by a concurrent resolution of the House and Senate. 1 move 
to reconsider the vote by which the House amendments were 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair would say to the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota that the bill itself is not before the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will ask, then, to have the copy which is 
before the Senate substituted for the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would further state 
to the Senator from South Dakota that the bill has been sent for. 
It is in the possession of the Committee on the Judiciary. As the 
Senator moves to reconsider the vote had upon House amend- 
ments, which have not been printed, the Chair thinks that the 
bill itself should be before the Senate, so that the amendments 
may be read. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 
wh ch the clerks have. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
amendments are printed in the copy of the bill. The Senator 
from South Dakota moves to reconsider the vote by which the 
House amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the first thing in order would be to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed to a third reading. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I simply wish to disagree to the House 
amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would state that the 
original bill is now before the Senate. The Senator from South 
Dakota moves to reconsider the vote by which the Senate agreed 
to the House amendments to the bill indicated, which amend- 
ments the Secretary will now read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Page 2, line 19, after the word “apply” insert the word *‘ only.” 

Page 2, line 21, after the word “in” insert the words ** North Dakota.” 

Page 2, line 21, after the words ‘South Dakota” insert ‘and Nebraska.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Da- 
kota moves to reconsider the vote by which the Senate agreed to 
the amendments of the House. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I now move that the Senate disagree to 
the amendments of the House and ask for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PEtti- 
GREW, Mr. Berry, and Mr. CARTER were appointed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of me phere by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 719) to restore the pension of Harriet M. Knowlton. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 2,000 additional copies 
of an extract from the Seventeenth Annual Report of the United 
States Geological Survey, entitled ‘‘ Preliminary report on arte- 
sian waters of a portion of the Dakotas.” 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 1104) granting a pension to Isaac N. Williams; 

A bil] (H. R. 
W. Sentman; 

A bill (H. R. 5764) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
D. Marthon; 

A bill (H. R. 5981) granting a pension to Elihu Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 6789) granting a pension and for the relief of Dr. 
Harrison Wagoner; 

A bill (H. R. 5880) granting an increase of pension to Green- 
ville Puckett; 

A bill (H. R. 8388) for the relief of William G. Buck; and 

A bill (H. R. 8898) to increase the pension of Elizabeth Wellons. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
_ The message also announced that the ——— of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 
* A bill (S. 1862) to amend the act creating the circuit court of 
appeals in regard to fees and costs, and for other purposes; 


The amendments are printed in the bill 


1311) granting an increase of pension to Charles” 


A bill (H. R. 9123) to prevent forest fires on the public domain; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 10134) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 380, 1898, 


SYSTEM OF BIMETALLISM. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consider. 
ation of the resolution submitted by me on the 2d instant, which 
is now on the table, and I ask that it may be read. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire wil] 
yield to the regular order for a few moments at least. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have been yielding now for half an hour, 
If the Senator will state what he desires to do and that it will take 
no time to do it, I will yield again. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I am in order and the Senator 
from New Hampshire is out of order. There is unfinished mor 
ing business on the Secretary's desk which ought to be laid before 
the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Chair had announced that 
morning business had closed. If so, I am strictly in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLackBurRN in the chair 
The Chair has not announced the close of morning business. Tho 
Senator from New Hampshire asks to have read for information, 
subject to objection, the resolution which he has indicated. 

Mr. ALLEN. However, Mr. President, if not inconvenient—— 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from New Hampshire has given 
notice two or three times that he desired to submit some remarks 
this morning. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihad anticipated the Senator from Illinois. [I 
was simply going to suggest that if it was inconvenient to the 
Senator from New Hampshire to have the resolution submitted 
by me considered now, I would gladly consent to have it go over 
without prejudice until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Nebraska called the sub- 
ject to my attention before asking that the resolution be taken up, 
and I was prepared to go on, if he had no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; let the resolution submitted by me go 
over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made,in the 
absence of objection. 

The resolution indicated by the Senator from New Hampshire 
will be read for information, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER 
on the 2d instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the United States shoul 
not permanently acquiesce in the single gold standard, and that the efforts 
the Gorernment in all its branches should be steadily directed to secure an 
maintain the use of silver as well as gold as standard money, with the fr 
coinage of both, under a system of bimetallism to be established through in- 
ternational agreement or with such safeguards of legislation aa will ensure 
the parity in value of the two metals at a fixed ratio, furnish a sufficient vol- 
ume of metallic money, and give immunity to the world of trade from violent 
fluctuations in exchange. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and the 
resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, this resolution I earnestly 
favor because I am an advocate of bimetallism and an opponent of 
monometallism, either a single standard of silver or a single 
standard of gold. It is the common habit of gold monometallists 
to say that there is no such thing as bimetallism, that it is impos- 
sible to conceive of two money measures of value, any inore than 
of two yardsticks of different lengths. 

Honest doubters of this kind should realize that few important 
subjects in this world are absolutely simple and comprehensible 
without inquiry and study. The most valuable things of life are 
complex and to be understood only through careful research and 
persistent reflection. Persons unwilling thus to labor and to think 
are unfit to deal usefully or satisfactorily with the complicated 
subject of monetary science, which is of the highest possible im- 
portance to the material welfare of the humanrace. Prof. Francis 
Bowen says: 

As a measure of value, then, money is an indispensable agent of commerce, 
and without it civilization itself would be impossible. (Am. Pol. Econ., 239.) 

Chief Justice Chase says in the al-Tender Cases (12 Wallace, 
583) that the necessity of a standard of value established by gov- 
ernment ‘is indeed universally acknowledged. Without it the 
transactions of society would become impossible.” 

WHAT IS BIMETALLISM? 

To avoid confusing tender minds, however, bimetallism should 
not be called the use of the double standard, but should be 
designated as the system of the bimetallic standard, the use as 
money of all the gold and silver which may be presented at the 
mints, to be coined at a fixed ratio and made a legal tender, with 
the a to every debtor to pay his debt in coin of either 
me 


; 
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It is claimed by the bimetallists that under this system, if adopted 
by the principal commercial nations of the world, there will be 
few fluctuations in the value of money, and therefore that neither 
the prices of property nor the burden of debts will be materially 
affected by such fluctuations, while it is also asserted by the bimet- 
allists that the contrary system—that of gold monometallism— 





will, if finally adhered to, furnish an insufficient supply of money, | 


always liable to many and sudden fluctuations, inj ype affect- 
ing prices and debts, and will, during the process of its adoption, 
so lower prices and increase the burden of debts as to paralyze 
trade and unjustly. ruin innumerable debtors. The progress 
and the final result will be alike harmful and oppressive to man- 
kind. 
That gold monometallism is subject to this condemnation seems 
reasonably clear. Both goldand silver from the beginning of com- 
merce among men have been used as the means of making all ex- 
changes of commodities where trade has advanced beyond the 
mere barter practiced by savages; and their use as money has given 
to them their es value, not their use in the arts or in any 
other way; and the peculiar and indispensable quality which makes 
them available as money is their scarcity, the continuing certainty 
that they will only be found in limited quantities. Professor Bowen 
says (page 248): 

Money isa mere convenience, and in 


of exchange need not, and generally 
whatever. 


erforming its function as a medium 
oes not, possess any intrinsic value 
THE QUANTITY OF MONEY DETERMINES VALUES. 

Upon the quantity of money existing in the world depend the 
rices of the world’s poe ,real and personal. There are other 
orms of money besides gol 

including checks and bills of exchange; but all money not metallic 
must at all times be redeemable on demand in the metal money, or 
itisadmitted to be unsound ae If the relation between money 
and property remains unchanged, that is to say, if the total quan- 
tity of money in the world increases only slowly and in exact pro- 
portion to the growth of business and population, the prices of the 
world’s property will remain unchanged except by natural causes— 
changes in the quantities demanded or changes in the supplies 
which can be provided. But if the quantity of money be largely 
diminished, all prices will go down; if it be largely increased, they 
will go up. 

These propositions are almost axioms in monetary science. 

That an increase of the quantity of money raises prices and a diminution 
lowers them is the most Fg ogee pro tion in the theory of curreney, 
and without it we should have no key to any of the others. (2 Mill's Pol. 
Econ., chapter 8, section 4.) 

Other Snags bein the same, an increase of the money in circulation raises 
prices a ution lowers them. (2 Mill's Pol. Econ., chapter 12, para- 
eraph 1; Ibid, chapter 8, section 2.) ; 

If the whole money in circulation was doubled, prices would be doubled. 
If it was only increased one-fourth, prices would rise one-fourth. 

I apprehend that bank notes, bills, or checks as such do not act on prices at 
all. t does act on prices is credit in whatever shape given, and whether 
it gives rise to any transferable instruments capable of passing into circula- 
tion or not. (2 Mill's Pol. Econ., chapter 12, paragraph 1.) 

But as all credit is based upon obligations to pay money, the 
quantity of money in existence with which to make final pay- 
ments still has the controlling influence upon the general range of 
prices. 

The quantitative theory of the relation of money to prices is 
admitted by all writers and students whose opinions are worthy 
of respect. In the late political canvass even those editors and 
orators who vehemently denied that the general fall in prices 
throughout the world during the last twenty years was owing to 
the appreciation of gold, caused by the demonetization of silver, 
one and all stoutly asserted that a: unnatural and injurious rise 
in all prices would follow from the remonetization of silver; from 
an influx into circulation of cheap or debased money, as they 
termed it. But if an increase in the pas of money by open- 
ing the mints to the silver bullion of the world would raise the 
prices of property, necessarily the diminution of the quantity of 
available mone by excludiftg all the silver bullion of the world 
would reduce the prices of way: 

This argument is confirmed by historical facts. For seventy, 
even for two hundred and twenty, years before 1873 there had 
been such a conjoined use of both gold and silver as money by 
the nations as to amount to practical bimetallism. Estimates differ 
as to the amount of coined gold and silver in existence in 1873, and 
doubtless no estimates are wholly reliable, but — merely. 
Onited States Treasury Circular 123, July 1, 1806: 

Gold. $4, 068, 800, 000 
it a tie eeineseamsngheibesdsseséce 4, 070, 500, 000 

Let it be assumed that there was four thousand millions of dol- 
lars’ worth of coined gold and four thousand millions of dollars’ 
worth of coined silver. All sound paper money was redeemable 
in gold or silver coins, and gold lek sliver were the real money 
w finally paid debts and which there was no obligation to 
redeem in any other money. These amounts were subject to be 

by presentation at the mints of any gold and silver bul- 
lion in existence, whether from old stocks or newly mined from 


year to year. 
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and silver, namely, paper currency, | 
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HISTORY OF SILVER'S DEMONETIZATION 
In 1873 the demonetization of silver, which had been started by 
England in 1816, but with no perceptible effect upon the relative 
value of the two metals, was continued by Germany, enriched 
| by the French war indemnity of one thousand millions of dol- 
lars; and in February of that year the United States omitted the 
silver dollars from coinage. France, in her enfeebled condition, 
| and the Latin Union gradually gave way to the movement for 
| demonetization. After its injurious effects had begun to be ap- 
, parent, the United States endeavored to check it, and by our pur- 
chases and coinage of silver the movement was hindered: but at 
| last, in 1893, our purchases were stopped, and, most fatal blow of 
| all, England closed the India mints which had all this time re- 
mained open for silver coinage. 
The effect of this progressive demonetization of silver, some- 
times halted, sometimes accelerated, was soon seen in the down- 
ward tendency of the prices of property. But the effects were 
| Slow in developing themselves. It is the custom to say that we 
| have virtually had gold monometallism since 1873, and therefore 
| by this time have experienced all the evil effects thereof, if there 
have been any. There can be no greater mistake than to say this. 
Great economic changes are a long time in taking effect. Eco- 
nomie shocks distribute themselves slowly, and so has the shock 
of demonetization, especially by reason of the resistance made 
through the relief measures of the United States. Even when the 
worst seemed to be at hand, owing to the closing of the India 
mints, there was yet another blow to be struck. Although the 
mints of the world were closed to new silver bullion, the four thou- 
sand millions of the world’s coined silver still remained money as 
surely as gold was money. It was reserved for Secretary Carlisle, 
on the 12th of September, 1896, to announce that our silver dollars 
were no longer real money, like gold money, but that they, like tha 
So. of the country, must be redeemed in gold money. 
y that act, so far as he could do so, Secretary Carlisie struck out 
of existence as real money not only our six hundred but also the 
world’s four thousand millions of coined silver, transferred the 
whole burden of sustaining all the paper money of the world to 
| the world’s stock of coined gold, increased the appreciation of 
| that gold, and gave his final blow at silver as a money metal. the 
| effects of which are now making themselves felt throughout the 
| business universe. From this low depth into which it has been 
thrown bimetallism will soon, at the demand of the grievously 
| 





burdened masses of mankind, begin its toilsome movement to 
restoration. 
THE FALL OF PRICES SINCE 1873. 

The regularity and extent of the fall in the prices of property 
since 1873 have been demonstrated with reasonable certainty by 
those results of inquiries and painstaking research known as index 
numbers. The prices during the successive years have been as- 
certained of certain necessaries of life in appropriate quantities 
as they enter into ordinary consumption, and the aggregate prices 
for each year compared with the aggregate prices for each of the 
other years. 

There have been constructed many tables of index numbers 
made by acute, careful, and painstaking students and writers on 
the subject of the changes in the prices of commodities whose cal- 
culations have varied in details, but have singularly corresponded 
in the general result. 

The principal European series have been those of the Lon- 
don Economist, Dr. Soetbeer’s, the Hamburg tables, and Mr. 
Sauerbeck’s, prepared for the Royal Statistical Society. For 
the purposes of these remarks these last tables will be adopted. 

The result of the Royal Statistical Society’s numbers, prepared 
by Mr. Sauerbeck, is as follows: 








4 | Index = | Index 

Year. number Year | number. 
ain ekdrankinnndt mehasebarcaeniies Oe atane sudicdeaenauwen | 69 
hice 95 || 1887_- Seen 63 
eC ee Mr atta eantcannmnanies 70 
NG kane cidsnasidle dedi tei w ae 4, ese ; 72 
St ipanatcnuindnatliant staid SR I Sa isis cinco cn , 72 
A abel tinh cients as excise ta diteioeeii 88 || 1591 72 
as eee 85 || 1892 68 
Ga disign bainddie doweduaadaeaan 84 | 1893 68 
SU ciiadasiebsip de unipatlh onan innlbiiplathiat a tosie Se ah ins awnina aid pits s 63 
Rae cattidindaslad ianisapbkenuniadsi Et ciisntandtnktniuee oes 62 
NN Sian cositectlinn nlite ga Sento ig th 72 


in | | 


If these figures are correct and prove a general fall in prices 
equal to that shown as to the special commodities included in the 
calculations, then the property of the world has diminished in 
money value one-third in the last twenty years, since demonetiza- 
tion began. 

I have in my hand, taken from Mr. Wharton Barker’s American, 
of Philadelphia, issued Saturday, January 23, 1897, a table of 
index numbers, which has been carefully prepared by M?. Bar- 
ker, and which I shall insert in my remarks. The tables include 
from January 1, 1891, to January 1, 1897. There are 100 


rr 








1878 


articles—6 articles of breadstuffs, 4 of live stock, 24 of provisions, 
4 of hides and leather, etc., and 7 miscellaneous articles. The 
summary is given of the whole 100 articlesfor the six years. The 
index number. which is an average, Senators will understand, of 
the whole 100 articles beginning with 100 on January 1, 1891, pro- 
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ceeds quarterly during the six years, sometimes rising and some. 

times falling, until on January 1, 1897, it was 79.95; and therefore 

according to these tables, as Mr. Barker states, within six years 

prices have in general fallen over 20 per cent. . 
The table referred to is as follows: 


Summary of index numbers. 





























cae Raw and | P | Mineral | | —_e | : . | Gene ral 
Bread- ~ Provi- |Hides and/manufac-!yyo4¢414 19 Coal and and vege-| aval. | Building | Chemic- | Miscella-| index 
Silver. | stuifs,6 | ook. 4, | Sions, 24 | leather, 4 tured tex-"poticiag, | Coke, 4 ‘tableot ~ | Stores, 3 |materials.| als, 11 | neous,7 | numb 
articles. wee, *- | articles rticles. | tiles, 1 S| articles. Tarticles, articles. |7articles.| articles. | articles. | 100 arti 
articles. on ie | | eles, 
Ea - emo ee — -_ _ ” - 7 — | —_— | Ee ee 
1891 
| 
Jan. 1...| 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 | 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 
Apr. 1...| 94. 25 118.31 116.98 105. 34 | 100. 52 98. 57 92. 84 | 98. 03 99. 34 110.60 97.37 98. 70 100. 38 101 
July 1...] 98. 21 103. 90 110. 38 100. 40 98. 26 | 95. 60 0%. 22 | 99. 89 94.7 111.61 95. 24 90. 69 100. 56 ve 
Oct. | 93. 42 97. 94 112. 49 98. 09 96. 62 96. 25 | 90.10} 102.10 87.18 104. 41 87.88 | 89. 85 89. 03 94.71 
1892 | | 
Jan. 1...] 91.02 97.17 104. 35 95.08 | 94.13 | 96.15 | 89. 01 | 98.19 83. 82 94.19 90. 86 88.81 93.93 93 
Apr. 1...| 83. 83 89. 45 110. 13 | 97.96 91. 60 96. 20 84. 02 | 99.77 83.17 104. 42 92.81 85. 64 91.3 92 
July | 84. 51 92.58 113. 53 97. 56 | 95. 23 | 97. 50 81.99 | 100.02 81. 42 88. 57 89.53 87.03 99.53 
Oct. 1 79. 76 82.77 104. 85 104. 24 | 94. 32 | 95. 89 81.93 | 103. 46 84. 38 84.17 90. 02 | 88. O4 95. 82 { 
1893. | 
Jan. 1...| 79. 52 80. 59 119.68 | 118.45 93.47} 105.41 | 80.24} 103.94 | 92.10 81. 24 90. 57 | 90. 05 104. 70 98 
mee 5.8 80) 79.99 125. 28 115. 84 | 95. 23 102. 92 81.26 | 97.72 98. 2% 81.99 87.91 92.74 109. 29 9 
July 1 69. 94 73. 62 110.01 109. 32 92. 76 | 90. 62 | 77.09 | 04. 43 90. 81 79.63 85. 34 | 89. 69 100. 69 { 
Or l 71. 62 74. 82 108. 34 | 107. 34 | 90. 44 | 84.41 74.16 92. 41 90.19 77.11 83.7 89. 52 100. 42 9] 
1894 | 
Jan. 1 65. 87 68. 46 101.33 89. 28 | 86. 89 67.93 89.77 90. 89 75. 87 86. 33 | 88.18 | 97.08 87 
Apr. 1 8. 21 70. 38 97.73 89. 90 79. 49 66.11 85. 98 92. 09 77. 34 80. 05 89.25 90. 76 84 
Ju l 60. 59 74. 32 92. 42 83. 57 78.31 | 66.13 83. 11 92.86 89. 39 78. 71 85. 06 91. 45 84 
Oct. 1 60. 84 69. U8 101. 57 86. 38 74. 82 4. 25 79. 82 46 81. 64 75.12 79. 89 82. 89 82. 81 
1895. | | | 
| 
Jan. 1 57.51 | 70.58 84. 88 91.79 | 90. 19 69.18 59.99 78. 33 91.28 76. 82 81.84 77. 76 | 79. 62 79.74 
Apr. l 64. 67 72. 45 104. 41 97.31 | 96. 48 69. 68 60. 26 79. 34 100. 26 85. 65 79. 05 76.77 | 74. 61 82.59 
July 1-.. 65.05 | 75. 83 100. 54 | 93. 59 131. 99 74. 53 69.10 81.53 108. 18 87. 85 80. 68 76. 38 | 81. 87 86.05 
Oct. 1. | 64.31 32, 53 79. 5 | 86. 56 182. 36 81.48 75. 82 89. 36 102. 85 88.10 82. 40 77.95 | 86. 68 84. 53 
1896 
Jan. 1...| 63.95 59. 59 | 73. 83 85.93 | 107.07 79. 96 67.42 96. 97 108. 22 81.19 87. 40 96.27 | 91.14 8 
Apr. 1...| 65. 39 63.73 | 68. 47 83. 60 | 97.74 73. 08 67.25 90. 85 99. 01 82. 66 88. 22 &2. 86 | 90.15 8] 
July 1..| 66. 23 | 55. 70 | 73. 29 78.64) 101.28 72. 34 67.11 98. 73 * 91.6 94. 28 85. 67 81.70 82. 11 t78.5 
Oct. 1-..] 63. 50 59. 94 | 69. 23 79. 16 | 95.12 | 77. 88 64. 83 90. 95 * 89. 91.42 82. 38 79. 21 | 82. 92 +78. 34 
1897 | | 
} | | 
Jan. 1...| 62.16 68. 46 | 77.32 82. 63 108. 92 | 75.41 | 62. 69 
} | 





* Six articles. 


It is to be borne in mind that the final estimate made January 1, | 
1897, includes a rise in three kinds of articles. There is a rise in 
breadstufts owing to the rise in wheat; there is arise in live stock 
over October 1, 1896, and there is a very heavy rise in the four 
articles included under the head of hides and leather, that rise 
having a special cause. There is a rise in building material and a 
rise also in chemicals, notwithstanding which these carefully pre- 
yared tables of Mr. Barker show, as he states, that prices in general 
ae e fallen off over 20 per cent during the last six years. 
A still more striking table is that to be found in the circular of 
the Department of Agriculture issued December 4, 1896, wifich 
seems to have been issued by Secretary Morton, although his chief 
of the Division of Statistics, Mr. Henry A. Robinson, had not 
given him facts which complied with the last request of the Sec- 
retary contained in his letter of instructions of November 23, 1896. 


And the reply 


The Secretary says to his subordinate— 
taken 


as a whole, ought to show whether the mint value of a money metal | 
can 


made by statute greater than the bullion value thereof. 

The Statistician fails to show that, but he does show the great 
fall in farm products since 1866. He has taken, as found in the 
table on page 10, six articles—corn, hay, wheat, cotton, oats, and | 
potatoes—and I insert that table in my remarks. 

The total product : 


total value of the country’s six leading staples for 

















+ Ninety-nine articles. 


bushels of wheat, and then makes a table showing the gold value 
of farm products and silver, of 100 bushels of corn, 3 tons of hay, 
and 27 bushels of wheat, and the sum of the three and 87.125 grains 
of silver and 100 bushels of wheat. This is the result: The 100 
bushels of corn, which in 1866 would have produced $49, pro- 
duced in 1896 $21; the 3 tons of hay, which in 1866 produced 331, 


| produced in 1896 $20; and the 27 bushels of wheat, which in 186 


realized $42, in 1896 realized $20; and the sum of the three, which 
produced in 1866 $122, in 1896 realized only $61. The quantity o! 
silver which in 1866 was worth $104, in 1896 was worth $52; the 
price of the 100 bushels of wheat, which in 1866 was $156, in 1896 
was $73; and it is to be noted that this last figure takes account of 


| the rise of wheat in 1896, because the figures given for 1895 show 
| that 100 bushels of wheat could then be bought for $51, and in 


1896 it was worth $73. 

Mr. President, this is a most valuable and important table, and 
it is of greater value because it comes from the enemy; it comes 
from the other side. It isa table prepared for a Secretary of Agri- 
culture, all of whose desires and all ef whose interests tended to 
make him wish for a different result, and yet here is the unmis- 
takable evidence of the tremendous fall in farm products since 
1866 and since 1873. 


Gold values of farm products and silver. 























the average of eig ars ending with 1895 are approximately as follows: Gold value ot~ — 
“- he eRe RU conan Years. 100 | 27 bush- | 87,125 100 

Article. Product. | Value. bushels ph els of ——< igrainsof| bushels 

a Pia ee ae oe cat ot corn. | ¥- | wheat. * | silver. | of wheat. 
—— _ — —_ — — — \-s D = 

a a ee bushels._| _ 1, 783,000,000 | $850,000,000 | | 7 ‘ s 
rc acecccciconscomcecaqseUR|  SSRGED| GemGumneeD [amen ——-——ee=> cul ad = 2 $122 ee S 
Po dibitinenpandtcdsctedeghtinmeiaehia bushels. 470, 000,000 | 322,000,000 1388 Fobn epee 45 °9 : 101 103 102 
CR sirtectscine ae + mew sieasecnhnninninsuteivionehile pounds..| 8,750,000,000 | 276,000,000 | jagq -~~~~~~---~-~-" st a9 19 105 102 =] 
ies is itcmanialctniinns insincere mushels..| 688,000,000 | 200,000,000 | jy0q ““"""""7"77*"7"~ 4a | 38 Ey 108 103 o1 
ee eaiinenicesiia ae ox. 197, 000, 000 90,000,000 | jan) 7-7 3B rt : 116 103 113 
—_— — oe ———___-_—— TED cnrcrivhenesiitinienens 35 39 30 104 102 110 
He thereupon ascertains the average proportionate production | = on--eneeseneeee . = = = = ” = 
of these other articles for every 100 bushels of corn raised, and ee 38 232 24 92 968 88 
reaches the conclusion that the average is 3 tonsof hay and 27 ' 1376 ___--- vaaiheimia 33 26 Py 4 89 We) 
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Gold values of farm products and silver—Continued. 



































matter how extensively, to producti nm by the more favored pr Miucers Ifa 
— steam thrashing chine would thrash, sack, and tie a thousand bushels a 
Gold value of— | second, b wever! ‘hit might enhance the profits of the men who employ 
ee a = steam t hers on their farms. there wot ’ he ichtes fin 
yr | o- ¥ er i030 | *xerted he price of w ¢ 1 +} y ¢ th 
Years. 100 27 bush-| « | s7125 | 100 wen 1e J wheat u ga h 
| bushels = 5 mens els of can igrains of| bushels oe. we tl 1 the poores ru } 
| of corn. | @ 48¥- | wheat. aree. |‘ silver. |of wheat. | P’y of the market 
ee apace ner — In addition to this argument of General Walker, other points 
[RTT ..ccceee----+-- $34 $25 $28 $87 $93 $103 | are worthy of notice. There was a creat saving in t] ost ¢ ro- 
878 ...------------- pn oa 2 os 89 | ii duction due to railroads, steamers, harvesters 3 
ee oe ~ d we Si aor ee . i i 

0... 39 5 26 | 100 89 | g; | before 1850, so that, according to Mr. W ( 
[SU .-22-een eee e--2-} ¥ an | oy ve : . ; ; : 

BEL .ncancccaceonco=| G4 oo BR | 131 | 88 | 119 | ought then to have fallen, vet it is well esta d tthe 13 
i eat | 49 29 24 le 88 68 | o aonare) wien in nies 7 

Bs3 Se I | 42 | 25 24 r SO 91 | a ies a : aus _ Cs. . ; 

I a Dt 36 vy 17 78 my 65 Again, there have been no increase icllities mM 1 n 

BD --nnnnenanconas- oS wtb wl 80) 82 77 | of real estate. Although it is the subject of cul sad 

MH . on nnn onee---- 37 25 19 | 81 77 ov | a subject of production Yet it is matter t) ‘ 7 
a es } 44 | 30 9 03 q 18 : ‘ mee ACK . 1G 1S mat ’ » 

20 i ae 34 4 2 83 73 93 5 Tva ion ft it In the recent years auring W 1 7 i ! ) 
IR ccetvwekebenes | 23 24 19 | 71 | 72 70 | prices of commodities has been attributed to t 

OU ae S x = 96 81 8t | of silver there has been a general fall i he ! , 
g 25 2% y 7 t  aalaanid : 
#01 seseceececees- = = it | = e e corresponding to the fall in commodities. In calities 
awe 38 25 15 "7 60 i4 | there has been a rise in prices, but the general rule is th 
1994 ....------20---- 46 26 13 85 49 | 49 | wav. 
Oe eS } 25 | 25 l4 64 51 | 51 . , 
NO Se | 2 x») | 20 | 61 52 | 73 | rHE LOWEST FALL IN PRICES NOT YE! i 
"a | j | A ; 
ies eiiialoiagiaaaete 2 It would require a tedious citation of proofs and 1h - 

Thereis an equally striking table of the fall of American cereal | ments, as well as answers to objections, to demonstri il 
crops to be found in Mr. Wharton Barker’s American of February that the fall in prices has been caused in great part | 
§. 1897, to which I shall allude later; but the whole result of the | tion of silver as a money metal. Ever m called u 
European index numbers and of the American index numbers, | on tins question must satisfy himself and follow his 

_ = . . ss . . . . } 7 ' . “. . 
made with fidelity and with care, is to show, what is now undis- | clusions. My inquiries have been carefully and conscie vy 
puted throughont the civilized world, that within the last twenty | nade, and they lead me to opinions which are exceeding . 
years there has been a steadily progressing fall in the prices of all | turbing to my hopes that business prosperity is near at ha [ 
kinds of property. | do not believe that we have as vet realized the full fall ces 

Mr. President, it is true that about no point in” dispute con- which demonetization is producin Reverting to a statement 
nected with the complex subject of money has controversy raged | previously made; that economic shocks a ow in making them- 
more fiercely than about this question whether the admitted de- | selves felt, I am helped to reach this opinion that prices have not 
preciation of prices since 1873 has been caused by the demonetiza- | as yet touched bottom. 
tion of silver. I accept the conclusion of Prof. L. L. Price, of | One of the most felicitous and characteristic parts of General 
Oriel College, Oxford, contained in his book on Money and Its | Walker's argument in his book on bimetallism is where he 
Relation to Prices, published in 1896, as follows: those writers who speak of the readjustment of social forces to 

The fall in prices during that period is attested by various index numbers. | Meet changed conditions as if it were always a speedy movement 
The general agreement of the results, in spite of differences of detail in the | In one part of his work he says that the point a raulmst such 
construction of the numbers and of the precise degree of fall, is remarkable, | writers was brought out admirably by Prof. Cliffe Leslie and Pro- 
and is adequate to estab! the fact of a noteworthy change. (Page 171.) | Senne Ciniemen im their ae Ne Sn eee ae : 

In the light of these converging lines of evidence, it seems impossible to essor Cairnes, 1n their essays dealing with this theme, nan ly: 
doubt the existence of a causal connection between the recent fall of prices | = The delay nec ly involved in the propagation re 
and the monetary changes of the last twenty years. (Page 19.) | economic sh 1e object to anothe : nu 

- : ¥: : ° s | ti » ‘ ‘ 

Even the gold monometallist, Mr. Giffen (in his Essays in | ow. Frigg os nm intry to another Na ito 
Mnanca sac saries nace 22. Tre rasc} ‘ , Sanaa) | another t sh tracteristic of the economi ‘j 
Finance, second SeT1eS, page ~~, Trade Depression and Low Prices), school to assume that such propagation is instantaneous. | “3 
says: | ever admit the fact of ‘‘a period of readjustment,” i wha & 

Two causes only have been suggested. One is the great multiplication of | M@tter of changing ticket L baggage at a railwa 
commodities and diminution of the cost of production, due to the progress of | readjust  entagater porno ne a * mao 
invention, ete. The other is that the precious metal used for standard | SMabcr. Wages will readjust the es t 
money, namely, gold, has become relatively scarcer than it was, its produc- higher or | wer. Industries will rea 
tion being diminished, on the one hand, and the demand for it, on the other, | te 2 ht hay ee ag te A mi ana Ce ns ' ‘ 
increased. lam disposed to give greater weight tothe latter. (From Bimetal- | e™ Read ee eee eras Le — 
lism; a Tract for the Times, by Francis A. Walker, page 9.) | — “yo 1 ta) is the shibbo wv I ly 

ages 45, , and WW). 
GEN. FRANCIS A. WALKER. | pas 
. . + . « : . . Sy we Tolkear ‘ncaada fnrthear daa rit) = 13] of 

Confirmation of these opinions is given by that careful and| eneral Walker proceeds further to deal with this shibboleth 
instructive writer on political economy. Gen. Francis A. Walker. as follows: 

At the first mention of his name | must turn aside to speak afew} Noman would now presume to talk in this way be! wn intellig audi 
words in his deserved praise. He was a Union soldier of zeal, | ond s Riceatemscnmsened teamapetmanstcnnes teak a v an 
bravery, and renown: 2 scholar learned and profound, as well as ene stru wares = » matters of Immense importance; tha 

metal ioe ‘ . . . try can not be reasoned upon as ho neou das ina 
brilliant; a political economist of the highest rank, and a writer flux. Itis acknowledged that the , 1dju 
on economic questions known favorably to the world of letters; a | that its period is not sh rt; that ¢ shocks a1 p 

alle athe : on | »s of least resistance; that bur ) 
patriotic citizen, and a courteous gentleman. He had given his | = or igh le > on le = ~ ; pon ! 
. . . = a an iAsse ‘ © least f > Y 
whole soul to the new movement for bimetallism, and on the 5th | who are therefore least able to bear tl 
day of January, 1897, he passed away suddenly, almost in the hour | ries once inflicted tend to deepen and t 
. dle ° . ¥ ° ° . rH tmus yacdmi ad if aver the ~ 
of newly engaging in its service. The bimetallists of Europe and | eee ate eae ss a 
a ‘ : . . |} cable te ject-mé & con plice f 
America pay loving tribute to his memory. of alterations in the money supply upon prices. Econon 
General Walker, in his recent work on International Bimetal- | reasonable, have been disposed to — of this matter as if tl 
is > ‘ 2G ot—_ | instantaneous, or were produced with sc ly sensible i x 7 
lism, says (page 256) that | economic movement is more rapid in this field than in any other is due par 

Ever since 1873 there has been an almost continuous fall of prices in terms | to the nature of money and partly to the fact that the trading clas who 
of gold. | are the chief ageuts in the work, are a selected body, activ« t { 

: : . ~ a | inform Yet Professors Cairnes and Cliffe Leslie ha hown tl in f 

And he proceeds in this book and in the Yale Review for De- | 97 = the — ee ee ae ” 
cember, 1896, to refute the assertions of Mr. David A. Wells that | California and Australia, the distribution of the new money | y 
the saving in the cost of production accounts for the fall of prices. | distinct steps, with appreciable intervals, extending in the former case to 


This claim of Mr. Wells is the principal explanation made by 


the gold monometallists of the fallin pricesin recent years—namely, | 
That these 


that itis due to increased facilities of production. 
account for some portion of the fall is not denied by bimetallists. 
The moot question is whether the total fall is thus accounted for. 
General Walker says that increased facilities raise the profits of the 
producers, but do not lower prices until they reach the method of 
production of that very last portion of the supply which can be 
—- produced and which, ‘as every well-trained economist 

ows, determines the price of commodities.” The point may be 
difficult to understand, but here it is, as carefully stated by Gen- 
eral Walker in the December Yale Review: 


All the movements and inventions in the world, no matter how great, will 
not reduce the price of any line of commodities merely by being applied, no 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





















































considerable periods, periods measured not by years, but by decads 


General Walker returns to this point in a later portion of his 
book, where he is treating of the eifect of the demonetization of 
silver upon the industry and trade of oriental nations, and says: 

[have more than once commented upon the rapidity and completeness with 
which writers of thea priori school in economicsare accustomed to assume that 
readjustment will take place after important changes, whether in the stand 








ard of value or inthe conditions of production or exchange. I have referred 
to the writings of Professors Cairnes and Cliffe Leslie to show that after the 
discovery of America the effects of the new silver extended from land to 
land, only with long intervals; and in the result were irregularly experi- 
enced by different nations, by different classes of economic agents, and even 
by different commodities. Even after the gold discoveries at the middle of 


this century, when it might be supposed improvements in trade, in transpor- 
tation, and in the communication of intelligence would have secured an al- 


most instantaneous propagation of economic forces, Professor CairneS hag 








1880 


abundantly shown in his Essays on the Gold Question that the influence of 
the new money proceeded from commodity to commodity, from class to class, 
andfrom country to country, with still very considerable intervals; and that 
this retardation of the forces thus operating produced large, important, and 
permanent economic effects. i 

That I may not be suspected of exaggeration, I quote the words of this most 
authoritative writer: 

** Before this result is attained, a period of time, longer or shorter, according 
to the amount of, the augmentation and the general circumstances of com- 
merce, must elapse. In the present instance, the additions which are bein 
made to the monetary systems of the world are upon an enormous scale, anc 
the disturbances effected in the relation of prices is proportionally great. 
Under such circumstances it is very possible that the inequalities resulting 
may not find their corrections throughout the whole period of progressive 
depreciation, a period which, even with our present facilities of production 
and distribution, may easily extend over some thirty or forty years. During 
this transitional term the action of the new gold on prices will not be uni- 
form, but partial. Certain classes of commodities and services will be af- 
fected much more powerfully than others. Prices generally will rise, but 
with unequal steps.” 

In the light of such facts, the monometallists were clearly not justified in 
assuming that the readjustment of international values, made necessary by 
the demonetization of silver in Europe, would be early or easily effected. 
But their error becomes altogether inexcusable when we consider how well 
it was understood that changes of any nature are brought about with excep 
tional ditticulty and delay among the people of the East. The forceof custom, 
tradition, and caste there rises toits maximum. So great is the inertia of 
the Eastern peoples under economic shocks, even the most tremendous, that 
at times it seems as if those shocks were not felt at all. (Walker on Bimetal- 
lism, 243, 244, 245.) 








Accepting fully these views of General Walker, and applying 
them to the progress of demonetization since 1873, and consider- 
ing the efforts made by the United States to resist that progress, 


and the fact that the India mints were not closed until 1893, and. 


that Secretary Carlisle did not strike his last deadly blow at sil- 
ver until September, 1896, 1 am led to the conclusion that by far 
the greater share of the effect upon the prices of property pro- 
duced by the successive steps of demonetization has been realized 
since the year 1890, when the last census of the United States 
was taken. 


EFFECT OF FALL IN PRICES IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Prior to that year, notwithstanding the effects of demonetiza- 
tion of silver had begun to be felt, the nominal growth of wealth 
in this country had been rapid. Many railroads had been built, 
much new land opened to settlement, and increased cultivation 
and abundant foreign immigration had helped to swell our popu- 
lation. By the census of 1890 it appears that the property, real 
and personal, in the United States was $65,037,091,197, classified 
as follows: 


Real estate with improvements thereon ---_------- 
Live stock on farms, farm implements, and ma- 

CNT. ons ok Reto eae og aoe oe .. 2,703,015, 040 
Mines and quarries, including product on hand.. 1, 291, 291, 579 
Gold and silver coin and buliion______......-_-- 1, 158, 774, 948 
Machinery of mills and product on hand, raw 

hie RRR 5g coca chien cakes duncan - 8,058,593, 441 
Railroads and equipments, including $389,357 ,289 

PO WU IOI. cs on ki osc cece 
Telegraphs, telephones, shipping, canals, and 


$39, 544, 544, 333 


8, 685, 407, 323 


701, 755, 712 


7, 893, 708, 821 


The indebtedness of individuals and corporations in the United 
States in 1890, not reckoning $2,027,170,546 of national, State, and 
local debts, was sixteen thousand millions of dollars, as appears 
by the estimate of Mr. George K. Holmes, the head of the Bureau 
of Mortgages, in the Department of Labor Bulletin for Novem- 
ber, 1895 (page 48). According to the best of my information and 
belief, as already stated, the value of the sixty-five thousand mil- 
lions of property in the United States in 1890 has shrunk 25 per 
cent since that date, and therefore the same property would not be 

valued to-day at more than forty-nine thousand millions. 

It is to be borne in mind that this amount of sixty-five thousand 
millions was placed at those figures by the census authorities, act- 
ing according to their own judgment, by making additions of 
$39,563,917,779 to the sum of only $25,473,173,418, which was the 
value of the same property according to the valuations of the State 
and other local taxation officers. 

Here, then, we have this startling condition of our country: 
Our sixty-five thousand millions have shrunk sixteen thousand 
millions, or to forty-nine thousand millions. Our debts of six- 
teen thousand millions have not shrunk, but remain due, accord- 
ing to the letter of the bonds, and are an inexorable charge upon 
our property to that full amount. leaving us, deducting our debts, 
values to the amount of only thirty-three thousand millions. 
Can this continuous shrinkage of our property and the unyield- 
ing burden of our debts be endured without widespread bankrupt- 
cies? 

Can all this indebtedness be liquidated, or that portion of it 
which falls due in the near future, with such a fall in values? I 
am compelled to believe that. if the-present-tendency~of prices 
downward continues the debtors of the world will be unable to 
meet their engagements, and insolvencies will continue to increase 
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the worst business year this country had ever seen. 
mercial failures were, in liabilities, $346,779,889. 
failures were, in liabilities, $210,998,808. 


liabilities, $172,992,856. 
$173,196,060. 


brokerage, wool holds steady in spite of enormous buying, woclen 
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from year to year until almost a revolution will take place in the 
ownership of the property of the country, which will pass from 
the control of debtors into the hands of creditors. 


It is best to look the actual situation squarely in the face. [Ip 
1893, from various causes, about which there is controversy, came 
The com- 
The banking 
The railroad failures 


oo 


were, with indebtedness, $1,212,217,033. 

In 1894 there was a recovery, as follows: Commercial failur: 
In 1895 the commercial failures were 
But in 1896 again an increase of failures confronts 
us as follows, $226,096,834. 

These figures are taken from Messrs. R. G. Dun & Co.'s Review 


of January 30, 1897, and the editor adds: . 


Wheat has declined severely, cotton has scarcely risen enough to + 
hardly change in price, iron and its products decline, leather is elug : 
hides are lower, * * the average of railroad stocks is slightly | 
than it was December 31, and the advance in trust stocks has been si 
To traders in such properties the month has been disappointing. 


Say Messrs. Dun & Co.— 
has been a month of disappointment— 
And then grotesquely add— 
but of real gain. 


r 


January— 


Where the real gain comes in they do not say, perhaps from 
complacently contemplating the fortunate balance of trade in fayor 
of the United States against Europe, as shown by the statistics for 
1896. Those statistics are stated in Mr. Barker’s American of 
January 23, 1897, under an article headed ‘The nation’s balance 
sheet,” and I will quote the figures, which are taken by Mr. Barker, 
and have been verified by me, from the Treasury Department's 
returns. 

In 1896 we exported goods to the reported value of $325,322, 184 
in excess of imports, and on top of this we exported $33,777.84 of 
silver in excess of imports. Thus by the export of our produ ts 
we placed to our credit abroad the enormous sum of $351,100 .(.)s. 
This much more we sold than we bought, and yet gold was sent 
to us in payment tothe amount of only $17,777,097. A balance of 
$311,322,971 was therefore left. 

Now, what has become, Mr. Barker pertinently asks, of the 
$311,000,000? It has gone to pay to Europe what we would other- 
wise have been obliged to pay her in gold or to borrow from her 
in newloans. Mr. Barker makes an estimate of what has become 
of the $311,000,000 balance. He states the account against thie 
United States as follows: 


nterest, at 4 per cent, on our foreign indebtedness of $5,000,000,000_ £290,.000,000 
xpenditures of Americans traveling and living abroad 75, OO, 000 
Freights paid foreign shipowners on account of the 
carriage of, say, $575,000,000 worth of our imports al- 
lowing a charge for transportation equal to 8 per 
cent of the value of the produce imported. -_........ $46,000,000 
Less freights paid by foreigners to American shipown- 
ers for the carriage of, say, $80,000,000 worth of our 
exports, allowing a freight charge equal to 12 per 
cent of the value of produce exported 


9, 600, 000 
—— 36, 400,000 


Total account against the United States 311, 400,000 


That is where the balance of trade has gone. I see no escape 
from the conclusion that if unfortunately we had not had this bal- 
ance of 3311,000,000 in our favor, we would have been obliged to 
find in some way $311,000,000 to send abroad in gold, or we 
would have been obliged to borrow that money in Europe. In 
other words, if it had not been for this fortunate balance of 
trade in our favor, there would have been a business cataclysm in 
this country which would have prostrated all industries and pro- 
duced infinite misery in our commercial and domestic affairs. 

There is a most discouraging exhibit made by Mr. Barker in 
The American of February 6, 1897, where he gives for 1875, 1885, 
1895, and also 1896, the estimated acreage and value of the cereal 
crops of the United States. I will insert the two tables in my 
remarks. 


Estimated acreage and value of the cereal crops of the United States. 
1875. 








1897. 





Estimated acreage and value of the cereal crops, etc.—Continued. 




















1885. 
Crop. Area. | Value. 
+ 
Acres. | 
hii caiah aildianiccen@adithd chiueinatnbasibins 78,130,150 | $835, 674, 630 
WORN ...nc cccccecccee conc ec cnc cece coccce cece eee ---- 34,189,246 | 275,320,890 
Ti isacsdneevetsaccecescecerscccecensce covece eooceecoes | 2,129,301 | 12,694, 820 
Oats Seusedinndedd ecrcenasessssescceseesene cussscencosess |} 22,783,630 | 179,681, 860 
Pg cabhueessccecce ctesee seccen wecnsennsessecacescs} 2, 729, 350 82, 807, 698 
a ia ital einen ocak dated aie | 14, 30 7, 057, 383 
a 135, 876,080 | 1,143, 146, 759 
1895. ei 
ie hata niiieitiuiieatah dncmuamddeniaats | 82,075,830 | $567,500, 106 
NTN ia cn Sisecnind j,naemnieaedaadiecne’ 34,047,332 | 237,938. 998 
Tc alisniatactinienichancremmsbiveni enka meckchdnesibdeseniet 1,890,345 | 11, 964, 828 
eo a dig dsc cain ces éonekamace 27,878,406 | 163,635, OF 
Ad ls dina snia acnncnclibenbisatbuitgeeanibtione teal 8,209,973 | 29,812) 4] 
ITAL co tainsnsini dl stata Aamumyepaisliniiardl sad toes anaiiene Pear | 768, 277 6, 986, 525 
a | 149, 955, 163 | 1, 017, 316, 986 











Cereal crops of 1896 and estimation of what their value would have been at 1895, 
1885, and 1875 prices. 


| 








What the value would have been at 














} ices realized in— 
Crop. Area,1806.|Valne,1s90|_—PFices Fealized in— 
1895. | 1885. | 1875. 
Acres. } 
Corn .......-----.| 81, 627, 000 $491, 007,000) $564, 042, 570) $709, 338, 680 $1, 011, 958, 530 
aaa 34, 619, 000) 310, 603,000) “241, 986, 810) 278, 682,950)" "386, 584, BRO 
eS IS 1,831,000} 9,961,000! 11,592,280) 10,839,520, 19. 902 970 
I cinenccns 27,566,000) 182,485,000) 161,812,420) 217,220,080! 299, 642, 420 
Barley -....-.---- 2,951,000) 22,491,000) 26,204,880) 35,530,040) 49, 370, 230 
Buckwheat. . -... 755,000) 5,622,000) 6, 862, 950) 5, ¥S3, 0OU 9, 648, 850 
Total....,..|149, 349, 000 072,080, (00 1, O12, 1, 860 1,257,504, 2) ‘1, 777, 117, 230 
So there has been a loss to the farmers of this country of $777,- 


000,000 by the fall in the price vf crops since 1875. And notwith- 
standing that, if it had not been for the sums realized by these 
cereal products in 1896, the balance of trade in favor of the United 
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States as against Europe would not have existed; the amount which | 


we owed could not have been paid by our own 

country would have been subjected either to the pressure of ex- 

oes gold or to the necessity of making several hundred million 
ollars of new loans abroad. 

Mr. President, the country has been saved from these evil effects 
of the fall in prices, caused, as I believe, by the demonetization of 
silver only, because, fortunately for us, unfortunately for them, 
gaunt famine stalks through India, and the starvation of the peo- 
ple of other iands is causing a rise in the value of the cereal crops 
of America. We are only saved from great misery by the over- 
whelming misery which has come to the people of the Orient. 

It is possible that I have made an erroneous collocation of facts 
and conclusions, and that optimistic reviewers may find hope in 
the face of the facts as they may be able to present them, and that 
they may believe and demonstrate that we are upon the eve of 
revived agricultural, commercial, and financial prosperity upon 
the platform laid down by the recent monetary convention at 
Indianapolis, that the gold standard must be maintained. If they 
can plausibly make such a prediction, I shall be greatly rejoiced. 
But as at present instructed, I am imperatively forced to the op- 
posite conclusion. I fear that prices will not rise, that business 
will not revive, that debtors can not pay, and that bankruptcies 
will increase, and I believe that the present lamentable condition 
of the business of this country, and of nearly all countries, isowing, 
in large measure, to the fact that, as the Iddesleigh Commission of 
1885 declared, there has been ‘‘a continuous fall of prices caused, 
in large measure, by the appreciation of the standard of value.” 

I8 THERE A SYSTEM OF BIMETALLISM? 

The confidently proposed remedy for the evils to mankind thus 
described and proved is the restoration of bimetallism. To the 
system from which we have departed we must return, and I trust 
that we are already onthe road. But the objectors continue to say 
that there is no such thing as bimetallism, that it did not in fact 
exist before 1873, and that there is, in truth, no bimetallism to 
which we can return. This was the idea presented during the 
debate in the Chamber of Deputies of France, sitting on Decem- 
ber 9, 1896, according to the Journal Officiel of Thursday, December 
10, 1896 ( 2101). . 

Mr. Meline, president of the council and minister of agriculture, 
was replying to the observations made at the previous session by 
Mr. Joseph 5 ourdan. When he spoke of the reestablishment of a 
fixed ratio between gold and silver, he was interrupted as follows: 

Mr. CHARLEs GRUET. It is a myth. 

The: PRESIDENT 


. OF-THE’CoUNCIL. No; it is not a myth, for up to 1873 it 
was the law that ruled the world. 


er and this | 





ISS] 


Mr. Meline’s brief but forcible statement seems vindicated by 
the facts. Inthe report of the Director of the Mint for 1895, dated 
October 16, 1896, on page 329, is given ‘“‘the commercial ratio of 
silver to gold each year since 1687.” 

I will insert the table. 

Commercial ratio of silver to gold each year since 1687. 


(Report of the Director of the Mint for 18%. Fifty-fourth Congress, second 
session, House Document No. 23, page 329. ] 





7 
Year.| Ratio. 


Year. | Ratio. Year. | Ratio.| Year. Ratio. | Year. | Ratio. 





1687 14.94 || 1720...| 14.92 | 17TL...| 14.66 || 1813 16.25 || 1855 15. 38 
1688 ..| 14.94 || 1780...| 14.81 || 1772...| 14.52 || 1814 15.04 |) 1856 15.38 
1689 15.02 || 1731--.| 14.94 | 1778...| 14.62 || 1815 15.26 || 1857 15.27 
1690 15.02 || 1732 16.09 | 1774._.| 14.62 || 1816 15.28 || 1858__.| 15.48 
1691 14.98 || 1733._.| 15.18 || 1775 14.73 || 1817 15.11 | 1850...| 15.19 
1692...) 14.92 || 1734...) 15.39 |) 1776 14.55 1818 15.35 | 13860 15.29 
1693. 14.83 || 1735_..| 15.41 || 1777 14.54 | 1819 15.38 185] 15.50 
1604...| 14.87 || 1736... 15.18 | 1778__.| 14.68 || 1820 15.62 | 1882 15. 35 
1605 15.02 || 1737...) 15.02 | 1770...| 14.80 |) 1821 15.95 | 1863 15.37 
1606 15.00 || 1738...| 14.91 |; 1780...| 14.72 || 1822 15.80 | 1864 15. 37 
1697...| 15.20 || 1730._.| 14.91 || 1%81___] 14.78 || 1993 15.84 | 1865 15. 4 
1698...| 15.07 | 1740.--| 14.94 | 1782 14.42 || 1824 15.82 || 1860 15.43 
1609__.| 14.94 || 1741_--| 14.92 | 1783.__| 14.48 || 1995 15.70 || 1887 15.57 
1700...) 14.81 || 1742_..| 14.85 | 1784._.| 14.70 || 1926 15.76 | 1868 15.59 
1701 | 15. 07 1743 14.85 1785 14. $2 ei 15.74 lk 15.00 
1702...| 15.52 || 1744 14.87 || 1786 14.95 || 1828 15.78 || 1870 15.57 
1708...) 15.17 || 1745 14.98 || 1787 14.92 | 1829 15.78 | 1871 15. 57 
1704. - 15.22 || 1746 15.13 || 1788__.| 14.65 || 1830 15.8 || 1872 13. 63 
1705 15.11 || 1747 15.26 || 1789...| 14.75 | 1831 15.72 || 1873 15.92 
1706...| 15.37 || 4748 15.11 || 179 15.04 | 199 15.73 || 1874 16.17 
1707_..| 15.44 | 1749...| 14.80 | 1791 15.05 | 1833.) 15.93 | 1875 1 5a 
1708...| 15.41 || 1760...) 14.55 || 1702 15.17 | 1834 15.78 || 1876 17. 88 
1709 15.31 || 1751._.| 14.89 || 1793 15.00 | 1885 15.80 || 1877 17.22 
1710__.| 15.22 || 1752.__| 14.54 | 1794 15.37 | 1836 15.72 || 1878 17.94 
wi | 15.20 1753 14.54 1 15. 55 1837 15.83 1879 18. 40 
17k 15. 31 1754 14. 48 17 15.65 1838 15.85 ]aS8O 18.05 
1713. 15.24 | 1755 14.68 | 1797 15.41 | 1839 15.62 | 1881 18. 16 
1714 15.13 || 1756 14.94 | 1798 15.50 | 1840 15.02 || 1882 18.19 
1715 15.11 |) 1757 14.87 || 1799 15.74 | 1841 15.70 | 1883 1s. 64 
1716 15.09 | 1758 14.25 || 1800 15.68 | 1842 15.87 | 1884 18. 57 
1717 15.13 || 1759..-| 14.16 || 1901 15.46 | 1843 15.98 | 1885 19. 41 
1718 15.11 | 1760.__| 14.14 || laf 15.26 | 1844 15.85 | 1888 20.78 
1719- 15.09 || 1761 14.54 || 1803 15.41 | 1845 15.92 | 1887 21.13 
1720.__| 15.04 || 1782 15.27 || 1804 15.41 | 18h 15.) | 188s 21.99 
1721 15.05 | 1763 14.99 | 1805 15.79 | 1847 15.8) | 1880 22.10 
1722 15.17 || 1764 14.70 || 1806 15.52 | 1848 15.85 || 18a) 19. 76 
1723 15. 20 1765 14. 83 1807 15.45 1849 15.78 Iso 2. 92 
1724. . 15.11 | 1766._.| 14.80 | 1808 16.08 | 1850 15.70 | 1892 rr 
1725 15.11 | 1767 14.85 || 1809 15.96 | 1851 15.46 | 1893 

1726 15.15 |, 1768._.| 14.80 | 1810_..| 15.77 | 1852 15.59 | 1894 

27. 16.24 || 1769.._| 14.72 || 1811...| 15.53 | 1853 15.33 | 1805 

1728 15.11 |, 1770 14.62 || 1812...| 16.11 | 1854 15.33 | 1806 





Norte.—From 1687 to 1882 the ratios are taken from Dr. A. Soetbeer; from 
1833 to 1878 from Pixley and Abell’s tables; and from 1879 to 1895 from daily 
cablegrams from London. 

In 1687 the ratio was 14.94 and in 1872 it was 15.63, and during 
this whole period of one hundred and eighty-six years the number, 
without fractions, of the ratio is either 14, 15, or 16. The number 
is 14 during fifty-nine years, 15 during one hundred and twenty- 
four years, and 16 during only three years. Starting from the 
year 1803, when France formally adopted a statutory ratio be- 
tween silver and gold, down to 1874, the ratio, disregarding frac- 
tions, was 15 every year except 1808, when it was 16.08. 

But when formal demonetization commenced in 1873, up began 
to rise the number of ounces of silver necessary to equal an ounce 
of gold. Beginning in 1873 with 15.92, in 1889 it had reached 22.10. 
In 1890, under the influence of our purchasing law, the ratio fell 
to 19.76. In 1891 the upward movement again began. In 18%, 
when the India mints closed, it went in one week from 24 to 30. 
In 1895 it was 31.60, and in 1896 it was 30.66. 

It seems impossible that any candid inquirer should doubt that 
this remarkable uniformity in the ratio down to 1873, covering 
nearly two centuries, notwithstanding all the fluctuations in the 
product of the two metals, was occasioned by some cause acting 
independently of the quantities of the two metals produced. Those 
quantities varied greatly during this period, as appears by the 
following table: 


~) 
in 


Production of gold and silver in the world since the discovery of America. 








| Percentage of 
| production 
Ixy Coining value| ! > me . = 
Period. Value of gold. |" oe citver y value. 
: S 
| | Gold. | Silver. 
cnt antes tinkiad $107, 981, 000 $54, 708,000 | 66 84 
|” RS a saa 114’ 205, 000 89. 986,000 56 | 44 
occ coda xoncachoion |  90,492"000 | 207, 240,000 20 70 
i as Rok 90,917,000 | . 248,990,000 | 27 73 
Ss cncineisct omsseatnngitias 98,005,000 | Bas, 254.000 | 22 78 
eee wares) Sere) 3) 
MN So Se 824,000 | 221. 000 | 25 | 
I icanon acateceadhens 116,571,000, 308,525,000) 23 r 
I ee 123, 084,000 | 280. 166,000 a0 70 
IE tiitcinateskoanstirennnduhes 143, 088.000 | 1,240,000; BA | 67 
eo are) See) tg 
Be A ee » , 358, 5 | | 
Pi ibacbtanaasackandkatiens 827, 116, 000 443, 232, 000 | 42 | 5 








1882 
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Production of gold and silver in the world, etc.—Continued. 





——— 


| Percentage of 




















sid ae ae production, 
Period Value of gold. am = Baa by value. 
| Gold. | Silver. 
ry 
UE SIDS « cinicsinnaccrec aaenmnbeveslon $275, 211, 000 3,000 | 34 66 
1781-1800 . 236, 464, 000 730), , 000 24 76 
1s  isitictinee detains nineties eal 118, 152, 000 871, 677, 000 | 24 76 
a ean 76, 063, 000 224 736, 000 | 25, | "3 
a o 94, 479, 000 91, 444, 000 33 | 67 
DED icsce noenicmnetioinnseseniel 154, $41, 000 247, 930, 000 3D | 65 
DE AID: cicetntias adntaninianinn tua ra B68, G28, WOO 824, 400, 000 53 47 
1851-1553. ae j 662, 566, 000 | 184, 169, 000 78 22 
I ee 670, 415, 000 188, 082, 000 738 22 
SS ee 614, 944, 000 228, 861, 000 | 73 27 
1865-1870 ....... . 648, 071, 000 | , 818, 000 | 70 | BO 
I871-1s75 a 77, 833, 000 9, 322, 000 | 59 | 41 
SIO ccnamnaiucswuminiar-attonipiopection >, 931, 000 09, 256, 000 | 53 | 7 
1881-1585 95, 5&2, OVO 04, 3, O00 | 46 | BA 
SE eee ae 106, 163, 900 20, 626, 800 | 47 | 53 
SI sips as asnadan ox 105, 774, 900 124, 281,000 | 46 54 
ate ele cae ah 110, 196, 999 140, 706, 400 | 44 | 56 
EE a ee 123, 489, 200 153, 427, 700 | 44 | 56 
RE Li8, 848, 700 i 000 | 42 | 58 
a at 130, 650, 000 177, 352, 800 | 42 58 
Sn eaiiaag aes 146, 651,500 198, 014, 400 | 42 | 58 
rd 157, 494, 800 213, 944, 409 | 42 | 58 
el eso at lnanceel 181, 567, 800 212, 829, 600 | 46 | 54 
ee ieee eee 200, 285, 700 218, 738, 700 | 48 | §2 
ne So a ae 215, 000, 000 215, 000, 000 | 50 | 50 
NN  ceickcisceniedseeeaane 8, 996, 738, 400 | 10,550, 688, 700 | 46 54 | 





‘From 1493 to 1885 the above figures are from a table of averages for cer- 
tain periods compiled by Dr. Adolph Soetbeer. For the years 1886 to 1896 
the production is the annual estimate of the United States Bureau of the 
Mint. ‘The table down to and including 1895 is contained in the report of the 
Director of the Mint for 1895, House Document No. 23, Fifty-fourth Congress 
second sesssion, page 346; and the estimate for 1896 is made by the Director o; 
the Mint. ] 





Here, Mr. President, are striking facts to be noticed. During 
the vears from 1781 to 1830, about fifty years, the proportion of the 
production of gold and silver (coining value) was as follows: 24 
to 76, 24 to 76, 25 to 75, 33 to 67. Come on down, however, to 1851, 
and from 1851 to 1870 the conditions were exactly reversed, and 
the percentage of the production of gold to silver was 78 of gold 
to 22 of silver, 78 to 22, 73 to 27, 70 to 30; and yet during all those 
periods practical bimetallism prevailed, as I shall show later, and 
this enormous disproportion in the relative production of gold and 
silver did not destroy the bimetallic law. 

Mr. President, here is the total of the production of silver and 
gold in the world since the discovery of America brought down 
to and including 1896. The total production of gold (coining 
value) is $9,000,000,000, and of silver, $10,500,000,000, a difference 
practically imperceptible for the whole period since 1492; and the 
difference between the coining value of the silver and the coining 
value of the gold is more than made up, in my judgment, by the 
larger use of silver than gold in the arts. 

I find the most remarkable fact of all, and that is, that in 1896 
the world’s production of gold was $215,000,000 and the world’s 
production of silver was $215,000,000. It would seem as if good 
fortune, as if nature, as if perhaps God himself, had interposed here 
to refute the prediction of those who have demanded the demon- 
etization of silver on the ground of its enormous overproduction, 
and hadshown us in this year 1897, as the result of the production 
of gold and silver in the world in the year 1896, the exact equality 
of $215,000,000 worth of each of the precious metals. Yet we are 
told we can not have bimetallism because the one metal or the 
other, being produced disproportionately, will drive its associate 
out of existence. Here the equality of 15 to 1 in the coinage was 
maintained during the period when gold as to silver was as 25 to 
5, and during the later period, when the production of gold as 
to silver was as 75 to 25. 

It is easy, examining the subject historically, to see how the 
bimetallic system maintained the ratio of 154 to 1, notwithstand- 
ing the variations in the quantities of the two metals produced. 
France, principally, ran the risk and bore the strain whenever the 
production of either metal took place in unusual quantities dis- 
proportionate to the production of the other metal. In 1848 and 
1851 there were enormous discoveries of gold in California and 
Australia. The bimetallic link of 154 to 1 was threatened. 
France, between 1853 and 1860, boldly took $616,000,000 worth of 
gold and parted to other nations with 3293,000,000 worth of silver; 
and bimetallism wassaved. Later, toward 1873, when silver began 
to be more abundantly produced than gold, France again tried 
to hold the ratio firmly, and there can be little donbt that, even 
against nominal demoncetization of silver by the United States in 
1873 and the continued efforts of England to establish the single 
standard of gold, France would have continued to maintain the 

arity of silver with gold at the ratio of 154 to 1 had it not been 
for the action of Germany on the 9th day of July, 1873, when, 
enriched by the French imdemnity of one thousand millions in 


| standard in the United States; in 1803 its formal establishment 








gold, that Government began to sell its silver thalers, and thus 
joined England in the movement to demonetize silver, which, 
unfortunately, as Senator SHERMAN said, was brought about 
because the other nations yielded to the demand of the United 
States for the single standard of gold, although the Senator man- 
fully acknowledged that this demand was an error in his letter 
of July 15, 1878, to Hon. W. 8S. Groesbeck, in which he says: 

But other arguments showing the dangerous effect upon industry by dr: p 
ping one of the precious metals from the standard of value outweigh, in ; 
mind, all theoretical objections to the bimetallic system. 

In the light of the facts which have been recited, and looking 
carefully at the dates in which the various commercial nations 


iy 


| have acted on the subject of standards, the whole argument for 


bimetallism is revealed to the thoughtful inquirer. 
stand: : 
In 1785, 1786, and 1792 came the establishment of the dou) 


Here the dat: 5 


in 
France, ratio 154 to 1; 1816, the adoption of the gold standard in 
England; 1862, the adoption of the French system by Italy; 1505, 
the formation of the Latin Union by France, Belgium, and Switz- 
erland, ratio 154 to 1; 1868, the admission of Greece to the Latin 
Union and the adoption by Spain of the French system; 1871, the 
adoption by Germany of the gold standard; 1873, suspension by 
the United States of the coinage of silver dollars and the suspen 


| sion of silver coinage by France, Belgium, and Holland; 1875, tho 
| suspension by Italy and the Dutch colonies; 1892, by Austria- 
| Hungary; 1893, by British India; panic in the silver market 


July in London, when the price fell until the ratio was 31.43 to 1. 
(See United States Treasury Department Circular No. 123, July 1, 
1896. ) 

The learned editors of the Encyclopedia Britannica (9th ed., arti- 
cle ‘‘ Money,” page 729), speaking of the sudden increase about 1870 
of the annual product of silver from $45,000,000 to $75,000,000, 
more than half coming-from new mines opened in Nevada, say: 


The increased production of silver was only a minor element in causing its 
depreciation. The policy pursued by various states—viz: (1) Germany and 
the Scandinavian States in adopting a single gold standard: (2) the countries 
composing the Latin Union in limiting the coinage of silver; (3) the Indian 
Government by adopting a new method of drawing bills—proved to be the 
really influential causes for the decline in the value of silver as contrasted 
with gold. 


Considering the facts which have been thus set forth, is it pos- 
sible to assert that bimetallism is a myth? Is it not asclear as 
light that it was a substantial principle of monetary science, 
operating silently and powerfully for two hundred years, before it 
was recognized and studied by the political economists of the 
nations, and which would have continued to maintain the parity 
of silver with gold even tothis day had it not been for the unwise 
interference of the great governments of the earth? 

Yet gold monometallists continue to say that the parity be- 
tween the two metals was not maintained prior to 1873. They 
can only keep themselves from being characterized as censurable 
deceivers by pointing to the slight fluctuations, between fourteen 
and a fraction to sixteen and a fraction, shown by the statistics 
from 1687 to 1873. But those fluctuations were of comparatively 
little moment, and did not seriously impair the existence during 
all that period of the bimetallic system. 

Prof. Willard Fisher, of the Wesleyan University, in the Quar- 
terly Journal of Economics for January, 1896 (see Walker on 
International Bimetallism, 109), states the answer to this argu- 


ment in language which is so apt and so much better than my 
own that I must here repeat it: 


Professor Laughlin utterly fails to grasp what bimetallists claim for and 
expect from their system, and he makes the same mistake that Mr. Robert 
Giffen made in his Case against Bimetallism. They both think that if the 
French law of 1803 had any effect upon the market value of the precious 
metals, it must have a the commercial ratio at exactly 15} to 1; and in 
citing the familiar fact that the market figures fluctuated up and down, but 
er if ever, coincided with the mint ratio, they complacently assume that 
they have refuted the historical argument for bimetallism. ut it is abso- 
lutely certain that no such identity of ratios could be expected, even by the 
most confident bimetallist. So long as there are seigniorage charges, freight 
charges, insurance fees, or any other expenses involved in passing metal 
through the mint, the nominal legal ratio is never the effective mint ratio. 
The inefficiency of the French law in steadying the relative values of the 
presioss metals can never be proved by citing differences between the mar 
set ratio and the nominal legal ratio, unless it be shown that the differences 
are greater than can be accounted for by (1) the seigniorage and all other 
mint charges, (2) the cost of transporting the metal from the market whose 
ratio is cited to the mint, (3) the fees for insurance during the transit, (4) the 
agents’ commissions, (5) the interest on the capital temporarily locked up, 
and (6) the exigencies of sudden and urgent demand. But no man has even 
so much as attempted to examine thus fully the deviation of the London 
market from the French mint ratio. Let just a simple hint as to the effects 
of these various charges and expenses suffice. The law of 1803 imposed a 
seigniorage of 9 francs a kilo on gold and 3 francsa kilo on silver; and if no 
thought be given to the five other heads, this mint charge alone makes the 


— legal ratio not 15} to 1, but anywhere between 15.736+ to land 15.455 
ol. 


General Walker, in International Bimetallism (page 222) , speak- 
ing of a bimetallic league, says: 

This would not mean that the value of gold and silver would remain abso- 
lutely at the ratio fixed by the bimetallic agreement, but that the range of 


divergence would be always within the cost of transporting metals from 
monometallist:markets to bimetallic mints. If this were so, it would, for all 








1897. 





p ractical commercial purposes, be the same thing as if there were no diver- 
sence whatever. <A preference for either metal in a monometallist market, 
which fell short of the cost of transporting the other, the cheapening metal, 
+o a bimetallic mint, would, for all purposes of economic reasoning, be the 
eqame as actual indifference. To this case would apply Mr. J.S. Mill's remark 
sade with reference to another subject: ‘Small means do not merely pro 
duce small effects; they produce no effect at all.” 


In truth, the variations under the bimetallic law prior to 1873 
from the French ratio of 154 to 1 were no greater and quite asim- 
material as are the differences between the two eyes and the two 


ears of the human body, the two pairs of engines of the twin- | 


screw steamship, and the two horses that draw a carriage. The 
claim that bimetallism never has existed and that there can be no 
such thing as a permanent system of bimetallism created by the 
consensus of the nations, involving a bimetallic standard of money 
which shall determine the value of the property of the world, isa 
contention that finds no support in reason, and very little counte- 
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nance from the careful thinkers and writers on monetary science. | 
All the members of the celebrated Herschell commission de- | 
clared as to the system of bimetallism prevailing before 1873 as | 


follows: 

So long as that system was in force we think that, notwithstanding the 
changes in the production and use of the precious metals, it kept the market 
price of silver approximately steady at the ratio fixed by law between them, 
namely, 15; tol. (Report, end of section 192, part 1, November 6, 158s.) 

“It is upon this principle,” said Professor Jevons, writing in 1874, “that 
we must — the extraordinary permanence of the ratio of exchange of 
gold and silver. That this fixedness of ratio does not depend upon the 
amount and cost of production is proved by the very slight 
Australian and California diseoveries.” 
by Francis A. Walker, page 16.) 

Here the special attention of that distinguished gold monomet- 
allist, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLAs], ought to be called 
to these authoritative declarations in such striking contradiction 
of the views expressed by him in this Chamber on January 29 in 
opposition to the bill for another international conference. 
Senator said: 

The bill is worse than useless—it is highly vicious. 

In the same speech the Senator spoke of it as ‘‘this vicious and 
misleading bill.” 

He also said: 

No such bimetallism has ever existed in fact; in no country of the world 
does itexist now. * * * The pretense that any such system of bimetal- 
lism * * * haseverhadexistenceintheworld * * * must beconsigned 
to the limbo where the ghosts of witchcraft, astrology, demonology, and 
kindred superstitions have been driven by the advancing intelligence and 
wisdom of mankind. 

It is painful to be obliged to impugn the Senator’s dogmatic 
infallibility by contrasting his utterances with those of such emi- 
nent men as venture to hold an opposite opinion. 

I have in my hand Prof. Charles B. Spahr’s review of Giffen’s 
Case against Bimetallism, where he quotes from Professor Fox- 
well, of Cambridge. ¢ 
tific opinion in England concerning bimetallism, and, after naming 
the very eminent men who believein bimetallism, he adds: 

Whoever refuses to admit that a fixed ratio between gold and silver can 
be esta’ lished and maintained by international treaty is no longer considered 
amongst us an economist. 

Therefore, by this authority the Senator from Wisconsin could 
not be considered as an economist. He certainly can be consid- 


effect the 


(Bimetallism: A Tract for the Times, 


ot 


ered as a vituperator, and, Mr. President, vituperation seems to | 


be a common habit of the advocates of gold monometallism. I 
find here that Mr. Giffen has fallen into the habit of using exple- 
tives like those which are used by the Senator from Wisconsin. 
Mr. Giffen speaks of bimetallism as “the detestation of men of 
sense,” 

Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin did not always think 
that bimetallism is as bad as witchcraft and demonology. The 
Senator was a member of the convention which nominated Mr. 
Bryan for President; and the Senator from Ulinois [Mr. PALMER] 
will excuse me for calling that a Democratic convention. I find 
a declaration of the minority committee on resolutions to that 
convention, as follows: 

That the efforts of the Government should be steadily directed toward the 
establishment of international bimetallism. 

Now, on the one hand, we have the Senator saying that no such 
bimetallism has ever existed in fact; that— 
the pretense it ever had existence in the world * must be consigned 
to the limbo where the ghosts of witchcraft, astrology, demonology, and 
‘cindred superstitions have been driven by the advancing intelligence and 
Wisdom of mankind. 

That was the Senator on the 29th of January, but at the Dem- 
ocratic convention of 1896 we heard him declaring to the conven- 
tion and to the people of the world— 

That the effortsof the Government should be steadily directed toward the 
establishment of international bimetallism. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in thechair). Will 
the Senator from New Hampshire suspend? Under the rules of 
the Senate, the Chair is obliged to lay before it the unfinished busi- 
ness coming over from yesterday, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 8110) to establish a uniform law 
on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States. 


The latter describes the condition of scien- | 


The | 


| ference of 
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Mr. FRYE. [ask that that may be informally laid aside, and 
that the Senator from New Hampshire may be permitted to con- 
clude his speech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is asked that the unfinished 
business be temporarily laid aside and that the Senator from New 

Hampshire be permitted to finish his speech. 


Is there objection? 


ry ‘ ° ‘ 7 t 
| The Chair hears none, and the Senator from New Hampshire will 


pre weed, 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, who signed 


claring that the efforts of the Government sh muld dily 
directed to the establishment of internationa metatlis1 Che 
first name is that of the distinguished Senator from New York, 
Davip B. HILL; the second, WiLLtam F. Vias, of Wis : 
the third, GkorGr Gray, of Delaware; the fourth, John Prentiss 





Poe, of Maryland; the fifth, Irving W. Drew, of New H 
My colleague will recognize Mr. Drew as a 
ber of the convention, who, after declaring ag: ( 
of siiver by the United States alone and in favor of inter 
national bimetallism, went home to New 
fully assisted in giving the McKinley R 
their unprecedented majority of 36,000. 

lt seems to me that the Senator from Wisconsin ought to all 
those of us who still believe that the powers of the Government 
should be steadily directed to the establishment of international 
bimetallism to do so without charging that in so doing 
advocating either witchcraft, astrology, demonology, or a kindred 
superstition. Weare only advocating a superstition to wh 
Senator from Wisconsin affixed his name less than one ye 

Returning again to the Herschell commission, we find that six 
of its members, Rt. Hon. Sir Louis Mallet, C. B.; Rt. Hon. A. J. 
Balfour, M. P.: Rt. Hon. Henry Chaplin, M. P.; Sir D. Barbour 
K. C. S. L; Sir W. H. Houldsworth, Bart., M. P.; Mr. 
Montagu, M. P., declared as follows: 

Part III, secti In 
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Ham} shire and man- 
epublicans of that S 


we are 
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n 29 1873-74 the connecting link disappeared, and for the 
: } 





first time the system of rating the two metals ceased to form a subject of 
legislation in any country in the world. The law of supply and demand was 
for the first time left to operate independently upon the value of each metal: 
and simultaneously the ratio which had been maintained, with searcely a 

perceptible variation, for two hundred years, gave place to a ma t and 
rapid divergence in the relative value of gold and silver, which has culmi- 


nated in a change from 15} to 1] to 22 t 


1 

The chairman of the Holland delegation to the international con- 
1892, Mr. Van Den Berg, made the following stri f 
statement, showing that bimetallism was no myth, but a potent 














reality, from 1800 to 1873. His language is as follows: 
Our ideal isaninternational bimetallicagreement. Such anagreement we 
fully believe to be possible and desirable, both from the theoretical and also 
| from the practical pointof view. Wein Holland are nnanimons in t , 
| that, should an international bimetallic agreement admit gold and silver to 
| free coinage at a fixed ratio, the union between the two metals woukl be re- 
estabiished and would be maintained on a fixed basis, as in fact it was u l- 
tained during nearly three-quarters of a century in spite of the e 18 
variations in the production of gold and silver, respectively hich too 8 
in that period. I need not remind you, gentlemen, that from |Xi}to 1 ‘ 
yielded 75 per cent and gold 25 pe nto t al value of the us 
metals produced. Gradually the producti d increased, wh ) 
duction of silver continually diminished relatively e prod l l- 
low metal until, after the discovery of the Cali nian and Austr n 3, 
the two metals arrived at a position exactly the rever f tha a 
just mentioned, for it was gold that now yielded 75 per cent of $ 
roduction, while silver sunk to 25 per cent and took the plac wold 
nad occupied half a centu fore. Well, notwithstanding this complet® 
version of the respective iction of the two meta he ratio bety l 
and silver remained nearly fixed and steady. and I believe tha it 1 
have been maintained permanently if t rh ot been pr ! 
by legislative enactments. It must be a tt t the se i 
duction of silver, of which we ] so mu hi n ‘ I lip ) 
in comparison with the development in the production of gold tow | the 
middle of the century which is now approaching its c Wa In 
ternational Bim m, 227 
THE GOLD PANIC AFTER 1819 


General Walker, in his International Bimetallism, page 122 

















thus graphically describes the gold panic after 1549: 
In 1848 occurred the diseovery of ge he Paciti ast 
| ica. Only three yea I the « i tf the ‘ 
ered in enormous naly inex ible amount 
surely one of the most n 1s ( s of human hi 
three great “finds” of th Ww t vhich have oecur 
| tic history began two sho have within so narrow 
}; aggres -effect upon the supply of gold produced by the i 
} covery of the California and Australia mines, together with a three or four 
fold increase in the yield of the alluvial deposits of the ral Mon tins, 
threatened for the time to be overwhelming. Theaverage production tha 
world bad been twenty or thirty million dollars. In a few ars it rose to 
| five times that amount. Within the ten or twelve years succeeding 1851 it is 
estimated that the stock of gold in the hands of ci ed man was literally 
doubled During the decade 1801-1810 the product silver had been to 


that of gold, by weight, 5v.2 to 1; during the decade 1551-1560 it was only 4.4 
to l. a change to the extent of nearly eleven-twelfths. M. Chevalier states 
the change in production in still higher terms. In 1857 he wrote that the 
production of gold as compared with silver had increased fivefold since 1551, 
and fifteenfold in the course of only forty years. A veritable gold pan 





‘sef 





in. It hardly seemed to anyone out of France that it would be possible to 
stem the flood and to save commercial and financial values from such a fall 
as would amount to the destruction of all individual credit. F: lared to 


hope that the barrier which France had to this time inte 
fluctuations in the value of the two metais could long withstand the strain. 
If once that gave way. gold might fall in a succession of plunges, from crag 
to crag, down to a level which would mean nothing less than universal bakkk- 
ruptcy. Estimates were freely made that, from being worth 15} to 1 of silver, 


rposed against 
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it would soon be worth 12 tol, 10 tol, even 8 to 1. 





In his book on the Prob- 
able Fallin the Value of Gold, Chevalier more than once uses the illustra- 


tion of a fall to one-half itsformer value. He indeed states that this assump- 
tion is not the result of anything like exact computation, and is only used te 
show briefly and strikingly what might coms from the bursting of the at 
reservoir and the rushing of its mighty watersdown upon the marts of trade 
and the seats of industry; but Chevalier would not have used this illustra- 
tion so freely had he regarded it asan extravagant statement of the possibili- 
ties. and even the reasonable probabilities, of the case. 

The nations of Europe were prompt to take alarm at the menace to indus- 
try, finance, and even the social structure. “Ten years ago,’ wrote M. 
Leon Faucher, in 1852, in his work The Production of the Precious Metals, 
“everyone was frightened at the prospect of the depreciation of silver; dur- 
ing the last eighteen months it is the diminution i e price of gold that has 
been alarminy (le public.” In June, 1850, Holland demonetized the gald 10- 
florin piece and the guillaume. Portugal nee any gold from having 
current value except English sovereigns. Belgium demonetized its gold cir- 
culation. Russia prohibited the export of sflver as the metal lik to 
come the very stay and staff of the national existence. Austria, which was 
then on a basis of inconvertible paper, thought that the cheapening of gold 

ffered a favorable opportunity to come to a metallic basis, and called the 
Sarna States to meet in a monetary conference at Vienna. The other 
States feared the depreciating gold and insisted on the single silver standard. 
The most that Austria could & was to secure the concession of the coinage of 

old crowns as trade pieces. (Suess, Die Zukunft des Goldes, 11, 12; Soet- 
veer, Litteraturnachweis tiber Geld- u. Munzwesen, 77, 78. 

In some countries shops sought to attract trade by offering to receive gold 
at par. M. de Laveieye states (La Mon. et le Bimet., p. xii) that traders 
hung out the sign, ** L’or est regu sans perte!” “Even in England,” wrote 
Chevalier, **some persons have put forth the advice that the standard should 
be altered and that silver should be substituted for gold. They ground their 
opinion primarily upon the plea of principle, in maintaining that, gold having 
ceased for an interval of time, which may possibly be rather long, to satisfy 
the essential condition of having a value velatively stable, it thereby loses its 
aptitude for the functions of money.”’ So respectable an authority as Mr. 
James Maclaren, author of the History of the Currency, put fortha proposal 
that life-insurance companies should be established ona silver basis. Certain 
American corporations in the same period sought to sateguard themselves by 
similar arrangements, and to this day have the satisfaction of receiving every 
month acertain number of ounces of fine silver, paid in for rents under con- 
tracts then made. 


Those are companies at Lawrence. Mass. When I wasthere last 
summer making a call upona friend, I inquired whether the state- 
ment of General Walker was correct. I found that it was even so, 
and that the Essex Company, in Lawrence, at the time when gold 
was plenty and silver was scarce, had undertaken to safeguard 
themselves by requiring that certain rents of real estate, leased 
for a long period of years, should be paid each year in so many 
ounces of fine silver; and to-day I suppose their tenants must be 
felicitating themselves that they are. by express contract of the 
creditor, paying their rents in depreciated 50-cent silver. 

Returning to the quotation from General Walker, I read: 

One English financier is quoted as declaring that gold would soon only be 
“fit for the dustpan.”’ 2 : : 

Amid this general alarm, amounting to panic, the statesmen and financiers 
of France stood firm. The Government, indeed, assembled a commission for 
the consideration of the question in its new and startling aspects; and some 
economists, like Chevalier, declared in favor of silver monometalligm as the 
only hope of preserving industry and trade and the social structure. Chevalier 
proposed to return to the system in force down to 1785, when silver was the 


standard and gold was rated toit by law or proclamation. He proposed that_ 


this rerating should be made every six to twelve months to meee pace with 
the fall of gold. Heeven raised the question whether the gold coin thus 
issued should not be restricted as to the amount for which it could be ten- 
dered. And this of gold! The man whocould put forward such a proposal 
should have been prosecuted for lese-majeste. But_the hearts of the men 
who controlled the destinies of France did not fail. Freely that country gave 
of her silver to all, freely took gold from all, without fear of its becomin 
worthless on herhands. Yearafter year the flood of the yellow metal poure 
in upon her mints; and her moneyers stood at their posts to coin it and give 
it back, full legal tender, at 15} tol. In the eight years between 1853 and 
1480, both inclusive, there was imported into France gold to the value of 
8,082,000,000 francs, or $616,000,000, or 123,000,000 pounds sterling. Coincidently 
with this influx of gold began the exportation of silver. In the eight years 
of which we have just jake. France sold silver to the amount of 1,465,000,000 
francs, or $2%3,000,000, or 59,000,000 pounds sterling. 
* * * * * x * 


Such was the course of the greatest financial storm of two centuries. By 
the end of 1860 the gale had well-nigh blown itself out, though the waves 
were still running high. During the decade then closing there had been 
added to the stock of gold $1,407,000,000, as estimated by Soetbeer; $1,257,- 
000,000, as estimated by Tooke and Newmarch. Even these figures do not 
fully express the shock which the bimetallic system had to bear during 
this tremendous crisis. Not only was France without an ally in sustaining 
the ratio of 15} to 1, but, in addition to the blows which fell upon her from the 
enormously increased production of gold, she had to meet the hostile action 
of other nations in demonetizing that metal, or restricting its use within 
their own circulation. When it is said that the gale had well-nigh blown 
itseif out by the close of 1860, it is not meant that the production of gold 
very greatly declined after that period, though, in fact, it fell off consider- 
ably, owing to the exhaustion of the richest of the alluvial deposits; the 
average of the next decade was, according to Tooke and Newmarch, almost 
»recisely 20 per cent below that of 1851-1860. But the storm center had 
oy France. e other countries, protected so long by the action of the French 
bimetallic system, were now experiencing the effects of the increased pro- 
duction of the precious metals, in a not too tumultuous manner, by ual 
accessions which exerted an influence on trade, industry, and the social 
structure, here and there injurious to individuals, but on the whole im- 
mensely beneficial to mankind. The French breakwater had beaten off the 
fury of the waves, but it could not, and indeed it was not desirable that it 
mai, prevent the level of the harbor thus protected from being gradually 
raised. 


Mr. President, after this magnificent historic picture of the 
success of bimetallism at 154 to 1, achieved mainly by France, not- 
withstanding the enormous increase in the production of gold in 
the decade preceding 1869, he must be indeed a bold man—as bold 
as the Senator from Wisconsin—who will not admit that a like 
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success would have been gained over the disproportionate prodnc- 
tion of silver during the last fifteen years if it had not been for ¢),. 
demonetization of that metal by the United States and Germayy 
and the other nations which followed their lead. ; 

I would be willing to end the whole argument for bimetallic» 
before any intelligent American. tribunal—and such could jja 
found—if com d of disinterested members—and such it would 
be difficult to find—by submitting to the tribunal nothing but :),5 
documents that I have already introduced into my remarks, «),) 
extra copies of which I now hold in my hand, as follows: 

‘ 
The Sauerbeck table (1), showing the fall of the prices of . 


modities since 1873, supplemented (2 and 3) by Mr. Barker’s tab: 
and (4) those of Secretary Morton. 


II. 


The table (5) showing the ratios between gold and silver so near 

15} to 1 from 1687 to 1873 and the change since 1878. 
IIT. 

The table (6) showing the production of gold and silver, with 
the variations from 1493 to 1896, at which last date the production 
of each metal was of the same coinage value, $215,000,000, and the 
total of each metal for the four hundred and three years was not far 
from asimilar equality—gold $9,000,000,000, silver $10,500,000,(u0, 

IV. 

The United States bimetallic laws of 1785, 1786, and 1792 (7). the 
French law of 1802 (8), and the memorandum (9) showing the 
successive acts of demonetization committed by the nations since 
1873. 

The early United States legislation was as follows: 

July 6, 1785: “ That the money unit of the United States of America shall 
be one dollar.” August, 1786: ‘* Resolved, That the money unit of the United 
States, being by the resolve of Congress of the 6th of July, 1785, a dollar, shall 
contain of fine silver 375.64 grains. * * * That there shall be two gold coins, 
one containing 246.208 ins of fine gold ~~ to ten dollars, and to be called 
an eagie; one containing 123.134 grains of fine gold, equal to five dollars, and 
to be called a half eagle.” 

Coinage act of 1792, ninth section, in part as follows: 

“There shall be from time to time struck and coined at the said mint coins 
of gold, silver, and copper of the following denominations, values, and < 
scriptions, namely: ~ es, each to be of the value of ten dollars or units, ani 
to contain 2474 grains of pure or 270 grains of standard gold; half eagies, eaci 
to be of the value of five dollars, and to contain grains of pure or |% 
grains of standard gold; quarter eagles, each to be of the value of two dollars 
and a half a dollar, and to contain 61 grains of pure or 67% ins of standard 
gold; dollars or units each to be of the value of a Spanish milled dollar, as the 


same is now current, and to contain 371; grains of pure or 416 grains of stand- 
ard silver.” 


The French law of the year 1802 decrees as follows: 


To every person bringing to this mint 1 kilogram of gold nine-tenths fine, 
this same kilogram shall be given back to him transformed into 155 gold pieces 
of 20 francs, the total being equal to 3,100 francs. To every person brinying 
1 kilogram of silver nine-tenths fine, this same kilogram coil be returned to 
him coined into forty 5-franc pieces, the total being equal to 200 francs. ‘The 
debtor may tender these old or silver pieces at his option, and can obtain 
for them a full receipt for his debt. 

The foregoing nine documents are an impregnable mass of con- 
vincing facts which can not be blotted out of sight nor sneered 
down by the gold monometallists of Europe or America. 

I have addressed this package to any gold monometallist, intend- 
ing to submit it to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILas], but, 
as he is not present, I will venture to ask my respected friend 
from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] if he will accept it and hand it to 
the Senator from Wisconsin when he makes his appearance? 

Mr. PALMER. With pleasure. 

SOME OBJECTIONS TO BIMETALLISM. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, there are scores of objec- 
tions not yet alluded to that have been made to the continued azi- 
tation for the restoration of bimetallism, which it would not be pos- 
sible, within any reasonable time to-day, to recite and endeavor 
to refute, evenif I were capable of the task. A few may be protit- 
ably alluded to, and a reply stated without elaboration. 

THE INCIDENTAL USE OF SILVER NOT BIMETALLISM. 

The fact is pointed to that before 1873 we had coined in the 
United States only abouteight millions of silver dollars ($8,031,238), 
while since the date fixed as the beginning of demonetization we 
have coined over four hundred millions ($423,289,629). The Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is fondof stating these facts to prove 
that we now have bimetallism. 

There is usually an omission to state that, in addition to the sil- 
ver dollars, we had coinéd before 1853 other silver, making the 
total $79,241 ,854.50; and also coined between 1853 and 1873, $64,571.- 
744.20, making a total amount in 1873 of $143,813,598.70. (United 
States Treasury Circular No. 123, July 1, 1896, page 15.) Span- 
ish, Mexican, and South American silver coins were also for along 
time 1 tender under United States laws. 

But the true answer to this argument seems to be that the use 
of silver coin as token money, or even in considerable quantities 
as legal-tender money, is not bimetallism so long as the mints are 
closed to all but limited amounts of silver. hen the United 
States had but little coined silver in actual circulation, yet the 








amount of that metal still in use in the world, joined with the 
gold of the world, measured the values and determined the prices 
of the world’s property. When this Government prohibited the 
coinage of silver dollars, and Germany followed our decision, 
the downward movement of the prices of property began, because 
the real money of the world began to diminish in quantity. The 
purchases of silver made by our Government retarded the move- 
ment and held up for a time the price of silver bullion, but silver 
was no longer real money. When it came to be authoritativel 

proclaimed that our silver dollars must be redeemed on deman 

in gold, they ceased to be money in fact and became only prom- 
ises to pay money, like the paper dollars, which were just as good 
money as silver dollars, and it was a waste to use the silver merely 
to imprint upon it promises to pay gold dollars. In short, the | 
limited use of silver while the mints are closed to the coinage of | 
silver, although it may help for a time to maintain better prices 


| 
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than would otherwise prevail for silver bullion, has but little 


effect in retarding the fall of the prices of commodities and the 
increased burdens upon debtors, and is no more bimetallism in 
principle or permanent effect than is the petty use of silver for 
dimes, quarters, and half dollars. 

BIMETALLISM NOT REPUDIATION. 

Attempts are made to discredit the efforts to remonetize silver 
by saying they are dishonestly intended to relieve debtors from 
the payment of their debts in full. The charge is unjust. Debt- 
ors have the right to have the burden of their debts unchanged 
by any changes in the currency. If during twenty years the 
value of the property of the debtors has been reduced, not from 
natural causes, but by the appreciation of gold caused by the de- 
monetization of silver, that is an eunniatel reduction of values, 
and debtors have the right to ask that the steps of demonetization 
shall be retraced and the constant increase in the burden of their | 


debts arrested. To yield to this right of the debtors is in no sense | 


assisting them to repudiate their debts. 

This kind of argument—the appeal against anything which 
would look like repudiation—inade in the late Presidential can- 
vass was frequently and forcibly made, and was very effective in 
defeating Mr. Bryan. 

Americans are sensitive to any imputation of private or public 
dishonor, and audiences responded promptly to invocations to 
maintain what was claimed to be the plighted faith of the nation 
and not to vote to pay debts in a currency deliberately or pur- 

osely depreciated. The argument and the appeal were fair, I 

hink, in dealing with the Bryan proposition tor the immediate 
free coinage of silver by the United States alone, which would 
have resulted in silver monometallism; gold would have gone to 
at — and debtors could have paid their debts in a cheapened 
dollar. 

This would have been contrary to the pledge of the nation to 
maintain the parity between the two metals, contained in the acts 
of 1890 and 1893, and would have savored of repudiation; and so 
it was overwhelmingly rejected by the American voters. 

But when the argument is extended in the form of a claim that 
the United States can not honestly change its present monetary 
system, it is a false one. Mistaken policy as it would be for this 
people to adopt silver monometallism, yet it may be honestly done 
if they so decide. But the change must be made with due fulfill- 
ment of all existing a or implied pledges. Not long ago l 
asked that distinguished statesman of Massachusetts, Hon. George 
8. Boutwell, whether if the United States were to pay its existing 
debt, principal and interest, in gold, redeem its existing paper 
currency in gold, and its existing silver dollars in gold, it would 
not then be honest, even if unwise, thereafter, in its new issues of 
bonds and money to base them upon the single silver standard; 
and Mr. Boutwell did not undertake to maintain that any impu- 
tation of dishonor would lie against such a course. 

The legal decisions of our highest court leave no doubt as tothe 
right of a nation to change its monetary system, without impair- 
ing the obligation of contracts. In the Legal-Tender Cases (12 
Wall., 564), Judge Bradley says: 

Put the creditor interest will lose some of its gold. Is gold the one thing 
needful? [s it worse for the creditor to lose a little by depreciation than 
everything by the bankruptcy of his debtor? 

Mr. Justice Strong says (page 529): 

- But the obligation of a contract is to pay that which the law shall recog- 
nize as money when the payment is to be made. 


In Juilliard and Greenman (110 U. S., 449), Mr. Justice Gray 
said: 

A contract to pay a certain sum in money, without any stipulation as to 
the kind of money in which it shall be paid, may always be satisfied by pay- 
ment of that sum in any currency which is lawful money at the place and 
time at which payment is to be made. * * * As observed by Mr. Justice 
Strong, in delivering the opinion of the court in the Legal-Tender Cases, 
“Every contract for the payment of money, simply, is necessarily subject to 
the al power of the Government over the currency, whatever 
that power may be, and the obligation of the parties is therefore assumed 
with reference te that power.”’ (12 Wall., 457.) 


. There are many more dicta in the several Legal-Tender Cases 
to the same effect. I will make a part of my remarks an extract 





| of the creditor and the anticipation of the debtor may have been that the « 


| authorized by law,and had they been coined before, wit 
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from the opinion of the court, given by Mr. Justice Strong, in the 
Legal-Tender Cases (12 Wall., 457), concurred in by Justices 
Swayne, Davis, Miller, and Bradley; dissented from by Chief 
Justice Chase and Justices Clifford and Field. 

But the proposition that a nation once having established a 
monetary system, once having been seduced into the adoption of 
the single gold standard, could never to the end of time return to 
bimetallism, or adopt even silver monometallism, would have met 
with no favor from any one of those famous legista. It should 
not appear in any argument against bimetallism. Here is the 
powerful utterance of Mr. Justice Strong: 

We come next to the argument much used, and, indeed, the main reliance 


of those who assert the unconstitutionality of the legal-tenderacts. It is that 
they are prohibited by the spirit of the Constitution because they indirectly 
impair the obligations of contracts. The argument, of course, related only to 
those contracts which were made before February, 1862, when the first act 
was passed, and it has no bearing upon the question whether the acts are 
valid when applied to contracts made after their passage. The argument 


assumes two things; first, that the acts do, in effect, impalr the obligation of 
contracts, and second, that Congress is prohibited from taking any 
which may indirectly have that effect. Neither of these assumptions can b 
accepted. It is true that under the acts a debtor, who became such before 
they were passed, may discharge his debt with the notes authorized by them, 
and the creditor is compelled to receive such notes in discharge of his claim. 
But whether the obligation of the contract is thereby weakened can be deter- 
mined only after considering what was the contract obligation. It was nota 

uty to pay gold or silver, or the kind of money recognized by law at the time 
when the contract was made, nor wasit aduty to pay money of equal intrinsic 
valueinthemarket. (Wespeak now of contracts to pay money generally. not 
contracts to pay some specifieally defined species of money.) The expectation 
ym 
tract would be discharged by the payment of coined metals, but neither the 
expectation of one party to the contract respecting its fruits nor the antici- 
pation of the other constitutes its obligation. There is a well-recognized dis- 
tinction between the expectation of the parties to a contract and the duty 
imposed by it. Were it not so, the expectation of results would be always 
equivalent to a binding engagement that they should follow. 

* But the ee of a contract to pay money is to pay that which the 
law shall recognize as money when the payment is to be made.” If there is 
anything settled by decision it is this, and we do not understand it to be con- 
troverted. No one ever doubted that a debt of $1,000 contracted before Is34 
could be paid by 100 eagles coined after that year, though they contained no 
more gold than 94 eagles such as were coined when the contract was made, 
and this not because of the intrinsic value of the coin, but because of its 
legal value. The eagles coined after 1834 wero not memes until they were 
lout a law fixing 
their legal value, they could no more have paid a debt than uncoined bul 
lion or cotton or wheat. Every contract for the payment of money simply 
is necessarily subject to the constitutional power of the Government over 
the currency, whatever that power may be, and the obligation of the parties 
is therefore assumed with reference to that power. Nor is this singular. 
A covenant for quiet enjoyment is not broken, nor is its obligation im- 
paired by the Government's taking the land granted in virtue of its right 
of eminentdomain. The expectation of the covenantee may be disappointed. 
He may not enjoy all he anticipated, but the grant was made and the cove- 
nant undertaken in subordination to the paramount right of the Govern- 
ment. We have been asked whether Congress can declare that a contract to 
ee a quantity of grain may be satisfied by the tender of a less quantity. 

Jndoubtedly not. But this isa false analogy. There is a wide distinction 
between a tender of quantities, or of specific articles, and a tender of legal 
values. Contracts for the delivery of specific articles belong exclusively to 
the domain of State legislation, while contracts for the payment of money 
are subject to the authority of Congress, at least so far as relates to the 
means of payment. They are engagements to pay with lawful money of tho 
United States and Congress is empowered to regulate that money. It can 
not therefore be maintained that the legal-tender acts impaired the obliga- 
tion of contracts. 


Moreover, it is pertinent at this point to ask those who contend 
that it will be dishonest to creditors to remonetize silver: What 
will you do whenever a great mass of gold is discovered some- 
where in the world? Will you then call for silver payments and 
denounce the advocates of gold as dishonest? It will be impossi- 
ble, as time passes. as the business world grows, and as trade 
expands, to base all the other money of the world upon the gold 
money of the world. You can put the $215,000,000 worth of gold 
produced in 1896 in an eight-foot cube. Four hundred thousand 
dollars makes a cubic foot; the two hundred and fifteen millions 
will make 540 cubic feet. An eight-foot cube is 512 feet; so that 
will about hold the two hundred and fifteen millions of gold, and 
16 such cubes will hold the two hundred and fifteen millions of sil- 
ver produced in 1896; 20 such cubes will hold all the gold coin in 
the world, and 320 such cubes will hold all the silver coin in the 
world; and the 20 eight-foot cubes of gold and the 320 eight-foot 
cubes of silver can all be put inside this Senate Chamber, and still 
leave room enough for the Senators now present to transact the 
business of the Senate. 

MONEY IS THE CREATION OF LAW. 

Even more common is the argument against bimetallism that it 
is an attempt to create values by law, which, it is said, can not 
be done. True it is that law can not of itself create values; but, 
as General Walker well says, it can set in operation economic 
forces which will create values; and this is precisely what is done 
when the law defines what shall be the money of the people, the 
medium of exchanges, the means of paying debts. Such a law 
increases the value of gold and silver by adopting them as money 
and creating a new demand for them. This demand for gold and ° 
silver. can only be made by law. Law alone can make money. It 
may be a consensus of the people of one nation, making the money 
of that nation; or it may be a consensus of all the nations, making 
one money for all the nations; or it may be express statutes of one 
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country or of all the countries. Chief Justice Chase said, in the THE REPUBLICAN BIMETALLISTS SAVED M’KINLEY'S ELECTION. 
Legal-Tender Cases (12 Wall., 583), in connection with an expres- The Republican bimetallists saved the election of McKinley ang 
sion already cited: Hobart. It would not have been thus carried if the Republican 
We assume as a fundamental proposition that it is the duty of every gov- party had adopted & money plank similar to that of the Indian- 
ernment to establish a standard of value. apolisconvention. While pronouncing against the immediate frre 


Indeed, it may be truly said that modern money is the creation | Coinage of silver without an international agreement, the Re}: 
of the statutes for the collection of debts and the legal-tender stat- lican party declared, by adding concerning bimetallism six pot: 
utes, and that these give the value to gold and silver, and that | words, ‘‘ which we pledge ourselves to promote,” that it wo 
without these their value would be insignificant. Without these, | equally oppose a permanent acquiescence in gold monometalli: 
gold and silver would be merely merchandise, and would be used This party therefore stands recognizing the evil conseque: 
only like other commodities, in barter, and they would bo almost | Which have come from the reduction of the values of the wo 
the least valuable commoditiesin barter. Bimetallists could easily | property, proclaiming that the cause isthe demonetization oi} sil 
confate those who claim that it is the commercial value of the | 4nddeclaring that theremedy is the reestablishmentof bimetal! 
netals that makes them money, and that the intrinsic value of | The great political question of the future, therefore, is, Shall 1 
gold is to-day thirty times greater than silver, if the laws making pledge be kept? If it is kept in letter and in spirit, and the pa 
gold a legal tender and providing for its free coinage could be re- | 18 wisely conducted, as it isto be hoped it will be, in other ess 
pealed, as those relating to silver have been repealed, Yet more particulars, the members of that party may not only contem 
conclusive would be the experiment if all laws for the collection | With pride its glorious record of past achievements, but may |: 
of debts could beabrogated. This would be the destruction of a!l | to see it win further victories over the Populist party, which jas 
commerce among men and a return tosemi-savagery; but it would | 20w practically taken possession of the Democratic party and is 
place gold and silver upon an equality where, prior to 1873, they masquerading under the name of Democracy. 

stood by foree of the laws, written or unwritten, now known to | THE HOPES OF INTERNATIONAL BIMETALLISM. 

constitute the bimetallic system. Let us go rather in the other Concerning the prospects of international bimetallism, it must 
direction, and in due time and with proper safeguards remonetize | be admitted there can be no safe prediction, yet there is muc! 
silver by opening the mints to its free coinage at the ratio of 154} give encouragement to its American advocates, 
to 1, and it will soon regain its old value, a value created like that | oughly in favor of remonetization. 

of gold, because it isin demand for use as money, which is an FRANCE. 

artificial instrument of exchange, created, limited, sustained, and Mr. Edward Thery, in the Economiste of July 16, 1896, says: 
made potent for the good of mankind by law, and by nothing else On the 17th of March last Mr. Meline, the honorary president of 


but law. French Bimetallic League, and now president of the Council of Minist 
CAN BIMETALLISM BE SECURED? deposited at the bureau of the Chamber of Deputies a motion signed by 


4 : : deputies, that is to say, about two-thirds of the habitual voters in the chain 
Thus having endeavored to show briefly and imperfectly (1) | ber, as follows: “ The Chamber of Veputies is of opinion that the establish. 


the great evils that have come to this country and the world from | ot international bimataliiem penis Dae a canes I 

‘ a ee ars . ine. " a se fa ‘ ( trial, é re nercls iterests 0 6 co y, anc ges yon the Govy- 
an unnatural re duction in the prices of property; (2) that the ernment the advisability of doing all in their power to establish and maintain 
pvils have arisen, not from natural causes, but from a change | by international agreement a stable monetary par of exchange between guid 
in the money of the world, which measures the values of prop- | and silver.” ° 
erty; and (3) that the remedy is to be found in areturntothe| Mr. Thery also says: 
principles and practice of bimetallism which have been unwisely At least_ two-thirds of the French Senate share this opinion. Further- 
abandoned, the next question is, Shall that remedy be applied? = =. Lonbet, the president of the Senate, is now the henaraey presid: nt 

: : “i aa z the Bimetallic League, after having been acting president-founder 

The answer to this question will depend somewhat on the course | aan € been acting presidantfounder during 
of politics in this country and in other lands. The question is an GERMANY. 
economic one, it is true; but it is equally true, even if it is to be The position of Germany was stated by Count Alvensleben to 
regretted, that economic questions frequently enter into politics | the Brussels conference of 1892, as follows: 
and become the subject of controversy between two great politi- Germany, being satisfied with its monetary system, has no intention of 
cal parties, each striving to obtain the control of a nation; and | modifying its basis. The Imperial Government does not, however, fail to 
such is the case to-day with the money question. However much recognize that the continual oscillation and the considerable fall of silver are 


, s ; much to be regretted from an economic point of view, and that it would } 
this condition may be lamented, it can not be helped and must be advantageous to the economic interests of the Empire if these evils could be 
endured, . remedied inalasting manner. (Walker on Int. Bimet., 229.) 


a eer . aetna dl Ton? >|  - The German Reichstag has declared by a vote of more than 2 to 1 in favor of 
nines oo eS ruatien negotiation for monetary reform, the Imperial Chancellery by a vote of 1!) to 
oD = ~ ” = = - © 


2 a i 4 rejecting the proviso that, in the course of such negotiations, the single 
porters contended that an immediate return to the free coinage of | gold standard should not be compromised. 


silver by the United States alone ought to be ordered by the The German action here referred to took place on February 15, 
American people. This contention met with defeat as the result | 1895, when the Reichstag passed the following motion of tho 
of the election. It came to be clearly seen by the voters that while | bimetallists, submitted by Count Mirbach: 
a return to bimetallism—the use of the two metals maintained at To request the allied governments to issue, as soon as possible, invitations 
a par with each other, according to the fixed ratio—would be a | fora monetary conference for the international settlement of the currency 
wise remedy for existing evils, yet that the adoption of immediate | 4°54 ny 
free coinage by the United States alone necessarily would result The British House of Commons, by unanimous vote, on Febru- 
in silver monometallism—the breaking of the parity between the > 96. 1895. adopted a resolution— 
ie which thin Gey ; am. nhadend tr the anes af ary 26, 1895, adopted a resolution 

two metals w hich this Government was pledged by the acts o That this House regards with increasing apprehension the constant fluctu- 
Congress of 1890 and_ 1893 not to allow to take place—and would | ations and the growing divergence in the relative value of gold and silver, 
be a joining by the United States of the silver monometallist na- | and heartily concurs in the recent expressions of opinions on the part of tho 
tions So the Brvan yroposition was reiected Government of France and the Government and Parliament of Germany as 

a s . propes = - . to the serious evils resulting therefrom. It therefore urges upon Her Maj 

I he Democrats who seceded from the Bryan convention and at esty’s Government the desirability of cooperating with other powers in an 
Indianapolis nominated PALMER and Buckner, inspired by Presi- | international conference for the purpose of considering what measures can 
dent Cleveland and his Administration, were patriotic in their | >® t#ken to remove or ine evils. , : 
opposition to the silver monometallism of the Bryanites, but they | _ Again, on March 17, 1896, the House of Commons, without s 
committed the mistake of asserting that the Democratic party | division, resolved that— J Bs 
‘**practically established by the legislation of 1834 and 1858 the oe House is of opinion Fass the hestehity apheasitinerabenet gold and 
gold standard of monetary measurement” and of declaring as fol- | #.¥er Snce me ae ; 2 ee Sabi 


; ; : ; best interests of this country, and urges upon the Government the advisabil- 
lows: ‘‘ To thislong-established Democratic policy we adhere, and | ity of doing all in their power to secure by international agreement a stable 
insist upon the maintenance of the gold standard.” They also | monetary par of exchange between gold and silver. 


made a mistake when, in connection with opposition to the free Acquiescence in the House of Commons resolution was accom- 
coinage of silver, they denounced protection to American indus- | panied by oral declarations that the ministry would not be likely 
tries and American labor by tariff duties as a scheme ‘for the | to consent to the abandonment of the gold standard, but it was 
ne profit of a few at the expense of the masses,” and con- | alsointimated that an agreement could be had, whenever an inter- 
demned its advocates as ‘“‘hostile to the people of the Republic, | national conference should be held, that the mints of India should 
whose food and shelter, comfort and prosperity, are attacked by | again be opened to the free coinage of silver. 

higher taxes.” When they declared thus: ‘In fine, we reaffirm The Senatorfrom South Dakota [Mr. PertigrEw}], in the recent 
the historic Democratic doctrine of a tariff for revenue only,” it | debate on the passage of the bill for an international conference, 
became no wonder that their respectable and respected candidates, | quoted from various utterances of delegates from European coun- 
bearing the motto ‘‘ Gold monometallism and free trade,” received | tries at the international conference of 1892 who expressed an 
but 136,000 ont of 14,000,000 votes cast. Nevertheless, the assist- | unwillingness to agree to the full remonetization of silver. The 
ance of these worthy, old-fashioned gentlemen in the election of | Senator should have investigated further, and he would doubtless 
Mr. McKinley was gladly welcomed. It was time for the pass- | have concluded that the later utterances from France, Germany, 
ing of the Democratic party, and they were entitled to performan | and England show-a change of opinion and a growing feeling in 
honorable part in the interment. favor of international bimetallism. Changes on such important 
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subjects are frequently made in less time than that which has 
elapsed during the five years between 1892 and 1897. For illus- 
tration, the South Dakota resolutions adopted by the Republican 
convention in the summer of 1896 reaffirmed the Siena finan- 
cial plank of 1892 until the St. Louis convention should adopt a 
later statement. Previous to choosing delegates a resolution was 
adopted requiring all nominees to go upon the floor and declare 
for McKinley and sound money; not only to vote but to work to 
accomplish this end. 


The Senator from South Dakota was chosen a delegate, and did | 


go upon the floor and declare that he would work for McKinley 
and sound money. Within two weeks, however, the Senator gave 
in his adhesion to Mr. Bryanand a platform declaring (1) in favor 
of the free and unlimited coinage of silver, without waiting for 
the aid or consent of any other nation; (2) that the silver dollar 
should be a full legal tender for all debts, public and private, and 


ld. Itis unnecessary to add 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. In one moment I will yield. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is unnecessary to add that the Senator 
also supported Mr. Bryan. 





oC 
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When the Senator reflects upon his own radical change of opin- | 
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ion and position within one short month, he certainly must admit | 
that possibly there may have been some change of opinion in | 


Europe during the long five years between 1892 and 1897 which 
will make another international conference not absolutely hope- 
less. Yet the Senator, by his speech and vote, endeavored to pre- 
vent any such favorable consummation, and stamped himself as 
a hopeless silver monometallist. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire if what he was reading was a quotation or his own 
statement with regard to my attitude? 





| 


Mr. CHANDLER. In regard to the Senator’s attitude? I do | 


not understand him. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. You made the statement just now that I 


went upon the fioor of the convention and declared my adhesion | 


to McKinley and gold. Was that yourstatement, or was it a quo- | 


tation? 
Mr. CHANDLER. It was mystatement, derived from the daily 
newspapers at the time. 


that statement as wholly and unqualifiedly false in every particu- 


lar. I will say further that I made thesame statement in answer | 


to those newspaper charges and placed it in the RecorD several 


months ago, previous to the St. Louis convention. Therefore, it | 


hardly seems that the Senator from New Hampshire has any ex- 
cuse for putting it in his speech to-day. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator says the state- | 


ment is wholly false. I therefore understand him to say that he 
ow not attend the South Dakota convention. Am I correct in 
that? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is that the gist of it—the fact that I at- 
tended the convention? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I said the Senator attended the convention 
and went upon the floor and declared that he would obey the 





| Clare forsound money. If they i 
| for gold. Theysimply declared that they woulu rthequestion 
| of bimetallism to the St. Louis convention. T! 
3) that laws should be made preventing private contracts to pay | 


| I havesaid, he would have understood that I criticised quota 
| he made from declarations made in Europe at the bimeta 
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given him by the Republicans of South Dakota, and he did go to 

the McKinley convention. Where have I made any misstatement 

as to the Senator? The Senator does not pretend that he then and 

there dissented from the declaration of the South Dakota conven- 

tion in favor of sound money. He does not say that he made any 

dissent there. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from South Dakot 
Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will not t angry and sit 


down in a minute and say he wil! not say anytiin 
gence, certainly I will yield to him. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. The South Dakota convention did 


had, they would thave d 


lution, made no declaration in favor of what is cal 
fully called, sound money. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Did they not declare in favor of the Min- 
neapolis plank on money. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; they declared practically 


the Minneapolis plank—the plank of four years ago —and it + iv 


plank, in my opinion, and in the opinion of those who agree with 
| me, in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver as th \ 


means of securing and maintaining the parity between the two 
wetals. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no quarrel between the Senator 
from South Dakota and myself. If the Senator had heard 


ference of 1892 as reasons why there should not be another t- 
national conference. 1 did not undertake to criticise the Senator, 
I ask the Senator’s indulgence—I am willing to ask his indul 
gence when it is needed—for the supposition that these eminent 
men in five years might possibly have changed their opi 
when he changed his opinions in one short month. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. With the indulgence of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, I will say further that I declared in the conven- 
tion of my State, when elected as a delegate to the St. Louis con- 


vention, that I would not support a platform in favor of 1 
single gold standard, and that unless they chose to elect me as a 


| delegate on that declaration I did not desire to go. My. Presid 
Mr. PETTIGREW. If the Senator will permit me, I brand | 


I do not charge the Senator from New Hampshire with any int 
tion to misrepresent me; he hus been misinformed. 

[ will also state, Mr. President, with the indulgence of the Sen 
ator from New Hampshire, that the declarations of all the 
pean advocates of the single gold standard are th: 
they were in 1892. They have not changed their position 


ticle. Further than that, they all declare, as does Bertrand Cur 
rie, who is at the head of the gold-defense association of Great 
Britain, that there would be a panic which would wreck tl 
industries of the gold-using countries of the world if bimetailism 
| were accomplished; and they picture ruin and disaster as great as 
that pictured by the advocates in this country of the single gold 
| standard and the opponents of the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver by this country alone in case we try to coin gold am ver 


instructions of the convention. The Senator says my statement | 
is ‘wholly and unqualifiedly false.” I ask whether he attended | 


the convention? . 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I say that your statement on the whole, 
and the purpose you intended to convey —— 

Mr. CHANDLER. The purpose! 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is entirely and absolutely false. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator whether he was in the 
convention or not? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I was at the convention. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Did the Senator go upon the floor and ac- 

t an election as a delegate, or not? 

r. PETTIGREW. 1 was elected a delegate in that conven- 
tion, but I stated on the floor and I stated in the Senate that I 
never was asked to support what was called sound money, and if 
you had taken any pains to ascertain the truth, you could have 
ascertained it. 


Mr. CHANDLER. TheSenator will kindly addresshis remarks | 


to the Chair. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. It would be much more agreeable than to 
address them to you. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
is speaking by the indulgence of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
. PETTIGREW. I will take nothing by his indulgence. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not know what the Senator means by 
this actionof his. I stated what the newspapers had said—that he 
Was chosen as a delegate, went upon the floor, accepted the nomi- 
nation. Now the Senator says the statement 1 made is wholly 

unqualifiedly false. He admits that he was upon the floor of 
convention, that he accepted the commission then and there 





both. Why, then, should we delay the free coinage of silver 
we are to have a panic with or without an international agree- 
ment? 

[ do not think there is a single authority in Great Britain who 
has not taken the position that a bill for international bimetal!ism 
could not be passed in Parliament; could not pass the Hi: 
Commons; could not reach a stage where it would look as though 
it would pass, without a panic which would ruin and destroy and 
bankrupt the financial and manufacturing institutions of Great 
Britain. I say they make a picture even more doleful and a 
tressing than that painted by the opponents of the free coimage: 
silver if we should undertake to do it without the assistance of 
other countries. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator, I think, is mistaken. I have 
seen no such declarations from English gold monometallists a 
those which the Senator has suggested. I think that when the 
Senator comes to read what [ have already said and what [ shall 
hereafter say, he will conclude that international bimetailism is 
not only possible but probable, and will regret the vote he gave 
the other day against the calling of another international confer- 


; ence, 


Mr. President, this is a living subject all over the would. I 
hold in my hand a letter written to the Manchester Guardian of 
January 14,showing the effect of the closing of the India mints 
upon the people of India. It is signed by J. P. Haseltine, and is 
dated London, January 12, 1°97: 


Sirk: We are rightly engaged in raising a fund for the relief of our fi W- 
subjects in India now suffering from famine and pestilen We shail con- 
gratulate ourselves if we raise £500,000). or say, roughly. 8.100.000 rupees. How 
few realize that one letter from Her Majesty's Govern nut to the French 


premier and one to Mr. McKinley, the President-elect 
stating that Her Majesty's Government were ready t 
ica in restoring the ancient legal-tender ratio of we 


United Stafes, 
) France and Aner 
ight between gold and 
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silver would, by astroke of the pen. save the Indian taxpayers at least 85,000,000 
of rupees per annum. This calculation can be roughly examined with great 
ease by anyone. To meetsterling obligations the Indian agers has now to 
buy gold bills on London to the amount of £17,000,000a year. At 15 rupees to 
the pound, this costs 255,000,000 of rupees. If we take the old rate at 10ru 

to the pound, the cost will be 170,000,000 of rupees, or a saving of 85,000,000 of 
rupees per annum, without costing Great Britain or India or anyone else one 

enny. 
_— Yours, efe., 





J. P. HASELTINE. 


LONDON, January 12, 1897. 


There is in the New York Tribune of Monday, February 8, 1897, 
a letter of the very acute and able correspondent, Mr. Ford, in 
which he states the terrible condition of the Indian peasantry on 
account of the reduction in the value of their silver ornaments. 
As everyone knows, they have been in the habit of accumulating 
their savings in silver—silver dollars and silver ornaments. India 
has been a great market for silver. The estimate of the amount 
of silver in the possession of the Indian peasantry in the form of 
ornaments, Mr. Ford says, is thirteen hundred and twelve million 
ounces. There is no savings-bank system, and the natives have 
been accustomed to hoard silver in ornaments, worn by men, 
women. and children. He goes on to give an estimate of the 
shrinkage in the savings of the peasantry by the demonetization 
of silver, which he places at $470,000,000. 

Mr. President, there is terrible misery in India now because 
when the peasants, confronted with short grain crops and fam- 
ine and plague, come forward with their hoarded stores to dispose 


of them they find that they are reduced one-half in value. 
{From the New York Daily Tribune, February 8, 1897.] 
LONDON, January 27. 

A significant letter has appeared in the Times from an expert in Indian 
finance, Sir Lepel Griffin. It directs public attention to a momentous fact 
which is seldom discussed by English journals, namely, that the sufferings 
of the plague-smitten, famine-stricken peninsula are terribly intensified b 
the depreciation of silver. Sir Lepel Griffin disclaims any intention of criti- 
cising current methods of Indian finance, but lays stress upon the monetar 
conditions in order to impart a fresh impulse to the charitable work which 
is now in progress throughout the United Kingdom. The results which have 
followed the depreciation of silver have nowhere else been equally calam- 
itous. For generations the swarming millions of India have been in the habit 
of investing their savings in silver ornaments. Now, in their hour of direst 
need, they are finding out that there has been a tremendous shrinkage in the 
value of their savings and that they can not sell their ornaments without 
material loss. 

Sir Lepel Griffin states,on the authority of Mr. Lesley Probyn, that the 
amount of silver in the possession of the Indian peasantry in the form of 
ornaments is 1,312,500,000 ounces. There is no savings-bank system. The 
natives have been accustomed to hoard silver in ornaments worn by men, 
women, and children. In former years government rupees were melted 
down and reworked into ornaments. In time of distress from famine or 
pague these ornaments were readily sold to the village bankers and rupees 
given in exchange at full weight. That was when the mints were open and 
there was a fixed relation between the metal and the coin. Sir Lepel Griffin 
estimates that the stock of ornaments, which was once worth £350,000,000, 
now has a value of £256,000,000. This implies a shrinkage of $470,000,000 in 
the savings of the peasantry. When the ornaments are sold, the natives 
receive from 35 to 40 per cent less, weight for weight, than formerly. The 
rupee has an artificia] value, owing to the closure of the mints, and the 
money lender charges from 10 to 15 per cent to cover his risk. The conver- 
sion of ornaments into cash, which has been the main resource of the native 
a epee in time of famine, is thus attended with ruinous losses. These 
osses not only aggravate the Ae e of the people, but tend to excite dis- 
trust of the Government, which is held responsible for the shrinkage in value 
of these native savings—the only available reserve of ae peepee. 

The gravity of the economic and political situation in India can hardly be 
overestimated. Here isa great empire with over 300,000,000 subjects whose 
savings have depreciated to the extent of $470,000,000 through the fall of sil- 
ver; and millions of them are aaaeeene confronted with their losses when 
they attempt to sell their ornaments. It is not strange that veteran Indian 
officials are haunted with apprehension of the outbreak of another mutiny. 

I have referred to the weighty statements of this expert in Indian finance 
not for the purpose of discussing the burning question of the a of 
reopening the mints asa relief measure, but in order to emphasize the fact 
that England has a vast empire which has been impoverished by the decline 
of silver. Not only is silver the only currency circulating in that populous 
realm, but also the meager savings of the peasantry are invested in silver 
ornaments, which can not be converted into rupees without enormous loss. 
Laucashire, with its diminishing cotton trade with India, has been warned 
year after year that there has been a shrinkage in the purchasing resources 
of its best market, and the silver question has been recognized by cotton 
manufacturers as one of supreme importance in relation to British trade; 
but it was not until the present crisis arose, with the awful visitations of 
famine and pestilence, that the magnitude of the imperial issues involved in 
the solvency of India was fully appreciated. 

While England has adhered persistently to the single gold standard and 
shows no signs of abandoning it, the fact that the extreme poverty of the 
natives of India, who —— one-fifth of the inhabitants of the globe, has 
been increased and intensified by the depreciation of silver momen- 
tous significance. Theoretically, engen’ has its well-ordered system of 
finance which, like the laws of the Medesand Persians, can never be changed; 
but, practically. it has an impoverished Indian empire and a larger commerce 
with silver countries than any other nation possesses. and the question of the 
solvency and prosperity of the silver-trading world is one of paramount 
importance. 

“his fact is indisputable, even if the House of Commons be emptied when- 
everan Indian debatecomeson. Last night only about forty members listened 
to the first discussion of Indian affairs which has occurred during the present 
session. It opened with a keeninquiry from Mr. Maclean respecting the relief 
which might be afforded by government purchase of silver ornaments at a 
fixed price per ounce, and drew from the secretary for India, Lord George 
Hamiiton, an expression of incredulity respecting the practicability of the 
scheme. Not long afterwards, Sir William Wedderburn offered an amend- 
ment to the address in favor of a full inquiry respecting the poverty and 
helplessness of Her Majesty's Indian subjects,and supported it with a well- 
informed, carefully prepared speech. 

For an hour or two the debate draggedalong, and finally it was brought to 
a close by an exchange of compliments between Lord George Hamilton and 
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" rior administrative methods of British In 
© withdrawal of the amendment. The subject under diseus 7m 


Sir Henry Fowler on the su 
and by th 


was the fate of 800,000,000 of the Queen’s subjects, who are exposed to tho 


palling horrors of plague, starvation, poverty, and wretchedness: and ».« 
more than forty members took sufficient interest in it to listen to the . 


debate. on 
While expert talent and sobriety of judgment are lacking in the Comms 
for adequate discussion of the Indian question, the financiers of the cit, } 


the merchants and manufacturers of the United Kingdom understan ; 
eneral economic results of the insolvency and degraded impoverisiime; 
the silverempire. They know that the prosperity of the Indian peasay:;y; 
is dependent upon a satisfactory settlement of the silver question, ani 
British commerce has an enormous interest in the removal of existing « ; 
of monetary disturbance and industrial stagnation. The British comm. 1 
empire has two lungs. One is the agricultural industry of the coloni i 
dependencies. The other is the manufacturing industry of the mother 
try. Both lungs must in full operation if the industrial body is ; 
maintained in perfect health. British commerce must finally langyi 
through continued Sagveneeen of silver and consequent monetary di 
ance and economic disorder, trade with silver-using countries ste, 
declines. 
SENATOR WOLCOTT’S SILVER QUEST. 

In this morning’s journals I notice a Washington dispatch stating +) 
Senator WoLcorTt has not met with a hearty reception in London, }ut 
been referred by British statesmen to their brethren on the Continent. | 4 
able to contradict without yeapeve the inference that the Senator has 
received with coolness and indifference by public men and financiers i: | 
don. His somes was heralded by dispatches in the daily journals from Niw 
York correspondents, stating that he had undertaken a mission on beh; ? 
the President-elect. This was unfortunate, because it created an erroe 
impression, which had to be removed as soon as he arrived. He w: 
pelled to explain that his task was self-imposed and unofficial, and that it 
was simply a personal quest for information on the monetary situation 9 

8 


(Pea 


frankness with which he released Mr. McKinley from responsibility for | 

tour of investigation, and the eagerness and thorou zhness with whi 

entered upon his study of a complex subject, commended him at once | 

ge graces and hospitality of the leaders of political, financial, and 
ondon. 

Senator WoLcorTrT has been literally overwhelmed with social attentions 
here. He has met Mr. Arthur Balfour several times; he has had a prolk i 
interview with the chancellor of the exchequer; he has seen Lord George 
Hamilton, Mr. Chamberlain, and other members of the Government, and he 
has been in daily communication with the most experienced financiers in the 
city. Nothing could be further from the truth than the Washington alleva- 
tion that he has been coolly and cynically received in London. 

Senator WoLcort, having had an unwelcome and unsolicited advertisement 
of his journey before he left New York, has been scrupulous in avoiding pub- 

lis object was to obtain a free exchange of views with eminent 
public men, econcmists, and financiers on the silver question, and the possib|: 
conditions under which an international conference may be held. This pur- 
| ¢mae would not have been ane by newspaperinterviews. Hehas denied 
himself to reporters, and has not taken the public into his confidence. This 


policy, while it has exposed him to the penalty of escaping observation in the 
daily press, has facilitated his quest for information. The most important 
Government officials and economic experts have talked with him with tho 
utmost freedom. He has met everyone whom he wished tosee. The list of 
distinguished people with whom he nas been conferring on confidentia! terms 
would be a long and impressive one. Mr. Bryan and other monometallist sil- 
ver leaders, if they were in London, would aoe more local copy for the 
me, but they would not promote the interests of international bimetallism. 
Senator WoLcoTt isa man of distinction, who has inspired confidence an 
commanded respect by the dignity of his conduct and by the reasonableness 
of hisargument. He has adapted himself to English customs and methods of 
procedure. 






CHANCES OF INTERNATIONAL ACTION. 


While Senator WoLcotrt has left London to-day for Paris, his departure is 
not in consequence of any change of plans nor of any lack of cordiality in his 
reception here. He made no secret when he arrived in London of the ‘act 
that he had important work to do in Paris, and he is now carrying out a pre- 
arranged plan. It is not likely that he will goto Berlin or toany other Euro- 
pean capital; norisit probable that his stay in Paris will be longer than a 
week, nor that his return to America will be deferred many days after his 
arrival in London. One thing. however, may confidently be assumed, and 
that is that the Senator will return to Washington with a unique knowledge 
of the existing status of English and French opinion on the silver question. 
In that sense his self-imposed mission has been crowned already with success. 
He will be able to speak with authority on the prospects of international 
action respecting silver. 

If nothing else has been gained through the Senator's conferences in Lon- 
don, a ch of temper in the discussion of the monetary problem has been 
disclosed. When the Brussels conference was held, there was no attempt to 
conceal England’s uncompromising hostility to a double standard and to 
international action on behalf of silver. I do not believe that there is even 
a remote probability that England will abandon the single gold standard; 
but it is certainly true that the tone of inflexible opposition to international 
action is not as bitter as it was. If an international conference were called, 
it is probable that the Indian mints would be reopened at once. ; 

That might be the only concession which England would make, but it 
would be an important one. The Indian situation is a critical one, and un- 
der existing conditions the reopening of the mints would provea relief meas- 
ure in releasing the ntry from bondage to the vil money lenders 
and in enabling them to make better termsin disposing of their ornaments - 
their only reserve and last resource. The ministersof theday might be glad 
of a pretext for rons mints, and their example would not be with- 
out effect upon continental nations, like Germany, Russia, and Austria- 
Hungary, which, in reorganizing their currency systems, have been ap- 
proaching gold monometallism as the safest is of finance. No shrewd 
observer will be beguiled into the belief that the prospect for international 
action is either hopeful or promising; but India in this calamitous year is an 
object lesson from which much is to be learned. England has a paramount 
interest in the restoration of the solvency and prosperity of silver a 


Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me? 


Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. i 
Mr. STEWART. I understand what is stated in the article is 


a fact, and it has resulted from the suspension of silver coinage 
in 1893. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I understand so. Up to the suspension of 
the coinage of the ru in 1893 the demonetization of silver 
had but little effect in India, because, as I have already shown, 
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economic changesare very slow in taking effect, particularly among 
the oriental — But after 1893 the fall of silver in India 
began to take place; the consequences to that country now are 
exceedingly lamentable; and England is beginning, with poverty, 
pestilence, and starvation in India, to take account whether it is 
not her duty to do something toward the remonetization of silver. 
It stands as an absolutely unequivocal promise, so far as it can be 
made, except by statute, that in the aid of the remonetization of 
silver England will open the India mints. 

Mr. President, the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PeTTigrew] 
will, I think, change his mind, and the Senator from Wisconsin 


also will change his mind, as to the probabilities of the success of | 


international bimetallism if they will read the February (1897) 
number of the National Review, published in London and New 
York—edited by Mr. L. J. Maxse, an extremely intelligent English 
gentleman and writer, who was recently in this country—where 
therearethreearticles on bimetallismin Europe: On France, by Mr. 
Edmond D’Artois, who was the assistant general secretary of the 
French Bimetallic League; on Germany, by Dr. Otto Arendt, 
whoisa member of the Prussian diet and honorary secretary of the 
German Bimetallic League, and by Lord Aktenham, president of 
the British Bimetallic League. [asknot that these three shortarti- 
cles may be printed in the Recorp, but that, in order that I may 
send out some of them with my speech, they may be printed as a 
document for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that 
order will be made. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will read what Lord Aldenham says, if 
the Senator from South Dakota will listen to me: 

Nevertheless— 

He says— 

I would point out that opinions expressed by distinguished foreigners in 1892 
are not a proof that the same opinions are held by other people of the same 
nations in 1897. 

Dr. Arendt, speaking of an international conference, says: 

Should such a conference take place, the German Parliament can therefore 
be relied upon as a strong supporter. 

I do respectfully and earnestly request that Senators, whether 
or not they read my remarks, will take pains to read these three 
cogent and extremely interesting articles from the National Re- 
view. 

THE UNITED STATES. 

The position of the United States stands recorded in the declara- 
tion of the act of November 1, 1893, as follows: 

And it is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States to continue 
the use of both gold and silver as standard money, and to coin both gold and 
silver into money of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value, such equality to 
be secured through international agreement, or by such safeguards of legis- 
lation as will insure the maintenance of the parity in value of the coins of the 
two metals, and the equal power of every dollar at all times in the markets, 
and in the payment of debts. And it is hereby further declared that the 
efforts of the Government should be steadily directed to the establishment 
of such a safe system of bimetallism as will maintain at all times the equal 
power of every dollar coined or issued by the United States in the markets 
and in the payment of debts. 

A minor but equally significant American declaration was the 
telegram sent to the lord mayor of London and read at the inter- 
national bimetallic conference at the Mansion House in London 
May 2, 1894, as follows: 

We desire to express our cordial sympathy with the movement to promote 
the restoration of silver by international agreement, in aid of which we un- 
derstand a meeting is to be held to-morrow under your lordship’s presidency. 
We believe that the free coinage of both gold and silver by international 

ment at a fixed ratio would secure to mankind the blessings of a suffi- 
cient volume of metallic money, and, what is hardly less important, would 
secure to the world of trade immunity from violent exchange fluctuations. 
JOHN SHERMAN, WILLIAM B. ALLISON, D. W. VOORHEES, H. C. Loner, G. F. 
Hoar, N. W. Aupricn, D. B. Hrii, E. Morey, C. 8. Brice, O. H. PLart, 
A. P. GormMAN, W. P. Frye, C. K. Davis, §. M. CUuLLoM,J. M.Cary. (Report 
of the proceedings of the conference, page 18.) 

These utterances may be fittingly supplemented by two of the 
many declarations in favor of bimetallism made by Mr. McKinley, 
beginning with that in his speech in the House of Representatives 
on June 25, 1890, when, although he resisted the free coinage of 
silver independently of international action, he said: 

_ I believe, Mr. Speaker, that we should preserve these two metals side by 
side. * * * [want both metalsside by side, equal in purchasing power and in 
legal tender quality, equal in power to perform the functions of money with 
which to do the business and move the commerce of the United States. * * * 

tever money we have, it must be based upon both gold and silver. 


; a ending with that of his letter of acceptance of August 26, 


The Republican party has declared in favor of aninternational agreement, 
and if elected President it will be my duty to employ all proper means to pro- 
mote it. 

Surely it is impossible to doubt that upon this record the move- 
ment for international bimetallism has a large chance of success. 
Much will of course depend upon the course of prices and busi- 
ness during the months that are before us, while the subject is 
undergoing further discussion. If changes for the better take 
place, if the downward tendency of prices is arrested and an 
upward movement begins, if the widespread failures of debtors 


XXIX——119 


ee 


shall cease, if prosperity shall come to this country and the other 
countries of the world while the existing gold standard prevails, 
| the efforts of bimetallists may be in vain. If, on the other hand, 
the present prices of property, the present conditions of trade, the 
present woeful plight of the debtors of the world remain as now, 
or grow worse, there will be an irresistible movement against 
the existing gold standard which it will not be wise for the publia 
men of any country to attempt to arrest. 


THE UTTERANCES OF SENATORS AND SE¢ 


RETARIES SHERMAN AND CARLISLE, 

Mr. President, whatever may be the near or the final result, the 
cause in which the bimetallists of this country are about to en- 
gage will be a noble one. No other words can depict its impor- 
tance so well as those which have been used by two statesmen of 
the present day, each of whom has been Senator of the United 
States and Secretary of the Treasury. Fortunate has been the 
Senate in retaining for so many years in its membership the Sen- 
| ator from Ohio. His long life has been one of patriotic devotion 
to the interests of his country, and he now stands here with the 
| highest prestige of any member of the Chamber, in full vigor of 
| body and mind, and it is to be hoped that he may lone continue 
in his country’s service. His fame is our fame and the nation’s 
fame, and when he goes forward to his new sphere as Secretary 
of State we shall all recognize in him the appropriate leader of the 
new movement to save the country and the world from the evils 
of gold monometallism, so powerfully described by him in his 
speech in the Senate of April 10, 1876. 

Speaking of the German demonetization of silver, he said (Con: 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 4, Part IL, page 2341): 

It at once begot a struggle for the possession of gold between all the great 
nations of the world, because everybody could see that if you demonetize 
$3,200,000,000 of silver coin and make $3,500,000,000 of gold coin the sole stand- 
ard of the transactions of the world ‘ it would enormously add to the 
value of gold. * * * Therefore what we have observed recently is not so 
much a fall of silver as it is a rise of gold, the inevitable effect of a fear of 
demonetizing the whole mass of this silver. 

ca 7 
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* * * * 

Toadopt the gold standard alone and demonetize silver would be to de- 
prive the poor people of the world of the money which alone measures the 
value of their production and their labor. * * * Gold aloneis not suitable 


for a currency, because it will not measure the daily wants of the great mass 
of mankind. (Page 2341.) 

The utter ruin that would come to mankind, especially to the poorer 
nations, by the entire demonetization of silver can not be estimated bv us 
Take one-half of the solid money of the world out of existence, take the sole 
standard of more than two-thirds of the human race, reduce it to a base 


metal, and the effect upon the commerce of the world would be incalculable. 
It can not be done; it will not be done. There is no danger of it. These two 
metals, gold and silver, have traveled side by side from the beginning of 
time; the records of human history do not go back beyond it. They have 
varied, sometimes one and sometimes the other higher, but they have gone 
on, gold the money of the rich, silver the money of the poor, the one to 
measure acquired wealth, the other to measure the daily necessities of life; 
and, sir, no act of Parliament, although it may disturb for a moment the 
relation of these two metals to each other, nothing but an act of God, can 
destroy the use of both these metals among the nations of mankind. (Page 


2246.) 

Mr. President, three Sundays ago, while these impassioned words 
of the Senator were running in my mind, [listened to the discourse 
of a young and eloquent preacher in Washington, who told the 
story of Micah, the manof Mount Ephraim, and of the Levite priest, 
who had come to his house while wandering about the earth 
seeking a sojourning place: 

And Micah said unto him, Dwell with me, and be unto me a father 


priest, and I will give thee ten shekels of silver by the 
apparel, and thy victuals. So the Levite went in. 


and a 
year, and a suit of 
(Judges xvii, 10.) 


And the Levite was content to dwell with Micah. 


Then said Micah, Now know I that the Lord will do me good, seei 
a Levite to my priest. (Judges xvii, 13.) 

When I heard this narrative, I imagined that the fervid Senator 
knew the story of Micah when he made his earnest assertion that 
silver was ‘‘the money of the poor” and predicted that nothing 
but ‘‘an act of God” could destroy its use as money. A silver 
shekel was equal to the sum of about 70 cents. So Micah hired 
his priest for $7 per year in money, for a suit of apparel (which 
in the Hebrew original meant a double suit—one for summer and 
one for winter), for his food, and for lodging also in his humble 
house hard by the burial place of Joshua, the son of Nun, on the 
wooded slopes of Mount Ephraim, which mountain was a part of 
the lot of the tribe of the children of Judah. Micah, the sil\ 
lived there with his mother and his sons and his priest in honest 
poverty, using the silver money which God had provided for him. 
But his happy condition did not long last. The children of Dan 
had spied out the land and came with 600 men, appointed with 
weapons of war, and plundered the house of Micah, and then went 
away and smote the people of Laish with the edge of the sword 
and built a city in the land of Laish and dwelt therein, and, ala 


ng I have 


erite, 


<<< et LL LLL 


the Levite priest, at the bidding of the robbers, laid his hand on 
his mouth and held his peace, abandoned his benefactor, Micah, 
and fled to the new city and became a priest of his new employers, 


the Danites. 
Thousands of yearshave rolled around since Samuel, the prophet, 
wrote this story of Micah, but human nature remains the samne, 
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Lowly cottagers are benevolent; mendicants are ungrateful; noble 
men and righteous causes are betrayed by those who, when their 
fidelity and courage are brought to the test, lay their hands on 
their mouths and hold their peace; but silver is still the money of 
the poor, which God gave and nothing but an act of God can 
destroy, and the faithful Senator from Ohio, more earnestly than 
ever before, will in his new position of power strive to restore and 
maintain that bimetallism which begun in the days of the prophets 
and the priests, the kings and the judges of the tribes of Israel and 
Judah. 

The other Senator and Secretary is a distinguished son of Ken- 
tucky, to whom it will certainly ever be a pleasure for me to give 
the meed of praise which belongs to an honorable and patriotic 
public servant. There are few limits to my gratitude to him, 
because in the recent election he showed the full courage of his 
convictions, broke loose from the party ties of a lifetime, and con- 
tributed all in his power to give to Mr. McKinley the electoral 
vote of the State of Kentucky. No language can be constructed 
which will more forcibly declare the necessity of the rejection of 
the single gold standard and the restoration of the bimetallic 
standard in the monetary system of mankind than his utterances 
on the 2ist of February, 1878. This is what he said: 

According to my view of the subject, the conspiracy which seems to have 
been tormed here and in Europe to destroy by legislation and otherwise from 
three-sevenths to one half the metallic money of the world is the most gigan- 
tic crime of this or any other age. The consummation of such a scheme 
would ultimately entail more misery upon the human race than all the wars, 
pestilence, and famine that ever occurred in the history of the world. The 
absolute and instantaneous destruction of half the movable property of the 
world, including horses, ships, railroads, and all other appliances for ey: 
ing on commerce, while it would be felt more sensibly at the moment, would 
not produce anything like the prolonged distress and disorganization of 


society that must inevitably result from the permauent annihilation of one- 
half of the metallic money of the world. 


THE DUTIES AND DANGERS OF THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 


Surely,in view of these tremendous assertions of twoof the great- 
est and wisest statesmen now living in America, there ought to be 
universal concurrence in the determination that something shall 
be done to arrest the evils which they have so luridly depicted. 
There was much deprecation in the recent political canvass against 
appeals for the votes of classes as against appeals for the votes of the 
whole people without regardtoclasses. In view of the utterances 
of Senator SHERMAN, such criticism is not well founded. There 
can not be wise legislation for the whole people that does not take 
account of classes, at least to the extent of making certain that 
the legislation does not affect one class more unfavorably than the 


other; that it does not benefit one class more than it benefits 
another. The highest authority that ever spoke said: ‘‘ The poor 


ye have always with you.” Certainly itcan not be unwise for the 
rulers of the people or the members of a national legislature to 
specially endeavor to protect the poorer classes of society and to 
lift from them some of the burdens which press them downward 
into poverty. The hour has struck in this country when there 
must be a sincere and earnest movement to arrest the injustice 
that is being done to the masses of the people by the great aggre- 
gations of capital, a few great monopolies and many unlawful 
trusts. In an article written by me on the 14th day of July last, 
and published in the North American Review of August last, 
after stating the issues and predicting the result of the campaign, 
I added: 

The time of trial to the Republican party will come after its approaching 
victory. It will then be in order to determine whether it is the slave of the 
rich capitalists, of the promoters of trusts and monopolies, and of the bloated 
bondholders, as the Bryan Democrats and the Populists will contend. 

That time has arrived. The writer of a recent essay on ‘‘ The 
present distribution of wealth in the United States,” Prof. Charles 
B. Spahr, sums up his conclusions as follows: That there is con- 
stantly going forward in this country a concentration of wealth 
m the cities to the impoverishment of the country districis, and 
that in the cities there are forces constantly working toward a yet 
narrower concentration of wealth—as much more concentrated as 
it is greater than the wealth in the country. He asserts that, tak- 
ing the whole country, the great body of thesmall property holders, 
embracing seven-eighths of the property-holding families, hold of 
the national wealth only one-eighth, while the wealthy classes 
hold five-eighths; that one family out of every hundred holds as 
much wealth as the other ninety-nine; that the average wealth of 
the families in the country districts is $3,250, while in the cities it 
is $9,000; that the wealth of the East, including foreign holdings, 
with but 30 per cent of the population of the country, amounts to 
thirty-one thousand five hundred millions of dollars, while the 
wealth of the West and the South, with 70 per cent of the popula- 
tion, is thirty-three thousand five hundred millions. 

He says, in connection with incomes, that two-fifths of the prod- 
uct of industry goes to capital; that one-tenth of the families have 
as much income as the nine-tenths; that 1 per cent of the families, 
the richest, at the top, have as much income as 50 per cent, the 
peorest, at the bottom. In other words, that one-eighth of the 
families have more than one-half of the whole income of the 
people. 














Referring to taxation, he claims that of the national taxes. jy. 
cluding customs, the wealthy classes pay one-tenth, the well-to-, 
citizens pay one-fourth, and the relatively poorer classes pay ty 
thirds; while, taking local and national taxes together, the wea t). 
ier classes pay less than 1 per cent per year on their property 
the masses of the people pay 4 per cent on their property. 

If these conclusions are to be relied upon—and they are « 
fully set forth and gravely defended—while it may not be pat 
otic to appeal for the votes of the poor against the rich, yet 
certainly will be wise for the governing classes of this countr\ 
devote themselves, in hard and distressing times, to the alle) 
tion of the burdens of the poorer classes; to preserve as mone, 
the world—in the language of the Senator from Ohio—sily-r, 
which is the money of the poor, as well as gold, which is the money 
of the rich; to lessen as much as possible the taxes of the poor, ay] 
to so manage the affairs of the Government that neither in {s\\x 
nor in 1900 shall the country be confronted, in the political coy- 
tests in which we are next to engage, with any unjust national 
laws, framed and maintained either in the interest of the money 
lenders or of the managers of illegal trusts and monopolies of any 
sort. . . 

The fortunate renaissance of the Republican party ought to 
give as the first fruits of reascendency not the free coinage of sil- 


ver by the United States alone, which would be silver monomet- 
allism, but— 
I. 


The restoration of bimetallism, in moderate course, and with 
due regard to all the honorable pledges of the nation. 


II. 


The Republican party should also, without interfering with the 
right of private individuals to accumulate property, so control 
the exercise of corporation powers as to forbid the payment of 
excessive salaries or dividends or of interest on fictitious capitali- 
zation. 

III. 


It should, without prohibiting the consolidation of business 
enterprises into single corporations, prevent the combination of 
separate companies by trust agreements in restraint of trade and 


in destruction of competition, which is the life of trade. 
av. 

It should, without hindering the use of modern methods of 
freight and passenger transit, effectually regulate and govern 
transportation companies, so as to prevent free transportation and 
all other discriminations for favored classes, and so as to fix, by 
governmental authority, in the first instance and before they can 
be lawfully collected, reasonable rates of fares and freights, in 


) 


) 


L 


| order that complaining parties may not be forced to actually pay 


exorbitant rates and vainly look for a remedy in futile lawsuits to 
recover them back. 


¥. 


It should readjust the schemes of national and local taxation. so 
that the burdens shall not weigh unjustly upon the classes in the 
community least able to bear them, and so that American indus- 


tries may be developed, while American wages are maintained at 
the highest possible standard. 


VI. 


Above all, it should struggle to restore and establish honesty and 
purity in making political nominations and conducting politic: 
elections, thrusting corruption away ‘‘from the seats of the 
mighty;” thus making this country 





The land of justice, where the poor 
Shall hold their rights as safe 
As those the rich secure. 


Where right, not might, shall rule; all men 
Be — while o'er all, 
God's blessing shall endure. 


When, forty years ago, the Republican party was formed, it had 
the noblest possible mission—to resist the extension of American 
chattel slavery. Its efforts resulted in a war between the Nort! 
and the South, the greatest conflict in the world in modern times. 
The Union was saved, a race liberated, and the nation of freemen 
carried by the Republican party to the highest degree of pros 
perity ever attained by any country in any age. Aftera brief 
exclusion from national power by a combination of Eastern plu- 
tocrats, Southern sectionalists,and Western malcontents, typified 
at one extreme by President Cleveland and at the other by Gov- 
ernor Altgeld, the reins of Government have again been placed in 
Republican hands. New occasions teach new duties. In repeti- 
tion and conclusion, I declare my belief that President McKinley 
and the other leaders of the party, in its present advent to power, 
may, by wise designs and virtuous deeds, indefinitely prolong its 
ascendency in the country. This can surely be done by making it 
the true party of the people, to the final confusion and discom- 
fiture of those pretenders, the blind leaders of the blind, who were 
so summarily, on the 3d of November last, all thrown into the 
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ditch together. If, on the contrary, this is not done, and the Re- | 


publican party shall content itself with seizing and enjoying the 


spoils of office, surrendering unreservedly to the money power | 
which so effectively contributed to its recent victory, acquiescing 


rmanently in the existing gold standard, and treating bimetal- 
Toon. according to the advice of the Portland Oregonian, as ‘‘a jug- 


advice of the New York Sun, as a pledge never intended to be ful- 
filled, Republicans will speedily find the tide of political battle 


once more turned against them, and they will soon exchange places | 


with their now sore, bleeding, and prostrate foes. 

To the coming triumphant President, — ul and overconfident, 
rejoicing as a strong man to run a race, and to his chosen advisers, 
soon to challenge all the adverse currents of the future, I can not 
help warningly say concerning the pending world-wide contro- 
versy over the burning question of money: Unsettled questions 
pay no heed to the repose of nations. 
ness to defer.” 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me to ask him one question? 
interested in his very able speech as showing the absolute neces- 
sity of bimetallism. I wish to ask him, in case the Republican 

arty fail to secure international bimetallism, what is then to be 
one? If bimetallism can not be obtained through international 
agreement, is there any remedy which he would advise? 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
standard upon mankind. I should suppose that inference was 
pretty easily drawn from what I have said. I have so much con- 
fidence that we are to have international bimetallism that I do 
not have to take up any further question. 


silver adopted in concurrence with the other nations. 
times fear that they are so earnest and zealous and persistent that 


they do. not want international bimetallism, but prefer to have | 
I do nt wish this country | 


this country join the silver nations. 
to be compelled to join the silver nations, and I am quite sure we 
are going to have international bimetallism. 

Mr. STEWART. That is not an answer to the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). The 
Chair will state that the unanimous consent which was given ex- 
tended only to the speech of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. STEWART. Iask unanimous consent to ask a question. 
I will quit then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Senator 
from Nevada will proceed. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator’s reply does not answer the 
question. My question is, Whether, in case international bimetal- 
lism can not be obtained, the Senator from New Hampshire is 
prepared to say what he would do—what he would advise? 

r. CHANDLER. I think it is the highest folly in the world to 
set about any enterprise by making threats 

Mr. STEWART. There is no threat about it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Or by undertaking to define what your 
future position would be. I am a convinced bimetallist; 1 am an 
earnest bimetallist; I believe we are going to accomplish bimetal- 
lism,and I am not going to say what I shall doif we do not accom- 
plish it in one way or the other. We will attend to that question 
when we get to it. 

MESSAGE FROM. THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowNnNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1816) granting a pension to Eliza Craig Heckman, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Charles A. Heckman; 

A bill (S. 1975) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia Jones Duncan, 
widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Duncan; 

A bill (S. 2645) granting a pension to Jane H. Vandever; and 

A bill (S. 2832) for the relief of Daniel T. Tollett. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10010) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Ferree, asks a conference with 





the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and | 


had appointed Mr. ANDREws, Mr. CrowTHER, and Mr. BAKER of 
Kansas managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The messaye further announced that the House had passed the 
following bilis; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 6845) granting an increase of pension to Maj. John 
H. Gearkee; and 

A bill (H. R. 9785) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Kirkpatrick. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions: 

A bill (S. 3603) to extend the time for the completion of the 
St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company through 
the White Earth, Leech Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du Lac Indian 
reservations, in the State of Minnesota; 


** Be wise to-day; ‘tis mad- 


I have been much entertained and | 


I shall never help fasten the single gold | 


; lonly hope that my | 
silver monometaliist friends are not so anxious to have their own | 
way about it that they are not willing to have the free coinage of | 
I some- | 








A bill (H. R. 5764) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
D. Marthon; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 121) to amend an act granting to the 
Duluth and Winnipeg Railroad Company aright of way through 
the Chippewa and White Earth Indian reservations, in the State 


t : : | of Minnesota; and 
gling humbug, and the promise to promote it, according to the | 


A joint resolution (S. R. 204) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to transport contributions for the relief of the suffering 
poor of India. : 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILE. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. VILAS. Is not the bill to be taken up with the idea that 
the bankruptcy bill shall not be displaced? If the motion is to be 
made with the view of displacing the bankruptcy bill, I desire to 
call for the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Not at all. I will amend my motion by 
providing that the appropriation bill shall not displace the bank- 
ruptcy bill. 

Mr. VILAS. I suggest, then, that instead of being in the form 
of a motion, there be unanimous consent asked that the bank- 
ruptcy bill be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have no objection to placing it in that 
form. 

Mr. VILAS. Anid that the appropriation bill be taken up only 
upon such an arrangement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from South Dakota? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 10002) making appro- 

riations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 

epartment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1808. and for 
other purposes, which had been reported from the Committee on 
Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. IL ask that the formal reading be dispensed 
with and that the amendments of the committee be disposed of 
as they are reached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be taken. 

Mr. VEST. I prefer myself that the bill shall be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being interposed, the 
bill will be read. 

Mr. PLATT. What was the objection of the Senator from 
Missouri? I want to understand about it before the reading is 
commenced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
asked that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed w th. and 
that each amendment be acted upon as it was reached ir the read- 
ing. The Senator from Missouri objected, desiring that the bill 
shall be read through consecutively before action upon the amend- 
ments. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and read to line 23, on 
page 14. 

Mr. GORMAN. Lask the attention of the Senator in charge of 
the bill. The bill is being read t. rough on account of the fact 
that quite a number of Senators desired that that course should 
be pursued because they have not had an opportunity to familiar- 
ize themselves with its details. I suggest to the Senator that he 
permit a motion for an executive se<sion, and by to-morrow morn 
ing we can dispense with the formal reading of the bill, and go on 
and consider it as appropriation bills are usually considered, 
That will give to some Senators who have not had it, an oppor- 
tunity to read the bill during the night; and, with Senators’ con- 
sent, I will make that request. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. lLask unanimous consent that the formal 
reading of the bill be dispensed with, and that it be taken up 
to-morrow morning immediately after the routine morning busi- 
ness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 
The Senator from South Dakota asks unanimous consent that the 
formal reading of the bill be dispensed with and that it be taken 
up to-morrow morning immediately after the conclusion of the 
routine morning business. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to have the bankruptcy bill laid before the 
Senate before that isdone. I suppose in the regular order the Sen- 
ator will not object to having the bankruptcy bill laid before the 
Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. No; notatall. Iunderstand that is the order. 

Mr. HOAR. Let that be done before the executive session is 
ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Without objection, that course 


It is so understood. 
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The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8110) to establish a uniform law on the 
subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. 
bill a little while, instead of going into executive session? 

Mr. GORMAN. lILonly made the motion at the request of some 
Senators who desire a short executive session. 

Mr. HOAR. .Then I give notice that after the executive ses- 
sion I shall ask the Senate to proceed with the consideration of 
the bankruptcy bill. 





EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. GORMAN. I renew my motion for an executive session. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eighteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 
UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 


sideration of the bill (H. R. 8110) to establish a uniform law on | : 
the law in reference thereto. 


the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States. 

Mr. VEST. 
ure, which will only take a few moments, without displacing the 
reyular order. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I should like to 
take the floor on the regular order, and then I will yield without 
pre ceeding at present. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly, as a matter of course. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration—— 

Mr. VEST. I yield the floor to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
so that he can take it upon the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts to yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. HOAR. If Iam recognized and have the floor, I yield to 
the Senator, if that is the understanding of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
is entitled to the floor on the regular order. 

KANSAS CITY INTERSTATE NATIONAL BANK. 

Mr. VEST. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill (S. 3680) to provide for the removal of the Interstate 
National Bank of Kansas City from Kansas City, Kans., to Kan- 
pas City, Mo. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Finance with an amendment, to strike out 
section 4, in the following words: 

Sec. 4. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its 
passage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CAPT. WILLIAM N. TISDALL, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. HAWLEY. With the consent of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, I ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 1427) to provide for 
promoting Capt. William N. Tisdall, United States Army, now on 
the retired list, to the rank of major. The Senator from Tennes- 
see {[Mr. BaTE], when the bill came up the other day requested a 
little delay. I understand he withdraws any objection. 

Mr. BATE. I objected yesterday evening, Mr. President, but I 
have no objection to present now. I understand the bill passed 
through our committee unanimously, and as I say, I do not object 
to its present consideration. _ 

3y unanimous consent, the Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8110) to establish a uniform law on the 
subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States. 

ir. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to be counted amorg 
the number of those Senators who have defeated great measures 
of legislation by elaborate speeches in their favor. I assume that 
this body, consisting of experienced statesmen and business men, 
and so largely of experienced lawyers, understands pretty thor- 
oughly the history of bankruptcy legislation in this country, and 
the detail of the legislation which we have had in the three bank- 
ruptey laws which have been enacted and repealed in the past. 
So I wish, in a sort of informal and business way, to take ten or 
fifteen minutes in simply stating one or two points of this matter 
which I think ought to be understood and recorded. 

The estimates which are generally made are that there are 
850,000 bankrupts in this country. A very careful and thorough 
examination made by the publisher of the great business maga- 
zine known as Bradstreet’s made the number about 300,000 sev- 


I will ask the Senate to consider a little local meas- 
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| more. 
| that there must be at least a half million of these persons. 
W hy should not the Senate now proceed with that | 
| credit. 
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There must be certainly an addition of 50.909 
I have no doubt myself that that is an underestimate, and 
Th Vv 
are people who have generally been men of activity, energy, aniJ 
Otherwise they would not, as a rule, be debtors. T 
great cities on this continent are upon rivers, and the great riy; 
of this continent are very largely boundary linesof States Accord- 
ingly, these debts, so far as they are contracted by merchants a) 
manufacturers, are apt to be owed by men living in the neighbor 





eral years ago. 


| hood of great cities, or in great cities, to persons who live over th 


State lines. The great manufacturing and mercantile business 
this country and the cotton-raising business of this country depen 
upon distant parts of the continent for their market and distan: 
parts of the continent for their material. So the number of these 
bankrupts who can not be discharged from their debts by Stat 
laws is very great, and it will be remembered that the State la, 
can not provide for the discharge of a debt between citizens 
the same State unless it was contracted after the enactment « 


Now, there are three classes of opinion in this country on t! 
subject. First, there is the opinion that there ought to be a ls 
providing for two things: First, the discharge of all the debt 
who have committed no crime or fraud and who can not pay th 
debts, in order that this great mass of American citizens may |e 
restored to citizenship. A bankrupt goes through his life una) 
to do anything ina natural way for himself or his family a 
‘‘drags at each remove a lengthening chain” until he goes to his 
grave. He is compelled to resort to petty shifts and subterfuges, 
doing business in another man’s name, and fraudulent concealment 
of his interest in what the other man allows him to doin his name. 

I think there should be a bankrupt law discharging these peoy)le 
where there is no case of actual and clear fraud, and that it should 
provide for the equal distribution of a bankrupt’s estate among 
all his creditors without favoritism or preference, unless debts for 
the actual necessaries of life or to laborers or personal servants 
for actual wages are preferred to a limited extent. 

I do not think any bankruptcy law that does not provide for the 
rights of creditors also in the case of an attempt to defrand them 
or in the case of an attempt to grasp the whole estate for one 
favorite creditor is in spirit constitutional. The word *“ bank- 
ruptcy” used in the Constitution had at the time of the adoption 
of the Constitution a technical meaning. It meant the dist: ibu- 
tion of the estate of a fraudulent debtor at the application of the 
creditors. An insolvent law was a totally different thing. 

Mr. STEWART. Ithink there ought to be a full Senate to 
hear the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts. I suggest 
the want of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada sug- 
gests theabsence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Call, McBride, Sherman, 
Allen, Chandler, Morgan, Shoup, 
Bacon, Chilton, Morrill, Smith, 
Baker, Dubois, Nelson, Stewart, 
Bate, Elkins, Pasco, Tillman, 
Berry, Frye, Perkins, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Blanchard, Hawley, Platt, Vilas, 
Brown, Hoar, Proctor, Walthall, 
Burrows, Jones, Ark. Pugh, Wetmore. 
Butler, Lindsay, Quay 

Caffery, Lodge, Seweil, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot think it was ever intended by the framers 
of the Constitution, or by the generation that adopted it, that a 
pure insolvent law without a provision for a distribution on the 
application of creditors aoe be enacted. Bankruptcy meant a 
measure taken on the application of creditors, and nothing else. 
An insolvent law in legal treatises of that time is a separate and 
independent measure, treated on under different chapters in the 
old law books. But very naturally and properly the two things 
were united, and the insolvent law became an incident of our 
bankruptcy system. As time went on and a more humane and 
generous estimate of the relation of debtor and creditor prevailed, 
very naturally,also, the insolvency application becamethe princi- 
pal, and the bankruptcy, the application by the creditors, became, 
if not the incident, at least the less important feature. 

But still it is very difficult, in my judgment, to uphold the con- 
stitutionality of a pure voluntary system of insolvency which 
entirely excludes the bankruptcy proceeding which was contem- 
plated by the Constitution. owever, I do not propose to discuss 
or enlarge upon that consideration, because, practically, I do not 
think there is any likelihood that a majority of the Senate will be 
found favoring either of those things without the other, Ido not 
care to waste time, therefore, in that discussion. 

Now, the States have at present no sufficient remedy; first, for 
the reason I have stated already, that they can not take care of 
debtors owing debts to citizens of other States. In point of fact, 
there are only thirteen States having voluntary and inveluntary 
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bankruptcy laws. So that in thirty-two States of this Union the 
poor debtor has no hope, even if all his creditors dwell within the 
borders of his own State. Then there are ten States, in addition, 
which have the voluntary insolvent laws, where the debtor can 
cet relief from the debts contracted within his own State with 
citizens of his own State, if those debts were contracted after the 
passage of the law. Then there are five States of these which 
require the assent of a certain proportion of creditors, always, I 
believe, at least a majority in number and value. In some States I 
think it is two-thirds; it is oneor the other. That isnot material, 
however. Sothatin those five States the debtor is dependent upon 
the will of the creditor, even in thelimited number of cases where 
he can get relief at all. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. TURPIE. Ishould like to call the attention of the honor- 
able Senator to the words in the Constitution, ‘‘ uniform laws on 
the subject of bankruptcies,” and especially to the word *‘sub- 
ject.” I refer the honorable Senator to the English law upon that 
subject before the adoption of the Constitution. 

Mr. HOAR. I can not hear the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. TURPIE. There were, then, two classes of courts formed 
by the act of Parliament—one the insolvent court and one the 
bankruptcy court; one which authorized a voluntary surrender 
of assets and one which contemplated an involuntary surrender 
of assets. I think it was to combine both into one act of legisla- 
tion that the phrase in the Constitution is so written. It wasnot 
written “uniform law on bankruptcies,” but ‘‘ uniform law on 
the subject of bankruptcies,” thus expressly combining the Eng- 
lish insolvency proceeding and the bankruptcy proceeding, and 
the English courts on both those subjects as well as parliamentary 
action, so as to include both voluntary and involuntary. 

Mr. HOAR. That reenforces, it seems to me, the suggestion 
which I just made. But I merely made it in passing to show my 
own view, not intending to predicate any argument now or later 
in this debate upon that proposition. I only said that the word 
‘‘bankruptcy” contemplated at the time of the adoption of the 
Constitution a different thing from insolvency. administered in 
different courts, in the history of English legislation, and treated 
of differently in the books. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes,sir; but if the honorable Senator will allow 
me, the word ‘‘ bankruptcy” does not give and would not alone 
indicate what the ‘‘ subject of bankruptcies” conveys. 

Mr. HOAR. That suggestion is a very pertinent one, unques- 
tionably, but I am now coming to another proposition. I wish to 
hurry this along, so as at this late hour of the afternoon to get rid 
of what I desired to say in the beginning. 

Mr. President, the first class of opinion of which I have spoken 
is entertained by a class of people who want to unite both, of 
which Iam one. There is another class of persons who want vol- 
untary bankruptcy, but who are very unwilling to have any pro- 
vision for involuntary bankruptcy unless in case of actual fraud, 
either in an attempt to cover up and conceal the property of the 
debtor from the creditor, so that the debtor may keep it himself, 
or in an attempt to give a preference to a favored creditor, so that 
the mass of the creditors shall not be taken care of and shall not 
have their share. That class of persons, who exist in the country 
and are represented in the Senate, are very unwilling, indeed, to 
have any provision whatever which will effect the distribution of 
an estate for the mere reason that the debtor can not pay his 
debts and is hopelessly insolvent. If he wishes to stagger along, 
never getting a discharge, with the hope that something will turn 
up, or for any reason known to himself, they do not desire to 
interfere with him. 

Their reason, however, they would not state in that way, and 
the reason which they would state—and undoubtedly it is a reason 
of thevery greatest force—is that there are many instances of ener- 
getic, honest, capable, and brave men who get inte some temporary 


business difficulty, so that they can not meet their obligations in | 


the course of business, which is the general definition of insol- 
vency, and if they are forced into bankruptcy their whole prop- 
erty is taken from them, their business is gone, the good will is 
gone, their relations in life which they have established are all 

estroyed, and very often hope is destroyed, too; that it is not 
reasonable that such men should not have their chance to go on 
for months and perhaps sometimes for years; that it is not rea- 
sonable that any one creditor should have the power to hang over 
their heads the threat to put them into bankruptcy from malice 
or cupidity. ; 

Iam very much impressed, speaking for one, with the wisdom 
and humanity and honesty of that opinion, and I think that this 
bill if it pass ought to contain in it provisions carefully drawn in 
the spirit of compromise and in the spirit of an honest endeavor 
to reconcile different opinions which will take care of that case. 

I think the House bill, which is generally known as the Torrey 
bill, contains such provisions as ought and are likely to meet the 
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reasonable desire of gentlemen impressed by this opinion. If they 

do not, I hope that in the course of this discussion ground will 
be found, with the aid of other Senators interested in the mat- 
ter, to accomplish that purpose to the satisfaction of the people of 
the country and the satisfaction of the Senate. It would bea great 
pity if the half million of bankrupts were to go on in sorrow and 
in despair for the rest of their lives because we have not skill 
enough to frame a measure which will accomplish the result which 
every humane man thinks desirable. 

Now, the third class of opinion does not want any bankruptcy 
| legislation at all. It does not want these men relieved. It does 
| not want estates of debtors honestly divided among creditors. It 
| wants the possibility of fraud, and the possibility of preference to 
| continue so far, at any rate, as it is to be affected by the interposi- 
| tion of national authority and the exercise of the constitutional 
| power, which it is our right and which Mr. Webster claimed it 
was our constitutional duty to exercise. 

There are undoubtedly reasons, honest and weighty, in favor of 
| that proposition, and it is not for me to undertake to answer them 

before I hear them, if they are to appear here. 

There are persons outside of this Chamber who have been 
| active, earnest, efficient, formidable, and successful for many 
| years in hindering bankruptcy legislation, who do it for a reason 

that they themselves avow and act upon. Ihave a fair right to 
state it, because they state it themselves. It is that they have 
business arrangements in some cases, firms that have credits by 
the million, by the tens of million, over the country who have 
arrangements with debtors, traders and small manufacturers 
especially, by which they give them credit on the condition that 
if they ever get into failing circumstances they shal] be preferred 
by way of mortgage or absolute conveyance of the whole property 
of the debtor. They say very frankly, ‘‘We do not want a 
bankruptcy act, because when you go into bankruptcy we want 
| your property for ourselves.” 

Sometimes they are creditors of the class that I have stated, 
doing business all over the country. At other times they are local 
bankers, lending money on those terms; and the banker says—to 
quote a phrase which was used in my hearing not long ago: 

j The question is to be between the banker who livesin the neighborhood 


and the goods man who lives in some other State, and we would rather have 
it ourselves. 


Now, that proposition is one which, it seems to me, will not bear 
a great deal of discussion. I do not think it is likely to find sup- 
port in the mind of any member of this body. These men not 
only lend the money, or set up the debtor in business by the capi- 
tal that they furnish or the goods they supply him, but the fact 
that they have done so gives the debtor the very credit that has 
enabled him to get loans of money or advances of goods elsewhere. 
The local banker is written to—a man in Alaska. I will not 
take the name of any existing State or Territory which is likely 
to be very much affected by the pending bill. The local banker 
lends him some money. Then amanin New York or Connecticut 
| writes to that banker and wants to know if the man’s credit is 
| good. ‘‘Oh, excellent.” He sends him his goods. Then, the 
| man’s business being unsuccessful, the very goods which have been 
| supplied to that man on a credit which the creditor in the neigh- 
| borhood has furnished him are taken and sold, and the whole pro- 
| ceeds of them go to the man on whose recommendation the dis- 
tant creditor has made to him the sale. 

Now, it seems to me that that reason will not stand fire or bear 
the light. The idea of keeping these 500,000 poor men in the toils 
| and in the chains forever in order that this class of creditors may 
| get not the lion’s share, but the hyena’s share, it strikes me is not 
one which if acted upon would be very creditable to the leyisla- 
tion of a humane, Christian, honorable, or just nation. 

Mr. President, this bill, in the course of many years that this 
matter has been under consideration in Congress, has been cone 
stantly modified and ameliorated for the benefit of the debtor. In 
the first place, there is a very careful provision, suchasis not found 
| in the legislation of any single State—if it is, in only one or two at 
| any rate; I have not got the statistics on that point here—that the 
expenses of the referee and trustee shall never exceed a very small 
percentage on the assets. There is no eating up, as we have had 
in the experience in the past, of a bankruptcy estate, so thatit goes 
to lawyers and assignees and referees and court officials. 

Mr. PEFFER. And registers. 

Mr. HOAR. And registers. In the next place, the debtor gets 
his discharge; but if he has been honest and fair, without any 
regard to the assent of any creditor. If he does not pay one cent 
and owe a million dollars, he is discharged from the million dol- 
lars. No proportion of his debts is required to be paid, and no 
assent of any proportion of creditors. 

The scheme of the bill I will now state. I speak now not of the 
proposed amendment to the bill, but of the original House bill, 
which is technically before the Senate. The original bankruptcy 
jurisdiction is conferred upon the district courts of the United 
States and of the Territories, the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia, and the United States court of the Indian Territory. 
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They appoint assistant judicial officers, called: referees, in such 
numbers as may prove desirable in order to secure a prompt 
administration, and in such localities as may prove desirable in 
order to bring the proceeding to the door of the debtor and the 
door of his neighborhood creditors as far as practicable, so that 
traveling long distances and over great spaces to the United States 
court is to be avoided as far as possible. 

The compensation of the referee is a ten-dollar filing fee in each 
case and 1 per cent commission on amounts paid in dividends 
from each estate administered before him. 

Then the bankruptcy proceeding may be taken by appeal to the 
courtof appeals. Under a proposed amendment no question is to 
be carried to the Supreme Court of the United States except such 
questions as would go up by reason of being what is called Fed- 


eral questions from a State court under like circumstances—that | 


is, where it is claimed that some State statute is invalid by reason 
of its being opposed to a law, treaty, or the Constitution of the 
United States and the decision is in favor of its validity, or where 


some authority or title is claimed by the Constitution or laws of | 
the United States and the decision is against the title or authority. | 


That is the substance of the bill. 
of State courts, except that on application to the Supreme Court 
the court may grant a certiorari to bring up the decision of any 
court of appeals in any circuit where such bringing up is neces- 
sary to secure uniformity of decision throughout the country. 


It is the same as in the cases | 


That does exist in cases of all other questions which are in the | 


court of appeals, and it ought especially to exist in bankruptcy trustee shall be appointed, corresponding to the old officer called 


proceedings, because the mandate of the Constitution is express 
that the system of bankruptcy throughout the United States shall 
be uniform. 

Now, all persons or partnerships who owe debts may become 
voluntary bankrupts on filing their own petitions, except cor- 
porations, who are authorized to take the benefit of the act vol- 
untarily, but may be adjudged involuntary bankrupts on the 
petition of creditors. 

The question whether a railroad corporation shall be the sub- 


| debtor at the date of the adjudication, except such as is exemptei 
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persons who are found to be actually insolvent, except wher 
actual fraud has been committed in the first place. So they ¢. 
not be taken against anybody, whatever acts of bankrupt: 
has committed, as a threat or to get power over him. They ca» 
not be used as a threat or menace against anybody who is not - 
actual insolvent. In the next place 

Mr.STEWART. How is that question to be determined in ; 
initiation of the proceedings? 

Mr. HOAR. It is determined by the court in the first instay 
with power of appeal to a jury in every case. 

Mr. STEWART. Before any proceedings? 

M.. HOAR. Before any proceedings can be had. 

Next, where the man, in the first place—and that applies a)] 
through—is actually found insolvent by a jury, and he must hv) 
committed an act of actual fraud by either being insolvent, and 
contemplation of insolvency having conveyed his property out 
his hands to defeat, delay, or hinder creditors, or given a prefer- 
ence to one creditor against the others. 

In each of those cases, according to the bill as it came from the 
House, and as it will stand unless this particular provision 1 
be modified to suit all parties in the Senate, three or a unsecure 
creditors, having together claims amounting to $500 or over, may 
file a petition, and if there are less than twelve creditors in all, then 
any one creditor having a claim of that amount may file a petition, 
and the defendant may have a jury trial if he sees fit. 

In case a final adjudication is secured against the defendant, a 


I 
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an assignee, to whom the title of all the property held by the 


A 


| passes. 


ject of bankruptcy in this country is one which has been often | 


raised, and that is left to the general provision of the law saying | If there be property—although the State law creates the exem)- 
For myself, and | 


that corporations may be put into bankruptcy. 
speaking for one, not for the committee, not for the framers of 
this bill, not for anybody else, I do not believe that if the question 
were an original one a railroad corporation ought ever to be made 
the subject of bankruptcy. 


required to have a particular nature and character. 


Now, the statute recognizes and gives effect to the exemption 
laws of all the States. The circuit court, in Judge Miller's time, 
when he gave the opinion, have held that that is not an objection; 
it does not prevent a system of bankruptcy being a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy within the meaning of the Constitution; that 
it only attaches to and sequesters and distributes the property of 
the debtor which is liable to his debts wherever it may be found. 


tion—exempted from such liability, exempting that property dovs 
not prevent the system from being uniform in the constitutional 
sense. The bankrupt gets his discharge, as I have said, without 


reference to the consent of anybody, and without reference to the 


visions are made for the paying in of the stock, for the voting, for | 


proxies, for securing a sufficient capital; and the right of eminent 
domain is delegated to them. They go across the country, going 
where they choose, crossing highways, going along highways, and 


ing public ways—one of the three great functions of the sovereign— 
and the great public function of carrying freight and passengers. 

I do not conceive that such a franchise as that ought ever to be 
sold to the highest bidder, to be bought by an individual, to be 
acquired by speculators or by persons who are not controlled in 
their action in the organization and management of the corpora- 
tion and ownership of the property without the special consent of 
the State legislature in each particular case. 

I do not think we can constitutionally, as a matter of original 
principle, provide that a State power of eminent domain granted 
by the State to a corporation of its own construction can be taken 
from it by United States authority and set up for sale and given 
to the highest bidder or wielded under our authority. I do not 
think that it is either expedient or ought to be held lawful that 
these corporations can Se put into bankruptcy without having 
sold what is ordinarily their chief and most valuable property, 
the franchise which they have got from the public. 

So if the question had come to me, if I had had the honor to be 
on the bench, I should have held that a railroad corporation, if 
insolvent, must have its assets distributed under special provisions 
of the authority that created it. 

But the practice has been otherwise. The Supreme Court of 
the United States have recently used language, without, I think, 
very much discussion of the question, which implies that they 
think otherwise, and I suppose it will be held otherwise in the 
country. But Ihave sought, or at least the framers of the bill 
have sought, and I entirely agree with them, to leave this question 
to the court. I say framers of the bill. It has come down very 
much modified and changed, partly in committee, partly out of 
it, from a former Congress. The framers, I say, have left that 
question to the exposition of the court, with the bill providing 
generally that corporations may be put in insolvency on involun- 
tary proceedings, and there it stands. I thought it was proper to 
make this statement. 

Now, farmers and wage earners, like all other classes of the com- 
munity, of course, may avail themselves of the voluntary proceed- 
ings provided for by the bill. The involuntary proceedings, so 
far as they are provided for in the bill, can only be taken against 





| such 


nd | established, it would hardly be a practical objection to the bank- 
they discharge for the people the great public function of provid- | 


| payment of any amount, unless he has committed an offense ly 


The railroad corporation is in all States a corporation which is | giving preference after the passage of the act for the purpose of 


Special pro- | 


defeating its operation within one year, which has not been sur- 
rendered. If he has given such a preference, and it has been sur- 
rendered, that does not interfere, and in ordinary cases, of course, 
reference would be set aside by the law. So that if it were 


rupt getting his discharge. 

. Another provision relates to obtaining property upon credit by 
false pretenses, which is made a lala dienes in most of the 
States, or making a fraudulent transfer of his property, which has 
not been restored, or fraudulently, and in contemplation of bank- 
ruptcy, destroying his books of account, or failing to keep proper 
books of account with fraudulent purpose. 

The last provision, I wish to say here, will probably, if the bill 
shall pass, receive some special attention in the Senate, and very 
likely some modification of that provision may be thought, on dis- 
cussion, desirable. It is not of the essence of the bill at all, but 
that is the way it came from the House of Representatives. 

The bankrupt gets a discharge from all his debts except taxes, 
judgments rendered against him in court, for willful and mali- 
cious injuries to the person or property of another, or debts which 
he does not put in his schedule, and fraudulently omits from his 
schedule, or such as were created by fraud, embezzlement, or de- 
falcation while acting as a public officer or serving in a fiduciary 
capacity. 

The creditors choose the trustee of the bankrupt. The compen- 
sation of the trustee is, first, a filing fee of $5 in all cases; second, 
5 per cent commission on the first $5,000 actually paid over in 
dividends to the creditors, net and not gross; 2 per cent on the 
second $5,000, and 1 per cent of all amounts so actually paid on 
dividends over $10.000. 

Mr. President, we had great complaints of the administration 
of the old bankrupt law in some parts of the South immediately 
after the war, especially in the State of Louisiana. Those com- 
plaints were just. The facts on which they were founded were a 
scandal on the administration of justice; and I am bound to say 
publicly what I have often said in private, that there was a great 
and a most reprehensible carelessness in the appointing power of 
this country of United States judicial officers in the district courts 
during and immediately succeeding the Administration of Presi- 
dent Lincoln. We ought in the disturbed and distracted condi- 
tion of that country to have sent down there, or selected there from 
their own material rather than send down at all, men who would 
have been great and shining models of the judicial character. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? 
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Mr. HOAR. Pretty soon; when I have got through with this 


int. 
They should have been men who would have represented to the 
ple the authority and the justice of the United States by char- 
acters Which would have been revered and honored. That was 
not done. Five judges of the courts of the United States were 
driven from office during that period by threats of impeachment, 
which they dreaded. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will allow me, there was no 
bankrupt law in force during President Lincoln’s time. 

Mr. HOAR. The bankrupt law was enforced by the judges 
immediately after the war, and by judges who were appointed in 
his time. I do not want to name them, as everybody knows 
them. 

Mr. STEWART. It was long after that. 

Mr. HOAR. Everybody knows them, and I donot think, so long 
as Louisiana is represented in the Senate of the United States, that 
I need go very far to find witnesses of the substantial truth of what 
Iam saying. I have had occasion to know something about it in 
various ways. Ipresume now, asthe Senators from Louisiana are 
both present, I should not err if I were to say that amongst hun- 
dreds and hundreds of bankruptcy cases in that State there was 
not a single one in which a dollar was paid to a creditor. If I 
exaggerate, I shonld like to be contradicted and set right. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I did not hear the Senator's statement. 

Mr. HOAR. I said that I believed that after the war amongst 
hundreds and hundreds of bankruptcy cases in the State of Louisi- 
ana there was not a single case in which a dollar was paid toa 
creditor. 

Mr. CAFFERY. 
that statement. 

Mr. HOAR. That I supposed. I thought I knew something 
about it when I stated it. The bankrupt law was passed in 1867. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I know also that the administration of 
the national bankrupt law in Louisiana after the war was a dis- 
grace to those who participated in it. 

Mr. HOAR. That is just what I said, except that I stated it a 
little stronger than the honorable Senator hasdone. Isaid, instead 
of sending down to those communities or selecting in those com- 
munities men who would represent by their dignity, purity, and 
authority the character of the United States, we had down there 
judges, five of whom were driven from office by threats of im- 

achment, and I regard that history as the scandal, not in the 
ieast of those Southern communities, but as the scandal of justice 
and the authority of the United States. I called the attention of 
the Senate and of the people of the United States to that fact ona 
very impressive occasion in this Chamber on an impeachment trial, 
when I thin« my honorable friend from Nevada was probably one 
of the judges of the court. 

Mr. STEWART. No. 

Mr. HOAR. I was not sure whether he was then in the Senate 
or not. 

Mr. President, this bill has gone to the extreme in the other 
direction. There never was a bankrupt law, I believe, either in 
existence or proposed, on the face of the earth which so strictly, 
carefully, scrupulously, economically guarded and pressed down 
the possibility of extravagant expenditures in administration, or 
which provided so low a compensation for the officers, the referee, 
and the trustee who are provided for by it. 

There is one point that we can not guard absolutely, and if any 
Senator can find an amendment guarding it, I for one will than 
him. I have not found myself able to devise a provision by which, 
if there were lawsuits brought against an estate, where strangers 
in the transaction are on the other side, it is made impossible to 
have extravagant fees or largeexpenditures in the matter of coun- 
sel. Experience has shown that the courts are not as strict in 
those matters as they should be. Of course, the trustee can have 
no personal interest in it without being subject to prosecution and 
punishment as an embezzler, and the referee can have no more 

rsonal interest in it than can the judge. But if any human 

ing can contrive a way by which these estates can get, in case 
of litigation, the assistance of eminent and suitable counsel, which 
they need, and still have any security other than the honor of the 
counsel themselves, the character of the parties, and the fidelity 
of the trustee to his estate, the person chosen by the creditors, 
removable by them—and that, of course, is a great security—I 
shall be glad to support any amendment in that direction. 

There are some mattersof mechanism. The bill takes upa good 
many pages in what, after all, is easily understood, but is neces- 
sary to beset out for the safety of the transaction. I believe, how- 
ever, that I can honestly and fairly and reasonably say that there 
never existed on the face of the earth, that there never was pro- 
posed to a legislative body, State or national, here or elsewhere, 
a bankruptcy bill so considerate and humane to the debtor and so 
careful to preserve the just interests of the creditor against em- 
bezzlement. waste, or any other description of fraud. 


I think the Senator is probably correct in 
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Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I desire to make some remarks 
on this subject, but it is too late to-night, and there are not enough 
Senators here. The Senate is very thin. 

Mr. WALTHALL. If it will be agreeable to the Senator, I will 
move an adjournment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). 
the Senator from Nevada yield for that purpose? 

Mr. STEWART. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 18 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Febru- 
ary 17, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 16, 18! 
COMMISSIONER OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Francis P. B. Sands, of the District of Columbia, to be a Com- 
missioner of the District of Columbia, vice John W. Ross, whose 
term expired January 4, 1897. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Quartermasters Department. 

Col. George Henry Weeks, assistant quartermaster-general, to 
be Quartermaster-General, with the rank of brigadier-general, 
February 16, 1897, vice Sawtelle, retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. James Grafton Carleton Lee, deputy quartermaster- 
general, to be assistant quartermaster-general with the rank of 
colonel, vice Weeks, appointed Quartermaster-General. 

Maj. James M. Marshall, quartermaster, to be deputy quarter- 
master-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, vice Lee, pro- 
moted. 7 

Capt. John Wesley Pullman, assistant quartermaster, to be quar- 
termaster with the rank of major, vice Marshall, promoted. 

Lieut. Alfred M. Palmer, to be assistant quartermaster with 
the rank of captain, vice Pullman, promoted. 

ASSISTANT ENGINEER IN REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Acting Second Asst. Engineer Samuel M. Rock, of Pennsyl- 
vania, to be a second assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service of the United States, in place of George M. De Reamer, 
deceased. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 16, 1897. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Quartermaster’s Department. 

Lieut. John M. Carson, jr., to be assistant quartermaster with 

the rank of captain. 
POSTMASTERS. 

James J. Davidson, to be postmaster at Swedesboro, in the 
county of Gloucester and State of New Jersey. 

John J. Winn, to be postmaster at Haverhill, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

Charles H. Pierson, to be postmaster at Bridgeton, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of New Jersey. 

John W. Goddard, to be postmaster at Bayonne, in the county 
of Hudson and State of New Jersey. 

Michael A. Devine, to be postmaster at Atlantic City, in the 
county of Atlantic and State of New Jersey. 

Herman J. Kohlhaas, to be postmaster at Paterson, in the county 
of Passaic and State of New Jersey. 

R. Howard Thorn, to be postmaster at Ocean City, in the county 
of Cape May and State of New Jersey. 

Charles W. Scott, to be postmaster at Cramer Hill, in the county 
of Camden and State of New Jersey. 

Luke W. Morris, to be postmaster at Mexico, in the county of 
Audrain and State of Missouri. 

Charles B. Wheeler, to be postmaster at Blackfoot, in the county 
of Bingham and State of Idaho. ‘ 

William Gill, to be postmaster at Rockaway, in the county of 
Morris and State of New Jersey. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 16, 1897. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry N. CoupeN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Before the Journal is approved, I want to call the atten- 
tion of the House toa ruling which was made at last evening’s 
session. lIread from the Recorp: 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, | move that the House do now adjourn 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Carolina moves 
that the House do now adjourn. Under the rule it requires a majority of 
those present to second the motion. As many as are in favor of secortding 
the motion that the House do now adjourn will stand until counted. [A 


pause.} No one rising to second the motion to adjourn, the motion jis out of 
order. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
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I want to inquire of the Chair if that ruling is embodied in the 
Journal; and if not, why not; and also to inquire what is the 
authority for the ruling? I ask for information. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, if the gentlemanfrom South Caro- 


lina will turn to the rule under which the call of the House was | 


proceeding he will find that it states that in order to make a 
motion to adjourn in order at such atime it must be seconded by 
a majority of those present. 

Mr. TALBERT. 
authority for the ruling. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, it isin the rules of the House and in the 
particular rule under which we were proceeding at the time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair finds it in the Journal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (to Mr. TALBERT). Read the rule. 

Mr. TALBERT. I do not think it is in the rule under which 
we were proceeding. 

Mr. HENDERSON. 
Journal. 

The SPEAKER. This proceeding is irregular. 
review a decision at this time. 
occurred, it is correct. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will refer to the REcorpD, he 
will find that the rule was read, and, as I am informed, is printed 
in the RECORD this morning. 

The SPEAKER. 
considered as approved. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TALBERT. Isimply wanted to call the attention of the 
House to that ruling, which seemed to be irregular. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will turn to his copy of the 
rules of the House and read the last clause but one of the fourth 
paragraph of Rule XV, he will find the provision to which refer- 
ence was made by the gentleman from New York and on which 
the ruling was based. 

Mr. TALBERT, I will state that the roll call had not been 
completed. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman interrupted the roll call 
by a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is mistaken. 
It had been completed, but a quorum had not been obtained. 

Mr. TALBERT. No, it had not been obtained. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sees nothing in the ruling but 
what was justified by the rule of the House. 

Mr. TALBERT. Ionly wanted the House to understand the 
matter fully. 


But the Speaker says it is reported in the 


We can not 
If the Journal states what actually 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2037) to provide times 
and places for holding terms of United States courts in Utah. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 


report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of | 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill | 


(H. R. 9643) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 


and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- | 


ing June 30, 1898, and for other purposes. 
The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 9961) making appropriations 


for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June | 


30, 1898, had asked for a conference with the House on the billand 
amendments, and had appointed Mr. CuLLom, Mr. Quay, and Mr. 
CALL as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1862) to amend the act 
creating the circuit court of appeals in regard to fees and costs, 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1474) granting a pension to John J. Copley; 

A bill (H. R. 5852) to increase the pension of Josiah P. Brad- 
bury; 

A bill (H. R. 
pension roll; 

A bill (H. R. 5986) granting a pension to Francis M. Ross; 

A bill (H. R. 4519) granting a pension to John Zellers; 

A bill (H. R. 6099) granting a pension to Margaret Kirkpatrick; 

A bill (H. R. 4655) granting a pension to Frederick A. Driscol; 

A bill (H. R. 1299) to pension Harriet Woodbury, of Wind- 
sor, Vt.: 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H.R. 


7121) to restore Mrs. Elizabeth T. Anderson to the 


4548) granting a pension to Mary L. Arnold; 
1095) granting a pension to Annie M. Ermer; 
2317) to increase the pension of Levi T. E. Johnson; 
446) to increase the pension of Julia H.H. Crosby; 
A bill (H. R. 3715) for the relief of Capt. W. J. Kountz; and 
A bill (H. R. 853) providing for the erection of a light-house at 
Orient Point, Long Island, New York. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 


That is what I am trying to find out—the | 


If there be no objection, the Journal will be | 


FEBRUARY 16, 


amendment bills of the following titles in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 1104) granting a pension to Isaac N. Williams: 

A bill (H. R. 5764) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
D. Marthon; 

A bill (H. R. 3108) to grant a pension to Jessie Durnell, late 
second-class pilot on gunboat Lexington: 

A bill (H. R. 8388) for the relief of William G. Buck: 

A bill (H. R. 5880) granting an increase of pension to Green. 
ville Puckett: 

A bill (H. R. 5981) granting a pension to Elihu Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 6789) granting a pension and for the relief of Dr, 
| Harrison Wagner; 

A bill (H. R. 1311) granting a pension to Charles W. Sentman; 

A bill (H. R. 10040) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Ferree; and 

A bill (H. R. 8898) to increase the pension of Elizabeth Wellons. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
| the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 

requested: 

A bill (S. 3591) to increase the pension of Daniel Phillips, of 

Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Wisconsin Infantry; 

A bill (S. 3670) to increase the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth s. 
| Roberts, widow of the late Gen. Benjamin S. Roberts, United 
States Army; 

A bill (S. 3628) to provide for the revision and codification of 
the criminal and penal laws of the United States; 

A bill (S. 3538) to amend section 8 of the act of Congress en- 
titled ‘‘An act to establish a court of .appeals for the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved February 9, 18°: 
| A bill (S. 3307) declaring the Potomac Flats a public park, under 
| the name of the Riverside Park; 

A bill (S. 114) for the relief of Anna W. Osborne; 

A bill (S. 567) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance 
| Company and others; 
| <A bill (S. 1972) to provide for the carrying out of the findings 

of the Court of Claims in the case of John Campbell; 

A bill (S. 2986) authorizing the Commissioners of the District 
| of Columbia to accept the bequest of the late Peter Von Essen for 
| the use of the public white schools of that portion of said District 
| formerly known as Georgetown; 

A bill (S. 315) for the relief of Thomas Antisell; and 

A bill (8. 3651) to provide for an investigation of the obstruction 
of the navigable waters of Florida, Louisiana, and other South 
Atlantic and Gulf States by the aquatic plant known as the water 
| hyacinth, and for other purposes. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


| Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
| taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

| A bill (S. 3591) to increase the pension of Daniel Phillips, of 
| Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Wisconsin Infantry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3628) to provide for the revision and codification of 
| the criminal and penal laws of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Revision of the Laws. 

A bill (5S. 3538) to amend section 8 of the act of Congress en- 
titled ‘‘ An act to establish a court of appeals for the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved February 9, 1893— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 3307) declaring the Potomac Flats a public park, 
under the name of the Riverside Park—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 114) for the relief of Anna W. Osborne—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 567) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance 
Company and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

A-bill (8S. 1972) to provide for the carrying out of the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of John Campbell—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (8. 2986) authorizing the Commissioners of the District of 
| Columbia to accept the bequest of the late Peter Von Essen for 
| the use of the public white schools of that portion of said District 
formerly known as Georgetown—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

A bill (8. 315) for the relief of Thomas Antisell—to the Com- 
| mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 3651) to provide for an investigation of the‘obstruction 
of the navigable waters of Florida, Louisiana, and other South 
Atlantic and Gulf States by thé aquatic plant known as the water 
hyacinth, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and 
| Harbors. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


| Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
| that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
| resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 
A bill (H. R. 9123) to prevent forest fires on the public domain; 
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A bill (S. 1862) to amend the act creating the circuit court of 
appeals in regard to fees and costs, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10134) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898; 

A bill (8S. 3666) to remove doubts as tothe power of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia to provide for a vacancy in the 
office of attorney of the United States for the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 3603) to extend the time for the completion of the 
St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railroad Company through 
the White Earth, Leech Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du Lac Indian 
reservations, in the State of Minnesota; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 204) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to transport contributions for the relief of the suffering poor 
of India; 


A bill (H. R. 5764) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth | 


D. Marthon; and 
A joint resolution (S. R. 121) to amend an act granting to the 
Duluth and Winnipeg Railroad Company a right of way through 
the Chippewa and White Earth Indian reservations, in the State 
of Minnesota. 
VETO MESSAGE—NANCY G. ALLABACH. 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker.I desire to submit a privileged report 
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from the Committee on Invalid Pensions on the veto message of | 


the President of the United States with reference to Senate bill 
No. 894, granting a pension to Nancy G. Allabach. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the message of | 


the President of the United States, returning without approval the bill 
S. 804, entitled “An act granting a pension to Nancy G. Allabach,” having 
carefully and fully considered the same, respectfully adopt the report of 
the Senate Committee on Pensions, and earnestly recommend the passage of 
the bill, the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom the bill (S. 894) granting a pension 
to Nancy G. Allabach was recommitted, together with the objections of the 
President thereto, beg leave to report: 

“The committee have reconsidered said bill, and considered the objections 
of the President thereto, and recommend its passage, notwithstanding his 
objections. 

“ The facts of the case, as found by the committee, are that Peter H. Alla- 
bach was a soldier in the Mexican war. and participated in the battles of Palo 
Alto, Resaca, and the military operations on the line of the RioGrande. He 
conducted himself with conspicuous gallantry. He married the proposed 
beneficiary of this bill on the 30th of September, 1851. She is now 67 years of 
age, and unable to earn her own support. 

* During the late civil war he was colonel of the One hundred and thirteenth 
Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, and commanded a brigade in one or 
more severe battles. His conduct won the approbation of Gen. W. S. Han- 
cock, Gen. A. A. Humphrey, and Gen. Henry 8. Briggs, his immediate com- 
manders. The letters of General Hancock, General Humphrey, and General 
Briggs are made part of this report. 
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are liberal, and make provision for the large class of soldiers and those who 
are or were dependent upon them; but the committee would regret that a 
precedent should be established by Executive action which would, in effect, 
operate to deprive both Houses of Congress of the right, in the exer » of 
their discretion, to make provision for special cases of exceptional merit 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I would ask to 
have read in this connection the veto message of the President of 
the United States. 
The veto message was read, as follows: 
To the Senate: 











I herewith return without my approval Senate bill numbered 84, entitled 
“An act granting a pension to Nancy G. Allabach 

This bill provides for the payment of a pension of $3) a month to the bene 
ficiary named as the widow of Peter H. Allabach 

This soldier served for nine months in the Army during the war of the 

| rebellion, having also served in the war with Mexico. 

He was mustered out of his last service on the 23d day of May, 1863, and 
died on the llth of February, 18% 

During his life he made no application for pension on account of disabili- 
ties. It isnot now claimed that he was in the least disabled as an incident of 
his military service, nor is it alleged that his death, which occurred irly 
twenty-nine years after his discharge from the Army, was in any zres 
related to such service 

His widow was pensioned after his death under the statute allowing pen- 
sions to widows of soldiers of the Mexican war, without reference to the 
cause of the death of their husbands. Her case is also, indirectly, one of those 
provided for by the general act passed in 18%), commonly called the depend- 
ent pension law 

It is proposed, however, by the special act under con n, t e this 
widow a pension of $30 a month without the least suggestion of th ith or 
disability of her husband having been caused by his military ser wd 
solely, as far as is discoverable, upon the ground that she is poor and needs 

| the money. 

This condition is precisely covered by existing general laws; and if a prece- 
dent is to be established by the special legislation proposed, | do no how 
the same relief as is contained in this bill can be denied to the many thousand 
widows, who, in a similar situation, are now on the pension rolls under gen- 


“After the close of the war of the rebellion Colonel Allabach returned to | 


and engaged in the pursuits of civil life. 
February, 1892. 

“This bill proposes to pay to Mrs. Nancy G. Allabacha pension of $39 per 
month, which is the pension allowed by the general law to disabled officers 
of the rank Colonel Allabach held in the service of the United States. All 
the facts before the committee prove that Colonel Allabach was an officer of 

eat merit, and rendered most valuable services to the country. His con- 

uct as a citizen was exemplary, and he left his widow, the beneficiary of the 
bill before the committee, without other means of support than the small 
pension allowed by the general law. Upon these facts the committee re- 
rted the bill, ‘An act granting a pension to Nancy G. Allabach, to the 
senate, and recommended its passage. 
of Representatives, was laid before the President, was disapproved by him, 
and was returned to the Senate with his objections, and recommitted to the 
Committee on Pensions for reconsideration. 

“Your committee recognizes the constitutional right and the duty of the 
President to refuse to sign any bill which has passed both Houses of Congress 
which he does not approve. ‘If he approve he shall sign it. but if not, he 
pane tl it with his objections to that House in which it shall have orig- 
inated. 

“ Your committee would give emphasis to that provision of the Constitution 
which makes the President a sharer with Congress in responsibility to the 
country for all a x s 

“ Recognizing this imperative obligation imposed upon the President by the 
Constitution, your committee proceed to a respectful consideration of the 
objections of the President to this bill. 

“ The President, in his message containing his objection tothis bill, correctly 
recitessome of the facts which led your committee to recommend its passage, 
but he does not allude to the eminent and distinguished services rendered by 
the husband of the beneficiary in the war with Mexico and in the late civil 
war, in which the integrity of the Union as well as the peace of the continent 
and the existence of eennler constitutional government was involved. He 
says truly that ‘Colonel Allabach did not at any time apply for a pension,’ 
to which i may well be answered that no services rendered to the country, 
however brilliant or useful, are pensionable. a 

“General pension laws are passed to make provision for the unfortunate; 
but the brave and patriotic soldier, who on many occasions imperiled his 


He died in this city on the llth of 


It passed both the Senate and House | 


eral laws. 
GROVER CLEVELAND 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, April f 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, this bill grants a pension of $30 per 
month to Nancy G. Allabach, as the widow of Col. Peter H. Alla- 
bach. It passed both Houses and was vetoed by the President. 
It was then passed over the veto by the Senate. The report of the 
Senate Pensions Committee was written by Senator PALMER, and 
it sets forth with precision the meritorious service of Colonel Alla- 
bach, and combats with reasons which seem conclusive to my 
judgment the grounds upon which the President predicates his 
veto, 

Colonel Allabach served two years in the Mexican war and nine 
months in the war of the rebellion. In the Mexican service he 
vas in the battles of Palo Alto and Resaca, and he participated in 
all the military operations along the Rio Grande. 

His service in the war of the rebellion was at a most critical 
period of that great struggle, and was conspicuous for courage and 
gallantry. In the battles of Fredericksburg and Chancellorsville 
he commanded a brigade. In the battle of Fredericksburg he led 
his brigade in that terrific but impotent charge against the stone 
wall. Forit he received the highest encomiums from his superior 
officers, Generals Briggs and Humphrey. To sum it all up, he 
served his country in two wars, and, in all, for a period of thirty- 
three months. 

Now, then, a word about this veto. The President leaves out 
of consideration altogether the soldier's service. Whether it is 
long or short, characterized by courage or cowardice, whether in 
garrison duty, away from danger, or upon the bloody field, is not 
an important factor in his calculation. 

Here is the vice of his logic, and upon it turns his objections to 
this and all other bills of its character. As it happened, Colonel 
Allabach did not apply for a pension in his lifetime, and there is 
no evidence that he died from army disabilities. Neither did 
Grant nor McClellan nor a hundred more distinguished soldiers 
whose widows we have pensioned. The ground of these pensions 
is the service of the husband, a little more distinguished than the 
ordinary, and the poverty of the widow. Both exist in this case. 

The House and the Senate, better acquainted with the patriotic 
sentiment of the country, nearer, Mr. Speaker, the great Ameri- 


at, 18 


| can heart, sought to rescue this old woman, 67 years old. a war 


life in defense of his country or for the maintenance of its just authority, | 


ma 

field without ret 
country would, when appealed to directly, make provision for the depend- 
ent, loved wife whom he left poor and can no longer support or protect. 


well have hoped that, though he passed through the perils of the battle- | 
rsonal harm, those who control the Treasury of a grateful | 


“It is further stated by the President as a ground of objection to this bill 


(and the committee quote his language): : ares ; 

“T do not see how the same relief as is contained in this bill can be denied 
to many thousand widows who, in a similar situation, are now on the pension 
rolls under general laws. ; 

“Your committee beg to say that if, upon all the facts of this case, Mrs. 
Allabach is entitled to the relief afforded to her by this bill, it is no objection 
to its that it does not afford equal or ample relief to the many thou- 
sands of ows who are on the pension rolls under general laws. If the bill, 
upon its own facts, is just and proper, it will only be a precedent for like just 


tg 1 tion. 
“Your commaitece edmit without hesitation that the general pension laws 





widow, from the agony of poverty or the humiliation of subsist- 
ing upon private charity. The President, exercising a constitu- 
tional power, interposed his objection. Let us, exercising an 
equal power, continue the good work we have begun and pass the 
bill, the veto to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, of course I recognize that it is futile 
for anyone to attempt to stay the mad career—and I measure my 
words, Mr. Speaker—to stay this House in its mad career regard- 
ing pensions. This pension, according to the report made (and I 
assume that the committee have made as good a report as possible), 
commends itself to neither the judgment nor the equity of this 
House. The services claimed to have been rendered by this gen- 
tleman were not in the faintest degree, by any reference 
long or distinguished. 


, either 
The late rebellion, as you well know, cov- 


ered a period of four years of very bitter and sanguine war. Yet 
this gentleman's service extended over a period, according ta the 


claim of the committee, of but nine months. 


It is claimed that he was a soldier in the Mexican war. There 
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are many remaining who were soldiers in the Mexican war. Itis 
claimed that he served with distinguished gallantry in thelate war, 
and that he participated at most in but one battle, and yet the com- 
mittee have disdained to inform this Congress what that battle 
may have been. 

It seems almost useless, Mr. Speaker, to waste my breath or the 
time of Congress in endeavoring to stop its mad career, but I say 
again, that there is nothing in this soldier’s service which appeals 
to the judgment of this House to furnish a reason why it should 


grant this woman a pension above the amount given by law to | 


three or four or five or six hundred thousand other widows through- 
out the length and breadth of this land. 

Of course our friends on this side of the House, some of them, 
vote against the action of the President, as I have heard. it inti- 
mated, because they oppose the President on some other proposi- 
tion. Our friends upon the Republican side of the House over- 
ride the veto in all pension cases because they believe in doing 
what they claim to be an act of justice to the long-suffering 
widows of the soldiers of the late war. While but $30 a month 
is involved in this case, and while there may have been many 


precedents set heretofore, still it never is too late for a legislative | 
body, even in its dying hours, to express one sentiment of reason. | 


For the many acts we have done here we shall receive the con- 
demnation of the people. Can we not afford to leave one shining 
example that may be pointed out hereafter to our credit? 


| 





Cook, Wis. 


Heatwole, McLaurin, Settle, 
Cooke, Il. Heiner, Pa. Meyer, Shannon, 
Cooper, Fla. Henderson, Miles, Shaw, 
Cooper, Wis. Hendrick, Miller, Kans. Sherman, 
Corliss, Hepburn, Miller, W. Va. Simpkins, 
Cousins, Hermann, Milliken, Skinner, 
Cowen, Hicks, Miner, N. Y. Smith, Mich. 
Crowley, Hilborn, - Moses, Southwick, 
Curtis, N. ¥. Hill, Murray, Sparkman, 
Dalzell, Hitt, Newlands, Steele, 
Dayton, Hooker, Noonan, Stokes, 
De Witt, eo Northway, Stone, W. A. 
Dingley, Hulick, Otey, Sulzer, 
Dolliver, Hunter, Otjen, Taft. 
Doolittle, Hutcheson. Overstreet, Tawney, 
Dovener, Jenkins, Parker, Thorp, 
Ellett, Johnson, Ind. Payne, Treloar, 
Evans, Johnson, N. D. Pearson, Tucker, 
Fairchild, Joy, Phillips, Turner, Ga, 
| Faris, Kendall, Pickler, Turner, Va. 
| Fitzgerald, Kiefer, Pitney. Van Horn, 
Foote, Kulp, Price, Walker, Mass, 
Foss, Kyle, Quigg, Walker, Va. 
Fowler, Latimer, aney, Wanger, 
Gillett, Mass. Leonard, Reeves, Warner, 
Goodwyn, Lorimer, Reyburn, Wheeler, 
Griswold, Maguire, Richardson, White, 
Grosvenor, Mahon, Robertson, La. Wilber, 
Hadley, Marsh Robinson, Pa. Wilson, N. ¥. 
Hainer, Nebr. Mc( ‘all, Tenn Rusk, Woomer, 
Halterman, McCleary, Minn. Russell, Conn. Yoakum. 
Harmer, Mcclellan, Russell, Ga. 
Harris, McCormick, Sauerhering, 
Hartman, McCulloch, Scranton, 


The gentleman who defends this claim likens this widow to the | 


widow of General Grant, and to the widows of some other dis- | 


tinguished officers whom the mass of our people believe were great 
instrumental factors in saving this nation from destruction. Com- 
pare those cases with that of the widow of a gentleman who served 
for nine months during the late war, with distinguished gallantry, 
in one battle, which the committee evidently can not now discover 
or have forgotten! 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House on reconsid- 
eration agree to pass the bill, the objections of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding? On this, under the Constitution, the 
yeas and nays are ordered. Those who favor passing the bill, the 
objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding, will, 
when their names are called, say ‘‘aye;”’ those opposed, no.” 
The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 115, nays 79, not 
voting 161; as follows: 

YEAS—115. 





Aldrich, T. H. Fischer, Layton, Royse, 
Aldrich, Il. Fletcher, Lefever, Shafroth, 
Anderson, Gamble, Leisenring, Smith, 0. 
Andrews, Gardner, Lewis, Sorg, 
Babcock, Gibson, Linton, Southard, 
Baker, Kans. Gillet, N. Y. Long, Sperry, 
Baker, N. H. Graff, Loudenslager, Stahle, 
Barham, Griffin, Low, Stephenson, 
Bowers, Grout, Mahany, Stewart. N. J. 
Brewster, Grow, McCail, Mass. Stewart, Wis. 
Bromwell, Hager, McClure, Stone, C. W. 
Burrell, Hanly, McEwan, Strode, Nebr. 
Burton, Mo. Hardy, McLachlan, Strong, 
Calderhead, Hatch, Meiklejohn, Sulloway, 
Chickering, Hemenway, Mercer, Tayler, 
Clark, Mo. Henry, In Minor, Wis. Thomas, 
Codding, Howard, Mitchell, Towne, 
Coftin, Howe, Mondell, Tracey, 
Colson, Howell, Moody, Van Voorhis, 
Crowther, Hubbard, Morse, Watson, Ind. 
Crump, Huff, Mozley, Watson, Ohio 
Cumunings, Huling, pea” Wellington, 
Curtis, lowa Hurley, Odell, Willis, 
Curtis, Kans. Hyde, Perkins, Wilson, Idaho 
Daniels, Johnson, Cal. Poole, Wilson, Ohio 
Draper, Kerr, Powers, Wood, 
Eddy, Kirkpatrick, Prince, Woodman, 
Ellis, Knox, Pugh, Wright. 
Fenton, Lacey, Ray, 
NAYS—79. 

Abbott, Cox, Linney, Shuford, 
Adams, Crisp,- Little, Snover, 
Aldrich, W. F. Culberson, Livingston, Spalding, 
Avery, Danford, Loud, Spencer, 
Bailey, De Armond, Maddox, Stallings, 
Bankhead, Denny, Martin, Strait, 
Bartlett, Ga. Dinsmore, McCreary, Ky. Strowa, N. 0. 
Bartlett, N. Y. Dockery, McDearmon, Swanson, 
Bell, Colo. Erdman, MeMillin, Talbert, 
Bell, Tex. Hall, McRae, Tate, 
Bennett, Harrison, Merediti Terry, 
Bishop, Hart, Milnes, Tracewell, 
Blue, Henry, Conn. Money, Tyler. 
Broderick, Hull, Neill, Updegraff, 
Catchings, Jones, Ogden, Wadsworth, 
Clardy, Kem, Owens, Washington, 
Clark, fowa Kleberg, Patterson, Williams, 
Clarke, Ala. Lawson, Pendleton, Wilson, 8. C. 
Cobb, Leighty, Rinaker, Woodard. 
Cooper, Tex. Lester, Sayers, 

NOT VOTING—I6L 
Acheson, Atwood, Berry, Brumm, 
Aitken, Baker, Md. Bingham, Buck, 
Allen, Miss. Barney, Black, Bull, 
Allen, Utah Barrett, Boatner, Burton, Ohio 
Apsley, Bartholdt, Boutelle, Cannon, 
Arnold, Pa. Beach, Brosius, Cockrell, 
Arnold, R. L. Belknap, Brown, Connolly, 


The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. RANEY with Mr. Russe. of Georgia. 

Mr. KuLP with Mr. FirzGERALD. 

Mr. Cook of Wisconsin with Mr. Mosgs. 

Mr. Cor.iss with Mr. CowEn. 

Mr. PICKLER with Mr. MINER of New York. 

For this day: 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 

Mr. MarsH with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. McCLELLAN, 

Mr. Hitt with Mr. LATIMER. 

Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. KYLE. 

Mr. Manon with Mr. Orry. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania with Mr. Pricg, 

Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island with Mr. MILzEs, 

Mr. OTJEN with Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. BERRY. 

Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. MaGulire. 

Mr. Hicks with Mr. SHaw. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. HuTCHESON. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. TuRNER of Virginia, 

Mr. Pitney with Mr. ELLeErTT. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. KENDALL. 

Mr. Smita of Michigan with Mr. TucKER. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. McLAuRIN. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. STOKEs. 

Mr. DOLLIVER with Mr. YOAKuUM. 

Mr. TRELOAR with Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Buck. 

Mr. PARKER with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. SIMPKINS with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. JoHNSON of North Dakota with Mr. BLAcK. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. McCuLLocna. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 115, the nays 
are 79; two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the House, on 
reconsideration, does not agree to pass the bill. 


UNITED STATES COURTS OF UTAH. 


Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a confer- 
ence report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the Giesgzectn, votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2087) to provide times and 
laces for holding terms of United States courts in Utah, having met, after 


ull and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House and agree to the same. 
CASE BRODERICK, 


CHAS. G. BURTON, 
J. W. BAILEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


GEO. F. HOAR, 
FRANK J. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement. 

Mr. BRODERICK. That is all there is of it. The papers are 
in the Senate, and the report has been accepted by the Senate and 
the bill passed. 

The SPEAKER. But there should be a statement, under the 
rules of the House, by the House conferees. 
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Mr. BRODERICK. The report was sent up. That is all the | 


report that is made. 
he SPEAKER. There should be a statement besides the con- 

ference report. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The statement is that the Senate conferees 
receded, and that is all the statement that was necessary. 

The SPEAKER. This is the conference report, and our rules 
require a statement. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Senator Hoar superintended the matter, 
and said that was all that was necessary. 

The SPEAKER. But thisis a Houserule. The Chair does not 
know whether it is a Senate rule or not; but the House rule is that 


in addition to the conference report there shall be a statement made | 


by the House conferees in writing. 
Mr. BRODERICK. If recommitted, perhaps the statement can 
be made. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can withdraw the conference | 


report and afterwards submit it with a statement. 
r. BRODERICK. I withdraw the report. 
LUCY ALEXANDER PAYNE. 
Mr. COFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


on the amendment of the House to the bill S. 1501, an act granting an in- | 


crease of pension to Lucy Alexander Payne, widow of Capt. John Scott Payne, 
Fifth United States Cavalry, having met, afterafull and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


lows: 
That the House recede from its amendment. 
CHARLES E. COFFIN, 
J.C. C. BLACK, 
WM. BAKER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


W.N. ROACH, 
H. C. HANSBROUGH, 
W. A. PEFFER. 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. There is no statement by the conferees. 

Mr. BLUE. Does a statement accompany that report? 

Mr. COFFIN There is no statement by the conferees. 

The SPEAKE There is no written statement. 

Mr. BLUE. aI object. 

Mr. COFFIN. Will there have to be a written statement? 

The SPEAKER. There has to bea written statement under the 
rules of the House. The gentleman withdraws the report. 

ARTESIAN WATERS OF A PORTION OF THE DAKOTAS. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. meres lask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following report from the Committee 
on Printing. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the report which the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 2,000 additional copies of an extract from the Seventeenth Annual 
Report of the United States Geological Survey entitled * Preliminary report 
on artesian waters of a portion of the Dakotas,” for distribution by the Geo- 
logical Survey. 

The report (by Mr. PERKINS) was read, as follows: 


Your Committee on Printing, having had under consideration Senate con- 
current resolution No. 55, to provide for the ee of 2,000 additional copies 
of an extract from the Seventeenth Annual Report of the United States Geo- 
logical Survey entitled “Preliminary report on artesian waters of a portion 
of the Dakotas,” for distribution by the Geological Survey, recommend that 
the same be agreed to. 

The Public Printer estimates the cost of the work called for under this 
resolution at $465. 


The SPEAKER. The question is or unanimous consent. 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 


by which the concurrent resolution was agreed to was laid on the 
table. 


Is 


CAPT. ALEXANDER M’DONALD. 
Mr. WOODMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5090) to correct and amend the military record of Capt. Alex- 
ander McDonald, of Company I, Seventeenth Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. 


The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
IMPROVEMENT OF GOVERNMENT RESERVATION, FORT SMITH, ARK. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 2923) for the better improve- 
ment of the Government reservation at the city of Fort Smith, in 
the State of Arkansas, and for other purposes. The bill has here- 


tofore been read twice in the House, and I have an amendment 
that I desire to propose, coming in at line 9, on page 2. 
. The Chair thinks the bill must be read. 


The SP 
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Mr. LITTLE. What I want to ask is simply for the bill to be 
read to where the amendment will come in, or read the entire 
bill, if gentlemen desire it to be read. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Let us have the bill read. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand the gentleman proposes to ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill as amended. 
I suggest that the bill be read as proposed to be amended. 

Mr. LITTLE. That was what I was trying to have done. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill as the gentleman 
—— to have it amended. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Rogers and Parker avenues, as the same appear on 
the map and plat of the reserve addition of the city of Fort Smith, Ark., be 
extended-in a northwesterly direction and ona straight line to the right of 
way of the St. Louis and San Francisco Railway Company; and that Second 
| Street, as the same appears on the map and plat of the reserve addition of 
| the city of Fort Smith, Ark., be extended ona straight line from Garrison 
avenue in a southwesterly direction to the right of way of the St. Louis and 
San Francisco Railway Company; and that Third street. as the same appears 
on the map and plat of the reserve addition of said city of Fort Smith, be 
extended in a straight line from Garrison avenue to the southwesterly line 
of Parker avenue: that the block of ground included within the boundaries 
of Rogersand Parker avenues and Second and Third streets, as thus extended 
by this act, it being a rectangular block 300 feet by 290 feet 2} inches, and upon 
which block is located the public buildings. known as the United States jail 


and —— belonging to the United States, be, and the same is hereby, 
reserved to the United States. 

That such part of said ground as shall be occupied for said streets and 
alleys is hereby donated to the said city of Fort Smith for the purpose of 
being dedicated to public use. 

That said city of Fort Smithis hereby authorized and empowered to re- 
| move the old fort walls and buildings attached thereto, and to dispose of the 
| same for its own use 


That the Secretary of the Interior shall cause said lands to be surveyed into 
lots and blocks, according to the plans and surveys of said city, and shall file 
|} a plat showing such survey in his. office, and he shall cause the portions 

thereof not specifically reserved herein to be sold at public auction tothe 
| highest bidder, upon such terms and under such regulations as he may di 
| rect; and upon the full payment of the purchase money, execute proper con- 
veyances to the purchaser or purchasers thereof. 
The funds arising from the sale of said lots shall be kept separate, and so 
much thereof as 1s necessary is hereby appropriated for the erection of an 
iron fence or stone fence around the lot reserved for the jail and hospital, 
and for the grading and paving of the sidewalks around the same with stone 
flagging or some other suitable material, and pay the expense thereof out of 
the fund; and the remainder, if any,to be turned into the Treasury to the 
credit of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. 

of the bill? 
| Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I observe that the amendment turns 
over all the proceeds for the purpose of building a fence around 
| the jail and hospital and paving the streets around the jail, some- 
thing that the United States does in no other city. I do not know 
why it should be done for this city. 

Mr. LITTLE. When this old wall is torn down it will leave 
| the jail without any surrounding fence. The objection to the bill 
heretofore, as I understood, was that it donated certain lots of land 
to the city, and,for the purpose of meeting that objection, the 
bill has been changed so that it simply authorizes the erection of 
this fence around the jail and the flagging on the sidewalk around 
the jail block. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
jail? 

Mr. LITTLE. Itisa Federal jail. That is why I put in this 
| provision. It is quite a costly building, and the bill as originally 
| drawn practically donated these lots to the city on condition that 
the city should make certain improvements around the Govern- 
ment property. It wasthought, however, bysome gentlemen here 
that the value of the lots would far exceed the cost of the improve- 
ments, and I am willing, if the gentleman prefers, that the pro- 
vision for the paving of the sidewalks may be stricken out, leaving 
simply the provision for the building of the fence. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman had better strike it all 
out, and if we are going to build a fence there, let us appropriate 
a specific sum for that purpose. 

Mr. LITTLE. Well, if the gentleman prefers it that way, I will 
accept the amendment, but it would be much better for the Gov- 
ernment’s property to have these improvements made at once. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, if the gentleman will amend his bill so as 
to direct that the proceeds of this sale shall be turned into the 
Treasury. I shall not object to its consideration. 

Mr. LOUD. Mtr. Speaker, I would suggest that if the Govern- 
ment has any land, or any claim, left in Arkansas, we ought to 
turn it over immediately to the State or tothe city. If there is 
anything left, I think Arkansas ought to have it. | Laughter. | 

Mr. LITTLE. Arkansas is asking nothing in this case except 
the removal of an antiquated wall which has been there for fifty 
years, which blockades travel, and is an obstacle to good sanitary 
arrangements. Its removal has been recommended by all the 
court officials as well as by the city officials. 

Mr. LOUD. About every week since I have been in Congress 
some gentleman from Arkansas has been asking for a United 
States reservation, or something of that kind. [Laughter. | 

Mr. LITTLE. This ‘‘ gentleman from Arkansas” has beemask- 
ing for this bill quite persistently. 

ir. LOUD. And others. 
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Mr. LITTLE. No; not any donation. 

Mr. LOUD. Ithink it would be much cheaper for us to turn 
over every claim the Government has in Arkansas to the State. 

Mr. LITTLE. I will vote for that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. If that had been done twenty years ago, it might 
have been the best course, but now itis too late. I have sug- 
gested an amendment to the bill, which I ask the Clerk to report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the last paragraph of the amendment by striking out lines 15, 16, 
17, 18, 19, 20, and 21, being the last paragraph, and insert the following: 

‘The fund arising from the sale of said lots shall be turned into the Treas- 
ury to the credit of the United States.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill as amended. 

Mr. RINAKER. Mr. Speaker, does that take out the provision 
for the paving? 

Mr. LITTLE. It takes out the entire matter of improvements. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LITTLE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


HOUSE BILLS WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House bills of the following titles, 


with amendments of the Senate thereto; which were severally read, 
and the Senate amendments concurred in: 

A bill (H. R. 1104) granting a pension to Isaac M. Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 1311) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Sentman; ' 


A bill (H. R. 5764) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth | 


D. Marthon; 

A bill (H. R. 6789) granting a pension and for the relief of 
Dr. Harrison Wagner; 

A bill (H. R. 8388) for the relief of William G. Buck; 

A bill (H. R. 10040) granting a pension to George W. Ferree; 

A bill (H. R. 5981) granting a pension to Elihu Jones; and 

A bill (H. R. 5820) granting an increase of pension to Green- 
ville Puckett. 

ELIZABETH WELLANDS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 8898) to 
increase the pension of Elizabeth Wellands, with an amendment 
of the Senate thereto. 

The bill was read. 

The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 

Line 5, after the words “ widow of,” insert ‘“‘ William S. Wellands.” 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the Senate 
amendment. Its effect is merely to better identify the beneficiary. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LOUD. If that completes the business on the Speaker’s 
table, I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for business in the morning hour, and the Clerk will proceed with 
the call. 

The Committee on Patents was called. 


INFRINGEMENT OF LETTERS PATENT. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Patents to call up for consideration at this time the bill 
(H. R. 10202) defining the jurisdiction of United States circuit 
courts in cases brought for the infringement of letters patent. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in suits brought for the infringement of letters 
patent the circuit courts of the United States shall have jurisdiction, in law 
or in equity, in the district of which the defendant is an inhabitant, or in any 
district in which the defendant, whether a person, setae or corpora- 
tion, shall have committed acts of infringement and have a regular and estab- 
lished place of business. If such suit is brought in a district of which the 
defendant is not an inhabitant, but in which such defendant has a regular 
and established place of business, service of process, summons, or subpoena 
upon the defendant may be made by service upon the agent or agents engaged 
in conducting such business in the district in which suit is brought. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, is that bill reported by the 
Committee on Patents? 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘ It is. 
as a part of my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Missouri that the bill is reported from the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwould respectfully suggest to the Chair that 
the bill should have been considered by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. Evidently, from its reading, that committee would have 
had jurisdiction of it. 


I would like to have the report read 


The SPEAKER. It is reported, however, by the Committee on 
Patents. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Manifestly there was an improper reference 
of the bill. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has not examined the bill with ref- 


| 





erence to that fact, but, if the reference isimproper, this is not the 
time to correct it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That may be true under the rule. 

But afurther query. I would like to ask whether or not this is 
called up by the direction of the committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask the gentleman from 
New York whether this is called up by direction of the Committee 
on Patents in the morning hour? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I was directed at the first opportunity, on 
the call of committees, to bring the bill up for consideration. I¢ 
is a bill relating specifically to the patent law. 

I ask to have the report read as a part of my remarks, 

The report (by Mr. MITCHELL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10202) de 
fining the jurisdiction of the United States circuit courts in cases brought for 
the infringement of letters patent, have carefully considered the same and 
report it favorably. E . 

“his bill seeks to define the jurisdiction of the courts in patent suits and to 
remove the uncertainty which now arises as to such jurisdiction by reason 
of the conflicting decisions of the various circuit courts. It further facilitates 
the bringing of suits in the place of business of the parties interested. It ig 
in the interest of ali and against the interest of none. 

The committee therefore recommend its passage. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr 
LACEY] such time as he may desire. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I introduced this bill at the sug- 
gestion of a number of gentlemen who live in the Northwest, 
and who have interest in patent rights that are frequently in- 
fringed in distant localities, and yet the sales of the patented 
articles so infringed are largely, or mainly, made in the vicinity 
where the owners of the patent happen to be located. Forinstance, 
the manufactory may be established at some dista t point and the 
oftice where the goods are sold is opened in Chicago or in St. Louis 
or some other distant city. They have a permanent place of busi- 
ness at either city, and yet no relief can be had in the courts where 
the infringement is mainly carried on. 

The main purpose of the bill is to give original jurisdiction to 
the court where a permanent agency transacting the business 
is located, and that business is engaged in the infringement of the 
patent rights of some one who has such rights anywhere in the 
United States. 

Jurisdiction would be had thus in Chicago, St. Louis, or any 
Western city if the manufacturer is established there, or if there 
is a permanent agency there, but not otherwise. It provides that 
the court shall have jurisdiction in the district of which the 
defendant is an inhabitant, and that is the existing law now, or— 

In any district in which the defendant, whether a person, partnership, or 
np shall have committed acts of infringement and have a regular 
and established place of business. 

That is all there is of it. Isolated cases of infringement would 
not confer this jurisdiction, but only where a permanent agency 
is established. 

I yield back the remainder of the time to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, the necessity for this law grows 
out of the acts of 1887 and 1888 which amended the judiciary act. 
Conflicting decisions have even arisen in the different districts in 
the same States as to the construction of these acts of 1887 and 
1888, and there is great uncertainty throughout the country as to 
whether or not the act of 1887 as amended by the act of 1888 ap- 
plied to patent cases at all. 

The bill is intended to remove this uncertainty and to define the 
exact jurisdiction of the circuit courts in these matters. 

The committee have been extremely careful in the investigation 
of the matter before reporting the bill. 

As the bill was referred to me, I wrote to a great many patent 
lawyers in different parts of the country,in order to get their 
views and objections, if any, and I find that they are all unani- 
mously in favor of the bill as it is now reported, and state that it 
would tend not only to define the jurisdiction of the circuit courts 
not now defined, but also limit that jurisdiction and so clearly 
define it that in the future there will be no question with regard 
to the application of the acts of 1887 and 1888. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to ask the gentleman what conflict- 
ing decisions there are that are to be remedied by this bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL. We have in New York the case of Halstead 
vs. Manning, Bowman & Co., which was decided April 13, 1888 
(34 Fed. Rep., 565), in which Judge Wallacerenders a decision that 
prior to the act of 1887 the defendant could have been sued there 
‘if found.” In other words, that the foreign corporation could 
have been sued ‘‘if found” within the oo but the de- 
fendant can no longer be sued outside of the district of which he 
is an inhabitant. Then we find, for instance, the case of Smith 
vs. The Sargent Manufacturing Company, May 18, 1895, where 
Judge Wheeler holds that the acts of 1887 and 1888 do not apply 
to suits for infringement of patent, and such suits may be brought 
wherever service can be had. 

We also have in the district of Massachusetts decisions by Judge 
Colt in several cases holding that the act of 1888 — to — 
cases and that a foreign corporation can not be su his district, 
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and we have in the districts of Ohio and California decisions ex- 
actly to the contrary, namely, that in patent cases it is no objec- 
tion to the jurisdiction that one of the defendants is a citizen of 
another State. 

The following tables of cases show the conflict of decisions in 
detail: 

Circuit courts holding that the laws of 1387, as amended by the laws of 1888 
(giving jurisdiction to United States circuit courts), apply to patent cases. 
FIRST CIRCUIT. 

District of Massachusetts: 
National Typewriter Company vs. Pope Manufacturing Company. July 5, 
1893. 56 Fed. Rep., 849. Colt, circuit judge. 

Holds: Under recent decisions of the Supreme Court, a foreign corpora- 

tion can not be sued for infringement of patent in this district. 
Donnelly vs. United States Cordage Company. March 16, 189. 65 Fed. 
Rep., 613. Colt, judge. 
Follows Shaw vs. Mining Company. 
Gorham Manufacturing Company vs. Watson. 
418. Colt, circuit judge. 
Follows Donnelly vs. United States Cordage Company, supra. 
SECOND CIRCUIT. 
Southern district of New York: 
Halstead vs. Manning, Bowman & Co. 
lace, circuit judge. 

Prior to act of 1887 the defendant could have been sued here, if “found,” 
but * * * defendant can no longer be sued outside the district of 
which he is an inhabitant. 

Northern district of New York: | é 
Adriane Platt & Co. vs. McCormick Harvesting Manufacturing Company. 
October 13, 1892. 55 Fed. Rep., 287. Wallace, circuit judge. 
Follows ruling Shaw vs. Mining Company, 145 U. S., 444. 
SIXTH CIRCUIT. 


May 20,1896. 74 Fed. Rep., 


April 13, 1888. 34 Fed. Rep., 565. Wal- 


Southern district of Ohio: 
Miller ee Company et al. vs. Carpenter. 
Rep., 48. Jackson, judge. 
Holds; Neither Revised Statutes United States, section 711 nor section 
699, was repealed by act of 1875 nor by act of 1887, which only amends 
former acts. 


February 29, 1888. 34 Fed. 


SEVENTH CIRCUIT. 
District of Dlinois: 
Gormully & Jeffery Manufacturing Company vs. Pope Manufacturing 
Company. May 14, 1888. 34 Fed. Rep., 818. Blodgett, judge. 
Holds; No jurisdiction in patent case for infringement by Illinois corpo- 
ration against Connecticut corporation doing business in Illinois. 
Preston vs. Fire Extinguisher Company. November 5, 1888. 36 Fed. Rep., 
721. Blodgett. judge. 
Holds: New York corporation doing business in Dlinois can not be sued in 
Illinois. 
Bicycle Stepladder Company vs. Gordon. September 11, 1893. 57 Fed. Rep., 
629. Jenkins. circuit judge. 
Follows ruling in Shaw vs. Mining Company, 145 U. S., 446. 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT. 
Eastern district of Missouri: 
Reinstadler vs. Reeves. December 30,1887. 35 Fed. Rep.,308. Thayer, judge. 
Holds; Bill to restrain infringements in Missouri against a citizen of Indi- 
ana can not be maintained. 
Southern district of lowa: 
McBride vs. Grand de Tour Plow Company. 
162. Shiras, judge. 
Holds: Had the defendant company (Illinois corporation), when it was 
first sued by Iowa complainant, raised the question of jurisdiction, ‘it 
may be its contention would have been sustained.” 


NINTH CIRCUIT. 
Northern district of California: 
Cramer vs. Singer Manufacturing Company. 


October 18,1889. 40 Fed. Rep., 


November 27, 1893. 59 Fed. 


Rep., 74. cKenna, circuit judge. fa 
Quotes act of 1888 and follows Shaw vs. Mining Company, supra. 


Circuit courts holding that the laws of 1837, as amended by laws of 1888 (giving 
jurisdiction to United States circuit courts), do not apply to patent cases. 
SECOND CIRCUIT. 
Southern district of New York: 
Smith vs. Sargent Manufacturing Confpany. May 18, 1895. 
801. Wheeler, district judge. 
Holds: That acts of 1887 and 1888 do not apply to suits for infringement of 
— and such suits may be brought wherever personal service can 
had; and quotes In re Hohorst, 150 U. S., 653. 
National Button Works vs. Wade. February 1, 1896. 
Lacombe, circuit judge. 

Refers to act of 1887 an 
653; and doubts whether distinction raised In re Hohorst can be sus- 
tained in view of later decision of United States court In re Keasbey vs. 
Matheson. ; 

(Contra. Townsend, district judge, January 23, 1895.) 
SIXTH CIRCUIT. 


67 Fed. Rep., 


Southern district of Ohio: . 
Noonan vs. Chester Park Athletic Club. June 23, 1896. 75 


district judge. 
Holds. licti 
the defendants is a citizen of another State and district than that in 


which suit is brought, citing In re Hohorst and In re Keasbey. 
NINTH CIRCUIT. 
Northern district of California: 
Earl vs. Southern Pacific Company. 
Morrow, district judge. : 
Acts of 1887-88 do not apply to patent suits, quoting In re Hohorst and In 
re Keasbey vs. Matheson. 

Mr.PAYNE. That would be covered entirely by a law provid- 
ing that suits might be brought wherever the defendant could be 
found or wherever he has a residence. 
conflicting decisions it would not be necessary to go further than 
that, but, as I understand the bill, it not only provides for that, 
but also that a suit may be brought in any jurisdiction where the 
defendant has an established place of business, by leaving the 
su a of the court at his place of business. 

. LACEY. Not unless the acts of infringement were also 
committed in that jurisdiction. 


Fed. Rep., 334. 


August 17, 1896. 75 Fed. Rep., 609. 
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72 Fed. Rep., 298. | has a place of business. 


to In re Hohorst, 14 Superior Court, 221; 150 U.S., | 





In patent cases it is no objection to the jurisdiction that one of | 


In order to get rid of these | 


| 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


19ol 





Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course that part of it isnot necessary in order 
to avoid the conflicting decisions of the courts, but there seems to 
be some other object to be obtained by extending it to that class 
of cases. Now, if my colleague will allow me, 1 am not able to 
see why cases of infringement of patents should be taken out of 
the law and a special rule adopted as to them. I do not but 
what the remedy that is good for one citizen in a particular class 


If these two things concur? 


see 


of cases should be good for all citizens in all classes of cases, so 
far as jurisdiction and the commencement of the action are con- 
cerned. If this bill simply went to the extent of providing that 


in all cases the courts might obtain jurisdiction by a personal sery- 
ice of the process of the court within the Territory, or in cases of 
attachment or cases of that kind, in the Territory where tli 


ner- 
son resided or was an inhabitant, I should not object to it, but the 
idea of going still further than that and giving the court juris- 
diction where a man has a place of business at which it is claimed 
that he had sold some patented article which infringed the rights 
of some patentee, it seems to me is going too far and making an 
exception in patent cases that does not obtain in any other case, 
and to which it is not proposed to extend it in any other case of 
the violation of private rights. It seems to me that it is going 
too far. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In answer to the remarks of my learned col- 
eague from New York, I would state that I think he will find, on 


a careful examination of this bill as it is reported, that it does not 
extend, but on the contrary that it defines, the jurisdiction of the 
courts, and places all in the same category and clears an omission 
in the act of 1887-88. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman claim that under the present 
law an action could be brought where the defendant simply had 
a principal place of business and the act of infringement was com- 
mitted in the same jurisdiction? Does the gentleman claim that 
an action would lie or could be brought there against the detend- 
ant without personal service of the process upon him within that 
jurisdiction? 


Mr. MITCHELL. Ido not think the gentleman clearly under- 


stands the effect of this bill. It says: 

That in suits brought for the infringement of letters patent the circuit 
courts of the United States shall have jurisdiction, in law or in equity, in the 
district of which the defendant is an inhabitant, or in any district in which 


the defendant, whether a person, partnership, or corporation, shal! have 
committed acts of infringement and have a regular and established place of 
business. 

And further provided— 

If such suit is brought in a district of which defendant is not an inhabitant, 
but in which such defendant has a regular and established place of business, 
service of process, summons, or subpoena —— the defendant may be made 
by service upon the agent or agents engaged in conducting such business in 
the district in which suit is brought. 

Mr. PAYNE. They could not now commence an action within 
the jurisdiction named under the last clause. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There was an amendment which was sug- 
gested. that the word “ and,” in line 8, should be stricken ont and 
the word *‘ or” substituted for it. Weare not in favor of that, 
because then the reading of this would be that the defendant 
could be sued either where he committed the act of infringement 
or where he had a place of business. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that the two things must concur 
now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 


So that in this case you have the party who 


lis charged with committing the wrong sued in the district in 


which he has committed the act of infringement. and in whichhe 
Under the line of decisions which permit 
his being sued anywhere “if found,” this act makes it easier for 
the defendant, and really limits to that extent the jurisdiction of 
the court; for instance, Halstead vs. Manning, Bowman & Co., 
Adriane Platt & Co. vs. McCormick Harvesting Company, supra. 

Mr. PAYNE. In a decision up to date is it not held that he 
would not be amenable to the jurisdiction of a court in a terri- 
tory in which he had a principal office and had committed an in- 
fringement of patent? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Judge Wallace has held in this decision 
the defendant may be sued wherever he may be found. 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly: that isa different thing. That is the 
personal service on him. You are extending it in this case. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I do not see that there is an extension 
of the provisions of tie law. The trouble has arisen in this mat- 
ter that under the act of 1888 some of the courts were uncertain 
whether or not the law did or did net apply to patent cases, and 
therefore this special bill relating to patents solely has been brought 
up because of the indefiniteness and uncertainty arising from dif- 
ferent constructions of the act of 1888 as applied to patent cases. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, if you do not mean anything, why not 
have it wherever aman be found, by serving personal process upon 
him or in the territory where he resides. You go beyond that, 
and extend it to territory wherever he is found, not an inhabitant 
or a resident, but where he has a business oftice, and has com- 
mitted, through agents or otherwise, an infringement. 


that 


S 











Mr. MITCHELL. 


At the request of the gentleman from Iowa, 
I will yield to my friend from lowa. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I understand the bill does mean 
something. It means that where there is an established place of 
business and an infringement—— 

Mr. PAYNE. ILagree with you about that. 

Mr. LACEY. Jurisdiction may be had there. That is one of 
the purposes of the bill. There is no question about that, and 
there ought to be a law of that character. We have now a law 
by which, if an insurance company shall have an agency and 
transact business in some other State, jurisdiction may be had in 
regard to business growing out of the transactions of that agency; 
and so as to carriers performing service in any State and having 
permanent place of business there, they may be suedthere. There 
is no reason why as broad a jurisdiction should not be had in cases 
of patents, if infringers open up a permanent place of business— 
commence their business at that place. Why not give the court 
jurisdiction to try that case where the individual resides, where 
the witnesses are? Should not the local court have control of the 
matter, with the strong arm of the law on the one hand and the 
restraining power of a court of equity on the other? Because this 
necessity arose we have this bill. Very frequently an infringing 
agency is the principal place of business. When the party de- 
fendant who nominally infringes the patent lives in one place, 
but the real place where the business is carried on is at another, 
at present the place of the defendant's residence alone gives juris- 
diction. Business is going West, and a little plant on the seaboard 
often grows into a tremendous institution when it goes to Chicago 
and the great interior places where the population resides; and to 
deprive the courts of that community of jurisdiction would work 
hardship by reason of the expense that it would cause of having 
to take depositions or transport witnesses a thousand miles in the 
trial of a case. Why not have the trial where the transaction 
occurs? The jurisdiction under this bill only applies to the per- 
manent place of business, or where the business is in existence. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why not have a man punishable at the place 
where he commits the wrong? 

Mr. LACEY. Why not? 

Mr. DALZELL. The same principle applies, precisely. 

Mr. LACEY. The principle isthe same. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Iowa has withdrawn the 
principal argument raised by my colleague from New York, and 
also in the report, that this does not extend the present law, but 
was simply a little innocent bill, seeking to give right effect to a de- 
cision of a court. My friend from Iowa puts this on a higher 
ground, that this is a great contest of localities, the growing West 
against the East. 

Mr. DALZELL. The ‘‘effete East.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Which is gradually becoming so and dying out, 
and all that sort of thing. The West is really the equal of the 
East in this matter. 

Mr. DALZELL. You do not controvert that. 

Mr.PAYNE. HowcanIcontrovert anything said by my friend 
from Iowa, after he has laid it down in the manner he has. I 
remember a contest in this House a few years ago, which was 
also a contest of the West against the East, in reference to patent 
matters; and there the West was trying to deprive the owner of 
the patent of any remedy whatever. I think the provision was 
that, unless the amount of damages awarded should exceed $25 in 
each case, the unfortunate individual who owned the patent was 
to be mulcted in costs, so that in most cases the costs would proba- 
bly be equal to or greater than the amount of damages. It ap- 
peared to be held then—I suppose it was a sort of wild Western 
idea—that a man who owned a patent was a kind of robber who 
was inflicting injury on his neighborsin the West, collecting money 
that he ought not to have, and that he ought to be deprived of all 
legal remedy. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman recollect whether our 
friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] had any part in that move- 
ment? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think my friend [Mr. HENDERSON] was right 
in with those who took that ground. [{Laughter.]} 

Mr. HENDERSON. Surely the statute of limitation runs on 
that. [Laughter. } 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Iwelcome this billas evidence of a change 
of heart. Iam glad to see that it recognizes the right of property 
in patents, and while I think the bill travels, perhaps, a little out 
of the way and puts the owner of a patent in a little better posi- 
tion than the owner of any other kind of property, yet, when I 
observe the change that has come over the spirit of our Western 
friends in this regard, on the whole I welcome this bill, and the 
last exception of the gentleman from Iowa, showing that this is a 
sectional matter, induces me to vote against my own section and 
in favor of his. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, I am very glad that I withdrew 
the demand for the previous question. I now ask for the previous 
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question, and I also ask leave to print further remarks in relation 
to the cases which I have here. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The call of committees was completed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr.DOCKERY. Mr.Speaker, Iam requested toask unanimous 
consent of the House to consider the bill which I send to the desk. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recognize the gentleman 
for that purpose. [Laughter.] The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. DANIELS] is recognized. 
DIGEST OF ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. DANIELS. Mr.Speaker, the Committee on Elections No. j 
have unanimously adopted the resolution which I send to the desk 
and recommend its adoption by the House. I have here and wil] 
send to the desk what is substantially a repetition of it, a resolu- 
tion to be adopted by the House providing for the publication of 
a digest of the election cases heard and decided in the Fifty- 
third and Fifty-fourth Congresses. It is estimated that about 
two fair-sized volumes will be required to contain all the cases. 
Some very important questions have been disposed of from time 
to time by the House in these cases, and such a digest can not 
fail to be of great value hereafter in the determination of election 
cases where similar principles will be involved, as they neces- 
sarily must be in such contests. I now send to the desk tho 


| resolution which I propose to have adopted by the House to carry 


into effect the resolution of the Committee on Elections, 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the resolution by the Committee on Elections No. 1 for di- 
gesting the election cases heard and decided by the House of Representa- 
tives of the Fifty-third and Fifty-fourth Congresses, and reported by the 
Election Committees to the House of Representatives, be, and the same is 
hereby, adopted. 

Mr. DANIELS. Now, I ask the Clerk to read the resolution 
therein referred to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be made, printed, and bound, a digest of the election 
cases heard and decided by the Fifty-third and Fifty-fourth Congresses of 
the United States, consisting of a concise statement of each case, the report 
made by the Committee on Elections thereon, and the final action of the 
House thereon, together with an accurate and complete index of the same, 
to be prepared by William A. Martin, clerk to the Committee on Elections 
No. 1, for which, and for the necessary preparation and superintendencs 
thereof, there shall be paid said William A. Martin, by the Clerk of the 
House, out of the contingent fund, the’sum of $2,000; said sum to be paid 
when the manuscript of the work shall have been delivered tothe Public 
Printer, who shall furnish for the use of the House the usual number, viz, 
1,607 copies for each of the above-named Congresses. 

This resolution was adopted by the Committee on Elections No. 1, and its 
adoption by the House was unanimously recommended. 

4 CHARLES DANIELS, Chairman 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I think that would be a complete 
waste of the public ——- 

Mr. RICHARDSON. suggest to the gentleman from New 
York that his resolution would not accomplish the object anyway. 
It is a simple House resolution, and the House alone can not order 
printing to exceed $500 in cost, so that the resolution, if passed, 
would be void. 

Mr. BAILEY. And if the work were done it would be worse 
than void. 

The SPEAKER. 
of these resolutions? 

Mr. BAILEY. I object. 


. LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

At the request of Mr. ANDREWS, to Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, 
on account of sickness. 

At the request of Mr. Moopy, to Mr. GILLETT of Massachu- 
setts, on account of sickness. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
take a recess until 8 o'clock this evening, to meet then under the 
special order. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I suppose the motion to take a 
recess is with the idea of having a pension session this evening. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. MILNES. Well, I believe it will be entirely impossible to 
do anything thisevening. Weaccomplished nothing last evening. 
I move, therefore, that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, the Speaker 
declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MILNES. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 72. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, pending the motion for a recess, I 
ask unanimous consent that the business under special order for 


Is there objection to the present consideration 
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this evening commence now and run until 5 o'clock p. m., and 
that the order for the evening session be vacated. 

Tnere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Applause. | 
he SPEAKER. The regular order is the unfinished business. 
HANNAH E. RODGERS. 

The first unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 1832) granting 
a pension to Hannah E. Rodgers. 

Mr. CROWTHER. lIask unanimous consent that this bill be 

assed over without prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that order will 
be made. 

There was no objection. 

ELLEN DAY. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 6803) granting 
a pension to Ellen Day, stepmother of Albert L. Day. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. This is a bill laid aside on a previous day 
upon a demand for the engrossed copy of the bill. The engrossed 
bill has now been read. The question is on its passage. 

The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BROMWELL, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

CAROLINE WILKINSON. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 1513) granting 
a pension to Caroline Wilkinson. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. [I ask that this bill be laid aside. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

RACHEL WADDELL. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 9683) granting 
a pension to Rachel Waddell, of Newport, Tenn. 

The bill, together with the amendments reported by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, was read. 

Mr. MILNES. This bill belongs to the same class as the one 
just laid aside. I ask that this also be laid aside. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I object. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Then I move that the bill be laid 
aside. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM N. WELLS. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 6268) to in- 
crease the pension of William N. Wells. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Thisis an engrossed bill which has been read. 
The question is on its passage. 

The bill was passed. 

JOHN J. CROSS. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 2321) to in- 
crease the pension of John J. Cross. 

The bill was read. 


The SPEAKER. This is an engrossed bill which has been read. 


The question is now on its passage. 

The bill was passed. 

MARY L. TWEDDLE. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 5793) granting 
a pension to Mary L. Tweddle. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report was read. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, as has been shown by the read- 
ing of the report, the husband of this woman was not considered 
as having any pensionable rate at the Pension Bureau. Then, 
again, this woman married after the act of June 29, 1890, which 
a provided that no marriage after that act should entitle 
the widow toa pension. It seems, therefore, that the passage of 
this bill would be in direct violation of specific and definite law. 
The question is whether this House will abide by the law in this 
case or override it. I move that the bill be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ANTON ERNST. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R.8075) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Anton Ernst. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering this bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question being taken on the passage of the bill, there were, 
on a division (called for by Mr. TALBERT)—ayes 50, noes 2, 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to count the House. 

Mr. TALBERT (beforethe result of the count was announced). 
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Mr. Speaker, I have no disposition to block business. If the gen- 
tleman in charge of this bill will allow it to be passed over with- 
out prejudice, lam perfectly willing. This is not a meritorious 
bill. 
| TheSPEAKER. There isa quorum present. 
| and the bill is passed. 


The ayes have it; 


HARRIET M. 


The next unfinished business was the bill (S. 719) to restore a 
pension to Harriet M. Knowlton. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. This is a Senate bill, and the question is on 
ordering it to a third reading. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Iask for the reading of the report. 

The report was read. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time. : 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. 1 movethat the bill be laid on thetable. One 
— to this—the case of a remarried widow—was laid on the 
table. 

The question being taken on the motion to lay the bill on the 
table, it was rejected; there being—ayes 27, noes 49. 


| 
The bill was then passed. 


KNOWLTON, 


PETER ANDERSON. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 2035) granting 
an increase of pension to Peter Anderson, of Strong City, Kans. 

The bill, with the amendments reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House, was read. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time. and passed. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the amendmentto the title 
of this bill, as recommended by the committee, will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLattr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bill 
and joint resolution of the following titles: 
A bill (H. R. 10278) to reorganize the judicial districts of Arkan- 
sas, and for other purposes; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 252) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver to the mayor of Buffalo tents, in loan, for the conven- 
| ience of the Grand Army of the Republic at its annual encamp- 
ment, to be held this year at that city. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
| the amendmentsof the House of Representatives to the bill (8S. 3614) 
| to aid in the improvement of the navigable channel of the South 
| Pass by closing the existing crevasse in Pass a Loutre, in the Mis- 
| sissippi River, asked a conference with the House on the disagree- 
| ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Car- 
| rERY, Mr. NELSON, and Mr. Vest as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 
| The message also announced that the President of the United 
| States having returned to the Senate, in compliance with its 
| request, the bill (S. 3328) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
| repeal the timber-culture laws, and for other purposes.” the Senate 
| had proceeded to reconsider said bill, and had resoived that it had 
| disagreed to the amendments of the House of Representatives to 
| said bill, asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Prrri- 


GREW, Mr. Berry, and Mr. CARTER as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 
WASHINGTON BAKER. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 4517) granting 
a pension to Washington Baker, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with amendments. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report in that case 
| be read. 

The report was again read. 

The amendments were concurred in, and the bill as amended 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN M. LAUGHLIN, 
| The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 7688) for the 
| 
| 








relief of John M. Laughlin, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole with an amendment. 

The amendment was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
| third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY 0. HYRE. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 7079) to in- 
crease the pension of Henry O. Hyre, reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole with an amendment. 

The amendment was read and agreed to. 


| 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
SOLOMON KLINE. 

Thenext unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 7073) to increase 
the pension of Solomon Kline, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with an amendment. 

Mr. ERDMAWN. Iask forthe reading of the report in that case. 

The report was again read. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 
and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM C. ESTILL. 
The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 


was the bill (H. R. 6497) granting a pension to William C. Estill, | 


with the recommendation that the bill do lie on the table. 
The question was taken; and the recommendation of the com- 
mittee was concurred in. 
The bill was accordingly laid on the table. 
GEORGE F,. MILLER. 
The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 2153) to amend 


the military record of George F. Miller, reported from the Com- | 


mittee of the Whole with an amendment. 

Mr. TALBERT. I would ask to have the report in that case 
read. 

The report was read at length. 

Mr. TALBERT. I move that that bill lie on the table. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 9, noes 50. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). One hundred and 
seventy-four members are present; not a quorum. 

Mr. TALBERT. lam not trying to block legislation. If the 
committee will withdraw the bill, I will withdraw the point. 

The SPEAKER. It is not possible for the gentleman to with- 
draw it after the count. 

Mr. TALBERT. Iam only desirous of getting rid of these out- 
rageous bills-— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order. 

Under the rules, the previous question will be considered as or- 
dered, and the veas and nays will be taken. The Clerk will call 
the roll. 

The Chair will state that members who are present and desire 
to vote either for or against the proposition will be so recorded. 
Those who desire to be simply recorded as present will so respond. 
The doors will now be closed, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. TALBERT. I wish to submit 2 parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to ask if the vote is not now to 
be taken on the motion to lay on the table? 

The SPEAKER. That is the question. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 51, nays 143, not 
voting 161; as follows: 









YEAS—5l1. 
Abbott, Crisp, Little, Pendleton, 
Adams, Culberson, Maddox, Richardson, 
Allen, Miss. Cummings, Maguire, Robertson, La. 
Avery, Dinsmore, Martin, Shuford, 
Bailey, Dockery, McCreary, Ky. Steele, 
Bankhead, Erdman, McCulloch, Strowd, N.C. 
Bartlett, Ga. Harrison, McLaurin, Talbert, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Howard, McMillin, Tate, 
Bell, Tex. Huff, McRae, Terry, 
Clardy, Kleberg, Money, Williams, 
Cobb, Kyle, Neill, Woodard, 
Cooper, Tex. Latimer, Ogden, Yoakum. 
Cox, Linney, Owens, 

NAYS—143. 
Aldrich, T. H. Daniels, Hubbard, Mozley, 
Aldrich, W. F. De Witt, Hulick, Murphy, 
Anderson, Dovener, Hunter, Murray, 
Andrews, Draper, Hurley, Newlands, 
Apsley, Eddy, Jenkins, Noonan, 
Atwood, Ellis, Kerr, Parker, 
Baker, N. H. Evans, Kirkpatrick, Payne, 
Barham, Fenton, Knox, Pearson, 
Barney, Fischer, Lacey, Perkins, 
Barrett, Fletcher, Layton, Phillips, 
Bell, Colo. Fowler, Lefever, Poole, 
Bishop, Gamble, Leighty, Prince, 
Blue, Gardner, Leisenrin Pugh, 
Brewster, Gibson, Lewis Quigg, 
Bromwell, Gillet, N. Y. Lint Robinson, Pa. 
Burrell, Griffin, Lor Royse, 
Burton, Mo. Griswold, Loud lag Russell, Conn. 
Burton, Ohio Grow, Lov Scranton, 
Calderhead, Hart, Mal y Shafroth, 
Chickering, Hatch, Met Sherman, 
Clark, lowa Heatwole, Mcky Simpkins, 
Clark, Mo. Henry, ¢ McL Snover, 
Codding, Henry, Ind Meiklejo Sorg, 
Connolly, Hermann, Mercer, Southard, 
Cook, Wis. Hilborn, Miller, Kans. Spalding, 
Cousins, Hill, Milnes, Sperry, 
Crowther, Hopkins, Mitchell, Stahle, 
Dalzell, Howe, Mondell, Stephenson, 
Danford, Howell, Moody, Stewart, N. J. 





———aeey, 


Stewart, Wis. Tawney, Walker, Mass. Wilson, N. Y. 
Stone, W. A. Tayler, Walker, Va. Wilson, Ohio 
Strode, Nebr. Tracey, Warner, Wood, 
Strong, Updegraff, Watson, Ohio Woodman, 
Sulloway, Van Horn, Wellington, Woomer, 
Sulzer, Van Voorhis, Willis, Wright. 
Taft, Wadsworth, Wilson, Idaho 
NOT VOTING—161. 

Acheson, Dayton, Johnson, N. Dak. Ray, 
Aitken, De Armond, Jones, Reeves, 
Aldrich, Tl. Denny, Joy, Reyburn, 

| Allen, Utah Dingley, Kem, Rinaker, 
Arnold, Pa. Dolliver, Kendall, Rusk, 
Arnold, R. L Doolittle, Kiefer, Russell, Ga. 
Babcock, Ellett, Kulp, Sauerhering, 
Baker, Kans. Fairchild, Lawson, Sayers, 
Baker, Md. Faris, Leonard, Settle, 
Bartholdt, Fitzgerald, Lester, Shannon, 
Beach, Foote, Livingston, Shaw, 

| Belknap, Foss, Long, Skinner, 
Bennett, Gillett, Mass. Loud, Smith, [iL 
serry. Goodwyn, Mahon, Smith, Mich, 
Bingham, Graff, Marsh, Southwick, 
Black, Grosvenor, McCall, Mass. Sparkman, 
Boatner, Grout, McCall, Tenn. Spencer, 
Boutelle, Hadley, McCleary, Minn. Stallings, 
Bowers, Hager, McClure, Stone, C. W. 
Broderick, Hainer, Nebr. McCormick, Stokes, 

| Brosius, Hall, McDearmon, Strait, 
Brown, Halterman, Meredith, Swanson, 
Brumm, Hanly, Meyer, Thomas, 
Buck, Hardy, Miles, Thorp, 
Bull, Harmer, Miller, W. Va. Towne, 
Cannon, Harris, Milliken, Tracewell, 
Catchings, Hartman, Miner, N. Y. Treloar, 
Clarke, Ala. Heiner, Pa. Minor, Wis. Tucker, 
Cockrell, Hemenway, Morse, Turner, Ga. 
Coffin, Henderson, Moses, Turner, Va. 
Colson, Hendrick, Northway, Tyler, 
Cooke, Tl. Hepburn, Odell, anger, 
Cooper, Fla. Hicks, Otey, Washington, 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt, tjen, Watson, Ind. 
CorfTiss, Hooker, Overstreet, Wheeler, 
Cowen, Huling, Patterson, White, 
Crowley, Hull, Pickler, Wilber, 
Crump. Hutcheson, Pitney, Wilson, 8. 
Curtis, lowa Hyde, Powers, 
Curtis, Kans. Johnson, Cal. Price, 
Curtis, N. Y. Johnson, Ind. Raney, 


So the motion that the bill lie on the table was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. McCatu of Massachusetts with Mr. JongEs. 

For the remainder of this day: 

Mr. Hu Line of West Virginia with Mr. Moses. 

The following members were recorded as present: 

Messrs. BAKER of Kansas, BELKNAP, BOATNER, BRODERICK, 
CoFrrin, Cooper of Florida, DENNY, FOWLER, HANLY, HeMeEn- 
WAY, JOHNSON of Indiana, Jonnson of North Dakota, Kem, 
KENDALL, Lawson, LEIGHTY, Loup, McCa.u of Massachusetts, 
McCa.u of Tennessee, Minor of Wisconsin, PRICE, Smita of Illi- 
nois, MILLER of West Virginia, SPARKMAN, and WASHINGTON. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the 
engrossed copy of the bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina demands the reading of the engrossed copy. The bill will 
have to be laid aside, and the Clerk will report the next bill. 

NATHAN MITCHELL. 

The next business considered was the bill (H. R. 5612) granting 
a pension to Nathan Mitchell. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TALBERT. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. Harpy) was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask if this is one of those bills to 
pension a teamster. That is what it seems to be. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Oh, no;I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don—— 

Mr. LOUD. Well, perhaps there is even some question about 
his having been a teamster. I will admit that. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. He accompanied General Taylor's 
army from Corpus Christi to the Rio Grande, I will say to the 
gentleman from California — Loup]. 

Mr. LOUD. Of course the records show that this man never 
had any service, and all that the report claims is that he had 
charge of a body of teamsters, and some individual states that he 
served ina battle somewhere, but he does not seem to know where. 
That is about the substance of the report, is it not? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The report sets forth his service as 
given by General Prevost, and also other affidavits which are on 
file. There is a letter of F. V. Britton, late an officer of the 
United States Army, dated Rancho, near Corpus Christi, Tex., 
January 7, 1859, in which he certifies that Mr. Mitchell was re- 
ported to him (Britton) at Fort Brown as having been placed in 
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command of all unattached teamsters, convalescents, etc., for serv- 
ice in the defense of the fort, and that he (Mitchell) served faith- | 
fully in battle, as well asin every other situation his duties to the | 
Government placed him. 

Gen. D. E. Twiggs, late of the Army, also certifies, under date 
of December 18, 1853, to the fact of claimant's participation in the 
defense of Fort Brown. There is other evidence of the service. 

While I can not recall all th@affidavits on file, yet I know that 
the examination was full and satisfactory to the committee, and 
his war record was clearly made out. 

Mr. LOUD. Does it not seem very strange to the gentleman 
who is chairman of a committee that deals with these cases, that 
there should be no record of a man who, it is claimed, was regu- | 
larly enlisted and regularly discharged? Is not that assuming 
that there is no record of such an event, and that we must come 
here and present to Congress simply the affidavit of some individ- 
ual whom nobody knows anything about to testify to the service? | 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It may appear strange to the gentle- | 
man from California {[Mr. Loup] 

Mr. LOUD. Well, yes, it does. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. | 
Noonan] introduced this bill. Perhaps he is more conversant 
with the facts than I am. 

Mr.NOONAN. The bill, as presented, is, in my judgment, a 
meritorious one. I think the report of the committee can be veri- 
fied and iras been verified in many ways. This man is entitled to | 
the pension that he asks. He really acted as an officer in that | 
campaign. The gentleman from California {Mr. Loup] asks why 
the records do not show that. Now, I haveno personal experience | 
in the matter; but I am told by those who were there that in the | 
time of the Mexican war, and especially on the frontier of Texas, 
they were not always so particular about the keeping of records, 








He was at Fort Brown as a clerk in the first instance, and after- 
wards was designated to perform duty as a ranger, which he did. 
All those who are familiar with the condition of affairs there at 
that time verify what I have stated about the difficulty of ootain- 
ing precise records. I think gentlemen are hypercritical when 
they ask that these things be verified at this late day. It is true | 
that he was not upon the muster roll; but he was designated to | 
perform this duty and did perform it as directed by his superior 
officer, and his action was considered meritorious at that time by 
the officerin command. Ithinkthe House, in its discretion, which 
we are compeiled to exercise in cases of this character, ought to 
grant what is asked for in this case. Itis only $8 a month. The 
man is now nearly blind, and he performed the duty to which he 
was assigned by his superior. The man was a soldier and is en- 
titled to this relief. 

Mr. LOUD. [have not yielded the floor. I find in the report | 
that in the spring of 1846 this man accompanied General Taylor's | 
army from Corpus Christi, Tex., to the Rio Grande, in the capac- | 


ity of forage master. Subsequently—and this is the only specially 
meritorious service that I[ find referred to in the report —it is stated 
that he had command of a lot of teamsters somewhere when the 
Mexican war was going on. Anybody who knows anything about | 
the records of Government service knows that where a man was 
properly enlisted and properly discharged there must be a record 
of that event. 

Now, even the War Department states emphatically that there | 
is no record as to this man’s service. The gentleman assumes to | 
say that is not very strange, because that was a long time ago; yet 
permit me to say to-day that there is a most perfect record of any 


man who ever was legitimately in the service during the Revolu- 
tionary war. It is true that many cases are presented to Congress 
where men were called out for five or ten days in some imaginary 
emergency and that there is no record of their service; but | say 
it is a matter of impossibility, which the gentleman himself must 
well know, to erase by time any of the official records of the War 
Department. I do not know but what thisis about as good acase 
as the average. I think, perhaps,it has a little more merit in the 
sympathetic line, because the gentleman isold; but that is the only 
merit—that this man wants it, and is old. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I am sure that the gen- 
tleman from California would not desire to mislead the House. 

Mr. LOUD. No; I want to be perfectly frank and take the evi- 
dence we have. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Still Iam inclined to think that the 
selection by the gentleman of that portion of the report which he | 
has read might mislead the House. It is true the beneficiary was 
connected with the Quartermaster’s Department as forage master, | 
but in the report, and but a few lines below, it makes a statement | 
that he was mustered into the service as a private. 

Mr.LOUD. But youcannotprovethat. Thatissimply astate- 
ment of your committee. You offer no evidence to prove that; and 
I say if he was mustered into the service, that it is impossible that | 





the records of the War De nent should not show that fact. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. If the gentleman will pardon me, I 
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was about to show him how much proof was on file in regard tao 
that statement. 
Mr. LOUD. That is what I want. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER (reading): 
He was mustered into the service as private of Capt. Sam H. Wall 
company of scouts 


That company was ordered out on the bombardment of Fort 


3 


Brown and entered into that eight days’ engagement. Now. that 
statement of the committee and the report of the committee as 
made by the gentleman from Indiana {| Mr. HARDY] are based upon 
the facts set forth in the letters of F. V. Britton. an officer of the 
United States Army, and are based upon his statement of the fact 


that that soldier was there. 

Mr. LOUD. Do you know this officer? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. [do not know him. 

Mr. LOUD. That is simply astatement of some individual that 
you know nothing about. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Not at all. 

Mr. LOUD. And you place against the most perfect records of 
the War Department simply the unsubstantiated statement of a 
person whom you do not know and have no knowledge of | 
existence. 

Mr. LOODENSLAGER. This is a declaration that he was an 
enlisted man. It does say he was mustered into the service at that 
special time and did perform service for his Government at the 
bombardment of that fort. 

Mr. LOUD. That is, this eight days? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. That eight days’ engagement. 

Mr. LOUD. That would not entitle him toa pension in any 
event. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I beg leave to state that he did more 
and longer service than that in that company of scouts. 

Mr. NOONAN. Mr. Speaker, | am not familiar with the rules 
that prevailed at that time or the regulations of the War Depart- 
ment; but I do know, from my association with this man and 
those who acted with him, that he was a soldier and acted in that 
capacity. There was at that time an exigent necessity for some 
man to take command of these troops. This man was specially 
called upon, and this man did serve and receive the commenda- 
tion of his officers. Every man who discharges duty of that kind 
in such an emergency is entitled to consideration when he applies 
for a pension. 

Mr. LOUD. Where are those commendations? They do not 
seem to appear here. 

Mr. NOONAN. The report is probably not as full as it might 
have been; but [knowtheman. He is an old, substantial citizen 
and was a soldier at that time. He discharged many arduous 
duties on that frontier. Now he is totally blind and he ought to 
have this pension. ‘To refuse him $8 a month I think is getting 
hypercritical upon the question of pensions. I know him person- 
ally, and saw hin. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I desire to say to the gentleman 


j 


ns 


| from California that this statement is backed up by Gen. D. E. 
| Twiggs. 


Mr. LOUD. Who is he? 

Mr. NOONAN. The gentleman, if he is familiar with the mil- 
itary records of the country, ought to know General Twiggs. At 
one time he commanded that department. 

Mr. LOUD. I know, but he died a great many years ago, if I 
remember correctly. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. And his statement was madea great 
many years ago. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. NOONAN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

MRS. JULIA JONES DUNCAN. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (S. 1975) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Julia Jones Duncan, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, if the report in that case is not 
very long, I desire to have it read. 

The report was read. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed 

WESLEY A. PLETCHER. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 5183) granting 
an increase of pension to Wesley A. Pletcher, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole with an amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT BROWN. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 7647) granting a 
pension of $30 per month to Albert Brown, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole with amendments. 











The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. HELEN A. DE RUSSY. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 6159) to increase 
the pension of Mrs. Helen A. De Russy, reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole with amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The question being taken on ordering the bill to be read a third 
time, the Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to 
have it. 

Mr. MILNES. Iask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 2. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


GROTIUS N. UDELL. 


The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 3605) granting a 


ae to Grotius N. Udell, reported from the Committee of the 
Thole with amendments. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Grotius N. Udell, late of 
Company B, Sixth Regiment Iowa Infantry, and pay hima pension of $50 per 
month from andafter the passage of this act, in lieu of the pension he is now 
receiving, for total inability to perform manual labor. 


Mr. ERDMAN. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8605) granting a pension to Grotius M. Udell, late a private in Company D, 
Sixth Iowa Volunteer Infantry, having carefully examined all the facts and 
circumstances in evidence, submit the following report: 

Soldier served from July 17, 1860, uatil January 5, 1863. He filed claim and 
was pensioned from January 6, 1863, at $8 per month, for seven gunshot 
wounds in right shoulder, right lung and arm, and results. His pension was 
increased to $18 per month from April 15, 1874, and increased to $4 a month 
from March 3, 1883, and increased to $36 a month commencing September 7, 
1892. His claim for $50 a month was meena January 23, 1896, for failure to 
show a degree of disability which would entitle him to $0 a month. 

The evidence shows that the injuries from which the claimant suffers were 
received at the battle of Shiloh, April 6, 1862. 

Drs. John W. Webb, A. W. Coleman, and W. A. Boyden, reputable citizens 
and excellent physicians of Denver, Colo., testify that claimant is totally dis- 
abled and helpless, and that he requires the constant attention of one per- 
son; and the board of examining surgeons, under date of September 7, fron, 
say, after describing the wounds: ‘The claimant is so disabled from his 
three gunshot wounds and other injuries described as to be incapacitated 
for any marual labor. He requires the aid ot another person in feeding and 
dressing himself. He requires frequent and periodical, though not regular 
and constant, aid and attendance of another person, and we recommend a 
rating of $50 intermediate between first and second grade.”’ 

In view of all the facts we believe him entitled toa pension of $50 per 
month. We therefore recommend that the bill be amended by inserting the 
word “ private” between the words “ late” and *‘ of,” in line 6, and by strik- 
ing out the words “from and after the passage of this act,”’ in line 8, and by 
striking out all words after the word “receiving,” in the ninth line of said 
bill, and as so amended that the bill do pass. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ments. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask to move 
that this bill be amended so as to grant a pension of $72 per month 
instead of $50 per month. Since the bill was reported by the com- 


The question is on the amend- 


mittee this man has been stricken with paralysis so that his body | 


and limbs are paralyzed and he requires the care and attendance 
of some person all thetime. I have here two affidavits which sub- 
stantiate these facts. Therefore I move that the bill be amended 
by striking out the word ‘‘ fifty,” in the seventh line, and inserting 
“seventy-two ” in lieu thereof. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the word “ fifty,” in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“seventy-two.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like very much, 
before the vote is taken, to hear the affidavits read. 

The affidavits were read, as follows: 
STATE OF COLORADO, County of Arapahoe, ss: 


On this, 10th day of February, 1897, personally appeared before me, R. Lee 
Bert, clerk and recorder within and for the county and State aforesaid, Jo- 
seph Anderson, a resident of Denver, in the county and State aforesaid, who, 
being duly sworn according to law, declares in relation to Grotius N. Udell, 
late first sergeant Company D, Sixth Regiment Iowa Infantry, as follows: 
I have been a regular practicing physician and surgeon during the past forty- 
four years, a larger portion of which time has been passed in practicing med- 
icine and surgery in the vicinity of Denver, Colv., where [am now a regular 
practitioner in good standing. I was first called to make a professional ex- 
amination of the claimant, Grotius N. Udell, on the 15th day of February, 
1895, at Denver, Colo. I found a scar between the third and fourth ribs, 
front,and one back, just at the lower point of the scapula, on right side, with 
emphysema of right lung. lalso founda scar between seventh and ninth 
ribs, right side, back of the million line, with point of exit, from the appear- 
ance, just below the ninth rib on left side, about one-quarter inch from spinal 
column, said scars said to have been caused by gunanes wounds received at 
the battle of Shiloh, Tenn. Ialso found partial paralysis of right arm, with 


The Clerk will report the amend- 


The question is on the amend- 
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considerable atrophy of the same; also partial paralysis of both legs, be 
unable to dress or undress himself. or to cut his food, the aforesaid par 
ysis being the result of said injuries, there being no other apparent ¢a:-< 
I also found two scars in the right nates, only flesh, the bone not lx 
injured. lIattended him professionally until on or about the &th day of \ 
vember, 1896. I was ealhel and found the patient suffering from total] para 
sis of body and limbs, with brain badly affected, and totally helpless. 
was unable to move, could swallow with extreme difficulty, and scarcely ; 
to articulate. His condition has somewhat improved, but he is still uns 
to care for himself in any way, and at times his mind wanders and his bh; 
becomes clouded. He requires the constant attendance of other persons 
ing wholly confined to his bed, except at brief intervals, when he is remo, 
therefrom for sanitary purposes. I have attended him constantly since 
last attack, and can say professionally that his case, that has been fully 
plained, is one that has required my constant attention, and one which s* 
to me to indicate that the patient will never again be able to use his 1i) 
without the aid of crutches or other assistance, if at all. My post-office 
dress is 3147 Race street, and I have no interest direct or indirect in t 
claim, nor am I in any way related to the claimant. 

JOSEPH ANDERSON, . D 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day, and I certify that the affia:t 
was fully acquainted with the contents of the foregoing declaration bet 
he executed the same, and that I have no interest direct or indirect in 1 
prosecution of this claim. 

[SEAL] R. LEE BERT. 

County Clerk: 


By M. HEWITT, Deputy 


STATE OF COLORADO, County of Arapahoe ss: 


In the matter of claim for special pension for Grotius N. Udell, late first 
geant Company D, Sixth Regiment Iowa Infantry, on this 10th day of Fe! 
ary, 1897, ee appeared before me, R. L. Bert, clerk and recorder within 
and for the county and State aforesaid, H. H. Hamer, aged 56 years, aresident 
of Denver, in the county and State aforesaid, a person whom I certify t 
reputable and entitled to credit, who, being duly sworn according to law, ; 
clares as follows, to wit: Iam a constant daily attendant and nurse to Grotiis 
N. Udell, who was formerly a soldier in the war of the rebellion. He had a 
stroke of paralysis on or about the 8th day of November, 1896, at which tin 
I was present and assisted in caring for him, I at that time being employ 
by him to attend te is horse, cow, and chickens; he was perfectly help! 
and could not mov_- hand or foot, and unconscious; a physician was called, 
Dr. a Anderson, under whose care he has since been, sometimes bei: 
assisted by another physician, an uncle of the patient: at no time since has 
he been able to help himself at all, and at times is out of his head; whenever 
he is moved it is necessary to use the force of another person, as the patient 
is wholly and entirely heipless, and can not aid himself in any manner. | 
have been relieved a portion of the time at night by the assistance of another 
man sent for that purpose by some of the societies to which the patient b 
longs. Ihave also been materially assisted by the wife and mother of t! 

atient, as it would be almost impossible for one person to attend him alon 
My post-office address is 2150 State street, Denver, Colo., and [am in no way 
related to claimant, and not interested in his claim in any way. 
H. H. HAMER. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this day, and I certify that the affiant 
was fully acquainted with the contents of the foregoing declaration befo: 
he executed the same, and that I have no interest, direct or indirect, in the 
prosecution of this claim. 

R. (LU. BERT, 


[SBAL. } 
County Clerk 
By J. 8. HUGHES, 
Deputy 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Under this state of facts this man would be 
entitled by the general law to a pension of $72 per month, and 


_inasmuch as these increased disabilities have arisen from injuries 


received during the war and have culminated in paralysis since 
the report of the committee has been filed, I ask that the amend- 
ment be adopted. 

Mr. LOUD. If there is any evidence which this applicant can 
produce to substantiate this state of facts set forth by the gen 
tleman here, why can he not get $72 a month from the Pension 
Office? 

Mr.SHAFROTH. Ithink he could, but the difficulty is the long 
delay. This man received seven gunshot wounds, and the office is 
allowing him at present $36 a month for disability incurred in the 
service; but where paralysis of both limbs has set in, so that the 
man needs the constant care and attendance of another person, it 
seems to me that the case is clear fora pension of $72amonth. This 
applicant had his claim here, it was reported upon by the commit- 
tee, and now, since the report of the committee was made, this 
increased disability has occurred. 

Mr. LOUD. I did not pay very close attention to the reading of 
the affidavits. Dothese physicians certify that the paralysis is the 
result of disability incurred in the service? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. There can be no doubt about it from the 
affidavits. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, there might be. 
lyzed who never were in the service. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Theres might be, but in this case there seems 
to be none. 

The amendment of Mr. SHAFROTH was agreed to. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were then 
adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA CRAIG HECKMAN. . 

The next unfinished business was the bill (S. 1816) granting a 

nsion to Eliza Craig Heckman, widow of Brig. Gen. Charles A. 

eckman, reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


Men are sometimes para- 
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BENJAMIN F, YOUNG. 


The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 2395) granting 
a pension to Benjamin F. Young, late private of Company G, First 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill, with the amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, was read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third | 


time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CATHARINE HARRIS. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 6922) to pen- 
sion Catharine Harris. 

The bill, with the amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House, was read. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report was read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third | 


time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
EDWARD VUNK. 

The next un‘inished business was the bill (H. R. 3842) to in- 
crease the pension of Edward Vunk. 

The bill, with the amendments reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House, was read. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ZOLMAN TYRRELL. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 4539) granting 
a pension to Zolman Tyrrell, late Company A, First New York 
Engineers. 

The bill, with the amendments reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House, was read. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report was read. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE A. GROSHON. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 7489) granting 
a pension to Caroline A. Groshon. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Therecommendation of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House is that this bill be recommitted to the 
Committee on Pensions. The question is on agreeing to that 
report. 

he report was agreed to. 


WILLIAM SHEPPARD, 


The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 3402) granting 
a pension to William Sheppard, late of Company A, Sixteenth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

he bill, with the amendments reported from the Committee of 

the Whole House, was read. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

LYDIA W. HOLLIDAY. 


The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 7432) for the 
relief of Lydia W. Holliday, of Wheeling, Ohio County, W. Va. 

The bill, with the amendment reported by the Committee of the 
Whole House, was read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the 
pro amendment to the title will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

JOSEPH S. BUNKER. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 649) granting 

a pension to Joseph S. Bunker. 
e bill, with the amendment reported from the Committee of 

the Whole House, was read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL T. TOLLETT. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (S. 2832) for the relief 
of Daniel T. Tollett. 

The bill, having been read, was ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 7501) for the 
relief of Daniel T. Tollett. y 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The recommendation of the Com- 


mittee of the Whole House is that this bill lie upon the table. 


Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

CORYDON WINKLER. 

The next unfinished business was the biil (H. R. 2974) to correct 
the military record of Corydon Winkler, late private Eighth Com- 
pany, First Battalion, First Ohio Sharpshooters. 

The bill, with the amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House, was read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES W. DUNN. 

The next unfinished business was the bill (S. 321) granting a 
pension to James W. Dunn. 

The bill, with the amendment reported from the Committ: 
the Whole House, was read. 

Mr. ERDMAN. [ask for the reading of the report. 

The report was read. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I want tocall the attention of the House to 
this extended report. It is drawn in accordance with the prin- 
ciple enunciated years ago and adopted by the committee, that 
“it is better not to know so many things than to know so many 
things that are not true.” Oneshort paragraph upon a bill grant- 
ing a pension like this! 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed; there being—ayes 56, noes 14. 

JANE H, VANDEVER. 
Mr. Speaker, does that complete the unfin- 


of 


Mr. HENDERSON. 
ished business? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If I may be permitted, I should like to 
make a brief statement, and to ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of a bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, when the war broke out 
William Vandever was a member of this body, representing the 
district I now represent. He resigned his seat in Congress and 
went to the front, serving until 1865, when he returned a brevet 
major-general. Subsequently he represented the Los Angeles 
district in this body for four years. He died, leaving a widow, 
who is now about 75 years of age, with one daughter, who as 
a stenographer and clerk, supported her mother. In October 
this daughter died. Senator ALLISON, who became General 
Vandever’s successor in Congress, presented and secured the 
passage of a bill granting to the widow of the general $50 per 
month. That bill has been favorably reported by the House Com- 
mittee on Pensions, but the amount cut down to $30. I would be 
glad to see it put back to $50, but will not persist. But I will 
ask unanimous consent that this woman, without a dollar to sup- 
port her, with no child or relativeto help her, may have this favor- 
able consideration of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, after which the 
Chair will submit the request for unanimous consent. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 2645) granting a pension to Jane H. Vandever. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisi: 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane H. Vandever, widoy 
Gen. William Vandever, late of Ninth Regiment Iowa Infantry, and late 
brigadier-general United States Volunteers, at the rate of $3) a month 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I thank the House very 
much for the courtesy. 

Now I will ask unanimous consent—I will not make the motion 
unless it is agreeable to the House—but I ask unanimous consent 
to make this amount $50 per month. If the Chair will kindly sub- 
mit that request to the body, I shall be very much gratified. That 
is the same amount that is fixed in the Senate bill. 

_Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say that I can not 
anticipate the reason why the gentleman should not make the 
motion himself; and in this connection | would be glad to make a 
suggestion—a word or two—in regard to this whole question. 

i would not make the motion myself because I oppose the sys- 
tem of granting large pensions. But here is another illustration 
of either favoritism or persistency. A few days ago I called the 
attention of the House to the action of the Committee on Pensions, 
or Invalid Pensions—I do not now recall which, and I do not 
desire to make any invidious distinction—I called the attention of 
the House to the case of the widow of General Stoneman, where a 
bill was reported carrying $30 per month, the widow of a most 
gallant and meritorious officer, from the standpoint on which you 
pension the widows of officers—a full general officer. Here comes 
the case of the widow of General Vandever, a sometime member 
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this body, having resigned his seat here to go-into the service. 
omes from the Committee on Invalid Pensions with the recom- 
mendation of month. And yet, permit me to say that 
this House to-day has passed three or four or five pension bills 
where I could not see for my part any more special merit than is 
involved in this case, and allowed $50 a month in each case. 

If be a representative of the Pension or Invalid Pension 
Committee present, it seems to me that this is a moment, sir, for 
him to rise and explain to the House what method of procedure 
they do pursue in that body. If there are reasons why this 
woman should not havea pension, if there is anything in her life 
or the record of General Vandever that would debar her from 
receiving the amount you give to others, the House should be in 
possession of the information. And the gentleman from Iowa 
ought not to ask unanimous consent, but to make a motion. He 
is an advocate of pensions of this character. I am not. If the 
House is to act on iano pension cases, let us endeavor to pursue a 
of equity, and along the line that if we are to give a pen- 
sion of $50 a month to the widow of one brigadier-general or major- 
general, we should give it to all similarly situated, unless good 
reason is shown to the contrary. 

I hope the gentleman will make the motion and not ask unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, responding to the suggestion 
just offered by the gentleman from California {Mr. Loup], I desire 
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+ the amendment be considered as disagreed to. 


FEBRUARY 16, 


| $50 because I would not take advantage of the courtesy of 


House, after ithas given me unanimous consent for the ieaiier 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I should like to ask my friend a question, 
He says he is in favor of equitable pensions. I will ask him if | 
did not vote for a pension for the widow of General Gibson a few 
days ago at $100 a month? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Ido not remember casting any such vot 
I have voted against some of these larger pension bills myself dur- 
ing this session. I submit the request for unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent tlh 
$50 be substituted for $30. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes, as in the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps the way to get it would be to vo 
down the amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. 
unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. 


I should like to put it in the form o! 
I want to treat the House fairly. 

The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 

Is there objectio: 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I object. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then, Mr. Speaker, let it go at thirty. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 


| recommended by the committee. 


to submit a few words in reference to the rate of pension allowed | 


on private bills coming from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
I understand the nature of this case. I understand the nature of 
the case of the widow of General Stoneman, to which he refers. 
I understand many other cases of a similar character that have 
been under consideration before the committee. 

Some of the members of the committee believe that it is proper 
to recommend pensions ranging from $50 to $75 or even $100 per 
month in these cases, while others believe that the thirty-dollar 
pension, as indicated by the general law, should be the rule ob- 
served so long as that general law is in force. 

Many of these cases have been referred to meas a subcommittee- 
man for the bills originating in the territory embraced by the 
States of California, Utah, Idaho, Wyoming, Colorado, and Ne- 
braska. I believed and still believe that these bills should be held 
within the range of the provisions of the general law, and that 
outside of these provisions we have no just anchorage for our delib- 
erations. 

Very much of the time of the House is worse than wasted in 
the discussions arising here day after day, but rather than deny 
these bills a place on the general Calendar, I have reported them 
to the committee at $30 per month, even in those cases where 
widows were already receiving that rate directly through the Pen- 
sion Office. I considered it fair and proper to the Members and 
Senators in the States named that they should have an opportu- 
nity before the House for presenting their cases as they might see 
proper, and leave the House to decide on the amount. 
consider it fair that I, a subcommitteeman, should deny consid- 


eration of these bills when others were receiving larger ratings | 


than I thought proper. Accordingly, I favored the placing of the 
bills on the Calendar for such action as the House might deem 
proper. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I would ask my friend from 
ceived $30 or $50? 

Mr. ANDREWS. The report from the committee was for $30 
a month, and the bill was so passed in the House. It has gone to 
conference, and I understand that the conferees have not yet re- 
ported on that question. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I myself have not favored 
giving the large pensions which have been frequently reported to 
the House. My friend from California [Mr. Loup] misstates my 
position when he classes me as one of those favoring large pen- 
sions. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, I will use the word “liberal.” 
to say anything offensive. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes,I believe in liberal pensions, but I do 
not believe in fancy pensions or unjust discriminations. Now, I 
made this request because I had understood that a great many 
similar bills had been passed at $50 per month where the claim- 
ant had not as much reason for asking it as Mrs. Vandever has. 
in addition to what I have stated, Mrs. Vandever was one of a 
band of women who, from 1861 to 1865, stood on the banks of the 
Mississippi to receive the wounded and furloughed men brought 
home from the front, taking them to churches and hotels, where 
they were fed, clothed, and bedded; and while her husband was 
fighting at the front she was fighting in the rear, looking after 
those who came home wounded. I myself received her warm 
grasp when, coming home from Donelson, we crossed the Missis- 
sippi at Dubuque. I speak of her with feeling, for I believe she 
was braver and more noble and deserving even than General Van- 
dever himself. When I asked unanimous consent I stated the 
situation, and I only ask for unanimous consent now to make it 


I do not wish 


| ree with an amendment. 
| when it was reported by the Senate clerk. 





| amendment, and the motion was agreed to. 


| amendment to the bill H. R. 10040. 
I did not | 


| disease contracted in the service. 
Nebraska [Mr. ANDREws] if the widow of General Stoneman re- 


The question was taken; and the Speaker 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. STEELE. Let us have a division on that. 

The SPEAKER. A division is demanded. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the House knows 
what it is voting on. 

The SPEAKER. As the bill has passed the Senate it grants a 
pension of $50 per month. The House committee recommend that 
the word ** fifty ” be stricken out and the word *‘ thirty” be sub- 
stituted. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 62. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time. and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. HENDERSON. [ want to thank this House as I never did 
before for this action. 

GEORGE W. FERREE. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, a short time ago a message was 
received from the Senate announcing that it had passed the bill 
(H. R. 10040) granting an increase of pension to George W. Fer- 
I failed to catch the number of the bill 
A motion was made 
BLUE] to concur in that 
I desire now to move 
to reconsider the vote whereby the House concurred in the Senate 
My purpose is to move that 
a committee of conference be appointed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to reconsider the vote 
whereby the House concurred in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. STEELE. Let us know what the amendment was. 

Mr. ANDREWS. I will state that the bill passed the House at 
$30 per month. This soldier was totally disabled as the result of 
The Senate amended the bill 
to $20 per month. Iam satisfied that the case clearly warrants a 
fifty-dollar rating. The House passed it at $30 a month. My 
desire is to secure, if possible, concurrence in the House bill. 

The question was taken on the motion to reconsider; and it was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on concurring. 

Mr. ANDREWS. I move that the House nonconcur in the 
Senate amendment and request a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The original motion was a motion to concur. 
If the House votes in the negative, that will be nonconcurrence, 
and will reach the same point. 

The question was taken on concurring in the Senate amendinent, 
and the motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Nebraska moves that the 
House ask for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as conferees Mr. AN- 
DREWS, Mr. CRowTHER, and Mr. Baker of Kansas. [Cries of 
‘*Regular order!”} The Chair does not know who calls for the 
regular order. 


announced that the 


by the gentleman from Kansas { Mr. 


PATRICK HANLEY. 

Mr. COOK of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8706) to cor- 
rect the military record of Patrick Hanley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he here 
ized and directed to remove the ch 
Hanley, late a private in Company 
Infantry Volun and to ine 
Decem 


19, 130 


by is, author- 
% vonty.aigut “- Pat —_ 
wenty-eight t Wisconsin 

to him an honorable , to date 
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Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, let us hear the report in this | 


case. 

The report (by Mr. Bishop) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8706) to correct the military record of Patrick Hanley, having considered the 
same, would respectfully report such bill back to the House with the recom- 
mendation that the same do pass. 

The facts upon which your committee rely for the clemency sought to be 
extended by this bill are briefly as follows: The soldier ran away from home 
and enlisted, without bounty, in Company H, Twenty~ighth Wisconsin, on 
the 20th day of August, 1862. He was then 2bout 17 years old. He remained 
with his com y in camp within his own State until December 19, 1842, when 
he obtained leave to visit his home, and while absent on such leave his regi- 
ment was ordered to the front, leaving the soldier behind When he learned 
that the regiment had left, he followed them to Chicago. When he arrived 
there, the regiment had left. Not being able to learn of its whereabouts, he 
enlisted in the Mercantile Battery, but was rejected on account of physical 
defects. 

On the 10th day of June, 1863, he again tendered his services to his country, 
and was assigned to the Navy, where he served faithfully for the full term 
of his enlistment, and was honorably discharged. Had he been accepted 
when he enlisted in the Mercantile ttery, the soldier could have on 
relieved under the general law. 

It is ——_ the soldier never did intend to desert, and although he had 
to enter the service against the wishes of his parents, when he was fairly in 
the service and beyond the influence of his parents he served faithfully dur- 
ing his full term. SNe : i 

The total bounty paid him for his entire enlistment was $25. 

The record of such soldier, Army and Navy, is hereto attached and made 
a part hereof. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, Washington, D. C., May 7, 1896. 

Srr: Referring to your letter of the 6th instant to the honorable Secretary 
of the Navy, I have the honor to state that one Patrick Hanley enlisted in the 
Navy at Chicago, Ill., June 15, 1863, as seaman for one year. Served on board 
of the Covington, Fairy, and hospital Pinckney, and was discharged June 25, 


F. M. RAMSAY, 
Chief of Bureau. 


Respectfully, 


Hon. 8S. A. Cook, 
House of Representatives. 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, April 17, 1896. 

Sir: * * * Itis shown by the records that Patrick Hanley was enrolled 
August 20, 1862, and was mustered into service October H, 1362, in Company 
H, Twenty-eighth Wisconsin Infantry, to serve three years. He appears to 
have served faithfully to December 19, 182, when he deserted. He never 
returned thereafter, although his company remained in service to August 31, 
1865. No evidence has been found showing he was a minor at the date of his 
enlistment or was enlisted without the consent of his parents, or that he was 
released or disc from such service by the order or decree of any court 
of competent jurisdiction on habeas corpus or other proper judicial proceed- 
iD, 
it does not appear from the files of this office that an application for re- 
moval of the charge of desertion has been presented to this Department, and 
in the absence of testimony the status of the soldier can not be determined 
under the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, the only 
law now in force governing, the removal of charges of desertion. 

Very respectfully, 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, United Statcs Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 
Hon. 8. A. Cook, 
House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. ( 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.]| The Chair hears none. The 
question is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to enterobjection to 
the consideration of this bill, for I objected a while ago and then 
agreed to withdraw it, but I am opposed to its passage. It seems 
to me that the time has passed, or at least ought to have passed, 
when deserters shall come to this House to have charges of deser- 
tionremoved. Itdoesseem to me they have had ample opportunity 
to do that in thirty-odd years. Take the legislation that has been 
passed by Congress in regard to the removal of the charge of deser- 
tion. Take the general iaws, I mean, that have been passed. In 
the first place, after the war there was a general amnesty procla- 
mation, issued by President Lincoln at the close of the war, allow- 
ing all deserters in such a time to come in and have the charge of 
desertion removed. As a matter of course, a great many of them 
availed themselves of that opportunity; and it was right that they 
should doso. It was an opportunity extended to them that ought 
to have been extended, because numbers had the charge of deser- 
tion entered inst them who did not deserve to have sucha 
stigma attached to their names. 

I do not recollect the date of a number of the acts passed by Con- 
gress opening the door again to these men who had deserted their 
colors. I think there was a bill passed in 1882, or thereabouts, ex- 
tending an invitation again to all soldiers who had deserted their 
flag and whose military record needed correction to come forward 
and avail themselves of that opportunity and have the privilege 
of having the charge of desertion removed from their record. 
Then, possibly, something was done in 1884. When that bill was 

, there was a proviso attached saying that all who did not 
avail themselves of the provisions of the act within five years after 
its should be forever debarred of the aero Then, I 
believe, in 1886 or 1887 there was another bill passed, after that 
time had elapsed. Many availed themselves of that opportunity. 

The last act passed, according to my recollection, was in 1889, 
again opening the doors and inviting those men in to have the 

of desertion removed, and attached to that act was a pro- 
viso that to all who did not avail themselves of that act within three 


Is there objection to the present considera- | 
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years the door would again be barred. That was the act 


passed by Congresson that subject,if my memory serves me aright. 


These arethe reasons why the time should cease, when thereshould 
be some statute of limitations for these outrageous claims, giving 
an opportunity to have the charge of desertion removed from men 
who were not true to their flag, cowards who turned their backs 
on the field of battle. Iam opposed to the passing of any such 
bill. For these reasons I hope this bill will not pass this House 

Some gentlemen have said to me, ‘** Why not object?” Ido not 
like that way of fighting. I dislike to exercise the authority given 
one man in that way. I believe that if these bills must come in 
we should have an opportunity to discuss them. I do not like to 
take advantage of a man who has introduced a bill by objecting. 
I do not like to object; but if I can not prevent their passage 
in any other way, [ shall have to do that. I hope this House 
will set a precedent and show by their votes that there shall 
not be introduced or considered in this House such outrageous 
claims. I hope the House will act promptly for once in its life in 


regard to such measures, and that this bill will be killed. I have 
great respect for the gentleman who introduced the bill. He has 


talked with me about it time andagain. I have looked over the 
report of the committee: but I am unwilling as a member of this 
House to cast my vote at this time to remove a charge of deser- 


| tion against a soldier unless it is a case with mitigating circum- 


| if he always corrected them. 
| he did and sometimes he did not. 


stances, unless it is an exceptional case, and if it can be shown 
that this is an exceptional case, why, then, possibly it ought 
ass. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. 
him a question? 

Mr. TALBERT. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I want to refer the gentleman to page 
814 of the laws, where the law is named, approved March 2, 1895, 
whereby the authorization to remove the charge of desertion was 


to 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask 


| extended, and it is now in existence. 


Mr. TALBERT. In 1895? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Yes, sir. You evidently have not kept 
up with the legislation on this subject. 

Mr. TALBERT. Possibly not. Istated that the act of 1889 was 
the last, if my memory serves me right. Iam like the preacher 
who sometimes made mis‘akes. He was asked by a young lawyer 
He said, no, not always; sometimes 
For instance, he said, when he 
was preaching once, he intended to say that Og was King of 


| Bashan, but by a slip of the tongue he said that ** hog was king 





| of bacon,” but he did not correct it because it was true, 


| Laugh- 
ter.] So, inanother case, when he intended to say that the devil 
was the father of all liars, he happened to say that *‘the devil was 


| the father of all lawyers,” but he let that stand also, because it 


was correct in a sense. es So, Mr. Speaker, I may be 
mistaken about the legislation on this subject, but I understand 
that the act of 1895, to which the gentleman refers, only allowed 
these claimants to goto the Pension Bureau, not to come here. 


| However that may be, still [ have made no mistake, and I am 


still opposed to these bilis removing charges of desertion from the 
records of men who ran away from their duty. And now, if no- 


| body has anything more to say or wants to ask me to correct any 


other mistakes, I move that the bill lie on the table. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. TALBERT, the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 80. 

So the motion was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

EMMA WEIR CASEY. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate bill No. 2729, granting a pen- 
sion to Emma Weir Casey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the general pension om the name of Emma Weir Casey, 
widow of the late Brig. Gen. Thomas Lincoln Casey, Chief of Engineers, United 


States Army, at the rate of $75 a month. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker,aparliamentary inquiry. Und: 
the order adopted this afternoon, must the House adjourn at 
o'clock? 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not think, Mr. Speaker, that the order re- 
quires the House to adjourn at that hour. It simply provides, 
according to my recollection, that this order of business shall con- 
tinue until that hour. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order 
until that time arrives, which L believe is to go into Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object to the 
bill presented by the gentleman from Alabama, I will say to him 
that unless the amount of that pension is reduced to $50, I will 
object. 
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Mr. ERDMAN. 


I withdraw the demand. 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

A division was called for. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 57 

So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the adjournment, by unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. THomaS, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Baker of Maryland, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WELLINGTON, for two days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. LEISENRING, for one day, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. BARTHOLDT, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 

Pending the adjournment, Mr. SNOVER, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to withdraw from the files of the House the papers 
in the case of J. Seymour Taylor, on condition that copies of the 
originals be left in the files of the House. 

The House then (at 4 o’clock and 53 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


, noes 41. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Biscayne Bay, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Arkansas River, Arkansas—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, inclosing a letter from the 
Chief of Engineers, transmitting a compilation of the general 
laws relating to the maintenance, preservation, and protection of 
the navigable waters of the.United States, with a draft of a pro- 
posed act embodying such revision and enlargement of said laws 
as will be advantageous to the public interest—to the Committee 
on Revision of the Laws, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10304) to repeal chapter 
1061, Fiftieth Congress, approved October 1, 1888, being an act to 
grant right of way through the military reservation at Fort Mor- 
gan to the Birmingham, Mobile and Navy Cove Harbor Railway 
Company, and for other purposes, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2951); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10213) selling to 
the State of Kansas part of the abandoned Fort Hays Military 
Reservation in said State, for the purpose of establishing western 
branches of the Kansas Agricultural College and of the Kansas 
State Normal College thereon, and for a public park, reported the 
same without amendinent, accompanied by a report (No. 2962); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10314) toamend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to repeal the timber-culture laws, and for 
other purposes,” reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2963); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
6656) to authorize the Montgomery, Hayneville, and Camden Rail- 
road Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Ala- 
bama River between Lower Peachtree and Prairie Bluff, Ala., 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2964); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
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(H. R. 528) for the relief of Charles V. Neidlinger. (Repo: 
No. 2948.) 

By Mr. DANIELS, from the Committee on Elections No. 1: T 
bill (H. R. 4114) for the relief of W. E. Judkins, executor 
Lewis McKenzie. (Report No. 2949.) 

By Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on the Distric} 
Columbia: The bill (H. R. 10321) authorizing the Commission 
of the District of Columbia to accept the bequest of the late Pe: 
Von Essen for the use of the public white schools of that porti 
of said District formerly known as Georgetown. Reported as 
substitute for H. R. 8098. (Report No. 2950.) 

By Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affai 
The bill (H. R. 6797) to remove the charge of desertion agai: 
Levi Maxted, Lawrence, Kans. (Report No. 2952.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 9021) to increase the pension of George Gaylor 
(Report No. 2953.) 

The bill (H. R. 1947) to grant a pension to Margaret Wolvert: 
child of Jacob Wolverton, Company K, Seventy-seventh Ilinvis 
Volunteer Infantry. (Report No. 2954.) 

The bill (H. R. 9796) granting a pension to Turner J. Bowli: 
(Report No. 2955.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invali 
Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 10227) granting a pension to Milton Iserman 
Thirty-third New Jersey Volunteers (unassigned). (Report No, 
2956. ) 

The bill (H. R. 2223) to pension Hiram C. Rogers, of Allerton, 
Iowa. (Report No. 2957.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pension 
The bill (H. R. 10137) granting a pension to Miss Delphine 1 
Baker for expenses incurred during the late war and for servic:s 

yerformed in originating and founding the National Home fvr 
Disabled Soldiers and Sailors of the Army and Navy of the United 
States. (Report No. 2958.) 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions: The bill (H. R. 3795) granting a pension to Mary Cochrane 
(Report No. 2959.) 

By Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 7343) for the relief of the estate of William P. Burroug)h. 
(Report No. 2960.) 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims 
The bill (H. R. 6386) for the relief of the heirs at law of Edwari! 
N. Oldmixon. (Report No. 2961.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

Evidence to accompany H. R. 1793, for the relief of Michac! 
Bassett—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Evidence to accompany H. R. 4952, for the relief of Jubal Grant — 
Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SCRANTON: A bill (H. R. 10319) providing for the elec 
tion of a Delegate from the District of Alaska to the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa (by request): A bill (H. R. 10320) 
relating to practice in the Federal courts—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A resolution (House Res. No. 544) for the 
relief of William Richardson—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A resolution (House Res. No. 545) pro 
viding for survey of Straight Channel in Maumee River and Bay— 
to the Cominittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A resolution (House Res. 
No. 546) authorizing the Clerk of the House to make certain dis- 
bursements out of the contingent fund of the House—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 547) to print 1,000 copies of 
the report of the surveyor-general of Louisiana, dated February 
19, 1880, to the Commissioner of the General Land Office—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Minnesota, in favor of the bill (H. R. 1) to reclassify salaries of 
railway-mail clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Illinois, in favor of the bill (H. R. 4839) to establish a national 
military park to commemorate the campaign, siege, and defense of 
Vicksburg—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. HENDERSON: A memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Iowa, opposing the removal of the pension agency from Des 
Moines, Iowa, to St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. RINAKER: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Illinois, in favor of the bill (H. R. 4339) to establish a national 
military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following | 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 10322) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Nathan Stewart—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 10323) for the relief of the 
Rev. William J. Larkin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCEWAN: A bill (H. R. 10324) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of John J. Waterkeyn, of 
Jersey City, N. J., and grant him an honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the Mechanics, Dealers, and 
Lumbermen’s Exchange of New Orleans, favoring the passage of | 
House bill No. 10090, prohibiting ticket scalping—to the Commit- | 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Ihnois: Petition of Thomas Collins and | 
94 other citizens of Chicago; also of A. N. Hitchcock, secretary 
of the American Board of Foreign Missions, of Chicago, Ill., favor- | 
ing the passage of the Sherman bill, prohibiting ticket brokerage— | 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of E. D. Palmer, Robert Bailey, 
W. A. Strong, Edward Gilmore, H. W. Loomis, and 40 other citizens 
of Osceola County, Mich., favoring the passage of House bill No. | 
10090, known as the antiscalping bill—to the Committee on Inter- | 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of Albert B. Wood- 
worth and other citizens of Concord, N. H., and residents of other | 
cities in the State, praying for the passage of the Cullom and Sher- 
man bills, for the prevention of railroad ticket scalping—to the | 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BISHOP: Petition of 34 residents of Saginaw and Custer | 
and Chase, Mich., in favor of the Sherman bill, abolishing ticket 
brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BLUE: Petition of citizens of Kansas, protesting against 
the passage of House bill No. 10090, prohibiting ticket brokerage— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Petition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y., 
in favor of the passage of House bill No. 10090 and Senate bill No. | 





ee ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of the Indian Rights Association of | 


Philadelphia, Pa., relating to certain property nghts—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON of Uhio: Resolution of Boiler and Blacksmith 
Helpers’ Assembly, No. 410, Knights of Labor, of Cleveland, Ohio, 
indorsing bill establishing minimum rate of wages to be paid for 
manual and unskilled labor of employees of the Government—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of T. A. Giberson and others, of Cleveland, Ohio, 
protesting against the passage of House bill No. 10090, to prevent | 
trafficking in railway tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Forei Deemmerce. 

By Mr. CANNON: Sundry petitions of citizens of Danville, | 
Rankin, and Momenee, State of Illinois, asking for the passage of 
House bill No. 10090, prohibiting the trafficking in railroad tick- 
ets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: Petition of Frank N. White, of Bur- 
lington; W. C. Williamson, of Keokuk, and W. L. Byrn, of the 
State of Iowa, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 10090, to 
prevent trafficking in railway tickets—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition of citizens of the State of | 
Missouri, asking for the passage of House bill No. 10090 and Sen- | 
ate bill No. 3545, relating to ticket brokerage—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petition of B. T. Rogers, of Fond 
du : also of Rev. Samuel Lugg and 15 other citizens of Ripon; 





also of T. H. Rumsey and 21 other citizens of Berlin; also of Rev. 
S. T. Kidder and members of the Congregational church of Men- 
asha; also of the Menasha Wooden Ware Company and 12 other 
business firms of Menasha; also of Rev. J. E. Chapin, representing 
the members of the First Preshyterian Church of Neenah, State 
of Wisconsin, in support of House bill No. 10090, to prevent the 
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unlawful traffic in railway tickets—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS of lowa: Petition of E. L. Fowler and 65 other 
business and professional men of Maquoketa, Iowa, favoring the 
passage of the Cullom and Sherman bills, for the prevention of 
illicit trafficking in railway tickets—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Maquoketa (Iowa) High School, protesting 
against Spanish outrages to the American flag 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of Joseph Neigand and others, of 
Bridgeport, Ohio, asking for the passage of House bill No. 10090, 
to prohibit ticket scalping—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of J. Q. Hennigan and 99 other cit- 
izens of the Eleventh Congressional district of Massachusetts, 
favoring the passage of the Sherman bill, abolishing ticket broker- 
age—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FENTON: Petition of Rev. John H. Redmon, of South 
Webster, Ohio, urging the passage of House bill No. 10090 and 
Senate bill No. 3545, prohibiting ticket scalping—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: Petition of J. W. Oliver, of Yonkers, 
N. Y., praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of W. T. Fritts and 26 other citi- 
zens of Beresford, S. Dak., in favor of the passage of House bill 
No. 10090, abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petitionof O. J. Walker & Bros.,of Burlington, 
Vt., objecting to a duty on gypsum rock plaster—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the wholesale and retail harness and saddle 
makers of the United States, favoring a duty on harness and sad- 


to the Committee 


| dlery, including harness in either sets or parts, etc.—to the Com- 
| mittee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of A. F. Roegseau, president of Branch No. 521, 
National Association of Letter Carriers, Burlington, Vt., favoring 
the passage of H. R. 2920, to increase the pay of letter carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Mrs. S. E. Moulton, president of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Lunenburg, Vt., urging the pas- 
sage of the McMillan and Linton bills (S. 3589 and H. R. 10108) — 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Petition of S. B. Niehaus and 
other citizens of Fairmont, Nebr., praying for the passage of the 
to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of George W. Vennum and 269 
other citizens of the State of Montana, favoring reduction of fees 
for public Jands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Rev. George W. Jenkins and others, favoring 


| an amendment to the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
| States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of S. W. Robertson, of Boulder, Mont., urging 
the passage of the Loud bill (H. R. 4566)—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of 120 citizens of Logansport, Ind., 
raying for the passage of House bill No. 10090 and Senate bill 
Yo. 3545, relating to ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Inter- 

state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of the publisher of Der Deutsch- 
Amerikaner, of Waterloo, Lowa, praying for the passuge of House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Rev. S. E. Martin and 72 other 
citizens of College Springs, lowa. and citizens of the United States, 
praying for an amendment to the Constitution ackuowledging 
Almighty God as the source of all power, authority, etc.—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, sundry petitions of citizens of the State of New York, viz: 
B. Wood and 10 others, of Rondout; D. Delehaul and 9 others, of 


| Niagara Falls; George Cooley and 14 others, of Niagara Fails; M. 


Pendergast and 20 others, of Niagara Falls; Albert Culver and 9 
others, of Rockland; Rev. B. D. Durbin and 15 others,of Creston: 
J. E. Carmichael and 22 others, of Corning; Thomas Wilson and 16 
others, of New York City: John O. Connorand 3 others, of Saranac 
Lake; S. W. LevisandS others, of Rochester; D. H. Hoffman and8 
others, of Chatham: S. C. Dibble and 9 others, of La Salle; L. M. 
Weller and 15 others, of Fort Plain; Edward Phillips and 12 
others, of Fort Piam: C. B. Briggs and 9 others, of East Titus- 
ville; James Pratt. of Moons; G. Roden and 6 others, of South 
Lockport; A. L. Schofer and 5 others, of Sharon Station; R. D. 
Wilson and 18 others,of Medina; and D.C. Case and 14 others, of 
Sennett, and also of 8S. H. King and 14 others, of Seymour, Iowa; 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 10090, to abolish ticket 
scalping—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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By Mr. HITT: Petition of the Indian Rights Association of | Greenbay, West Greenbay, Centralia, Grand Rapids, and other 


Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against the rider in the Indian ap- 


cities in the State of Wisconsin, asking for the passage of House 


propriation bill for the coming fiscal year relating to the rights | bill No. 10090, relating to ticket brokerage—to the Committee on 


and privileges of children born of a marriage between a white man 
and an Indian woman—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the Taunton Assembly, No. 121. 


Also, petition of J. B. Parkinson and 65 other citizens of Savan- | Royal Society of Good Fellows, Taunton, Mass., urging the pas- 


nah, DL; 


also of James R. Cowley and 52 others of Freeport, IIL, | 


sage of the McMillan-Linton bill (H. R. 10108)—to the Committes 


favoring the passage of the Cullom and Sherman bills, to abolish | on the District of Columbia. 


ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


3y Mr. NOONAN: Numerous petitions of citizens of the State 
of Texas, viz: Petition of T. V. Gentry and 27 others, of Port 


By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of E. S. Walling, of Keyport, N.J., | Lavaca; J. W. Allen and 12 others, of Edna; Cliff A. Adams ani 
and others residing on the line of the New York and Long Branch | 9 others, of Bryan; M. Peine and 6 others, of Hungerford; W. I. 
Railroad and Central Railroad of New Jersey, asking for the pas- | Moody and 5 others, of Sartartia; Ed de Montel and 17 others, of 


sage of House bill No. 10090, to prohibit ticket scalping—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HULICK: Petitions of Rev. J. C. Ely, Rev. A. N. Spahr, 
W. P. Wolf and others; Rev. G. T. Austin, Prof. J. E. Ockerman 
and others; Rev. T. T. Carpenter and others; Mechanics, Dealers 





and L&mbermen’s Exchange of New Orleans, in favor of the Sher- | 


man bill,abolishing railroad ticket brokerage—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of F., M. Hoeye and 60 other citizens of 
Perry. lowa, in favor of the bill H. R. 10090, known as the anti- 
scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 


Also, petition of James Humphrey Post, No. 81, Grand Army | 


of the Republic, for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HURLEY: Petition of Charles T. Bainbridge’s Sons, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., in relation to duties on imported crepe tissue 
paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Newark Lime and Cement Manufacturing Com- 
pany, of Newark, N. J., and other firms in the States of New 
Jersey and New York, protesting against import duty on gyp- 
sum—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of Rev. E. J. Evans and 14 other 
citizens of Chippewa Falls, Wis., favoring the Sherman bill (H. R. 
10090), prohibiting ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Petition of R. A. Maxey and 23 other 
business men of Arkansas City; also of J. B. Fogg and 17 other 


Hondo; John H. Davis and 8 others, of D’Hanis; D. W. Bamhill. 
editor Uvalde News, and 8 others, of Uvalde; Henry Klappen- 
bach and 16 others, of Eagle Pass; C. H. Larkin and 4 others, of 
Marathon; E. A. Burns and 28 others, of Giddings; F. H. Hollo- 
way and 25 others, of Llano; S. A. Drewry and 8 others, of 
Wharton; W. E. Barry and 21 others, of Navasota; C. M. Curtis 
and 17 others, of Lancaster; N. P. Peterson and 31 others, of 
Kinney County, favoring the passage of House bill No. 10090, to 
prohibit ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Snndry petitions of citizens of the State 
of Ohio, viz: Rev. W. P. Gibson, of Huntsburg; P. H. Dougherty 
and 22 others and B. C. Ely and 30 others, of Kingsville; H. L. 
French and 14 others, of Jefferson; W. B. Colson and 2 others, of 
Conneaut; J. W. Hayes and 15 others, of Coalburg; D. A. Wilson 


| and 41 others, of Trumbull and Mahoning counties; Rey. Elwell 


| O. Mead, of Burton; J. H. Bayless and 7 others, of Geneva; 


H. A.-Davis and 14 others, of Trumbull County; E. S. Bullard 
and 7 others, of West Williamsfield; Rev. W. Corbyn, of East 


Plymouth; W. D. Stevens, of Colebrook; A. T. Phipps and 59 


others, M. E. Miller and 28 others, A. A. Strong and 56 others, all 
of Ashtabula County, Ohio, urging the passage of House bill No. 
10090 and Senate bill No: 3545, abolishing ticket brokerage—to the 


| Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


business men of Coffeyville; also of S. Whitlock and 33 other citi- | 


zens of Howard; also of A. J. Chapel and 14 other business men 
of Arkansas City, State of Kansas, in favor of the passage of the 


Sherman bill (1. R. 10090), for thesuppression of ticket scalping— | 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of Frank Sobey and other citizens 
of Karnes City; W. H. Smith and others, of Rockport, and Homer 


D. Wade and others, of Rockdale, Tex., favoring the passage of the | 


Sherman bill,to abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Petition of H. W. Thompson and 39 other 
leading citizens of Sidney, Ohio, protesting against the passage of 
the Sherman bill, known as the antiscalping bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LEISENRING (by request): Petition of the Wilkes- 
barre Society of Good Fellows, asking for the passage of the 
McMillan and Linton bills (S. 3589 and H. R. 10108)—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolution of Robinson Post, No. 20, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Hazleton, Pa., indorsing House bill No. 9209, for 
service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Conyngham Post, No. 97, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Wilkesbarre, Pa., in favor of the Pickler pension 
bili—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER: Petition of J. P. Williams & Co. and other 
merchants of Savannah, Ga., for the favorable consideration of 
the antiscalpers bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Papers to accompany House bill to remove the 
charge of desertion against Nathan Stewart—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. LONG: Petition of R. W. Porter and 17 other citizens 
of Geneseo, Kans.; also petition of the Commercial Club of New- 
ton, Kans., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 10090, abol- 
ishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCALLof Massachusetts: Petition of George E. Nelson, 
of the Indian Territory, presenting the claims of said Territory to 
representation by a Delegate in the House of Representatives—to 
the Committee on Elections No. 1. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: Sundry petitions relating to the 
antiscalpers bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

Also, petition of B. C. Simmons, of Jackson, Tenn., favorable to 
the Loud bill (H. R. 4556)—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Depere, 





By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of E. P. Bacon and 110 other citizens 
of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring the passage of the Sherman bill, to 
abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of W. T. Sopers, of Newark, N. J., 
and 102 other citizens of New Jersey, praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 10090, to prevent ticket scalping—to the Commuttee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: Petition of citizens of Killeen, Tex., in 
favor of the bill (H. R. 10090) known as the antiscalping bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petitions of Rev. George H. Kennedy, of 
Spencer; Rev. J. C. McClintock, of Sioux City; 35 citizens of 
Mapleton, and 67 citizens of Sanborn, all of the State of Iowa, pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 10090, relating to ticket 
brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 
By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of A. E. Redstone, asking for 
the passage of Senate bill No. 2118, in reference to public lands— 


| to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


Also, petition of J. W. Davis and 30 others, citizens of Lincoln 
County; E. P. Bell and 6 others, and W. W. Wright and 16 others, 
all of Rutherford County, and R. C. Ogilvie and 20 others, of Bell- 


| buckle, State of Tennessee, favoring the passage of the Sherman 


bill, abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RINAKER: Petition of M. P. Ayers and 50 other citi- 
zens of Jacksonville, Ill.. favoring the passage of the Cullom and 
Sherman bills, for the prevention of illicit trafficking in railway 
tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Sundry petitions of citizens of Brenham, 
Caldwell, and Yellow Prairie, of the State of Texas, praying for 
the passage of the Cullom and Sherman bills, for the prevention 
of railroad ticket scalping—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of officers and members of fhe 
government and of the senate and assembly of the State of Cali- 
fornia, asking for the passage of House bill No. 10090, to prohibit 
ticket scalping—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS (by request): Petition of citizens of New 
Bedford, Mass., praying for the passage of House bill No. 10108 
and Senate bill No. 3589, relating to fraternal societies and orders— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of J. L. Pray and others, of 
Whitehouse, Ohio, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 9209, 
granting a pension to honorably discharged soldiers of the late 
war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of Rev. Lyman H. Johnson, of Toledo, Ohio; also 
of B. W. Wilson and other citizens of Port Clinton and Catawba 


Island, Ohio; also of William G. Roberts and 11 other citizens of 
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Sylvania, Ohio,-in favor of the passage of House bill No. 10090, to 
pronibit ticket scalping—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska (by request): Petition of 49 citi- 
zens of Auburn, Nebr., favoring the passage of House bill No. 
10090, to prohibit ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolutions of the select and 
common councils of the city of Bradford, Pa., asking for the pas- 
sage at this session of the bill for a public building at Bradford 
Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petitions of R. F. Bibb and others, of Cen- 
tralia, Mo., and T. J. Johns and others, of Sweet Springs, Mo., in 
favor of the passage of House bill No. 10090, prohibiting ticket 
brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. : 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of the publishers of the Public Ledger, 
Norfolk, Va., urging the passage of the Loud bill (H. R. 4566)— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Protest of J. E. Russell and others, 
of George Brown and others, and of J. R. Bailey and others, 
against the passage of the bill to abolish ticket brokerage—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Melford Grange, of the State of 
Delaware, asking investigation of the election methods in the 
State of Delaware—to the Committee on the Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of John J. Hopper and 100 
other citizens; also of R. N. Lantz and 41 others, all of Springfield, 
Ohio, protesting against the passage of the Sherman bill, relating 
to ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Rev. E. P. Hickey and 7 other citizens of 
Piqua, Ohio, favoring the passage of the Sherman bill, relating to 
the sale of railroad tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petitions of J. B. Galway, J. H. Green, and 
others, of Edgar County, D1., favoring the passage of the Sherman 
bill, abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of C. J. Kephart, of Annville, Pa., 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 10090, prohibiting ticket 
scalping—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 17, 1897. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miteurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

PROPOSED SITE FOR HALL OF RECORDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting. pursuant 
to the act of Congress approved June 11, 1896, a report upon the 
suitableness of the public reservation at the intersection of Ohio 
and Louisiana avenues with Tenth and Twelfth streets, in the 
city of Washington, as a site for the proposed hall of records, and 
stating that the reservation mentioned is conveniently located for 
the construction of such a building, but that he is not prepared to 
make a final report upon the subject at this time, etc.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR, AND RAILWAY COMPANY, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator, and Railway Com- 


pany for the year ended December 31, 1896; which was referred | 


to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT announced his signature to the follow- 
ing enrolled bills and joint resolutions; which had previously been 
signed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

A bill (S. 3603) to extend the time for the completion of the 
St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company through 


the White Earth, Leech Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du Lac Indian | 


reservations, in the State of Minnesota; 


A bill (H. R. 5764) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 


. Marthon; 
A joint resolution (S. R. 121) to amend an act granting to the 
Duluth and Winnipeg Railroad Company a right of way through 


the Chippewa and White Earth Indian reservations, in the State | 


of Minnesota; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 204) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to transport contributions for the relief of the suffering 
poor of India. 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received yesterday from the House of Rep. 
resentatives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 6845) granting an increase of pension to Maj. John 
H. Georkee; and 

A bill (H. R. 9785) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Kirkpatrick. 

CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the credentials of Justin SMiru Mor- 
RILL, chosen by the legislature of Vermont a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1897; which were read, and 
ordered to be filed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIAI 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the legislative 
assembly of the Territory of Arizona, praying that relief be granted 
the Supai tribe of Indians in the northern part of Coconino County, 
Ariz., on account of the almost entire destruction of their crops 
during the months of July and August, 1896; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed in 
the REcorD, as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, Phonix, February 

Srr: Herewith I have the honor to transmit a certified copy of « 
memorial No. 1. of the Nineteenth legislative assembly of Arizona 

Respectfully, 
CHARLES M. BRUCE 


Secretary of Ai ond. 


The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, 
Washington, D.C. 
TERRITORY OF ARIZONA, Office of the Secret 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Arizona, ss 
I, Charles M. Bruce, secretary of the Territory of Arizona, do hereby cer 
tify that the annexed is a true and complete transcript of the council memo- 
rial No. 1, of the Nineteenth legislative assembly of Arizona, which was tiled 
in this office the 10th day of February, A. D. 1897, at 2.30 o'clock p. m., as pro- 
vided by law. 
- testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal. 
Done at the city of Phoenix, the capital, this 11th day of February, A. D. 1897, 
CHARLES M. BRUCE, 
Secretary of the Territory of Ariz 


(ry. 


Nd 


Memorial. 
To the honorable members of the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the legislative assembly of the Territory of A riZONM, 
respectfully represent: 

That the Supai tribe of Indians, consisting of about 300souls, in the northern 
part of Coconino County, Ariz., are in need of assistance by reason of the 
almost entire destruction of their crops last July and August 

That these Supais are virtuous and industrious, but need help now to tide 
them over their misfortunes, as a starving time is inevitable in the spring 

Therefore your memorialists earnestly request that immediate steps be 
taken to provide for these people in their present emergency and for the five 

years which the game law contemplates. We think that 70,000 pounds of 
ressed beef and 40,000 pounds of flour would tide over the present emergency 
and save these people from disease and death 

Resolved, ‘That the secretary of the Territory be, and is hereby, directed 


to forward copies of this memorial, under seal of the Territory, to the Hon- 
orable President of the Senate and the Honorable Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the United States, to be by them laid before their respec- 


tive bodies; and 

Be it further resolved, That the secretary of the Territory is hereby 
directed to forward an enrolled copy of this memorial, duly attested under 
his hand and seal, to the Hon. N. O. Murrey, Delegate for Ari- 
zona Territory. 


to Congres 


FRED G. HUGHES, 
President of the Gor 
D. G. CHALMERS, 


Speaker of th 


neil, 


Hiouse. 

Approved February 10, 1897. 

B. J. FRANKLIN, Governor. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Cincinnati (Ohio) 
Furniture Exchange, praying for the passage of the so-called Tor- 
rey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the tab! 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cincinnati, 
Savannah, Madison, Port Clinton, Brilliant, Cleveland, Wooster, 
Sandusky, Brownhelm, Bellevue, Plymouth, Oberlin, McComb, 
| Eaton, and Washington Court-House, all in the State of Ohio, and 
praying for the 
Which were or- 





| a petition of sundry citizens of Lexington, Mo., 
passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS. I present resolutions of the Detroit ( Mich.) 
| Credit Men’s Association, in the nature of a memorial, praying for 
the passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy bill, and also giv- 
ing the action of that organization. 1 will not ask to have the 
resolutions read, but I move that they lie on the table and be 
printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the board of managers of the 
National Temperance Society and Publication House, of New York 
| City, praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty 
with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of E. P. Hill Command, No, 20, 


Union Veteran Union, Department of Maine, praying for the 
| enactment of legislation correcting the military record of John 
Mooney, of the First Maine Heavy Artillery; which was referred 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. MURPHY presented resolutions adopted by the Association 
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of Presidents and Secretaries of the Republican District Associa- | Asheville, and Statesville, all in the State of North Carolina, 


tion of the Twenty-third Ward in the city of Brooklyn, N. Y.,and 
resolutions adopted by the Men’s Association of the Bethlehem 
Presbyterian Church, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the ratification 
of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of South Easton, 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting inter- 
state gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise, and also for 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, or such portion of it as re- 
lates to indecent publications; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Oftices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Mayville, 
N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petitions of Clark Briggs, publisher of the 
Citizen, of Rome; of 8. H. Palmer, publisher of the St. Lawrence 
Republican and Ogdensburg Journal, of Ogdensburg; William 
Bryan & Son, publishers of the Hudson Republican, of Hudson; 
R. P. Rothwell, president of the Scientific Publishing Company, of 
New York City; M.M. Dayton, publisher of the Ithaca Daily and 
Weekly News, of Ithaca, and Brockway Sons & Co., publishers of 
the Times and Reformer, of Watertown, all of the State of New 
York, praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petitions of H. J. Wood, of Dion; of George 
Carson and 19 other citizens, of Lean J. Charlouis and 10 other 
citizens, of William H. Walherton and 14 other citizens, of F. O. 
Tupping and 9 other citizens, of Edwin N. Blewett and 15 other 
citizens, of Frank C. Butterfield and 17 other citizens, of James 
T. Duffy and 15 other citizens, of John G. Ghigosk and 17 other 
citizens, of J. J. Keefe and 21 other citizens, of J. B. Gannon and 
16 other citizens, of W. B. Stevens and 15 other citizens, of J. H. 
Breslin and 15 other citizens, of E. F. Johnson and 18 other citi- 
zens, of John Fliming and 11 other citizens, of John J. McManus 
and 8 other citizens, all of New York City; of E. J. Hennessy and 
17 other citizens, of Andrew Szmania and 19 other citizens, of 
Frank Novak and 14 other citizens, of George Gebhardt and 13 other 
citizens, of William N. N. Lewis and 13 other citizens, of M. 
Michaels and 15 other citizens, of Harry Williams and 11 other 
citizens, of Gast Day and- 15 other citizens, of Thomas McMahon 
and 16 other citizens, of Conrad Scheppening and 6 other citizens, 
all of Buffalo; of Robert J. Round and 17 other citizens, of Jennie 
B. Brook and 7 other citizens, of W. H. Benedict and 16 other 
citizens, and of James C. Van Ellen and 16 other citizens, all of 
Elmira; of J. Clepfer and 16 other citizens, and of Bert Belding 
and 16 other citizens of Depew, all in the State of New York, 
and the petition of R. D. Cranford and 14 other citizens of Titus- 
ville, Pa., praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad 
ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented sundry petitions of citizens of Terrell, 
Beilebuckle, Smyrna, Pegram, A‘tna, Tennessee City, Florence, 
and Whiteville, all in the State of Tennessee, praying for the 
passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which wereordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of J. D. Miller, of the Miller 
Sidewalk Paving Company, of Columbus, Ohio, containing certain 
facts in regard to the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLS presented the petition of Fred B. Robinson, pub- 
lisher of the Item, of Huntsville, Tex.. and the petition of W. A. 


Leonard, publisher of the Angleton Times, of Angleton, Tex., | 


praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also yresented a petition of sundry citizens of Galveston, 
Tex., praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the memorials of J. C. Nicholson, of 


Newton; of A. J. Chapel and sundry other citizens of Arkansas | 


City; of R. A. Maxen and sundry other citizens of Arkansas City; 


remonstrating against the 


’ eo of the so-called Lond bill, 
relating to second-class mai 


matter; which were referred to the 


| Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
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| 





and of R. W. Porter andsundry other citizens of Geneseo, all in the | 


State of Kansas, remonstrating against the passage of the antiscalp- 
ing railroad ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Paola, Kans., 
praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of representatives of the Religious 
Society of Friends in Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware, 
favoring the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with 
Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a petition of the general assembly 
of North Carolina, and a petition of sundry citizens of Whittier, 
N. C., praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration 
treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Rocky Mount, 


| afflicted 


Mr. WARREN presented a resolution of the legislature o{ 
Wyoming, relative to the recognition of the Republic of Cuba bh 
the United States Government; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


STATE OF WYOMING, 
Office of the Secretary of State, 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 

I, Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming. d5 
hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and correct copy of enro||: 
joint resolution No. 3, house of representatives, State of Wyoming, passed |): 
the Fourth legislature of the State of Wyoming. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Wyoming. 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 29th day of January, A. D. 1897. 

CHARLES W. BURDICK, 
Secretary of State. 
FOURTH LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF WYOMING. 

{Enrolled joint resolution No. 3, house of representatives, State of Wyoming } 
A joint resolution in relation to the recognition of the Republic of Cuba by 
the United States Government. 

Whereas the people of the State of Wyoming are in full sympathy with the 
efforts of the people of any ne to establish aform of free govern- 
ment for the regulation of their own affairs; and 

Whereas the people of this State have viewed with deep interest the struc 
gle for enn now being carried on by the inhabitants of the Islan i 
of Cuba; an 

Whereas we believe that the interests of humanity require friendly and 
encouraging action on the part of the Government of the United States: 
Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Fourth legislature of the State of Wyoming, That the 
Hon. CLARENCE D. CLARK and the Hon. FRANCIS E. WARREN, Senators in Con- 
gress from this State, and the Hon. FRANK W. MoNDELL, Representative in 
Congress from this State, and each of them, be, and they are hereby, requested 
by voice and vote to aid in the ge of any resolution which will tend to 
secure to the people of Cuba belligerent rights as revolutionists or their 


independence asa republic. 
GEORGE E. ABBOTT, 
President of the Senate. 
A. D. KELLEY, 
Speaker of the House. 


WM. A. RICHARDS, Governor. 
Mr. WARREN presented a petition of the legislature of Wyo- 
ming praying for the ratification of the treaty between the United 
States and the Shoshone and Arapahoe tribes of Indians; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 


Approved, January 27, A. D. 1897. 


STATE OF WYOMING, 
Office of the Secretary of State. 
UnItTED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 

I, Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 
hereby certify that the annexed isa full, true, and correct copy of enrolled 
joint resolution No. 5, house of representatives, State of Wyoming, passed by 
the Fourth legislature of the State of Wyoming. i 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Wyoming. 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 11th day of February, A. D. 1897. 

(SEAL. ] CHARLES W. BURDICK, 

Secretary of State. 
{Enrolled joint resolution No. 5, house of representatives, State of Wyoming.] 
Joint memorial to ‘ogress. 

Your memorialists, the Fourth legislatuie of the State of Wyoming, re- 
spectfully represent: 

That they believe it would be of great benefit to the people of the United 
States, as well as the people of Wyoming, if the treaty recently made between 
the United States and the Shoshone and Arapahoe tribesof Indians, whereby 
said tribes agreed, in consideration of the sum of $60,000, to cede tothe United 
States Government a tract of land 10 miles square, situated in the northeast 
corner of the Wind River or Shoshone, Indian Reservation, upon which are 
the famous Big Horn Medical Springs, were ratified, for the following rea- 
sons: 

First. Owing to a tribal superstition, said springs are never used or fre- 
quented by the Indians. 

Second. Being on the reservation, no adequate accommodation can be fur- 
nished the people who flock there for relief. 

Third. If the tract is ceded to the Government, ample accommodations for 
invalids and visitors will be at once provided, a railroad will certainly be 
built, and their cession to the United States would result in a great good to 


| afflicted people everywhere. 


Fourth. e springs cover a large tract of land and are possessed of the 
most marvelous curative properties of any waters of the known worl. 
Though remote from railroad a they were visited by nearly 4(”) 

ple the past summer, all of whom were either cured or greatly 
benefited; and, without other accommodation than that furnished by tents, 
at this time no less than 60 people are there, bearing the storms of winter, 


| bathing in the waters. 


| tor immediate and favorable consideration, to the end that a 


Therefore your memorialists would most respectfully urge Congress t> 
give the matter of the ratification of said treaty and the appro pee there 
icted human- 
ity everywhere may have the benefit of this wonderful provision of nature 
to cure their ills and heal their diseases; and your memorialists will ever 

ray, ete. 
" Resolved, That an authenticated copy of this memorial be forwarded by 
the secretary of state to each Senator and to the Representative in Congress 
from this State; and a are hereby respectfully requested to bring the 
matter to the attention of Congress and to use every honorable means to 
secure favorable action thereon. 
GEORGE E. ABBOTT, 


President of the Senate. 
A. D. KELLEY, 
Speaker of the House. 


WM. A. RICHARDS. 


Approved February 8, A. D. 1897. 
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Mr. WARREN presented a petition of the legislature of Wyo- 
ming, praying that all unoccupied public lands within the State of 
Wyoming be ceded to the control of that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


STATE OF WYOMING, 
Office of the Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 

I, Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming. do 
hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and correct copy of enrolled 
joint resolution No. 1, senate, State of Wyoming, passed by the Fourth legis- 
jature of the State of Wyoming. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Wyoming. 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 11th day of February, A. D. 1897. 

[SEAL.] CHARLES W. BURDICK, 

Secretary of State. 





FOURTH LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF WYOMING. 
[Enrolled joint resolution, No. 1, senate, State of Wyoming. } 


Joint resolution and memorial to the Congress of the United States, praying 
for the ceding of all unoccupied public lands within the State of Wyoming 
to the control of the State. 


Your memorialists, the Fourth legislature of the State of Wyoming, would 
most respectfully represent: 

That all of the lands within the boundaries of the State of Wyoming are 
what is known as “arid” lands; the reclamation and settlement of these 
lands must be accomplished under different conditions from those confront- 
ing the settler in the humid portions of this country; that none of the lands 
now the property of the State can be sold for less than $10 per acre, which is 
the minimum price allowed by the terms of the act vf admission and the 
State constitution, thus causing unfair competition with United States lands, 
which are sold to settlers under the provisions of the several acts of Con- 
gress at prices ranging from 5U cents to $2.50 per acre. 

Experience hasdemonstrated that the present land system is not suited to 
the conditions which prevail in this State, and as a result many obstacles are 
interposed to the development of the country. 

The reclamation of the agricultural lands imposes upon the settler and 
upon the State labor and expense not incurred in the humid portions of the 
country; ditches must be constructed and the lands prepared for the appli- 
cation of water before there is any return to the farmer; in addition to this 
great labor and expense, it is necessary for the State to exercise a super- 
vision over them in order that just distribution of water may be made to 
those entitled to it. 

Thus far the State has borne the entire expense of the investigation of its 
agricultural resources and the supervision of the public waters. 

The efficiency of this work had been greatly impaired by reason of the ina- 
bility of the State to assist in any way in the reclamation and settlement of 
the desirable lands or to restrict the diversion of water on less desirable. 

The importance of the pastoral interests of this State makes it desirable 
that provision be made for the utilization of the grazing land in connection 
with the contiguous irrigable areas. These grazing lands comprise the 
greater part of the territorial extent. 

None of the present land laws make adequate provision for securing pos- 
session or management of these lands. In our judgment it is impossible for 
Congress to pass a general law which will operate with equal justice and suc- 
cess on the arid belt asa whole. Conditions differ in different sections of the 
United States, and the people of each section are best calculated to determine 
the system best suited totheir needs. We believe that by giving to the State 
full control over all classes of land the best results can be obtained. 

If the State controlled the lands, it would be possible to connect water 
rights with land titles of all irrigable lands; that this is desirable is admitted 
by all familiar with the subject. 

The results already achieved are a sufficient guaranty of what can be 
accomplished under more favorable conditions. Even with the imperfect 
means at hand, the value of lands hasnot only been enhanced, but their pro- 
ductive capacity has been correspondingly augmented. Such results are of 
interest and value to the whole nation, and in our opinion entitle the State 
to generous recognition. 

© water laws of this State have been highly recommended. The State 
constitution and statutes contain provisions requiring the inauguration of 
the most systematic and complete supervision of its public waters yet 
undertaken by any Commonwealth in this country. 

It is only, however, by uniting the control of both water and land under 
one authority that our irrigation system can have the fullest measure of sta- 
bility and success. 

e believe that the control of this subject can wisely and safely be in- 
trusted to the State, since the practical knowledge is almost wholly contined 
to those engaged in the work. By endowing the State with means and plac- 
ing upon it the responsibility for the development of our resources, a great 
impulse will be given to the diffusion of intelligence on the subject and to 
local pride in the success of the undertaking. It will put the solution of this 
——- in the hands of the people best informed as to its details and most 

terested in its-success. : 

Because of the facts hereinbefore detailed, your memorialists respectfully 
pray that Congress will, by suitable legislation, grant to the State ot Wyo- 
ming the unoccupied and unappropriated — lands within said State. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, respectfully 
requested, on the approval of this memorial, to forward a duly authenti- 
cated copy thereof to the Senators and Representatives in Congress from 
this State, in order that the same may be brought to the attention of Congress. 
GEORGE E. ABBOTT, 

President of the Senate. 
A. D. KELLEY, 

Speaker of the House. 


WM. A. RICHARDS, Governor. 


Mr. WARREN presented a petition of the legislature of Wy- 
oming, praying that the State of Wyoming be included in the 
examination and classification of mineral lands within the railroad 
land grants; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed in the RecorD, as follows: 

STATE OF WYOMING 
Office of the Secretary of State. 
UnitTep STaTEs oF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 


I, Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of 
hereby } i 


Approved, February 8, A. D. 1897. 


ee. do 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and correct copy 0 joint reso- 
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‘vislature of 





| lution No. 1, house of representatives, passed by the Fourth k 
| the State of Wyoming 


In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Wyoming 


Done at Cheyenne, the capita!, this 25th day of January, A. D. 1897 
(SEAL. ] CHARLES W. BURDICK, 
Secretary of State. 
FOURTH LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF WYOMING 
Enrolled joint resolution No.1, House of Representatives, State of Wyoming. 


Be it resolved by the senate and hous 








| representatives of the State of 
Wyoming, That the Congress of the United States be memorialized as follows: 
Whereas there is now pending before the Congress of the United States a 
measure known as the “California mineral-lands bill.’ whieh has for its 
object the examination and classification of mineral lands within the railroad 
land grants in the State of California and, as amended in the Senate. to 


include like lands in the State of Oregon; and 
_ Whereas the State of Wyoming is situated under like circumstances, hav- 
ing large areas of mountainous lands within the Union Pacific Railroad land 
grant known to be mineral in character, and is entitled to the same consider 

ation: 

Be it therefore resolved, That we are desirous of securing legislation of like 
character for the State of Wyoming, and we hereby instruct our Senators and 
request our Representative in Congress to use all honorable means to secure 
the passage of the California mineral-lands bill,so amended as to include the 
State of Wyoming within its operations; and 

Be it further reselved, That his excellency the governor of the State of 
Wyoming be, and he is hereby, requested to transmit to each of our Sen- 
ators and to our Representative in Congress, to the President of the United 
States, and tothe Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
a copy of these resolutions. 


GEORGE E. ABBOTT, 
President of the Senate, 
A. D. KELLEY, 
Speaker of the House, 
WM. A. RICHARDS, Governor. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cas- 
per, Wyo., praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad 
ticket bill; which was ordered to lie on the tabie. 

He also presented the petition of A. Edward Powell, publisher 
of the Wyoming Freeman, of Sundance, Wyo., praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of James B. Stoll, publisher 
of the Times, of South Bend, Ind., praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wayne County, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building and grounds; 
which was ordered to he on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Ossian, Wavo- 
land, Huntington, Butler, Delphi, Fort Wayne, Warren, Peru, 
Jefferson, Ricumond, and Auburn, all in the State of Indiana, 
praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of B. G. Whitehead, pub- 

lisher of the Casey Gleaner, of Casey, Ill., and the petition of 
Owen Scott and H. C. De Motte, publishers of the, Leader, of 
Bloomington, Ill., praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 
He also presented the petitions of Charles A. Morse and 47 other 
citizens of Evanston; of E. A. Vandeveer; of Truman A. Ames 
and 500 other citizens of Shelbyville: of Eli Miller and sundry 
other citizens, and of G. H. Burgess and sundry other citizens, 
allin the State of Illinois, praying for the passage of the anti- 
scalping railroad ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Opelousas, La., remonstrating against the passage of House bill 
N~. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. BERRY presented the petition of C. Meurer, editor of the 
Arkansas Echo, of Little Rock, Ark., and the petition of J. W. 
Adams, publisher of the Graphic, of Pine Bluff, Ark., praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Ozark, Tex- 
arkana, Green County, and Prescott, all in the State of Arkansas, 
praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rogers, Ark., 
raying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of 17 citizens of Washington, 
D. C., and a petition of 44 citizens of Washington, D. C., praying 
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for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in the Capitol building; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of the Business Men’s Asso- 
ciation of Council Bluffs, Iowa, praying for the ratification of the 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the members of the Christian 
Endeavor Society of the First Presbyterian Church. of Council 
Bluffs, lowa, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 


the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which | 


was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Albion, lowa, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation raising the age of consent to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories, and also to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petitions of K. A. & J. A. Moore, pub- 
lishers of the Alexander Advertiser, of Alexander; of M. Miller, 
publisher of the Boone County Democrat, of Boone; of S. E. Zal- 
linger, publisher of the Enterprise, of Defiance; of G. Gardner, 
editor of the Cass County Democrat, of Atlantic; of Jacob G. 
Schmidt, publisher of Der Deutsch-Amerikaner, of Waterloo; of 
R. H. Moore, publisher of the Democrat, of Ottumwa, and of 
Charles Reineck, publisher of Der Nord Iowa Herold, of Elkader, 
all in the State of Iowa, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Walnut, 
Manning, Dubuque, Stuart, Grand Junction, Decorah, and Logan, 
all in the State of Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Hampton, 
Spencer, Sioux City, Mapleton, Sanborn, Perry, Cresco, Calmar, 
Cedar Rapids, Elkader, Northwood, Cedar Falls, Greene, Maquo- 
keta, New Hampton, Oskaloosa, Des Moines, Belle Plaine, Emmets- 
burg, Clinton, Decorah, Corning, Creston, lowa Falls, Wilton, 
Monticello, Algona, Dewitt, Marion, Tama, and of the Baptist 
Young People’s Union, all in the State of Iowa; of Rev. William 
E. Randall, of Valparaiso, Ind., and of Rev. L. A. Hall, of Chicago, 
Ill., praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petitions of E. T. Browning 
and sundry other citizens of Lees Summit; of A. C. Millard and 
sundry other citizens of Independence; T. C. Kelley and sundry 
other citizens of Wellsville; Henry Cochran and sundry other 
citizens of Chamois; L. A. Rayton and sundry other citizens of 
Pleasant Hill; S. Gilkeson and sundry other citizens of Warrens- 
burg; G. D. Kennedy and sundry other citizens of Brunswick; 
William Potts and sundry other citizens of Salisbury; 8S. W. Craw- 
ford and sundry other citizens of Jefferson County; T. C. Rainey 
and sundry other citizens of Marshall; R. F. Bibb and sundry 
other citizens of Centralia; J. B. Williamson and sundry other 
citizens of Holden; L. J. Dryden and sundry other citizens of 
Warrenton; T. J. Johnsand sundry other citizens of Salt Springs; 
J. M. Gorduch andsundry other citizens of Norborm; J. M. Logan 
and sundry other citizens of La Plata; Walker Bros. and sun- 
dry other citizens; Charles A. Loemis and sundry other citizens 
of Chillicothe; Dr. R. Graham Hereford and sundry other citi- 
zens of Pacific; W. T. Braid and sundry other citizens of St. 
Charles; Rev. E. R. Hendrix, of Kansas City; D. A. Ball and 
sundry other citizens of Louisiana; David W. Howard, of Kansas 
City; Daniel S. Tuttle, of St. Louis; Dr. Charles Mellies and sun- 
dry other citizens of St. Louis; John H. Miller and sundry other 
citizens of Richhill; Rev. John Wilson and sundry other citizens 
of Cameron; Rev. John Gillin and sundry other citizens of Mem- 
phis; Rev. M. M. Moore, of Springfield; J. F. Rea and sundry 
other citizens of Sedalia; A. H. Harmon and sundry other citi- 
zens of Otterville; John P. Burke and sundry other citizens of 
California; H. P. Jennings and sundry other citizens of Moberly; 
H. R. Baumann and sundry other citizens of Washington; W. N. 
Wicks and sundry other citizens of Glasgow, and R. M. Ringo 
and sundry other citizens of Kirksville, all in the State of Mis- 
souri, praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Mitchell Bros., publishers of the 
Republican, of Canton; of the Implement and Vehicle Board of 
Trade, of St. Louis; of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, and of 
E. E. Patterson, publisher of the Searchlight, of Ozark, all in the 
State of Missouri, praying for the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of W. B. Rogers, publisher of 
the Republican, of Trenton, Mo., remonstrating against the pas- 








sage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail mat- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of District Assembly No. 4, Order 
of Knights of Labor, of St. Louis, Mo., and a petition of Local 


| Assembly, No. 1280, Knights of Labor, of St. Louis, Mo., praying 


for the passage of the so-called Lodge immigration bill, and also 
for the appointment of an impartial, nonpartisan industrial com- 


| mission; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented a petition of the Old Coon Tobacco Works, of 
Springfield, Mo.; a petition of the Business Men’s League, of St, 
Louis, Mo., and a petition of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, 
Mo., praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Pastors’ Conference of Chilli- 
cothe; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Albany, 
and of members of the Christian Endeavor Society of the First 
Presbyterian Church, of Kansas City, all in the State of Missouri, 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Rev. John Henry Hopkins, of 
St. Joseph; of the Board of Trade of Kansas City; of the board 
of education of Kansas City; of members of the Westminster 
Presbyterian Church, of Kansas City; of the Commercial Club, of 
St. Joseph; of Homer T. Fuller, president of Drury College, Spring- 
field; of the Ministerial Alliance, of Springfield; of the Arbitration 
Association, of St. Louis; of Daniel G. Tuttle, bishop of Missouri; 
of the Methodist Episcopal Preachers’ Meeting, of Kansas City; of 
resolutions adopted at amass meeting of different religious de- 
nominations of St. Louis; of Fred. H. Keeife, of St. Louis; of the 
Ministerial Club, of St. Louis; of the Wear & Boogher Dry Goods 
Company, of St. Louis, and of the Merchants’ Exchange, of St 
Louis, all in the State of Missouri, praying for the ratification of 
the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were 
ordered to he on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Maitland, Mo., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to further protect the first day of the week as a day of rest 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Maitland, Mo., praying for the appointment of an 
impartial, nonpartisan industrial commission; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Maitland, Mo., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or 
otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also a petitions of the official board of the Christian 
church, of Lancaster; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Lancaster; of the Ladies’ Social Union of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Lancaster; of the Woman’s Foreign Mission- 
ary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Lancaster, and 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Maitland, all in 
the State of Missouri, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
raise the age of consent to 18 years in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories; which were referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Association of Railway Postal 
Clerks of Sedalia, Mo., praying for a reclassification of clerks in 
the postal service; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of A. H. Potts & Co., 
publishers of the Chester County Times, of Parkesburg, Pa., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Assembly No. 19, Royal Society 
of Good Fellows, of Wilkesbarre, Pa., praying for the enactment 
of legislation regulating fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and 
associations; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Allegheny 

County, Pa., praying for the ratification of the pending arbitra- 
tion treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 
Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of Hon. John Atkinson 
and 7 other members of the legislature of Michigan, praying that 
an appropriation be made for the marine-postal service; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Pharmaceutical Association 
of Jackson County, Mich., praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the tariff bill placing alcohol, as used in the arts and for 
medicinal pu , upon the free list; which was referred to the 
Committee on 
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He also presented a petition of the Ministerial Union of Man- | 


chester and Richmond, in the State of Virginia, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect the first day of the week as a 


| praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad tick 


day of rest in the District of Columbia, and also to prohibit inter- 
state gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise; which was | 


referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Burnside Post, No. 8, Depart- 
ment of the Potomac, Grand Army of the Republic, of Washing- 
ton, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation toincorporate 
the Washington and Gettysburg Railway Company; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of Assembly No. 230, Royal Society 
of Good Fellows, of Kings County, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation regulating fraternal beneficiary societies and 
associations in the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Branch No. National Asso- 
ciation of Post-Office Clerks, of Pontiac, Mich., praying for a re- 
classification of clerks in the postal service; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Shelby, Mich., and the petition of J. C. Bontecon, 
publisher of the Petoskey Record, of Petoskey, Mich., praying for 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of 36 citizens of Highland; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Bay City, and of Mrs. 
Anna M. Dimmare and 45 other citizens of Portland, all in the 
State of Michigan, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting the sale of intoxicating liquor in the Capitol building; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Healsopresented petitionsof the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Bay City; of members of the First Baptist Church, of 
Ypsilanti, and of members of the First United Presbyterian Church, 
of Detroit, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the ratification 
of the pending arbitration treaty with Great britain; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions signed by 1,184 citizens of 
Michigan, praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad 
ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
clergymen appointed by the Ministerial Association of York, Pa., 
representing a constituency of 35,000, praying for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Capitol building. I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Drysalters Club of Boston, 
Mass., praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Natick, Mass., praying forthe enactment of legisla- 
tion prohibiting the sale of mtoxicating liquors in all buildings 
owned or controlled by the United States Government; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


oo 
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He also presented a petition of 33 members of the Christian En- | 


deavor Society of the First Congregational Church, of Millbury, 


Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the | 


sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of the Congregational Church, of Natick, Mass., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation raising the age of consent to 
21 years; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman's Club 
of Concord, N. H., praying for the ratification of the pending arbi- 
— treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the Baptist Young People’s So- 
ciety of Christian Endeavor of Hampton Falls, N. H., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
— in the Capitol building; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of Division No. 335, Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, of Concord, N. H., praying for the passage of the 
es railroad ticket bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. BAKER presented petitions of the Commercial Club of 
Newton; of sundry cittzens of Leavenworth, Geneseo, Coffeyville, 
Salina, Arkansas City, Paola, and Wichita, all in the State of 

, praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad 
ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lin- | 


coln, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation regulating 
fr beneficiary societies, orders, and associations; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 
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He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Auburn, Nebr., 
bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the tabie. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of sundry citizens of West Plain, 
Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 


He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Chamois, In- 
dependence, and St. Joseph. all in the State of Missouri, praying for 


the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 


_Mr. MANTLE presented the petition of S. A. Robertson, pub- 
lisher of the Sentinel, of Boulder, Mont., praying for the passage 
of House bill No. 4566, toamend the postal laws relating to md 


class mail matter; which was referred to the Conmunittee « *Ost- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 


Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 


Temperance Union of New Haven County, Conn., praying for 
| the enactment of legislation to protect the first day of the week 
| as a day of restin the District of Columbia; to prohibit interstate 








gambling by telegraph, telephone. or otherwise. and to raise the 
age of consent to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Ter- 
ritories; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the pe‘ition of Rev. James Rowe, of 
Chicago, Il., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the business men of Rockford, 
Il., remonstrating against the passage of the antiscalping rail- 
road ticket bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of William ©. Davis, publisher 
of the Pantograph, of Bloomington, Ul., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Loud bill, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class mail matter: which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the senate of the State of Mli- 
nois and a petition of the city council of Denver, Colo., praying 
for the enactment of legislation reclassifying railway postal clerks 
and prescribing their salaries: which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. Joseph L. Colton, of Mount 
Carmel, Ill., and a petition of the Union League Club, of Chicago, 
lll., praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty 
with Great Britain; which were ordered to lie on the tabi 

He also presented eighteen petitions signed by sundry citizens 
of Illinois, praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad 
ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Omaha, 


| Nebr., praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket 


bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE. I present ‘‘An appeal of the Cherokees, Creeks, 
Seminoles, Choctaws, and Chickasaws,” in the nature of a me- 
morial, remonstrating against the adoption of the proposed amend- 
ment to the Indian appropriation bill ** coercing agreemenis which 
they are ready tomake without coercion,” and praying Co 
not to press at this time ‘such an extreme and unnecessary 
measure.” Itis animportant paper and is very short. I ask that 
it be printed in the RecorD, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

AN APPEAL OF THE 


izTess 


CHEROKEES, CRENKS, 
CHICKASAWS. 

To the Senate of the United States: 
We represent 70,000 faithful, law-abiding, liberty-loving people who have, 


SEMINOLE®= CHOCTAW AND 


perhaps, too blindly trusted in their treaties as sacred and incapable of being 
violated. ; 
The act of June 10, 1896, deciared for the first time that it was the duty of 


the United States to establish a government in our country. 
declaration of a definite policy. 

Upon this declaration by Congress each of our five nations imm 
authorized negotiations on the lines indicated by Congress, as soon as 
legislatures met, as by law provided, beginning in August and end 
November, 1896. Could you have acted sooner? 

The Dawes Commission was absolutely engrossed with the settlement of 
very many thousands of citizenship cases up to December I4, and left for 
Washington December 19, promising to return immediately after their Civist- 
mas holiday. 

Our commissions were authorized, ready, and willing to treat, and of this 
the United States Commission was fully advised (see Senate Ex. Docs. 4,101, 
112, etc.); but these important matters could not possibly be closed up in six 
days. 

it is now proposed (on the erroneous theory that we are not sincere i 
purpose to treat) to put drastic legislation on an appropriation act 
page 57), destroying our judiciary, paralyzing our executive department 
emasculating our legislative bodies, partitioning and administering our 


It was the first 


diately 
heir 


ng in 








great 
estates without our consent, without proper safeguards, and regardless of 
vested rights, asa measure of coercing agreements we are ready to make with- 


out coercion. 

We earnestly appeal to your high sense of 
against this extreme measure. 

First. Because it is unnecessary. The record proves this (Senate Ex. Doca, 


justice and to your magnanimity 
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94, 111, 112), but, in addition, we here register our solemndeclaration that our 
people are ready and earnestly intend treating on the lines heretofore indi- 
cated by Cougress; that they have not had sufficient opportunity of negotiat- 
ing after resolving upon this course last fall. 

Second. This measure is unjust, because it puts our people under extreme 
duress and ruinous conditions, as a manifest and declared preliminary toa 
proposed negotiation. 


We feel that “consent” under such conditions is no consent at all, but the 
submission of the weak to the impatient violence of the strong, that will 
give our people a false idea of the great Republic and its citizenship. 

It is beneath fhe dignity of the United States to strike our people to the 
earth while inviting negotiation. Wecan not believe that the advocates of 
this measure would feel justified in pressing it if they should examine the 
correspondence submitted and realize the sincerity of our purpose to nego- 

ate 
ee earnestly trust that this solemn declaration, made on behalf of the sin- 
cerity of our people, will suffice to induce the Congress not to press at this 
time such an extreme and unnecessary measure. 

8. H. MAYES, J. B. JACKSON, 
Principal Chief Cherokee Nation. G. W. DUKES, 
G. W. BENGE, E. N. WRIGHT, 
W. W. HASTINGS, D. M. HAILEY, 
Cherokee Delegates. Choctaws. 
JOHN F. BROWN, R. M. HARRIS, 
Chief Seminole Nation. Governor Chickasaw Nation, 
P. PORTER, WM. L. BYRD, 
G. W. GRAYSON, ISAAO O. LEWIS, 
G. A. ALEXANDER, WM. M. GUY, 
WM. A. SAPULPA, RICHARD McLISH, 
Creek Delegates. Chickasaw Delegates. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon 
December 21, 1896, intended to be proposed to the general defi- 
ciency appropriation bill, reported it with an amendment, and 
moved that it be printed and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3510) for the relief of Verona E. Pollock, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, trom the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4058) 
to set apart a portion of certain lands in the State of Washington, 
now known as the Pacific Forest Reserve, as a public park, to be 
known as the Washington National Park, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. WILSON on the 16th 
instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved thatit be printed, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. HILL on the 3d instant, intended to 
be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. GEAR on the 3d instant, intended 
to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, re- 
ported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 
1st instant, intended to be proposed to the Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
Post-Office appropriation bill; which was sateronl to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 9th instant, 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
reported it with an amendment, and moved that it be printed, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 10167) making appropriations to pro- 
vide for the expenses of the District of Columbia for the _fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
in response to resolution of the Senate of December 21, 1896, a 
report of the Auditor of the War Department relative to the set- 
tlement of claims on account of the loss of the steamer Osceola, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1353) for the relief of the administrator 
of George McAlpin, deceased, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. Hoar on the 11th instant, intended 
to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reporte: 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committes 
on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 610) for the relief of John F. McRae, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 15th instant, 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, re- 
ported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to tho 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on the Census, to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 3703) to provide for 
the twelfth and subseqnent censuses; which was readtwice by its 
title. 

He also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 9th instant, 
intended to be proposed tothe general deficiency appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, to whom 

vas referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 16th in- 
stant, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropria- 
tion bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations; which was agreed to. 


DETAIL OF ARMY OFFICER. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to report a joint resolution to enable the Secretary of 
War to detail an officer of the United States Army to accept a posi- 
tion under the Government of the Greater Republic of Central 
America. If there be no objection, I ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 205) enabling the Secretary of War 
to detail an officer of the United States Army to accept a position 
under the Government of the Greater Republic of Central America 
was read the first time by its title and the second time at length, 
as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secretary 
of War is hereby authorized to detail an officer of the United States Army, 
not above the rank of captain, who shall be permitted to accept from this 
Government of tht Greater Republic of Central America the position of 
instructor in a military school in said Republic and the emoluments pertain- 
ing thereto. 

By unanimous consent, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


FALLEN TIMBER ON HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 


Mr. PASCO. Iam directed by the Committeeon Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9494) concerning certain 
homestead lands in Florida, to report it without amendment and 
submit a written report thereon. The bill has passed the other 
House, and the relief, in order to be effective, should be given im- 
mediately. The bill is a short one, and I ask for its immediate 
consideration, if there be no objection. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to grant to all 
persons actually occupying homesteads in good faith in any of the 
counties of Alachua, Lafayette, Levy, Suwanee, Bradford, Baker, 
and Columbia, in Florida, at the time of the storm on or about 
September 29, 1896, the right to sell or otherwise dispose of the 
fallen timber on their homestead entries felled by the storm, and 
to devote the proceeds of such sale or barter to the improvement 
of their homesteads or support of themselves or their families. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest to the Senator from Florida a minor 
criticism upon the bill. The intent of it is to permit certain per- 
sons owning homestead rights to take the timber that was thrown 
down by the cyclone for their own use. That is all quite right. 

Mr. PASCO. That is the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is no objectionin the world to that; but 
as to the latter part of the bill, which provides that they shall 
devote the proceeds of such sale to the improvement of their hoine- 
steads, etc., I suggest that what they will do with the money is a 
matter within their own discretion. I have no objection to the 
bill, but I call attention to this oe pfovision. 

Mr. PASCO. That is probably a just criticism of the bill, but 
it came from the other House in that shape, and I hope the Sena- 
tor will not delay its passage by amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I make no objection to the bill, but why not 
let a man spend the money in the way he pleases? 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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JOHN J. GUERIN. 


Mr. BACON. I am instructed by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8197) for the relief 
of John J. Guerin, to report it back favorably without amend- 
ment, and to ask the immediate consideration by the Senate of the 
same. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend the 
record in the case of Corpl. John Grant, discharged as corporal 
of the Marine Corps at Portsmouth, N. H., December 26, 1888, 
and to grant him an honorable discharge in his rightful name, 
John J. Guerin. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM GEMMILL. 


Mr. TELLER. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8250) for the relief of William 
Gemmill, to report it without amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to ask the immediate considera- 
tion of the bill just reported. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
William Gemmill, of Yankton, 8. Dak., $75, in full payment for 
quartering and boarding United States soldiers during a terrific 
and protracted snowstorm in the month of April, 1873. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. SENTZ, 


Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1060) to pay the claim of James H. Sentz, re- 
ported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 1060) entitled ‘A bill to pay the claim of James H. 
Sentz,”’ now pending in the Senate, together withall the accompanying papers, 
be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance o 
the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits 
against the Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. And 
the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions 
of such act, and report to the Senate in acccrdance therewith. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3704) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to secure payment of certain State bonds 
and stocks owned by the United States and held under authority 
of the act of Congress of August 15, 1894, relating to the custody 
of the Indian trust fund; which was read twice by its titie, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3705) for the relief of John 
Mooney, alias Peter McCabe; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 3706) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Anna B. Lewis; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 3707) granting a pension to 
Catherine A. Bradley; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THURSTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LINDSAY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be prepene by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

r. HAWLEY submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which were 
refe to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MILLS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
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posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed, 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VILAS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BAKER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES P. HURLEY. 
I ask for the adoption of the following 














Mr. GALLINGER. 
order: 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, directed 
to withdraw fom the files of the Senate all papers in connection with Senate 
bill No. 3586, granting a pension to James P. Hurley, and forward them to 
him at his home, No. 11 Sprague street, Charlestown, Mass. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That does not include the files of the Pen- 
sion Office? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all; simply his private papers. 
The order was agreed to. 


PROTECTION OF FUR SEALS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish for the information of the Senate a copy of the reply, if any has been 
made, to the letter addressed by Mr. Gresham toSir Julian Pauncetote, dated 
“ Department of State, January 23, 1895" (it appears as No. 128, Senate Exee- 
utive Document No. 67, Fifty-third Congress, third session, pages 10-161), call- 
ing the attention of the British Government to the utter failure of the nego- 
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tiations of the Paris Tribunal to protect the fur-seal herd of Alaska, and re- 
questing a revision of the same. 


THE YELLOWSTONE PARK, 


Mr. VEST submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is requested to communi- 
cate to the Senate whether any action has been taken, or is contemplated, to 
grant toany person or persons the privilege of erectingasteam plant, elevator, 
or other appliances on the Yellowstone Canyon, in the Yellowstone Park, for 
the purpose of conveying persons from the top of the canyon to the bottom. 
And the Secretary of the Interior is further requested to withhold any action 
in the premises until it can be determined by Congress as to the propriety of 
the granting any such privilege. 


BILL BECOME A LAW, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 0. L, 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the bill (8. 3313) 
for the relief of John N. Quackenbush, late a commander in the 
United States Navy, having been presented to the President Feb- 
4, 1897, and not having been returned by him to the House of 
Congress in which it originated within the ten days prescribed by 
the Constitution, has become a law without his approval. 


REMOVALS FROM OFFICE FOR ALLEGED POLITICAL 


Mr. LODGE. If the morning business is concluded 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not been 
concluded. The Chair lays before the Senate, as a parc of the 
morning business, the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska 
{Mr. ALLEN], coming over from a previous day. The resolution 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN on 
the 13th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the United States Civil Service Commissioners be, and they 
are hereby, directed tointorm the Senate if Mary A. Dalton, William Holmes, 
Mary Flynn, John Zeller, and Dr. M. 8. White, or any of them, have been 
discharged from the Bureau of Animal Industry at South Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska, from positions held under the classified service of the Govern- 
ment; and if so, when, and for what reasons; and if they, or any of them, 
have asked or petitioned the Civil Service Commissioners for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made against them, and if said request or petition has 
béen denied by the Civil Service Commissioners; and if so, for what reason 
or reasons the same has been denied: and that the said Civil Service Com- 
missioners be, and they are hereby, directed to accompany their answer to 
this resolution with full and complete copies of all affidavits, letters, state- 
ments, testimony, depositions, reports of examiners, and all other papers or 
documents in their possession and in any manner bearing on the subject- 
matter of this resolution. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. lIask the Senator from Nebraska if he will not 
be willing to allow the resolution to go over until to-morrow with- 
out prejudice? I gave notice that | would call up the immigra- 
tion bill this morning, on which the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. 
GIBSON] desires to address the Senate; and the time for the vote 
being fixed at 4 o’clock, I do not wish to trespass on his time. ., 

Mr. ALLEN. I should be glad to accommodate the Senator 


REASONS, 
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from Massachusetts, but I will consume but a few moments, and 
I prefer to go on at this time. 

On the 13th of this month I introduced the resolution which is 
now before the Senate, requiring the Civil Service Commissioners 
to inform the Senate ‘‘if Mary A. Dalton, William Holmes, Mary 
Flynn, John Zeller, and Dr. M.S. White, or any of them, have 
been discharged from the Bureau of Animal Industry at South 
Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, from positions held under the 
classified service of the Government; and if so, when, and for 
what reasons,” and calling upon the Civil Service Commissioners 
for all correspondence, aifidavits, and documents in their office 
pertaining to these persons. 

In December last I received information from reliable sources 
in Nebraska that these persons had been summarily dismissed 
from the minor positions they held in the Bureau of Animal 
Industry, and claiming that they had filed the necessary papers 
with the Civil Service Commissioners for an investigation of the 
cause of their removal or dismissal. They appealed to the Com- 
missioners to know the nature of the charges made against them. 
No response was made to their request; in fact, the receipt of 
their letters was not acknowledged by the Commissioners, as they 
inform me. I have been furnished with evidence in the form of 
letters from reliable persons as to some of the alleged causes of 
the dismissal of these parties, and they are so absolutely puerile, 
so absolutely devoid of all reason, that I believe it my duty to call 
the attention of the Senate and the country to them. 

On receiving information of the dismissal of these persons, I 
addressed a letter to the Civil Service Commissioners, asking if 
requests had been filed with them for an investigatiori of the 
charges. After waiting something like thirty-three days, they 
answered my letter in a communication to be found on page 1792 
of the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD of the current month, in which, 
after calling my attention to a rule which prescribes that persons 
shall not be dismissed the service for political reasons, they are 
kind enough to say: 

In view of the statement of the Secretary of Agriculture and the evidence 
which he submits, the Commission feels that, with its limited force and the 
pressure of work, it can not at this time make an investigation of its own 
into the matter. 

They refer in this letter to the fact that the Secretary of Agri- 
culture had furnished evidence that these persons had neglected 
their duty; but in what respect they do not say. It is evident 
that when the Commissioners received my letter in the middle of 
December last they sent it to the Secretary of Agriculture and 
gave him time to send some person to South Omaha to find or for- 
mulate evidence to support the charge of neglect of duty, and 
they were not kind or courteous enough to reply tomy communi- 
cation, altnough our offices are not a mile apart, until after a 
report had been made by the person sent to investigate the charges 
and after my communication had called their attention to the 
matter in a way they did not dare neglect it any longer. 

I have nothing to say one way or the other respecting that small 
conception of official responsibility, and official courtesy, and offi- 
cial duty, and official propriety, for that matter, which would 
prompt officers of the dignity of the Civil Service Commissioners 
to send my correspondence to the Secretary of Agriculture, or to 
any other source, without my knowledge and without my consent. 
It may be that this dignified body—the Civil Service Commission— 
who are regulating the official roll of this nation, regard that as 
a proper act to do: but I regard it as a violation of the decencies 
and proprieties of official life, and I desire to place myself upon 
record as making that statement. 

ior what cause were these persons discharged, Mr. President? 
I call attention of the Senate particularly to some of the beauties 
of civil-service reform, this panacea for all official evils. Speak- 
ing of these ladies, Miss Dalton and Miss Flynn, Dr. White, the 
superintendent, who himself fell a victim to the system, says in 
his letter to me of January 16, 1897: 

The two girls discharged were my most faithful assistants. Their offense 
was having Mr. Bryan's picture in their windows. 

That was the only charge made against these girls. Their com- 
petency was not questioned; their fitness was not questioned; it 
was not questioned that the ladies were not discharging their 
duties during the requisite number of hours, and faithfully. Noth- 
ing was said against their character, because they are women of 
pure character. The only offense they had committed against the 
Administration and against the Secretary of Agriculture consisted 
in placing Mr. Bryan's picture in their windows. I suppose that 
if the placing of these pictures in the windows did not obstruct 
their vision and did not in any manner impede them in the faith- 
ful discharge of their duties,it was a mere matter of choice with 
them. But, says Dr. White: 

Six other of my assistants had McKinley pictures in their windows, but 
they are all O. K. 

They were not discharged. Two of these women out of the 
eight were admirers of Mr. Bryan. They were ladies who live in 
the State in which he lives; they were proud of the State, and 





proud of its greatness, and proud of the great man it had pro- 
duced; and with all the enthusiasm and love that women have for 
the community in which they live, in an unguarded moment, and 
without consulting the Secretary of Agriculture, they placed the 
picture of this great manin their windows. But six other women 
in that department had the picture of Mr. McKinley in thei, 
windows, and they were not reprimanded nor discharged for jt 
There is no pretense, there is no claim, that Miss Dalton and Miss 
Flynn committed any other offense than in placing these pictur 
in the windows of the offices where they were at work. 

Mr. Zeller’s offense consisted in the following fact—and I read 
from a letter addressed to me by J. C. Dahlman, chairman of the 
Democratic State central committee, and Lee Herdman, secretary, 
of February 8, 1897: : 

We charge and can show it to be an actual fact that the person in charge at 
South Omaha, under whose orders Zeller was working, instructed him to qu 
work and attend the said Democratic county central committee meeting 
the interest of the bolting Democrats who were seeking to control said « 
tral committee meeting, and that, by the orders of said person in charge 
said Sopeesennes at South Omaha, another man was put in the place of said 
Zeller during his absence. Said Zeller was given a proxy by those who r 
resent Morton in this State, and practically compelled by them to vote accord- 
ing to their dictates. This is now charged against him as neglect of duty 

It seems from the correspondence that Mr. Zeller was an advo- 
cate of the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 
to1. In other words. he was a Bryan supporter. As an Ameri- 
can citizen, he had a right to support whoever he might see proper 
for President. But those over him in office compelled him to take 
a proxy and go to a meeting of the Democratic county central 
committee for the purpose of disintegrating and destroying it, and, 
by that means, giving aid and comfort to the bolting Democrat 
and when he returned from the meeting and resumed his duties 
and began the exercise of his right of citizenship in thinking and 
acting and voting for himself, he fell under the ax of the heads- 
man. That is the only offense he committed. 

Mr. Holmes seems to have fallen a general victim. No specific 
charge was made against him, and 1 infer that he was discharged 
simply because he sympathized with those who were discharged. 

Dr. White was discharged because his son, a young man attend- 
ing school at Lincoln, a distance of 60 miles from Omaha, where 
the discharged persons were engaged in labor, saw fit to go upon 
the stump and make a few speeches in Mr. Bryan's interest. The 
doctor said nothing and did nothing to incur the enmity of any 
person; but because he failed to restrain his son, a man grown, or 
practically grown, and prevent him from making speeches advo- 
cating the election of Bryan to the Presidency, he also fella victim 
to civil-service reform. 

Mr. President, I call particular attention to the language used 
by the Civil Service Commissioners, because I blame them more 
than any other persons. They have been using this law, which 
was passed by Congress for a beneficial purpose, for the most 
infamous purposes for which any law can be used. Here comes the 
ordinary excuse when a man does not want to do anything: ‘‘ We 
feel that we have not the force at our disposal nor the time to 
make an investigation of our own.” It was an open insult; it was 
designed to be an insult. It was no more than to say: ‘*‘ Notwith- 
standing these persons have been dismissed unlawfully and in vio- 
lation of civil-service rules; notwithstanding it is apparent to us 
that they were discharged for political sympathy or political action, 
yet we are so dominated by the Administration, or by one of the 
Departments, that we will not even give them a hearing and an 
opportunity to be heard in their defense.” 

I shall not detain the Senate any length of time, Mr. President, 
in discussing this matter, but I must be permitted to call the 
attention of the country once more, if I can, to the fact that the 
civil-service law is a fraud, a snare, and a delusion. More persons 
fall victims to this so-called law than through any other cause or 
by any other means. Good but unsuspecting people all over the 
country believe that we should have a civil service that will rec- 
ognize men and women on account of their merit, but they do not 
know that this law is violated every day—violated in hundreds 
and thousands of instances of this kind—where the poor, helpless 
victims are hundreds of miles from this capital, where there is no 
practical appeal to the Commissioners, or to any court, for an 
investigation of the charges made against them. 

The Secretary of Agriculture comes from my State; he is a dis- 
tinguished citizen of my State. and I am loath to believe that he 
knows of this. I would not make the charge that he does. I pre- 
fer to believe that he knows nothing about it; that some subordi- 
nate in the Agricultural Department is responsible for the dis- 
charge of these persons. 

I hope, Mr. President, in conclusion, that the Senate will adopt 
this resolution, and, if it be true that these young ladies have been 
discharged for no greater offense than having Mr. Bryan’s picture 
in their windows, Mr. Zeller for no other offense than exercising 
his right of citizenship, and Dr. White for no greater offense than 
his son’s making political speeches 60 miles from him, let the coun- 
try understand the facts and let the Senate understand the facts 
and the people determine the right. 


> 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to the | until after the vote is taken on the immigration bill, and then I 


resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HILL. Iask to have the resolution read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. HILL. The resolution is rather unusual in its character, 
and pretty broad and comprehensive, but, nevertheless, I do not see 
any objection to it. 

he resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had pro- 
ceeded as the Constitution provides, to reconsider the bill (S. 894) 
entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Nancy G. Allabach,” re- 
turned by the President of the United States to the Senate, in 
which it originated, and passed by the Senate on a reconsidera- 
tion of the same; and it was 

Resolved, That the bill do not pass, two-thirds of the House not voting in 
the affirmative. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 
2037) to provide times and places for holding terms of United 
States courts in Utah. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 9643) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1898, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, each with an amendment in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 321) granting a pension to James W. Dunn; and 

A bill (8. 2923) for the better improvement of the Government 
reservation at the city of Fort Smith, in the State of Arkansas, 
and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 649) granting a pension to Joseph 8. Bunker; 

A bill (H. R. 2035) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 2321) to increase pension of John J. Cross; 

A bill (H. R. 2395) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Young, 
late private of Company G, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cav- 
alry; 

‘A bill (H. R. 2974) to correct the military record of Corydon 
Winkler, late private Eighth Company, First. Battalion, First 
Ohio Sharpshooters; 

A bill (H. R. 8402) granting a pension to William Sheppard, 

late of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan- 


A bill (H. R. 3605) granting a pension to Grotius N. Udell; 
A bill (H. R. 3842) to increase the pension of Edward Vunk; 
A bill (H. R. 4517) granting a pension to Washington Baker; 
A bill (H. R. 4539) granting a pension to Zolman Tyrrell; 
A bill (H. R. 5183) granting an increase of pension to Wesley A, 
Pletcher; 
A bill (H. R. 5612) granting a pension to Nathan Mitchell; 
an bill (H. R. 6159) to increase the pension of Mrs. Helen A. De 
ussy; 
A bill (H. R. 6268) to increase the pension of William N. Wells; 
R. 6803) granting a pension to Ellen Day, stepmother 
Day; 
R. $922) to pension Catharine Harris; 
. 7078) to increase the pension of Solomon Kline; 
. 7079) to increase the pension of Henry O. Hyre; 
. 7422) granting a pension to Lydia W. Holliday; 
7647) granting a pension of $30 per month to Albert 


H. R. 7688) for the relief of John M. Laughlin; 
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record of Anton Ernst; 
(H. R. 8706) to correct the military record of Patrick 


A (H. R. 10202) gon, | 
States circuit courts in cases 
letters patent. 


PROPOSED RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. LODGE. I now call up the report of the conference com- 
mittee on the immigration bill, and ask that it may be read. 

The VICE. PRESIDEN T. The Secretary will read as maapeems. 
* Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I gave notice yesterday that 
Ishould call up the Indian appropriation bill immediately after the 
foutine morning business to-day, but 1 will defer that motion 
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the jurisdiction of the United 
rought for the infringement of 


H. R. 8075) to remove the charge of desertion from the 


shall call up the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. LODGE. Theconference report has not yet been formally 
presented. I now present it, and ask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Mr. PALMER. I rise to ask whether the report of the com- 
mittee of conference is now before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will first be read, after 
which it will be before the Senate. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing v sof the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 7864, Ar nd 
the immigration laws of the Uni lavir 


i ad States,”’ | r met 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recomme 






















7.vVve 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment, and a YH ill 
as follows: Strike ont the first secti fter the words “‘admissio the 
United States the following” and insert: 

‘““All persons physically capable and over 16 years of age who read 
and write the English language or some other language: but o 
able to read and write who is over 50 years of : h nd- 

arent of a qualified immigrant over 21 years f rt. 
ing such parent or grandparent may acc } grant ich 
a parent or grandparent may be sent for join the fa fa 
child or qrandchiid over 21 years of *, Similarly qualified and capa! and 
a wife or minor child not so able to read and write may accompany or be sent 
for and come to join the husband or parent similarly qualified and capable.” 
Strike out the present section 2 and insert a new section as follow 
“Sec. 2. For the purpose of testing the ability of the immigrai read 


and write, as required by the foregoing section, the inspection officers shall 
be furnished with copies of the Constitution of the United States, printed 
on numbered uniform pasteboard slips, each containing not less than twenty 
nor more than twenty-five words of said Constitution printed in the various 
languages of the immigrants in double small pica type. These slips shall 
be kept in boxes made for that purpose and so constructed as to conceal the 
slips from view, each box to contain slips of but one language, and the im- 
migrant may designate the language in which he prefers the test shall be 
made. Each immigrant shall be required to draw one of said slips from the 
box and read, and afterwards write out, in full view of the immigration ofti- 
cers, the words printed thereon. Each slip shall be returned to the box im- 
mediately after the test is finished, and the contents of the box shall be 
shaken up by an inspection officer before another drawing is made. No im- 
migrant failing to read and write out the slip thus drawn by him shall be 
admitted, but he shall be returned to the country from which he came at 
the expense of the steamship or railroad company which brought him, as 
now provided by law. The inspection officers shall keep in each box at all 
times a full number of said printed pasteboard slips, and in the case of each 
excluded immigrant shall keep a certified memorandum of the number of the 
slip which the said immigrant failed to read or copy out in writing. If in 
any case from any unavoidable cause the foregoing slips are not at hand for 
use, the inspection officers shall carefully and thoroughly test the ability of 
the immigrant to read and write, using the most appropriate and available 
means at their command; and shall state fully in writingthe reasons why 
the slips are lacking, and describe the substituted method adopted for test- 
ing the ability of the immigrant.” 

Strike out the present section 8 and insert a new section, as follows: 

“Sxco. 3. That the provisions of the act of March 3, 1893, to facilitate the ens 
forcement of the immigration and contract-labor laws, shall apply to the per 
sons mentioned in section 1 of this act.” 

Strike out the present sections 4, 5, and 6, and insert as follows: 

“Sec. 4. That it shall hereafter be unlawful for any male alien who has not 
in good faith made his declaration before the proper court of his intention to 
become a citizen of the United States, to be employed on any public works 
of the United States, or tocome regularly or habitually into the United States 
by land or water for the purpose of engaging in any mechanical trade or 
manual labor for wages or salary, returning from time to time to a foreign 
country. ' 

“Sec. 5. Thatit shall be unlawful for any person, partnership, company, or 
corporation knowingly to employ any alien coming into the United States in 
violation of the next preceding section of this act: Provided, That the pro- 
visions of this act shall not apply to the employment of sailors, deck hands, 
or other employees of vessels, or railroad train hands, such as conductors, 
engineers, brakemen, firemen, or beggagemen, whose duties require them to 
pass over the frontier to reach the termini of their runs, or to boatmen or 
guides on the lakes and rivers on the northern border of the United States 

“So. 6. That any violation of the provisions of sections 4 and 5 of this act 
by any alien or citizen shall be deemed a misdemeanor, punishable by a fine 
not exceeding $500 or by imprisonment for the term of not exceeding 
year, or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the , 
Provided, That all persons convicted of a violation of section 4 of this act 
shall be deported to the country whence they came.” 

“Sro. 7. That notwithstanding the provisions of this or any other existing 
law, the Secretary of the Treasury may permit aliens to enter this country 
for the purpose of teaching new arts or industries under such rules and reg- 
ulations as he may provide.” 

Add a new section as follows: 

“Sxo. 8. That this act shall not apply to persons arriving in the United 
States from any port or place in the ee of Cuba, during the continuance 
of the present disorders there, who have heretofore been inhabitants of 
island.” 

Strike out the present section 7 and insert as follows: 

“So. 9. That this act shall take effect July 1, 1897.” 

H. ©. LODGE. 

WM. E. CHANDLER, 

CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers of the Conference on the Part of the Senate. 

L. DANFORD, 

STANYARNE WILSON, 
Managers of the Conference on the Part of the House. 





that 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire only to say a very few 
words as to the nature of the report, which has been in print for 
a week and on the tables of Senators, and which I think is entirely 
understood. 

The conferees have changed the phrasing in regard to the lan- 
guage qualification from “ the English language or the language 
of the native or resident country” to ‘“‘the English or some, other 
language.” 
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In deference to objection made on the floor in regard to the point 
that the original conference report would separate husband and 
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my experience and observation, both, are that the terms and con- 
ditions required of immigrants, persons coming into the United 


wife. a new clause has been added which enables a man able to States, as imposed by this bill are essentially and radically unjust, 


read and write to bring with him or send for not only his wife, 
but his minor children—an enlargement made by the committee. 

The new section, which was put in as an administrative section, 
to which objection was made by the senior Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN] as new matter, has been stricken out entirely. 
That part of the bill, therefore, comes back from the second con- 
ference in substance as it left the Senate. The addition is what 
is known as the Corliss amendment. That was in the last con- 
ference report, and remains unchanged in this conference report. 
The Senate committee, as it will be remembered, struck out the 
Corliss amendment when they first reported the bill. The House 
conferees stood very strongly for that amendment, but finally 
agreed to accept important modifications in it, and then insisted 
upon its retention in the bill. 

I have nothing further to say, Mr. President. I think the bill 
has been so much discussed that it is thoroughly understood. I 
desire merely to move at the proper time fixed for taking the vote 
that the Senate concur in the conference report. I gladly give 
way now to the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GiBson] in opposi- 
tion to the bill. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I yield a part of the time which 
I shall ask the Senate to accord to me to the Senator from Illinois 
{Mr. PALMER], who desires to address the Senate briefly on this 
question, after which I understand he will be followed by the Sen- 
ator from Montana [Mr. CarTER]. I shall desire then to take the 
floor in my own behalf. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, from the growth of what may 
be called nativism in the United States, and from the fact, as I 
understand, that in another branch of Congress this conference 
report has been accepted, I expect that the Senate will concur with 
the conference committee. I know of no sentiment, no feeling 
which has prevailed throughout the United States to a greater or 
less extent, and for which I have a greater and more profound and 
earnest detestation, than the doctrine of nativism. Believing as 
I do that all men are entitled to liberty, or, as that term is best 
expressed in the ancient Declaration, ‘life, liberty, and the pur- 
suit of happiness,” and believing that the right of expatriation and 
of migration is essential to the enjoyment of that — liberty 
which I claim to be the right of every man, I have detested nativ- 
ism. This is but an expansion of that same sentiment. Its real 
purpose is to réstrict immigration, to confine it, to impose condi- 
tions upon the right of foreigners to migrate into the United States. 
It is not very successfully done, however, and I congratulate the 
committee of conference that they have improved the original 
Senate bill so much. 

When the bill was before the Senate on a former occasion I 
opposed it because its effect would be to separate families. I rec- 
ollect that Senators on this floor argued that it was no hardship 
to parents that they should remain in the country of their birth 
until their children were educated to the moderate extent which 
is required by this bill. 

Mr. President, [do not wish to be understood as underrating 
the value of even the moderate degree of literary attainment 
required by this bill as a probable improvement in enlightened 
citizenship. I have during my whole life favored free public edu- 
vation. In 1847 I was a member of a constitutional convention of 
the State of Dlinois, and I reported to that convention, without 
succeeding in securing its adoption, a constitutional provision 
which would, if it had been adopted, impose upon the State the 
duty of providing a common school education, as the term then 
was understood in Illinois, for all the children of the State. I 
have also favored the diffusion of free education. I make these 
remarks in advance, because I do not wish to be understood as 
underrating the value, as I have said before, of the moderate 
degree of education required by this conference report. But ‘‘a 
man’s a man for a’ that.” 

The great purpose of our Government is to promote the happi- 
ness of the people, though I concede the right of the State to ex- 
clude from its limits or prevent the entrance into its territory of 
all dangerous persons, persons who have been guilty of crime, 
because liberty itself, as precious as it is, and to the extent that I 
claim the right of every man to liberty, may be forfeited by the 
commission of crimes. Such is the provision of the constitutions 
of all the States, especially of the constitution of the State of Ili- 
nois, to which I appeal with more confidence, because I am more 
familiar with its provisions. Liberty itself may be forfeited by 
the commission of crime whereof the party has been duly con- 
victed. 

I grant also that quarantine laws may be enacted for the pro- 
tection of the public health. I am not disposed to limit the power 
of Congress, which may pass naturalization laws, to impose such 
proper and reasonable terms, such conditions as are essential to 
the enjoyment of the liberty which belongs to every man—to 
impose such terms and conditions of adoptive citizenship. But 
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as they impose conditions upon the natural rights of law-abiding 
men. 

I have said before that I concede that men hold the right to lib- 
erty upon the condition of their obedience to law, and perhaps I 
may add their ability to support themselves without being a pub- 
lic charge. I concede that those are proper limitations upon the 
right of migration, the right of leaving an old home and finding 
a new one. 

I read from the report: 

All persons physically capable and over 16 years of age who can not read 
and write the English language or some other language. 

I have said that this condition, in addition to being unjust, and 
one that has its origin in a desire to check and to control immigra- 
tion, will be found in practice to be absolutely useless. While I 
have conceded that the United States may exclude dangerous per- 
sons from its limits, I have found by somewhat extended observa- 
tion that the dangerous men who enter the United States, the 
brawling anarchists, those who would disturb public order, can 
read and write, and do read and do write, while this will operate 
upon a harmless and useful class of immigrants. 

Having said this much in regard to the first section of the con- 
ference report, I will proceed to note my protest against the fourth 
section of the bill. 

Is it not true, Mr. President, that the provisions of this fourth 
section of the bill will be found in the code of no other State? My 
observation and reading are not so extensive as to justify me in 
saying that this section is peculiarly American. I am sure it is 
not found in the codes of the Dominion nor of England; I am sure 
it is not found in the code of Mexico, nor of any of those countries 
which adjoin us. It is also true that the purpose of this section is 
to operate upon laborers alone. It reads: 


Sec. 4. That it shall hereafter be unlawful for any male alien who has not 
in good faith made his declaration before the proper court of his intention to 
become a citizen of the United States to be cmpreres on any public works 
of the United States, or to come regularly or habitually into the United 
States by land or water for the purpose of engaging in any mechanical trade 


or manual labor for wages or salary, returning from time to time toa foreign 
country, 


I say that it is obvious, because no other persons are expressed, 
that this is intended to operate alone on mechanics and laborers. 
Whether the authors of this report intended that the requirement 
of reading and writing should not be imposed upon the laborers 
who return from time to time to a foreign country or not,I do not 
know. Ido not know whether the Canadian laborer or the Mexi- 
-an laborer or any laborer who may come into the United States 
with a view of bettering his condition and returning to his own 
country would be required to be able to read and write or not. 
The section is distressingly uncertain on that point, and possibly 
a construction may be given it that would make it read as I will 
suggest: 

That hereafter it shall be unlawful for any male alien not able to read the 
English language, or some other language, to become a citizen of the United 
States or to make his declaration before the proper court of his intention to 
become a citizen of the United States. 

Iam not able to determine in my own mind exactly whether 
that requirement would be imposed upon an alien laborer coming 
into the United States to work at some mechanical trade or 
manual labor or not. But I have said that in my judgment the 
provision found in the fourth section is without precedent in the 
legislation of any civilized country in the world. I make that 
broad statement subject to the right of any Senator to suggest 
where a similar law can be found or where a similar provision of 
law can be found. So the United States of America, ‘‘the land 
of the free and the home of the brave,” the land which has offered 
a refuge to the orderly men of all the world, originates this policy. 

Mr. President, can it be supposed for a moment that the Do- 
minion of Canada or Mexico—indeed, all the world—will not imi- 
tate our miserably narrow example? Suppose that our people 
go into other countries; that miners and lumbermen go into Can- 
ada or into other portions of the British dominion, and that those 
countries should imitate our example. Indeed, I saw the other 
day, in a newspaper published at Detroit, the statement that the 
exclusion of occasional labor from other countries would operate 
more severely upon the Americans in the case of countervailing 
legislation than it would upon the people of any adjacent state or 
territory. Is it not true that minersare seeking the rich treasures 
of the Mexican mines; that Americans are flocking to that coun- 
try? Is it not true that thousands of our people are visiting the 
mines of the Northwest, and have gone across the border and are 
engaged in the preparation of lumber for the American market? 
Is not all that true, and can it be believed for a moment—— 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Illinois permit me? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. CAFFERY. There are a great many Americans now en- 
gaged in mining in the Transvaal. There are American engineers 
conducting mining operations there largely. 
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Mr. PALMER. Iam obliged to the Senator for the suggestion. 
Undoubtedly our people are seeking adventure in all countries 
where wages or salaries can be found. The suggestion of the 
Transvaal is one, and I repeat Mexico and the British dominions. 
They are every where. If this country shall be guilty of an offense 
against the comity of nations so gross and offensive as this is, it 
may be expected that other nations will imitate our example. 
Indeed, I observed the other day that as to the lake navigation the 
Canadians have threatened to adopt retaliatory legislation. It is | 
an outrage upon the comity of nations and of the civilization of 
the age that mere laborers, toilers who may happen to live across 
the line, whose homes may be in Canada or in Mexico, shall not 
be allowed to come into the United States and labor for the sup- 

rt of those who are dear to them. I mention this fact because 
it is the oe of a system of legislation that will place us at 
war with all the world—I mean a war of legislative restrictions. 

Mr. President, the whole principle upon which these require- 
ments are made, either in New England or in the States of literary 
qualifications for the exercise of any right, is a crime against 
humanity. In some of the New England States they require that 
men shall be able to read or write. I donot remember what the 
qualifications are. ] ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think there is only one New England 
State that does so. 

Mr. PALMER. Only one of the New England States? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; Massachusetts. 

Mr. PALMER. Illinois, which requires no such qualification, is 
as well governed as Massachusetts. Every man in Illinois who 
has not been convicted of crime participates in the exercise of the 
right of suffrage. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator says Illinois is as well governed as 
Massachusetts. I suppose the Senator is speaking of the time 
when he was governor. 

Mr. PALMER. Thenandnow. As amatter of course, Ido not 
except my own incumbency of the gubernatorial office. The State 
was well governed, and it is as well governed as Massachusetts, 
and Massachusetts can claim no superiority over Illinois or any of 
the States where the right of suffrage is unrestricted. 

The fatal example of Massachusetts has furnished a precedent 
for much of the history of the South. In the Southern States a 
literary Sem anp mage is required, and the precedent of Massachu- 
setts is pleaded by way of extenuation or excuse. Massachusetts 
perhaps is the inventor of that system by which a large propor- 
tion of the men of the South are excluded from the exercise of 
their rights. Such will be the fatal effect of legislation like this. 
It is dangerous as an example; it is dangerous as a precedent; it 
is objectionable upon moral grounds which I need not argue. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator from Illinois, if he will permit 
me, ought to bear in mind that the constitutional prohibition in 
Massachusetts is accompanied by provisions for securing popular 
education so liberal, comprehensive, far-reaching, and effective 
that practically no native of the Commonwealth, who has not some 
peculiar mental infirmity unfitting him for capacity, is unable 
to read and write. So the restriction, such as it is, applies only to 
persons coming into the State from other places, either at home 
or abroad—chiefly abroad—to whom reading and writing are ordi- 
narily almost essential as a means of becoming acquainted with 
the character and spirit of American institutions or the merits of | 
pending questions. Tho reading and writing prohibition of the 
constitution, without an absolute provision requiring all children | 
to go to school when they are of school age and without providing 
means at the public charge for their education, is a very different 
thing from such a provision where it is accompanied with such a 
policy. 

I a not believe that a native of Massachusetts, and it is very rare 
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indeed that a native of the United States, is ever affected by that | 
provision. I do not wish to trespass upon the good nature of the | 
Senator from Illinois, or to take the time of the Senate to go into 
a general discussion of the policy of a reading and writing prohi- 
bition as applied practically to foreigners from other countries. | 
I am willing to do so on any proper occasion, but I desired to sub- | 
mit to the Senator the suggestion I have made. 
Mr. PALMER. The provisions made in Massachusetts for edu- 
cation are possibly wise, and as liberal as those of any other State, | 
but the Senator concedes that the effect of the qualifications pre- 
scribed by the constitution does sometimes operate to the exclu- 
sion of natives of the State, and it does more frequently operate 
to the exclusion of the rights of American citizens, who have be- | 
come so from choice—men who have proved in courts that they 
are of good character, and are attached to the Constitution of the 
United States. : ; 
One of the grounds on which I oppose this measure is that in 
Massachusetts the prohibition operates to the exclusion of foreign- 
ers, and in some of the Southern States it operates to the exclu- 
sion of the negroes, men who are free, having been made free by 
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propermeans. The miserable example of Massachusetts is pleaded 
as a precedent for similar provisions in the constitutions of South- 
ern States under which law-abiding, orderly, industrious men are 
denied a right to participate in the Government which they are 
compelled to support by the payment of taxes and by other means. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois a 
question. Does he deny or doubt that the class of people to which 
this is applicable can, if dwelling in Massachusetts, with the 
resources which the State places at their command, acquire that 
constitutional qualification in the five years between taking out 
their original papers and their final papers, if they are su disposed? 

Mr. PALMER. I admit that they can. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. PALMER. Most of them, however—— 

Mr. HOAR. Then, if the Senator will pardon me, this miser- 
able policy that he talks of is a policy which never excluded a 
native American, probably; certainly not to amount to anything, 

Mr. PALMER. One is enough. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a policy which says to the foreigner “ during 
the five years between the filing of the original papers and the 
granting of your final papers we will teach you to read and to 
write if you want to learn. If you will not do it, you can not 
vote.” That is all there is of it. 

Mr. GRAY. Will theSenator from Ilinois allow me to ask the 
Senator from Massachusetts a question? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts whether the opportunities for learning to read and write, 
which are concededly so liberal in Massachusetts, extend to 
adults? 

Mr. HOAR. They extend to any adult who chooses to avail 
himself of free schools. There is no trouble with it at all. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator suppose that an adult who comes 
here and has to earn his living with his hands can avail himself 
of those opportunities? 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose that any adult with the energy and ca- 
pacity and principle which an American citizen ought to have 
will not have the slightest difficulty in the world in learning to 
read and write within the five years of his preliminary experience. 

I have known again and again colored adults to learn to read 
andwrite. I remember once going down in the evening for some 


| special purpose in search of a colored man who wasin my employ. 


As I went to the front door of his house I passed the side window, 
and there he was sitting, with his little girl 10 or 12 years of age 
teaching him to read and write. Since that time he has pub- 
lished a very admirable book of his own composition. 

I wish to add that this talk about the miserable example of Mas- 
sachusetts is, in my judgment, a piece of pure demagogic work in 
many of the quarters from which it comes. f would not attribute 
any such purpose or motive to the Senator from Illinois, of course; 
it would be furthest from my thought to do so; but he has taken 
up idle, wild, and shallow conclusions and judgments. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam perfectly willing to take my place with 
every one who uses the language that I do, and if the Senator from 
Massachusetts chooses to attribute to me the language of a dema- 
gogue, I must accept it. I have no desire to separate myself from 
those who denounce any infringement upon the right of an Ameri- 
can citizen to participate in his Government, a Government that 
he must defend in time of war, a Government to whose support 
he must contribute from his property in peace. I therefore repu- 
diate, repel, deny any claim that I have to separate myself from 
those who think as | do and use the language | do. 

The Senator from Massachusetts does not seem to realize the 
dignity and the importance of the rights ef an American citizen. 
The State of Massachusetts during the war sent its emissaries into 
the South and enlisted thousands of men who could neither read 
nor write to fill its quota, when required by the laws of the land. 
Those men were good enough to fight for Massachusetts, but had 
no right to participate in the government of that State, because 
they could neither read nor write. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Illinois speak of a colored 
man fighting in that war at which his liberty was at stake as a 
man fighting for Massachusetts? 

Mr. PALMER. Ispeak of the fact that Massachusetts filled its 
quota with men who could neither read nor write. Many of 
them are now inhabitants of the State. They were permitted to 
take the place of citizens who conld read and write, as I suppose. 

I met during the war thousands of men from all the States who 
could neither read nor write. They were brave men. They stood 
in their places in the ranks. Some of them died there; others sus- 
tained wounds; they were in the hospital. They were men who 
could neither read nor write, and yet under this bill such a man 
shall not be allowed to become a citizen of the United States. I 
have been drawn away from the true argument— 

Mr. HOAR. The prohibition of the State constitution excepts 
all soldiers from the disqualification. 


Mr. PALMER. iam glad of that. They were not exempted, 
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I suppose, at the time of enlistment. They did their service and 
filled the place. They were known as Massachusetts regiments, 
and were commanded generally by Massachusetts men. 

I had not expected to engage in this discussion at such great 
length. I dislike this legislation, first, because it is radically un- 
just. It abridges the right of an orderly man to go into a strange 
country, if he will, and there make a home. 

In justice to the bill, I must say it does not prohibit the incom- 
ing of the family on account of the ignorance of the children or 
the wife. But I oppose it upon the ground I mention. I oppose 
it asa precedent. I regard it as a concession to that detestable 
thing called nativism, which is a most desirable thing when kept 
within proper and humane limits. I oppose it because it is a 
precedent. It is legislation in the direction of other restrictions, 
and it imposes upon the rightsof man. The right of a man to 
migrate, to expatriate himself, to leave his own country and come 
to this, has been claimed and conceded. I do not know whether 
Martin Koszta could read or write, probably he could; but would 
it have been avy different when he was at Smyrna, when Ameri- 
can citizenship was prized as it then was? Indeed this, in my 
judgment, is intended as a restriction, as a means of embarrassing 
emigration. 

Having thus stated my views with the utmost freedom, I shall 
no longer claim the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. GIBSON. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAuLKNERinthechair). The 
Senator from Maryland suggests the absence of aquorum. The 


Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Cullom, Lodge, Proctor, 
Allen, Daniel, MeMillan, Pugh, 
Allison, Faulkner, Martin, Sewell, 
Bacon, Frye, Mills, Shoup, 
Sate, Gallinger, Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 
Berry, Gear, Morgan, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Morrill, Teller, 
Burrows, Gordon, Nelson, Tillman, 
Caffery, Gorman, Palmer, Turpie, 
Call, Gray, Pasco, est, 
Carter, Hawley, Peffer, Vilas, 
Chandler, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Walthall, 
Chilton, Lindsay, Platt, White. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-two Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, it seems at this time useful that 
the parliamentary situation in which the pending measure is found 
should be understood. On the 1ith instant, in the absence of the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson] and during my temporary 
absence from the Chamber, unanimous consent was given to vote 
upon the measure at 4 o’clock this afternoon. Iam free to say 
that if I had been present at the time, Ishould have objected to the 
agreement, but realizing the necessity for rigid adherence to such 
arrangements when made, I do not feelauthorized or even inclined 
in any manner to impair the arrangement as consummated then. 
However, I wish to give notice that if this conference report shall 
be disagreed to I will immediately, following that action, present 
this resolution to the Senate for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Senate request a further conference with the House on 
the bill of the House H. R. 7864, and that the Senate conferees be, and are 
hereby, instructed to insist upon adding to section 4 of the bill as reported by 
the conference the following, to wit: “That the provisions of this section 
shall not apply to any alien who is a resident citizen of any country on this 
hemisphere.”’ 

The section referred to is that read by the Senator from Illinois, 
made applicable to aliens coming into the United States and find- 
ing employment here prior to declaring their intention to become 
citizens. I agree with the Senator from Illinois that no such leg- 
islation, so far as my knowledge extends, can be found upon the 
statute books of any civilized country in Christendom to-day. Let 
the section be read. It is found as follows: 


Sec. 4. That it shall hereafter be unlawful for any male alien who has not 
in good faith made his declaration before the proper court of his intention to 
become a citizen of the United States to be employed on any public works of 
the United States, or to come regularly or habitually into the United States 
by land or water for the purpose of engaging in any mechanical trade or 
manual labor, for wages or salary, returning from time to time to a foreign 
country. 


The next section prohibits the employment of such persons, and 
reads as follows: 


Sec. 5. That it shall be unlawful for any person, partnership, company, or 
corporation knowingly to employ any alien coming into the United States in 
violation of the next preceding section of this act: Provided, That the pro- 
visions of this act shall not apply to the employment of sailors, deck hands, or 
other employees of vessels, or railroad train hands, such as conductors, engi- 
neers, brakemen, firemen, or baggagemen, whose duties require them to 
over the frontier to reach the termini of their runs, or to boatmen or guides 
on the lakes and rivers on the northern border of the United States. 


Then follows in another section a most severe and drastic pen- 
alty, to be attached in the event of this employment being procured. 

It reads as follows: 

Src. 6. That any violation of the provisions of sections 4 and 5 of this act 


by auy alien or citizen shall be deemed a misdemeanor, punishable by a fine 
pot exceeding $500 or by imprisonment for the term of not ex: one 


~ 


year, or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the « 
Provided, That all persons convicted of a violation of section 4 07 this act 
shall be deported to the country whence they came. 


urt: 


With reference to the bill in general, I have no special objection, 
If criticism might at this time be offered, I think it would lod. 
against the bill as an immature and unwise piece of legislation 
crude, as my colleague suggests. It seems that it would be i; 
nitely better to provide that persons contemplating residence 
citizenship in this country should first go before an Ameri 
consul abroad and make clear to the consul of the United Sta: 
the fact of previous good character and capacity to become cit 
zens and show appreciation of citizenship in this Republic. B 
the committee did not think proper to incorporate such a conditi 
precedent. 

The objectionable sections might, with some degree of propri: 
be made applicable to aliens residing across the water, where 
conditions have so fettered the hands of toil that men are not n 
capable, after passing through centuries of those hard surrow 
ings, to compete upon terms of equality and with justice to our 
own workmen in this country. 

But, Mr. President, let it be known and understood that it | 
been the proud boast of this Republic that its standing in the c 
ilized world entitles it to assert as a vital principle the far-fam 
Monroe doctrine. We have assumed the right to speak for th 
hemisphere and the people who live upon it. We have assum 
and arrogated to ourselves the privilege of dictating, independ: 
of Europe, policy for the peoples residing in North and Sout! 
America. While asserting that doctrine as a rule of action bind- 
ing upon all nations of Europe, it is now proposed to incorporate 
in a law this pessimistic, drastic, and trifling proposition that no 
citizen on the American continent who does not previously de- 
clare his intention to become a part of the Republic shall be per- 
mitted to do a day’s work within the limits of the United States. 
Go back into the most provincial periods of the Middle Ages, when 
passion and prejudice controlled the day, and you will find no- 
where a proposition put upon a statute book like that. 

What is to be the effect upon our own people, Mr. President? 
If we have no regard for neighborly relationship, if we do not 
wish to indicate any desire to live on terms of peace and good will 
with those who adjoin our territories, let us, then, respond, if 
response is demanded, to the matter of pure, unadulterated sel f- 
interest in the matter. 

Can the government of Canada fail to incorporate in the statute 
law of the Dominion at the earliest possible opportunity the exact 
language which we now propose to incorporate in the law of the 
United States? Canada has a larger number of square miles of 
land than the United States within its geographical boundaries. 
It has less than 5,000,000 of population, I believe it can safely be 
asserted that where one citizen of Canada who has not declared 
an intention to be a citizen of this country will be found toiling 
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-in the United States there are at least a dozen American citizens 


enjoying lucrative employment in the broad domain of that prac- 
tically unoccupied country. 

Mr. GRAY. May ILask the Senator from Montana a question 
there for information? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. CARTER. I shall be glad to yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave not had time to look over the conference 
report, but I understood the Senator to say, and I want to ask 
him if he says it after due consideration, that the section inserted 
by the conference report to-day provides that it shall be unlawful 
for any person, partnership, or company in this country to em- 

loy any alien who has not previously declared his intention of 
coming a citizen. Is that true? 

Mr. CARTER. That is the language of the proposed law. 

Mr. GRAY. Oris it confined to the public works of the United 
States? I am inclined to think that the first impression I got is 
the correct one, that it prohibits any private employment of an 
alien who has not previously declared his intention. 

Mr. CARTER. Iso understand the language of the section. 

Mr. CHANDLER. From regularly and habitually coming. 

Mr. GRAY. If that is the case, it is very much more drastic 
than the preceding report. 

Mr. CARTER. Undoubtedly these two sections of this proposed 
act will inaugurate a policy in this country which will call for 
retaliation from every Government upon the American continent. 
West of the main range of the Rocky Mountains there must bo 
to-day employed at from $2.50 to $3.50 per day, in the mines of 
British Columbia, no less than from 25,000 to 50,000 American citi- 
zens. Do we desire to bring about a state of affairs where those 
American citizens must either relinquish their jobs or renounce 
their citizenship as Americans and ome subjects of Her Maj- 
esty the — of Great Britain? : 

In the Republic of Mexico it is a fact so notorious as to require 
no citation of authority that the vast — of railroads is oper- 
ated generally, managed, and controlled by American citizens. 
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The railway conductors, the division superintendents, the section | 
foremen, the roadmasters, the clerks in the offices, the yardmasters | 
at the terminals, the firemen—indeed, a very large proportion of | 
the persons who furnish the directing genius of the railroads of | 
Mexico are citizens of the United States. Is it wise, consulting | 
naught but the mere matter of selfishness, to invite the Repablic 
of Mexico to command these people either to leave the Republic or 
renounce citizenship of the United States and become citizens of | 
Mexico? 

On the St. Croix River, coming nearer to the Eastern coast, I 
am advised that the large woolen mills found upon the north 
bank of the river pretty generally employ operatives who reside | 
within the United States. Ihave been informed by a Senator | 
upon the floor that the owner of one of thei, an individual who 
employs a large number of people, says he is advised by the Do- 
minion authorities that they will be constrained if not compelled 
by public sentiment to enact retaliatory measures at once, and that 
it will result in destroying the occupation of thousands of people 
who reside along the St. Croix River and find lucrative employ- 
ment upon the northern bank. 

But it is suggested that for the benefit of a few States on the 
Pacific Coast the Chinese exclusion act was passed. I trust that 
no Senator inclined to draw forth that simile in aid of this legisla- 
tion will for one moment ask the Senate to discern any particular 
similarity between a resident of Canada and a citizen or subject 
of China. It was deemed for the best interests of all the people of 
the United States to put some sort of check by legislative enact- 
ment between the laboring elements of this country and the 400,- 
000,000 people in China. The wisdom of that law, I think, has 
been amply demonstrated. But the fact that that enactment 
obtained has no relation to the case we are now considering. 

The mission of the United States assumed, and very properly, 
has been to extend its influence as a beneficent, benevolent, civi- 
lizing agency over all this hemisphere. We believe that our ad- 
vancement in science, in civilization, in art, in industry, together 
with our large population and resources, entitle us, yea, command 
us, to discharge an obligation and duty to all the people residing on 
this Western Hemisphere, the people who have responded largely 
to our example and to their own aspirations for liberty by getting 
governments established similar to our own. Are we now, near 
the close of the nineteenth century, to draw a line between the 
United States and these neighboring States, anc through the draw- 
ing of the line actually force American citizenship upon any man 
who wants to come in here for a brief period to make a living, or 
to see whether he likes the country? 

As heretofore suggested, these two sections will inaugurate a 
policy. With that policy I believe the sentiment of this country 
is and will continue to be at war. There is no demand either 
East or West, North or South, for any inhibition on honest men 
from either Mexico or Canada coming into the United States and 
going back at their own sweet will. We receive from the Do- 
minion and the adjoining Republic the courtesy which we have 
been extending, and our interests will severely suffer, as well as 
our good manners, if we now depart from the ancient policy, 
which has not resulted in evil, but in much good, by adopting 
these two severe and unheard-of sections as a part of the pro- 


law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Montana allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator whether it is not a fact 
that American wages are very much higher than the wages in the 
countries north and south of us, and whether it is not the Sena- 
tor’s policy and my policy to keep them very much higher? 

Mr. CARTER. That will not hold good as to the mining popu- 
lation in the Northwest. I believe along the St. Croix River the 
wages paid in Canada are just as remunerative as the wages paid 
on the south bank of theriver. I think thesame is true at Detroit 
andotherplaces. I know, as farasthemining region is concerned, 
with which I am most familiar, that the wages are substantially 
the same. The same class of enterprises is being prosecuted on 
the north as on the south side of the line, and any American citi- 
zen going into the Dominion of Canada to mine is treated precisely 
the same as and on terms of equality with a subject of Great 
Britain. He is called upon merely to take out a miner’s license, 
and everyone is required to do that. 

With reference to the Mexican border, conditions are somewhat 
different. The superiority of the artisans of our own country 
will usually proveample protection in so far as Mexico is concerned. 

I shall offer the resolution read in the beginning of my remarks 
when this vote shall have been taken, provided the vote disagrees 
with the conference report. I should not have detained the Sen- 
ate on this subject, but it appeared obvious to my mind, after 
full consideration, that the adoption of the conference report as it 
stands would inaugurate a policy on the part of this Government 
which no Senator stands prepared to-day to father or support. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. sident, when the bill was up before, 
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there was an objectionable feature of the bill separating husband 
and wife, which has been excluded from the conference report. 
In a brief argument I stated some objections which I had to the 
bill. The objections are to the general character of the measure. 
I do not believe in placing an educational qualification upon an 
immigrant tothiscountry. I think that that qualification is prop- 
erly imposed in the several States asa qualification upon the fran- 
chise, and not as a test of the desirability of an immigrant. 
Ihave failed to observe that an illiterate immigrant, a hard- 
working, industrious man, @:d not make a good citizen. Under 
the policy adopted in the several States. notably in Massachusetts, 
and latterly in a good many of the Southern States, it has been 
found politic to adopt an educational qualification for the exercise 


of the elective franchise. With that policy Ihave noquarrel. I 
indorse that policy fully. 

But, Mr. President, the main objection, as I understand, to 
unrestricted immigration, is that the immigration may in some 


manner, in some way, compete with American labor, and thereby 
reduce the wages of American laborers. That argument, if worth 
anything, is only to be applied to States where there is already an 
abundance of labor. It signally fails of any application where 
there is a dearth of labor. Notwithstanding since the war there 
has been a larger amount of immigration into the United States 
than ever before, the fact remains that the price of labor through- 
out the United States instead of declining has steadily advanced. 

Some years ago I read an address delivered by an eminent citi- 
zen of the United States at the centennial anniversary of Ameri- 
can independence at Philadelphia. It was delivered hy Mr. 
William M. Evarts. That address set out that after the war of 
independence there was between the thirteen original colonies 
scattered along the American seaboard a very wide line of de- 
marcation. That line was the black belt. In that address it was 
set out that the presence of a large number of colored people 
owned as skives prevented white immigration from entering 
the South; that immigration therefore necessarily had followed 
lines of longitude instead of lines of latitude; the more inviting 
climate, the more fertile soil of the South was denied to the Euro- 
pean immigrant, and therefore he had to make his home west- 
ward. Mr. Evarts attributed the wonderful growth of the 
western section of our Union to the fact that European white im- 
migration poured into that section and built up a new empire, at 
the expense of the South. 

Now, sir, thereare, omitting Alaska, about 1,500,000 square miles 
of arable surface in the United States, and of this area there are 
only 282,500 square miles now cultivated. This is a little over 20 
per cent of the arable lands in the United States. Of that uncul 
tivated territory the larger portion now is in the South. 

I think it would be suicidal in the South to put any sort of re- 
striction upon the access into the United States of hard-working, 
industrious foreign immigrants. I do not think that the present 
immigrants are as aclass equal to the original settlersof this coun. 
try; but I do know that more than three-quarters of the area of 
the United States now wants development, and it wants develop- 
ment through industrious muscle and brawn and brain. In my 
opinion it would be exceedingly impolitic and unwise to exclude 
hard-working, industrious immigrants from the United States by 
~" provision of this kind. 

t is true, sir, that the qualification is not drastic nor very wide 
in its scope. It only excludes immigrants over 16 years of age 
who can not read and write the English language or some other 
language. But unfortunately the large class of immigrants from 
Europe—hard-working, industrious people—are denied the privi- 
leges and opportunities of public education; and while they make 
excellent citizens, if not good voters, they are under this disability, 
and it would be exceedingly unwise in my opinion to exclude 
them. 

Mr. President, I am familiar with a lot of immigrants, who are 
very much slandered, in my opinion, generally as undesirable im- 
migrants. They are thelItalians. Thereare Italians and Italians. 
The Italian proper, the agricultural Italian, the man who comes 
from Italy proper, is a good, hard-working, industrious citizen. 
The Sicilians are generally classed as Italians. They are not so 
desirable as a rule. They do not make as good citizens as the 
Italians. The criticisms leveled at the Italians generally are, in 
my opinion, unjust. 

There never was a time when it could not be said that any 
accession to the laboring element would not reduce the price of 
wages. Every accession in the earliest time must have had that 
effect, and if the rule is good now it was good then. I do not 
believe that any hard-working, industrious man coming into the 
country, adding to its wealth by his labor, does decrease or lower 
the price of labor. I believe the wealth he produces, the stimulus 
that he gives to enterprise, more than makes amends for any tem- 
porary derangement of the labor market,in that it affords more 
employment to labor and gives more scope forindustrial expansion, 

I am in receipt of a copy of a letter which was sent to the Secre- 
tary of State—a private letter—and was forwarded to me. It is 
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signed by the celebrated novelist Ouida. It contains a defense of 
the Italians. I propose to insert it in my remarks. If any Sen- 
ator desires me to read it, Ishall do so with pleasure. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall not object to the Senator printing it. 
I only call attention to the fact that there is no State in the Union 
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where the Italians have been treated so badly as they have been in | 


Louisiana. 
States has been obliged to pay indemnity for those cases of murder. 
I am glad to see that the Senator from Louisiana is coming to ap- 
preciate the virtues of Italian immigrants. 

Mr. CAFFERY. 
upon me. There was a murder of Chinese in the Northwest, too, 
but that is no reflection upon the good people of the Northwest. 
The people of Louisiana, as a general rule, did not indorse the kill- 
ing of the Italians. 
stances, 
other murder; but that murder does not afford any evidence what- 
ever of the opinion in which the people of Louisiana hold the Ital- 
ians as laborers and as industrious citizens. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. 
of the novelist Ouida read. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I send it to the Secretary’s desk, and ask that 
it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Srr: Will you pardon my addressing you concerning the bill which I see is 
before Congress, in intent to exclude emigrants who can not read. } 
exclude Italians who can not read you will lose the best and most laborious 
part of the pees. and you wi'l admit the trash of cities. It is not a test 
which can be properly applied to Italians, or indeed to any populace. Why 


should you suppose the power to spell out the crimes recorded in cheap 
newspapers is any guaranty for either virtue or intelligence? 


The Secretary will read as re- 


In Italy the peasantry are almost entirely illiterate; yet they are the only | 


class which can give immigrants of any value. I have had many men in my 
employ; I have invariably found those who could not readsten times more 
industrious, temperate, intelligent, and honest than those corrupted by the 
trumpery “ education” of schools. I have had for twenty years an old man 


(who has been what is called the odd man in England) and he can be sent 
with fifty commissions to purchase eegecte, detailed to him only orally, and 


he will execute these commissions wit 


1 no single error either of oblivion or 
of payment. 


Such a man you would turn from your shores, whilst you would receive the | 


youth corrupted, emasculated, diseased through cheap journalism, bad to- 
acco, and the enforced physical idleness of the schools. 
I beg you to allow me to remain, obediently, yours, 


OUIDA (LOUISE DE LA RAMEE). 
JANUARY 30, 1897. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ican add nothing to the eloquent appeal of 
the distinguished novelist in behalf of the Italians. My own per- 


sonal testimony to their industry and worth very well accords | 


with this eloquent defense of them by this novelist. 

Mr. President, the other features of this bill have been very ably 
discussed by the Senator from Montana |[Mr. CARTER] and the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], and need no further discus- 
sion. I will only say that, in my opinion, this blow at the indus- 
trious Canadians or the industrious Mexicans is entirely unwar- 
ranted. Isee no use for any such provision as this, and I see no 
use for the other provision in this bill for the free ingress into the 
United States of Cubans as long as the present disorders exist in 
that island. When will the present disorders in that island ever 
cease? Theyappeartobechronic. Either Cuba will win her inde- 
pendence or she will not. If she does not, her leaders say she will 
continue the fight with Spain. If she does, the Cubans will fight 
among themselves. So, therefore, in my opinion, this provision in 
regard to the admission of Cubans into the United States opens 
the gates of the United States to Cubans for pretty much all time 
tocome. Why this privilege in favor of the Cubans? Are they 
any better citizens than the Italians? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator will allow me to 
make a correction. The Cuban clause only applies to the term 
covered by the continuance of the present disorders in that island. 
In the first place, that is not, I trust, quite for all time to come. 
Secondly, it only exempts the Cuban refugees who may come over 
during the present disorders in the island from the obligation to 
be able to read and write. Thatisall. It grants no other-priv- 
ilege to the Cubans. 

While I am on my feet, I hope the Senator will allow me to say 
that I did not mean to make any fling against the people of Louisi- 
ana. I only desired to express my hope that, influenced by this 
letter of Ouida, the Louisianians would not kill any more Italians. 
I disclaim the idea of having attempted any fling. 

Mr. CAFFERY. lam very glad the Senator has made the ex- 
planation. I join with him in the hope that no more Italians will 
be killed anywhere. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I concur in that also. Italians have been 
killed in Colorado; and I hope we shall always protect the people 
of any nation when they come upon our soil. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The provision in regard to Cuba reads: 

Sec. 8. That this act shall not apply to persons arriving in the United 
States from any port or place in the Island of Cuba, during the continuance 


gf the present disorders there, who have heretofore been inhabitants of that 
land. 


Several of them have been killed there, and the United | 


| 


| ‘liberty or annihilation.” 


Mr. President, that sort of fling has no effect | 


They were killed under very peculiar circum- | 
For that murder I have no sort of apology, nor for any | 


I trust my colleague will have the letter | 
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Mr. President, that language is very loose. In my opinion, that 
might admit Cubans after the revolution now going on had ceased 
and other disorders of a likecharacter prevailed. Ithink that this 
section 8,even under the commentary or construction placed upon 
it by the Senator from New Hampshire, is invidious, and not war- 
ranted. The Cubans who can not read are to be admitted as citi- 
zens. The present disorder there may last a long time. Accord- 
ing to the pronunciamento of Gomez, it is ** liberty or death,” 
They do not want any concessions from 
Spain; they must have absolute independence. How long, then, 
will this war be dragged out between the insurgents in Cuba and 
the Spaniards? How manyinhabitantsof Cuba will comein under 
a If we are to havea clause of exclusion, let it apply gen- 
erally. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I wish to ask the Senator whether or not this 
clause was incorporated in the bill in the interests of Spain, to 
encourage able-bodied Cubans to leave Cuba, instead of staying 
there and fighting for the liberty of their country? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It might have that complexion. If Spain 
could get all the Cubans run off into the United States, there 


| would not be anybody to fight: but I do not suppose that the in- 


| surgent armies will be depopulated to that extent. 


| 





| sively to the States. 


) It is so easy 
to get up guerrilla bands in Cuba that there appears to be no end 
to them. 

Mr. President, I am generally opposed to the whole policy of 
this bill. Our ancestors were not afraid of illiterates. I see no 


| reason why we should be. They were not afraid of any competi- 
If you 


tion with home labor. I see no reason why we should be. Ido 
not believe in the postulate that an addition to the laboring ele- 
ment of a country where the demand for labor is great and ever 
growing will have any tendency to depress the price of labor; it 
has not in the past, and I do not believe it will work so now or in 
the future. The people who come over are certainly men who 
want work, or they would not come. It is obvious from their 
very coming that they are people of enterprise, of push, and of 
energy, or they would stay where they are. It is a noted fact 
that all the immigrants from Europe into the United States are 
characterized by superior energy and push and an adventurous 
disposition. 

It is said that this would only exclude 7 per cent of Irishmen; 
that there is only that percentage who can not read. I do not 
want 7 out of 100 of any industrious Irishmen excluded, or 2 out 
of 100 of any industrious hard-working Englishmen excluded, or 
any percentage of any race excluded which comes here to work, 
to add to the resources of the country, to build up the wealth, to 
open up our unoccupied lands, and to add to the general weal of 
these United States. 

It seems to me this educational qualification is an attempt to 
place upon the States who do not desire it an educational qualifi- 
cation for the franchise. That is a matter which pertains exclu- 
Some States have the educational qualifica- 
tion; some have not. Is a man who emigrates to the State of 
Massachusetts from a State of the South, without the educational 
qualification, an undesirable citizen? Under the terms of this bill 
he would be. 

I therefore say that the whole feature of this measure, in my 
opinion, is objectionable; it is a departure from a policy which 
we have now followed from the foundation of the Government. 
I can see noreason for it. Isee every reason why our doors should 
be opened to every industrious, honest citizen from any portion 
of the globe. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, it is conceded on all hands, I believe, 
that this is a departure from the settled policy which has obtained 
in this country hitherto from its foundation. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest the absence of aquorum. I think this 
is a matter of sufficient importance to have a full Senate during 
its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California 
suggests the absence of aquorum. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Aldrich, Faulkner, Mantle, Pugh, 
Allen, Frye, Martin, Roach, 
Bacon, Gallinger, Mills, Shoup, 
Bate, Gear, Morgan, Smith, 
Berry, Gibson, Morrill, Stewart, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Murphy. Teller, 
Brown, Gray, Nelson, Thurston, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Pasco, Tillman, 
Caffery, Hill, Peffer, Turpie, 
Cameron, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Vilas, 
Chandler, Lindsay, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Chilton, Lodge, Platt, Wetmore, 
Cockrell, McMillan, Pritchard, White. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-two Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present. The 
Chair recognizes the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, as this is confessedly a departure 
from the established policy of the United States, it challenges the 
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careful criticism and consideration of every member of this Senate 
before he gives his consent to the adoption of this conference re- 
port as the final establishment of these somewhat harsh measures 
as the law of the United States. I only rose to call the attention 
of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] to two sec- 
tions of this bill which seem to be peculiarly obnoxious to criticism. 


If I understood the Senator from New Hampshire a moment | 


ago, when on the floor he was asked a question in regard to section 
5 of the bill as reported from the conference committee, he replied 
that the effect of the bill was to exclude from all private employ- 
mentany alien coming into the United States who had not declared 
his intention to become a citizen. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Notexactly; but any alien who comes regu- | 


larly and habitually, returning from time to time to a foreign 
country, as stated in the fourth section. 

Mr. GRAY. As I understood the Senator, he undoubtedly 
made a more sweeping answer than that just now; but I call the 
Senator’s attention, and I call the attention of the Senate, to what 
at least is obscure language in section 5. If the inhibition of pri- 
vate employment to all aliens coming into the United States pre 
viously to their declaring their intentions is to apply only to those, 
as the phrase is, habitually coming with an intention from time 


to time to return, then the section is unfortunately worded, I | 
think, and leaves obscure what ought to be plain beyond cavil, so | 


that no oppression and no hardship should ever be inflicted by a 


judge or an executive officer who might construe the language | 


differently from the Senator from New Hampshire. 

I will read section 4 to those who are interested in this matter. 
If there is an obscurity about this, confessedly it ought to be cor- 
rected. The section provides: 

Sec. 4. That it shall hereafter be unlawful for any male alien who has not 
in good faith made his declaration before the proper court of his intention to 
become a citizen of the United States to be employed on any public works of 
the United States, or to come regularly or habitually into the United States 
by land or water for the purpose of engaging in any mechanical trade or 
manual labor, for wages or salary, returning frcm time to time toa foreign 
country. 

That is section 4, which prohibits the employment on the pub- 
lic works of the United States of an alien before his declaration 
of intention, or the coming of any such alien habitually or regu- 
larly, by land or water, for the purpose of engaging in any me- 
chanical trade or manual labor, and returning from time to time 
to a foreign country. 

I will not pause here to criticise the language of section 4 and 
the rather undefined duty imposed upon employers of aliens com- 


ing into this country which lurks in the use of the phrase ‘*‘ regn- | 
What is the meaning of “regularly?” | 
You, Mr. President, may | 


” 


larly or habitually. 
What is the meaning of ** habitually?” 
have one view of the meaning of those words as applied in this 
proposed law and I may have another. The Senator from North 
Carolina who sits opposite to me [Mr. PRITCHARD] may say that 
“regularly coming ” means coming twice and returning, while I 
think 1 could, with equal ground, contend—and others might con- 
tend much more strongly than I—that regularly or habitually 
coming was not established by twice coming. What is to be the 
criterion of coming ‘‘regularly or habitually into the United 
States by land or water for the purpose of engaging in any me- 
chanical trade or manual labor,” and also of the phrase ‘‘ return- 
ing from time to time to a foreign country?” Does once return- 
ing bring the person who has come and so returned within the 

rovisions of this act and subject to the penalties denounced in 
it? Idonot know. It is impossible to say beforehand that any 
two minds will agree about these words of general import, not 
specific in their character and not susceptible of accurate defini- 
tion. Does coming back ‘‘ from time to time” mean coming once 
and returning to his home. or does ‘“‘from time to time” mean 
more than that? I think that it does mean more than once; but 
the law might be applied by a more discriminating mind than 


mine or one who was inclined to give a harsh construction to this | 


law, so as to exclude a man who has once returned to his country 
from ever coming back again and being employed in any of these 
regards before declaring his intention of becoming a citizen. But 
I will not pause over section 4, although J think it is obnoxious 
to the criticism I have just made. 

Now comes section 5, whichis much moreimportant. Section 4 
refers largely to employ ment on public works. Section 5 prohibits 
from all private employment whatever any alien coming into this 
country before he shall have been naturalized. Let me read that 
section. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not before his naturalization, but before 
he shall have made his declaration. 

Mr. GRAY. Declaration—that is what I meant to say. 
tion 5 reads: 

That it shall be unlawful for any person, partnership, company, or corpo- 
ration knowingly to employ any alien coming into the Uniten States in viola- 
tion of the next preceding Section of this act: Provided, That the provisions 
of this act shall not apply to the employment of sailors, deck hands, or other 
employees of vessels, or railroad train hands, such as conductors, engineers, 

firemen, or baggagemen. 
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These are exempted. But here is all private employment denied 
to the man who comes into this country contrary to the provi- 
sions of this act. He is excluded from employment on the public 
| works in section 4, and section 5 excludes him from all private 

employment, so that, if he comes, he must starve in his tracks, 
| unless he violates the Jaw or shall have previously declared his 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator wishes to be fair? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly Ido. I wish to know whether or not 
twice coming would be ‘regularly or habitually” coming into 
the United States? There is an obscurity about that which I 
think ought to be corrected. 

Mt. CHANDLER. Iam very sure there is not any obscurity 
in the language of the section, but the Senator's statement is alto- 
gether too broad. The prohibition against employing such an 
alien is an alien coming ‘‘in violation of the next preceding sec- 
| tion of this act,” and he violates ‘‘ the next preceding section of 
| this act” only when he comes ‘ regularly or habitually,” ‘* re- 
turning from time to time to a foreign country.” 

When the Senator says that an alien can not come in once and 
enter into employment without being subject toa penalty, and 
his employer being subject to a penalty, he certainly does not do 
| justice to his usual legal acumen and fairness of reasoning. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Delaware wil! yield to me, 
I desire to ask a question of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
Take a case to illustrate the section regarding which we are now 
speaking. In the State of North Dakota, Iam told by one of the 
Senators from that State, i¢ would be quite impossible, or at 
least very difficult, to harvest the annual crop of wheat unless 
they were permitted to employ those from across the line, the 
British possessions, who come in. as far as the season is concerned, 
habitually, who come there from year to year regularly. Now, I 
desire to know whether the Senator from New Hampshire so con- 
strues this proposed law as to cover that case, and to inhibit those 
laborers from working here, unless they declare their intention to 
become citizens of the United States? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will answer frankly, we do; but I wiil 
state to the Senator from California and the Senator from Dela- 
ware that they seem to be ignorant of the fact that there is a very 
| stringent law now which prevents aliens from coming here. 

There is a contract-labor law, put upon the statute books of the 

United States for many years, under the pressure of the labor or- 

ganizations and laboring people of this country, which makes ita 

penal offense for any alien to come here under contract 

Mr. GRAY. Suppose they come without contract? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Wait a moment. 

That law makes it a penal offense for any man to come froma 
foreign country to this country under a contract for labor, either 
express or implied. The cases the Senator from California has in 
mind and the cases the Senator from Delaware has in mind are 
cases of crimes against the existing law, which we have softened 
in this bill by making it a requirement that in order to punish 
anyone for coming or to punish anyone employing any alien who 
comes here, the coming or going must be regular and habitual. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Delaware will permit me, of 
conrse [ am ignorant of a good many things, and perhaps of most 
things, that are familiar to the Senator from New Hampshire, but 
I was aware of the existence of the law to which he refers, and 
subinit that his committee perhaps might have been engaged in 
better business than in reenacting that statute which we have in 
the general law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
ing it. 

Mr. WHITE. Ido not observe any particular softening. ‘The 
case to which I refer has no reference to the law which the Senator 
from New Hampshire says I am not cognizant of. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May | ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Do not the men who come over the line, of 

| whom the Senator speaks, to help gather the crops, come under 
either an express or an implied contract? 

Mr. WHITE. Neither. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is mistaken about that. 

Mr. WHITE. They come across the line for the purpose of 
seeking employment which they have reason to know they will 
get in the United States. It is not because they have been invited 
to come or have been contracted with, but because they know 
there is a market here, and they come to meet a local demand, a 
demand which will not be met unless they are present to meet it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is mistaken. They come and 
go to the same employer and return year after year, and as the 
law now stands it is a crime for them tocome once, if a jury shall 
find that they come under an implied contract to labor. In the 
cases on the border, of which the Senator from Montana has 
spoken, and in New England, where they come across the border, 

| there is an implied contract to labor in ninety-nine cases ont of 
one hundred. It is a crime now to do that thing. 


| intention of becoming a citizen. 
| 


We are softening it; we are not reenact- 
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Mr. WHITE. The parties to whom I allude do not commit 
those offenses which seem to be committed without comment in 
the jurisdiction of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam not concerned with the law already on our 
statute book, and which has been there for several years. Itisa 
law for which I voted, and I have always been in favor of it. If 
that law has been violated, there are modes by which the violators 
may be punished. Iam speaking now of the broad, sweeping 
effect of this provision that applies not only to laborers who come 
across our northern border to reap the abundant harvests of our 
Northwestern wheat fields. I am speaking of the provision that 
aman from the Continent of Europe who comes to this country 
without, in the language of the proposed act, having first made 
his declaration shall not be employed on any public works of the 
United States. I am speaking of the position in which sucha 
man finds himself here when he has come under some mistake as 
to the freedom of this country, under some mistake as to what 
lies before him in this land; and being so here and excluded from 
public work, then the proposed law denounces any private per- 
son who shall employ him in any work whatsoever—to clean the 
snow from his pavement that has fallen the night before—as a 
violator of the law and subject to its penalties. That man must 
starve—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is an unfair argument. 

Mr. GRAY. Unless some benevolent person violates the law 
and gives him the wherewithal to put bread into his mouth. 

Mr. CHANDLER. DoestheSenatorsay that is a fair argument? 

Mr. GRAY. That is the result. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator knows that if an alien comes 
here and shovels snow, it is not regularly and habitually 
Mr. GRAY. I did not say regularly and habitually. 

tion says: 





This sec- 


That it shall be unlawful for any person, partnership, company, or corpo- 
ration- 

That includes every private employer, does it not? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY— 
knowingly to employ any alien coming into the United States in violation of 
the next preceding section. 

The next preceding section says: 

That it shall hereafter be unlawful for any male alien who has not in good 
faith made his declaration before the proper court of his intention to become 
a citizen of the United States to be employed on any public works. 

Now, if an alien has come for that purpose, then he has come 
in violation of section 4, and every private person, corporation, or 
company is punishable by law if he or it gives him a day’s work. 

Mr. CHANDLER. On public works. 

Mr. GRAY. No; a private person. Let my friend read the 
section again and see whether he can disagree with me there. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is so plain that 1 am astonished that a 
Senator who, in the estimation of everyone, has been thought 
worthy of a place on the highest judicial tribunal of this land 
could argue in that way. The proposed law is plain. The em- 
ployer is to be punished if he hires such aman upon public works 
of the United States. He is to be punished if he employs a man 
on a.y work whocomes regularly and habitually, returning from 
time to time. I donot think the Senator’s argument is fair at all. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator says it is not fair. 1 try to be fair, 
but may fail. Let us concede that it is not fair. My powers of 
discrimination are not so low that I can not at least see an ob- 
scurity in that language; that I can not observe that there ma 
be grounds for a judge or some executive officer to take the hars 
and proscriptive view that I have suggested may be taken. If 
that 1s true, it is unworthy of the Congress of the United States 
to place upon its statute book a law which is susceptible of an 
interpretation that can work such a monstrous injustice as that I 
have attempted to describe. 

But, Mr. President, take this case, and I submit to my friend 
the Senator from New Hampshire whether or not it is fair. Take 
the case to which he has alluded. Suppose that a person who has 
previously been in the United States and has returned to his own 
country comes back, driven by his necessities, and lands upon our 
shores, and, being landed, without money, without resources 
except the labor of his hands, honest in purpose, honest in his 
intent to do a man’s part to support himself and those who may 
be dependent upon him, seeks the most menial employment. He 
is confronted by the statement on the part of the employer to 
whom he applies, ‘I can not employ you without making myself 
amenable to the punishment prescribed in section 5 of the immi- 
gration act (fine or imprisonment or whatever it may be), and 
therefore I must decline; and no corporation, company, or person 
in the broad domain of these United States can employ you, 
uniess he or it violates a law of his country.” ‘“ But,” the immi- 
zrant says, ‘‘I came here bona fide. I came here tostay. I have 
had no opportunity to declare my intention. In the meantime I 
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must work or starve.” ‘‘ We can not help it, my friend; you will 
have to take the latter dread alternative, for I must, asalaw-abiding 
citizen, refuse you employment, although I should be glad other. 
wise to give it to you. And in this interval, long or short, which 
is prescribed by the laws of the United States, you can go withont 
work and subsist on charity, although you are willing to work.” 
I say that such a condition, brought about by law, would be dis. 
graceful to the statute book of the United States and to the good 
sense of the American people. 

Mr. President, it is perfectly possible to pass a law regulating 
and restraining immigration into this country without such harsh 
features as these. We are not obliged, in protecting ourselves 
from assumed dangers or real dangers, to be cruel toanyone. Wo 
are not obliged, in closing the doors of this country to the op- 
pressed people of the world for the first time in our history, to 
work so cruel and unusual a punishment upon those who honestly 
come for no other purpose than to better their condition and to 
labor with their hands for the food that is to support them. 

So how are we to determine—for we come back again to the 
obscurity of the language used in the fourth section—what the 
language means? What is ‘‘regularly and habitually” to be 
interpreted to mean? Shallit mean once coming and returning 
or twice? Is it to be interpreted as oncecoming and returning or 
twice coming and returning? Is there no obscurity about that? 
If once coming and returning is sufficient to establish the habitude 
and tue regularity of the process, [I say it is unwarranted, cruel, 
unjust, unworthy of the American people. If you are going to 
enact this bill into law, let us have a definition of words, so that 
they can not be interpreted to the disadvantage and to the oppres- 
sion of anyone, however humble and from whatever clime he 
may come. ‘Are you coming and returning habitually and regu- 
larly?” asks the judge; or, if that is not enough, ‘‘ Have you been 
or are you returning from time totime to aforeign country?” As 
I said before, who is to interpret what ‘‘from time to time” 
means? Does it mean once coming and returning, or twice, or 
thrice? No one can sayin advance. You may have one inter- 
pretation and I another, and that leaves it in the power of a judge 
who takes a harsh and proscriptive view of these enactments to 
work a great injustice and a great cruelty to a large number of 
our fellow-men who do not deserve it at our hands, and whom we 
ought to shrink from oppressing even by indirection. 

Mr. President, that can be corrected, and the proposed immi- 
gration law can be shorn of that possibility of injustice; and unless 
it is I can not gain my own consent to give it the sanction of my 
vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before the Senator from Delaware finishes, 
I should like to answer a question which he very properly asked, 
having got round to contemplate the fact that an alien is only 
prohibited from coming regularly and habitually, returning from 
time to time. The question was, ‘‘ How is it to be determined 
whether the alien does come regularly or habitually?” That is 
necessarily a judicial question. It is the duty of the judge before 
whom the trial proceeds to protect the person prosecuted. The 
court must instruct the jury that it must be a regular and habit- 
ual coming and returning. 

The Senator from Delaware is familiar with that as a judicial 
question. The laws of many States punish habitual drunkards. 
How many times must a man get drunk to be an habitual drunk- 
ard? The Senator would ridicule me if I should say that a man 
might be adjudged a regular or habitual drunkard because he got 
drunk once and then was discovered to be drunk a second time. 
The Senator would ridiculethis. No judge wouldsohold, Mr. Pres 
ident. There is the fair exercise of judicial discretion on the part 
of ajudge. This language was carefully framed in the Senate to 
soften existing law. The Senator, I believe, will admit that there 
is no danger either to the alien or to the employer under this sec- 
tion when it remains for the judge of the court to define what is 
a regular and habitual coming and returning. 

Now, I ask the Senator, having himself voted for the original 
contract-labor law, to say in all fairness whether the proposed law 
is not a judicious, a safe, a reasonable measure? It seems to me 
it is, Mr. President, and that the Senator from Delaware is hyper- 
critical in the cases of supposed hardship which he brings to the 
attention of the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not think so, Mr. President. It is from the 
tyranny of judicial discretion that I would save any man who 
honestly comes to these shores for the purpose of bettering his 
condition by the labor of his hands. It is because in judicial dis- 
cretion lurks tyranny, and when you provide by law directly in 
language that invokes judicial discretion in place of that certainty 
which should obtain in a penal statute, then you are invoking 4 
principle which is alien to our institutions and our laws and to 
the common sense and humanity of our people. That is the rea- 
son why I am opposed to the bill. 

Mr. CHANDL R. I should like to ask the Senator why he 
voted for the two original contract-labor laws? 
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Mr. GRAY. Because with a statute which forbids a man to | 
come here under contract for hire or labor, when a man comes 
here, it is under conditions that are precisely ascertainable. It is 
a matter of proof whether he comes here under contract for labor 
in this country. There can be no ambiguity or confusion about 
the terms of such a law, and no two judges can differ as to what 
is a contract for hire or labor. But in this case the Senator | 


acknowledges that the language of the law imposes the discretion | 





upon the judge; that it is a matter of judicial discretion whether | 
a man shall be imprisoned or not under the terms of the law. I | 
say there is no 
any form will deprive a man of his liberty or send him to prison. | 

Mr. GIBSON addressed the Senate. 
some time, 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I desire to suggest the want of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roil, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


After having spoken for 





Allen, Chilton, Lindsay, Platt, 
Allison, Davis, Lodge, Proctor, 
Bacon, Faulkner, Me Millan, Pugh, 
Bate, Frye, Mantle, Roach, 
Blanchard, Gear, Martin, Sewell, 
Brown, Gibson, Mills, Smith, 
Burrows, Gordon, Morgan, Thurston, 
Butler, Gorman, Morrill, Turpie, 
Caffery, Gray. Palmer, Vest, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Pasco, Vilas, 
Carter, Hawley, Peffer, Walthall, 
Chandler, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Wetmore. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-eight Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The Senator from Mary- 
land will proceed. 

Mr. GIESON resumed his speech. 
some time, 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, if the Senator from Maryland 
will pardon me, { understand that there was a unanimous-consent 
agreement yesterday that the vote on the conference report should 
be taken at 40’clock thisafternoon. Itis evident that the Senator 
from Maryland will not have concluded his argument by that 
time, and it is evident, too, that the report is not thoroughly un- 
derstood. I therefore ask unanimous consent that the vote be 
taken at 5 o'clock, instead of at 4 o'clock, this afternoon. 

Mr. GIBSON. Make it 6 o’clock. 

Mr. HOAR. There is some other business of importance before 
the Senate to be accomplished during the next fortnight, and our 
hours are very precious. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the request of 
the Senator from Kentucky to the Senate. The Senator from 
Kentucky asks unanimous consent that the vote be taken on the 

ding measure at 5 o’clock instead of at 4 o’clock this afternoon. 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Maryland shall have failed to 
conclude the argument which he is presenting to the Senate by 4 
o’clock, and will take but a short time to conclude, I should not 

ject to his having an opportunity to do so. 

r. CHANDLER. It was my intention to ask, if the Senator 
from Maryland did not finish at 4 o’clock, as he has taken a 
distinguished part in this debate and exhibited great interest in 
the question, that he should be allowed a longer time. I did not 
know until now that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] 
desired to participate in the debate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to suggest, in view of 
the fact that it is understood there wert very few Senators present 
yesterday when this consent was given, that it is not an unrea- 
sonable thing to allow an extension. 

Mr. FRYE. The consent was given a week ago. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But there were very few Senators 
present when it was given. 

Mr. GIBSON. I was not here. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So, it seems to me, it would be at 
least reasonable to allow another hour for debate. So faras Iam 
concerned, I have no desire to participate inthe debate at all, but | 
I know of several Senators who desire to submit some few minutes | 
of argument on this report, and I believe they ought to have the 
opportunity to do so. Iam sure it would be better for the bill 
and in the interest of the expedition of business if the extension 
be agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the Senator’s suggestion? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That the time for taking the vote be | 
extended to 5 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submitted to the Senate 
the request of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay], but 


After having spoken for 
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| taking the vote be extended to 5 o’cloc 


soned or 1 t the | it seems to me, if I may say one word, that Senators 
= for judicial discretion in a penal law that in | 


objection being interposed, the Chair recognized the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Ginson}. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suggest that the Chair again submit the 
request to the Senate, in view of the remarks of Senators around 
the Chamber, that the time be extended to 5 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair again submits to the Sen- 
ate the request of the Senator from Kentucky, that the hour for 
k. Is there objection? 

L am very sorry to interpose, Mr. President, but 
forget that 
these requests and appeals to the courtesy of the Senate are really 
appeals to the Senate to give up doing other important business 


Mr. HOAR. 


which other Senators have in their charge. During the last fort- 
| night of the session a Senator will come in and ask leave to make 
| & very interesting speech, and he will take four hours, and no- 


body thinks it is proper to object, although some great public 


| measure in which hundreds and thousands of people are inter- 


ested perishes with the session because of the ot time, 
Now, Lagree when a Senator, making an interesting and important 
speech like that of my honorable friend from Maryland | Mr. 
Gibson], has not finished his remarks, he should be allowed to 
conclude. I make no objection whatever to that, but I do not 
think there ought to be any further extension. This matter was 
set down and intended to be closed yesterday. It came up to be 
closed last week. and my colleague {Mr. LopGer] very reluctantly 
was obliged to consent to nearly a week’s delay. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope my colleague will not object to unanimous 
consent to extend the debate to 5 o'clock, as the pending matter is 
very important, and that isonly an hour longer. I should be very 
sorry if any Senator felt that he had been cut off, and I hope the 
objection will not be made. I shall be very glad myself to extend 
the time to 5 o'clock. 

Mr. GIBSON. I thank the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to knowif 1 can have unanimous 
consent that the vote on the bankruptcy bill shall be taken ata 
certain time, say on Wednesday of next week, at 4 o'clock? 

Mr. TELLER. No, I think not, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought not. It is a good deal to ask me to 
insure the defeat of such an important measure as the bankruptcy 
bill for simply an hour of speech-making, and so | must insist on 
my objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed to the request 
for the extension of time, and the Senator from Maryland | Mr, 
GIBSON | is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator yield to me for one moment? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. This unanimous consent was given, as stated 
by the Senator from Arkansas {Mr. JONEs], at a time when very 
few Senators were in the Chamber. The unanimous consent was 
granted, as the RECORD shows, upon the statement made by the 
Senator from Massachusetis {Mr. LopGe] that this bill had been 
amended to the satisfaction of the Senate. Ll appeal to the per- 
formance this afternoon in rebuttal of that statement. It is very 
obvious that this bill has not been amended to the satisfaction of 
the Senate. Those who oppose the bill now having declined to 
take advantage of any infirmity in the statement upon which the 
agreement was reached— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to interpose one mo- 
ment? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. If unanimous consent was given upon the ground 
of a misunderstanding of the Senate, as the Senator now places it, 
I should not feel that I was warranted in insisting upon my objec- 
tion, and I withdraw it. 

Mr. CARTER. I understand the objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. HOAR. It is upon the distinct ground which has been put, 
that there was 4 misunderstanding at the time the consent was 
granted, and I will withdraw the objection on that ground alone. 

Mr. CARTER. The Recorp shows that the statement was 
made that the bill as presented by the conference committee to 
the Senate met all objections, or was satisfactory to the Senate. 
Upon that statement the unanimous consent was granted. That 
the REcorD shows, together with the spirit of the debate this 


i rT hess 


| afternoon. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the objection 
is withdrawn, and the vote will be taken at 5 o'clock this after- 
noon. The Senator from Maryland is recognized. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I had hoped to be able to present 
the views which I have to submit in this connection at an earlier 
period during the day. I find myself, therefore, from tie direc- 
tion the debate has taken, curtailed in no inconsiderable part of 
the time which I hoped to secure. 

I hope that the conference report will not be concurred in, and 
Isincerely hope, in the same connection, that the measure which it 
recommends may not meet the approval of the Senate. J am not 








1930 


a little surprised at the suggestion of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, that the bill has been so thoroughly argued that every 
Senator is familiar with its provisions and that a vote thereon can 
be reached in a very short while. This conference report has not 
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been debated in the Senate, nor has the bill to which it refers been | 


debated in the Senate. The conferees on the part of the Senate 


and the House only a short while since were instructed by the | 


Senate to present a different and a new conference report represent- 
ing the views of both the Senate ard the House representatives 
upon the immigration question. They have not done so save in 
one particular. 
conference report of what was pronounced against with a degree 
of unanimity never before seen during the progress of the consid- 
eration of this question, the clause in reference to the separation 
of families. Onthecontrary, the report presents conditions which 
never were before considered, and conditions which in my judg- 
ment can not and ought not to meet with the approval of the 
Senate. 


If this bill is to be passed, if the conference report is to be | 


adopted, let it be adopted by the vote of the projectors of this 


measure—our Republican friends on the other side of the Cham- | 


ber. LI appeal to every Democrat on this side of the Chamber not 
to be found voting for a measure which, instead of being nonpar- 
tisan, as the Senator from Massachusetts has suggested, is as par- 
tisan as was the measure to regulate the elections in the States— 
a measure which would have brought woe and desolation to half 
acontinent; a measure which lies at the very root and foundation, 
not of our political rights alone, but of those rights which are 
God-given and are inalienable, the right of life, of liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness. 

The immigration bill seeks, under what is known as the Corliss 
amendment—the fourth section—to make a crime of the privilege 


of going and coming when and where you please, in pursuance of | 
that maxim of the civil law that you are permitted to use your | 


own and to do as you please, so far as you interfere with no one 
else. 
sacred right that belongs to individuals of earning their bread by 
the sweat of their brow. 

This conference committee, Mr. President, to which this meas- 
ure was recommitted with instructions, in their report now under 
consideration, has done the things it ought not to have done, has 


left undone what it ought to have done, and there is no health 
in it. 


, 2 . . . . . | 
A résumé of the legislation sought for in this bill may be well | 


enough in this connection. More than a year ago the House of 
Representatives sent to the Senate a bill to amend the immigra- 
tion laws of the United States, which was composed entirely cf 
what is known as the Corliss immigration measure, in which there 
was and is no suggestion of an educational test. ‘The Corliss bill 
from the House was rejected by the Senate, and a Senate bill was 
interposed in the shape of the bill which was considered some time 
ago, with the provision as to all persons over 14 years of age who 
can not read and write the language of their country or some other 
country,and soon. Then follows a further provision for reading 
and writing. That was a Senate bill which, when it came up for 
consideration, was amended by striking out the age limit of 14 and 
inserting the age limit of 16, and an amendment from another 
Senator. the distinguished Senator from Florida, I believe, a pro- 
vision in reference to immigration from Cuba. That was the 
Senate bill. That passed the Senate as a substitute for the House 
bill. The conferees were appointed on the part of both Houses. 
The result of their action was in the shape of a conference report 
differing from the bill of the House and the Senate, but requiring 


the educational test, and providing as a crucial feature of that | 


test that no one should be admitted to the country who could not 
read and write the English language or the language of their 
native or resident country. That feature of the conference re- 
port 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
permission. The Senator says that the original bill as it came 
from the House contained no reading and writing test, but only 
the Corliss provision. The Senator, who has been very diligent in 
investigating the subject, has overlooked the important fact that 
the bill as it came from the House to the Senate contained this 
provision: 


All male persons between 16 and 60 years of age who can not both read 
and write the English language or some other language. But no parent of a 
a m now living in, or hereafter admitted to, this country shall be excluded 

vecause of his inability to read and write. 

Mr. GIBSON. 
shire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That was in the bill as it came from the 
House, and the Corliss provisions also. The Senate substituted a 
different reading and writing clause and omitted the Corliss pro- 
visions entirely. 

Mr. GIBSON. 





I am obliged to the Senator from New Hamp- 


I understand. 


That one particular is the elimination from the | 


° ° ° { 
A crime, Mr. President, is sought to be made out of the | 


I desire to interrupt the Senator, with his | 
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Mr. CHANDLER. Then the course of conference was as the 
Senator states. However, I did not wish the Senator to remain 
under the mistaken een that there was no reading and writ- 
ing test in the original bill as it passed the House, because there 
was. 

Mr. GIBSON. -Istand corrected to the extent of error to which 
the Senator from New Hampshire called my attention, and I am 
very glad he did so. I desire to call attention to the fact that 
there was not in the House bill the provision which is in the Sen- 
ate bill. The House bill provided that all ‘‘male” persons between 
16 and 60 years of age, etc. That is what I referred to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is right. 

Mr. GIBSON. Thatis the difference between the two bills. I 
did not mean to say that there was no educational test, but that 
the educational test in the House bill was applied only to males, 
permitting females to come in from abroad without the educa- 
tional test. That is what I had reference to, and I am very much 
obliged to the Senator from New Hampshire for calling my atten- 
tion toit. But the fact remains, sofar as the principle is to be 
considered, as I have before stated. 

Now, Mr. President, in the conference report there was pre- 
sented for consideration a feature which had never been consid- 
ered by either the House or the Senate in so far as the educational 
test is concerned, and so abhorrent to the sense of the Senate was 
the exclusion of the wife, while admitting the parent or the grand- 
parent of the illiterate immigrant, that before the point of order 
made by me could be passed upon by the Senate the distinguished 
Senators submitting the report withdrew it and asked for a fur- 
ther conference between the House and the Senate to cure this 
defect, to cure this ill, which it seems the conferees had not 
properly regarded. 

Without commenting further in this connection, I will state 
that we are now met with another conference report, that I will 
proceed now to consider, which has remedied only one feature of 
the bill which the Senate instructed the conferees to remedy in 
other respects. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, one word right there. The 
Senator will also admit that section 9, which was objected to, has 
been stricken out. 

Mr. GIBSON. De minimis non curat lex. Section 9 was ad- 
mittedly of no effect; it had no purpose; it was surplusage, and 
whether it stayed in or whether it went out was absolutely 
immaterial. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator, in speaking of the de minimis 
principle, is belittling his own argument. He made quite an ob- 
jection and quite a noise against section 9. Now, when it is 
stricken out, he ignores the fact entirely that it was stricken 
out. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I do not like to be diverted from 
the line of my argument by the suggestion of the Senator, be- 
causé it is immaterial whether section 9 was there or whether it 
was not there. However, as the distinguished Senator has re- 
ferred to it, I will pay him the respect to look at it. I think lam 
right, however, in my view that it is simply adding to the penal 
clause of section 5, providing for the punishment of the violation 
of section 5, not enlarging it. It is only declaratory of what had 
been suggested before. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; section 9 of the original conference re- 
port. The Senator made great objection to that. 

Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator from New Hampshire will do me 
justice, he will recollect that it was not the Senator from Mary- 
land, but the Senator from New York [Mr. Hi], who objected 
to section 9. It was the section referred to by the Senator from 
New York as presenting to his view of the case an additional ob- 
jection in reference to what had been urged as to other sections by 
the Senator from Maryland and other Senators. 

1 will proceed to reiterate a suggestion before made that the 
conferees have not discharged the obligations devolved upon them 
in the instructions with which they were invested or charged as 
a part of their duty. The admission of the wife, it is true, is pro- 





| vided for, but, with a degree of persistency which I will not charge 


as woefully ignorant or willfully persistent, they have undertaken 
to draw a distinction between ‘‘ immigrants” in the bill and the 
‘residents ” before this legislation had been sought. 

This construction which I am compelled to put upon the immi- 
gration bill as it comesfrom the conference committee does gross 
injustice to a large class of our bona fide residents and makes a 
discrimination against them which is unjust and un-American, if 
not clearly unconstitutional. 

According to the text of the first section of this bill, a resident 
of this country can not, in my judgment. send for his illiterate 


| wife, parents, or grandparents, regardless of whether he himself 


can read or write. Asthere is no provision in section 2 providin 

the pleasing machinery of a civil-service examination for a resi- 
dent, but only for the unfortunate immigrant, how can a resident 
have his family with him? Now, if this is not the intent of the 











1897. 





bill as it comes from the conference, what other or more liberal 
construction can be placed upon those words of doubtful import, 
“similarly qualified and capable?” Why should any resident 
American be obnoxious to the provisions of an immigration bill? 
Even a resident who may have either declared his intention to be- 
come a citizen of the United States or taken out full papers of 
naturalization comes within the unfriendly provisions of this 
measure as reported from the conference. 


It is true that a wife or minor child unable to read and write 


may accompany the immigrant or be sent for and come to join the | 


husband or parent of the immigrant referred to, ‘* similarly quali- 
fied and capable,” but it excludes from the provisions of this 
exemption of the illiteracy feature of the bill the wife of a *‘ resi- 
dent” of the United States who has been here one month or more 
before the passage of this act—if the measure should become a 
law—while the “immigrant” may bring his wife or send for her 
after he gets here. 

No immigrant, even if he be a citizen for years, can have his 
old illiterate father and mother come to this country, because he 
has not been examined. The bill says that the former may be 
admitted, if they belong to a qualified immigrant over 21 years; 
in other words, an immigrant can bring his parents in, if he has 
passed the examination, but all those who came before the enact- 
ment of the Lodge law can not have that privilege, because they 
have not qualified. This is a discrimination against immigrants 
who are already in this country. 


Those who have come to this country before this time, who have 


been waiting anxiously for the time to come when by their care- 
ful savings and their pinching to save here and there they could 
send for, when they had money enough, the illiterate wife and 
child whom they had left behind and beyond the seas, are excluded. 

Was it the sense of the Senate, Mr. President, in sending back 
this measure to the conference committee to make this distinction? 
Is it not, on the contrary, that it was recommitted to the con- 
ferees to present a report which should in its broadest sense, and 
not in its narrowest construction, admit those who had been 
excluded, to wit, the wife and child of the resident previous to the 
passage of this act? 

The provisions of a law like this should be so plain that he who 
runs may read, nor susceptible of doubtful construction; it should 
contain a distinct clause, either permitting or prohibiting, if such 
be the desire of Congress, the landing of an illiterate wife, children, 
parents, and grandparents of a resident of this country, irrespec- 
tive of the literary qualifications of this resident himself. 

I pass over that view of the case, Mr. President, and come now 
to the feature of the Corliss amendment, though I shall recur to 
the second section later on as referred to by the distinguished 
junior Senator from Massachusetts in what he said a day or two 
since. In inveighing against the importation across our Canadian 
border, the distinguished Senator says it has a wider scope and 
intent than that. He said previously: 


There seems to have been a widely spread idea that the Corliss amendment 
was aimed simply at the small number of aliens who come over the border 
from Canada to work in some of our northernmost States. 


[At this point Mr. Linpsay suggested the absence of a quorum, 
and the roll was called. } 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I will resume where I was un- 
fortunately interrupted, and I hope the Senate will not enforce 
the agreement which was made in my absence in reference to tak- 
ing the vote at 4 o’clock. The Senate will understand that these 
interruptions have occurred in the course of my remarks, and 1 
wish to ask the indulgence of the Senate to permit me to proceed 
until I have concluded, although the hour of 4 o’clock may have 
arrived. 

The Corliss amendment, to which I was directing the attention 
of the Senate, is what occurs to me as one of the most outrageous 
features of this measure, next to the exclusion of the wife under 
the illiteracy test. Such legislation would bring dishonor and dis- 
grace to us as a nation and blacken the fairest page of our coun- 
try’s history. The Corliss amendment, under the provision of the 
Senate bill, to which attention was called when it was first consid- 
ered by the Senate in the speech of the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts, was intended to reach what he called birds of pas- 
sage from Italy to the United States. Italians, who came to this 
country and, under the system of labor by which higher wages 
were secured than elsewhere, had made a little money, had gone 
home to spend it, and came back again the following season, going 
alternately backward and forward as they saw fit, were to be ex- 
cluded under the Corliss feature, as the distinguished Senator from 

husetts said. That feature of the Corliss amendment will 
not exclude Italian laborers alone. They are but few in this con- 
nection. They are not the ‘ birds of passage” that are affected by 


the bill, but it is a class of citizens on our borders, in the States 


bordering on the Canadian and Mexican frontier, that are af- 
fected. 
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Senators LoDGE and CHANDLER found themselves— 
As the Philadelphia Record says— 
unable to frame a statute to arrest railway engine 
Canadian line and put native Americans in charge of the trains on this side 
of the border, and so they gave it up. But woe to the wight who should come 
over the line from Canada in the morning to work in Detroit, Toledo, Oswego, 


ers and firemen at the 


Plattsburg, or some other border town,and go back in the evening! The 
guilty wretch so offending habitually would be liable to punishment for mis- 
demeanor by a fine of $500 or by imprisoument for a term not exceeding one 


year, or both. 


What a rare jewel is consistency, Mr. President! 

Massachusetts and slavery, the selling of slavesinthe Southand 
the horrors of separation of families and the ** fugitive slave law! 

What iniquities more strongly denounced by Massachusetts 
than these? And yet to-day we have Massachusetts invoking in 
an immigration bill what it suited her purpose in times before to 
inveigh against. 

The fugitive slave law, which was intended to further the car- 
rying out of the Constitution with reference to the return of fugi- 
tive slaves in the South, is absolutely adopted in the conference 


7? 


| report. 


We know of no legislation— 

The Philadelphia Record proceeds to say— 

We know of no legislation so despicable as this since the passage of the fuct- 
tive slave law. That law was designed to better enforce a provision of the 
Constitution requiring the delivery of fugitives from labor. Butit was so 
mean and so atrocious in its premises, making crimes of acts innocent and 
humane in themselves, that the moral sense of the country revolted against 
it, and the Government was powerlessto enforce it. Thisimmigration bill 
attempts to make a crime out of the right of locomotion and of the equally 
sacred right of earning a living by the sweat of the brow. The fugitive slave 
law denounced heavy penalties against any person who, in obedience to the dic- 
tates of humanity, should give food to a fugitive or refuse to deliver him up 
to hisowner. This immigration bill would subject to like fine and imprison- 
ment any citizen of the United States whoshould employ a Canadian or Mexi- 
can crossing the border to and fro in pursuit of his daily vocation 

Meaner than the fugitive slave law, this bill would violate 


an the simplest 
rites of hospitality and the observance of good neighborhood 


The Senator from Massachusetts refers with a great deal of zeal 
to the fact that he-— 


Was informed by an inspector of immigration on the Lakes that in one day 
in last December $4,000 were paid in wages by one firm of contractors to aliens 
and $2,700 by another. 

How many days in the year were such sums ever paid? 
the Senator from Massachusetts answer? 

The evil which he proposes to reach will be met by another evil 
infinitely greater in its character and in proportions which do not 
seem to have for a moment engaged his attention. What is the 
evil of paying $2,700 in one day under this law to Canadian labor- 
ers on our public works compared to the “evil” that will result 
in the measures which are sought, if this conference report be 
adopted, in doing away with $8,000,000 of trade in the city of 
Detroit alone? Canada, with an area greater than that of the 
United States, with only 5,000,000 population compared to our 
75,000,000—1 in 15—is to be held up asa great bugaboo, if [may so 
express it, which we are called upon to defend ourselves against! 
Which has the most to lose—Canada or the United States? 

In whose interest, Mr. President, is this discrimination? Inthe 
interest of the States of this Union? Not so. From no State of 
the forty-five States of the American Union has there come one 
single note of protest against the furtherance of this class of immi- 
gration. 

Behind the ‘immigration bill” is not the sentiment of the 
States, but it isa sentiment of the ‘* trades unions,” formulated 
into this expression of sentiment by the Anti-lhumigration League 
of Boston, Mass. 

Let us see what the people have to say in this connection, Mr. 
President. 


Will 


The Detroit Evening News, January, 1897, says: 
It appears from the figures compiled in the office of the collector of the 


port of Detroit that our immediate Canadian neigh 


stant revenue to us through the trade they g 
the language of the protectionists themselv 
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rs are a st n- 
annually. Borrowing 
trade between 
our country and. Canada for the past year has been overwhelmingly 


ive us 


s, the balance of 





*“m 
our favor.” That is to say, we have sold those people more than $5,000,000 
more than they have sold us. Yet,if a poor Essex County countrywoman, 
desirous of buying something in the Detroit market which she can not buy 
in her own markets, takes on her arm a basket of eggs with which to facili 
tate her purchases here, a great cry goes up from some demagogue or some 
lunkhead who has been “studying the economic problem,” that Canada is 
flooding our market with dairy produce to the great wrong of the American 
farmers. Yet examination shows that the value of the dairy products which 
we sent to Canada during the year 189 was $235,000, while the total value of 
all the eggs entered at this port was only $40. A great fuss has from time 
to time been made about the practice of the Canadian farmers flooding our 





markets with Canadian hay, when the books show that only $5,000 worth of 
hay, all told, came to this side during the year. In most instances the petty 
trade is wholly “in our favor,” and yet the common belief that the Canadia 
come and use up our markets for us as they would borrow and wear out « 
umbrella has made it possible for Mr. Cor.iss to make a feeling of prejt 
against the Canadian workingmen, a very few of whom enjoy the } 
ef work on this side of the line. 


$ 
ir 
idice 


riviueges 


The United States is profiting by $5,000,000 a year more in the 
balance of trade which comes to us than belongs to Canada, * 
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[Detroit Evening News, January, 1897.] 









The News has already shown that, whatever may have been the dis parity 
in former years, the tables have now turned, and there are as many Ameri- 
cans who do isient labor in Canada as there are Canadians who do such 
work on this This reciprocity is now so complete that the entire lum- 





ber reg orthern Michigan and Canada have come to be one interest 
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News hasalso shown that the Corli 
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n interests. No man can 
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ss amendment is an act of hos- 
ri of this port with Canada 
Retail merchants who have protested 
s say that the trade with the border Canadian 
towns which does not find its way to the custom-house records would increase 
these figures largely. According to the figures in sight, Detroit and Michi- 
gan sell Canada $5,000,000 more than Canada sells us, and every one of the 
figures not in sight would go to increase this balance in our favor. Down in 
Washington, and even out at Lansing, the impression exists that Detroit is 
commercially bounded only on three sides. Thisisamistake. We have four 
and our east l valuable one. A statesman with 
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ore 








sides, rn side in not our | 
a broad mind would infer all this by the very fact that they interchange 
labor across the border here. By actual count there are on the average 
fewer thau fifty persons living in Canada whoearna living in Detroit over and 
above those who go from this side to work im Canada. This blow at Detroit's 
commercial interest would never be able to pass this or any other Congress 
without some such measure as Lodge bill todragit through. Mr. Cor- 
118s has been carried off his feet by the demands of a few people who have 
not thoroughly investigated the question in all its bearings. 


ast 





the 


An editorial from the Detroit Free Press of January 23, 1897, in 
the same connection, says: 


Congressman CoRLIss’s bill for the exclusion of immigrants hasat least the 
merit of plainness. There can be no doubt at what and whom it is aimed. 
It is intended to reach the Canadians who make their homes across the river 
and come daily to Detroit to work, returning at night. Incidentally it reaches 
a similar class who cross at Buffalo, at Port Huron, at the Sault, and at Cape 
St. Vincent, on the St. Lawrence; but the Congressman’s object is to reach 
those who cross here and to put a stop to their coming. 

if the tide moved only in one direction, and that teward the American 
shore, the measure would be less open to criticism than it is. It would still 
belong to the ** Chinese wall” order of legislation and appeal to prejudice 
rather than to statesmanship or sound economics. It would involve, how- 
ever, no very injurious consequences to the general American public, which 
can not be expected to take any great amount of interest in the Canadians 
who seek employment on this side of the boundary line, and it would gratify 
the labor unions, in whose interests it has been framed. 

But, unfortunately for the measure and those whose interests it is supposed 
to further, the flood does not move only one way. There are quite as many 
American citizens who cross into Canada daily to work as there are Canadi- 
ans who cross into the United States; and the work they do in Canada is of a 
higher grade and commands higher pay than is the case with those who come 
into this country. It is estimated that the number of Canadians who cross 


Michigan lumbermen are much nearer to the Canadian inter- 


| these birds of passage ? 


requirement of an appeal to the courts to determine a question 
which ought not to be submitted under such considerations if 
restriction of immigration is intended? Itis for the courts alone to 
determine what and who are those who come regularly or habitu- 
ally into the United States by land or by water. 

Section 5 is one of the most drastic of all the sections of the bill 
under this conference report, imposing a penalty upon the sacred 
right of a man to earn his daily bread by the sweat of his brow, 
taking away from him absolutely two of those inalienable rights 
which belong to him by virtue of his individuality and not by 
virtue of citizenship. The provision is: 

Sec. 5. That it shall be unlawful for any person, partnership, company, or 
corporation knowingly to employ any alien coming into the United States in 
violation of the next preceding section of this act. 

Then in section 6 it is provided— 


That any violation of the provisions of sections 4 and 5 of this act by any 
alien or citizen shall be deemed a misdemeanor, punishable by a fine not ex 
ceeding $500 or by imprisonment for the term of not exceeding one year, or 
by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 


Undemocratic, anti-American, cruel, such legislation! ‘‘ What 
a shameful step in the nation’s downward progress.” Even if it 
does put a check upon the immediate immigration of ‘ undesira- 
ble immigrants from southern Europe;” even if it does keep ‘* out 
> across our Canadian and Mexican border, 
it brings a blush to the cheek of every American who has here- 
tofore rejoiced that— 
His country’s 
Free latch-string never was drawn in 
Against the poorest child of Adam’s kin; 
and who is humiliated to reflect that the United States is no 
longer— 
She of the open soul and open door, 
With room about her hearth for all mankind. 


The alien who comes across the border in violation of this edict, 
and the citizen who gives him shelter under circumstances where 
the good Samaritan might have bound up his wounds and given 
him meat and drink when he had fallen among thieves by the 
wayside, is to be punished under this law by imprisonment and a 
fine of $500 in the discretion of the courts of the United States. 


| Find me in any of the provisions of the fugitive slave law, so 


the river at this point from Walkerville, Windsor, and Sandwich to work on | 


this side is not farfrom 400. The list comprisesa few mechanics, many clerks, 
typewriters, pieceworkers, etc 
by an cqualiy buwe stream going the other way to work in the establishments 
ot such firms and corporations as Parke, Davis Co., D. M. Ferry & Co., Acme 
White Lead and Color Company, Seely Manufacturing Company, Stearns & 
Co., Penberthy Injector Company, Globe Tobacco Works, Hurley Coal Com- 
pany, Daniel Scotten, and numerous others. Most of this army are skilled 
workers, commanding good salaries and wages, which they expend in Detroit 
for house rent and the necessaries, comforts, and luxurtes of life. Besides 
these, there is a frequent exodus from this side of sewer diggers, masons, 


builders, corpenters. plumbers, and other mechanics, who are in demand in | 


Windsor, Walkerville, and Sandwich, but whose money is expended in Detroit. 
It may be remarked in passing that much of the money earned by Canadi- 
ans who work in this city isalso expended here, because of the superior oppor- 
tunities offered in a large city to supply their wants at low prices. 

What is true here is true also of many other frontier cities—of Port Huron, 
of Buffalo, of Ogdensburg. There are Americans also who cross the line and 
go tothe interior of Canada, to Kingsville, to the oil regions, to the lumber 
woods, and other places, but who still retain their American citizenship and 
residence and spend most of their earnings at home. 

It will be the height of folly for Congress to pass the Corliss measure with- 
out taking these American workers in Canada into serious consideration. I¢ 
is a well-known fact that the Canadian Government at Ottawa is only wait- 
ing for the passage of the Corliss bill to retaliate, as any self-respecting Gev- 
ernment would. It is morally certain that the exclusion which the Congress- 
man proposes of Canadians who come to this side to work without taking up 
their residence here will be promptly followed by the exclusion from Canada 
of those Americans who cross to that side to work, returning home at night 
or atshortintervals And it is just as certain that in any such game, wholly 
aside from any sentiment involved in the matter, the United States will be 
the loser, because it has more to lose than Canada has. 


Mr. President, I should like to ask the distinguished Senators 


composing the conference committee on the part of the Senate | 


what earthly meaning, what earthly connection in the sense that 
it is germane, section 4 of this conference report has to the illiter- 
acy test which is intended to be submitted to the immigrant? It 
was an educational test which the Senate directed the conferees 
to report upon. It was an educational test to which the immi- 
grant was to be subjected. You have done all that after repeated 
endeavors, and now, when the alien is ‘‘capable and qualified,” 
you want to starve him to death! What earthly sentiment are 
you after gratifying when there is inserted here this: 

Sec. 4. That it shall hereafter be unlawful for any male alien who has not 
in good faith made his declaration before the proper court of his intention to 
become a citizen of the United States to be employed on —_? publie works of 
the United States, or to come regularly or habitually into the United States 
by land or water for the peapees of engaging in any mechanical trade or 


manual labor, for wages or salary, returning from time to time toa foreign 
country— 





clogging the progress and development of a proper restriction of 


They are met, however, at the ferry dock | 


vehemently inveighed against by that proud Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, any language which presents features so repulsive 
to the sense of the American citizen and the American people as 
is proposed by this conference report, denying the alien upon whom 


| the storm may beat the right toa roof over his head. denying a 





| upon the right of giving hospitality to any alien. 


crust of bread to him who has appealed for relief, and subjecting 
those who furnish it to fine and imprisonment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. GIBSON. Ido, Mr. President. 

Mr.CHANDLER. As the Senator is making the last speech on 
this bill, I venture to interrupt him to say that there is not a line 
or word in the bill which affords any foundation whatever for the 
last remark of his. There is nothing whatever which impinges 
The Senator 
ought, in justice to this great subject, to confine himself to the 
language of the bill and to legitimate argument. The forbidden 
act is the coming of an alien regularly and habitually to work in 
the United States without making a declaration of intention to 
become a citizen of the United States, and returning from time to 
time to a foreign country. When the Senator makes this denun- 
ciation of Massachusetts—— 

Mr. GIBSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And talks about the bill asif it forbade the 
rights of hospitality, he is violating, as the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Gray], I think, violated, and I do not know but 
intends to continue to violate, the principles of fair argument. 

Mr. GRAY. One moment, Mr. President. The Senator from 
New Hampshire just now violated his well-known rule of accu- 
racy when he quoted from the bill, and said it only prohibited 
men coming here ‘‘regularly and habitually.” The language of 
the bill is ‘‘regularly or habitually,” which is a very different 
thing. A man comes here regularly and comes here—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. TheSenatoris right. I substituted “and” 
for ‘“‘or.” I find the Senator right in that little particular for 
once. 

Mr. PALMER. May I be allowed to ask a question? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. If a man agrees to work for his board would 
that be an offense against this proposed law? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If board is wages or salary, yes. If board 
is not wages or salary, it would not be an offense; and it would 
be an offense only, as the Senator knows, where the alien regu- 


immigration, as | submit in this connection, with the absolute | larly or habitually returns from time to time to a foreign country. 
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Mr. PALMER. Might one permit an alien to work for his 
board under the bill? 


Mr. CHANDLER. I want to answer the Senator from Illinois, 
He repeats what is an incorrect statement. Nothing of that kind 
is in the bill and nothing which warrants the inference which he 
makes. 

Mr.GIBSON. Mr. President, I did not expect the Senator from 
New Hampshire to look through the same spectacles as myself at 
this bill, but I did expect before this debate was concluded that 
he would feel called upon to defend this very feature of this con- 
ference report to which I now call his attention. I repeat, if 
these three sections, which must be taken collectively or in con- 
nection, mean anything, they mean, first, that-—— 

At this point the honorable Senator yielded to Mr. Linpsay.] 
r. GIBSON. Mr. President, far be it from me,in the course 
of the remarks which I have submitted, to which my attention 
has been called, to reflect upon either the State of Massachusetts 
or any other State in the American Union in this connection. 
The distinguished Senator from New Hampshire {Mr. CHANDLER], 
who made the suggestion, will bear me out that my statement was 
that it was a striking coincidence that from Massachusetts, the 
State in the Union which inveighed most strongly against these 
two features of our system of legislation; the amendment of the 
Constitution with reference to slavery and of slaves being sold 
across the border, and the fugitive slave law, should come at this 
time to the support of this measure. That is all I propose to say 
in that connection, Mr. President. 

I wish, Mr. President, to call the attention of the Senate to a 
letter which I desire to insert as a part of my remarks, asI do 
not wish to detain the Senate by reading it, which is addressed to 
me by a citizen of Detroit on this subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter referred to by the Senator 
will be inserted in the RECORD, in the absence of objection. 

The letter is as follows: 


Drrroit, December 10, 1896. 

DeAR Str: The Washington dispatches state that Senator LopGr’s immi- 

ation bill was laid over to allow you to look into the matter. Regarding 

r. LoDGE’s portion of the bill I have nothing tosay, only that thousands of 

ood emigrants have come into America in the past unable to read or write. 

ut it is the portion due to Mr. Cor.iss that I wish to referto. Mr. Cor.Liss 
states that thousands of Europeans come into Boston and New York yearly 
and go home again in the fall after working here all summer. Whether the 
United States is justified in building a wall around the country to keep outa 
few men who eventually, no doubt, settle in the country, when the countries 
they come from take millions of dollars’ worth of the manufactures of this 
country, furnishing employment to vast numbers of Americans, is not for me 
tosay. It is in respect to the original reason why the bill was introduced by 
the late member of Congress, Judge Chipman, namely, the preventing of 
Ee le living in Windsor from working in Detroit, while retaining their home 
n Windsor. Although nearly as a people living in Detroit are at various 
periods of the year employed in Windsor and Walkerville, yet shutting out 
the Canadians is quite popular with the people who voted Mr. Cor.tss into 
office. Hence his energy in pushing it. Now, a little light on the subject. 
Windsor and Walkerville are opposite Detroit, half a mile away, and being 
close to the center of Detroit business center, many people have resided there 
and bought little homes, in preference to going to the outskirts of the larger 
city, with expensive car fare. But many of them are employed in Detroit 
as clerks, various mechanical trades, sales ladies, etc. So that Windsor owes 
a large share of its prosperity to this item alone. Many Detroiters have in- 
vested in property in its confines, Mr. ConLiss owning 900 feet front on one 
of the mainavenues. The amount thus owned figures up on the assessment 
roll at over $600,000, at a low estimate. 

Now, the American portion is this: Hiram Walker, the great Canadian dis- 
tiller, came here many years ago without a dollar hardly and engaged in the 
whisky business. He is now worth several millions, and has taken all his 
profits, practically, outside of his business, to the American city of Detroit 
and invested it there, to the great loss of Canada. He still continues doin 
this, and no doubt takes more to Detroit every year than several omsiioall 

ple could do in the way of mechanics and shop girls. Again, Windsor is 
ull of branch stores of Detroit wholesale houses, from seeds to billiard tables 


and wholesale drugs, in order to escape the Canadian duty, mostly officered 
and run by ple living in Detroit. number thus employed was taken 
during the last session and should now be on file in the Immigration Com- 


mittee room, and the numbers about equaled each other, not taking into con- 
sideration the fact that the profits from these branches and the large salaries 


ef the managers are in the main taken to Detroit and spent. So that approx- 
®mately it may be stated that for every dollar taken on Saturday night from 
Detroit to Windsor. the Canadian town, $2 are taken from Windsor and 


Walkerville to Detroit, not counting the colossal incomes from the Walker 
distillery. Even the elegant ferry line is an American affair, so that there is 
— reciprocity here on the Canadian side at least, while the United States 


the alien-labor law which works all right for labor outside of these towns. 


Again, Detroit is a natural buying resort for the people of these two towns, 
so that really there is no call for Sach a bill as Mr. CokLiss would have your 
body put into law. Ahi aioe ce ad 
Sua the bill s. Ali people now living in Windsor would be com- 
= to move to Detroit, or lose their positions. This would in many cases 
m to those com: tosacrifice their little homes. Youcan readily 
see what ps this would entail. It would be a public calamity. 


hardshi 

On the other hand, the people now em 
would go through the ananieel. for a bill identical with Mr. CoRLIss’s has 
had one reading in the Canadian Parliament, and would be at once passed and 
enforced. Now, where would be the benefit to the American workman? 
Consider that all along the American frontier a like upheaval whould take 
ro Canada's Soo is almost exclusively used by American vessels; 
,000 went pacnge last year, at no expense tothem. The Canadian lumber 
woods are largely owned by American capital, with Americans imported to 
work there in the summer. B ; 
_ and much more, the mines, ote, Seraishing empties pment ion pomees- 
cansinthesummer. Can you not see what a conditiono ings wo ensue 
if the Canadian Government got its back up and rigidly enforced their bill 


oyed in Windsor, living in Detroit, 
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along the frontier? It would bea very unfriendly act, at the least, an 
in the end cause untold trouble. Less things have brought on a war 
llive in Windsor, and own much property close to Mr. CORLIss, and I wor) 
in Detroit, owning property there. Ido not expect you will pass lay 
Canadians, but in this case it will be as unfortunate for one as the other. so 
I hope youwill see your way clear to vote against placing Mr. Con.iss’s 
amendment on the statute books of the United States. Llived for many year 
in Detroit, hope toagain; but this measure woul 


lwouk 








uldaid no one but Mr. Cor Iss, 
whowould be the great Republican workingman’s friend, though it would 
injure American labor more than it would help i 
aes you will give this due consideration, I remain. 
our obedient servant, 
tOBERT A. TIMMS, 
75 Bates street. Detroit. M 
I wrote Mr. Lopae on this subject exhaustively. 
Hon. Mr. Grason, Senator, Washington, D. C 
Mr. GIBSON. I ask leave also to insert as part of my remarks, 
without taking the time of the Senate to read it, another letter 
from a citizen of the United States relating to the subject. 
[The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter referred to by the Sena- 
tor will be printed in the RecorD, in the absence of objection. 
The letter is as follows: 
WINDSOR, ONTARIO, February 
DEAR Stk: We who live on the border, and can understand what a war of 
exclusion by the United States and Canada will mean, wish you gods) Lin 
your efforts to crush out Mr. CorLIss’s amendment to the immigration bill 
i had the pleasure of addressing you before, when [ forwarded you certain 
information pertinent to the question, and now, after Mr. Coruiss ha 
ceeded in again having the immigration bill passed in the House, do I con 
to you and ask you, in the name of both Canadian and United States « en 
employed on both sides of the line, to use all your influence to defeat the bill 
when it comes up in the Senate. Weon this frontier are living in peace, 
but this bill will change it into but little removed from a state of war. This 
town is full of branch manufactories of Detroit houses, oficered at big sala 
ries, and very often the employees coming from Detroit, with not a question 
against it, and most liberal treatment at the Canadian custom house for their 


large importations of goods in the rough that are finished in Canada, thereby 


escaping a heavy duty. These firms will! feel it, just as all other American 
owned institutions through the length and breadth of Canada ~— its fair woods, 
its mines, and everything in which American citizens are employed or are 
owners—if a state of war is declared by the American Congress. Aad it will 
be a state of war, too, only firearms will not be used; but American capital 
will feel it. We want to live in peace; we put out the right hand of fellow- 


Yr 


ship to American capital and American labor and give them the same privi 
leges and the same rights we give our own people; but if you will make war 
on us (at the behest of a few trades unionists), why, Canada will have to 
reply. God bless your efforts in behalf of peace, and may you be successful 
in your efforts in the Senate. 
Wishing you success, | remain, truly yours, 
ROBERT TIMMS 
Employed at 75 Bates street, Detroit, Mich. 
Senator G1Bson, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. GIBSON. [returnnow, Mr. President, to the second section 
of this bill, having sufficiently considered the Corliss amendment, 
except to say, what I was about toadd, that there is only 1 in Can- 
ada to be benefited where there are 15 of the people of the United 
States to be benefited in view of these reciprocal relations which 
now exist, and which are the result of the unwritten law, not the 
lex scripta, in the shape of any tariff regulation of the United 
States, but a law which has been recognized from time immemo- 
rial, and laws which are of benefit not only to the States bordering 
on the Canadian frontier from Buffalo to Lake Michigan, but to 
the 50,000 miners in the British Dominion to-day, American work- 
men, recognized by the Canadian Government, and recognized in 
their relation as benefiting the United States. 

I now refer to section 2, which reads: 

For the purpose of testing the ability of the immigrant to read and write 
as required by the foregoing section, the inspection officers shall be furn hed 
with copies of the Constitution of the United States, etc 

If this second section of the proposed law is sought to be en- 
forced, if this conference report shall be enacted into a law, there 
is no feature of the appropriations made at this session of the 
Fifty-fourth Congress of the United States that will begin to 
measure in magnitude with the appropriations necessary to be 
made to carry out the provisions of this law. There is no feature 
of legislation on our statute books to-day which is fraught with 
the expense in the shape of appropriations incident to the expend- 
iture here. Senators can not have regarded this provision of 
this conference report, a provision never agreed upon in the other 
House and never agreed upon in the Senate. It can not be made 
effective, as I shall show you, Mr. President, in a few words. 

I have here an official communication from the Commissioner 
of Immigration in the port of New York, Dr. Senner, who is best 
able to advise the Senate and the country of the details incident 
to the carrying out of this legislation to restrictimmigration. He 
says: 

The available space at Ellis Island is divided into eight aisles, an arrango- 
ment by which we are enabled to examine cight immigrants ata time, devot- 
ing an average of three minutes to each immigrant, thus disposing of 1) per 
hour. In order to furnish shelves for writing purposes we would be obliged 
to reduce the number of aisles to four, and the additional time for the writ- 
ing test is estimated at seven minutes, making ten minutes for the examina- 
tion of each immigrant. Making the calculation upon the basis of four aisies 
and ten minutes per immigrant, we have only examined 120 in the first five 
hours, according to this calculation. ' 
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Where will that lead us, Mr. President? In the carrying out of 
the provisions of this section of the bill, if it takes, as it will, five 
hours and thirty minutes for 120 immigrants, it will take eighteen 
hours for 500 immigrants. If we have 5,000 immigrants at Ellis 
Island at a time—and we have had them there frequently: and I 
noticed in a speech the other day of a gentleman [Mr. MaHany], 
a member of Congress from New York, whom I have the pleas- 
ure of seeing in the Chamber at this time, that as many as 
10,000 immigrants have arrived at Ellis Island or the port of New 
York in one day—but putting these figures as I have estimated 
them, if it takes eighteen hours for 500 immigrants to be exam- 
ined, 5,000 at Ellis Island at one time will require one hundred and 
eighty hours to examine, allowing ten hours for a working day, 
which is two hours a day longer than they work there now. It 
will require eighteen days to examine 5,000 immigrants at Ellis 
Island. Eighteen days make three weeks. If vou double that, 
according to the statement of gentlemen who are familiar with 
this feature of the subject, it will take six weeks to examine 
10,000. 

Whai is to become of the 10,000 or the 5,000 immigrants who 
land at Ellis Island? Where are they to be accommodated? The 
accommodations now are scarcely sufficient to meet the ordinary 
demands of inspection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
paper he is reading? 

Mr. GIBSON. I am reading from the report of Dr. Senner 
to Hon. RicHarp BARTHOLDT, of the House of Representatives, 
dated January 15, 1897. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has the Senator seen the letter from Mr. 
Stump, the Commissioner-General of Immigration, of January 
20, 1897, to Mr. BARTHOLDT? 

Mr. GIBSON. I have not. 
heard of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hand it to the Senator. Itisa full refu- 
tation of the wild statement the Senator is now making. I trust 
he will let it be put in the RECORD. 

Mr. GIBSON. I willappeal from the Commissioner-General to 
the commissioner of the port of New York, as being more familiar 


Will the Senator kindly tell me from what 


I have never seen it and never 


with the details of what goes on at Ellis Island, whose business it | 


is to be there every day and every hour when work is to be done 
and when examinations by inspectors are to be made. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Willthe Senator putin this letter from Mr. 
Stump? 

Mr. GIBSON. I decline so to do, Mr. President. That belongs 
to the Senator in his own time and according to his own views of 
the case. Iam now discussing what the Senate and the country 
must contemplate in the carrying out of this educational test. 


A little learning is a dangerous thing; | 
Drink deep, or taste not the Pierian spring. 


These poor illiterates are required to be educated just sufficiently 
to read and write twenty words, unmeaning as they may be, of the 
Constitution of the United States, which has as much force, char- 
acter, and effect to them as Sanskrit. Yet the education of those 
immigrants to read twenty words of the Constitution and to write 
them in the poor, hard-fisted, cramped hands of those who have 
been used to labor rather than the requirement of a test which 
means nothing to them, is to cost the taxpayers of this country 
millions of dollars in the shape of appropriations to carry out this 
law. Ellis Island in area will not be equal to the task; three 
times the extent of that area will not be sufficient to give the 
accommodation to these immigrants. They must be housed and 
fed there before their feet can be planted upon one other spot of 
American soil, and not only to be kept in quarters, but to be as 
comfortable as comports with the dignity of the United States, 
which has offered an asylum to the oppressed of every land. When 
they get here we are not to treat them as they were treated whence 
they came, but to treat them with the humanity which belongs to 
the American people, giving shelter and food during the five or 
six weeks that 5,000 immigrants are to be detained for the purpose 
of this educational test of their right to land. 

With due deference to Dr. Senner,I submit, Mr. President, that 
ten minutes is a very moderate limit to allow for the inspection 
of these immigrants. The strength of a chain is its weakest link. 
Every link of a chain may, save one, be forged with a degree of 
strength to anchor a battle ship at its moorings, but if there be 
one link weak she drifts from her moorings upon rocks she knows 
not of. The length of time required for the inspection of the 
slowest immigrant, which may be half an hour or longer, will be 
the measure of time required for each detail at the several batches 
ofimmigrants. Inspectors! How many ‘‘inspectors” will be nec- 
essary to carry out the provisions of this bill? Twenty-three are 
all now that are required at Ellis Island and only one or two at 
Baltimore and Boston and Philadelphia. These entry clerks, or 
inspectors, are now paid $1,500 a year, 
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But let this bill become a law, and instead of the present num- 
ber we will require 200, not at salaries of $1,500 a year, but with 
largely increased salaries. And provided; how? Provided as in- 
spectors are now appointed. Notso. Inspectors at the port of 
New York, at Ellis Island, are appointed simply for the purpose of 
inspecting the immigrants physically, to determine whether they 
come within the prohibited class as being criminals, lunatics, 
paupers, or persons likely to become a charge upon the country 
within one year; whether they are ill; whether they are suffering 
with disease or disability of any kind. But the inspectors to be 
provided under the proposed act are of an entirely different class. 
They are not inspectors who are to look after baggage and see 
that it is fumigated. They are not inspectors to see whether the 
germs of smallpox exist and whether filth and dirt prevail or 
whether the immigrants come within the classes prohibited; but 
they are to be appointed with special reference to a high order of 
educational qualification themselves, with reference to ability to 
determine whether or not the immigrantis ‘qualified and capable” 
to pass the educational test in some one of 200 different languages 
written and spoken in the world. 

I hold in my hand, Mr. President, illustrations of 200 languages 
in this world—languages written and spoken—in which these beau- 
tiful words from the Holy Bible, so full of meaning the world over— 

For God so loved the world that He gave His only begotten Son, that who- 
soever believeth in Him should not perish, but have everlasting life— 
have been printed and circulated; 200 languages written and 
spoken, not as dialects, but recognized the world over as having 
been translated from Holy Writ. 

Not unmeaning words like those of the Constitution of the 
United States, but so plain that he who runs may read; as clearly 
seen to the mental vision in every land as was limned the sign of 
the cross in the skies to Constantine the Great. 

Now, the President of the United States must appoint, before 
this law can be made effective under this nauseous nostrum of 
the civil-service law, three commissioners, who must be able to 
appoint inspectors, some one of whom can read and write them- 
selves and determine whether others have correctly read and 
written in some one of these 200 languages, designated by the 
immigrant himself, these printed slips. etc. I know that $1,500a 
year is paid to inspectors for the simple duty of determining 


| whether immigrants are unclean and unhealthy; whether they are 


ill; whether they are lunatics, paupers, or persons likely to become 
a charge upon the community; but when you find a man who is 
able to speak one or many of these different languages and read 
them correctly,in order to determine whether the ‘‘ immigrant” 
has written and spoken them correctly, double the salary of $1,500 
and you will not yet have reached the maximum that should be 
paid in consideration of such distinguished services. 


The river Rhine, I own, 

Doth wash the city of Cologne; 

But tell me, nymphs, what power divine 
Doth wash the River Rhine? 


I send to the desk, Mr. President, a letter from a gentleman in 
my own State, and ask that it may be printed as a part of my 
remarks: 


FRANCIS B. LIVEZEY, AUTHOR AND PUBLISHER, 

Sykesville, Md., February 5, 1897. 
up the fight against the Lodge immigration bill. We 
want all the working people possible to come to this country, regardless of 
their illiteracy. All ouranarchy, all our socialism, all our industrial troubles 
are due to education—to educating the people to books rather than to imple- 
ments. We have shut out the Chinese workers that came to us on the West, 
and now we would shut out those who come to us on the East. 

You are not, in your opposition to the bill, submitting to “‘steamship and 
corporate influence,’ but you are proclaiming that the salvation of the coun- 
try depends A tho workers, and that all should come here who are such. 
Thousands of farmers and thousands of families have suffered for years for 
the want of field hands and domestic servants. I have felt the want of these 
myself. Some years ago, before quitting farming, despairing of eens 
farm hands in the country, [advertised for one in the Baltimore Sun, and hac 
upward of thirty clerks and bookkeepers reply, but not one genuine farm 
hand. I took a half-starved, smart young man from the vicinity, be it said, 
of Senator LopGe’s home, ingratiated him graduaily into farm work, and he 
promised to be a workingman the rest of his life. I have had similar experi- 
ences with women. 

A comparison was made in the North American Review some years ago 
between Massachusetts asa learned and South Carolina asan illiterate State. 
In proportion to population Massachusetts far exceeded South Carolina in 
her number of criminals, paupers, and insane. Verily, it is not the time, in 
the face of such facts, to accept the authorities of that State on matters per- 
taining to illiteracy and affecting the whole country. 

An Eastern Shore (Maryland) school board advertised in the Baltimore 
Sun “ once for aschool-teacher, and the secretary wrote me he had seventy- 
two replies, ranging from Maine to Texas. If we want a farm hand, a cham- 
bermaid, or a cook we all know how many we get. 

Fight the good fight that will bring men and women of muscle to our shores, 
for, unless manna descends from heaven, our poor educated classes will year 


by year be nearer starvation. 
Very respectfully, FRANCIS B. LIVEZEY, 
Sykesville, Md. 


DEAR Srr: Kee 


Hon. CHARLES H. Grson, M. C. 


And now, Mr. President, we recur to what is supposed to be the 
true inwardness of this measure, the ‘‘ educational test.” Here it 
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is, the test agreed upon by the Boston Anti-Immigration League, | than inGermany; and the same relation again exists between Ger- 


agreed upon by the Senate committee, and passed by the Senate: 


Strike out the present section 2 and insert a new section as follows: 
“Sec. 2. For the purpose of testing the ability of the immigrant to read and 


furnished with copies of the Constitution of the United States, printed on 
numbered uniform pasteboard slips, each containing not less than twenty 
nor more than twenty-five words of said Constitution printed in the various 
languages of the immigrants in double small pica type. These slips shall be 
kept in boxes made for that purpose and so constructed as to conceal the 
slips from view, each box to contain slips of but one language, and the immi- 
rrant may designate the language in which he prefers the test shall be made. 
Each immigrant shall be required to draw one of said slips from the box and 
read, and afterwards write out, in full view of the immigration officers, the 
words printed thereon. Each slip shall be returned to the box immediately 
after the test is finished, and the contents of the box shall be shaken up by 
an inspection officer before another drawingis made. No immigrant failing 
to read and write out the slip thus drawn by him shall be admitted, but he 
shall be returned to the country from which he came at the expense of the 
steamship or railroad ey which brought him, as now provided by law. 
The inspection officers shall keep in each box at all times a full number of 
said printed pasteboard slips, and in the case of each excluded immigrant 
shall keep a certified memorandum of the number of the slip which the said 
immigrant failed to read or copy out in writing.” 


No immigrant failing in the slightest degree to comply herewith 
shall be admitted. To be absolutely certain of the faithful carry- 
ing out of these important provisions, ‘‘ the inspection officers shall 
keep in each box at all times a full number of said slips,” etc. 

And yet, Mr. President, after all this thought and time and care 
of the ton Anti-Immigration League in formulating an * edu- 
cational test,” which shall turn back this monstrous, overwhelm- 
ing tide of immigration from our shores, and one which has received 
the merit of his approval by the Senator from Massachusetts, as 
measuring fully up to his idea of all that is required in the way of 
“restricting” immigration, a subject which he says he has devoted 
ten of the best years of his life to the consideration of, this test is 
nothing. It has tumbled like a house of cards in the light of what 
the ‘‘conference committee” has added to this flawless production: 

If in any case from any unavoidable cause, the foregoing slips are not at 
hand for use, the * inspection officers” snall carefully and thoroughly test the 
ability of the immigrant to read and write, using the most appropriate and 
available means at their command; and shall state fully in writing the reasons 


why the slips are lacking, and describe the substitute method adopted for 
testing the ability of the immigrant. 


What a fall ishere, Mr. President! Whata ‘‘come down” from 
this high-flown, stilted emanation, that was to bring dismay to 
the luckless alien who dared to come to our shores, other than as 
the anointed child of education might come! The real test of 
illiteracy is abandoned to innocuous desuetude, and the ‘‘inspec- 
tion officers” are left to their will and convenience to test the 
capacity and ability of the immigrant to read and write, “ using 
the most appropriate means at theircommand!” These available 
means at their command may most likely be a blackboard and a 
piece of chalk! What a slender test, therefore, Mr. President, do 
we discover this ‘‘reading and writing” test to be, upon which 
to reverse our nation’s proud traditions! ‘‘ Parturiunt montes, 
nascetur ridiculus mus!” 


Mr. Carnegie, in his Triumphant Democracy, says: 


Were the owners of every gold and silver mine in the world compelled to 
send to the Treasury at Washington, at their own expense, every ounce of 
the precious metals produced, the national wealth would not be enhanced 
one-half as much as it is from the golden stream which flows into the country 
every year through immigration. : 

America is only a favored land for the most efficient; drones have no place 
in her hive; but in whatever the immigrant may fail, whether in securing 
wealth or home, whether he remain poor or lose health, whether his lot be 
happy or miserable, there remains one great prize which can not escape 
him—one blessing so bright, so beneficent as to shed upon the darkest career 
the glory of its entrancing rays and compensate for the absence of material 
good. The Republic may not give wealth or happiness; she has not promised 

hese. It is the freedom to pursue these, nct their realization, which the 
Declaration of Independence claims; but if she does not make the immigrant 
happy or prosperous, this she can do and does do for every one—she makes 
him a citizen—a man! 

The Senator from Massachusetts has inveighed against the evils 
resulting from immigration, because, as he insists, immigration 
to these shores by aliens is to take away from the labor of this 
country what the‘labor of this country is justly entitled to as the 
reward of that labor. To that statement | reply that to-day the 
State of Massachusetts, which has profited more by immigration 
than any State in the Union, and for its area is the most thickly 
settled of any of the United States except Rhode Island, pays a 
higher rate of wages than ever was paid before, in the face of the 
immigration of which the Senator complains, and the hours of 
labor are shorter than they ever were before in the history of that 
State. . * . 

- The best proof that unrestricted immigration does not tend to 
reduce wages is the fact that at the present day, after all these 
years of unrestricted immigration, the wages of the workingman 
in this country are higher and the hours of daily labor shorter 
than ever before. It needs only a superficial acquaintance with 
the nature of wages to show that they do not decrease as popula- 
tion increases. England has a greater number of inhabitants per 


of the laborer that determines the rate of wages. 
: : : x R } 18 room in this country for both skilled and unskilled labor, we 
write, as required by the foregoing section, the inspection officers shall be | should welcome every man who is willing to work. 


| 





| chusetts in the statement that the lower order degenerates th 





many and Russia. It is principally the skill and productiveness 


As long as there 


And again, labor unions, which more than ever before in the 
world watch over the interests of workingmen, by direct or in- 
direct methods, effectually prevent the undercutting of wages. 


| The rise and fall of wages due to obscure causes may occur, and 


be without remedy, but if it is caused by nothing else than com- 
petition among the workingmen themselves, labor unions may be 
depended upon to regulate it. But competition between laboring 
men of the class affected by this bill and Americans will never 
be, for skilled labor and unskilled labor work in different fields, 
too far apart for the higher class to be interfered with or jealous 
of the lower. As compared with the laborers of the class affected 
by this bill, all Americans are skilled laborers. They seek the 
shops, factories, foundries, machines, railroads, engine rooms, 
bridge and iron constructions, and other places where special 
aptitude, training, and acquired skill give larger value to their 


labor. There is no danger that he will overstock the market or 
that there will be more of him than there is demand for. In the 


Iron Trade Review of Cleveland there is an article calling atten- 
tion to the scarcity of skilled men. And in all the departments 
where their work is needed there is an increasing instead of a de- 
creasing call for such workmen. 

But the Bohemian, Russian, and Italian must take and are glad 
to take the meaner sort of occupations—street sweeping, sewer 
cleaning, the digging of ditches and drains, the making of exca- 
vations, the outdoor work about mills and factories, which does 
not require skilled labor or special training, but only strength and 
industry—menial service, peddling, waiting in hotels and restau- 
rants, fruit selling, knife grinding, toy and image making, and a 
great many other things which Americans do not seek and will 
not willingly undertake. All of these, together with many indoor 
employments, such as cigar and garment making, fall to the share 
of the newly landed, poor, and illiterate immigrants. Americans 
do not want such work. Hebrews, Russians, and Italians do want 
it; and the reason for their coming is that they may get it. They 
are the only persons to do it, and their presence here is a logical 
necessity. 

This conference report, Mr. President, is not a compliance with 
the instructions of the Senate to its conferees. It is not only not 
a compliance, but it is a departure from the requirements of those 
instructions. 

If the Senator from Massachusetts can show to me that illiteracy 
of foreign immigration means dishonesty in the character of the 
immigrant, I will vote for his bill. Education, it is true, does vive 
polish to fine natures, but the nature may be fine without the 
polish of education. We want the fine nature and will do the 
polishing in the shape of education after the immigrants come 
here. 

We will educate these immigrants when they get here. We 
will find the task less difficult to make a homogeneous mass of these 
people, adapting them to our customs and to our purposes, than 
if they had preconceived notions from the education which they 
had received abroad. We do not want them partial! to the learn- 
ing and culture of Europe. We do not want an importation of 
men with ideas hostile to our native civilization. In the composite 
population of this Republic we will have a nation of Americans 
peculiar to our own civilization. Whileit may not be ‘* home born 
and home bred exclusively.” in their hearts there will have grown 
up a spirit which will make them the faithful bodyguard of our 
liberties, who would be “driven into the sea at the point of the 
bayonet before they would renounce one principle of our Consti- 
tution.” 

Race deterioration! The learned Senator from Massachusetts 
refers to race deterioration; he urges it as one of the strongést rea- 


sons why the educational test should be submitted. He says: 

If a lower race mixes with a higher in sufficient numbers, history teaches 
us that the lower race will prevail. The lower race will absorb the | er, 
not the higher the lower, when the two strains approach equality in num- 
bers. In other words, there is a limit to the capacity of any race for a i- 
lating and elevating an inferior race, and when you begin to pour in in un 
limited numbers people of alien or lower races of less social effic and 
less moral force you are running the most frightful risk that a peopie can 
run. There lies the peril at the portals of our land; there is pressing the 
tide of unrestricted immigration. The time has certainly come, if not to 


stop, at least to check, to sift, and to restrict those immigrants 


Let us see whether history bears out the Senator from Massa- 
vile 

higher order. That feature exists only in his imagination, a 
Frankenstein that is conjured up by his own fears of what may 
happen, without any warrant or authority forit in history. Race 


| deterioration isan evil which works from above downward, never 


from below upward. There never was but one distinctive race in 


square mile than Germany, and yet wages are higher in England |! this land of ours affected by immigration, and that was the raee 
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which John Winthrop and his followers found in. 1630 when they 
set foot on Plymouth Rock—the American Indians— 
‘* When across the ocean there came a Pilgrim bark bearing the 


seeds of life and death; the former were sown for us, the latter | 
sprang up in the path of the simple native. Two hundred years | 
have changed the character of this continent and blotted from its 
face forever a whole peculiar people. Art has usurped the powers 


and the anointed children 
ful for the tribes of the ignorant. 
{ 


of nature, of education were too power- 
As a race, they have withered 

rom the land; their arrows are broken, their cabins are in the 
lust, and their conncil fires have long since gone out on our shores. 
Slowly and sadly they climb the distant mountains and view their 
doom in the setting sun. They know that thereis but one remove 
for them, and that is to the shores of the Pacific, where they must 
soon hear the roar of the last wave, which shall settle over them 
forever.” 

That is what immigration has done for the inferior race. No, 
Mr. President, the lower classes never corrupt the higher. His- 
tory is full of examples of so-called race deterioration where the 
vices of the higher in rank came to be practiced by the lowly, but 
never yet of an instance of the lower classes influencing the higher 
to their hurt. lf immigration detrimental to the prosperity, 
character, and quality 
from over the s, it will come in the first cabin and not in the 
steerage; he who skall sow the seeds of deterioration among our 
people will be the * peer,” not the peasant; the ‘‘count,” not the 
‘*contadini.” 

There is no danger of race deterioration here, Mr. President. 
Even if these immigrant laboring men were racially inferior, 
there is no danger for us to dread from association with them. 

There is a quality in the composition of the Anglo-Saxon which 
prevents any such calamity, if it really threatened. That qual- 
ity is perhaps the distinguishing trait of the Anglo-Saxon people— 
I mean its power of assimilation of other peoples with itself. AI] 
men mix more or less; the resultant shows the characteristics of 
one of the component parts, or of another; sometimes the races 
blend so that the new one resulting from the combination is dif- 
ferent from either of the originals. : 
Saxon has been thrown by fate in contact with other peoples he 
has absorbed, assimilated, and made like unto himself the other 
peoples. Into whatever country he has gone he has carried his own 
language, his own laws, his own customs, and they have prevailed. 
There is no reason to fear that this country will furnish an excep- 
tion to the invariable rule. Senators may surely depend upon it, 
that if foreigners, of any class or nationality, in any numbers come 
to our shores it will not be long before they adopt our speech and 
customs and adapt themselves to our institutions. Who can 
doubt it? Who does doubt it? You can tell the newly landed 
stranger at first glance; but who shall discriminate between the 
native-descended American and the son or grandson of him who 
landed forty years ago. Thenewcomers will not change us, but we 
shallchangethem. Circumstances, conditions, and opportunities, 
denied them at home, but open to their enjoyment here, will 
develop in them and bring to light the virtues and abilities latent 
in them which they have inherited from their ancestors and 
which made those ancestors the most civilized, enlightened, and 
cultivated people of the world. 

Let no man stand here in his place and say to the American 
people that they are in danger of deterioration by any causes not 
of their own making. The people who made this great and glori- 
ous country what it is, who won their independence in their 
childhood and maintained it in their youth, are not now in their 
manhood of such paltry stuff as to be unable, without danger of 
contamination, to associate with other peoples. Let no such hu- 
miliating apprehension influence our legislation. We are strong; 
we can both protect the weak and succor the needy; we can 
receive into our midst the sturdy and diligent laborer of Europe 
and utilize his strength to his profit and ourown. Let us put no 
hindrance in the way of his coming. Let all the peoples of the 
world who are industrious, vigorous, and law abiding come and 
join in the development of this rich and extensive country and 
in the formation of a healthy, free, prosperous, and powerful 
population. 

On the east front of the Capitol there stands the colossal figure 
of Columbus, holding in his outstretched hand the New World, 
to which he invites the Old. 

The gateways of that New World have stood open wide but not 
unguarded. Over against the glorious arch spanning these por- 
tals of our land an ‘“ educational test” has been inscribed, not 
formulated by leagues and submitted by inspectors; in unmean- 
ing words, but writ in characters of living light, flashing across 
oceans and continents and seas, ‘‘ Otiosis hic locus non est; discede 
morator!” This land is not for the lazy; loaferdepart! A legend 
read in every land, spoken by every tongue, interpreted at every 
humble fireside, and graven on every fingerboard beyond the seas, 
to guide the wanderer to our western land. 


of our race should ever come to our country | < ae Oe 
| industrious and worthy of foreign lands. 


But wherever the Anglo- | 
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These immigrants come here to work, Mr. President; to worl 
for some good, be it never so lowly. All work to them is noble and 
holy. They want their great deeds to be their prayer to their God! 

This isthe character of immigration, sifted and restricted by th, 
wholesome laws which the Democratic party has provided, th 
the Democratic party invites to-day. From 1852 to 1896 th 
wholesome immigration laws have been invoked in every Dei 
cratic platform. 


[From the Democratic platform of 1852] 


10. That the liberal principles embodied by Jefferson in the Declarati: 
Independence, and sanctioned in the Constitution, which make ours the | 
of liberty and the asylum of the oppressed of every nation, have ever | 
cardinal principles in the Democratic faith.and every attempt to abridce : 
privilege of becoming citizens and the owners of soil among us ought to 
resisted with the same spirit which swept the alien and sedition law 
our statute books. 


[From the Democratic platform of 1892.] 
IMMIGRATION. 


Src. 12. We heartily approve all legitimate efforts to prevent the U 
States from being used as the dumping ground for the known criminal! 
professional paupers of Europe, and we demand the rigid enforcement 
laws against Chinese immigration, or the importation of foreign work: 
under contract to degrade American labor and lessen its wages, but w: 
demn and denounce any and all attempts to restrict the immigration 


[From the Republican platform of 1896.]} 


For the protection of the quality of our American citizenship, and of + 
wages of our workingmen against the fatal competition of low-priced la! 
we demand that the immigration laws be thoroughly enforced, and 
tended as to exclude from entrance to the United States those who 
neither read nor write. 


The clouds are in the heavens, Mr. President, for the Repub- 
lican party on the other side of this Chamber, which has invoked 
and supported such legislation as is sought in this conference re- 
port. It will not do for them to say that this is a ‘“‘ mild meas- 
ure,” nonpartisan in its character, and will meet with almost a 
Be not deceived, 
Senators on this side. The voice of our Republican friends is the 
voice of Jacob, but their hands are the hands of Esau. [f thi 
bill is to be passed, let it be passed by Republican votes; it has 
no part nor lot in the Democratic faith. If the time shall ey 
come, Mr. President, when, as a nation, we ‘shall cease to sym- 
pathize with the struggles of the people of other countries for lib 
erty and justice, our own liberties and our free institutions wil! 
be in the greatest danger.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I am opposed to the adop- 
tion of the conference report, and I ask the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate for a few moments in which to state my objections to it. 

There has been an intelligent popular sentiment in the United 
States for a good many years past demanding restriction upon 
unlimited immigration to the United States. That popular senti 
ment has been met by Congress in the enactment of various immi- 
gration and labor-contract laws. One of those actscreated a board 
of immigration inspectors, whose headquarters are in the city of 
New York, and there they are and have been for years sitting in 
execution and enforcement of the laws already passed by Con- 
gress restricting immigration. 

I believe, Mr. President, that the present act goes too far. 
too drastic inits terms. There are not yet enough people in the 
United States. It is true that the population of our country has 
increased from about 3,000,000 in the colonial times to about 
70,000,000 now, but there is a vast expanse of the domain of the 
United States which is still comparatively uninhabited. Webave 
room for many more people. The natural increase of the _— 
lation of the country is not sufficient to build up as rapidly as 
should be the waste places of the country. 

As pointed out by my colleague, thesenior Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. CAFFERY], there are in the United States, exclusive of Alaska, 
3,000,000 square miles of territory, and of that ares less than 300,000) 


It is 


| square miles are in actual cultivation and subjecved to the uses of 
| man. 


That is not 10 per cent of the area of the United States, 
exclusive of Alaska. If we include Alaska, the remarkable fact is 
presented that of the domain constituting the United States there 
is perhaps not 5 per cent of it that is in actual cultivation. 

he Empire State of the South, the State of Texas, has, includ- 
ing the bays which border upon it, about 275,000 square miles. 
That is an area almost equal td the entire extent of the domain 
of the United States, exclusive of Alaska, which is now subject 
to cultivation and to use by man. The great interior sections of 


| the country need more people, and any immigration act which 


tends to exclude, as the pending bill does, the people who would 
like to come here, is not to the interest of those sections. ; 
Speaking from recollection, I will state the fact to be that in 
Holland there are more than 600 people to the square mile, whereas 
in the great valley of the Mississippi River, a country as fertile as 
Holland and as capable of sustaining a population as vast as are the 
lowlands of the Netherlands, there are not 30 people to the square 








1897. 





mile, As my recollection further serves me, there are not more 
than 18 people to the square mile on the average on the domain 
constituting the United States. 

It may do very well for certain sections of the country and for 
certain large cities in the United States to pass a measure as dras- 
tic as this one, but it does not do for the sparsely settled sections 
of the West and the South. Instead of the 70,000,000 people we 
have now in this country I would like to see that number doubled 
and even trebled. 

Think what the valley of the Mississippi alone would be if it 
had one-third as many people to the square mile in the valley as 
there are to-day in Holland. It woull be in itself a magnificent 


empire, and would then prove to be what we have always claimed | 


for it, that it is capable of being made the granary of the world. 


Mr. President, the committee that has reported this bill to the | 


Senate have evidently gone too far, and no such drastic measure 
as this should be enacted into law by the Congress of the United 
States. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I should like to say a single word 
at the close of this debate. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to ask the Senator to explain 


one feature which has been suggested in the debate and which I | 


think might create considerable embarrassment. Miners of the 
West in large numbers have gone over into British Columbia and 
discovered mines, and they are working over there. Would there 
not be danger of retaliatory laws? If so, it would be very embar- 
rassing tothem. I should like to have the Senator reply to the 
suggestions made upon that point. 

fr. LODGE, I was going to touch on it in a moment. 

Mr. President, when I addressed the Senate before, on the first 
conference report, I undertook at some pains to explain the so- 
called Corliss amendments which were in that report. While I 
was doing so, the Senator from New York | Mr. HiL1] interrupted 
me with a suggestion that I was wasting the time of the Senate 
and my own time in discussing those amendments, for there was 
no opposition to them, and they were not discussed during that 
debate except so far as I had explained them. 

The bill as it relates to the educational test, as I stated this 
morning, comes back in the precise form which the conferees un- 
derstood the Senate desired, and in the form in which it passed 
the House. 

The Corliss amendment provides two things. One is that no 
alien shall be employed on the public works of the United States. 
The other is that anyone who comes regularly and habitually, 
going back and forth from this country to his own country, shall 
be subject to certain penalties set forth in the bill. 

It seems to me that it is difficult to find an argument in favor of 
the employment of aliens on the public works who are unwilling to 
become citizens of the United States. It appearsto me very plain 
that the money taken from the people by taxation should rightfully 
be paid back to those who pay the taxes and bear the burdens. 

he other point relates to those who come here regularly and 
habitually. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Before the Senator passes from the last point, 
I wish to have a word of explanation’ No alien who has not 
declared his intention shall be employed on any public works of 
the United States. Thereisno a provided for that, I believe. 
It would not punish the United States for hiring them. It does 
not say that the United States shall not employ; but it is put the 
other way; he shall not be employed there. The alien may know 
something about this law, aa he may not know anything about 
it. The United States can not employ men except through its 
agents. Suppose Colonel Casey had employed one of these men 
here, would Colonel Casey then have been subject to a fine of 
$500 or imprisonment for a year? 

Mr. LODGE. There is nostatement made about punishing the 
United States or any officer thereof. 

Mr.HAWLEY. No: butitsaysa‘“ person.” He then becomes 
like an officer of the United States who violates a patent. The 
private citizen brings suit against that officer as John Smith, not 
as captain, and gets a judgment against him. Now, here a person 
has employed a man whom he ought not to have employed, and 
he is therefore subject to that penalty. 

Mr. LODGE. I suppose that any officer of the United States is 
bound to know the law and to enforce it and to obey it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then the Senator thinks he would be liable to 
be punished in that case? 

. LODGE. I do not know that he would be liable to punish- 
ment under this provision, but I think any officer of the United 
States sworn to carry out the laws of the United States is bound 
to carry them out. 

Passing to the other point, for I have only a moment—— 

Mr. STEW ART. I hope the time will be extended for half an 


Mr. LODGE. I do not desire to havethetime extended. There 
are Senators here who desire to vote, and they have to leave the 
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Chamber in a few minutes. 
go right on to that point. 

This is aimed at those who come regularly and habitually. That 

they come regularly and habitually has to be shown. It is not 
aimed at those—as there seems to be an idea—who come over the 
| Canadian borders. It is aimed particularly at the thousands and 
thousands who come into our great Eastern cities and to our Atlan- 
tic seaboard. Since this debate arose I have heard the point made 
about miners ofthe West. I do not know how great their numbers 
|} are. I do know that they could not be affected except by retahia- 
tory legislation. Idonot knowthatthereis tobe retaliatory legisla- 
| tion. I do not see how we can legislate on that basis. But in any 
event it would be necessary to prove the regular and habitual 
| coming. 
| Mr. President, there is only one other point I desire to make 
before we vote. We have heard to-day much about humanity 
and what humanity demands in our treatment of those who are 
not citizens of the United States. That humanity which has been 
so loudly appealed to here to-day toward all aliens of the earth 
whom it is proposed to admit to the United States has been exceed- 
ingly silent in regard to those aliens crouching and beaten under 
the lash of Spain right at our doors in the Island of Cuba. But 
the humanity that is nearest to us and that is most important to 
us is the humanity of the United States. There is to me one all- 
important, all-convincing reason for this bill, and that is that 
there is a great mass of unemployed in this country. It was pro- 
claimed onevery stump. One party proposed one remedy; another 
party proposed another remedy; but there was no doubt that those 
unemployed were here. Every immigrant who comes into this 
country 1s one more addition to the ranks of the unemployed. 
When all our people are employed, then we can with safety cease 
to restrict immigration; but while there are unemployed Ameri- 
cans in this country it seems to me that that amendment on which 
the House insists, and which if voted down here means the ulti- 
mate defeat of the bill, is an amendment that strikes at the relief 
of a great evil. It is only a partial relief, but still it is some 
relief in these bad times to take from the unemployed of our great 
States this eternal competition of a lower kind of labor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 5 o'clock has arrived. 
The question is upon concurring in the conference report. 

Mr. MILLS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was called). 
pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi “ana GEORGE]. If 
the Senator from Wisconsin {|Mr. VILAs] will transfer his pair 
with my colleague [Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon] to the Senator 
| from Mississippi, we shall both be enabled to vote. 

Mr. VILAS. I shall be very glad to make that arrangement, 
letting the senior Senator from Oregon [{[Mr. MITCHELL] stand 
| paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi | Mr. GEorGE}. 
Mr. McBRIDE. Then I vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). 
| the Senator from Kentucky [| Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

| he would vote, I will withhold my vote. 
were not paired. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I have a general 
| pair with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. I 
| transfer my pair to the Senator from Wyoming [| Mr. CLARK], and 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Washington |Mr. WILSon]. [ will transfer my 
pair to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Irsy]|, and vote 
*‘ nay.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I haveageneral pair 
with the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dupots}. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cam- 
ERON|. I do not know how he would vote. If he were present, I 
should vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McBRIDE. I desire to announce that my colleague [ Mr, 
MITCHELL of Oregon], if present, would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 31; as follows: 


If the Senator will allow me, I will 





I have a general 





Lam paired with 
Not knowing how 
I should vote ‘‘ yea” if I 
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YEAS-—34. 
Aldrich, Davis, McBride, Proctor, 
Allison, Elkins, Martin, Quay, 
Baker, Faulkner, Morrill, Sewell, 
Brown, Frye, Nelson, Sherman, 
Burrows, Salinas, Peffer, Teller, 
3utler, Gear, Perkins, Thurston, 
Chandler, Hill, Pettigrew, Wetmore. 
Chilton, Hoar, Platt. 
Cullom, Lodge, Pritchard, 

NAYS—31. 
Bacon, Caffery, Gibson, Hawley, 
Bate, Call, Gorman, Lindsay, 
Berry, Carter, Gray, Mantle, 
Blanchard, Cockrell, Hansbrough, Mills, 
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Mitchell, Wis. Pasco, Stewart, Vilas, 
Morgan, Pugh, Tillman, Voorhees, 
Murphy, Roach, Turpie, White. 
Palmer, Shoup, Vest, 

NOT VOTING—%. 
Allen, Dubois, Jones, Nev. Walthall, 
Blackburn, George, Kenney, Warren, 
Brice, Gordon, Kyle, Wilson, 
Cameron, Hale, MeMillan, Wolcott. 
Cannon, Harris, Mitchell, Oreg. 
Clark, Irby, Smith, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Squire, 


So the report was concurred in. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg the attention of the Senate for just one 
moment. 

I was unable to obtain the floor to explain the reason why, while 
I am willing to exclude from this country ignorance and crime, I 
could not vote for the bill presented by the conference committee, 
simply because it says, so far as the United States is concerned, 
that an alien coming here who has not declared his intention of 
becoming a citizen shall die of starvation. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 649) granting a pension to Joseph S. Bunker; 

A bill (H. R. 2035) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 2321) to increase pension of John J. Cross; 

A bill (H. R. 2395) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Young, 
late private of Company G, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cay- 
alry; 

A bill (H. R. 3402) granting a pension to William Sheppard, late 
of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 3605) granting a pension to Grotius N. Udell; 

A bill (H. R. 3842) to increase the pension to Edward Vunk; 

A bill (H. R. 4517) granting a pension to Washington Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 4539) granting a pension to Zolman Tyrrell; 

A bill (H. R. 5183) granting an increase of pension to Wesley 
A. Pletcher; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Russy; 

A bill (H. R. 6268) to increase the pension of William N. Wells; 

A bill (H. R. 6803) granting a pension to Ellen Day, step- 
mother of Albert L. Day; 

A bill (H. R. 6922) to pension Catharine Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 7073) to increase the pension of Solomon Kline; 

A bill (H. R. 7079) to increase the pension of Henry O. Hyre; 

A bill (H. R. 7422) granting a pension to Lydia W. Holliday; 

A bill (H. R. 7647) granting a pension of $30 per month to Albert 
Brown; and 

A bill (H. R. 7688) for the relief of John M. Laughlin. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Cominittee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 2974) to correct the military record of Corydon 
Winkler, late private Eighth Company, First Battalion, First 
Ohio Sharpshooters; 

A bill (H. R. 8075) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Anton Ernst; and 

A bill (H. R. 8706) to correct the military record of. Patrick 
Hanley. 

The bill (H. R. 10202) deiining the jurisdiction of the United 
States circuit courts in cases brought for the infringement of 
letters patent was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 


5612) granting a pension to Nathan Mitchell; 
6159) to increase the pension of Mrs. Helen A. De 


GOVERNMENT RESERVATION AT FORT SMITH, ARK. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2923) for the better 
improvement of the Government reservation at the city of Fort 


Smith, in the State of Arkansas, and for other purposes; which | 


was, on page 2, line 9, to strike out all after ‘‘ States,” down toand 
including line 16 on page 5, and in lieu thereof to insert: 


That such parts of said ground as shall be occupied for said streets and 
alleys is hereby donated to the said city of Fort Smith for the purpose of 
being dedicated to public use. 

That said city of Fort Smith is hereby authorized and empowered to re- 
move the old fort walls and buildings attached thereto, and to dispose of the 
same for its own use. 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall cause said lands to be surveyed 
into lots and blocks, according to the plans and surveys of said city, and shall 
file a plat showing such survey in his office, and he shall cause the portions 
thereof not specitically reserved herein to be sold at public auction to the 
highest bidder, upon such terms and under such regulations as he may direct; 
and upon the full payment of the purchase money, execute proper convey- 
ances to the purchaser or purchasers thereof. 

The funds arising from the sale of said lots shall be turned into the Treas- 
ury to the credit of the United States. 
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Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representutives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE W. FERREE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 10040) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Ferree, and requesting a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ment, and agree to the conference asked by the House of Repre. 
sentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Baker, 
Mr. PALMER, and Mr. PEFFER were appointed. 


REVISION OF PATENT LAWS, 


Mr. PLATT. On the 27th of January, from the Committee on 
Patents, I reported favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 
3014) revising and amending the statutes relating to patents, 
which is Order of Business No. 1472 on the Calendar. The com- 
mittee has since further considered the bill, and now instructs me 
to report it with amendments. I ask that it may take the same 
place on the Calendar as the former report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made,in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. HILL. I movethat the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to have the regular order laid before 
the Senate before that motion is submitted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8110) to establish a uniform law on 
the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HILL. I nowrenew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 37, noes 3. 

Mr. HILL. A quorum has not voted on the division. 

Mr. BERRY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I announce the same 
transfer of my pair as before, and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. If he were present, I should 
vote ** yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I inquireif the Senator from North Caro- 
| lina [Mr. PRITCHARD] has voted. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
| has not voted, the Chair is advised. 
| Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam paired with that Senator, and there- 
| fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WHITE. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. SHouP] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], 
and vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 8; as follows: 








YEAS—43. 

Allen, Davis, Mitchell, Wis. Sewell, 
Allison, ak Morgan, Sherman, 
Bacon, Gallinger, Murphy, Smith, 
Bate, Gibson, Palmer, Tillman, 

| Berry, Hawley, Pasco, Turpie, 

| Burrows, Hill, Peffer, Vest, 

| Caffery, oar, Perkins, Vilas 
Call, Lindsay, Platt, Voorhees, 

| Carter, Lodge, Pugh, Walt 
Chiiton, Martin, uay, White. 

| Cullom, Mills, \ 

NAYS—8. 

| Baker, McBride, Nelson, Stewart, 

| Brown, Mantle, Pettigrew, Wetmore, 

NOT VOTING—39. 

| Aldrich, Daniel, Hansbrough, Pritchard, 

| Blackburn, Dubois, arris, Proctor, 

| Blanchard, Elkins, Irby, Shoup, 
Brice, Faulkner, Jones, Ark Squire, 
Butler, — r, Nev. Thurston, 
Cameron, eorge, enney, u 
Cannon, Gordon, Kyle, Warren, 
Chandler, Gorman, MeMillan, Wilson 
Clark, Gray, Mitchell, Oreg. | Welcoth 
Cockrell, Hale, Morrill, 
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So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 


consideration of executive business. 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 
o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Thursday, February 18, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 17, 1897: 
POSTMASTERS. 


L. H. Young, to be postmaster at Chino, in the county of San 
Bernardino and State of California, the appointment of a post- 
master for said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent from and after October 1, 1896. 

Stephen C. Woodson, to be postmaster at St. Joseph, in the 
county of Buchanan and State of Missouri, in the place of Frank 
M. Atkinson, whose commission expired January 17, 1897. 


tochwill, deceased. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


Chaplains. 

John H. McJunkin, acitizen of Iowa, to be a chaplain in the 
Navy, to fill a vacancy va‘sting in that grade (subject to the phys- 
ical examination required vy law). 

Dean R. Leland. a citizen of New Jersey, to be a chaplain in the 
Navy, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade (subject to the phys- | 
ical examination required by law). 

Medical inspectors. 

Medical Inspector James R. Tryon, to be a medical director in 
the Navy, from the 21st day of January, 1897, vice Medical Director 
Henry M. Wells, retired. 

Surg. George P. Bradley, to be a medical inspector inthe Navy, 
from the 2ist day of January, 1897, vice Medical Inspector James 
R. Tryon, promoted. 

P. A. Surg. John W. Baker, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
the 2ist day of January, 1897, vice Surg. George P. Bradley, pro- 
moted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Arthur P. Osborn, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 11th day of October, 1896, vice Lieut. Commander 
Clifford H. West, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Francis J. Haeseler, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 1ith day of October, 1896, vice Lieut. Arthur | 
P. Osborn, promoted. 

Ensign Joseph W. Oman, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 11th day of October, 1896, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) Francis J. Haeseler, promoted. 

Lient. John B. Briggs, to be a lieutenant-commander in the | 
Navy, from the ist day of November, 1896, vice Lieut. Commander | 
John P. Merrell, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edward Simpson, to be a lieutenant in | 
the Navy, from the ist day of November, 1896, vice Lieut. John B. 
Briggs, promoted. 
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| Andrew J. Iverson, retired. 





Ensign Philip Andrews, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the 
Navy, from the ist day of November, 1896, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) Edward Simpson, promoted. 

Lieut. Newton E. Tae to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy. from the 10th day of November, 1896, vice Lieut. Commander 
Joseph G. Eaton, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William C. P. Muir, to bea lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 10th day of November, 1896 (subject to the 
examinations required by law), vice Lieut. Newton E. Mason, 
promoted. 

Ensign William H. Faust, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 10th day of November, 1896, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) William C. P. Muir, promoted. 

Lieut. Arthur P. Nazro, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 18th day of November, 1896, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander William I. Moore, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edwards F. Leiper, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 18th day of November, 1896, vice Lieut. Arthur 
P. Nazro, promoted. 


Ensign Harold K. Hines, to be a liewtenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 18th day of November, 1896, vice Lieut. (Junior 


Grade) Edwards F. Leiper, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Charles Belknap, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the 6th day of December, 1896, vice Commander 
Thomas Nelson, retired. 

Lieut. William W. Kimball, to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy, from the 6th day of December, 1896, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Charles Belknap, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Joseph H. Rohrbacher, to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy, from the 6th day of December, 1896 (subject to 





is 


the examinations required by law), vice Lieut. William W. Kim- 
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After thirty-five minutes | ball, promoted. 


Ensign Ryland D. Tisdale, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy. from the 6th day of December, 1896, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) Joseph H. Rohrbacher, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Fernando P. Gilmore, to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the Ist day of January, 1897 (subject to the ex- 
aminations required by law), vice Commander Joshua Bishop, 
retired. 

Lieut. William P. Day, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the Ist day of January, 1897, vice Lieut. Commander 
Fernando P. Gilmore, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William 8. Sims, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the Ist day of January, 1897, vice Lieut. William 
P. Day, promoted. 

Ensign Samuel M. Strite, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 


the Navy, from the Ist day of January, 1897 (subject to the éxami- 
| nations required by law), vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) William 3. 

Ida C. Kratochwill, to be postmaster at Boscobel, in the county | 
of Grant and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Vandy J. Kra- | 


Sims, promoted. 


Lieut. Commander Eugene H. C. Leutze. to be a commander in 
Navy, from the 5th day of January, 1897, vice Commander 


Lieut. John C. Wilson, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 5th day of January, 1897, vice Lieut. Commander 
Eugene H. C. Leutze, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Miles C. Gorgas, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 5th day of January, 1897, vice Lieut. John C, 


| Wilson, promoted. 


Ensign Friend W. Jenkins, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 5th day of January, 1897, vice Lieut. (Junior 


| Grade) Miles C. Gorgas, promoted. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Louis 8S. Van Duzer, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 5th day of January, 1897, vice Lieut. John 
H. C. Coffin, deceased. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Wilson W. Buchanan, to be a licutenant 
in the Navy, from the 29th day of January, 1897 (subject to the 
examinations required by law), vice Lieut. Charles H. Lyman, 
deceased. 

The following-named officers of the Navy to be passed assistant 
surgeons in the Navy, from the dates set opposite their names, in 


| accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress approved 


February 13, 1897, entitled ‘“*An act to commission passed assistant 
surgeons in the United States Navy, and to provide for their 
examination preliminary to their promotion to the grade of sur- 
geon,” viz: 
Lloyd W. Curtis, from July 6, 1885. 
Henry B. Fitts, from July 6, 1885. 
Victor C. B. Means, from June 3, 1887. 
Frederick J. B. Cordeiro, from June 26, 1887. 
Francis W. F. Wieber, from November 3, 1887, 
Oliver D. Norton, from April 22, 1888. 
Frederick A. Hesler, from June 3, 1888. 
Louis W. Atlee, from March 29, 1889. 
Isaac W. Kite, from April 1, 1889. 
Andrew R. Wentworth, from April 22. 1889, 
Corbin J. Decker, from June 17, 1889. 
Thomas A. Berryhill, from June 17, 188). 
Eugene P. Stone, from August 5, 188%. 
Frederick W. Olcott, from January 21, 1890, 
Stephen S. White, from May 19, 1890. 
George M. Pickrell, from January 16, 1891, 
Rand P. Crandall, from January 17, 1891. 
Hatton N. T. Harris! from June 13, 1891. 
Jobn F. Urie, from July 3, 1891. 
Albert M. D. McCormick, from July 23, 1891, 
Will F. Arnold, from August 18, 1891. 
George B. Wilson, from February 1, 1892. 
Charles F. Stokes, from February 1, 1892, 
Edward R. Stitt, from March 23, 1892. 
Manley F. Gates, from March 27, 1892. 
Charles H. T. Lowndes, from March 30, 1892, 
George H. Barber, from May 23, 1892. 
Thomas B. Bailey, from May 23, 1892. 
George Rothganger, from May 24, 1892. 
George T. Smith, from June 3, 1892. 
George A. Lung, from August 18, 1892. 
Luther L. Von Wedekind, from November 3, 1892, 
Edward S. Bogert, jr., from April 16, 1893. 
Leckinski W. Spratling, from April 16, 1893. 
Robert M. Kennedy, from June 18, 1893. 
Norman J. Blackwood, from July 7, 1893. 
William C,. Braisted, from September 24, 1893, 
Sheldon G. Evans, from November 18, 1893, 
Adrian R. Alfred, from November 24, 1893. 
James Stoughton, from May 20, 1894. 
Louis L. Young, from May 20, 1894. 
Michael R. Pigott, from May 22, 1894. 
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John E. Page, from June 18, 1894. 

Lewis H. Stone, from June 19, 1894. 
Frederick G. Brathwaite, from June 22, 1894, 
Middleton S. Guest, from November 19, 1594, 


Joseph A. Guthrie, from January 27, 1895. 
Charles M. De Valin, from January 27, 1895. 
Charles P. Bagg, from March 17, 1895. 

Carl D. Browneli, from April 6, 1895. 

Henry D. Wilson, from April 22, 1895. 
Lewis Morris, from June 27, 1895. 

John M. Moore, from November 11, 1895. 
Brownlee R. Ward, from January 14, 1896. 
Edward M. Shipp, from March 20, 1896. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 17, 1897. 
POSTMASTERS, 


William Dempsey, to be postmaster at Malone, in the county of 
Franklin and State of New York. 

Anna R. Moses, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Georgia. 

Susie P. Hyman, to be postmaster at Stephenville, in the county 
of Erath and State of Texas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 17, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. COUDEN. - 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 

proved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 3680) to provide for the removal of the Interstate Na- 
tional Bank of Kansas City from Kansas City, Kans., to Kansas 
City, Mo.: and 

A bill (S. 1427) to provide for promoting Capt. William N. Tis- 
dall, United States Army, now on the retired list, to the rank of 
major. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 8250) for the relief of William Gemmill; and 

A bill (H. R. 9494) concerning certain homestead lands in 
Florida. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 3680) to provide for the removal of the Interstate 
National Bank of Kansas City from Kansas City, Kans., to Kansas 
City, Mo.—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

A bill (S. 1427) to provide for promoting Capt. William N., Tis- 
dall, United States Army, now on the retired list, to the rank of 
major—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN UTAH. 


Mr. BRODERICK. 
ence report. 
The conference report was read, as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a confer- 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2087) to provide times and 
places for holding terms of United States courts in Utah, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 


House, and agree to the same. 
CASE BRODERICK, 
CHARLES G. BURTON, 
J. W. BAILEY, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


GEORGE F. HOAR, 
FRANK J. CANNON, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The House conferees submit the following statement: The bill (S. 2087) to 
provide times and places for holding terms of United States court in Utah, 
as it passed the Senate, authorized civil suits not of a local character to be 
brought and tried in the division of the district where the defendants, or one 
defendant, resided or where the cause of action arose. The House deemed 
this a departure from the rule and struck out the words “ or where the cause 
of action arose "’ wherever they appeared in the bill, and passed the same as 
amended. The Senate refused to concur in these amendmentsand asked for 
a conference with the House, which was granted. Upon a full and free con- 
ference between the managers of the two Houses, it was recommended that 
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the Senate recede from its position and agree to the House amendment, and 
reported accordingly. 


y 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 


CASE BRODERICK. 
Cc. G. BURTON. 
J. W. BAILEY. 
LUCY ALEXANDER PAYNE, 
Mr. COFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference: 
report. 

The conference report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1501) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Lucy Alexander Payne, widow of Capt. J. Scott Tevne. Fifth United 
States Cavalry, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 


recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its amendment. 


CHARLES E. COFFIN, 
J. C. C. BLACK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


W. N. ROACH, 
H. C. HANSBROUGH, 
W. A. PEFFER, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The Senate bill No. 1501, under discussion in conference, provided that the 
beneficiary should receive $50 per month. The House amended the bill by 
striking out the word ‘“‘fifty’’ and inserting the word “thirty.” The effect 
of agreeing to the report will be to grant the beneficiary $50 per month pen- 
sion. 


CHAS. E. COFFIN. 
J. C. C. BLACK. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House disagree to 
the report of the committee of conference and ask a further con- 
ference, and that the conferees be instructed to insist on the House 
amendment. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Is this question debatable? 

The SPEAKER. The sogulen course would be to pass first upon 
the question of agreeing to the conference report; that is the 
question now before the House. If the House refuses to agree to 
the report, then a motion to insist and to ask a further conference, 
and also a motion to instruct the House conferees would be in 
order. 

Mr. BLUE. 
disagree? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the question comes up 
in the affirmative form, and that it is not in order to change it to 
the negative, because the House, if it desires to disagree to the 
report, can carry out its purpose by voting in the negative. 

Mr. BLUE. I know the result can be reached either way. I 
want to follow the practice of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The course just stated by the Chair is in ac- 
cordance with the practice of the House and with the rules of par- 
liamentary law. 

Mr. BLUE. 
committee? 

The SPEAKER. Thatis thequestion before the House. When- 
ever a conference report is presented, the question is, Will the 
House agree to the conference report? 

Mr. BLUE. Upon that I desire to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized. 

Mr. BLUE. Iask that the report on this bill as it came to the 
House be read as a part of my remarks. 

The conference report was again read. 

Mr. BLUE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I trust the House will under- 
stand what this reportmeans. The House, after some tribulation, 
hassubstantially reached a rule whereby we are not pensioning the 
widows of generals at an amount exceeding $50a month. This re- 
port breaks that precedent and seeks to pension the widow of acap- 
tain at$50amonth. Theonly reason offered, so far asI can gather, 
is not merely that the officer performed distinguished services, 
but the chief reason is that the widow needs the money. I do not 
know of any reason for theestablishment of sucharule. If every 
one in this nation is to be pensioned who chances to be in destitute 
circumstances and is in some way connected with a soldier, then 
we are opening very wide the door of the Treasury of the United 
States. 

The House has sought to cut down this pension by its amend- 
ment to $30 a month. That is in excess of what the general rule 
would allow to widows whose husbands held the rank that this 
man did. That is 3 going beyond the limit; and this beneficiary 
ought to be satisfied to accept the action of the House. It is due 
to the House conferees to say that one member of the conference 
committee on the part of the House refused to sign this report; 
and it comes here as the report of simply a majority of the House 
committee—under the pressure, as I understand, of the Senate 
portion of the conference committee. 

Let usin this pension business strive to establish a rule that 
shall be equitable, so far as possible, to the beneficiaries, and a 
full and perfect guard of the Treasury of the United States. I 


Is it not in order to make the motion simply to 


Is the pending motion to adopt the report of the 
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trust that this motion to adopt the report of the conference com- 
mittee will not prevail, but that a further conference may be had 
so as to reach a proper adjustment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. In view of the appropriations con- 
tained in the sundry civil bill passed the other day under a suspen- 
sion of the rules, does not the gentleman think it is rather incon- 
sistent for us to be drawing the line now on a few soldiers? 

Mr. BLUE. Oh. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Indiana, skilled 
in legislation as he is, does not want to evade this question in that 
way. If the rule which he suggests were to be adopted, then the 
Treasury of the United States might be raided again and again. 
The sundry civil bill as it passed this House the other day, save 
and except upon the question of appropriations for rivers and har- 
bors, was as conservative a measure as any sundry civil bill which 
has passed the House in the last ten years of the life of this nation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman's exception covers 
the biggest portion of the expenditures in that bill. 

Mr. BLUE. Yes; but the Committee on Appropriations were 
not responsible for that. The appropriations and authorizations 
made last year by the river and harbor bill may have been un- 
wise, may have been excessive, may have been extravagant, but 
that bill was passed by this House over the veto of the President; 
and in accordance with what is fair and just treatment of the 
sentiment of the House, in accordance with fair and good legisla- 
tion, the Appropriations Committee sought to comply with the 
former action of this body. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
that there were original appropriations made in the bill which we 
passed the other day under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. BLUE. I think the gentleman will find that upon the ques- 


were very slender. 
sequence, save and except as they had been anticipated and author- 
ized by the river and harbor bill. But suppose there were a few 
appropriations in that bill which were not meritorious, would the 
gentleman argue that because that bill may have contained some 
items which were not fully justified we are to break over a well- 
established rule and lay bare the Treasury of the United States to 
araid upon it which is not based upon any principle or rule of 
action, but simply a mere sentimental matter? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
tion logically to be about this, that we shall *‘ save at the spigot 
and lose at the bung.” It is not simply this measure, but what is 
to follow it seriously affects the Treasury. 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman from Kansas allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. BLUE. 


I yield a moment to the gentleman. 
Mr. RAY. 
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appreciate the surrounding circumstances; and if the opportunity 
were offered again, I would vote to put the pension where it right- 
fully and properly belongs, at a rate not exceeding $50 per month. 
Iif,in my inexperience in this House, I committed an error once, 
must I be constantly criticised therefor all through my official 
life? : 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does it matter with the gentleman 
from what Congressional district the soldier comes, or the widow 
of the soldier? 

Mr. BLUE. The gentleman knows it does not. I have made 
no distinction, no discrimination here since I have fully under- 
stood it. But the general pension laws of the nation make a dis- 
tinction in regard to pensions, and it was the plain and well-settled 
policy of recent years, until this House, in its extravagance, broke 
over the rule in these matters and voted $75 and $100 a month in 
some cases, where widows, as I am informed, possess magniticent 
competencies and are amply provided for by incomes, notably the 
widow of an officer from the gentleman's own State, the widow of 
ex-Secretary Gresham. 

Now, I hope the gentleman from Indiana will make a speech in 
his own time. I have been extremely courteous to him. 

Mr. LOUD. Perhaps this is an Indiana case. 

Mr. BLUE. The gentleman from California suggests that per- 
haps this is an Indiana ease, too. I do not know in what State 
the beneficiary lives,nor do Icare. That is not the question here. 
he whole policy of the pension legislaticn of a great 
nation, and we should have some established rule and not attempt 
to legislate upon each of these cases as a matter of sentiment, and 
sentiment only, without any basis of equality or reason in the 


| legislation. 
tion of rivers and harbors the original appropriations in that bill 


I do not recall now any that were of any con- | 


Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, in advocating the motion that 
the House shall stand by the conference report, | desire to call the 
attention of the House to the fact that since I have been an hum- 
ble member of this body I have never been found advocating any 
pension case where I did not believe that equity and justice pre- 
vailed and that it was not based on a mere question of sentiment. 

Mr. LOUD. None of us do. 

Mr. MEREDITH. My friend suggeststhat none of us do. But 
I happen to be cognizant of the facts in regard to this particular 


| case, and the reasons that my friend from Kansas has given for 


I understand the gentleman's posi- | 


} 


; any war. 


I do not understand that this House has established | 


any particular rate of pension to be given to the widow of a pri- | 
vate soldier or the widow of a captain or the widow of a colonel, | 
but we have in these various cases measured the pension granted | 


quite largely by the needs of the beneficiary. 
Mr. BLUE. In reply to that permit me to say that the general 


opposing it here are precisely the reasons which would justify us 
in sustaining the report of the committee, first, the service of the 
soldier, and second, the necessity of his widow. 

Now, I desire to say that the record of Capt. J. Scott Payne was 
equal to that of any other soldier who ever served the country in 
I desire to say that if the commendation of his superior 
officers, if the report of General Sherman, if the letter of General 
Crook, who was his commander, can have any weight in sustain- 
ing the record of this admirable soldier, then it will go without 
saying that he was the equal of any man, I care not what his rank 
or position may have been, in the discharge of his duty to his 


| country. 


rule prevailing in this House is to give the widow of an enlisted | 


man not exceeding $12 a month, and under the act of 1890 but $8 
amonth. There may have been a few exceptions to that rule. 

Mr. CROWTHER. None. 

Mr. BLUE. So far as I recollect, I know of no exception. So 
far as the pensions of widows of generals are concerned, while 
the House has not laid down any inflexible rule, yet practically 
all of them that have passed in the latter part of this session have 
been for $50 a month and no more. We should adhere to our 
action along that line. Uponconsiderations of equity and reason, 
and under any rule which is practically sound, it is not fair to 


pension the widow of a captain upon the same plane with the | 


widow of a general officer. And for that reason, I insist, Mr. 
Speaker, that we have gone already too far in these matters. It 
is in the interest of the better protection of the Treasury, and more 
consonant with a logical system of administration of our pension 
laws, to adopt such a policy—a policy that the House ought to 
maintain—of refusing to put the pension of the widow of acaptain 
or minor officer upon an equality with that which is paid to a 
general officer. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does the 
more ought to be paid to the widow of a 
paid to the widow of a captain? 

Mr. BLUE. If you leave it to me, I will tell the gentleman 
candidly, no, { do not think so. But the House, in its conduct of 
pension matters, has seen fit to do otherwise, and I must acquiesce. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is it not a fact that the gentleman 
himself advocated on this floor a payment, in one instance at 
least, of a pension of $75 a month? 

Mr. BLUE. The gentleman knows that is correct, and I have 
regretted it, as I have stated before. If I had had the experience 
of the gentleman from Indiana, I would decline to rise in my place 
and offer such an excuse under the circumstances. But I wasa 
novice in the House then. I wasnew to this body; I did not fully 


gentleman think that 
general officer than is 





I shall read what General Sherman said in reference to the 
report which was made by Captain Payne after the battle with 
the Utes, when the gallant Thornburg had gone down and he had 


| taken command of the troops, and, after being surrounded for 
| davs and days, brought the troops out safely. 


General Sherman, in forwarding the report of Capt. J. Scott 


Payne, of the Fifth Cavalry, to the Secretary of War, indorses it 
as follows: 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, Novembe7 
This modest and most admirable report was received after I had finished 
my annual report, else I should have embodied it almost entire as a better 


description of the fight at Milk Creek on September 29 last 
W. T. SHERMAN, G‘ 


The following letter was addressed by General Crook to Captain 


| Payne after the Milk Creck affair: 


| Capt. J. ScotT Payne, Fifth Regi: 


RAWLINS, Wyo. T., 
ient of Cavalry: 

The gallant conduct of yourself and men on the hard-fought field of Milk 
River with the Ute Indians on the 29th ultimo and the management of the 
battle after the fall of the gallant Thornburgh, as wellas the prudence, cour- 
age, and judgment in the construction of defenses,and holding them against 
a largely superior force during so many days and nights of terrible sus 
and danger until relief reached you, not only deserves the highest cor 
dation I can give but the thanks of the country. 

Very sincerely, your friend, 


October 8. 18 


pensa 
n- 





GEORGE 
Kir 


CROOK, 


gadier-We 


Now. Mr. Speaker, I will not further take up the time of the 
House in the reading of these testimonials; but it is well known 
that the newspapers of that time were filled with commendatory 
reports of the services of this gallant officer. The story of that 
fight and of the gailant stand made by this officer is a thrilling 
one, and the legislature of Wyoming passed a vote of thanks. 
Twice was he wounded in that battle, and he suffered from those 
wounds until the time of his death. He died leaving a helpless 
widow, who is confined to her house, who has two or three chil- 
dren to support, and it is for these reasons that I ask the House 
to stand by the conference report. ' 
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Allusion has been made by the gentleman who preceded me to 
bills which have heretofore passed, and it seems that the gentle- 
man has changed his opinion in reference to pension bills. Ah, 
Mr. Speaker, the very fact that this is a helpless and dependent 
woman, the very fact that she is in poverty, and that she is with- 
out a home of her own, entitle her, it seems to me, when the dis- 






tinguished services of her husband are considered, to receive the 
relief which is here asked for. Republics are indeed ungrateful 


if they will not care for the widows of such soldiers, men with 
such military records as that of this man. 

Mr. Speaker, lLask this House to stand by this conference report. 
I do so believing that this is a meritorious case. I believe the 
necessities of the case require that she should have the sum agreed 
upon by the conferees, This is perhaps the last case that I shall 
ever have the opportunity of asking this House to pass upon, and 
I do ask the House to do justice to this woman, because I have a 
full knowledge of all the circumstances connected with the case, 
and I fully believe that its requirements are such as to fully jus- 
tify the giving of the sum agreed upon by the conferees. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I shouldlike to make 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As I understand, the motion is, 
first, to concur in the report of the conference committee. 

The SPEAKER. To agree tothe report of the conference com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And I also understood the gentle- 
man from Kansas [ Mr. BLUE] to make a motion to nonconcur. 

The SPEAKER. The way in which the House nonconcurs in a 
conference report is to vote in the negative. 1f the House votes 
in the negative and refuses to agree to the conference report, then 
the way is open for a motion for a new conference, for instruc- 
tions to the conferees, or anything that the House sees fit to do. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. ‘Then I understand that if this 
conference report is voted down, a motion may then be made and 
entertained to nonconcur, and insist on the amendment of the 
House for $30 a month. 

The SPEAKER. And for another conference. That isthe case. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I shall not crave the 
indulgence of this House for a very long time. I had the honor 
to be a member of this committee, and failed to agree with the 
majority report. Ihave been identified with the active pension 
work of this House for a number of years past. During that time 
I have endeavored to carefully investigate each case, as far as it 
lies within my power, on its individual merits, and I feel war- 
ranted at this time in making the statement that if you indorse 
this report you will go beyond almost any precedent that has been 
set in this House in the last four years. That this man wasa gal- 
lant soldier, there is no question. That he left a worthy widow 
and children, there is no question. Nomember of the committee 
has any doubt but that there are tens of thousands of other cases 
in the country to-day just as meritorious as this one. If such 
bills as this are to become laws, then it will take hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars annually to pay the pension roll. 

Under the pension law, this woman is entitled to $20 a month. 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, after carefully investigating, 
concluded that, on account of her condition and that of her 
family, they were warranted in giving $30 per month, but that 
was the extreme allowance that the committee were willing to 
give. The bill passed this House in that form and went to con- 
ference, and the Senate insisted, and two members of our com- 
mittee joined with them. My object in making this statement is 
to call your attention to the fact that the proposed action is, so 
far as I know, without precedent. I know that no such bill has 
ever met with my approval in the six years that I have had the 
honor to be a member of this House, and I trust that this House 
will not concur in the report of this committee, but will order 
the bill back to a further conference. 

Mr. RAY. Is it not true that, in fixing the amount to be 
allowed in a private pension bill, you have been guided and con- 
trolled very largely by the necessities of the proposed beneficiary? 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. That is true to a great extent. 

Mr. RAY. This is simply a contention now as to whether the 
situation of this widow is such that she ought to have $30 or $50 
a month. : 

Mr. MEREDITH. She hasto have an attendant all the time. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. The Committee on Invalid Pensions 
is without any precedent that warrants it in allowing over $30 a 
month. 

Mr. RAY. You think that $30 a month is ample? 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. I do. 

Mr. RAY. It seems that oneof your colleagues on this confer- 
ence committee, two of them, and three in the Senate, think she 
ought to have $50 a month. Now, is it wise, under such circum- 
stances, where the five agree that the widow ought to have $50, to 
stand out against theSenate? Isit wise for the House, under such 
circumstances, where five agreethat the widow ought to have $50, 
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to stand out against the Senate and a majority of its own con- 
ferees and contest the question of $20 a month to the widow of a 
brave and gallant soldier? Do you think it wise to do so? 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. My judgmentis thatitis. My judg- 
ment is it is the duty of this House to do right, irrespective of the 
report of any committee. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. RAY. I want, right there, if the gentleman will permit me, 
to say of course I concede that it is the duty of this House to do 
right if it can, and it is the duty of the Senate to do right; but 
when the conferees of the House and of the Senate are appointed for 
the very purpose of arriving at a compromise and do.ng what is 
right and just, in view of all the evidence and all the circum- 
stances, is it not quite evident that $50 a month is right, in view 
of the fact that 5 out of 6 agree upon that sum? 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. That depends upon the influences that 
were at work, and those influences were at work in this case. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. You are willing to give her $30 a month, 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. J am. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That is $10 a month more than she could 
get under the law. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. It is. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That $10 you would give to her on account 
of her condition. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. I would give her that on account of 
her condition. Let me say just here, no one is more willing to 
sympathize with the soldier who has offered his life in the defens» 
of his country than I am, and no one would be less willing to doa 
wrong or injustice to his family. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Thatisright. But here, when you come 
to figure this compromise, and the conferees come to figure on this 
compromise, they do so, but at a higher rate than your own, is it 
not simply a question of policy and not one of a rule of law that 
we are being guided by here? 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. If it is a matter of policy, you can not 
agree to the conference report, because you would open hundreds 
of thousands of cases. 

Mr. WOOD. Has there been any compromise by the conferees? 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. None whatever. 

Mr. WOOD. It has been an absolute surrender by the man- 
agers on the part of the House. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. That is true of a majority of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MILNES. Has it not been the policy of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, in fixing the pensions of private soldiers and 
noncommissioned officers, to keep those down at least to the high- 
est point fixed by law and not to exceed that amount in the case 
of widows now? 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. That is so. 

Mr. MILNES. But in the case of commissioned officers you 
have gone beyond that. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. Not with my vote. 

Mr. MILNES. Iam speaking about the committee as a whole. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. I have tried to be consistent; and be- 
ing consistent with my previous action, I feel it to be my duty to 
make an appeal to this House in behalf of hundreds, yea, tens of 
thousands, of brave soldiers who went down in the defense of their 
country. 

Mr. MILNES. Iam sure that you do that. There is no case 
where the committee has reported the case of a private soldier to 
this House that they have gone beyond $12 a month this session. 

Mr. BAKER of leaned. Yes, there are, I think. 

Mr. MILNES. I do not know of one. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I got one reported by the gentleman for a 
private soldier, not a widow. 

Mr. MILNES. Iam talking about private soldiers. 
talking about the widows. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. There have been more than thirty passed 
this session. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I got one through. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Let me ask the gentleman if these 
special bills which are granting pensions at $30 and $50 a month 
are not creating a good deal of uneasiness and mistrust and dis- 
satisfaction among the private soldiers—— 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. They are. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, is this a meeting of the House or 
a private meeting of a few members? 

TheSPEAKER. Itisa meeting of the House, but has the other 
appendage. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE (continuing). And that ought not 
to be. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. That is my judgment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that the difficulty 
arises from the size of the Hall. It is very difficult for anybody 
to be heard in it. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. I have only a word more to say. 
There has been a constant endeavor on the part of the committee 
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since it was organized in this Congress to adopt a uniform system 
to govern in these pension allowances; but such has been the pres- 
sure brought to bear upon the committee from time to time in 
many cases that it has seemed impossible todoso. Each member 
seems to have special influences backing up his bill, and it has been 
very difficult for the committee to adhere to a uniform rule. 

Special pleas on the ground of the distinguished services of the 
beneficiary are made in almost every case. [am glad to hear the 
story of the bravery of the soldiers of the Union; my heart swells 
with pride as I listen to the record of their gallant deeds, but I 
thank God that patriotism and bravery were not confined to one 
man or toa thousand men or to ten thousand men. [Applause. } 
Hundreds of thousands of men left their homes, went forth in 
defense of the Government, and gave their lives freely in the great 
cause, and to those men, and to the wives who stayed at home and 
took care of their families, it is the duty of this Government to 
be just and liberal; but, for that very reason, it is our duty not 
to bestow undeserved bounty in special cases. Looking at the 
question from that point of view, I declined to join the other mem- 
bers of the conference committee in the report in this case, and I 
trust that the House will stand by its amendment. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a motion that I think 
will take precedence of the one now pending. My motion is that 
the House concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BLUE. That is the question before the House. 

Mr. GROW. I understood the motion was to nonconcur. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is on agreeing 
to the conference report. 

Mr. GROW. The motion I was about to make was that the 
House agree to the report. 

The SPEAKER. That is the question now pending. 

Mr. BLUE. I yield nowto the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE}. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I always vote for 
general pension bills, and I generally vote for any pension bill 
where I think there is merit, and where there is some difficulty in 
the law which prevents the granting of a pension by the Pension 
Bureau; but here is a proposition to increase a pension from the 
amount to which the dootieme would be entitled under the law 
to $50 a month, and we are asked to make this increase upon the 
ground that the husband of this lady was an officer. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Not now. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to caution my colleagues on this floor as to the danger that we are 
incurring by passing these special bills for exceptional pensions. 
The people in our several districts read in the newspapers that 
Congress passes a law for such a man or such a widow to get a 
pension of $50 a month, and they see no reason why they should 
not get as much, and they write to their Representatives here to 
introduce bills for them, and if this goes on, inside of five years 
we shall have nearly all the widows who are on the pension roll 
asking us to s special bills giving them increased pensions, on 
the ground that their husbands were just as brave, just as heroic; 
and made just as great sacrifices as the husbands of those for 
whom we have passed these special bills. 

We have a general pension law, under which everybody that is 
eligible can be pensioned, and in addition to that we pension by 
special acts those who can show that they have meritorious claims 
which, owing to peculiar circumstances, they are unable to estab- 
lish under the general law. But here is a case where the husband 
of the beneficiary was a captain, brave and heroic no doubt, but 
after all, this is only one of thousands of cases, and we ought not 
to pass these special private pension bills making exceptions to 
the general law, nk will come home to plague us in the future, 
and which, if persisted in, will gradually transform our pension 
roll from a general roll to a special roll. If the pensions provided 
under the general law are not large enough, let us increase them 
by general legislation, but let us not do it in this indirect manner 
by special legislation in special cases. Here we have a particular 
case, made special by Congress, and yet there is really nothing in 
it any more deserving than there is in a thousand or two thousand 
cases in my district, where the husband did not wear shoulder 
straps but carried a musket, and was as brave and served the 
country as long and 2s well as this captain did. 

As I have «already said, when other pensioners read about these 
special allowaxces it occurs to them that they are entitled to as 
much, and when they look into these cases they are unable to see 
any good reason or any excuse for this special legislation which 
would not be equally applicable. to themselves, and it results in 
dissatisfaction and uneasiness, and in annoying applications to 
members of Congress to introduce bills. And members do intro- 


duce such bills in many instances simply because some other 
member has introduced a bill or bills with no more merit than 
theirs. We.can not answer the argument of the widow who ap- | 
peals to us to introduce a bill for her benefit and shows that her 
case is quite as deserving as that of some other widow who has 
received one of these special allowances. 


We can not convince 
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her that the husband of a woman who is pensioned at $50 a month 
Was any braver or made any greater sacrifices than her husband 
did. I hope the motion to concur in this conference report will 
be voted down, and that the motion of the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. BLUE] which is to follow, to nonconcur and insist on the 
House amendment fixing this pension at $30 a month, will be 
adopted. That is a‘sufficient amount, and it will be a better 
precedent in the future and will tend to save us from some of the 
vexations and troubles and dangers to which [ have alluded. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I had no idea of taking part in this 
discussion, but the position of my colleague |Mr. Winuiam A, 
STONE], if maintained, would make it necessary that we should 
pass no widow’s pension at over $12 a month. According to him 
we should be troubled the moment we passa billabove that amount. 
His argument is against any differences in our pension scale; it 
would require a horizontal rate for everybody of, say, $12 a month. 
Otherwise we should be besieged continually for special rates of 
pension legislation. Here is the case of a widow who is perfectly 
helpless, so as to require an attendant. Does not such acase appeal 
to the discretion of Congress, and, if we do grant an exceptional 
pension in such a case, is that any reason why other widows in an 
entirely different situation should receive the same amount? Is 
not her case to be regarded differently from that of a widow in good 
health who has attained only the average length of life? This 
woman is perfectly helpless. She is the widow of a brave soldier, 
and was his wife during his term of service. She tock care of 
the soldier's home while he was on the battlefield. She is herself, 
therefore, a meritorious object of our consideration. Should we 
not make a discrimination in this case as against that of a widow 
who was not the wife of the soldier while in actual service on the 
field? 

If we are to have special legislation at all, we must legislate on 
each case according to its own peculiar merits. There would be 
no private pension cases coming before us if they were not excep- 
tions to the general law. I grant you that we may be beset by 
applications from various persons who regard their casesas equally 
meritorious with others on which we have favorably acted. But 
we can not help that unless we write in the Constitution of the 
United States a provision that ‘‘ Congress shall not grant a pen- 
sion to anybody of more than $12 a month,” or some fixed amount. 
In that way me might stop applications for a greater amount, but 
in no other. 

Mr. BLUE. LIvyield five minutes to the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ANDREWs]}. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, this question renews the merri- 
ment in which we have been indulging from time to time in the 
ratings on private pension bills. After a careful study of the 
practice in relation to these matters, I have come to the conclusion 
that a large number of the private pension bills introduced into 
Congress and passed should never find place in our discussions. 
I have come to the conclusion, Mr. Speaker, that these bills are 
brought here by persons who have reached the maximum of pen- 
sion allowed under the general law through the Pension Bureau; 
and having reached the full measure of their allowance under the 
law they come here, and, as a special privilege, ask for an increase 
of rating. 

Were the Pensions committees of Congress organized for that 
specific purpose? I firmly believe that the Pension Committees of 
this House can render their best service to the cause of pensions 
not by spending all their time in increasing the ratings allowed 
by general law, but by considering cases where technicalities are 
unjustly depriving pensioners of the rates allowed by existing 
laws. 

If we continue the present policy we are simply resolving Con- 
gress into a pension bureau and taking away from the regular 
Department of the Government the consideration of this line of 
business. I believe that we shall render our best service by hold- 
ing to the rate fixed by general law, and insisting that wherever 
possible this pension business shall go through the regular Depart» 
ment and the pensioner receive the allowance given by general 
statute. When inequalities are disclosed in the operations of ex- 
isting law, we should so amend the law as to remove the injustice 
and give equality of right to all. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, we ought to stand by the action of the 
House on this question. We ought to vote down the motion to 
concur and send this bill back toa conference, insisting upon fixing 
this pension at $30a month. Take an example. Recently we had 
before this House a bill to pension the widow of Captain Keiffe, 
of Idaho. The rate of pension recommended by the committee 
was $30 a month. When that bill came up, members promptly 
sprang to their feet and said that $20 a month would correspond 
with the maximum rate allowed by the general law for the widow 
of acaptain. The widow of Captain Keiffe hastwochildren. She 
is in a feeble condition of health, and I understand that her en- 
feebled father is also dependent upon her for support. Under 
these circumstances, in the case of this widow with these extraor- 
dinary obligations resting upon her, the House amended the bill 
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so as to make the pension $20 a month, the rate allowed by general 
law to the widow of a captain. Here we are asked to allow $50 a 
month, $30 beyond the rate allowed in the general statutes. The 
committee has recommended $30 as a compromise on this question. 
The gentleman from Ohio says that if you compromise on thirty, 
why not on fifty? The question might follow directly, Why not 
compromise on a hundred or a thousand dollars a month? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. lamin accord with the gentleman’s views. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Iinsist that the House ought to vote down 
the motion to concur, and, if possible, return at an early day to 
the general provisions of the law applicable in cases of this kind. 
| Applause. | 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to detain the 
House more than a few moments. Before referring to the partic- 
ular circumstances of this case, I wish to return my thanks to the 
eloquent gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Grow], the Nestor 
of this House, for the chivalrous sentiments which fell from his 
lips only a few moments ago. 

I wish to say to gentlemen who have opposed this report that the 
position they take seems to me to come too late. I have just been 
informed that the widow of an officer was allowed only a few days 
ago a pension of $50 a month. And the gentlemen are mistaken 
as to the merits of this case and the foundation upon which it 
stands. I want to say, so it may be understood, that it is the 
pressing need of this helpless woman in her feeble condition that 
requires she should have this much money for a decent support. 

Mr. Speaker, this soldier is admitted to have been a brave one. 
He sprang from arace of brave men, men who from their infancy 
were taught what in my mind are the three cardinal virtues—to 
ride, to shoot, and to speak the truth. From that race of people 
have come soldiers who have illuminated the history of their 
country, who have stood by it in its peril and died for it as this 
man has done. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been said that republics are ungrateful; and 
certainly it is true if, under circumstances such as these, in the 
case of a helpless and enfeebled widow whose husband has gone 
down to his grave in defense of his country, the American Con- 
gress, after numerous precedents have been set, should refuse to 
give her for the remainder of her life the pittance here proposed 
in order that she may eke out her days in something like comfort. 

Mr. Speaker, in my opening statement I referred to the heroism 
of this man. I wish to add that Congress itself, on account of 
the part he took in the noted campaign already referred to, had 
determined that he should be made a major. Il hold in my hand 
the report of the Committee on Military Affairs suggesting that 
the President should promote him to this rank in view of the dis- 
tinguished servicesswhich he had rendered. I shall not take up 
the time of the House in reading that report, but will read simply 
an extract from the St. Louis Republican showing the country’s 
appreciation of this man’s services at that time, when they were 
fresh in its memory. 

Payne's command is relieved: so are the hearts of thousands of people all 
over the country. The story of his siege and brave resistance is told this 
morning. It is one of the most graphic yet modest narratives in all our mili- 
tary history. None but a brave and truthful soldier could have written it. 
In the history of the Afghan and the Zulu war there is nothing to compare 
a of courage under difficulties and persistence in the apparent 

Now, I say, Mr. Speaker, such was the record of this soldier, 
whose helpless widow appeals to the American Congress to-day. 
The press of the country at that time was teeming with praise 
of the conduct of her husband in the defense of his country and 
his Government. Knowing the circumstances as I do, and the 
helpless condition of this lady, Ihave urged you, with all the em- 
phasis and all the earnestness at my command, to adopt this con- 
ference report. I have endeavored tostate the facts as they exist. 
I have been unable to state them as they ought to be stated; but I 
beg the members of this House who were heroes in the war, who 
have been looking after the interests of their friends’ widows, to 
stand by me in my effort to have the report of the conferees sus- 
tained by this House. 

Mr. BLUE. Lyield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CRowTHER]. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the motion to 
concur in the conference report. I do so, not because I am op- 
posed to any pension, for,on the contrary, I believe in legitimate 
pensions, but because I believe in equity and in justice to the 
widows of those men who sacrificed their lives in defense of the 
country. I want to call the attention of the House to the fact 
that this soldier, Captain Paine, graduated from the Military 
Academy in 1866. He was a soldier by profession. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. How could he have been in the 
war if he graduated in 1866? 

Mr. CROWTHER. He was not in the civil war. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then what are we talking about? 

Mr. CROWTHER. That is one impression I want to remove 
from the minds of gentlemen on this floor. He was not in the 
civil war. He was an officer in the Regular Army, educated at 





the expense of theGovernment. That was his profession by adop- 
tion. In one of the Indian wars he received disabilities-— 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. How does that affect this bill? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Wait a moment and I will tell you how it 
affects some of these cases we have been discussing. He was dis- 
charged for disability. He obtained a pension under the general 
law at the rate of $20 per month, the highest figure he could re- 
ceive under that law. After his death his widow was pensioned, 
under the same general law, atthe same figure at which her husband 
had been pensioned. When the Senate bill came up, the House 
amended it so that she would receive $30 per month, or $10 more 
than she could receive under the general law, trying in that way 
to compromise the matter. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that such 
bills as this are the cause of the great unrest amongst that great 
army of citizens of this country of whom I am a representative 
upon this floor—the soldiers of the late war. As a member of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, I have, within the last twelve 
days, received seventy-nine letters from old soldiers, asking me to 
introduce special bills to increase their pensions, because the pen- 
sions that they are now receiving are not sufficient to meet their 
necessities. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And if you are here in the next 
House you will receive seven hundred such letters. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Ihave received more than fifty letters from 
the widows of old soldiers, asking me to introduce bills to increase 
their pensions, for the reason that they see that the House of Rep- 
resentatives is voting, with lavish hand, fifty and seventy-five dol- 
lars per month to the widows of general officers. I want to say, 
in this connection, in reply to the statement of the gentleman from 
Indiana {[Mr. JoHNSON|, that I have sat upon the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions for two years. I have attended every meeting of 
that committee, and I do not remember any bill passing to increase 
the pension of a widow of a private soldier to a greater amount 
than she would receive under the general law. But I discover 
that there is a sentiment upon the floor of this House willing and 
anxious to grant large pensions to the widows of general officers. 
I think it is time that these invidious distinctions should be 
stopped. We have been trying to stop it, a few of us, for weeks 
and months, and we have got the matter down to such a state 
now that it has been recognized by conference committees and 
by members upon this floor that $50 per month is sufficient for 
the widow of any general officer. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of this House to 
another thing. Only a few days ago we passed a pension bill for 
the widow of General Stoneman, one of the great captains of the 
late war, and this House passed it at $30a month. Yet we have 
this bill before us asking $50 for the widow of a captain, $20 more 
than the House voted for the widow of General Stoneman. Mr. 
Speaker, I hope that the House will not agree to the report of this 
conference committee, but that it will stand by justice, equity, 
and right in the interest of the old soldiers of the nation and their 
widows and orphans. . 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, if no other gentleman is to be heard, 
I desire to move the previous question. 

Mr. MORSE. Will not the gentleman yield to me for three 
minutes? 

Mr. BLUE. I yield to the gentleman for three minutes. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, since I have been a member of this 
House I have consistently and persistently opposed this class leg- 
islation. In answer to requests from my own constituents (and I 
represent a very large soldier constituency, perhaps second to 
none in Massachusetts), I have, I say, refused to introduce bills of 
this class. What is the effect of this class legislation? The only 
possible effect is to make the great mass of pensioners, the thou- 
sands of pensioners of the country, entirely dissatisfied with the 
bounty of the Government. I warn the friends of the soldier on 
this floor, and I claim to be one myself, that there is danger along 
this line. There is danger of making the whole pension system of 
this Government so odious that it will be repealed or modified, or the 


pensions of soldiers reduced. I say there is danger at this point. 
Now, I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the House will stand its 
action and refuse to concur in the conference report. 1 believe 


that I represent the opinion among my constituents and in the 
Commonwealth which I have the honor in part to represent on 
this floor. Mr. Speaker, as a friend of the soldier, as a friend of 
legislation in the interest of the soldier, as a friend of pension leg- 
islation, if the present laws are defective or not adequate to meet 
this class of cases, then I want a general law passed that shall 
apply to all pensioners alike. I do not want one a who has 
a friend at court to be able to come here and possibly get $50, $60, 
or $75 a month as a soldier's widow and to have it true that in the 
next house an equally deserving soldier's widow, whose husband 
served her country as bravely and well, shall only receive $8 or $12 
amonth. LIagain say that this legislation is wrong and unjust, 
and the effect of this legislation is to bring the entire pension sys- 
tem of the country into disfavor and make the great mass of 
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pensioners of this country dissatisfied with the bounty of the Gov- 
ernment. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, one word more. A great committee of this 


House, to which I belong, has had many hearings during this | 


entire Congress. They have presented bills that I believe to be 
meritorious bills for the erection of public buildings. I refer to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. No less than 
305 members of this House out of 356 members have signed a peti- 
tion to the Committee on Rules asking for time to consider these 
bills. We are told that the situation of the Treasury and the con- 
dition of the country will not warrant us in having a day in court 
to present those bills. Now, I say if economy is the watchword 
of the Government, is there not a good place for practicing ecori- 
omy presented here? Here you are entailing an expense on the 
Government forall time. I submit that we have already gone too 
far in this class legislation, and therefore I sincerely hope that the 
House will stand by its action and refuse to agree to the confer- 
ence report. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 

e question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 28, noes 96. 

So the Horse refused to agree to the conference report. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion that the House 
insist on its disagreement and ask for a further conference, with 
— that the conferees insist on the amendment of the 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas moves that the 
House further insist upon its amendment and ask for a further 
conference. 

Mr. BLUE. With instructions that the conferees insist on the 
House amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the instructions should be 
put separately. The question is on the motion to insist and to 
ask for a further conference. 

The question was put; and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLUE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the conferees be 
instructed to insist upon the amendment of the House. 

The question was put; and the motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BLUE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the House instructed its conferees was laid on the table. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference 
report on the legislative appropriation bill. 
e SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9643) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal = ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conterence have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendments numbered 3, 32, 46, 48, 62, 68, 
69, 70, and 79. 

That the House recede from its di ment to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 
25, 27, 29,80, 33, 35, 36, 37, 30, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56,57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 
66, 67, 71, 72, 75, 76, 77,78, and 80, and agree to the same. 

That the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out, in line 5, of the matter inserted by said amendment the words 
“to be ~~ by the Joint Committee on the Library;” and the Senate 

to the same 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“Register of copyrights, $3,000, who shall, on and after July 1, 1897, under 
the direction and supervision of the Librarian of Con ess, perform all the 
duties relating to copyrights, and shall make weekly « — with the Sec- 
retary of the Breasnty and make monthly reports to the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Librarian of Congress, and shall, on and after July 1, 1897, 
give boad to the Librarian of Congress in the sum of $20,000, with approved 
securities, for the faithful discharge of his duties.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 16 of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” insert “and said superintendent shall report to Congress at its next 
regular session the number of employees andthe compensation of each em- 
ployee hereunder;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 36, with an amendment as follows: On page 23 of the bill, 
in line 5, strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“ Chief law clerk, $2,500; four law clerks, revising accounts and briefing opin- 
ions, one at $2,100 and three at $3,000 each; three clerks of class 4; and the 


Senate to the same. 
aide Meuse vecede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 49, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum insert $39,700; and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 











Senate numbered 63, and agree to the same with an amendment as { 

In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert $5,000; and the Senate 

agree to the same. 

_ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment « 

Senate numbered 64, and agree to the same with an amendment as fo! 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“Assay office, Deadwood, 8. Dak.: The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 

authorized and directed to use the unexpended balance of the appropriat 

of $15,000 for establishing an assay office at Deadwood, S. Dak., made by t 






















sundry civil appropriation act approved June 11, 18%, for rent of a suital 
building for such purpose, and providing the same with necessary furnaces 
fixtures, and apparatus, and for wages of workmen and contingent expenses 
and said assay office shall be conducted under the provisions of t! vact en 
titled ‘An act revising and amending the laws relative to mints. assay office 
and coinage of the United States, approved February 12, 187 
And the Senate agree to the same ; 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 65, and agree to the same with an amend: as ! 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $2,500; " and the Senate agree to the sa 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 73, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “§ ;*’ and the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$9,250; and the Senate agree to the sam 
HENRY H. BINGHAM 
JOHN E. MeCALhL, 
ALEX. M. DOCKERY 
Managers on the part of the H 
Ss. M. CULLOM 
W. B. ALLISON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 









The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 9643) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1498, submit 





the following written statement in explanation of the action agreed upon by 
the conference committee on each of the said amendments, namely 

On amendments numbered }, 2, 3, 4,5, 6, 7, 8. 9, 10, 11, 12, 18, 14, 15, 16, 17. 18, 
19, 20, 21, and 22, relating to the Senate: Appropriates, as pr l by the 


Mops iy 
Senate, as follows: a 
For an assistant messenger, at $1.200, in lieu of a page at $012.50, in the & 
retary’s office; 
For an additional carpenter, at $900; an additional telephone operat: 
$720; a page in the press gallery, at $600, and three additional laborers. at $720 


each, under the Sergeant-at-Arms; 

Increasing the pay of an assistant in the 
$1,600; 

For a page, at $600, in the folding room; 

For an additional assistant engineer, at $1,440; an additional fireman, at 
$1,095, and two additional laborers, at $720 each, under the Architect of the 
Capitol; and 

Snovennine the amount for materials, for furniture, and repairs from $1,000 
to $2,000, and for services in cleaning and repairing furriture from $1,000 to 
$2,000. 

On amendments numbered 23, 34, and 25, relating to the House of Repre- 
sentatives: Strikes out of the bill the provision making appropriat f 
session employees available before July 1, 1897, and transposes a paravraph 
in the bill. 

On amendments numbered 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35 
relating to the Library of Congress: Provides that the Lit 
shall be appointed subject to confirmation by the Senate, and strikes out the 
provision that the rules and regulations of the Library shall be approved by 
the Joint Committee on the Library; provides for a register of copyrights, 
at $3,000, to perform all the duties relating to copyrights, on and after July 1, 
1897, under the direction of the Librarian of Congress, requiring the register 


sist 


document room tr 


m $1.44 


», OO, de 


, 88, and 39, 


arian of Congress 








of copyrights to make weekly deposits with the Secretary of the Treasury 
and monthly reports to the Secretary of the Treasury and tothe Librarian 








of Congress, and to give bond to the Librarian of Congress in the sum of 
$20,000; nen canoes by the House, instead of $6,000, as pro 
posed by the Senate, for pare ase of books for the Library: provides for a 
superintendent of the Library building and grounds, to be appointed by the 
President and confirmed by the Senate, at $5,000, and appropriates 4 gross 
sum for the employment by him of necessary clerks, messengers, and others 


for the care of the building; provides that the officer now in charge of the 
construction of the building shall terminate his duty and assume tle 

and care of the building and grounds after March 4, 1897, appoint t el 

ployees under his charge, procure furniture for the building, and remove 
into it the Library, copyright collections, and furniture, excluding the Law 
Library, and superintend the completion of such contracts pertaining to the 
construction of said building as may remain unfinished on March 4, ISv7: re 
quires the Librarian of Congress to give a bond of $20,000 instead of $50,000, as 
yroposed by the House, and provides that the rooms n y th 
tires of Congress in the Capitol building shall not, after the removal of 
said Library, be occupied for any purpose until so ordered by Cong1 





ow occupk 


On amendment numbered 40: Provides for a secretary, at $5,000, ir “ad 
of a private secretary, to the President. 
On amendments numbered 41 and 42: Appropriates for a private secret 


to the Secretary of State at §2,400 instead of $2,000 

On amendments numbered 43, 44, and 45: Appropriates for a foreman « 
bindery at $5 per day instead of $4 per day, and for 4 binders at $4 ul 
of $3.20 per day each, in the division of stationery, printing, and bl: f 
-the Treasury Department. 

On amendments numbered 46, 47, 48, and 49, relating to the office o 
Comptroller of the Treasury: Appropriates for a chief clerk at $2,/ 
of $2,700, as proposed by the Senate: and for a chief law clerk at $2,500, 1 law 
clerk at §.100 and 3 law clerks at $2,000, instead of 5 law clerks at $2,100, as 

yroposed by the House; for 3 clerks of class 4, as proposed by the House 
instead of 2 confidential clerks of class 4 and 1 clerk of class 3, as proposed by 
the Senate. 

On amendments numbered 50, 51, and 52: Appropriates for two additional 
clerks of class 1, and two additional clerks at $000 each, as proposed by th 
Senate, in the force employed in redeeming the national currency t 
office of the Treasurer. 

On amendments numbered 53 and 54: Appropriates for an exat 
$2,500, as proposed by the Senate, in the office of the Direct 











w of the Mint 


On amendment numbered 55: Provides for the granting of cumulative 
leaves of absence to medical officers of the Marine-Hospital Service, as pro 


posed by the Senate. g 
On amendments numbered 56, 57, and 58: Fixes the salary of the asvietant 
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treasurer at Chicago at $5,000, as 
additional clerk at $1,200 in his of 

On amendments numbered 59 and 60: Appropriates for an additional 
engineer at $1,050 in the office of the assistant treasurer at New York. 

On amendments numbered 61, 62, and 68, relating to the mint at Carson, 
Nevy.: Appr iates for the officers and employees as proposed by the Senate; 
appr ypriates $10,000, as proposed by the House, instead of $15,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, for wages of workmen, and $5,000, instead of $7,500, as proposed 
by the Senate, for incidental and contingent expenses. 

“On amendment numbered 64: In lieu of the appropriation of $10,000 pro- 
posed by the Senate for the assay office at Deadwood, 8. Dak., authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to use the appropriation of $15,000 made in the last 
sundry civil appropriation act for the establishment of said office. 

On amendment numbered 65: Appropriates $2,500, instead of $2,000, as pro- 
posed by the House, and $3,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the services of 
a mathematician to supervise the completion of the tables of the ones. 

On amendment numbered 66: Appropriates $6,800, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for a clerk of class 4 to act as census clerk, and for rent, salaries, and inci- 
dental expenses for the care and preservation of the records of the Eleventh 
and previous censuses. 

On amendment numbered 67: Appropriates $3,000, as proposed by the Sen- 

te, instead of $2,000, as proposed by the House, for professional and scientific 
books in the Patent Office. 

On amendments numbered 68, 69, and 70: Strikes out the increase proposed 
by the Senate of §600 in the salary of the Commissioner of Education, and 
$200 in the salary of the statistician of the Bureau of Education. 

On amendments numbered 71 and 72: Appropriates $10,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $8,500, as proposed by the House, for clerks in the office 
ot the surveyor-general of New Mexico. 

On amendments numbered 73 and 74: Appropriates $7,250 instead of $6,500, 
as proposed by the House, and §$8,(00),as proposed by the Senate, for clerks in 
the office of the surveyor-general of Oregon. 

On amendments numbered 75and76: Appropriates for two additional labor- 
ers, at $660 each, as proposed by the Senate, in the Department of Labor. 

On amendments numbered 77 and 78: Extends the powers of the Court of 
Private Land Claims to March 4, 1809, as — by the Senate, instead of 
to December 31, 1898, as proposed by the House. 

On amendment numbered 79: Restores to the bill the provision proposed 
by the House extending the provisions of section 24 of the act of May 2s, 1896, 
to the Indian Territory; and 

On amendment numbered 80: Provides, as proposed by the Senate, that 
the act of May 26, 1896, shall not impair the right of the commissioner of the 
Yellowstone Park to receive his salary, as provided by law. 

The bill, as finally agreed upon,appropriates $21,717,766.90, being $49,397.10 
more than as it passed the House, $21,750 less than as it passed the Senate, 
$168,442.19 more than the law of the current year, and $1,049,383.90 less than the 
estimates. 


ag ysed by the Senate, and provides for an 


ice. 





HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
JNO. E. McCALL, 
ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. QUIGG rose. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Now, Mr. Speaker, if any gentleman desires 
to make any inquiry,concerning any of the paragraphs of the bill, 
I shall take great pleasure in answering it. 

Mr. QUIGG. That is the purpose for which I rise. During 
the last four months I have had the question addressed to me, I 
think, a little over ten thousand times as to who had the power to 
make appointments in the Library, and I would like to obtain 
from the gentleman from Pennsylvania the official form in which 
that question may be answered. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwouldstate to the gentleman, I hope in such 


positive and definite terms that he will be fully able to answer | 


the inquiry, that the Librarian will have the appointment of all 
the subordinate force pertaining to the Library, and the superin- 
tendent of the building will have the appointment of all the sub- 
ordinate force pertaining to the superintendency of the building. 
The allowance contained in the conference report for the Libra- 
rian isthe same as was agreed upon bythe House. Theallowance 
contained in the conference report for the superintendent of the 
building is the same as in the House bill. Does that meet the gen- 
tleman’s inquiry? 

Mr. QUIGG,. Thatis a sufficient answer. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the Librarian in making 
these appointments regard solely, as heretofore, the wishes of 
members of the other body of the Federal Legislature and pay 
no attention whatever to the recommendation of Representatives? 
{ Laughter. | 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say to the gentleman that I have no 
knowledge as to who the Librarian will be. The bill as agreed 
upon will require the President to send to the Senate the name 
of the Librarian, whose term of office will begin on the 1st day of 
July, 1897, as will that of the superintendent. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Are any appointments to be 
made by the present Librarian? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The law does not go into operation until the 
beginning of the next fiscal year. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Can the gentleman tell us how 
many appointments will be authorized under this bill to be made 
by the Librarian and howmany by the superintendent? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Without going into detail, my recollection is 
that this bill increases the present force 143. That number covers 
the superintendent's appointments as well as the Librarian’s. 

Mr. QUIGG. There are 147 places. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the Librariay have the 
power to appoint 147, or does that number include the appoint- 
ments of both the Librarian and the superintendent? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The two together have the power to appoint 
148 additional employees, provided the present force is continued. 








Mr. LACEY. Are theappointments to be made under the civil- 
service rules? 

Mr. BINGHAM. No civil-service rules, save and except the re- 
quirement that appointments shall be made in accordance with 
fitness. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. How many are to be made by 
the superintendent? ° 

Mr. BINGHAM. It isnot indicated in number, for the reason 
that the conferees concluded that it was best in the beginning to 
appropriate the same sums that the House had appropriated, 
without going into detail, but simply giving a lump sum, $147,000, 
according to my recollection. 

Mr. QUIGG. If Lheard the reading of the statement correctly, 
the House conferees have yielded to the Senate upon the question 
of the Librarian requiring confirmation by the Senate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They have, and also as tothe superintendent. 

Mr. QUIGG. Does not that waive some portion of the rights 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania supposed the House to 
have in relation to this subject? 

Mr. BINGHAM. No; the ‘‘ gentleman from Pennsylvania's” 
contention with the gentleman from New York was that the 
Joint Committee on the Library should not have the power. 
That was all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. When the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
speaks of these appointments being made on the ground of fitness 
only, what does he mean? How is the fitness to be ascertained? 

Mr. BINGHAM. By the Librarian and the superintendent. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. By the Librarian and the superintendent 
without any board of examiners? 


Mr. BINGHAM. Without any board. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘Then it is left entirely in the discretion 
of those two officers. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Librarian himself has the power to 
appoint a board, but there is nothing in the bill that requires him 
to do so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The law does not make it mandatory on 
him to appoint a board, but leaves it optional with him? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Leaves it optional. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. How are those 143 appoint- 
ments to be apportioned among the sexes? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam of the opinion that there are no ladies 
employed now on the Library force. 

Mr. QUIGG. There are two. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I was not aware of it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The present Librarian informed 
me some months ago—after having notified me that I could hope 
for no attention to my recommendations, as I was only on the House 
Committee on the Library [laughter]—that there were only one 
or two ladies employed at present in the Library, but when the 
new building was ready for occupation and use there would be a 
nunrber of places for ladies. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state that in the bill the committee 
have not gone into any question of that kind. The appointments 
are left wholly to the Librarian. 

Mr. QUIGG. They have indicated the appointment of thirty 
charwomen, I believe. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Those are eliminated, because the appropria- 
tion is made in a lump sum, without going into details. 

Mr.QUIGG. The process, then, is this: The President appoints 
the Librarian, the Senate confirms him, and the Librarian makes 
all the appointments in his department? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes. 

Mr. QUIGG. Is the superintendent also to be confirmed by the 
Senate? 

Mr. BINGHAM. He is to be appointed by the President and 
confirmed by the Senate. 

Mr. QUIGG. And he makes all the appointments in his de- 
partment? 

Mr. BINGHAM. He does. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Most of the questions of these gen- 
tlemen have been diplomatic and somewhat impertinent. Now, I 
want to ask the gentleman a question which has the merit of direct- 
ness and frankness. I want to know how many of these appoint- 
ments I am to get? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BINGHAM. Itrust the gentleman will get all that the 
necessities of his constituents require. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Oh, that is a ‘‘glittering gener- 
ality.” I want the gentleman to be more specific. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwill state to the gentleman that the new 
Librarian will be appointed about July 1, 1897. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. At what amount does this conference report 
fix the salary of the Librarian? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Five thousand dollars, as proposed in the 
ee which the gentle:inan offered and which the House 

opted. 


I now yield a few moments to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DocKERY]. 














Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, referring to the suggestion of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Qui1GaG], that the conference 
report waives the contention which has been made by the House 
in respect to the management of the Library, I wish to say that 
the bill as amended and now submitted by the conference com- 
mittee gives the Joint Committee on the Library no supervision 
of the regulations to be made by the Librarian. It puts the 
Librarian in control of the Library force, charges him with the 
responsibility for the proper conduct of the office, and gives him 
sole power of appointment. We have yielded to the Senate in the 
matter of confirmation, and in my opinion the House conferees 
were fully justified in this action. The bill as now agreed upon 
requires the incoming President on or after the Ist of July next 
to appoint, subject to confirmation by the Senate, a Librarian, 
who shall conduct the operations of the Library in the magnificent 
new Library building. I want to say for myself—and I speak 
only for myself—that in my judgment the time has come, the 
exigency is somewhat pressing, when the national Library should 
be in charge of a management fully abreast with the progress of 
the times. A great many improvements have been made in re- 
spect to library management during the last forty years. There 
are now schools in this country whose sole function, as l am 
advised, is to equip gentlemen for the discharge of the duties of 
librarian. I believe that our great national Library should be 
systematically conducted, and in harmony with newand improved 
methods. Isincerely hope that the President-elect will select some 
one for Librarian colshe with reference to his fitness to discharge 
the duties of that great office. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to say 
anything further at this time. 

r. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, if there are no further inquiries 
to be made, I move the adoption of the conference report. 

The report of the conference committee was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BINGHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LACEY. I call for the re 


Mr. OWENS. 
ter which I am sure will not take more than a minute. 


MARY L. TWEDDLE. 


lar order. 


Mr. EVANS. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote | 


whereby a bill was laid on the table yesterday. The billis No. 
Mr. TALBERT. I rise toa point of order. 
Mr. EVANS. Lhope the gentleman will wait until I state my 


OT 
eSPEAKER. The question must first be stated, and then 
the point of order may come in. 

Mr. EVANS. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
ye R. 5793) granting a pension to Mary L. Tweddle was yester- 

ay laid on the table, on motion of the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. TALBERT]. I was necessarily called out of the 
House a great many times yesterday; if I was in the Hall when 
adverse action was taken on this bill, I did not know it. I want 
now to enter the motion to reconsider. I do not wish to call it 
up at present. 

Mr CKERY. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, the gentleman 
from Kentucky desires to enter a motion to reconsider the action 
of the House by which a bill was laid on the table. Lrespectfully 
suggest to the Chair that that motion does not seem to be in order 
except by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER (after a pause). The Chair will entertain the 
motion subject to the point of order presented by the gentleman 
from South Carolina. When the matter comes before the House, 
the Chair will pass upon the question of order. The Chair has a 
very strong impression that, under general parliamentary law, a 
motion to reconsider the vote laying a bill on the table would not 
be in order. 

Mr. TALBERT. That was the point of order I desired to 
make—— 

The SPEAKER. Whether the practice of the House has 
changed the general rule is what the Chair desires to ascertain. 

Mr. TALBERT. The point of order I proposed to raise was that 
just stated by the Chair, and also that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky did not vote in the affirmative on the question; in fact, was 
not present. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is reserved, and all rights 
are saved. 





COL. WILLIAM E. SIMMS. 


Mr. OWENS. I ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], as 
the Chair understands, calls for the regular order. 

Mr. OWENS. The gentleman has agreed to withhold that call 
for a moment in order that I may make this request. [ ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10102) 
to remove the political disabilities of Col. William E.Simms. The 
beneficiary is an old man who has at best very few days to live, and 
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he is anxious that before his death the ban of the country’s disfavor 
should be removed from his record. He was a member of 
Thirty-sixth and Thirty-seventh Congresses. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe request of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky? 

Mr. TALBERT. I desire to ask whether this bill has been con- 
sidered at a Friday night's session? 

Mr. OWENS. It does not relate to pensions. 
ported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I hope 
know this gentleman. 

Mr. EVANS. I will add my voice in the same petition. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill; which was read, as follows: 


the 


It is a bill re- 


the bill will pass. I 


Re it enacted by the Senate and House of Repres¢ 











ntatives of the United States 
of America in Congress ¢ embled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), 
That all political disabilities imposed by the third section of the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitu re 


tion of the United States be, and the same a1 


hereby, removed from Col. William E. Simms. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, two-thirds 
voting in favor thereof. 

On motion of Mr. OWENS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LACEY. Under the order of the House adopted on Mon- 
day last it was directed that immediately after the reading of 
the Journal to-day the arid-land bill should be called up. and de- 
bated two hours, and then the vote taken. Now, I suppose that 
privileged matters being called up, such as conference reports, 
which are of high privilege, may take precedence over that order 
and at the same time not cut out any of the time allowed on the 
bill. But suppose that unanimous requests are allowed to come 
in, I would ask whether or not it would affect that arrangement 


7 , | as to time? 
I hope the gentleman will waive that for a mat- | 


The SPEAKER. If the request for the regular order is with- 


| drawn, the Chair will recognize gentlemen for unanimous consent. 


Mr. LACEY. ‘The question was whether it would come out of 
the time for debate. 
The SPEAKER. 


The Chair thinks it would. 
Mr. LACEY. 


Then I demand the regular order. 
RECONSIDERATION, 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a parliamentary 


inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask if it would be in order now to 


move to reconsider anc lay on the table the votes on the passage 
of the various pension bills which were considered on yesterday 
by the House, excepting the one referred to by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Evans]? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. LOUD. I will submit that motion. 

Mr. EVANS. That excepts the one to which I have referred? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

The motion of Mr. Loup, to reconsider the various votes by 
which the bills were passed was, on his motion, laid on the table, 
RESERVOIR SITES. 

Mr. LACEY. I now ask for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands this, this bill is to 
be debated for two hours, and at the end of that time a vote is to 
be taken, and that a two-thirds vote will be required to pass the 
bill. 

Mr. LACEY. And it is also subject to amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. And is subject to amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. The two hours to begin from this time? 

The SPEAKER. They begin now. 

Mr. LACEY. I hope we may be able to reduce the time, and I 
shall occupy but a very short portion of it in explaining the pro- 
visions of the bill. 

I ask that the bill be read. 

. The bill (H. R. 1994) was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all reservoir sites reserved or to be reserved by the 
Geological Survey be open to entry and use and occupation under the right- 
of-way act of March 3, 1891. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on the Public 
Lands were also read. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL] de- 
sires to offer a further amendment to this bill, and I yield to him 
long enough to have the amendment read for the information of 
the House. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read, and considered 
as a pending amendment. 


I offer the amendment I send to the 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of said bill: ; 

“And any State1s hereby authorized to improve and occupy said reservoir 
to the same extent as an individual or private corporation, under such rules 
and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe.” 


Mr. LACEY. I desire, Mr. Speaker, the attention of the House 
briefly to explain the scope and provisions of the bill. It was 
called up on Monday by the gentleman from Mississippi a 
CATCHINGS], and proposed to be passed under a suspension of the 
rules, without sufticient time for debate. Objections were made 
to it, and it was passed over until to-day under the agreement for 
two hours’ debate which has been specified. 

In 1888 a clause was inserted in a general appropriation bill 
which was not considered by either the Committee on Arid Lands 
or the Committee on the Public Lands, in the following language, 
and I read now from page 527 of the Acts of the Fiftieth Congress, 
near the top of the page: 


All the lands which may hereafter be designated or selected by such United 
States surveys for sites tor reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irrigation pur- 
poses and all the lands made susceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, 
ditches, or canals are from this time henceforth hereby reserved from sale as 
the property of the United States, and shali not be subject after the passage 
of this act to entry, settlement, or occupation until further provided by law. 


That bill appropriated $100,000 for the purpose of setting apart 
and selecting certain sites for reservoirs for the impounding of 
water for the irrigation of the lands in the arid regions of the 
United States. 

This proposition was considered by the Department as broad 
enough to practically withdraw from setilement, improvement, 
and occupation the arid lands of the country. Such was not the 
intention of the Committee on Appropriations, such was not the 
intention of the House, but this act, segregating the reservoir 
sites from occupation and settlement, drawn as it was, went fur- 
ther, and practically withdrew from settlement and improvement 
the arid region of the United States. 

In 1891 a bill was passed, the ‘‘right-of-way bill,” which had 
been prepared, I believe, by a commission of nine Senators. This 


act of 1888, and it was the manifest purpose and intention of that 
bill to provide that the very reservoir sites that had been thereto- 
fore set apart by the Geological Survey should be used and occu- 
pied under this right-of-way act of 1891. But the act of 1891 pro- 
vided that reservoirs of the United States should not be affected by 
the bill. 

I quote the following sections from that act: 


Sec. 18. That the right of way through the public lands and reservations 
of the United Statesis hereby granted to any canal or ditch company formed 
for the purpose of irrigation and duly organized under the laws of any State 
or Territory, which shall have filed, or may hereafter file, with the Secretary 
of the Interior a copy of its articles of incorporation,and due proofs of its 
organization under the same, to the extent of the ground occupied by the 
water of the reservoir and of the canal and its laterals, and 50 feet on each 
side of the marginal limits thereof; also the right to take, from the public 
lands adjacent to the line of the canal or ditch, material, earth, and stone 
necessary for the construction of such canal or ditch: Provided, That nosuch 
right of way shall be so located as to interfere with the proper occupation by 
the Government of any such reservation, and all maps of location shall be 
subject to the approval of the Department of the Government having juris- 
diction of such reservation, and the So- herein granted shall not be 
construed to interfere with the control of water for irrigation and other pur- 
poses under authority of the respective States or Territories. 

Src. 19. That any canal or ditch company desiring to secure the benefits of 
this act shall, within twelve months after the location of 10 miles of its canal, if 
the same be upon surveyed lands, and if upon unsurveyed lands, within twelve 
months after the survey thereof by the United States, file with the register 
of the land office for the district where such land is located a map of its 
canal or ditch and reservoir; and upon the approval thereof by the Secretary 
of the Interior the same shall be noted upon the plats in said office, and 
thereafter all such lands over which such rights of way shall pass shall be 
disposed of subject to such right of way. Whenever any person or corpora- 
tion, in the construction of any canal, ditch, or reservoir, injures or damages 
the possession of any settler on the public domain, the party committing 
such injury or damage shall be liable to the party injured for such injury or 
damage. 

Sec. 20. That the provisions of this act shall apply to all canals, ditches, or 
reservoirs heretofore or hereafter constructed, whether constructed by cor- 
porations, individuals, or association of individuals, on the filing of the cer- 
tificates and maps herein provided for. If such ditch, canal, or reservoir has 
been or shall be constructed by an individual or association of individuals, it 
shall be sufficient for such individual or association of individuals to file with 
the Secretary of the Interior, and with the register of the land office where 
said land is located, a map of the line of such canal, ditch, or reservoir as in 
a case of a corporation, with the name of the individual owner or owners 
thereof, together with the articles of association, if any there be. Plats 
heretofore filed shall have the benefits of this act from the date of their 
filing, as though filed under it: Provided, That if any section of said canal 
or ditch shall not be completed within five years after the location of said 
section, the rights herein granted shall bo forfeited as to any uncompleted 
section of said canal, ditch, or reservoir to the extent that the same is not 
completed at the date of the forfeiture. 





It will be observed that the exception in the act did not say 
‘‘reservoirs,” butsaid ‘‘reservations.” TheSecretary of the Inte- 
rior, in a decision rendered by him, held that this act, which was 
obviously for the purpose of utilizing these reservoir sites, ex- 
pressly excepted them, and only allowed the occupation by reser- 
voirs and canals on lands outside of the reservoir sites. The act 
of 1888 says that they shail be reserved ‘* until further provided by 
law.” In 1891 it was further provided, in the right-of-way act for 
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canals and reservoirs, that the waters of the arid regions might 
be utilized for the purpose of improving and cultivating that 
country. I do not care now to discuss the question as to whether 
the decision of the Secretary was right or wrong. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office held precise'y the 
other way. In his report in the case of the Blue Water Land and 
Irrigation Company, dated November 23, 1895, he says: 


The act of August 30, 1890 (26 Stat., 371-391), repealed that portion of the 
act of October 2, 1888, withdrawing from settlement and entry the lands 
made susceptible of irrigration by the reservoirs selected under said act, 
but provided that the reservoirs located or selected shall remain segregated 
and reserved from entry or settlement, as provided by said act, until other- 
wise provided by law. 

» ” + * + * * 

It was not contemplated that they should be reserved from use, but for 
use. The object of segregating and reserving them from settlement and 
entry was that they should be occupied as the sites for the construction of 
reservoirs for the purpose of reclaiming the lands susceptible of irrigation by 
the reservoirs so located. 

The act of March 3, 1891, providing for the occupation of ar wy lands for 
reservoirs, canals, and ditches for the purpose of irrigation, being general in 
its scope and containing no restriction as to the appropriation of sites there- 
tofore located under the acts of 1888 and 1890, would seem to contain ample 
provisions for the utilization of such sites and hence fulfill the intention of 
Congress, to wit, that they should be reserved and used for the purpose of 
irrigation solely. 


The very pith and marrow of the whole question involved in 
the bill now being considered by the House is contained in the 
statement that it was not contemplated that these sites should be 
‘‘reserved from use, but for use.” The act of 1888, as amended 
by the act of 1891, as construed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
reserves these reservoirs from use and not for use. <A reservoir 
site without water is entirely useless. The water is the particu- 
lar thing in question, and the waters are controlled by the States 
through which they flow, and not by the United States of Amer- 
ica. These are surface waters, the waters of small streams not 
navigable, and the States control them. 

Now, the act of 1888, as amended by the act of 1891, having set 


bill was intended to take the place of the crude provisions of the | apart the most eligible reservoir sites all over the United States, 


and having been construed as reserving them from occupation, the 
Government is placed in the position of a dogin themanger. We 
will neither eat the hay ourselves nor let anybody else eat it. The 
result is that these sites, instead of being flooded with water and 
a source of plenty and wealth to the regions in which they are 
located and where they ought to be used, stand as arid as the sur- 
rounding country, and persons who desire, under the act of 1891 
to impound water, must select some less eligible site outside of 
the boundary of the Government site, and there collect the water. 
In a number of instances this has already been done, and the 
water has been diverted from the Government reservoir and used 
for irrigation, at an increased expense, because the natural sites 
have been reserved and are not allowed to be used for the pur- 
pose for which the Almighty evidently intended them in the for- 
mation of that country. 

It is proposed by the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Colorado | Mr. BELL] that the act of 1891 shoud be enlarged, so 
that not only corporations and individuals, under the right-of-way 
act, may select reservoir sites upon these lands, but that the States 
in which they are located may, by proper legislation and under 
suitable regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Interior, likewise use them for the same purpose. 

There are a very large number of these sites. They have been 
selected at great expense in every part of the arid regions of the 
United States, with the possible exception of Idaho, and the Goy- 
ernment does not propose now, for a single moment, to consider 
this proposition of inserting an appropriation into any of the vari- 
ous appropriation acts for the purpose of utilizing these sites at 
the expense of the United States. For all of these years the 
Government has not utilized a single one of them. The present 
Director of the Geological Survey, I am informed, is heartily in 
favor of modifying the law, so that the sites selected may be 
utilized. 

The provision that was inserted into the appropriation bill of 
1888 had this beneficial effect: It prevented settlers from going in 
and locating homesteads in the controlling portions of land espe- 
cially suited to the purpose of a reservo’:; it prevented private 
individuals from taking possession for the purpose of selling out 
subsequently to water companies; the act prevented them from 
blocking the way of progress by withdrawing these tracts from 
settlement. To that extent the act of 1888 has proved beneficial 
and wise, and these sites are now where they can be occupied. 
Shall they be used? Shall water companies, shall private indi- 
viduals, shall the States in which the sites are located be permitted 
now to go on and exercise their right under the act of 1891 and 
utilize these sites, or shall they be continued indefinitely as a 
blotch or a blight upon the Territories or the States in which they 
are located? 

That, Mr. Speaker, is substantially all there is involved in this 
bill. The Commissioner of the General Land Office thought that 
no further legislation was necessary; that under the act of 1891 
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the pe “le had full power to do what is proposed by this bill; but 
the Se..etary of the Interior, upon appeal, has held differently; 
and whatever we may think about the act of 1891, it is now adju- 
dicated that under that act these reservoir sites can not be util- 
ized, and therefore this bill becomes necessary. 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] controls an hour's 
time onthe other side. I desire to reserve the balance of my time 
and yield to him now until Ican hear what his views are on the 
question. Let me inquire how much time I have used. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. STEELE). The gentleman has 
used fourteen minutes, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. LACEY. I shall use a few more moments now. I desire 
before we close this debate to yield a brief time to various mem- 
bers from the arid regions of the United States, where these reser- 
voirs are situated, and give them an opportunity to express their 
views as to the propriety of this legislation. There is no uncer- 
tainty in the minds of the people out in that country. They want 
these reservoirs to be held back for use, and not from use. They 
have been held from use all these years. Now let them be used, 
and whether a corporation, an individual, or aState utilizes them, 
it makes no difference. I know it was contended in the debate on 
Monday that it was necessary to withhold these tracts of land 
from occupation under the right-of-way act, because otherwise a 
monopoly might arise and aggregations of capital might get the 
right to furnish water. 

Mr. yong there is no other way in this peculiar country by 
which these reservoirs can be utilized except by aggregation of 
capital. Some of them will require a million dollars to prepare 
them for impounding the water and digging the necessary irriga- 
tion canals. It is absolutely essential in the cultivation of an arid 
region that aggregation of capital should be effected. That can 
not be avoided. That is one of the circumstances by which that 
country is surrounded; and while we are holding back for fear 
some individual or corporation may make something, we are at 
the same time absolutely preventing the settlement of portions of 
that country by withdrawing from use the eligible places where 
water may be impounded. Remember, the United States does 
not control the water. It controls only the reservoir sites in 
which the water may be collected. The water is under the con- 
trol of the States. If any of these corporations charge excessive 
or improper prices for the use of water, the States are permitted 
to regulate the rates charged. It is safely left, and may be well 
left, under the control of the local legislatures where the lands are 
situated. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I fully agree with the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands that it was the inten- 
tion that these reservoir sites should be reserved for use and occu- 
pe for irrigation purposes, and not to be reserved from use, as 

e has stated; but the trouble with the bill is that it does not stop 
at granting the ay to use and occupy for irrigation purposes, 
but it states broadly that— 

All reservoir sites reserved or to be reserved by the Geological Survey 
shall be open to entry. 

Now, that word “‘ entry ” has a well-defined meaning in regard 
to the public lands of the United States; and under a possible 
construction that might be given under that by some such deci- 
sins as are sometimes rendered by the courts, a person or corpo- 
1 .10n might acquire the actual title to these lands. 

; Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
ion? 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Is not that clearly set forth in the right-of- 
way act of March 3, 1891, which expressly provides that it shall 
be used for irrigation? 

Mr. TERRY. It does not necessarily follow. I should, per- 
haps, sitting as a judge, give it the construction that the gentle- 
man contends for; but we know that there are strange decisions 
rendered, and I want to make the thing perfectly plain. ‘*Sub- 
ject to entry” might be construed as one distinct proposition, and 
the remainder of the clause, ‘‘ and the use and occupation under the 
right-of-way act,” as another. That construction might be put 
upon the act. That word “entry” should be stricken out. Now, 
sir, in order that the House may be more fully informed in regard 
to the pending measure, I will state that after demanding a second 
and the arrangement that was made for postponement until to-day, 
at the suggestion of the distinguished chairman of the Committee 
on A ropriations, I communicated with Maj. J. W. Powell, 
formerly Chief of the Geological Survey and now Chief of the 
Bureau of Ethnology, and received from him the following com- 
munication, which 1 ask to be read in my time: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 


BUREAU OF AMERICAN ETHNOLOGY. 
Washington, February 16, 1897. 
Sir: In to your telephonic communication of yesterday, I beg to 
rmaake the following stobemnent: By the authority and direction of the United 
States statutes, the Geological Survey has been engaged in selecting and re- 
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serving reservoir sites for the purposes of irrigation,and many sites have 
already been established 

The reasons which led to their reservation are as follows: It was found by 
experience that, when reservoir sites were selected on the public land by a 
body of irrigators, it was possible for individuals to obtain title thereto from 
the United States, under some oue of the provisions of the statutes, and then 
compel those desiring to use the reservoir sites for purposes of irrigation to 
purchase the title from themselves. 

The United States, having made a large number of such reservations, has 
now given notice that such sites are dedicated to the purpose of irrigation, 
and can not be acquired by individuals, but are held for the use of the j 
the manner under which such use can be acquired has never been established 
by law. Some uncertainty has existed as to the purpose of the reservation, 
as some persons suppose that they are reserved as sites upon which the Gov- 
ernment is to construct reservoirs, while in fact the purpose, as clearly 
shown by the debates in Congress, as well as by the terms of the statute, was 
to reserve the sites for purposes of irrigation whenever irrigators should 
desire to utilize such sites by the construction of proper works themselves 

The sites already selected are many, and every one may easily be made of 
high speculative value by any person who should obtain title thereto, when- 
ever any body of farmers chaaka decide to increase the acreage of their ir 
gated lands, by constructing works. Single sites might thus become of a value 
of thousands of dollars, hundreds of thousands of dollars, or even of more 
than a million. Thus, by the entry of these lands under the general laws, it 


mublic; 


would be possible to assess the farmers in large sums preliminary to the 
enlargement of their irrigated acreage 

It would therefore seem not to be wise to throw these lands open to entry 
under the general provisions of the land laws, but still to hold them for the 


purpose originally designed. ‘That these ends may be accomplished in a just 
and proper manner a general statute should be enacted providing the neces- 
sary regulations for their use. 


he terms of the bill (H. R. 1984) to which you called my attention seem to 
be defective. The words inline 4 “be open tuentry and use and occupation ™ 
would probably be construed by the Department as authorizing a sale. The 


act of March 3, 1891, and other statutes give ample authority for the use of 
these reservoirs, but not for their sale. That which is now needed is to pro 
vide a method of procedure for occupancy and use, which hitherto has not 
been fixed by statute or Executive order 

The Congress at this session has enacteda statute for another class of sites, 
which is eminently wise. I refer to the act approved January 15, 1497. 

I would respectfully request permission to suggest a form for such a stat- 
ute, following the terms of the act mentioned above, but moditied to the con- 
ditions of the present case. 

Inclosed please find the suggested form 

fam, with great respect, your obedient servant, 


Hon. W. L. TERRY, 


House of Representatives 


Mr. TERRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have here the suggested 
legislation. The Clerk will read the part that is typewritten, and 
I will state that I propose to offer this with an additional section 
that I have indicated in pencil. I propose to offer it as a substi- 
tute or by way of amendment tothe pending measure. The Clerk 
will read at present the matter which is typewritten, which is the 
part that comes from Major Powell. 

Mr. BARHAM. That is, the provision suggested by Major 
Powell. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


J. W. POWELL 


LL 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That any person, company, or Se n engaged or desiring to engage 
in the irrigation of arid lands is hereby authorized to use any reservoir site 
heretofore or hereafter reserved under the laws of the United States for that 
yurpose so long as such reservation is maintained for such purpose, and the 
Sccsetery of the Interior shall prescribe regulations for the occupancy of 
such reservoir sites. 

“Sec. 2. That such person, company, or corporation shall file a declaratory 
statement in the United States land office in the district where the land is 
situated, which statement shall describe the land where such reservoir is to 
be constructed and specify the capacity of the reservoir. 4 

“Sec. 3. That such person, company, or corporation shall have the same 
accurately surveyed and shal! file in the United States land office in the dis 
trict in which the reservoir is located a map or plat showing the location of 
such reservoir, which map or plat shall be transmitted by the register and 
receiver of said United States land office to the Secretary of the Int« 
and the said person, Aompany, or corporation shall have the right *t 
such reservoir site so long as it is maintained for the purpose of irrigation 


Mr. LACEY. 
that. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, I ask that the Clerk read the part written 
in pencil, which I propose to add to what has just been read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


rior, 


» use 


Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order upon 


Add the following: 

“Sec. 4. In order to secure justice and prevent abuse, the United States 
reserve the power to regulate and to authorize States and Territories to reg 
ulate the rates and charges for use of water from any such reservoir site by 
any person, company, or corporation availing itself of the privileges of this 
act, and, in the absence of further legislation by Congress, the Secretary of 
the Interior shall exercise such power of regulation whenever he shall deem 
it necessary.” 


Mr. TERRY. 


And no charge shall be made for water required for public use 
United States or by any State or Territory. 


I will add to that the following: 


by the 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I think that that fourth section is a very im- 
| portant one to be added. I donot know what power of regulation 
on been reserved by the respective States and Territories, but 
now, while we have this power still in our hands, let us not part 
with it. Let us here and now, when we are making this conces- 
sion, reserve to the Government of the United States, through 
their Congress, the power to prevent injustice: and abuse by any 
of these corporations. As I stated the other day, I have no arid 
! lands in my district or State, but years ago 1 speut a good déai of 
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time in the great West, and there I heard numerdus complaints 
on all sides from the ranchmen of the extortion and monopolistic 
oppression that was practiced by some of the water companies. 
I understand that since that time some of the States have taken 
the matter in hand and have passed laws to regulate it; but there 
is a certain point beyond which we might lose the power of regu- 
lation. If we make no suchregulation now, it might be contended 
at some time in the future that, as we had given the right with- 
out reserving the right to regulate charges, the States could not 
interpose to regulate them. The States may, of course, control 
the water within their borders to a certain extent, but many of 
these reservoirs are of a peculiar kind, lakes which do not flow at 
all except when there has been a considerable melting of snow on 
the mountains, so that the entire body of water is found on the 
Government’s land. 

Now, if we give to companies or individuals the right to enter 
upon these reservoirs and do not make any reservation. it might 
become a question hereafter as to whether the States could control 
or regulate them. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
Congress has any right to regulate the price of water within the 
borders of a State? 

Mr. TERRY. I do believe that when we grant a privilege or 
make a concession we have the right to prescribe the conditions 


ing to this matter right here and now. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman doesnot answer my question. 
T had no reference to the use of Government land. 
stand that Congress has the right to say how Government lands 
shall be sold, or given away, or utilized; but my question is this: 


Does the gentleman seriously believe that Congress has any more | 


right to regulate the rates that shall be charged for water within 
the borders of a State than it has to regulate the rates that shall 
be charged for any other commodity within the State? 

Mr. TERRY. I seriously believe, Mr. Speaker, that when we 


have the right to prescribe the conditions upon which it shall be 
made. I believe we have the power to say that any company or 
corporation that shall avail itself of the concessions that we here 
grant shall do so upon certain terms. You have aright to sella 
piece of land to a man, and when you do sell it you part with the 
title, but at the same time you have » right to make the sale upon 
the condition that no saloon shall ever be put uponit. Now, when 
the United States makes a concession like this, it has a right to 
fix the conditions, and I have no doubt whatever that Congress 
has a right to make the reservation that is contemplated in the 
proposed fourth section of the substitute. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Would not the regulation by the United 
States Government have a tendency to bring about a conflict be- 
tween the State authorities and the General Government, and 
would not the individual irrigator probably fare better by having 
the rates established by local authorities instead of by Congress? 

Mr. TERRY. That might be so; but, unfortunately, it some- 
times happens that a State or a Territorial legislature will not do 
its duty in matters of this kind. It is sometimes surrounded bya 
lobby in the interest of these canal or irrigation companies, and 
will not enact proper legislation in the interest of the farmer, 
ranchman, and settler. They get concessions; the proper regula- 
tions are not made; and afterwards when the people cry out for 
State regulation they do not get it. 

I want to say further to my friend from Colorado, that I am 
told they have good laws in his State now providing for the regu- 
lation of water rates. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. We have. 

Mr. TERRY. I do not know how recently they have been 
enacted. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Our laws put these matters under the con- 
trol of the county commissioners. 

Mr. TERRY. Wherever the fact is brought to the attention of 
the Secretary of the Interior that there are already sufficient regu- 
lations provided for the protection of the people, he will not step 
in. Butif it should ever be found that a corrupt set of officials 
have refused to protect the people, let us have the remedy here to 
protect the people in the benefits of those reservoir sites. When- 
ever it is found that the States have done their duty, then, under 
the provision I proposed, the matter will be left in the hands of 
the State. Where it is found that the Territorial legislature has 
done its duty, this provision allows the control of the matter to 
remain in the hands of the local assembly. But until we have 
such an assurance, let us retain control of the matter here in our 
own hands. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the 


Does the gentleman seriously believe that 


Weall under- | 
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on which the grant or concession is made, and I believe in attend- 


| they see fit, to improve these reservoirs. 
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House to a part of the letter which was read from the former 
Director of the Geological Survey. He says: 

Some uncertainty has existed as to the purpose of the reservations, ag 
some persons suppose that they are reserved as sites upon which the Gov- 
ernment is to erect reservoirs, while in fact the purpose, as clearly shown 
by the debates in Congress, as well as by the terms of the statutes, was to 
reserve the sites for purposes of irrigation whenever irrigators should desire 
to utilize such sites by the construction of proper works themselves. 

So that, according to the statement of the Director himself, the 
purpose of this law was not to withhold these sites from use and 
to reserve them to the Government—— 

Mr. TERRY. Iconceded that in the beginning of my state- 
ment. 

Mr. LACEY. But for irrigators; and the act of 1891 limits the 
methods by which irrigators shall use the public lands adapted to 
this purpose. The only question now is whether the most eligible 
part of these sites shall be thus utilized or reserved. 

Mr. BARHAM. Let me ask whether there is any objection to 
striking out the word ‘entry ” where it occurs in this bill? 

Mr. LACEY. None whatever. 

Mr. BARHAM. Then I move to strike out that word. 

Mr. LACEY. That motion perhaps would not be in order at 


| this time; but I will say to the gentleman that I think the word 


‘‘entry” is unnecessary. The words ‘‘use and occupation” are 
I believe the word ‘‘entry” was inserted 
for the purpose of giving titls to so much of the lands as may be 
used for a canal: but so far as it concerns the use of the lands for 
canal and railway purposes, the language might just as well be 
‘‘use and occupation”? without the word ‘‘entry,” and without 
giving any other title than the usufructory title. 

Mr. BARHAM. Atthepropertime I desire tomove that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LACEY. So far as I am concerned, I shall be glad to have 
the amendment agreed to. 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 


| BEL}. 


are making a concession such as is proposed to be made here, we | 


Mr. BELL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, the amendment which I 
have offered provides that the States shall also have the right, if 
My reason for proposing 
this provision is that there is now pending before the legislature 
of the State of Colorado a bill to appropriate $50,000 for the pure 
pose of improving Twin Lake Reservoir, at the head of the 
Arkansas River, and a bill is now pending in this House, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, permitting the Stat- 
of Colorado to make that improvement. If the State of Colorado 
be given that right in this bill—and the chairman of the commit- 
tee, as well as all other members interested, appears to agree to it— 
it will save the necessity for the passage of any private bill on the 
subject. 

Replying to our friend ‘from Arkansas, I want to say that he 
evidently does not understand irrigation in the arid region. All 
that is reserved in the arid region is some great basins nine or ten 
thousand feet above the sea level. The land there is such as no- 
body can occupy. It is land that no man would want for any 
other purpose whatever. That land was first reserved for the pur- 
pose of storing water, to increase the flow so that the Government 
lands lying on the streams below might be made valuable and 
might . taken by citizens who would purchase them from the 
United States. It was thought at the time by a great many peo- 
ple that the Government would make the improvement. It was 
thought also that the State might improve. After a time a com- 
mission was appointed by the Senate consisting of nine Senators, 
who formulated and brought before Congress the bill which now 
constitutes what is known as the act of 1891. It was understood 
by everybody that the act of 1891 was for the purpose of making 
these reservoirs subject to occupancy. When application was 
made for occupancy, the Commissioner of the lead Office decided 
that they were subject to occupancy. 

The matter went from the Commissioner of the Land Office to 
Secretary Smith, who, as I understand, after very short consider- 
ation and without giving any reason whatever, concluded that 
the object of Congress was to set these reservations apart for im- 
provement by the Government, or to cede them to the State when 
the lands were ceded to the State, as he advocated at the time the 
decision on the subject was made. The Assistant Commissioner 
of the Land Office told me to-day, and he has told me repeatedly, 
that he believes that this application of the law of 1891 is just as 
this bill will make it, and would be the best thing that could be 
done, and it ought to pass. He told me that he did not believe 
that the decision of the Secretary would be followed; that the 
reason that these reservoir sites were set apart was for the pur- 

of increasing the flow of the rivers in the arid regions, and 

y that means it would make the Government lands valuable, and 

make them desirable for entry, and the Government can have the 
lands occupied. 


The act was unquestionably , Mr. Speaker, for that pur- 


pose. But the Assistant Commissioner told me this morning that 
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they had the anomaly now of a man in the West going by the side Now we simply come here asking for a completion of the pro- 
of one of these great natural reservoir sites that had been set apart | posed relief. We simply ask that these reservoir sites may be oc- 
by the Government for the purpose I have named, and while the | cupied and used, and I am perfectly willing that the word *‘ entry” 
Government said to him, ‘‘ You shall not enter, according to this | should be stricken out; but there is no reason or force in the argu- 
decision, yet under the act you can go on the public lands by the | ment that because the Geological Survey has surveyed reservoir 
side of one of these reservoir sites and locate another and erect | sites at great expense therefore they can not be made avyail- 
your reservoir there.” And he said that a peculiar condition ex- | able and used. You might just as well say that because the Geo- 
isted: Men in the ar‘d regions would go and take a second reser- | logical Survey has marked out great mineral regions and defined 
voir site and improve it, and divert the water into the secondary | them, and has told what is contained therein, no citizen can enter 
reservoir and leave that which was reserved for the Government | them under the mineral-land laws and develop them. The Geo- 
unoccupied and no water to fill it. After it had been diverted to | logical Survey performed a great service for that country. Al- 
the other reservoir, that was of but little use generally, it would | though these reservoir sites were well known, a great service was 
leave the lands impossible of improvement, and the Assistant | performed in surveying and defining them; and now that they 
Commissioner of the Land Office has insisted with me and other | have been located, the people should have a right to use them. 
members numerous times that this bill ought to be pressed to a | Let any amendment be made in this pending bill which relieves 
speedy passage. I had individual bills introduced upon the sub- | the ambiguity of the act of 1891. Carry out its intent, and that 
ject. I understand Senator TELLER and, I think, all the other | is all that is required at this time, in my judgment. 
Seaioes from the arid regions, as well as the Representatives from Mr. LACEY. I yield to the Delegate from New Mexico [!{r. 
that part of the country, favor the bill. I know of no objection | CATRON}]. 
whatever to it. Mr. CATRON. 
Now, our friend on the other side talks of ‘‘a monopoly.” In| Congress a bill was reported by the Committee on Territories 
the State of Colorado, and in every other State in the Union, I | recommending the admission of the Territory of New Mexico into 
suppose, as far as these decisions have gone, the universal rulings | the Union as a State. A minority of the committee made a report 
of the courts are that no indivicaal owns the water. It is the | expressing their views, in which they stated that the Territory of 
State alone that owns and controls the water, under the constitu- | New Mexico had not advanced as rapidly as many of the Western 
tion of our States; and I suppose that is true under the laws of | States had advanced, and for that reason that Territory ought not 
every State. In Colorado the county commissioners in all of the | to be admitted into the Union as a State. It is true that we have 
counties fix the maximum rate that shall be charged for the use of | probably not advanced in late years as fast as some of the other 
the water on theland. Every four years the commissioners from | Territories, or as some of the new States. Butitistrue. also, that 
every county in the State fix the rate of charges that the ditch | in the Territory of New Mexico we have advanced much more 
companies shall impose upon the farmers for the use of water, and | rapidly during the time that we have been under the control of 
this rate is established for the next three or four years, as the case | the Federal Government than the old States haveadvanced. The 
may be. The ditch companies are absolutely at the mercy of the | increase in population has been greater than the average increase 
county commissioners of the State. The county commissioners— | throughout the United States in the last decade. The increase in 
two out of three of them in my county are farmers—two out of | wealth has been ten times greater than the average increase 
three of them have the right to say what the water rate shall be | throughout the United States. 
in every canal in Montrose County; andthe same power exists in But why are we held back? Why have we not advanced? It 
every county of the State. And there is no danger where the | has been because of certain action on the part of the General 
State officers control the water. The reservoir is a mere channel. | Government. One of the reasons was the prohibition of the in- 
Here the hammer fell. ] vestment of alien capital in the Territories under the provisions 
r. LACEY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from | of the act of 1887. Another one was the prohibition, by construc- 
Arizona. tion of the Departments of the Government, of the right of the 
Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, asa representative of | Territories to locate and use these reservoir sites. We need capi- 
a portion of the arid regions of the West, I desire to add something | tal in the Territories for the express purpose of developing these 
from my own personal experience upon the pending question, | reservoirs and our irrigation system. The Government does not 
and in regard to the legislation now sought to be had by this bill. | develop the public domain. It is the individual who does that. 
The act of October 2, 1888, required the reservation from entry | Individuals are usually poor, and they have to invite people from 
of the reservoir sites and canal sites located by the Geological Sur- | outside to come and help develop the resources of the Western 
vey, as well as all lands under these reservoir sites susceptible of | country. In the Territory of New Mexico we havean area greater 
irrigation. I believe the purpose of the promoters of that legisla- | than the area of the State of Ulinois which can be reduced to 
tion was to secure continuous appropriations by Congress to de- | cultivation, provided we have irrigation to supplement it. 
velop and construct the reservoirs and canal sites, and make Now, how are we to get that? 1t can only be done by means of 
them useful to the people inhabiting that region. ditches and reservoirs. We have plenty of water, but the water 
But it was impracticable from the moment it was first inaugu- | goes down the streams. It should be taken upon the table-lands, 
rated. In 1889 or 1890, I do not now rem mber which, the gov- | so that it can be spread throughout this extensive territory which 
ernor of Utah, the governor of New Mexico, and I were invited | is susceptible of cultivation. If you do not give us an act like 





Mr. Speaker, during the last session of this 





to consult with Major Powell, of the United States Geological | this, by means of which we can invite capital to come there, locate 
Survey, on this very subject. He urged at that time the desir- | these reservoirs and ditches, and get people to come and assist us, 
ability of promoting this legislation and leaving these sites for | you can never develop that entire region. You can never develop 
the reservoirs free from entry until appropriations could be made | one-fourth of it for a great many years. But give us the right to 
by Congress or some general provision enacted for the construc- | use these reservoir sites and to take the water from them, to control 
tion of the reservoirs under the charge of the Geological Survey. | them according to our own laws and in our own way; give us the 
I contended against the proposition at the time. Theimpractica- | right to invite capita! there, and we will develop a Territory which 
bility of it was so manifest that even then, if we could have got- | will advance ten times faster than we have advanced before and 
ten money from Congress to carry into execution the suggestion, | rival the most prosperous of the Eastern States. 
it would have been at an expenditure on the part of Congress in Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois { Mr. Can- 
the way of appropriations that would have exceeded even the cost | NoN| such time as he desires. 
of improvements of our rivers and harbors in this country. Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I think a very few minutes will 
Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. | suffice for me to say what I desire so say. By accident I had 
Murpuy] allow me a question? some familiarity, as | explained a day or two ago, with the selec- 
Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Yes. tion or segregating of these reservoir sites. It originated in a 
Mr.MONDELL. The gentleman states that the former Director | Senate amendment on an appropriation bill. After some kicking 
of the Geological Survey, who was the Director of the Geological | and all the consultation that we could get, the House finaily 
Survey at the time these laws were passed and these reservations | adopted the Senate amendment. As explained the other day, a 
set apart, was in favor of direct appropriations by the General | large amount of money—I think, if ran down, probably in the 
Government for the building of these reservoirs. neighborhood of a million dollars—was expended by the Govern- 
Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Yes, he solicited the cooperation of | ment in surveying and platting these reservoir sites. 
myself, the governor of Utah, and the governor of New Mexico Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sug- 
ay that very subject. The then Secretary of the Interior, Mr. | gestion? re 
oble, was in favor of that proposition. The AssistantSecretary | Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 
of the Interior, Mr. Chandler, opposed it, and said to me that it} Mr. MONDELL. I can only find two appropriations, aggre- 
would retard the growth of that country fora hundred years, and | gating $350,000. 
a protest went up from the entire West to such a degree that the Mr. CANNON. The gentleman may be right about that; but, 
act of 1891 resulted. That was intended to cure the defects in the | with the use of the force in that great work, in addition to that 
former act, and I believe it did cure them. The Commissioner of geologists, topographers, and many other things. But | will not 
the General Land Office so believes, but the Secretary of the In- | stop to consider that question, because it is not at all important. 
terior has held that that law is not sufficiently curative. Now, as the able chairman of the Committee on Public Larids 
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explained, there came a friction not only by this act, but by a.con- 
struction of it which substantially took not only the reservoir 
sites, but all the arid lands that people practically desired to obtain 
title to out of the market, and in the Fifty-first Congress there 
came an effort, upon an appropriation bill, to absolutely repeal that 
law. There was a long contest about it, led by the now Senator 
from Montana [ Mr. nee , on the one hand, and other members 
of the House, and, if I recollect right, this right-of-way bill went 
upon the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, it did; in 1890. 

Mr. CANNON. That is my recollection of it; and the framing 
of that bill as it finally went upon the sundry civil bill was not 
particularly my work, although I was chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations at that time and chairman of the conference 
committee, but it was principally the suggestion of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, led by my late colleague [Mr. Payson} and 
a similar committee, I think upon Public Lands, of the Senate. * 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will state to the gentleman that the bill 
was drawn by Senator Plumb, who was upon the Select Commit- 
tee of the Senate for the Reclamation of the Arid Lands. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; but it was submitted, so far as the House 
conferees were concerned, to members of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands in the House. Unfortunately, I have not much knowl- 
edge of the condition of the country in the arid region, nor have 
Imuch knowledge of the public land system, and therefore I do 
not speak with much confidence, especially in the presence of gen- 
tlemen who represent the various Territories and States in which 
the arid lands are situated; still I have just enough knowledge 
from the former contest to understand that the land is nothing, 
but the water is everything; that if all your water were utilized 
economically probably 80 or 90 per cent of your lands would 
remain without water and practically worthless except as they 
make a part of the earth’s surface. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. About 80 per cent, I should think. 

Mr. CANNON, About 80 per cent, as the gentleman from Col- 
orado says, and he is much more familiar with that subject than I 
am. Withmy knowledge I know thatthereare questions arising— 
for instance, the use of waters arising in the boundaries of one 
State and running into another, the use of water for irrigation in 
Colorado liberally used near the head waters of the stream, de- 
priving the people below of its use; and I can imagine that a 
great many difficult questions will arise between inhabitants and 
citizens of one State in the various States and citizens of different 
States in the future, but the future will have to take care of itself. 

Now, from these circumstances I have felt a great interest 
touching this matter, and I feel now that we ought to be careful 
not in any way to cripple the development of those States having 
arid regions on the one hand, and upon the other to enable any- 
body to get the whip hand of their fellow-citizens and the unnum- 
bered millions yet unborn. That is the only reason why I chal- 
lenged this bill the other day. One expression, it is agreed, shall 
be stricken out of the bill—the word ‘‘entry;” so that it is ‘*‘ the 
use and occupation only of these reservoir sites” that is to be 
obtained. 

Now, I suggest, and have just suggested to the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Lands, that another amendment might go 
upon this bill with great profit. I understand in most of 
States—I am told all by some; and the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Terry] thinks not all—that the prices of the water, the 
water rates, are regulated by the respective States and Territories. 
But let that be as it may, when we part permanently, so far as 
the United States is concerned, with the use and occupation of 
these ¢ reat reservoir sites to the people of the tive States, I 
want to part with them under conditions that will give the great- 
est good to the greatest number. Therefore I shall offer the fol- 
lowing amendment at the close of this bill: 

Provided, That the charges for water coming in whole or part from reser~ 
voir sites used and occupied under the provisions of this act shall always 


be subject to the control of the respective States and Territories in which 
such reservoirs are in whole or part situate. 


' Mr. SHAFROTH. I think that is satisfactory. 
— on hee of ae me in the right-of-way 
act arch, 1891,I do not think that nguage is : 
But I 3 


because the control of the State is expressly preserved. 
’ notcare to have any question left open on this subject; and, so far 


as I am concerned, [ would be glad to have the amendment 
adopted. I do not think it necessary, but would accept it. 
. TERRY. After the word “ control” I wish the gentleman 

would insert the words “‘ and regulation.” 

Mr. CANNON. What is the a of that? 

Mr. TERRY. So as to have the control and regulation of the 
charges in the State. 
i CANNON. I will read it again. 


Provided, That the charges for water coming in whole or part from reser- 
sites and ied under 


r used occupied the provisions of this act shall always be 
Bubject to the control 


Mr. TERRY. Right after the word “ control ” putin the words 
“and regulation.” 
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Mr.CANNON. All right, then— 
(control of the 
aoe pn ive States and Territories in which such 

Now, if my friend feels free toaccept that amendment, so f 

Tam concerned, shall be content. - 
. Speaker, I woul glad to have the qu 
ing to that amendment submitted to the House.” a 
RRY. I hope unanimous consent will be given that 
that amendment be itted. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. As an amendment to the original bill or to 
the substitute? 

Mr. LACEY. Asan addition to the original bill. 

Mr. COX. If I understand this correctly, if this bill is passed 
it will take the Government entirely out of this enterprise of the 
irrigation of these arid lands, and will turn it over to individuals 
or corporations. 

Mr. LACEY. No. The Government may still act as to the res- 
ervations not taken, but this bill enables parties desiring to irri- 
to utilize the reservoirs that have been selected and reserved, 

hey may utilize none of them or they may utilize all, vut if any 
remain, they may be utilized by the Government. . 

Mr. COX. Well, if they do utilize these reservoirs, the water 
= oe the control of Congress as to the charges that shall 

made, 

Mr. LACEY. No; the water does not belong to the Govern- 
ment. The reservoirs in which the water is stored belong to the 
Government, but the water belongs to the States and will be con- 
trolled bythem. The amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] relieves this measure from all possible doubt 
upon that subject. 1 think there could be no doubt anyhow, but 
this amendment takes away the possibility of any question being 
raised as to the right of the States and Territories to regulate and 
control the management and the price of the water. I ask the 
Chair to submit the question on the amendment. 

SP R. Unanimous consent is asked to have the 
dment agreed to which the Clerk will read. 
e Clerk again read the amendment of Mr. CANNON as printed 


bove; and it was unanimous! 
yield to the gentleman from 


y 
Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
Colorado =. SHAFROTH]. 

Mr. 8 ROTH. Mr. Speaker, I want to address my remarks 
principally to the proposition presented by the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] as a substitute for the pending bill. 
That propositicn has in view the same purpose that I think ani- 
mates every member of this House in relation to this subject, 
which is to provide for the control of the waters in the arid region 
so that irrigators shall not be charged rates than are fair 
and just. But the difficulty with the ‘s substitute is 
that it comes here without the sanction of any committee, without 
thorough examination by any member of a committee, and con- 
—— it is immature legislation. That part of it which seeks 
to have the United States t control these waters is, it 
seems to me, in violation of the Constitution of the United States. 
I do not believe that the United States has the power to control 
these waters. Such power was never delegated by the States, and 
the United States has never attem to exercise the same. The 
constitution of the State of Col , under which it was admitted 
into the enero that the waters shall remain the property 
of the State. The amendment which has been by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CaNNon], and adopted, really serves 
no purpose, because it merely reenacts the existing law. It would 
be the law even if the act of 1891 were not in existence. The 
United States Government has 
States have enacted legislation 
directly controlling the use of the waters. In my own State the 

commissioners —- 


construct dams and control all the lands, could the 

State, after having done that, still right to compel 

the to reduce its c if they were unreasonable 
Mr. —- ~temener That the a the 

State, e constitution of says can 

ae — itself of such rights; conangeneliy aaken act would be 
valid. 


Mr. TERRY. Iknow you have a very good constitution in your 
State, but all the constitutions are not so ; 
Mr. BOATNER. _Is there a State in the Union whose constitu- 


the States, I shall be in a position to answer that question 
[Laughter. 

Mr. ROTH. I will state to the gentleman that the peo 
of the arid States are more zealous for the protection of the pu 
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and of the farmer who desires to irrigate his land than 
could possibly be. There is a continual in the State 
prrereniy: = people. Asi is mo there 


our cor Beate Peseta tion and laws for the 
a county os fix the price of water for 
to law they can fix it so low that there 


willbe hardly any compensation to the corporation. 


. I doubt that. 
Mz, SHAFROTH. The coun try to fix a rea- 


commissioners 
ene seee 98 wil greg air return on the investment, as | the 


th 

+ hast BAILEY, The constitution of Colorado, as I understand, 
provides that 
a without just compensation. Now, under those words 
the holding is uniform that you can not condemn either the prop- 
erty or the use of the property without just compensation. The 
army rh own supreme epee cuns ne 

earner consti recognizes no 

private ownershi ownership in water—none whatever. 

Mr. BARHAM. The Supreme Court of the United States has 
also held that you can not use private property without just com- 


Pte SHAFROTH. That is true; but that does not apply here. 
Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman from Colorado state that 
the law of his State does not recognize any private property in 
water, or in a dam, for instance? 
SHAFROTH. It does not recognize any private ownership 
Ts anys tah thin wateruball shangn i ong to the public. 
Then the gentleman is very probably right. 
_ Mr. BARHAM. But is not the use of water recognized as sub- 
reasonable control or regulation? 


in water. 


4 
gE! 


“era 
aes 
Hl 
peEEEr E 
i 


understand the needs of the the peor ohn 
uch flow of water is required, and how much ought 
of the water. 
oe ter! enone state that under the con- 
ee ete eat it tod thon be 'Y, 
phere = eg sell it, and then by 
the price of the water so low as not to 
er reaeeins Se metet 
We do not recognize a sale of water. We 
seapind Game taegninatdaes that undertake to distribute the water 
as mere public carriers; that is absolutely all; they do not con- 
trol or own or sell a drop of water. 
TheSPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Colorado has 


‘ aT. I should ‘ike a little more time. 
=: LACEY. to the gentleman five minutes more. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, the difficulty with the 
oe from Arkansas has presented here 
a subetitute is that it is not mature legislation. 


Beiee 

suit 

aeEF 
Bae 


I se 


«i 
: 


i 


“The object of the gentleman is srry. 0 the same as ours; but 
what construction would be upon the provisions which he 
offers no one can tell. We have ee oe ee ene 1891, 
which describes the manner in corporations may 


locate upon a reservoir site for or “irrigation canada. ss describes 
the methods to ee. A map is to be filedshowing the line 


of high-water mar 
Mr. TERRY. Let me state oo Go seatiamde, sane Sere, with 


eee fee Saat S Goan 1891. act provides 
this map of location, and so forth, may be filed within twelve hele 


vision, a corporation that has alread there and obtained 
on, & ration y gone 
control twelve 


of the reservation may, within ve months afterwards, 
fileitsmap. I that ee with the Secre- 
8 


As a matter of fact, Mr. Speaker, the 
tleman does not seem to know the condition of the laws out in 
that country. There is another map that must be filed with the 
State authorities. The State controls the waters of these reser- 
voirs and streams. That map must be filed -—— 

Mr. TERRY. a > ype ae erectus 
Mr. SHAFROTH. sir. 


Mr. TERRY. I thought the gentleman referred a while ago to 
the act of 
Mr. to the law of 1891, 


I was then 
Mr. TERRY. And I say that act of 1891 makes the provision 
to which I have called attention. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. But there can be no serious objection to the | the State. 


and the 
over oth- 


his first on file preference over 
roe a ~- Yet it may be nee- 


the 
ers. He is not going to wait an entire year. 
XXIX——128 


in | survey until summer. Ii seems to me that if 


ate property shall not be “taken, damaged, or | Interi 


essary, in order that the surveys made, that he wait con- 
siderable time. A great many of ae ee in the 
mountains where the snow in winter is so deep as to prevent 2 
ere is a defect in 
the provision referred to it should be amended; but here is a law, 
in 1891, that has received the construction of the Interior 

t from that time to this in a number of decisions. 

. LACEY. Allow me to ask whether the requirement that 
the map be filed within twelve months, as provided in the act of 
1891, has been found inconvenient? Has any difficulty arisen in 
en tion of the law? 

r. SHAFROTH. None that I have ever heard of. But, as I 
was saying, the act of 1891 has received the construction of the 

or Department—not in one decision. but, I have no doubt, in 
at least 100 decisions. Under those decisions a settled practice has 
— up. There are certain rules and regulations which have 
ibed by the Interior Department. Therefore, if we 
shouldnow undertake toenact hasty legislation—a measure brought 
in here as a substitute which ' 1s not received the sanction of any 
committee—it would, it seems to me, be dangerous, although its 
object may be good. I have no doubt the — of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas is as good in res matter as ours. 
He i is doubtless trying to get the very legislation possible for 
the protection of the users of the water. But, Mr. Speaker, the 
bill we have introduced here is short. It refers to the act of 1891. 
It expressiy puts the use and occupation of these reservoirs directly 
under the act of 1891, which act preserves the use of these waters 
for irrigation purposes. A modeof procedure is prescribed, and I 
see no reason why we should now enact legislation which has not 
been matured han not received the sanction of a committee of 
this House. 

U the general, question I wish to say that these sites are of 
much moment to the people of the arid region. There are 138 
such sites, 35 of which are in Colorado, 23 in California, 30 in 
Montana, 19 in New Mexico, and 13 in Utah. It is estimated that 
these reservoirs will hold sufficient water to irrigate as much 
more land as there is now under irrigation. The withholding of 
these sites from use by the Government is greatly retarding de- 
velopment of agriculture in the West. Either the Government 
should construct the dams n to form these reservoirs, or it 
should permit the States and the inhabitants thereof to do so. 
There is no indication. that Congress will appropriate money for 
such purpose, and therefore it should — others to undertake 
the work. There is no mls prot of a monopoly of the waters, as the 
laws of the State afford ample protection to the public. This meas- 
roval of the Representatives from every arid 
receive the indorsement of this Congress. 


ure receives the a 
State, and it shou 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. STEELE). The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 
Mr. LACEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 


fornia [Mr. J ee: 

OHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state how 
this bill came to be introduced into the House. When I came to 
Congress, aes 2 a new member, I did not know exactly how to 
= the reservoir business, and I called vpon the gentleman from 

ois [Mr. CANNON}, in whom I had the greatest confidence and 
faith, and asked him with reference to the matter. He told me 
that some legislation had been had in connection with it, and that 
some action had also been taken by the Geological Survey with 
regard to the matter, and that if 1 would — there I would 
receive all of the information that was available upon the sub- 
ject. I did so and found what had been done, and after a talk 
with them they wrote the bill and handed it to me, stating that 
thought it lute cover the case I had in view, and it was at 
their suggestion and recommendation that I introduced the bill. 
Now, it seems to me that itcovers the case entirely. —Theamend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon}, in my judg- 
ment, is unnecessary, because the statute already provides for it; 
but I "do not object to the incorporation of the amendment. It 
candono harm. Theamendmentof my colleague from California 
an is one that is perhaps wise, and I make no objec- 
mn 


I want to say to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY], 
who fears damaging results from the proposed legislation, that in 
my State the constitution, in belwunen to the use of water, reads 
as follows: 

Section 1, article 14. The use of all water now qperserntne or that may 
he ter be appropriated for sale, ee. or distribution is hereby declared 
to be for public use and subject to the regulation and control of the State in 

manner to be prescri by law. 

So it seems that there is no danger in my State of a monopoly 

created in the use of water throughout the arid portions of 


This mr pane has been well spoken of by gentlemen represent- 
ing the arid regions, and also well characterized by the chairman 
the Committee on Publio Lands as in effect that the United 

of the dog in the manger—it will 
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not use the reservoir sites itself and allows nobody else to do so. 
They ought to be used, Mr. Speaker; there is no question about 
that. 

There are millions upon millions of acres of land that can be 
cultivated and used in the United States, and in California alone, 
if we can only get water upon it, and the only way to get water 
upon it is to construct and use the reservoirs during the proper 
season of the year; and the only way to get the reservoirs is to 
get those which the Government nowclaims. I hope the bill will 

ass, and pass by a large majority, and permit us to get legisla- 
ion at this session, and thus be able to benefit our State and the 
other arid regions of the country. 

Mr. SHA®ROTH. If my friend will allow an interruption, 
when he speaks of the quantity of arid lands, if he will permit me, 
I wish to say that the Secretary of the Interior estimates that with 
138 reservoirs that are now held by the United States, if opened 
3 ws use of the public, they would reclaim over 3,000,000 acres 
of land. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. "Well, 1 said millions and millions 
of acres. I was familiar with the figures; but the figures in my 
State would exceed that. The land in California aione that can 
be utilized, if these reservoir sites are opened and water is collected 
upon them for the use of the land, will bring into cultivation in 
that State as many acres of land as the gentieman mentions. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of the time to the 
chairman of the committee, so that some other member from the 
arid States can be heard upon this important question. 

Mr. LAC#Y. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia |Mr. BaARHAM]. 

Mr. BARHAM. 1 only wish to offer an amendment, Mr. 
Speaker, which I have already sent to the desk. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask the attention of the gentleman from 
Arkansas to the reading of the amendment, which may obviate 
the difficulty which he tainks exists in reference to the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

/ Strike out in line 4, page 1, after the word “to,”’ the words “entry and;” 
80 that it will read: 

* That all reservoir sites reserved, or to be reserved, by the Geological Sur- 
vey, be open to use and occupation,” etc. 

Mr. LACEY. That will relieve it of every possible objection 
that has been urged by the gentleman from Arkansas, and that 
Was suggested by Major Powell, as to the use of the word *‘ entry.” 
Inasmuch as it would necessarily be an entry under the act of 
1891, it would be so limited. But in view of the fact that a sug- 
gestion has been made here as to the use of the word, the gentile- 
map from California now moves to strike it out. 

Mr. TERRY. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent that it may be con- 
sidered as adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tioh of the amendment? 

/ There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. 1 now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. MonDELL]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the vital 
question in connection with the discussion of this bill is whether 
or not this nation, through Congressional action in the future, 
proposes to irrigate and reclaim the arid lands of the West, or 
whether or not that irrigation and reclamation shail be left to 
the people of the respective States and Territories. There can be 
no question in the mind of anyone who has followed this question 
of irrigation, and the discussion at the time the legislation was 
passed which brought about the segregation of these reservoir 
areas, that there was a strong sentiment at that time in Congress 
in favor of governmental irrigation. 

Under the provisions of the original act vast areas were seg- 
regated, and these areas still remuin segregated from the public 
domain, some five or seven years after their segregation. Now 
the question is whether Congress proposes to build these reser- 
voirs and irrigate these areas, or whether it is proposed to allow 
individual capital, under control of the States, to go in and use 
and occupy these reservoir sites and develop the country. It 
seems to me that there should be no disposition on the part of 
Congress to pursue a dog-in-the-manger policy in this mater, but 
that, as there is unquestionably a strong sentiment against gov- 
ernmental control or governmental aid in the building of these 
works, these reservoir sites should be turned over to the people of 
the respective States. 

There can be no such thing as monopoly in matters of this kind. 
In the first instance, any person wishing to use these reservoirs 
under the right-of-way act must obtain from the State authority 
to impound the water of the streams from which it is proposed to 
bring these waters forirrigation. And under the constitution and 
laws of every State and Territory in the arid region the waters 
thus diverted for purposes of irrigation are absolutely under the 
control of the State. The State legislature either directly controls 
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the price, or the price is controlled by the boards of 
missioners under provisions of State legislation. 

Mr. — in this connection, I wish to t a resolution 
of the Fourth legislature of the State of Wvoming, relating to 
State ownership of public lands. It is as follows: 


STATE OF WYOMING, Office of the Secretary of State. 
UNITED States oF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 

I, Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 
hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and correct copy of enrolled 
— resolution No. 1, senate, State of Wyoming, passed by the Pourth legis- 

iy bane ad Thave h to set my hand and affix 

n mony whereof, ve hereunto set m ed > 
seal of the State of Wyoming ° me great 


Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this lith day of reenery A. D. 1897. 
(SBAL.]} CHARLES . BURDICK, 
Secretary of State. 


FOURTH LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF WYOMING. 
(Enrolled joint resolution No.1. Senate. State of Wyoming.]} 


Joint resolution and memorial to the of the United phates, praying 


for the of all unoccupied public within the State of 
to the control of the State. or edpimed 


Your memorialists, the Fourth legislature of the State of Wyoming, would 
most respectfully represent: 

That all of the lands within the boundaries of the State of Wyoming are 
what are known as “arid” lands; the reclamation and settlement of these 
lands must be ecoomenar under different conditions from those confront- 
ing the settler in the humid portions of this country; that none of the lands 
now the property of the State can be sold for less 0 per acre, which is 
the minimum price allowed by the terms of the act of admission and the 
State constitution, thus causing unfair competition with United States lands, 
which are sold to settlers under the provisions of the several acts of (on- 
Cree ah geteen ran from 50 cents to $2.50 per acre, 

Experience has demonstrated that the present land system is not suited to 
the conditions which prevail in this State, and as a result many obstacles 
are interposed to the development of the country. , 

The reclamation of the agricultural lands imposes upon the settler and 
upon the State labor and expense not incurred in the humid ons of the 
country; ditches must be constructed and the lands pre: for the appli- 
cation of water before there is any return to the farmer; in addition to this 
great labor and expense, it is necessary for the State to exercise a super- 
vision over them, in order that just distribution of water may be made to 


those entitled to it. 
se of the investigation of its 


county com- 


Thus far the State has borne the entire e 
agricultural resources and the supervision of the —_— waters. 

The efficiency of this work has been greatly impaired by reason of the 
inability of the State to assist in any way in the reclamation and settlement of 
the desirable lands or to restrict the diversion of water on the less desirable. 

The importance of the pastoral interests of this State makes it desirable 
that provision be made for the utilization of the land in connection 
with the contiguousirrigableareas. These grazing comprise the greater 


part of territorial extent. 
None of the present land laws make oncqante vision for securing pos- 
our 


pro f 
session or management of these lands. a it is impossible for 
Congress to pass a general law which will operate with equal justice and suc- 
cess on the arid belt asa whole. Conditions differ in different sections of the 
United States, and the = le of each section are best calculated to determine 
the system best suited totheir needs. We believe that by giving to the State 
full control over all classes of land the best results can be obtained. 

If the State controlled the lands, it would be possible to connect water 
eure with land titles of all irrigable lands. That this is desirable is admit- 

by ali familiar with the subject. 

The results already achieved are a sufficient guaranty of what can be ac- 
complished under more favorableconditions. Even with the imperfect means 
at hand, the value of lands has not only been enhanced, but their productive 
capacity has been correspondingly augmented. Such results are of interest 
and value to the whole nation, and in our opinion entitle the State to gener- 
ous recognition. 

The water laws of this State have been highly recommended. The State 
constitution and statutes contain provisions — the inauguration of 
the most systematic and complete supervision of its pu waters yet under- 
taken by any Commonwealth in this country. 

It is only, however, by oe the control of both water and land under 
one authority that our irrigation system can have the fullest measure of 
stability and success. ' 

We believe that the control of this subject can wisely and safely be in 
trusted to the State, since the practical knowledge is almost wholly confined 
to those engaged in the work. By endowing the State with means and plac- 
ing = it the responsibility for the tyne of our resources, a great 
impulse will be given to the diffusion of intelligence on the subject and to 
local pride in the success of the undertaking. It will put the solution of this 
problem in the hands of the people best informed as to its details and most 
interested in its success. : 

Because of the facts hereinbefore d your memorialists respectfully 
pray that Congress will, by suitable legisla‘ t to the State of Wyo- 
ming the unoceupied and Sa public within said State. 

Resol of state be, 


ved, That the secre and he is hereby, respectfully 
requested, on the approval of mem to forward a duly authenticated 
copy thereof to the Senators and Representative in Congress from this 
State, in order that the same may be brought to the attention of a 
GEORGE E. ABBOTT, 
neers of the Senate. 
A. 
Speaker of the House. 


Approved February 8, A. D. 1897. what a einay, 

I believe that the sentiment of the nation favors in the near 
future such legislation as will turn over the control not only of 
these reservoir sites, but of all the public lands within the arid- 
land States and Territories to the States and Territories. There 
is not in the State which I have the honor to a a single 
one of these reservoir sites; but they have been selected in all the 
States surrounding us. We have natural reservvir sites as 


as many of those which have been seletted by the (Geological Sur- 
vey. At the present time the citizens of my State can occupy any 
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of these reservoir sites under the right-of-way act. That being 
the case, should the citizens of other States, who considered that 
they were fortunate in having these surveys made at the time they 
were made, be placed in the position that they can not occupy these 
reservoir sites under the same laws and provisions as they can be 
used and occupied by private individuals and corporations in my 
State? 

As to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON], while there is no particular objection to it, there 
is certainly no reason for it, because the States and Territories 
absolutely control the waters within their borders. The act of 
Congress setting up the State of Wyoming provides that the 
waters of the State are the property of the State. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. TERRY] desire to use some of his time now? 

Mr. TERRY. I yield to my coll < sane ae 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, the bill as first presented ought not 
to pass; but as it has been amended it appears to be almost if not 
entirely eee eae and what I desire to say will 
not be directed to the provisions of the bill, but to correct some 
statements in relation the act of 1888, and the repeal of it in 
1890, and to vindicate the truth of history. 

It is not true, according to my recollection—and I have been a 
member of that committee since the Forty-ninth Congress—that 
the Committee on Public Lands ever agreed to the extraordinary 
and dangerous proposition which was inserted in the sundry civil 
bill passed at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, in August, 
1888. That proposition of the Committee on Appropriations was 
perhaps suggested by Major Powell, the Director of the Geological 
Survey atthattime. It may be true, asstated = distinguished 
chairman of the Appropriations Committee {Mr. CANNoNn], that 
Mr. Pa conferred with him about it, but that gentleman was 
not chairman of the Pubiic Lands Committee in the Fiftieth Con- 
gress, and it is just to the committee and to the members of it to 
say that no such proposition as was involved could have passed 
the committee. It granted to that officer a power over the public 
land laws that the President can notexercise. We knew nothing of 
it at the time. 

It was an unusual and dangerous power to vest in anyone, and 
articularly in the head of a bureau which up to that time we 
ad supposed had but little knowledge of and no concern with the 

disposal of the public domain. In the exercise of that extraordi- 
nary power by that geologist the ple woke up one fine morning 
and found that all of the public land in the Western States and 
Territories had been reserved from settlement, under the pubii¢ 
land laws, to await irrigation. It is due to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], the present chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, that I should also correct him in 
the statement that I understood him to make, to the effect that he 
was Chairman of the committee at that time. He was not chair- 
man, but was a member of the committee, and may have sup- 
ported, or perhaps suggested, the proposition. The gentieman 
was chairman of the committee in 1890, when the act of 1888 was 
repealed, and he may have the two confused in his mind. 

At the first session of the Fifty-first Congress, which convened 
in December after the reservation, there came a perfect storm of 
indignation from the people of the West, which resulted in the 
prompt of the extraordinary provision of 1888, and in the 
opening of these lands to settlement again, except the reservoir 
sites, which were reserved for public use. To that repeal the Pub- 
lic Lands Committee of the House did assent, and gave its influ- 
ence, though it did not formulate therepealing act. Then followed 
the act of 1891, which contains the provisions under which canal 
and ditch companies may obtain the right of way over public 
lands and reservations, which was formulated, I think, by the late 
Senator Plumb, of Kansas. There is a provision in the act of 
1890 which seems to have ~—— the attention of those who have 
discussed this proposition. That is the following, which I will 
read: 
oma of w Se oo of denis sirontnnae 
ian; and so much of the act of October 2, 1888, entitled “An act making ap- 
p tions for civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,” as provides for the withdrawal 
of the public lands from entry, occupation, and settlement, is poral re- 
and‘all entries made or claims initiated in good faith and valid but 
or said act, shall be and may be perfected in the same manner as 
if said law had not been enacted, except that reservoir sites heretcfore located 
or selected shall remain acgneentes and reserved from entry or settlement 

n o 


as provided id u therwise provided by law, and reservoir sites 
hereafter Dekel ceaeiel on public leaden shall in like manner be reserved 


No person who shall, the passage of this act, enter upon any of the 
ublic lands with a view to occupation, entry, or settlement under any of the 
fand laws shall be permitted to acquire title to more than 320 acres in the ag: 
gregate, under all of said laws, but this limitation shall not operate tocur 
the right of any person who has heretofore mad* entry or settlement on the 
public lands, or whose occupation, entry, or settlement is validated by this 
act: Provided, That in all patents tor lands hereafter taken up under any of 
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the land laws of the United States or on entries or claims validated by this 
act west of th: one hundredth meridian, it shall be expressed that there is 
reserved from the lands in said — described a right of way thereon for 
ditches or canals constructed by the authority of the Gnitea States. 


It will be noticed that this reserves the right of way for ditches 
and canals constructed by the authority of the United States, and 
I think clearly shows that it was the purpose of those who inaugu- 
rated this scheme to ultimately commit the Government to a 
national irrigation policy. 

At least it seemed to be the settled policy of Congress, when it 
repealed the act of 1888 and restored the land to settlement, to re- 
serve the sites in question, so as to aid the settlers. so far as the 
public domain was concerned, in getting free access to the water 
and an opportunity to preserve it from waste. The purpose of 
the two acts when taken together appears to be to make it as easy 
as possible for private capital and individual enterprise to secure 
water privileges to be used for the public good under proper re- 
strictions of the States. It seems to me that it was an effort on 
the t of Congress to enable the people on our deserts who had 
lands which were worthless without water to get the water to it 
without cost, so far as the public lands were concerned. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I want to say that it is not true that it cost 
$350,000 to locate the reservoir sites, as the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DockERY] has said. It is true that that sum of money 
was spent by the Geological Survey in this irrigation proposition, 
but the Committee on Appropriations is responsible for the expendi- 
ture of every dollar of it by attempting to look after the business 
of other committees. I grant you that it was expensive, but it 
was their mistake, and not that of the Public Lands Committee. 
If gentlemen wii!l read the plan of work laid out and contemplated 
by Major Powell they will no longer wonder that it was expen- 
sive. Heorganized a corpsof scientific men, the like of which has 
never been seen in connection with our public land system, and 
the wonder is that it did not cost more than it did to get rid of it. 
The Appropriations Committee have stood by that Bureau in its 
fights for jurisdiction and money with a love like unto that which 
existed between Jonathan and David. Every effoit to check its 
growing power and patronage and reduce appropriations for it has 
been resisted by the committee that now talks so much about large 
expenditures. This is one bureau that can usually get what it asks 
for in the way of appropriations. 

The Director in his report in 1889, in referring to the objects of 
the act of 1888, says this: 

Its first object, as expressed in the statute directing that the survey be 
made, is for the information of the Congress and of the State and Territo- 
rial legislatures and the guidance of future legislation with respect to the 
arid lands and the use of natural waters. The second object of the surve 
is to select sites for reservoirs and other hydraulic works necessary for irri- 
— and to reserve the same for public purposes that they may not fall 

to the ion of individuals or corporations. The third purpose is to 
select and reserve the irrigable lands until the Congress shall decide upon 
the best method for their disposition to actual settlers. There isa fourth 
object, of equal importance with the others, namely, to guide the agricultur- 
ists of each great hydrographic basin to the most economic method of util- 


izing the waters for irrigation in such a manner that the greatest area may 
be cultivated thereby. . 





While, with this great scheme involving all of these objects, 
there was spent $350,000 which the Committee on Appropriations 
was generous enough to put at his disposal, it does not follow 
that the location of the sites cost that sum. Because the Appro- 
priations Committee led Congress into a mistake, and because 
public sentiment required the repeal of the extraordinary power 
given that bureau when it had nothing to show for all this ex- 
penditure except a few reservoir sites, it is unjust to say that they 
cost or are worth that much. 

I have thought it peer, in justice to the Committee on Public 
Lands in the Fiftieth and Fifty-first Congresses, to say this much; 
and having done so, I am perfectly indifferent as to what becomes 
of this bill. It seems to me that the limitations and reservations 
suggested by my colleague [Mr. TERRY] ought to be adopted, and 
1 intend to vote for his substitute. It is possible that the amend- 
ments offered by the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Lacgy] and 
accepted will protect the people. I see but little difference in them, 
but the amendment of my colleague appears to be as complete as 
is possible under the circumstances. [was not present in the 
Committee on Public Lands when this bill was considered, and 
did not know that it had been reported until presented on Monday 
last. Iwas unavoidably out of the city; but the general purpose of 
the bill is right and in line with the established policy adopted by 
Congress as to the right of way for canals and ditches through arid 
lands, and we must improve it by some kind of rational legisla- 
tion for the location of necessary canals and ditches. We can not 
expect these reservoir sites to remain dry and never to be used for 
irrigating lands that are worthless without water; and since the 
Government does not intend to go into a general scheme of irriga- 
tion that would bankrupt the Government, it becomes necessary 
under proper legislation to authorize States and individuals to 
utilize the sites for the public good. 





JORDEN LOM SG ea = 


Rebar tie wees 





1956 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 17, 





Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, the original bill to which I took ex- 
ception on Monday last has been vastly improved by tlhe amend- 
ments that have been made here to-day; but there is still some 
points of difference between that bill and the substitute that I 
offer. Now, there is no difference of opinion on this subject as to 
the necessity of irrigation for these arid lands. I do not stand 
here to object to any proper legislation to give the people of the 
great West the benefit of all the water powers that nature has left 
there for the irrigation of those vast ies of land. I want to 
help them all I can, and my only object is to see that in our legis- 
lation, when we part with rights that are now held by the General 
Government, that we shall part with them in such way that they 
shall bestow a benediction upon the people of those States and not 
create any monopoly. 

My friend from California [Mr. Jonnson] has pointed out that 
under the constitution of his State the State has full power to 
— any monopoly and to regulate and control the water rate. 

y friend from Colorado {Mr. SHAFROTH] has pointed out that 
the same thing is true in regard to his State. But gentlemen 
should recollect that this is a general bill for the Territories as 
well as theStates. The Territories have no constitution to pro- 
tect their —— When we part with a right or let these rights 
be absorbed by private corporations or water companies, what 
protection will dave be for the people of the Territories? Their 
rights will be gone before they are ever admitted into the Union. 
That point has been entirely overlooked in this bill. It has been 
entirely overlooked by the gentlemen from the great West; and I 
want to call their attention to that very important distinction 
between my substitute and the original bill, even as amended. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Does not the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from [linois entirely cover that question? 

Mr. TERRY. I have not examined it close enough to tell 
whether it does cover it. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. He used that language, so as to 
perfectly include the Territories. 

Mr. TERRY. I hope you will find it a benediction to your 
people and not a burden. 

Now, it is objected again that this proposed substitute is crude 
legislation. It was not prepared by me, except the fourth sec- 
tion, but was prepared by a gentleman who was for years con- 
nected with the logical Survey and the laying out and segre- 
gation of these reservoir sites. He is entirely familiar with the 
whole subject. It occurs to me that it is far more carefully pre- 
pared than the act of 1891. I want to show you how. The gen- 
tleman from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH] says that there is always 
a race of diligence as to which company shall get one of these 
sites first, and under the act of 1891 the Secretary of the Interior 
has to approve the location and the occupation. But in what 
shape does it come to him? It comes to him absolutely without 
any map or plat in order that he can see in what shape the com- 
pany proposes to occupy and use these reservoir sites. 

Suppose, Mr. Speaker, that two contending applicants present 
themselves, asking to have the right to occupy different reservoir 
sites in the same general locality. How can the Secretary tell 
which will be best for the people unless there is a map showing the 
situation? Now, that is provided for in the substitute, and it is 
not provided for in the act of 1891. Under that act the map ma 
be filed within twelve months after they had gone on and occupi 
the site. In the substitute that is fully provided for. Itrequires 
that the person, company, or corporation desiring to occupy a site 
shall have it accurately surveyed and shall file in the land officea 
map showing the location, which map is to be transmitted to the 
Secretary or the Interior. You donot have that in the act of 1891. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That is the law, irrespective of any legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. TERRY. It may be the law in your State and it may be 
the law in California, but remember that here we are making a 
law not only for the States, but also for the Territories—making a 
general law. , 

Mr. Speaker, I do not desire at present to consume the remain- 


_ der of my time, but I now move to amend the bill by striking out 


all after the enacting clause and inserting what I sent to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arkansas, which is in the nature of a substitute, will be 
read. 

Mr. LACEY. The substitute has already been read, I believe. 

Mr. TERRY. Yes; it has been read once, and unless some other 
member of the House desires to have it read again I do not ask it. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, Mr. BowErs. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the House that 
every member coming from the arid States is in favor of the pas- 
sage of this bill because he understands the necessity for it. If 
this bill fails of passage, then all the work that has been done pro- 










viding for these reservoir sites lies dead and can not be utilized, 
Some legislation of this kind must be enacted in order to allow us 
goin any abvontags ender thosesviemeer Mae Re 
gets any advan un e t 

water rights by it. Within the hour I wasat the etalk. 


; é talk- 
ing with Judge Lamoreux and Mr. Best and the nt ofti- 
cers, all of whom are very anxious to see this bill pass, so that the 


urpose of the act a apart reservoir sites in arid ons ma 
be carried out. That is the p chin : 
done under the original act until we have : 

This bill is fully guarded in all its pro + Weall want it 
passed. It can no eae other States. All the Territories 
that we have remaining need this bill and their representatives 
are in favor of it. Themen whoare developing those Territories, 
New Mexico and Arizona, all desire the passage of the bill. It is 
an absolutely vital necessity for all those Western arid regions, 
both States and Territories, and I hope members will stand by us 
and see that the bill is passed. It was unanimously, 
after careful consideration by the Commi: on Public Lands. 
It is indorsed by the Department and by the officers who are 
thoroughly familiar with all land matters and with the irrigation 
laws, and they all agree as to the necessity for its passage. No 
good reason has been offered against it, nor can one be cited for 
the rejection of this bill. I trust that it will pass. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. S , there is an amendment pendin 
which was offered by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL 
and which has not yet been acted upon. I do not know whether 
the gentlemen upon the other side object to that amendment. It 
gives to the States the same right to occupy one of these reser- 
en if they so desire, that is given to individuals or corpora- 

ions. 


Mr. TERRY. I see no objection to that as an amendment to 
the original bill. 

Mr. CEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask the Chair tosubmit the 
question for unanimous consent to accept that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will the amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. Bru of Colorado was read, as follows: 

Add at the end of said bill: 


ina any State is hereby authorized to improve and occupy such reservoir 


to the same extent as an individual or private corporation, under such 


‘rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe.’ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the adoption of this 

amendment? 

. MAHANY. I object. 

r. LACEY. Then I call for a vote on the amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BELL of 
Col o, it was adopted. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I now move the adoption of my 
substitute. 

The SPEAKER. Does the an from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] 
insist on his point of order on substitute? 

Mr. LACEY. I simply reserved the point because I wanted to 
examine the proposition. I do not make any point of order upon 
the substitute; but I hope it will be voted down. 

The question being taken on the substitute offered by 
Mr. TERRY, it was rejected; there being on a division—ayes 34, 





noes 74. 


t 
The bill was then ordered to be and read a third time; 
and it was er read the time. 
The SPEAKER. The question is now on the passage of the 
bill, on which, according to the arrangement made the other day, 
must be a two-thirds vote in the affirmative. , 
” The question being taken, the bill was passed, two-thirds voting 
in the affirmative. 
ELECTION CONTEST—HOPKINS VS. KENDALL. 


Mr. DANIELS. Icall up the contested-election case of Hopkins 
vs. Kendall, from the Tenth Congressional district of Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions reported by the majority of 
the committee will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A ti to the 
peonet That N. T. oie was not elected a ~ ements ne 


tae te and is not entitled to the seat. 

Resolved, That Joseph M. Kendall was duly elected a Representative to 

- from the Tenth district of the State 

SiS aadehes 

Mr. ROYSE. I now ask that the resolutions reported by the 
minority of the committee be read. 

The k read as follows: 

Resolved, That J M. Kendail was not elected a member of the Fifty- 


fours Congress trom the Tenth Congressional district of the State of Ken- 
pnd wot TAT icchee was elected @ member of the Fifty-fourth 
from the Tenth -district 


Oo: in the State of Kentucky, 
and is entitled to a seat therein. ° 


Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, Iask that the time to be occupied 
in the discussion of this case be so divided that each side shall have 













that I may be considered as con- 
the contestee and the 
part of 


Mr. DANIELS. If the matter had not beensoarranged, I should 
not have so stated. Iam notin the habit of making statements 
that have no responsible foundation. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from New York did not under- 
stand purpose. I meant to ask whether the understandi 
conte a the committee had peen submitted to the House 
agreed to. The gentleman perfectly understands that whatever 
the arrangement of the committee might 
to agree to it. I amsure there will be no objection to the arrange- 
ee ene 

Mr. DAN There has been no formal agreement by the 
House; but that is the arrangement that has been made on the 
part of the different tlemen who are to address the House. 

The SPEAKER. the gentleman from New York desire 
the ment submitted to the House? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks that the 
discussion on each side in this case shall occupy an hour and a 
half, and that then the vote be taken. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. LEWIS. I presume it is understood that no vote will occur 
this evening. 

The SPEAKER. That is for the House to determine. If the 
House should not adjourn the yote would be taken at the expira- 
tion of three hours of debate. 

Mr. ROYSE. I suggest an agreement that the vote be not taken 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. DANIELS. I suppose that would be the natural result. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Dan- 
=— is entitled to control the time for one hour a , 


Noattion of the emblem or device on the tickets as to render the 
ticket itself void under the laws of the State of Ken . This 
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they were delivered to the clerk of the county. It will be remem- 

bered that those that were drawn upon the petition of persons desir- 
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and before any signatures were produced for the purpose of sus- 
taining the application. 

The ublican ticket was filed on the 20th day of September, 
and, as a matter of fact, as the evidence established it, it appears 
that this was before the petitions were filed, which were signed 
under date of September 14; so that when the Clerk came to 
make up the ticket, instead of giving the Republicans the eagle 
avout to fly at the head of their ticket, he gave them the raccoon, 
and put the eagle, according to the petition of those persons whose 
tickets were h him, at the head of the spurious ticket. 

Now, there is no doubt of the evidence produced on the hearing 
that this was an entire fabrication on the part of the clerk; that 
it was not a genuine execution of the law, but that the tickets 
were so made up to lead these people on the morning of elec- 
tion, who would be informed that the Republican ticket would 
be indicated by the heading of an eagle about to fly, to vote the 
spurious ticket instead of that which they desired to vote and 
which actually represented their party. So that here was a trans- 
parent fraud on the part of the clerk. 

This is further established by the fact that the law requires 
sample ballots to be distributed at the voting places three days be- 
fore the election, so that the people could have their attention 
directed to the ticket, and the form in which it was framed and 
the manner in which they were to vote, for the purpose of secur- 
ing the expression of their desire in the election. There was an 
entire failure on the part of the clerk in sending out the sample 
ballots. He did not do it, or did not intend to do it, until the 
morning of the election, intending in that manner to add tothe im- 
position that resulted as a matter of fact from the manner in which 
the ticket itself had been framed and printed. 

It is claimed on behalf of the contestant that this renders the 
ticket absoluteiy void, and that the whole vote of Clark County 
should be thrown out, although the vote of the county in fact was 
in favor of the sitting member, giving him a majority there, and 
there was a fair representation of the Republican vote under the 
* coon ” ticket. 

Now, on the part of the sitting member, a majority of the com- 
mittee concluded that this could not be done; that the fact that 
the clerk had misconducted himself and violated his duty as the 
clerk of the county in this manner was not sufficient in and of 
itself to justify the entire setting aside of this ticket and to justify 
rejecting it as a fair expression of the votes of the people so far as 
they had not been implicated in the commission of the fraud. 
It is contended on the part of the majority of the committee, 
seven members agreeing to that conclusion, that, inasmuch as it 
appears what the number of ballots actually was (that is, the 
spurious ballots cast under the ticket headed with an eagle about 
to fly), that in itself marked the extent of the deception produced 
by e fabrication of the ticket by the change of the emblem. 

ere is no doubt as to what that vote was. It was returned, and 
returned under such evidence as precluded the possibility of any 
question of doubt, and it appears from the return of the officers, 
as well as the sworn testimony in the case, that there were but 79 
who voted the ticket with the eagle about to fly at the 
ead. So that thatavas the extent of the number of persons who 
were deceived into supporting the ticket under the impression 
that in doing so they were sustaining the Republican organization 
nominati 


tetanic 
Mr. of Kansas. If I do not interrupt the gentleman, 
I would ask him if it is not true that in every other county in the 
district there was a e Republican gain, but that in estimating 
what the damage was reason of this fraudulent ticket they 
have only taken the Republican vote in this county as of previous 
years as the basis of the calculation? 
Mr. DANIELS. All that is brought in question is what took 
place in the oy of Clark. 
Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Iknowthat. But is it not true that 
if there had been the same rate or proportion of gain in the county 
of Clark as elsewhere in the district for the Republican ticket it 
would have elected the contestant? 
Mr. DA No, not at all. It appears by the statement 
made by the secretary of state giving an account of the majori- 
ties, and also the votes which were polled, that in 1884 the Demo- 
cratic majority in this district was 3,219; that in 1894 the majority 
was reduced to 253 votes. In 1895 the majority in the county was 
852. So that itis entirely practicable to determine the extent of 
the effect of the substitution of this spurious ticket in place of the 
SS It is entirely clear and capable of demonstration 
t the Repu! licans were induced to vote to the extent of 79 
votes only, in support of this spurious ticket, by reason of this 
substitution. The proposition of the majority of the committee is 
that for the purpose of rectifying the situation here we take these 
79 votes, inasmuch as they were undoubtedly cast under the im- 
—- that they were Ripebiticen tickets, and transpose them 
the ballots that were cast containing the raccoon ticket, which 
turned out to be the Republican ticket. Adding those 79 votes 
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to the ballots that were cast on that ticket, for the purpose of giv- 
ing the Republicans the entire effect, that is the result which is 
reached by the majority of the committee. 

Mr. BARHAM. Will it interrupt the gentleman if I ask him 
a question? 

fr. DANIELS. Not at all. 

Mr. BARHAM. Was the full vote of the county cast at this 
election? 

Mr. DANIELS. Very nearly. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. It was over 700 short. 

Mr. DANIELS. No; that is a mistake. 

Mr. BARHAM. If it was 700 short, would that change the 
result? 

Mr. DANIELS. 
divided. 

Mr. DINSMORE. The chairman of the Republican committee 
of that county fixed the Republican vote of that county at 1,600, 
and there were 1,488 votes cast for the contestant. 

Mr. DANIELS. There were about 42 votes requisite for the 
purpose of filling up the entire Republican force in that county, 
and a nearer approximation to the entire vote was scarcely ever 
found, under any circumstances, in the case of an election. 

Mr. BARHAM. I should like to ask the gentleman another 

uestion,if he will permit me. If this was a fraudulent ticket, 
the vignette being improper, parties may have been kept away 
from the polls who would have voted the ticket, except.for the 
fraud in the ticket, with the result that the will of the people was 
defeated. 

Mr. DANIELS. Thereis no evidence of any person having been 
prevented from voting by reason of the fact that this substitution 
took place in the party emblem on the ticket. I will say right 
here that Mr. Hatton, who is the only witness who speaks on the 
subject, testifies that, in his opinion, the contestant lost from 
800 to 400 votes in the county by reason of this substitution of 
the party emblem, but he does not put his hand upon a single in- 
dividnal, he does not pont out one person who has either informed 
him or that he has any reason to believe was prevented from 
voting at this election by reason of this circumstance. 

Mr. BARHAM. The contestant having established the fraud, 
was not the burden of proof cast upon the contestee to show that 
the contestant did not lose a number of votes sufficient to elect 
him? 

Mr. DANIELS. I should think not. 

Mr. BARHAM. Is not the burden of proof shifted when fraud 
is established? 

Mr. DANIELS. There is no doubt as to the proof, and no doubt 
as to the effect of the proof here, and there is no doubt as to the 
namber of votes that were cast upon this spurious ticket, having 
the “‘ eagle about to fly” at its head. So that, upon this subject, 
there is no room whatever for controversy or for inference. 

Now, taking this testimony of Mr. Hatton, and adding to the 
vote of the contestant the number of votes which he thinks were 
lost, you would get a larger vote in that county than under any 
circumstances you have the slightest reason for believing could 
possibly have been cast. . 

Mr. BARHAM. Will it interrupt the gentleman if I ask him 
another question? 

Mr. DANIELS. I do not wish to be interrupted all the while. 

Mr. BARHAM. Very well. I donot wish toask you anything 
which will interrupt you. 

Mr. DANIELS. A witness who was familiar with the state 
of the vote in the county, and who was assistant editor of a 
paper published in the city of Winchester, has stated in his tes- 
timony that the total vote of the Republican party in the county 
was 1,600, and that out of that there were three-fifths of the voters 
who were negroes. Now, when you come totake into consideration 
the number of ballots that were cast, and see the difference be- 
tween the number aomety cast and 1,600, the margin is so small 
as to leave only 42 Republican votes in the entire county which 
were not cast at this election. 

An examination of the figures showing the number of votes cast 
at preceding elections demonstrates that by no possibility could 
there have been any such loss in the Republican vote as 300 or 400, 
the estimate of Mr. Hatton. In the election of 1894, which is the 
one in controversy here, the Democratic candidate received 1,844 
votes and the Republican candidate received 1,488 votes, leaving 
the Democratic candidate 356 votes ahead. 

Now, see what the vote was in the year 1895, immediately fol- 
lowing that year, when no person was running as a candidate for 
Representative in Congress. On that occasion the Democratic 
vote was 1,926 votes, nearly 100, it will be seen, in excess of the vote 
of 1894. The Republican vote was 1,662, leaving a Democratic 
majority of 264 votes in the election of 1895. If you go back to 
the preceding election of 1892, the Democratic vote was 1,958, 
while the Republican vote was 1,599, giving a Democratic major- 
ity of 859 votes. But suppose you take the difference between the 


It would depend upon how the shortage was 





votes that were given upon these different elections and give the 
contestant the benefit of that difference, it does not entitle him to 
an election here or to a seat in this House, unless the House is 
ready to adopt the conclusion that the change in the emblem or 
reference to the ticket was sufficient to render it void. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. I would like to know whether, in 
making your estimates here, you have not assumed in regard to 
that vote in this county that no man in the county who was not 
a recognized Republican would have voted for Congress? Now, 
is not that the a of the majority of the committee? 

Mr. DANIELS. Not atall. I have estimated the votes as they 
are stated in the report of the secretary of state relating to these 
different elections. Now, as to the question whether this ticket 
can be rejected, because if it could be undoubtedly the contestant 
would be entitled to the election. On the question of whether 
this ticket can be rejected,I desire to call attention of the 
House to the case of People against Wood, recently decided, and 
reported in 148 New York Reports. There a large number of 
names had been placed upon the ticket without authority, and it 
was claimed on behalf‘of the parties insisting upon the invalidity 
of the ticket that, inasmuch as they were placed there without 
authority of law, it rendered the ticket void, and uently 
it should be rejected and had no effect whatever upon the elec- 
tion. There was a division of sentiment on this question. The 
chief justice says: 

The effort in this proceeding is to disfranchise innocent voters because of 
a latent defect in the official ballot furnished by the State, not discernible on 
inspection, which ballot or were compelled to use, the defect consist in g in 
the unauthorized insertion therein, bya — official, Gaceed with the dut 
of making up and prin the ballots, of names of candidates in a party oa 
umn not duly nomina by such party. The intention of the voters who 

this party column to express their choice is clear, and admi 
doubt. Each one received his ballot from the inspectors, marked with tho 
cross under the party name and emblem, and returned it to the ctors 
by whom it was deposited in the box and subsequently counted. © can 
conceive of no principle which permits the disfranchisement of innocent 
voters for the mistake or even the willful misconduct of election officers in 
rforming the duty cast upon them. The object of elections is to ascertain 
he popular will, and not to thwart it. The object of election laws is to se- 
cure the rights of a eae electors, and not to defeat them. Statutory 
tions are enac to secure freedom of choice and to prevent fraud 

=< = by technical obstructions to make the right of voting insecure and 


, 


Now, applying the principle to this cular case. Here 1,844 
persons went to the polls and, under the head of a ticket having 
the rooster upon it 1,844 ballots were deposited by what eyecare 
now in the case, or certainly what does not appear to be different, 
to be innocent voters. The persons who di ted these tickets in 
the ballot box were free to assume that this ticket was regularly 
framed, and that they had the right to vote it and express their 
opinion as to their candidates upon the faith and assumption of 
the correctness of this ticket; and the court of appeals of the State 
of New York sanctioned the exercise of the au by the voter 
in this way, and er a his right is not to be aff or disturbed 
by reason of the willful misconduct of the clerk who made up the 
ticket. The sameistrueasto alargenumber of Republicans, 1,458, 
who voted the ticket under the head of the coon, marked on their 
ticket in the square required by the law to indicate their intention 
under thatheading. Isit true, that because a few persons may pos- 
sibly have been deceived in the exercise of their authority or their 
right as freemen under those circumstances, that all these other 
persons are to be deprived of their votes? Are they thus to be 
practically disfranchised by the exercise of what is no more than 
arbitrary authority? 

The statute of Kentucky requires nothing of that kind. On the 
contrary, it is as salutary in its provisions as thestatutes of other 
States in reference to the preservation and maintenance of tle 
rights and privileges of the voter; so that we were constrained to 
come to the conclusion, when we came to look the subject entirely 
over, that this ticket could not be rejected because of the circui- 
stance that this emblem had been in the manner described 
by the clerk of Clark County, and that, inasmuch as there did not 
wo to have beena —_ person who had failed to vote because 
of this change in the emblem on the ticket, unless it might be the 
79, and full justice could be done to the contestant by transferring 
their ballots to the a ticket, we felt constrained under 
the circumstances to find that no ground whatever existed for 
displacing the contestee and giving the seat to the contestant, 
where the majority of the votes under the circumstances were 
necessarily against him. 

If you take the 79 votes out of the majority given to the con- 
testant and take 92 votes, the difference between the ballots in the 
election of 1894 and those in 1895, and deduct them from the 
majority which is certified to by the officers of election, still the 
sitting member has a majority. The parties stipulated, in the 
course of taking evidence w these contro matters, that 
every person who was entitled to vote or who desired to vote had had 
his ba/lot received and fairly and honestly counted by the officers 


of election; so that there was no fraud, no defalcation on the part 
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of the public officers in receiving and counting the votes of the 

ms who went to the polls and voted the Republican ticket; 
but, on the contrary, full effect was given to the intention of all 
those persons, and at the same time, when you come to make these 
deductions and give the contestant the credit of all that he can 

ibly ask, it brings the vote that was cast at this election so 
close to the actual Republican vote of the county that there is no 
ground for saying that the contestant was elected and that the 
contestee is not entitled to the seat. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROYSE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer a suggestion. It is 
evident from the appearance of the Hall that a large number of 
members have gone to their homes. It issomewhat near the ordi- 
nary hour of adjournment, and as I could not conclude what I 
want to say about this case by 5 o’clock, and as the case is quite 
important, I think it better that we adjourn at this point, and I 
therefore move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MOODY. Let me suggest to the gentleman that a speech 
might be made on our side within the time remaining before the 
usual hour of adjournment. 

Mr. ROYSE. Well, I could not conclude within that time, 
and I think it better that we should adjourn now, 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Royss, that the 
House adjourn, the Speaker declared that he was in doubt. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 38. 

So the motion was to; and the House accordingly (at 4 
o’clock and 16 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Nancy M. Bass, administratrix of William Bass, deceased, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Sabine Lake, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Georgetown Barge, Dock 


Elevator, and Railway Company, of the District of Columbia, 


transmitting the report of the company for the year ending Decem 
ber 31, 1896, together with a list of the stockholders of the com- 
pany—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submitting 
an estimate of deficiency in the appropriation for the examination 
and surveys at South Pass, Mississippi Rive:—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a letter from the Treasurer of the United States in relation to 
reimbursement for the loss of certain silver certificates, valued at 
$200—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 229) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver a condemned cannon 
to the national encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
to be held at Buffalo, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2967): which said bill and report were 
refe to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Union. 

Mr. BARNEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3064) entitled “An 
act authorizing the purchase by the United States and the making 
free of the to oped passing over the Yosemite National Park, 
and for other purposes,” reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2973); which said bill and report were 
ao to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
refe to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 


The bill (S. 114) entitled “An act for the relief of Anna W. 
Osborne.” ( rt No. 2965.) 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims: 
The bill (S. 1648) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of Stewart College 
(now the Southwestern Presbyterian University), located at 
Clarksville, Tenn.” (Report No. 2966.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 4550) granting an increase of pension to 
John X. Griffith. (Report No. 2968.) 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 8686) granting a pension to George W. 
Farnum. (Report No. 2969.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (S. 1394) entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. E. 8S. Kelly.” (Report No. 2970.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 3556) entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Carlton W. Muzzy.” (Report No. 2971.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Patents: The bill (H. R. 
8608) to extend the term of patent No. 227024, dated April 27, 1880, 
granted to Daniel T. Lawson. (Report No. 2972.) 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(S. 1972) entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the carrying out of the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of John Campbell.” 
(Report No. 2974.) 

By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(S. 315) entitled “An act for the relief of Thomas Antisell.” (Re- 
port No. 2975.) 

By Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7312) to increase the pension of Mrs. Amelia M. Car- 
penter. (Report No. 2976.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

Petition from the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Woodlawn, Md., for the passage of House bill No. 7083—Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Petition of the Colored Republican Club of Chicago, 11l., urg- 
ing the reduction of representation in Congress from certain South- 
ern States—Committee on the Judiciary discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 

etition of the Colored Republican Club of Cook County, IIl., 
praying for the restoration of a republican form of government 
in several States—Committee on the Judiciary discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, 
and Representatives in Congress. 

Petition of the Colored Republican Club of Chicago, Ill., Cook 
County, urging the reduction of representation in Congress from 
certain States—Committee on the Judiciary discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, 
and Representatives in Congress. 

Petition of citizens of beat 8, Hale County, Ala.—Committee on 
the Judiciary discharged, and referred to the Committee on Elec- 
tion of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress, 

Petition of citizens of Hale County, Ala.—Committee on the 
Judciary discharged, and referred to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 10325) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to secure rae of certain bonds and stocks 
owned by the United States and held under authority of the act of 
Congress of August 15, 1894, relating to the custody of the Indian 
trust fand—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 10326) to promote scientific in- 
vestigations—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A resolution (House Res. No, 
548) to print 500 copies of the Digest of Contested Election Cases 
in the Fifty-third and Fifty-fourth Congresses, with an index of 
the same—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A memorial of the legis- 
lature of North Dakota, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 1) 
to reclassify and prescribe the salaries of railway postal clerks— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of North Dakota, 
favoring the passage of an act for the relief of settlers on lands of 
the United States formerly embraced within the limits of Indian 
reservations—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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By Mr. EDDY: A memorial of the Minnesota legislature, asking 
for the establishment of postal savings banks—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. . 

Also, a memorial of the Minnesota legislature, asking for the 
passage of House bill No. 1—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A memorial of the legislature of 


the Territory of Arizona, asking assistance for the Supai tribe of 
Indians, in the northern part of Coconino County, Ariz.—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FARIS: A memorial of the legislature of Indiana, rel- 
ative to prohibition of the sale of cigarettes—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HITT, a bill (H. R. 10327) to correct the military record 
of Conrad Henning—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 10328) to give the Court of 
Claims of the United States jurisdiction of the claims of the 
Alexandria and Washington Railroad Company and others 
against the United States for compensation for the use and occu- 
pation of the railroad of said company by the United States or 
the military authorities thereof—to the Committee on War 
Claims. r 





; PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Louisiana, favoring the passage of House bill No. 10090, to pre- 
vent ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of certain citizens of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill No. 10108 and Senate 
bill No. 3589, relating to fraternal societies and orders—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of certain citizens of Cinciunati, Ohio, favorin 
the passage of the Sherman bill, relating to the sale of caine 
tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Cincinnati Furniture Exchange, protest- 
ing against the Bailey-George bankruptcy bill, and advocating the 

‘ — of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Also, petitions of the Chamber of Commerce of Louisiana, and 
the New Orleans Board of Trade, of New Orleans, La., in favor of 
the passage of House bill No. 10090, to prohibit ticket scalping— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of Rev. Myron D. Fuller and officers 
of the Baptist church, Christian Endeavor societies, and Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, of Block Island, favoring the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 7441, for the prevention of —— by 
telegraph, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of the pastor of the First Baptist Church, Chris- 
tian Endeavor societies, and Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Block Island, favoring the of the Shannon bill, 
raising the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Petition of citizens of Wallis, Tex., favor- 
ing the passage of House bill No. 10090, prohibiting ticket scalp- 
ing—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of M. A. Disbrow & Co. and 
17 other citizens of Lyons, Iowa, in favor of the Sherman bill to 

revent ticket scalping—to the Committee on Interstate and 
oreign Commerce. ; 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the Royal Society of Good Fel- 
lows; also of citizens of Port Perry, Pa., urging the passage of 
o. McMillan-Linton bill (H. R. 10108)—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of William Graham, jr., president 
of Branch No. 66, National Association of Letter Carriers, of 
Wheeling. W. Va., in behalf of the passage of House bill to 
increase the salary of letter carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

7’ Mr. EDDY: Petition of Ole Stevenson and 37 other citizens 
of the State of Minnesota, asking for the passage of a free-home- 
stead law—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. EVANS: Protests of a large number of citizens of Lou- 
isville, Ky., against the so-called antiscalpers bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FARIS: Sundry petitions of Rev. E. B. Thompson and 
10 other citizens, and Rev. W. H 


Crawfordsville; H. L. Bynum and ‘27 others, of Brazil; John T. 


Saunders and 38 others, of | Minn 


Nixon and 47 others, of Attica; W. R. McKeen and 25 others, of 
Terre Haute, and Rev. J. M. McKnight, of Danville, all in the 
State of Indiana, favoring the passage of House bill No. 10090, 
known as the antiscalpers bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Harry M. Jackson and 18 other citizens of Terre 
Haute, Ind., favoring the passage of House bill No. 260, to increase 
a pa we carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

‘ost- s. 

Also, affidavits to accompany House bill No. 2370, for the relict 
of Sylvester Weaver—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of G. D. Kennedy and other citizens of 
Brunswick, Mo., in favor of the Sy of House bill No. 10090, 
i brokerage—to Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of citizensof Delphi, Ind., in favor of 
House bill No. 10090 and Senate bill No. 3545, for the prevention 
of illicit trafficking im railway tickets—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: Petition of J. B. Sheldon and other citi- 
zens of Red Wing, Minn., in favor of the passage of the Cullom 
and Sherman bills, for the prevention of illicit trafficking in rail- 
way tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Sundry petitions of Lee Howell and 
others, in the State of Indiana, urging the passage of the bill to 
abolish ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

y Mr. HENDERSON: Sundry petitions of the Bryant Neely 
Lumber Company and 23 citizens of Cedar Falls; J. E. Miller and 
36 other citizens of Greene; Chris. Klemme and 43 others, of Dows; 
18 citizens of Hopkinton, and Rev. J. C. Magee and 18 others, 
of Hampton, all in the State of Iowa; also resolutions of the 
Chamber of Commerce of isiana; also resolutions of the New 
Orleans Board of Trade, favoring the passage of the Sherman bill 


ab ing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
orei, 


By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of Mrs. Governor W. P. Lord and 
others, of the State of Oregon, for adequate tariff legislation on 
flax scenes in the United States—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial of the American Society of tion Engineers, 
for commission to investigate conditions of arid lands and to rec- 
ommend necessary legislation—to the Committee on Irrigation of 


Also, remonstrance of Charles Grissen and others, of Yamhill 
County, Oreg., against the of the Loud bill (H. R. 4566)— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem ce Union of 


Newberg, ., favoring the comer of the Phillips bill (H. R. 
6119)—to eo Coomeiaane on Labor. : 


Nowbers, Orog., favoring the pamage of House bill Mo. 7441, for 
ew ‘ ., favoring the passage ouse bi 0. , for 
the prevention of — by telegraph, etc.—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Forei; 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Tem Union of 
Newberg, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation raising 
the age of consent to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of the Woman’s Union of 


Temperance 
Newberg, -, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
tect the first day of the week as a day of rest in the District of 


Columbia—to the Committee on the ict of Columbia. — 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of W. E. Seeley and other citizens in the 
State of Connecticut, favoring vy of the Cullom and Sher- 
man bills, for the prevention of illicit trafficking in railway tick- 
ets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 


By Mr. HOWELL: of Thomas J. . of Oak- 
house, N. .‘., and other residents of the Third al dis- 
trict of New Jersey, favoring the passage of House bill No. 10090— 


to the Committee on Interstate and F: Ei 
By Mr. HURLEY: Petition of Julius & Co. and other 
a en duties on ladies’ gloves the Committee on 
ays 
By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petition of M. H. Me- 
Gowan and other citizens of Grand Forks, N. Dak., favoring the 
passage of the Culiom and Sherman bills, for the tion of 
illicit trafficking in railway tickets—to the Commi on Inter- 


state and F. 

Also, 10 petitions of citizens and 7 petitions from churches and 
communities in North Dakota, asking for the pa: of the bill 
raising the of consent to 18 years in the District of Columbia 
and the T ies—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of the Commercial Club of St. Paul, 
., favoring the passage of the so-called anti-scalpers bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
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By Mr. LACEY: Petition of F. M. Hunter and other citizens of 
Ottumwa, and C. H. Bohn, of Oskaloosa, Iowa, for the favorable 
consideration of the antiscalpere bill—to the Committee on Inter- 


state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of H. R. Moore and J. A. Wagner, of Ottumwa, 
lowa, favorable to the Loud bill (H. R. 4566)—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: Sundry petitions of L. H. Higby and others, 
of Butler; L. A. Worch and others, of Fort Wayne; Leo Solo- 
mon and others, of Ligonier; L. J. Miller and others, of Auburn; 
David Shook and others, of Corunna; T. A. Johnson and others, 
of Fort Wayne; B. Abbink and others, of Avilla; J. McCracken 
and others, of Fort Wayne; A. Carwell and others, of Fremont; 

e A. Mackintosh and others, of Kendallville, all in the State 
of Indiana, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 10090, to pro- 
hibit ticket scalping—-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of Charles N. Rix and 43 other citi- 
zens of Hot Springs, Ark., asking for the e of House bill 
No. 10090 and Senate bill No. 3545, to prevent ticket scalping—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. , 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of W. H. Egan and 43 other citizens of 
Hutchinson, Kans., favoring the passage of the Sherman bill, 
relating to ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 


Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Petition of D. Rees and other citizens 
of Norfolk; T. M. Dennis and others, of Neligh; A. A. Nehrbas 
and others, of Fremont: H. H. Mohr and others, of Pierce, and 
William Stenfer and others, of West Point, all in the State of 
Nebraska, asking for the passage of House bill No. 10090, relating 
to ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of citizens of Omaha, Nebr., relating 
to the Sherman ticket brokerage bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Mrs. J. W. Howes and 58 other 
citizens of Yarmouth, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all buildings 
owned or controlled by the Government—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of P. A. Schumacher and 17 other 
citizens; also petition of William R. Nethereut and 12 others, of 
Milwaukee, Wis., favoring the of the antirailroad ticket 
scalping bill (H. R. 10090)—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Sundry petitions of C. T. Zutter and other 
citizens of Williamsburg; George M. Sabin and others, of Onta- 
rio, and W. Gilfilian and others, of Rose, in the State of New 
York, favoring the of House bill No. 10090, known as the 
antiscalpers bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of W. A. Goodman and 9 
other citizens of Rutherford, Tenn., favoring the passage of the 
Sherman bill, relating to the sale of railroad tickets—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of a 
ticket agents and others, favoring the passage of House bill No. 
10090, prohibiting ticket scalping—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Alice Lewis, president, and 69 members of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of West Chester, Pa., fa- 
voring the passage of the bill raising the age of protection for 
girls to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of the Lackawanna Division, 
No. 12, of Railway Conductors, of Scranton, Pa., asking for the 

of House bill No. 10090, to prohibit ticket scalping—to the 
mittee on Interstate and Forel Commerce. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Sundry nathan of Daniel Froham and 6 
other citizens; B. L. M. Bates and W. D. Jamieson; Charles L. 
Briggs and several other hotel managers in New York City; D.G. 
Churchill and 68 others, of Greenway, Oneida, and other towns 
ERAGE CP ee i ae 

) i eed . Boyce an others, o Wows Bed 
Charles S. Hall and 107 others, of New York City, favoring the 
passage of House bill No. 10090, to prevent ticket brokerage—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. . 

By Mr. SNOVER: Petition of George Langel, of Ruth, Mich.; 
also petition of P. C. J. Macauley and others, of Adair, Mich., 
favoring the of House bill No. 10090, to prohibit ticket 
brokerage—to the ittee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of 113 citizens of New Haven and 
other cities of Connecticut, favoring the passage of House bill 
No. 10090, to prohibit ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 


Also, resolutions ot by the city council of Denver, Colo., 
—— the passage of House bill No. 8273, to classify clerks in 
first and second class post-offices—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, petition of Augustus H. Porter and 153 other citizens of 
New Haven, Conn., asking for the passage of House bill No. 
10090, relating to ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska (by request): Petition of citizens 
of Falls City, Nebr., praying for the passage of the bill to abolish 
ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


mumerce. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Thad Butler and 100 other citizens 
of Huntington, Ind.; also resolution of the New Orleans Chamber 
of Commerce, favoring the passage of the Sherman bill, abolishing 
ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. TAYLER: Sundry petitions of citizens of Youngstown, 
Canton, Clarkson, Canal Fulton, Alliance, Petersburg, Louisville, 
Osnaburg, Salem, and Struthers, in the State of Ohio, praying for 
the passage of House bill No. 10090, to prevent ticket brokeraye— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, protests of citizens of Youngstown and Canton, Ohio, 
against the passage of House bill No. 10090, relating to ticket 
brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of Thomas M. Cohen and other citi- 
zens of Little Rock, Ark., favoring the passage of the Cullom and 
Sherman bills; to prevent railroad ticket scalping—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of T. C. Rainey and others, of Mar- 
shall, Mo., praying for the passage of the Cullom and Sherman 
bills, for the prevention of railroad ticket scalping—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of Charles Reinecke, of Elk- 
ader, Iowa, urging the passage of the Lond bill (H. R. 4566)—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, sundry petitions of 8. V. Potter, E. C. Bailey, and 24 other 
citizens of Decorah; J. G. Hempel, H. 8. Merritt, and 64 others, 
of Elkader; T. L. Bingham, T. E. Mitchell, and 32 others, of 
Northwood; Jacob Meyer, E. B. Olson, and 30 others, of Calmer; 
E. B. Webster, W. R. Mead, and 40 others, of Cresco; C. E. Phelps, 
R. Shortley, and 64 others, of New Hampton, in the State of Iowa, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 10090 and Senate bill No. 
3545, prohibiting the sale of railroad tickets by unauthorized per- 
sons—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: Petition of E. T. Browning and others, 
citizens of Lees Summit, Mo., asking for the passage of the Cul- 
lom and Sherman bills, to prevent the illicit sale of railway 
tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

~~ Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Carl G. Clarke, of Perry, 
N. Y., asking for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class mail matter—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Nashville, Tenn., in regard to Cumberland River im- 
provements—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. H. Lylye and other citizens of Donelson; 
William Holt and others, of Pegram; C. M. Finger and others, of 
Smartt; R. Z. Brown and others, of Huntington, all in the State 
of Tennessee, and resolution of the New Orleans Board of Trade, 
asking for the passage of House bill No. 10090, to prohibit ticket 
ore the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WOOD: Sund titions of W. B. Wright and 49 other 
citizens of Effingham; Wil iam McCaughey and others, of Craw- 
ford County; R. H. Osborne and others, of Cumberland County, 
State of Illinois, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 10090, 
— ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 

oreign Commerce. 

Also, Te of George H. Redick, late of Company F, Seventy- 
ninth Illinois Volunteers, praying for an increase of pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Resolution of Heilner Post, No. 232, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Lykens, Pa., in favor of the passage of 
House bill No. 9209, granting a pension to honorably discharged 
soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOAKUM: Petition of G. L. Marshall and 40 other cit- 
izens of Celeste; also of J. H. Nail and others, of Wolfe City; also 
of J. P. Regan and 40 others, of Greenville, in the State of Texas, 
praying for the passage oi the Culiom and Sherman bills, for the 
prevention of railroad ticket scalping—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition of B. W. Bevans and 95 other 
citizens of Decatur, IL; also petition of E. A. Vanderveer and 90 
others, of Taylorville, Ill., in favor of the passage of House bill 
No. 10090, probibiting ticket brokerage—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 18, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miusurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Davis, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 16th instant, certain information in relation 
to the United States Revenue-Cutter Service; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill 
(S. 205) grantizrig a pension to Mary O. H. Stoneman. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution (5S. R. 201) to enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay 
the expenses of the inaugural ceremonies. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1984) to provide for the usé and occupation of 
reservoir sites reserved; and 

A bill (H. R. 10102) to remove the political disabilities of Col. 
William E. Simms. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 10278) to reorganize the judicial 
districts of Arkansas, and for other purposes; and it was there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented sundry petitions of 
citizens of Racine, Beaverdam, Kenosha, and Burlington, all in 
the State of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of the antiscalping 
railroad ticket bill; which were ordered to le on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lac qui 
Parle County, awn. praying that adequate protection be given 
to the sugar industry of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Commercial Club of St. Paul, 
of Rev. Elijah B. Jones and sundry other citizens, and of sundry 
citizens of Winona, Minneapolis, Lyle, and Lake City, all in the 
State of Minnesota, praying for the passage of the antiscalping 
ratiroad ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BAKER presented sundry petitions of citizens of Fort Scott, 
Hutchinson, Ottawa, Mound City, and Columbas, all in the State 
of Kansas, praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad 
ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the board of education 
of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the ratification of the pend- 
ing arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented sundry petitions of citizens of Car- 
thage, Nevada, Cameron, Chillicothe, Gallatin, and Joplin, all in 
the State of Missouri, praying for the passage of the antiscalping 
railroad ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Corinth, Miss., praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad 
ticket bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL. I present the petition of M. Ross Fishburn, 
pastor of the Mount Pleasant Congregatiotial Church, of this city, 
representing the standing committee of that church of 211 mem- 
bers, and the petition of Austin T. Foster and a large number of 
citizens of Derby Line, Vt., praying for the prohibition of the sale 
of alcoholic liquors in the Capitol building and grounds. As the 
bill on this subject has already been reported, I move that the 
petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented a petition of the officers of sundry so- 
cieties and churches of Rhode Island, and a petition of the officers 
of sundry societies and churches of Middletown, R. L., praying for 
the appointment of an impartial, nonpartisan industrial commis- 
sion; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the officers of sundry churches 
and societies of Rhode Island; a petition of the officers of sundry 
churches of Providence and Oineyville, R. 1., and a petition of the 
officers of sundry churches and societies of Middletown, R. L., 
praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age of consent 


to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which 
were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the officers of sundry churches 
and societies of Rhode Island, and a petition of the officers of sun- 
dry churches and societies of Middletown, R. I., praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by tele- 
graph, telephone, or otherwise; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the officers of sundry churches 
and societies of Rhode Island, a petition of the officers of sund 
churches of Providence and Olneyville, R. I., and a petition of the 
officers of sundry churches and societies of Middletown, R. I., 
praying for the enactment of ee prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE —— sundry petitions of citizens of Quebeck, 
Lavergne, Wildersville, Belvidere, Dunlop, Collersville, Ville, 
Wartrace, and Sparta, all in the State of Tennessee, and a petition 
of Memphis Division, No. 175, Order of Railway Conductors, of 
Memphis, Tenn., praying for the passage ot the antiscalping rail- 
road ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of Rev. E. Richards, repre- 
senting the Congregational church of White City, Kans., praying 
for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great 
Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Chanute Division of Railway 
Conductors of America, through John C. Kamsey, chief conductor; 
of W. J. Moore and sundry other citizens of Columbas, and of 
W.H.E and sundry other citizens of Hutchinson, all in the 
State of Kansas, and a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New Orleans, La., praying for the of the antiscalping 
railroad ticket bill: which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that a large majority of the petitions of this character come 
from railway employees, such as conductors, engineers, section 
hands, shop hands, etc., and not from the of the com- 

nies themselves. I think it. is suggestive, to say the least, in 

avor of the employees. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of J. H. Lippincott and 56 
other citizensof Camden, N. J., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation regulating fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and associ- 
ations; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of William Lunger and 52 other 
citizens of Plainfield, N. J., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of E. H. Chambers and sundry 
other citizens of Lumberton, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of E. H. Chambers and sundry 
other citizens of Lumberton, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting interstategam bling by telegraph, telephone, 
or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Oakhurst, 
Elberon, Asbury Park, Interlakin, S Lake, Redbank, Green- 
wich, Point Pleasant, Toms River, Longbranch, Cliffwood, Mat- 
awan, North Amboy, South Amboy, Keyport, and Hazlet, all in 
the State of New Jersey: a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of New Orleans, La., and a petition of the Board of Trade of New 
Orleans, La., praying for ——- of the antiscal ping railroad 
ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Baptist Ministers’ Conference 
of New York City, praying for the ratification of the pending arbi- 
— treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
ae Union of Fitchburg, Mass., praying for the enactment of 

egislation to further protect the first day of the week as a day of 
rest in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian cone sol 
ance Union of Fitchburg, Mass., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, 
or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Fitchburg, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the District of 


Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. ‘ 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of West Brookfield, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to raise the age of consent to 21 years in the District 
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of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Fitchburg, Mass., praying for the enactment of 


legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Amherst, 
Mass., praying for the enactment of soma prohibiting the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in all buil owned.or controlled 
by the United States Government; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of Prudential Assembly, No. 118, 
Royal Society of Good Fellows, of New Bedford, Mass., praying 
for the enactment of legislation regulating fraternal beneficiary 
— orders, and associations; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of 18 citizens of Boston, Mass., pray- 


ing pooled mee of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which 
was 0 to lie on the table. 

He also = a petition of the board of managers of the 
National Temperance Society, praying for the ratification of the 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of Division No. 29, An- 
cient Order of Hibernians, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating 
against the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great 
Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of A. T. Moorhead & Son, pub- 
lishers of the Indiana Press, of Indiana, Pa.., praying for the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Calais, Me., praying for the ee of House 

ill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Uffices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of the 
District of Columbia, praying for the repeal of the laws ——— 
seamen, under pain of criminal punishment, to fulfill contracts o: 
labor; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of sundry business firms of 
Springfield, Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Healso presented a petition of membersof the Bethlehem Church, 
of Cleveland, Ohio, and a petition of sundry citizens of Brighton, 
Ohio, praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty 
with Great itain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Defiance, 
Edon, West Unity, Antwerp, and Ottawa, all in the State of Ohio 
remonstrating against the of House bill No. 4566, to amen 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Medina, Chat- 

ham, Cincinnati, Toledo, New Bremen, and Xenia, all in the State 
of Ohio, praying for the of the antiscalping railroad 
ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
4 resented a petition of Lincoln Lodge, No. 15, 
Business Men’s Fraternity, of Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the pas- 
sage of House bill No. , to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pawnee County, 
Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building and grounds; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of Star Lodge, No. 457, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Seymour, Ind., praying 
for the enactment of legislation punishing contempts of court, 
for the appointment of an impartial, nonpartisan industrial com- 
mission, and for the appointment of an international arbitration 
commission; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of W. H. Quigg, secretary of the 
Indiana division of the velers’ Protective Association of Amer- 
ica, praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the ratification of 
the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. B. Stoll, publisher of the 
Times, of South Bend, Ind.; a petition of the Stolz-Schmitt Fur- 
niture Company, of Evansville, Ind.,and a petition of the Crescent 
Furniture pany, of Evansville, Ind., praying for the passage 
of House bill No. 4566, to amend the — aws relating to sec- 
ond-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Rev. C. D. Case, of South Bend; 


of sundry citizens of Indianapolis, Hobart, Elkhart, Covington, 
Woodburn, Auburn, Portland, Kirklin, Huntington, Butler, Fort 
Wayne, Warren, and Delphi, all in the State of Indiana; a petition 
of the Chamber of Commerce of Louisiana, and a petition of the 
Board of Trade of New Orleans, La., praying for the passage of 
the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Houghton, Mifflin & Co., 
publishers, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. CHILTON presented the petitions of Myron Williams, pub- 
lisher of the Texas Panhandle, of Miami; of Robert Penniger, 
ublisher of the Fredericksburger Wochenblatt, of Fredericks- 
urg; of George P. Barber, publisher of the Seymour News, of 
Seymour; of Tom B. Lusk, publisher of the Herald, of Italy, and 
of A. W. Crockett, publisher of the Graphic, of Granbury, all in 
the State of Texas, praying for the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; 
— were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of Wilkinson & Cnstopp, 
publishers of the Democrat, of Petersburg, Ill., praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail mat- 
ter; which was referred tothe Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented petitions of H. S. Hooper, of Galesburg; of 
Post C, Illinois Division, Travelers’ Protective Association, of 
Chicago, Ill., and of Post L, Illinois Division, Travelers’ Protective 
Association, of Bloomington, [1l., praying for the passage of the 
a Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the petitions of I. D. Johnson, of Harvey; of 
Carl H. Corwin, of Geneva, and of E. S. Ransom, of Chicago, all 
in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation 
prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol build- 
ing; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Dlinois, pray- 
ing for the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented-sundry * are of citizens of Brunswick, 
California, Carthage, Desoto, Fayette, Gallatin, Glasgow, Joplin, 
Moberly, Nevada, Otterville, Pleasant Hill, Salisbury, Sedalia, 
St. Joseph, St. Louis, Warrensburg, Washington, and We ls Val- 
ley, all in the State of Missouri, praying for the passage of the 
ee railroad ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. GEAR presented the petition of H. Willard Sons & Co. and 
12 other citizens of Marshalltown, Iowa, praying for the passage 
of — so-called Dingley tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperence Union of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the ratifica- 
tion of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Good Will Lodge, No. 52, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, of Logansport, Ind., and a petition 
of Star Lodge, No. 457, Brotherh of Locomotive Firemen, of 
Seymour, [nd., praying for the enactment of legislation to punish 
contempts of court, for the appointment of an international arbi- 
tration commission, and for the appointment of an impartial, 
nonpartisan industrial commission; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented the memorial of J. A. Allison and sundry 
other citizens of Indianapolis, Ind., and a memorial of Houghton, 
Mifflin & Co., publishers, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-cailed Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petitions of C. H. Scherer and sundry other 
citizens of Covington; of A. Rump, of Indianapolis; of Rev. Allan 
Douglas Carlile and sundry other ministers of New Albany; of 
Rev. John Gabriel and sundry other citizens of St. Joseph Hill; 
of W. K. Hoyt and sundry other citizens of Mishawaka; of Rev. 
H. G. Pollock, of Shelbyville, and of Lester Hollar, of Burdick, 
all in the State of Indiana, praying for the passage of the anti- 
scalping railroad ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented a petition of the Friends’ Society, of 
Newberg, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation to raise 
the age of consent to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Healso presented a petition of the Friends’ Society. of Newberg, 
Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting inter- 
state gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 
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He also presented a memorial of s citizens of Ashland, 
Oreg., praying for the passage of the ed Loud bill, relating 
to second-class mail matter; which was referred tothe Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Concord, N. H., praying for the passage of the antiscalping rail- 
road ticket bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of the Grand Council, Royal 
Arcanum, of Virginia, praying for the enactment of legislation 
regulating fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and associations; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. R. H. Heming, Rev. W. 
H. B. Smith, and sundry other pastors of the churches of Lynch- 
burg, Va., anda petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of New York, praying for the ratification of the pending 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of J. F. Battley, J. W. Daven- 
port, and sundry other citizens of Norfolk, Va., remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second- 
class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Broaddus & Berrey, publishers 
of the Page Courier, of Luray, Va., and the petition of Edwards 
& Fiveash, publishers of the Public Ledger, of Norfolk, Va., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second- 
class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of New York, praying for the enactment of legisia- 
tion prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom wasreferred the bill (5. 664) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Joseph Riese, alias Julius Rosier, late 
of Company D, Second Regiment New Jersey Volunteers, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 

to whom was referred the amendment submitted by the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE] on the 16th instant, intended to be pro- 
»0sed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, to reportit taverahhe. 
| ask that the amendment be printed and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and that the letter of Maj. J. H. Willard, 
United States Corps of Engineers, at Vicksburg, Miss., which 
accompanies it, be printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 9703) to provide for light-houses and 
other aids to navigation, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3700) to provide for aids to navigation, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendmentsubmitted by Mr. SEwELL on the 12th instant, intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported it 
with an amendment, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ELKINS, from the Committee on Comamerce, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 16th 
instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was 


to. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 13th instant, 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil oy eo bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it printed, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Aven riations; which was agreed to. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 16th instant, intended to 
be to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported favor- 
ably thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations; 
which was to. 

.Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on 
the 12th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was 


to. 
Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. ALLEN on the 22d 
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e . from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (H. R. 9168) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 


the Mo ela River from the city of ee to the town- 
ship - ifflin, Allegheny County, Pa., reported it without amend- 
men 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (S. 3690) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
construction of a steel bri 
the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota,” approved A 
as amended by an act 
to amend an act to au 
over the St. Louis River between the States of Minnesota and 
Wisconsin,” reported it without amendment. 


over the St. Louis River between 
il 24, 1894, 
approved August 4, 1894, entitled ‘An act 
aie the construction of a steel bridge 


Mr. QUAY. The Committee on Commerce, I think, this morn- 


ing instructed the Senator to ask that the bill be immediately put 


I will mention to the Senator from Wisconsin 


on its passage. 
Mr. Vitas| that it is the bill relating to the extension of the time 


or the completion of the bridge at Duluth. Ido not desire to 
e to-day unless he agrees to it. 


pon its passag 
r. VILAS. I hope the Senator from lvania will be 


willing to let the bill stand until Monday next. By that time I 
am quite confident I shall have reveived an answer to the letters I 
have written, and I believe I shall be under no necessity to make 
“— bjection to the bill. 


. QUAY. It will 


over, then, until Monday next. 
The VICE-PRESID: ; 


Meanwhile, the bill will be placed on 
Mr. MURPHY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 


was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. FRYE on the 16th in- 
stant, intended to be proposed 
reported favorably 


Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 


tothe sun 
ereon, and moved 


civil a iation bill, 
t it be referred to the 


Mr. WHITE, the ttee on Commerce, to whom was 


referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Perkins on the 15th 
instant, intended to be proposed 

aeeeee favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, 
with t 


to the sundry civil appropriation 


e accompanying report, referred to the Committee on 
iations; which was agreed to. 


A 
r. SHOUP. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
eas ee bill (H. R. 6845) gran 
j. . Gearkee, reported 
mitted a thereon 


an increase of pension to 
it wi t amendment, and sub- 
report < 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
the amendment submitted by himself on the 16th instant, 


and printed; which was agreed to. 
GEORGE I. SPANGLER. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By direction of the Committee on Milita 
Affairs, I report back favorably, with an amendment, the bi 
(H. R. 4424) to correct the military record of George a. 
As this soldier is reported to me to be in a critical condition, and 
Steaportepangn Than Riareaeetinetielcs it 
put upon . noo on to it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, after 
the word “to,” in line 4, to strike out the remainder of the bill 
and insert: 

Rovobs and ect eatin se sunch of Gonenet Conve Wait Oras, Bo, Hees 


uarters Army of the Potomac, dated J as he pro- 

aa findings, and euntunastlt he genoral court martial convent under 

iai Order No. uarters Ninth Army Corps, Decem- 
dismissing lieutenant 


= 7 ik dling George 1. Spangler Gueceey =: 
hundredth Regiment Vv loss of three 
months’ pay and to belong to the 


acen f 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
NEW YORK ASSOCIATION OF SEWING SCHOOLS. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Iam directed = Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the joint (H. Res. 239) admitting 
free of duty needlework and similar articles the New 
York Association of Sewing Schools for exhibition , to 


report it favorably without amendment, and I ask for its imme- 
diate consideration 


There being no objection, the Senate, as im Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides 
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that all articles of needlework and similar 
been made by pupils in the schools of Europe, which have or shall 


be ee Europe for the sole purpose of exhibition by the 
New York Association of Sewing Schools, shall be free 
of payment of duty, customs fees, or under such regula- 
tions as the Secretary of the Treasury be for the due 


articles which have 


exportation the:cof at the close of such tion. 
e joint r: «.ation was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN M’LAIN. 

Mr. PALMER. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8037) for the relief 
of John McLain, alias Michael McLain, to report it favorably 
without amendment and recommend its passage. Inasmuch as 
itis a billin which Mr. BURRELL, of the other House, is very much 
interested, and his service will end with the present Congress, I ask 
pee ous consent for its imm — consideration. There isa 
careful report accompanying . 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro: to remove the 
— of desertion from the military record of John McLain, 
alias Michael McLain, late a member of Company D, Tenth Illi- 
nois Infantry, and Company I, Thirteenth Missouri Cavalry, and 

ant him an discharge as of date October 22, 1864, the 

ate he suffered an amputation of his left arm by reason of gun- 
shot wounds received while engaged with his command against 
the enemy at the battle of Independence, Mo. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HUGH M’LAUGHLIN. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1515) for the relief 
of Hugh McLaughlin, to it favorably with an amendment. 
It is a bill to remove the charge of desertion, and on account of 
the amendment I ask for its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to grant an 
honorable discharge to Hugh McLaughlin, late sergeant Company 
B, Fourth Regiment New Jersey Veteran Volunteer Infantry. 

The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was to 
add at the end of the bill: 

To date from November 20, 1864. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 5 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

RESERVOIR AT GULL LAKE, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. NELSON. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back favorably, without amendment, the bill (S. 8683) to amend 
the river and harbor act of August 18,1894. It isa very short bill, 
a local bill, and Lask that it may receive immediate consideration. 
Whe peseniel aon te at eae ae 

h to consider the bill. It proposes to re 
provision - be gga d —. shall not en any cost 
or expense for ; , or other y taken or 
injured forthe reservoir and dam at Bail Lake, head waters of the 
Mississippi River, in the State of Minnesota. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3708) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Ferrin, of Omaha, Nebr., alias 
Cyrus F. Dunby; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
eer as papers, referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3709) granting a pension to 
Mary J. C. Throop; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BA by request) introduced a bill (5S. 3710) for the relief 
of Sarah M , administratrix of Robert McClay, deceased, late 
of Davidson County, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3711) for the relief of 

. Sarah B. Norton, of Memphis, Tenn.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by soueent) introduced a bill (8S. 3712) for the relief of 
John Zimmerman, Madison County, Tenn.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
ge by him to the naval app on bill; which was referred 
the Committee on Naval and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted an cuneutment intended to be pro- 


posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be pean. and, with the accompanving paper, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be peceeene by him to the general deficiency appropri- 
ation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was a to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANTEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. VILAS. Iask unanimous consent to dispose of the bill (S. 
1811) to extend the uses of the mail service. This bill was read at 
length, as in Committee of the Whole, and the amendments in part 

to when it was objected to by the Senator from Nebraska 
{[Mr. ALLEN], who, as lam advised, has since given the subject 
consideration and finds no reason to object tothe bill. The bill 
having already been read, it will occupy but little time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Wisconsin? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads was, in section 2, line 6, after the word “ dollars,” to insert 
‘*orsuch larger sum as the Postmaster-General shall in the begin- 
ning or from time to time prescribe;” so as to read: 

That before the said cards and envelopes shall be so carried through the 
mails the said association-shall enter into a bond to the United States, with 
corporate or other sufficient security, to be approved in form and sufficiency 
by the Postmaster-General, in the sum of $100,000, or such larger sum as the 
Postmaster General shall in the beginning or from time to time prescribe, 
conditioned for the redemption in cash when presented of each and every one 
of said coupons taken from cards and envelopes at the office of delivery. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 11, before the word 
“days,” toetrike out ‘‘thirty” and insert ‘‘ten;” so as to read: 

Upon failure at any time for ten days to redeem said coupons in cash, the 


Postmaster-General may, by order, stop the carrying of said envelopes and 
cards in the mails of the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 3, after the word 
““be,” to strike out “‘ covered by letters patent of” and insert ‘‘ pat- 
ented or now or hereafter owned by;” and in line 4, after the 
word “association,” to insert ‘‘or its successor; so as to make 
the section read: 

Cc. - 

That said association shall y Postage upon each and every piece of mat 


ter passing through the mai patented or now or hereafter 
owned by said associa’ 


tion or its successors. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 4, after the word 
“ weekly,” to insert *‘or monthly;” so as to make the section read: 

That said association shall, if uired by the Postmaster-General, at all 
times keep a sum in cash deposited as the Postmaster-General may direct, 
sufficient in amount for the redemption of said coupons daily or weekly, or 
monthly. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 17th instant approved and signed the following act: 

An act {S. 8333) to amend an act entitled ‘-An act making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” 
passed finally June 3, 1896. 

BILL BECOME A LAW. 

The message also announced that the bill (S. 361) for the relief of 
Silas P. Keller, having been presented to the President February 
5, 1897, and not having been returned by him to the House of 
Congress in which it originated within the time prescribed by the 
Constitution, has become a law without his approval. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 


Mr. QUAY. Before the motion is put, I will state to the Senate 
that previously to the notice given by the Senator from Ohio that 
he would move to proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness to-day, I had given notice that to-day, upon the conclusion 
of the morning business, I would call up the labor commission bill. 
But as I understand that the session of the Senate to-day will 
possibly be productive of results in the business to which it is to 
address itself, I will not collide with the Senator from Ohio on his 
motion, but will make my motion as soon as the Senate returns 
into legislative session. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think it is my duty to state that I shall 
try to get up the Indian appropriation bill immediately after the 
executive session. I gave notice to this effect some days ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded. to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After six hours spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRownin@, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 

eed to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to 
the bill (S. 1501) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Lucy 
Alexander Payne, widow of Capt. J. Scott Payne, Fifth United 
States Cavalry; further insists upon its amendment to the said 
bil! disagreed to by the Senate; asks a further conference with the 
Senate on the Gisagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Corrin, Mr. BAKER of Kansas, and Mr. BLack 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5480) to license billiard and pool tables in the District of Columbia, 
ana for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 
1694) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius H. Stahel. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3108) to grant a pen- 
sion to Jesse Durnell, late second-class pilot of gunboat Lexington. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 2037) to provide times and places for holding terms of 
the United States courts in Utah; 

A bill (H. R. 7864) to amend the immigration laws of the United 
States; and 

A bill (H. R. 9648) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions: 

A bill (S. 719) to restore a pension to Harriet M. Knowlton; 

A bill (S. 1169) authorizing the Secretary of War to issue Spring- 
field rifles to each State and Territory for the National Guards 
thereof, in exchange for other rifles now held; 

A bill (S. 1816) granting a pension to Eliza Craig Heckman, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Charles A. Heckman; 

A bill (S, 1975) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia Jones Duncan, 
widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Duncan; 

A bill (S. 2101) to provide for the relief of certain officers and 
enlisted men of the volunteer forces; 

A bill (S. 2645) granting a pension to Jane H. Vandever; 

A bill (S. 2832) to provide for the relief of Daniel T. Tollett; 

A bill (S. 2928) for the better improvement of the Government 
reservation at the city of Fort Smith, in the State of Arkansas, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 446) to increase the pension of Julia H. H. Crosby; 

A bill (H. R. 853) providing for the erection of a light-house at 
Orient Point, Long Island, New York; 

A bill (H. R. 1095) granting a pension to Annie M. Ermer; 

A bill (H. R. 1104) granting an increase of pension to Isaac N. 
Williams; 

A bil. (H. R. 1299) to pension Harriet Woodbury, of Windsor, Vt.; 

A bill (H. R. 1311) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Sentman; 

A bill. (H. R. 1474) granting a pension to John J. copa: 

A bili (H. R. 2317) to increase the pension of Levi T. E. John- 
801; 
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on = (H. R. 3108) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
urnell; 
A bill (H. R. 3715) for the relief of Capt. W. J. Kountz; 
A bill (H. R. 4519) granting a pension to John Zellers; 
A bill (H. R. 4548) granting a pension to Mary L. Arnold; 
A bill (H. R. 4655) granting a pension to erick A. Driscol; 
A bill (H. R. 5852) to increase the pension of Josiah P, Brad- 


bury; 

A bill (H. R. 5880) granting an increase of pension to Green- 
ville Puckett; 
A bill (H. R. 5981) granting an increase of pension to Elihu 

ones; 
A bill (41. 2 6090) granting a pension to Margaret Kirkpa: 
ill (H. R. ) granting a pension trick; 

A bill (H. R. 6789) for the relief of Dr. Harrison Wagner; 

A bill (H. R. 7121) to restore Mrs. Elizabeth T. Anderson to the 
pension roll; . 

A bill (H. R. 8250) for the relief of William Gemmill; 

A bill (H. R. 8888) for the relief of William G. Buck; 

A bill (H. R. 8898) to increase the pension of Elizabeth Wellons; 
*. an (H. R. 9494) concerning certain homestead lands in 

orida; 

A joint resolution (8. R. 201) to enable the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate to pay the expenses of the inaugural ceremonies; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 252) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to deliver to the mayor of Buffalo tents, in loan, for the con- 
venience of the Grand Army of the Republic at its next annual 
encampment, to be held this year in that city. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the Senate (at 6 o'clock and 25 
minutes p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 19, 
1897, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 18, 1897. 


CONSUL. 
Thomas Willing Peters, of the District of Columbia, formerly 


commercial agent of the United States at Plauen, Germany, to be 
consul at that place. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Infantry arm. 


First Lieut. Reuben Banker Turner, Sixth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, January 12, 1897, vice Wagner, Sixth Infantry, appointed 
assistant adjutant-general, who resi his line commission. 

First Lieut. Daniel Alfred Frederick, adjutant Seventh Infantry, 
to be coneetn, January 28, 1897, vice Williams i , Seventh Infantry, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. Edgar Hubert, Eighth Infantry, to be captain, Feb- 
ruary 4, 1897, vice Corliss, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frederick 8. Wild, Seventeenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, January 12, 1897, vice Turner, Sixth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. William Orlando Johnson, Nineteenth Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant, January 29, 1897, vice Goodin, Seventh In- 
fantry, appointed adjutant. 

Second Lieut. James Robert Lindsay, Fourteenth Infantry, to 
be first — February 4, 1897, vice Hubert, Eighth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Candidate Sergt. James W. Clinton, Troop F, Fourth Cavalry, 
tobe second lieutenant, February 16, 1897, vice Alexander, Seventh 
Infantry, promoted. 

Candidate Sergt. Alexander T. Ovenshine, Company C, Twenty- 
first Infantry, to be second lieutenant, February 16, 1897, vice 
Wild, Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. . 

Candidate Corpl. Henry E. es, Troop E, Fourth Cavalry, to 
be second lieutenant, February 16, 1897, vice Johnson, Nineteenth 
Infantry, promoted. 

Candidate Sergt. Robert Field, Troop H, Eighth Cavalry, to be 
second lieutenant, February 16, 1897, vice Lindsay, Fourteenth 
Infantry, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


P. A. Surg. ees Curtis, to be a surgeon in the Navy from 
ate day of February, 1897, vice Surg. Robert Whiting, re- 
tired. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 18, 1897. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Charles F. Amidon, of North Dakota, to be United States dis- 

trict judge for the district of North Dakota. 
CONSUL. 


Thomas Willing Peters, to be consul of the United States at 
Plauen, Germany. 














PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Acting Second Asst. Engineer Samuel M. Rock, of Pennsylvania, 

to be a second assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Quartermaster’s Department. ’ 

Col. George Henry Weeks, assistant quartermaster-general, to 
be Quartermaster-General. 

Lieut. Col, James Grafton Carleton Lee, pre quartermaster- 
general, to be assistant quartermaster-general. 

Maj. James M. Marshall, quartermaster, to be deputy quarter- 
master-general. 

Capt. John Wesley Pullman, assistant quartermaster, to be 


quartermaster. 
Lieut. Alfred M. Palmer to be assistant quartermaster. 
POSTMASTERS. 


John G. Cobler, to be postmaster at Everett, in the county of 
Butler and State of Pennsylvania. 

Robert M. Cameron, to be postmaster at Belmond, in the county 
of Wright and State of Iowa. 

Jessie L. Reese, to be postmaster at Velasco, in the county of 
Brazoria and State of Texas. 

John M. White, to be postmaster at Evans City, in the county 
of Butler and State of Pennsylvania. 

George E. Sweeting, to be at Dolgeville, in the 
county of Herkizner and State of New York. 

Francis J. Kettner, to be postmaster at Woodhaven, in the county 
of Queens and State of New York. 

illiam E, Mills, to be tmaster at Rose Hill, in the county 


of Onon and State of New York. 
Joshua H, Alexander, to be postmaster at Troy, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Missouri. 


James 8. Gale, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of 
Pike and State of Pennsylvania. 

John G. Duff, to be postmaster at Britt, in the county of Han- 
cock and State of Lowa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, February 18, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn. 
a Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged report. I 
am directed by the Committee on Appropriations to report the 
bill (H. R. 10329) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the year ending June 30, 1897, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes, and I desire to give notice that 
to-morrow morning I will ask the House to resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill, hoping to 
pass it before the week closes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve all points of 
order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [linois [Mr. CANNon] 
presents the general deficiency bill, which will be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, with all points of order reserved. 


FOREIGN PASSPORT REGULATIONS, 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the report which I send to the desk. 
The report was read, as follows: 
ittee on Printing having had under consideration House joint 


The Commi 
resolution No. 257, to print, under the direction of the Department of State, 
a special edition of 6,000 copies of reports from diplomatic and consular offi- 
cers of the United States on the rt tions of foreign countries, 
8,000 copies for the Department of State and 3,000 copies for the use of Con- 
recommend that the same be agreed to. 
tall tes the cost of the work called for by this reso- 
ution at 


$340. 

Resolved, That there be prin under the direction of the Department of 
State, a special edition of 3,000 co of the reports from diplomatic and con- 
sular officers of the United States on the cro regulations of foreign 
countries for the De ent of State, and 3,000 copies for the use of Con- 
e of which 1,000 be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the use of 
e House. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. 8 er, this joint resolution was intro- 
duced by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
it is accompanied by a message from the President and a letter 
from the Secretary of State, which probably it is unnecessary to 
read at this time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 
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The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed joint resolution (S. R. 205) 
enabling the Secretary of War to detail an officer of the United 
States Army to accept a position under the Government of the 
Greater Republic of Central America; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 

The m e also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H, R. 7864).to amend the immigration laws of the United States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed fo the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2923) 
for the better improvement of the Government reservation at the 
city of Fort Smith, in the State of Arkansas, and for other pur- 


poses. 
The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 10040) granting an increase of 
msion to George W. Ferree, had agreed to the conference asked 


= the House of Representatives, and had appointed Mr. Baker, 
r. PALMER, and Mr. PErrer as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 8197) for the relief of John J. Guerin. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment joint resolution (H. Res. 239) admitting free of duty 
needlework and similar articles imported by New York Associa- 
tion of Sewing Schools for exhibition purposes. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: . 

A bill (H. R. 10278) to reorganize the judicial districts of Ar- 
kansas, and for other purposes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ROYSE. I think we had better proceed with the regular 
order, Mr. Speaker, and dispose of this election case. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the 
demand for a moment, until I submit a conference report. 

Mr. ROYSE. I will withdraw it for a vonference report, which 
tire gentleman from Iowa desires to submit. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will permit a bill which is 
on the Speaker’s table, which should have been presented yester- 
day morning, to be laid before the House? 

Mr. ROYSE. Certainly. 


JESSE DURNELL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3108) 
granting a pension to Jesse Durnell, late second-class pilot on the 
gunboat Lexington, with Senate amendment proposing to strike 
out ** twenty-four” and insert ‘‘twenty;” so as to make a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month. 

Mr.WOOD. ImovethattheSenateamendment be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. WOOD, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

BILLIARD AND POOL ROOMS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a con- 
ference report, which I send to the desk. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6590) to license billiard and 
1 tables in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, having inet, 
after full and free conference agree to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate, and agree to the same as amended as follows: Strike out the matter 
proposed to be inserted: also strike out of section 4 of the bill only the words 

‘or a room connected with or opening out of or adjacent to such rooms; ”’ and 
that the Senate agree to the same. 
G. M. CURTIS, 


A. MILNES, 
J. H. HULING, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
GEO. PEABODY WETMORE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The bill to license billiard and pool tables in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes, was introduced at the instance of the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, who desired to obtain a hold over the proprietors 
of billiard tables and other like games, and also to obtain additional revenue 
for the District. 

The present law provides that no licensee under a barroom license shall 
employ, or permit to be employed, or allow any female or minor under 16 
a of age, or person convicted of crime, to sell, give, furnish, or_dis- 

bute any intoxicating drinks, or any admixture thereof, ale, wine, or beer 
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to any person or persons, nor permit the playing of , or billi or other 
es th the room where such liquors are sola: Rot That the excise 
rd may, in its discretion, permit the playing of such games, except-cards, 
in duly licensed places. 
The bill as agreed to in conference goes further than the existing law, and 
provides that neither billiards nor any other like game shall be permitted in 
any room where liquors are sold. 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I move the adoption of the conference 
report. 
The report was agreed to. 


APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Corrm, Mr. 
Baker of Kansas, and Mr. BLack as conferees on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the 
bill (S, 1501) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Lucy Alex- 
oe Payne, widow of Capt. J. Scott Payne, Fifth United States 
Cavalry. 





MARY O. H. STONEMAN, 


Mr. CROWTHER, Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a confer- 
ence report—— 


The SPEAKER. Unless the gentleman from Indiana claims 
the floor—— ° 


Mr. ROYSE. ' I did not understand that I could claim the floor. 
But I will yield for a conference report. 

The SP The conference report will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: : 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 205) granting a pension to Mary 
©, H. Stoneman, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amount proposed to be inserted insert ‘ fifty;’’ and the House 


agree to the same. 
HENRY F. THOMAS, 
GEO. C. CROWTHER, 
C. J. ERDMAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

GEO. L. SHOUP. 
INO. L. MITCHELL, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The managers on the part of the House make the following 
statement upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses: 

As passed by the Senate, the bill carried $75 per month, which was reduced 
by the House to $30. The effect of the conference report is to grant the 
beneficiary , being in the nature of a com Senate a 

$25 and the House conceding $20. : 

The managers on the part of the House have been led to make this conces- 
sion because of the necessities of the claimant and the long and meritorious 
service of the soldier, who entered the Army in 1846, and was promoted sev- 
eral times for galiant conduct on the fleld of battle. He was appointed 
major-general on March 13, 1865. 

The report was 


agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. CROWTHER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MAJ. GEN. JULIUS H. STAHEL. 


Mr. CROWTHER. I send up another conference report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1694) gran 
an increase of pension to Maj. Gen. Julius H. Stahel, having met, after full 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respec- 
tive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendmené of the 
House and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
amount proposed to be inserted insert ‘* seventy-five; ** and the House agree 


to the same. 
HENRY F. THOMAS, 
GEO. CROWTHER, 
C. J. ERDMAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


M. PAL . 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The managers on the part of the House make the following state- 
ment upon tie disagreeing votes of the two Houses: 

As passed pat he Gane, the bill carried $100 per month. It was re 
favorably by the Committee of the Whole at that figure, but reduced by the 
House to $50. The effect of the conference report is to —_—s beneficiary 
$75 per month, being in the nature of a compromise, the making a con- 
cession of $25 and the House conceding a like amount. 

‘ The managers on the part of the House have been led to make this conces- 
sion because the pension is for the soldier himself, whose military record is 
an excellent one. He held the rank of major-general; is now 71 rr of age, 
and totally incapacitated by reason of disabilities contracted and incurred in 
the line of duty. He receives $30 per month under a special act passed by the 
last Congress. 

The conference report was aoe to. : 

On motion of Mr. CROWTHER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. : 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had = without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 8087) for the relief of John McLain, alias Michael Mc- 
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The m also announced that the Senate had passed wi 
amendments bills of the following titles in which the ot ld 
of the House was requested: 
acaen - 4424) to correct the military record of George I, 
pangler; an 
A bill (H. R. 1515) for the relief of Hugh McLaughlin. 
The message also announced that the Senate had bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 


ted: 
on i — 3683) to amend the river and harbor act of August 18, 
; an 
A bill (S. 1811) to extend the uses of the mail service. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 


rted 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 
e. = (H. R. 3108) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
rnell; : 

A bill (H. R. 3715) for the relief of Capt. W. J. Kountz; 

A bill (H. R. 4655) granting a pension to Frederick A. Driscol; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 252) authorizing the of War 
to deliver to the mayor of Buffalo tents, in loan, for the conven- 
ience of the Grand Army of the Republic at its annual encamp- 
ment to be held this year at that city; 

A bill (H. R. 7121) to restore Mrs. Elizabeth T. Anderson to the 
pension roll; 

A bill (H. R. 4548) granting a pension to Mary L. Arnold; 
=’ bill (H. R. 1104) granting an increase of pension to Isaac N, 


A bill (H. R. 9643) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial the Government for the fiscal 


e expenses 
year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes; 
eee (H. R. 5880) granting an increase of pension to Greenville 
ckett; 

A bill (H. R. 8898) to increase the of Elizabeth Wellons; 

A bill (H. R. 6789) for the relief of Dr. Harrison Wagner; 

A bill (H. R. 853) aoe for the erection of a light-house at 
Orient Point, Long nd, New York; 

A bill (H. R. 4519) granting a pension to John Zellers; 

A bill (H. R. 1095) granting a pension to Annie M. Ermer; 

A = (H. R. 1299) to pension Harriett Woodbury, of Wind- 
sor, Vt.; 

A bill (H. R. 8250) for the relief of William 


Geinmill 
A bill (H. R. 446) to increase the on of Julia H. H. Crosby; 
A bill (H. R. 1311) granting an 


of pension to Charles 
W. Sentman; 


A bill (H. R. 8388) for the relief of William G. Buck; 
A bill (H. R. 5981) granting an increase of pension to Elihu 


Jones; 
A bill (H. R. 1474) granting a pension to John J. ley; 
A bill (HL R. 5852) fo increase Eopeniie ot dene P. Brad- 


. 
: 


on bin (H. R. 9494) concerning certain homestead lands in 


orida, 

A bill (H. R. 5986) granting a on to Francis M. Ross; 

A bill (H.R. 2317) to increase pension of Levi T. E. Johnson; 
A bill (H. R. 6099) granting a pension to ae Kirkpatrick; 
a (H. R. 7864) to amend the immigration Jaws of the United 
A joint resolution (S. R. 201) to enable the Secretary of the 
Senate to pay the expenses of the ina’ ceremonies; 

A bill (S. 2928) for the better improvement of the Government 
reservation at the city of Fort Smith, in the State of Arkansas, and 
for other ooh: 

A bill (8S. 2101) to provide for the relief of certain officers and 
erg me ~ the volunteer eine de tien Shai > 

ill (S. 1975 nting a on a ones Duncan, 
widow of Bvt. Gea. eceaal A. Duncan; 
A bill (S. 719) to restore a pension to Harriet M. Knowlton; 
A bill (S. 2087) to provide times and places for holding terms of 
ea 100) antheritnar the Gécnatary of W to issue 

ar 
Springfield rifles to each State and Territory for the National 
thereof in for other rifles now held; 

A bill (S. 2882) to provide for the relief of Daniel T. Tollett; 


A bill (S. 1816) gran a pension to Eliza Craig Heckman, 
widow of Brig, Gen, Ohare A. Heckman; and 
A bill (S. ) granting a pension to Jane H. Vandever. 
APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the bill S. 1501 Mr. 
Corrix, Mr. Baker of Kansas, and Mr. BLack. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. Royse rose. 


The SPEAKER. Does thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. Royse) 
desire to proceed? 
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Mr. ROYSE. I do. 
~~ SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Royse} 
has the floor. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Before the aioman guonepte, I desire to 
Wome the 


ask that the Chair enon the (S. 8614) to aid in 
the improvement of navigable channel of the So Pass by 
closing the existing crevasse in Pass a Loutre, in the Mississip 

River, so that the conferees may be appointed and the bill sent to 


conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Royse] 
has the floor. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I desire to ask unanimous consent, Mr. 


8 r. 
Pe ROYSE. Well, I desire to proceed now, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—HOPKINS VS. KENDALL. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the contested-elec- 
tion case of Hopkins vs. Kendall, from the Tenth Congressional 
district of Kentucky. 

Mr. ROYSE. Mr. Speaker, upon one question there is no dis- 
agreement among the members of this committee. We all agree 
that this ballot was fraudulently prepared, that the clerk violated 
the law in every respect in the preparation of this ballot; and 1 can 
not express it in any ae than it was expressed by the 
gentleman from New York | Mr. DaNIELs}, thechairman of thecom- 
mittee, who represents the majority, when he said on yesterday: 

Now, there is no doubt of the evidence that this 


on the hearing 
was an entire fabrication on the part of clerk; that it was not a genuine 
execution of the law, but that the tickets were so made up to mislead these 


le on the morning of e who would be info: that the Repub- 
ficen ticket would be indicated heading of an le about to fly, to 
vote the spurious ticket 


vot he spurigs eke! nwa of Cath they dota to ona whe 
re ° wasa ud on 
Swaine 

That is the condition of that ticket prepared by the clerk of 
Clark County in utter violation of the law. 

Now, in order to understand the full extent of this fraud, let 
me recite some of the facts that are uncontradicted in the record. 
The convention which nominated the contestant was held in June, 
the certificate of his nomination was filed with the clerk of Clark 
County. In that certificate of nomination the Republican party 
= seamen him declared that their emblem was the eagle 
aboutto fly. . 

Prior to that time, in 1892, the Republican party,in its State 
convention, had selected this as the y emblem, and it had been 
used from that time until 1894. e law of Kentucky expressly 
provides that when one party has selected an emblem for its use 
at a State convention, that emblem shall continue to be used until 
it is changed by order of a State convention. This fact was well 
known to that clerk of Clark County, because he has come before 
us and solemnly sworn that he knew that that emblem was adopted 
by the Republican party in 1892; that he knew it had been used 
by that party from that time down until 1894, and when he pre- 

this ballot he had before him the nomination of the contest- 
ant regularly certified, by which he could learn that the Repub- 
lican of this district still adhered to the emblem of the eagle 
about to fly. But in Clark County a small fraction of the Repub- 
i were dissatisfied. This dissatisfaction, however, only 
to the local officers of Clark County. The Democratic 
leaders of that county, discovering the dissatisfaction, seized hold 
of it as an opportunity for ae the breach. So they encour- 
aged these tisfied negroes to call a county convention of their 
own, and told them that if they called that convention and nomi- 
nated their own ticket they would see to it that that ticket had 
the Republican em 
conven was accordingly called. It nominated a ticket 
and then dissolved. But as soon as the nomination was made it 
was discovered by the Republicans who went into that movement 
that it was en the leaders of the Democratic party of 
that county, and in large numbers they abandoned the movement. 
It became evident that this ticket could not be gotten upon the 
official ballot simply by that nomination. That faction not 
2 per cent of the vote of that county at ne Ecomea ee 
tion, and so it could not get its candidate on the t by nomi- 
. The only way in which it could secure a upon the 
official ballot was 7 en. and when it was ed by the 
Democratic leaders this facticn were abandoning the move- 
ment because it was engineered by the Democratic leaders of that 
county, they called some of the leaders of this faction. 
They met in the office of one Mr. Pendleton, then the chairman 
of the Democratic county committee. He called this committee 
ther and said to them that they must go ahead with their 
pene gh ype 2 one of them $10 if — omen it a. 
t is said, some money was paid upon this agreement, 
but how much the evidence eee disclose. tala ‘ 
y, petitions were drawn w his ticket 
the official ballot, and Pepiiinss disclose that 
tions were drawn up in the handwriting of some Demo- 


it 


fle 
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cratic leader of that county. These tions were circulated, and 
in the body of these petitions they asked that the name of the con- 
testant be placed upon the ticket as the candidate for Congrass. 
It is ectly clear from the evidence that this faction of the 
Republican party were friendly to the contestant. They all 
wanted to vote for him and expected by means of that petition to 


pi | get his name upon the ticket. But they were ignorant. They 


were unacquainted with the law or with the steps to be taken in 
order to get their candidate for Congress upon the official ballot. 
The law of Kentucky only requires a hundred names to a petition 
for county officers, but 400 names shall be signed to a petition 
before a candidate for Congress could go upon an official ballot. 
It is perfectly clear from the evidence that these ignorant negroes 
did not know that was the law, for they circulated their petitions 
and only obtained 104 spo to all the petitions they circulated. 
In that case the candi for Congress could not go upon the 
official ballot, notwithstanding the petition recited that fact. These 
petitions were filed with the county clerk, and nobody knew what 
action he was about to take. 

It is stated by the gentleman from New York, who represents 
the majority, that all these petitions asked for the emblem of the 
ome about to fly.” Itis not true. They did not ask for that 
em . Doubtless they expected to secure it; doubtless they 
thought their petitions were sufficient to secure it: but yet they 
were not. I want to read to the House what they say in each one 
of these petitions. Only three of them were circulated. I want 
to read to you just what ae oe in these petitions in reference 
to thisemblem. They describe the emblem in the first petition 
that it be ‘“‘delegated under the flop of the picture of an eagle.” 
That is their petition. that show that they wanted the 
“eagle about to fly?” Remember this petition says, “and the 
ticket shall be-‘delegated.’” What does that mean? I do not 
know. The ticket shall be under ‘the flop of the picture of an 
eagle.” Remember, it is the ‘‘picture” that is to “flop” and 
not the “eagle” itself. And then we come to the next petition, 
‘Straight Republican ticket, Pe under the picture of an 
eagle.” That is all it says. By the ‘‘picture of an eagle;” and 
the same description is given in the third and last petition. Now 
read the certificate of nomination made up by the officials of the 
Republican convention that nominated Mr. Hopkins, the con- 
testant. ‘Title of the party, Republican; device, the ‘eagle 
about to fly.’” There is no uncertainty about the Republican 
selection. It is the ‘‘eagle about to fly.” 

Now, these were the petitions filed by the county court clerk, and 
notwithstanding that fact he goes to work and puts the Repub- 
lican emblem upon the ticket that was petitioned for, and he leaves 
the place where the name of a Co an should appear en- 
tirely blank, so that every man that voted that ticket could not 
vote for Congressman, although he intended to vote for him. 


INAUGURATION CEREMONIES. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman to yield 
to me—not to be taken out of his time, just for a moment—to pass 
a Senate joint resolution on account of the inauguration? Wecan 
do it in two minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. It will not take two minutes. 

Mr. ROYSE. Very good; I yield for that purpose. 

a HENDERSON. It is necessary to pass it so as to get good 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee 
on Appropriations to report back a Senate joint resolution to en- 
able the Secretary of the Senate to pay the expenses of the inaugu- 
ral ceremonies, and I ask unanimous consent to place it upon its 


The SPEAKER. The tleman from Illinois, chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, reports back Senate joint resolu- 
tion 201, and asks unanimous consent for its present considera- 
tion. The Clerk will report the joint resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That to enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay the neces. 
sary expenses of the inaugural ceremonies of the President and Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States, March 4, 1807, in accordance with the programme 
adopted by the committee of arrangements appointed under resolution of 
the Senate of the 10th day of December, 1896, including the pay for extra 
Esounye in tes ‘Tictemsy bet edlarety epmromtcet Base se o> ok 
thereof as may be necessary, the same to be naniintely available. 

Mr. CANNON. I have only to say that the gentleman from 
Iowa me HENDERSON] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DaLZELL] informed me that they have looked into this mat- 
ter, and that it ought to pass, and it carries about the usual 
amount. I ask that the resolution may be put on its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
acco’ ly read the third time. 

Mr. G VENOR. Mr. Speaker, there is no possibility that 
anybody here has the slightest knowledge of what that resolutionis, 
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Mr. CANNON. I will tell the gentleman in just a moment. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The — is right, and 
the House is not in order. It is impossible to hear what is said 
while members do not preserve order. Gentlemen will please take 
their seats.. The Clerk will read the resolution again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is no question about 
it, 1 ask that it be placed on its passage. 

‘Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I do not see that any ques- 
tion that was sought to be raised can be raised upon this resolution. 
: The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the resolu- 

ion. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, before the resolution is passed, I see 
the appropriation there is $5,000 for the purpose of paying police 
at $3 aday. Now, it does seem to me that the resolution ought to 
be nen and say, ‘‘ or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

r. SAYERS. ‘That is in there. 

The SPEAKER. That is in the resolution. 

The question was taken on the passage of the resolution; and it 
was accordingly passed. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LACEY. Iask the gentleman if he will not yield to me 
long enough for the presentation of a conference report? . 

Mr. ROYSE. I think I can not do that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—HOPKINS VS. KENDALL. 


Mr. ROYSE. Mr. Speaker, I was stating the fact that these peti- 
tions were not sufficient to secure the emblem of the ‘‘ eagle about 
tofly.” LIwanttostateanother fact. These petitions were not suffi- 
cient to admit this ticket upon the official ballot atall. The law of 
Kentucky provides that, in order to get the ticket for local offices 
upon the official ballot, the petition shall besigned by 100 legal voters 
of the county, and then it expressly provides that no signer of the 
petition shall be counted unless he gives his post-office address and 
residence. Ten of the men who signed their names to these peti- 
tions failed to give their post-office address, and, under the express 
language of the statute, those names can not be counted. The 
total number of names attached to these petitions is 104. Strike 
out the 10 that can not be counted and you have left only 94; so 
that the petitions were not sufficient. Though they had recom- 
mended the proper device, they were not sufficient to warrant that 
ticket being placed upon the official ballot, and the act of the clerk 
in ore that ticket upon the official ballot was entirely unwar- 
ranted. 

Now, the Republican party knew nothing of this transaction of 
the clerk until the morning of the election. Every Republican in 
that county of Clark believed that the emblem of his ey would 
appear at the head of his ticket. These ballots, under the law, were 

to be distributed and sent to the precincts three days before the 
election. The law provided, also, that accompanying these ballots 
should be eight ‘‘instructive ballots”—ballots prepared for the 
instruction of the voters, sample ballots, and that these also should 
be sent out three days before the election. 

Mr. MOODY. If the gentleman will pardon a correction, it is 
‘‘within three days,” not ‘‘ three days before.” 

Mr. ROYSE. ell, within three days. I do not care whether 
it is within three days or, as I stated it, three days before. These 
ballots should have been at each precinct three days prior to the 
election, and the sample ballots should have been sent with them, 
but the ballots were not sent out until the morning of the election, 
and even then not asingle sample ballot was sent with the bundles 
of ballots—not one. ere were no sample ballots at a single 
precinct in Clark County except one, and the way they got there 
was that the officers of election went to the clerk on the morning 
of election day and obtained the sample ballots and took them out 
to the precinct. That was the condition of things on the morning 
of the election as the Republicans marched to the polls to vote 
their ticket. 

Now, the question is, first, How many votes did the contestant 

_lose by this fraudulent transaction? I shall maintain hereafter that 
this ticket was wholly invalid, that it was not prepared accord- 
ing to the directions of the law, and therefore was unofficial and 
consequently invalid, but for my present purpose I propose to dis- 
cuss it upon the theory — by the majority of the commit- 
tee, and the question is, How many votes did the contestant lose by 
this fraudulent transaction? aa remember one thing before we 
approach that question: Remember that the Republican party had 
a right to their emblem. It wasthe eagle. It was the emblem of 
our country. There is a degree of majesty and grandeur in that 
bird. It inspires patriotism in the bosom of every American citi- 
zen. The Republicans had a right to that emblem and they had 
a right to the use of that emblem as an appeal to the patriotism 
of every citizen and voter in Clark County. But that emblem 








was torn down from the head of their ticket and in its stead was 
placed the odious raccoon. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HYDE. Ifa question will not interrupt the gentleman, [ 
would like to ask one. What is and has been the attitude of the 
contestee toward these frauds, or alleged frauds? 

Mr. ROYSE. [donot know. The evidence is silent upon that 
subject. He has got ~~ ofthem. That is all I know. 

Mr. GROS OR. r. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will 
modify his language with reference to that famous animal of 1840, 


‘*the same old coon.” re e.. 

Mr. ROYSE. Mr. 8S er, if that was the only thing in ques- 
tion here, I would modify it, but in the particular on where 
this election occurred there is an odium attaching to the name of 
that animal. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Let me ask the gentleman 
whether that substituted emblem was not simply as a bur- 


lesque upon the ‘‘ coon?” 

. ROYSE. There is no question about that. It was used as 
a burlesque, and even the darky will fight if you call him a “ coon.” 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. RAY. The Sams has stated that he proposes to dis- 
cuss the question of how many votes the Republican party lost by 
reason of this substitution of emblems. 

Mr. ROYSE. Yes. 

Mr. RAY. I would like to know whether there is any mode by 
which it is possible to ascertain the exact number of votes lost, or 
whether it must be left to pure jecture. 

Mr. ROYSE. 1 think it is capable of a fair demonstration. 

Mr. RAY. Then is it demonstrated that enough votes were 
lost to change the result for member of ? 

Mr. ROYSE. Yes; I thinkso. Mr. S er, when the Repub- 
licans went to the election on that ee found only this 
ballot for them to vote. This fraudulent ot, this iniquitous 
thing, was the only ballot they had. On the reverse side of this 
paper is the ticket as it ought to have been prepared, with only 
two columns to it, the rooster at the head of the Democratic ticket 
and the American eagle at the head of the ublican ticket; but 
when they came to vote, there is the ticket [exhibi it] they 
were required to vote. This was not discovered until the ub- 
lican voters had gone into the booths to mark their ballots. Then 
there was the wildest consternation among the Republican voters. 
They returned from the booths and refused to vote that ticket. 
They gathered in groups around the polls and were harangued b 
oe leaders, many of whom were ee chagrined, 
and mortified at the tremendous fraud, and advised the honest 
voters to go home and not vote at all. this was done is 
unmistakable and indisputable. The proof of it is abundant in 
this record. One man says that he privately went to 12 or 15 men 
and advised them to go home and not to vote the ticket. 

The same witness says, on another occasion, that he publicly 
addressed some 75 or 100 Republicans and told them to go home 
and not vote the Republican ticket on that day. And I want to 
read what another Republican leader says on the subject. The 
question was asked him: 

What did you do, after having discovered the character of said ballot, in 
advising Republicans not to vote? 

A. Ladvised them not to vote. I left that precinct and went to the Court- 
mee precinct, Winchester Fairfax peeeed, ne at each of 


and 
ese cts advised the blicans not to vote; also ad all Repub- 
licans I met on the streets not to vote. 


It is unquestionable, Mr. Speaker, that a large number of the 
Republicans went to their homes and refused to vote that ticket. 
It is true that later in the day the Republican leaders undertook 
to rally the Republican forces and them to the polls and have 
them vote the ticket. A great number did return, but how many 
we can not tell, nor how many were deterred from voting. But 
here is a significant fact—— . 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr, BARTLETT of Georgia. Is it not a fact, in tion 

i ° i not a connec 
with the question the tleman has now —that is, as 
to the inability to how many Republican voters were pre- 
vented from voting by reason of this alleged fraud—that this 
House passed a resolution in the last days of the last session of 
Congress, in which they extended the time within which the con- 
testant might take such testimony as would give to the Commit- 
tee on Elections every particle of information that was available 
on that subject? We extended the time until the Ist of Novem- 
ber, 1896. And yet is it not true that the contestant came back 
— a ae of ee on the subject to which the gentle- 
man is now referring 

Mr. ROYSE. Part of the question of the gentleman from Geor- 

tive, that we did give the time; 

So en eee eel rect tans would convince shy 
e su 

reasonable man that the contestant did lose a large number of 
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votes by reason of this fraudulent ticket. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.| 

One witnéss testified that he believed that the contestant lost 
from 300 te 400 votes by reason of this fraudulent ticket; and that 
evidence was not contradicted by any other single witness who 
was brought forward. 

But there is another fact that I wish to be brought out specially. 


This Congressional district for several prior to this election 
had been carried by the Democrats with a majority of from 2,000 
to 3,000. At this election in 1894 the majority returned for con- 
testee was only 253. Now, how was this accomplished? By the 
Republican candidate, the contestant in this case, ing votes 
in every county in the Congressional district except this county of 
Clark. In every one of them there wasa uniform gain. In the 
county of Floyd, for instance, the home of the contestee, the Re- 
publican candidate ed over 600 votes. He — on an average 
uniformly through the various counties of the district 31 per cent; 
but when it comes to the county of Clark, he did not keep up with 
the ow Republican vote. 

Mr. RAY. Now, in that very connection, I would ask the gen- 
tleman, how do you connect the loss, or the gain, as you claim— 
how do you connect the loss with the fraudulent tickets or emblems? 

Mr. ROYSE. I will show you presently. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Now, if the gentleman will per- 
mit me—— 

Mr. ROYSE. I must decline to be interrupted for the present. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I know you do not wish to mis- 
state the evidence to the House. 

Mr. ROYSE. No, sir; and 1 am not doing anything of the kind. 

Now I will show how I make the connection to which the gentle- 
man from New York has referred. It is only reasonable and 
proper to suppose that the Republican candidate, gaining in every 
other county in the district, should have gained in this county 
also. There is-no reason in the world why he should not gain 
here, except for the presence of this fraudulent ballot. The inter- 
ests of the people are the same; the county of Clark is the ‘* blue- 
grass” county, and is similar in interest to all of the other coun- 
ties of the district. Therefore it will be only reasonable to suppose 
that the same sentiment would prevail in reference to this election 
throughout that county that is found so clearly demonstrated in 
all of the others. 

Now, I wish to speak of another matter right here. 

Mr. DANIELS. Before the gentleman leaves this point, Iwould 
like to ask if it is not agreed to by the counsel for both sides that 
the Republican voters in Clark County attending the election and 
desiring to vote were given fair and fall opportunity to do so and 
that the votes were counted and certified as cast? 

Mr. ROYSE. Yes; it was agreed that all of the Republican 
voters who went to the polls aud wanted to vote that ticket voted 
it, and there was nothing tohinderthem. That is the agreement, 
and nothing else. 

But I do not care what the agreement is; I do not care a straw 
for it. There is no contradiction in this evidence. There is no 
contradiction anywhere of the evidence that fraud of this charac- 
ter was permitted. The majority of the committee agree that it 
was committed. The majority of the committee agree that the 
contestant lost 79 votes by what had occurred, and 1 agree to that; 
but I insist that he lost more than 79 votes. 

I want to state another fact—that there was a larger vote cast in 
this Congressional district by nearly 4,000 than had been cast 
since 1884, so that it shows that in this Congressional district for 
ten years prior to this election there had been a large number of 
voters who did not go to the polls and vote, but at this election of 
1894 these people turned out. They increased the Democratic 
vote of the district and the Republican vote of the district, not- 
withstanding this ballot. There was an increase of 3,155 Repub- 
lican votes. Why was it that these men were going to the polls 
and voting, and uniformly, or with only rare exceptions, voting 
the Republican ticket? And why would they not do it in the 
county of Clark? Simply because they were compelled to vote a 


ticket at the head of which was this odious coon; and it was placed | 


there for the purpose of preventing them from voting that ticket. 
Now, Iam : thet the contention should be put forth here 
that the injury to this man shall be measured by the a Re- 
publican vote of that county. If you would measure it by the 
average Republican vote of that county, why not measure it by the 
vote of all the other counties, and throw out the 3,156 votes which 
were ed in the ogee of the —, ict, if that a ap ae 
if t rule applies, why go to to vote a , on the 
blican side? Why woe leave their ticket off of the ballot 
entirely? The county clerk can do it if he wants to be = 
He can leave the Republican ticket off of the ballot, and when he 
leaves it off, the ee who go to the polls can not vote any 
ticket except the ocratic ticket. If the clerk should do it, 


then our friends upon the other side would come in here and say, 
“‘Why, no harm is done; you could not elect your man anyhow.” 
That is the logic of their reasoning. 


What I maintain is 





Republicans of lark County have a right to vote, whether they 
win or lose. [Applause on the Republican side.] They have a 
right to vote their ticket, and no villainous clerk of Clark County 
or any other county of this district has the right to hinder them 
from oe lots to express their honest sentiments. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question there? 

Mr. ROYSE. Yes. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I understand that under the law of Ken- 
tucky it is the duty of the clerk to prepare the tickets and send 
them out to the several voting precincts. 

Mr. ROYSE. It is, unquestionably. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Were there any legal Republican tickets 
at any of the precincts in this county? 

Mr. ROYSE. None atall. There were no tickets at all except 
that bogus ticket. That is the only ticket that was voted in Clark 
County at all. 

Mr. RAY. Now, right there, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. The gentleman states that he thinks voters 
remained away. 

Mr. ROYSE. Yes. 

Mr. RAY. Who did not gothere at all, by reason of this ticket, 
simply because if they went to vote they would be compelled to 
vote under the emblem of this coon? 

Mr. ROYSE. Yes. 

Mr. RAY. Now, { want to ask this simpie question: Is there 
any evidence that Republicans stayed away from the polls by rea- 
son of that, or is it mere conjecture? 

Mr. ROYSE. It is not mere conjecture. I have already gone 
over this evidence and shown to you that the contestant unitormly 
gained 31 per cent in every other county. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Now, if he had gained that per cent in 
Clark County, would he have been elected? 

Mr. ROYSE. Why, if he had only gained 10 per cent, he would 
have been elected. po on the Republican side.} That is 
oe he required. Ten per cent of gain would have elected 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will it interrupt the gentleman 
if I ask him a question? 

Mr. ROYSE. I must proceed with my remarks. Now, the ma- 
jority returned for the contestee is only 253, and that comes from 
the certificate of the secretary of state, but the clerk of Clark 
County certifies to us the total vote of that county, and it does not 
agree with the certificate of the secretary of state. By the evidence 
certified to us by the clerk of Clark County there ought to be 50 
deducted from the majority of the contestee, and that reduced his 
majority down to 203. Then, if you deduct from that the 79 votes 
which the majority of the committee say ought to be deducted from 
it, you have a majority of only 124 for the contestee, only a small 
majority to overcome, only a gain of 8 votes to the precinct, only 
a gain of 10 per cent in this county. 

I want to refer to another thing. There was a registration law 
in force at the four precincts of the town of Winchester. When 
that registration was taken, in one precinct—that of Fairfax—there 
were 104 Republican voters registered, and the election returns 
show that only about 60 of the 104 voted, a loss of 40 per cent in 
oneprecinctalone. That is theconditionof thisthing. If we had 
had a registration all over the county, the same figures would 
appear. 

Now, that is the condition of this thing. We have certified to 
us in the record from the clerk of Clark County that the assessor 
of that county reports that there were 4,045 voters in that county 
in 1894. Four thousand and forty-five legal voters in the county; 
and yet at this election only 3,300 and a little over voted, leaving 
700 voters who stayed at home and refused to vote. Why was 
this? On the morning of the election, as soon as this was discov- 
ered, these Republicans returned to their homes, and the burden 
of proof is upon the other side to show that they came back and 
voted. I want to say further than this, the Republican party has 
the right to go among Democrats of that county and electioneer 
for their candidates. It is wrong to say that his injury can be 
measured by the extent of the Republican vote of that county. 
The Republicans had the right, and ought to have the privilege, to 
appeal to every single Democratic voter in that county and ask 
them to vote that ticket; but a white Democrat in that county 
would have his right arm torn off before he would vote under a 
*coon;” and he would have to vote under a ‘‘coon” or not vote 
the Republican ticket. That is the reason why the Democratic 
candidate fell behind his average vote, and that is the reason why 
the Republican candidate fell behind the average Republican vote. 

Mr. PEARSON (exhibiting a ballot). This isa‘ coon about to 
steal,” instead of an ‘‘ eagle about to fly.” [Laughter. } 

Mr. ROYSE. That was what the coon was doing—stealing the 
votes of the Republican party in that county. [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side.}| Now, then, there is another 


t the | question about this. Here is tne evidence, uncontradicted in this 
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record; and they propose to measure the extent of this man’s in- 
juries by simply comparing it with the average Republican vote 
of that county. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to approach another phase in this 
case, and that is in reference to this ballot. It was fraudulent, all 
admit; prepared in contravention of the law, all admit. 

Mr. COLSON. Does not the majority report say that? 

Mr. ROYSE. Both reports say it was prepared in violation of 
law, not under any mistake, not under any innocent misconstruc- 
tion of the law by the clerk, but a corrupt plan to cheat and to 
defraud the Republican voters. That is shasta manifest and 
uncontradicted from the evidence in this case. hat will we do 
as to this ballot? The evidence of the clerk who prepared that 
ballot was taken; and, as I said a while ago, he testified that he 
knew that the Republican party was using the emblem the 
‘‘eagle about to fly.” But I will tell you that clerk has the fore- 
head to sit down and solemnly swear in the presence of God that 
he thought he was doing right. Lage ane. That is the con- 
science of that clerk. In the hands of such a man as that, is the 
elective franchise of the honest voters of Clark County safe? 

Mr. HOPKINS. That clerk was a Democrat? 

Mr. ROYSE. That clerk was a Democrat. 

Mr. COLSON. Anda Democratic clerk in Kentucky does not 
consider it any wrong to swear to a lie in an election, if it affects 
a Republican. 

Mr. ROYSE. Not only that; the majority report gives this 
clerk a sound scolding, and says he was extremely “‘ naughty” for 
doing this thing. 

Mr. PEARSON. Did they use that word ‘‘naughty?” 

Mr. ROYSE (continuing). And practically said, ‘‘Don’t you 
do this thing again.” Now, how do you know he will not? Why, 
let me tell you one thing which is outside the record. That clerk 
was the next year elected secretary of the Democratic central 
committee of Clark Countyand rewarded for hisfault. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Republican side.] He was whitewashed, 
and this report of the majority of the committee proposes to white- 
wash him her for the crime he committed. Now, should that 
ballot be counted at all? It was the only ballot voted in that 
county. The condition of the State of Kentucky is peculiar. 
Prior to 1891 voting was done viva voce, so that if any ballot had 
been used in voting by any y it would have been illegal, and 
would not be recognized. But she concluded to adopt the Aus- 
tralian ballot system, and did so, and in order to do that she had 
to ingraft it in the constitution of her State. So in 1891 she re- 
modeled her constitution, and she said by the fundamental law of 
that State: 


All elections by the people shall be by secret official ballot, furnished 
public authority to the voters at the polls and marked by each voter in pri- 
vate at the polls, and then and there voted. 


Kentucky is ahead, perhaps, of any other State in the Union, 
because she has put this reform into the fundamental law of the 
State. Part of the same law provides that at the meeting of the 
first assembly after the adoption of this constitutional provision 
the general assembly of the State shall provide laws to carry into 
execution this provision. The legislature went to work to pro- 
vide laws to carry out this constitutional provision. It is a very 
elaborate election law, and as iS as any other 
election law in any of the States of the Union. It is systematic, 
uniform, and logicalin all of its arrangements. I want to read to 
you the first section of the law in reference to that ballot: 


In all elections— 
Mark you— 


Tn all elections hereafter held in this State on any subject which may be 
submitted toa voteof the people for all State, district, county, and municipal 


offices, except school trustees and other common-school district elections, the 


vote shall be by secret official ballot, furnished and distributed as herein- 
after provided, and no other ballot shall be used. 


The law proceeds and gives the most minute and careful direc- 
tions to the clerk as to the prej «ration of the ballot. He acts min- 
isterially in the preparation of that ballot. He has no authority to 
put anything in that ballot except what the law says shall go into 
that ballot. He has no right to leave out anything which the law 

says shall be there. Now, it is admitted on all ds that the 
clerk did not construct that ballot according to the law of the 
State of Kentucky. And at this point let us settle one 
the people of Kentucky have no right to vote except as prescribed 
by the laws of that State. The Constitution of the United States 
grants no —- to the citizens of Kentucky to vote. The reg- 
ulations of voting are wholly provided for by State authority, not 
by the Constitution of the United States. That is well settled. 
It has been decided by this House in a case from the State of Mis- 
souri, from which I will read an extract. This case arose under 
the reconstruction acts of Missouri. Every reconstructed State 
had the same law prohibiting men from voting unless they could 
take an oath that had never entered into rebellion or insur- 
rection against the United States or the State. It was contended 


and the law of Kentuc 





that that law was unconstitutional, and that the citizen had a 
right to vote notwithstanding the law, but this House solemnly 
rmed its opinion to the contrary. I read: 
Each of the States of the Union have hitherto 
their own limits for themselves, and in 


is a political right or privilege which ev 
number and of persons as it deems fi 
wants and interests of the whole. No State grants 
such limitations as the interests of all and the interest of the k 
Kentucky had the right to say just how her elections should be 
conducted and just what a man must doin order to be entitled 
to vote. It is not sufficient that the constitution and laws of Ken- 
tucky say that a man may vote. It is just as important that the 
law provide some solemn method by which his vote shall be cast 
ided that no other ballot 


and counted. 
Now, the State of Kentu has 

than the official ballot shall in her elections. That isa 
constitutional provision. In obedience to that, the legislature of 
the State of Kentucky provided for this official ballot, and then, 
in express terms, said that no other ballot should be used at elec- 
tions. What is the ‘‘use” of a ballot? It is not simply that it 
may be voted. That is one use of a ballot, but use of 
that ballot is to count it, and thé law of Kentucky says that a bal- 


lot shall not be ‘‘ used,” either in voting or in counting, unless it is 


the official ballot. 

Mr. PEARSON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
at this point: What =e is given to the contestee in this 
county of Clark if the ballot in question was not a | one? 

Mr. ROYSE. I can not answer that exactly at this moment, 
but I will state that if the county of Clark is entirely thrown out 
the contestant is elected. 

Mr. PEARSON. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. ROYSE. No man can vote in Kentucky unless he votes as 
the law directs, and the ballot which he votes must be the official 


ballot. The legislature could not provide for anything else. Any 
law that would authorize anything else than an ballot 
would be unconstitutional. And when you leave the constitution 


you have nothing upon which you can 
base the right of the ci of Kentucky to vote. It will not do 
to say that he can vote any way or in any manner, because if a 
voter of the State of Kentucky should step up to the polls and 
should undertake to vote viva voce, as they used to vote prior to 
the enactment of this law, his vote could not be counted. tt might 
express the honest smtiment and conviction of the voter, and it 
might be honestly counted (if it could be counted at all), but, not 
being a vote, it could not be counted. How does the voter 
in Kentucky vote? By ballot. What kind of a ballot? Any kind 
of a ballot? No; nothing but an official ballot, p as the 
law directs. No other t can be voted legally in the State of 
Kentu It will not do to say the clerk can simply stamp this 


as an official ballot. It will not do to say the clerk can put his 
initials on the back of the ballot, as the law requires, and that 
then it becomes equivalent to an official ballot. hat makes an 


official ballot? Not simply the certificate of the clerk, but the 
substance of the ballot, and in substance the ballot in question 
here was a fraud. In substance that ballot was in violation of 
the law. Now, there must be some law to support this ballot, or 
else it can not be counted. Under the law at Teentmsky it can 
not be counted. What law, then, have you to support it? None 
in the world, 

The honorable gentleman from New York [Mr. DANtELs] cited 
one case yesterday which sa to be in point, but had he gone 


back two or eee would have found another case 
absolutely contradic that. That case was simply this: The 
law of New York provided that in sending out the official ballots 
the number of eac should be put upon the back of the 


ballots, and in sending out the ballots at the election in questicn 
— No. 1 got the ballots that were intended for ct No. 
and precinct No. 2 got the ballots intended for precinct No. 1. 
ose ballots were voted, and the supreme court of New York 
held that they were not official ballots, and refused to count them. 
There you have two cases in absolute conflict so far as principle 
is concerned. I have been unable to reconcile them except upon 
one proposition. In the case I have just referred to, where the 
votes were thrown out, one of the j of the court says there 
was proof that this was fraudulently and criminally done, and 
the authorities all draw a distinction between a thing which is 
done fraudulently, unlawfully, and criminally and a thing which 
is innocently done. But in this Kentucky case the thing was not 
done innocently. It was done fraudulently and criminally. In 
the of the minority attention has been called to a number 
of authorities holding this ballot illegal. 
I simply want to call the attention of the House again to the 


were two 


the State of Connecticut. 
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out the official ballot added the words “ex officio registrar of 
births, deaths, and marriages,” and put into the ticket a man’s 
name as candidate for probate judge, when no such judge was to 


be elected. In that case the supreme court of the of Con- 
necticut held that the ballot was illegal because the words “ex 
officio’registrar of births, deaths, and ” had been added, 


judge was placed on the ticket, when there was no such office to 
be voted for. 

Other cases have been cited in the minority report. One ex- 
tremely strong case, originating in the State of Montana, is cited, 
where the supreme court of the State reviewed all the English 
authorities from which we derive our Australian ballot system, 
and the provisions are held to be mandatory in all of these cases. 

We have cited a large number of other cases in the minority 
report which relate directly to the matter, but it seems that the 
majority of the committee have been able to find only a single case 
which squints toward maintaining the validity of these ots. 

It is said, too, Mr. er, that if we throw out the vote of this 
county we disfranchise some legal voters. True, we will, per- 
haps, disfranchise some of those who voted the Democratic ticket 
innocently. But you must remember that when the Democratic 
voters came to the precinct nothing was wrong with their ticket. 
Soon after the opening of the however, it became noised 
about that this fraud was ted. But every Democrat who 
voted the ticket knew that his ballot was not eee eee 
and it was no secret to the majority of the men who voted it, 
because they had full knowledge of the fact. 

But we must not lookaloneto thiselection. Thelawof Kentucky 
proposes to secure an honest ballot. Kentucky is to be com- 
mended for the course she has sought to pursue in order to secure 
the purity of elections in that State. Kentucky should not only 
be commended but encouraged in her efforts. If you maintain 
the law in its integrity, if you enforce every provision of the law, 
there will be honest elections in Kenvackor [Applause on the 
Republican side.} Break it down and you break down all hope 
of honest elections. Break down the law, throw aside these pro- 
visions, all of these principles by judicial constructio: 
and you open the door to the widest and most glaring frauds, an 
no man can tell hereafter whether there can be an honest election 
in that State or not. [Applause.} What will be the effect of the 
action here on part of the majority? What will be 
the effect in making up the ballots hereafter in the State of Ken- 
tucky? The clerk of the court next — in making up the ticket 
may leave off entirelyfrom the official ballots the Republican can- 
didates, and he can do it under the principle sought to be enforced 
here. It is no greater violation of the law than he has already 
committed. He leaves the Republican ticket off altogether and 
no Republican can vote. A contest fs had over the fact that the 
Republicans were deprived of the privilege of voting, and when 
they come to the House and claim that they should have had that 
privilege, we refer them to the action here to-day proposed to be 
taken. We hold wep in their Sanes the magettiey decksicn hove and 
tell them it does not matter whether they voted or not, they could 
not have elected their candidate, and hence they have no right to 
vote unless they can elect their man. [Applause.]} ; 

Mr. Speaker, there is but one way to secure purity of elections 
throughout the country, and that is to the law. It can 
not be otherwise accomplished. Let the word go forth that if the 
clerk of that county vi the law, willfully and corruptly, and 
disfranchisement result to the voters of that county, the 

le will see to it that no such clerk can hold that office again. 

y will see to it that the law is obeyed. It is useless to have 
courts to prosecute offenders, it is useless to have prosecuting offi- 
cers or to enact statutes. What we want is a strong moral 
public sentiment the law. [Applause.] 

‘the SPEAKER. The gen has consumed one hour. 

Mr. ROYSE. I would like to have about three minutes longer, 
with the consent of the House. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks consent to be permitted 
to proceed for three minutes longer. 

was no objection. 

Mr. ROYSE. I want to say now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, 
that the only way to secure honest and pure elections in that State 
is to and maintain the law. en you violate it in one 

there is eg os where you can stop. The clerk of that 
county can leave the Republican ticket, or place on the bal- 
lot, instead of it, men of his own selection. He can violate the 
law in all directions and in any respect he pleases; yet the ballot 
must be an official ballot. But let it be known to the men who 
vote that ticket—let it be known that if the clerk of the county 
tampers with the official ballot it means disfranchisement to the 
voters, and they will put that man into the penitentiary the next 
time he undertakes to commit such a crime. That will stop this 
infernal abuse, and they will not elect such men as their county 
clerks in future. [Applause.]} 

That is the only way in the world to secure pure and honest 


elections in that State. I am in favor of the enforcement of the 
law. The time has come in this country that the law should be 
ate Spey and it should be upheld, for outside of the law 
there is nothing but chaos and anarchy. [Applause. 

Within the of this law every voter of Rotten is secure. 
Within the of this law and its rigid enforcement every man 
can vote his honest sentiments. Outside of it no man’s right is 
secure, and if you want to secure the elective franchise and pre- 
vent the disfranchisement of legal voters, see to it that the laws 
of Kentucky are f \ithfully executed. [Applause. } 

Mr. DANIELS. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Dinsmore}. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, my distinguished friend and 
colleague on the Committee on Elections [Mr. Royse} who has 
just taken his seat has exhibited a most laudable desire in his 
expressions for the purity of the ballot and fair elections, and the 
administering of punishment to those who violate the laws; but 
in his peroration he included also the statement that he wanted 
the enforcement of law. 

The law should not a be enforced rigidly in the conduct of 
elections, but the House of Representatives, when it comes to con- 
sider a case like the one before us, should endeavor to proceed under 
guidance of the law, and not be influenced by partisan appeals. 

I only desire to ask the indulgence of the House for a very few 
moments, and I want briefly andsuccinctly to get before the House, 
or such members of it as will honor me with their attention, a few 
points in this case. 

In the first place, seven of the committee have presented the 
majority report and two have offered their views in a minority 
report. 

It is agreed by the majority that the action of the clerk in Clark 
County is unlawful, that he did not proceed according to the 
direction of the statute. That is as far asI,a member of this 
committee, have I have never consented that it was done 
for the purpose of defeating the contestant, who was a candidate 
for Congress at that time. On the other hand, I have found it to 
be the view of almost the whole of the committee that nobody, ig 
the conducting of the election in question as to the ballots com 
plained of, had in view the Congressional election. 

Mr. Speaker, neither the clerk of Clark County nor any other 
Democrat inaugurated the proceedings under which this ticke? 
which is complained of was put before the people to be voted by 
them. I wantthe House to understand the beginning of it. The 
negroes of Clark County became dissatisfied with the conduct of 
political affairs in that county. They became so because they 
were excluded from participation in the benefits of party organt- 
zation, and I want to read the very beginning of it all. A Repub- 
lican paper, published in the county seat of that county, edited by 
K. J. Hampton, who was a witness in this case and who was the 
chairman of the Republican committee of that district—in the 
columns of his paper he published this editorial: 


THE NEGRO VOTE. 


We hope we have made ourselves clearly understood upon thesubject in the 
articles t. have heretofore sgpencee. but to recapitulate: The negro vote, 
as a dominant factor in the ublican party, arrays Southern majorities 
against ee Nr it makes no difference what are its principles. The same 
influence es pure local government impossible. Then, what course shou! 
Republicans pursue townre this vote? Cease tomake special appeals toit. Do 
not attempt to organize it. The colored men who are at heart Republicans 
will vote their sentiments, and those who aro inclined to drift can do so. 


The great ton party owes the colored vote of the South no debts. 
The debt is all the other way, and the nomination of a negro to public office 
is not policy under present conditions. Itisnot good forthe negro race, 
and o Rods Uke Just suminet poceriaty in the South 


That is what caused the dissatisfaction among the Republicans, 
Mr. Speaker. Immediately the negroes became dissatisfied. They 
r ized a movement not inspired by any Democrat to deprive 
them of any icipation in the fruits of possible victory, and 
they held their meetings and passed resolutions, and agreed to put 
a straight Republican ticket in the field, and protested against the 
action of white Republicans. They did this of their own motion, 
and without instigation of Democrats. They got out their ticket 
under the law, and petitioned for a ballot and for the emblem of 
the eagle. 

Now, that brings us down to the point where the tickets were put 
out and where, I have already told you, the clerk did not act in 
conformity with law; but when you read the whole election law 
of the State of Kentucky, you can readily see where that clerk 
might have made an honest mistake, because in one provision of 
that law it says that where two parties claim the same emblem, 
or two sets of petitioners claim the same emblem, that the clerk 
shall decide between the twoand give it to the party which claims 
it first. It is true that the Republican party had adopted that 
emblem in 1892,and it was the duty of the clerk to make that the 
emblem of the Republican party on this occasion. He did not do 
so. Therein he failed to conform to the law. But, Mr. Speaker, 
even if he did this willfully and intentionally.as many of the com- 
mittee believe he did, but as I will not say he did, we still hold 
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that it does not make that ticket void, and it should have been 
counted, provided it can be ascertained from it what the true 
sentiments and intentions of the voters of the district was in the 
election. 

I desire to call attention to the conditions which existed in that 
district at the time. It has been stated by my friend who has just 
taken his seat [Mr. Royse] that there were Republican gains all 
over Kentucky; that if there had been a gain of 10 per cent in 
that district, the Republican contestant would have been chosen. 

I would call attention to the fact that this county has cast ap- 

roximately its normal vote through all the elections during the 
ast ten years in Kentucky. The gentleman saysif there had been 
an increase of 10 per cent it weal have elected the Republican. 
I want to call theattention of the House to the fact that two years 
before, in 1892, Mr. Lisie, the Democratic candidate for Congress, 
had a majority over-his opponent greater than Mr. Kendall got 
over Mr. Hopkins in that contest. Mr. Kendall’s majority ih this 
county was 356, and Mr. Lisle’s was 375 the year before. In 1892 
Mr. Lisle’s whole vote in the county of Clark was 1,974. Twoyears 
thereafter Mr. Kendall's whole vote was 1,844. In the election 
when Bradley carried the State of Kentucky over his Democratic 
opponent, Hardin, Bradley's vote, notwithstanding he was elected 
by 10,000 in the State, was 254 behind Hardin, his opponent, in 
the county of Clark—more than 100 votes less than Kendall re- 
ceived. This does not show any increase of Kendall’s vote caused 
by the confusion that gentlemen insist resulted from the changing 
of the emblems. 

Mr. Speaker, I say that this majority is about the same in differ- 
ent elections. Mr. K. J. Hampton, who was then the district 
chairman of the Republican committee, testified on oath that 
1,600 was the normal Republican vote in that county, and the re- 
turns showed that Mr, Hopkins received 1,488 votes—an unusual 
approximation to the whole vote of a county, Mr. Speaker. It is 
seldom that a county makes a vote as full as this in an election; 
and in the same election there was a Democrat running against 
another Republican for a short term in Congress, and his Demo- 
cratic majority in that county was not equal to Mr. Kendall’s, and 
yet no complaint was made on the other side and no contest insti- 
tuted. It has been said by my friend who has just concluded his 
remarks that it was admitted by a majority of all the committee 
that at least 79 votes.-were taken from Mr. Hopkins. We do not 
admit that. It may possibly have been so, and therefore we gave 
Hopkins the benefit of the doubt, and we credited him with 79 
votes upon that ticket, under the ‘‘eagle” here, where Mr. Hop- 
kins’s name did not appear. I want to ask the House not to for- 
get that there was an opportunity for those who voted this ticket 
to vote for a candidate for Congress by inserting it in the place 
provided for that purpose, and that those who wanted to vote 
their ticket could do so by making the change. 

Mr. COLSON. How wouldthe voterdothat? Yousayhecould 
vote for Hopkins by inserting his name. How could he do that? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Istate this to the gentleman: There is a blank 
left on the ticket for that purpose, and all he would have to do 
would be to write in his name. 

Mr. COLSON. But under the law of Kentucky a name is not 
put on more than once. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Certainly, but—— 

Mr. COLSON. I say that the name of acandidate is not allowed 
upon the ticket more than once. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Surely, if it had been, it would have been 
printed twice. 

Mr. COLSON. Then you say the voter could write it in. 

Mr. DINSMORE. He could not write in the name in the blank, 
but, voting the ticket under the eagle, could cross over to the other 
and vote for Hopkins by placing a mark opposite his name, mark 
the part opposite Hopkins’s name on the ticket, legally, and thereby 
cast a vote for him. I can not yield further to the gentleman for 
interruption, as my time is so limited. 

Then, putting that all aside and giving him the 79 votes, which 
we have done, it is insisted here that there is evidence to show 
that many of the voters would have deposited their votes, but for 
this ticket, who failed to do so. 

Mr. Speaker, when we were considering this. question in the 
committee we adjourned it, as was stated by one of my colleagues 
on the floor, and obtained an order of the House in order that Mr. 
Hopkins might go home and secure testimony to show how many 
votes he had lost by these means. After months of time had 
elapsed he comes back, and all the evidence he has is the testimony 
of a preacher who has been proved to have been bribed in this 
case, who said, ‘‘in his opinion, he had lost several hundred votes,” 
without being able to state a single man that failed to vote for him 
who wanted to vote for him. In addition to that, an agreement 
was made by both sides in this contest—by contestant and contes- 
tee—as follows: ‘It is by both parties hereto.” This is a 
part of the reeord, Mr. Speaker, and I want to call gentlemen's 
attention to the fact that this is in the record—an agreement signed 
solemnly and deliberately by the parties to this contest. 


It is agreed by both es hereto that all the blican voters i 
County who attended the election and desired As game given a Np 
—_ opportunity to do so, and that their votes were counted and certified as 
cast. 


Yet my friend says that the people who attended that election 
were driven away, turned off, advised by the Republicans there 
on the ground not to vote. The contestant —— in this paper 
that everybody who attended that election who wanted to vote 
had — See to do so, and that their votes were counted 
and certified. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will the gentleman allow me to 
call his attention to one point? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Not justnow. If my friend will excuse me, 
I desire to pursue the course of my argument on the line of my 
present thought. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman has three 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. There must be a mistake about that. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Youhaveseven minutes, You 
commenced at half past. 

Mr. DINSMORE. It is suggested to me that I have seven 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was in doubt aboutit. The Chair 
is now informed that the gentleman has six minutes. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want toaddress myself 
to what I conceive to be the only point in this case, because the 
record is an ee of evidence here that this contestant 
has been injured. He has had the scope of the whole time that he 
had origi y by law, and it has been extended by the House and 
fully used. The only point that the minority e is that he has 
been injured, and when he fails on testimony to establish 
it they say that he should not required to make much testi- 
mony,if any. The minority may prate of injury done to the con- 
testant by what they are pleased to term wicked and glaring 
fraud; but, Mr. S er, there is positively no evidence that 
would be received in any court that he was injured at all. Search 
the record and find, if you can, where he lost a vote. The witness 
Hadley, the corrupted and bribed negro, swore that, in his opinion, 
many Republicans had we away and not voted. He swore this 
before the Fifty-fourth Congress convened, and when the Congress 
said to contestant, ‘‘Go home and procure evidence, if you can, 
of how many went thus away, who were they, and bring us satis- 
factory proof,” he comes back with nothing. No, Mr. Speaker; 
he was not injured. It is he who seeks to injure the people of 
Kentucky, and take an office which they said he should not have. 

The question is, Was this a void ot? The gentleman who 
took his seat a moment ago [Mr. Roysg] said, with some derision, 
in his manner at least, that the venerable and distinguished chair- 
man of this committee could find only one authority to support 
his contention, barely one. Why,sir, repeatedly have I heard my 
friend himself say that in his investigations he had found the 
authorities about equally divided upon this question, but when he 
comes into court, when he comes here armed for the contest in 
behalf of the contestant, he presents in his report three decisions 
of high judicial tribunals, and not one of them supports his con- 
tention. Mr. § er, the law, as is recognized by all courts, is, 
as stated by Mc y in his work on elections, substantially that— 
here is what he says; I read from MeCrary on Elections, third 
edition, pages 124, 125, and 126: 

If the statute expressly declares an act to be essential to the 
valility of the election, or that its o on shall render the election void. all 
courts whose duty it is to enforce such statute must so hold, whether the par- 
ticular act in question to the merits or affects the result of the election 
ornot. Such astatute is imperative, and all considerations touching its policy 
or impolicy must be addressed to the | ture. Butif, asin most cases. the 

simply provides that certain acts or things shall be done within a par- 


ticular time or fh a particular manner and does not declare that their perform- 
ance is essential to the validity of the rd 


tion are directory. The ne that not tend to 
2. 


affect results are not to will of the majority. 

That is the law, and every case which the gentleman from Indi- 
ana referred to in the minority report—I have them all here and 
would be glad to submit them to any gentleman who desires to 
examine them—every case that he submits is upon these lines. In 
every one of them it is held that where there was not an express pro- 
vision to the con in the statute, the law is merely, 
but that where the statute itself = in definite terms that cer- 
tain provisions must be complied with or else the transaction will 
= void, then the law is mandatory and must be so construed by 

e courts. 

So, Mr. Speaker, my friend has held the attention of this House 
with emphasis and prolixity ——— question, and has brought 
into court here authorities which, instead of supporting his con- 


tention, are absolutely destructive of it. There is not an authority 
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that I have been able to find pointing to any other conclusion, not 
one. All the authorities bear out the law <a the 
adjudications of this House, and stated by those who have written 
with learning = the subject of elections. The cases in the 


courts support view, and if this House now turns out the 
sitting member in this case and seats Mr. ae it disfran- 
chises the people of one of the districts of the State of Kentucky 
without just cause and in defiance of precedent and of law. 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Massa- 


agg = peneer 
Mr. SE. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my time 
thirty minutes, to the gentleman from North Carolina 
LINNEY]. 

Mr. L 'Y. Mr. Speaker, the House in this case is relieved 
almost entirely of the dru ,as [shall denominateit, of wading 
through the evidence and o sifting it. Thereport of the majority 
of the committee is something like a report of facts on the part of 
a referee in a case referred to him and his conclusions of law 
upon the same, and therefore for the purposes of an intelligent 
discussion of the matter, in order to arrive at the facts in this case, 
it is only necessary, in my humble judgment, to look at the find- 
ings of facts in the ew. report. 

Seah pose of tan topos te fa Seamed ty the aaajertay of the com 
the e t is found by the majority o: com- 
mittee that the device under which the Bewher the candidates of 
the Democratic party a was legally placed there. It is also 
found that the device under which the names of the candidates on 
the regular Republican ticket appear was | y _—— there, to 
wit, the eagle about to fly. But it is found, on the second page 
of the rt, that the action of the clerk in attempting to put 
another ticket upon that ballot was a fraud. Let us see if 
statement is not correct. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DANIELS] who presented this report—and I understand it to be 
concurred in by the gentlemen who are now trying to sustain it 
here—the gentleman from New York says in this report: 


The object of framing this last ticket was to deceive illiterate persons 
intending to vote the Republican ticket and to lead and induce a to vote 


it, — and belie that in so doing they were voting the regular 
Republican et. And it did oo Gocel ve Republican voters, asit was intended 
it should deceive them. 


Mr. DANTELS. pa eens — — not intend to 
suppress an of the statement in the repo 
Afr. LINNEY. Oh, no. Iam going to read it all. 
Mr. DANIELS. You will find that it proposes to transfer the 
79 votes to the Republican ticket. 
Mr. LINNEY. Iam going to read it all,myfrienc. The more 
light we have on this case the more “‘ transparent,” as you said in 
our speech yesterday, will this miserable fraud appear to this 
tear. {[Laughter.] The report goes on to say: 
The ticket so framed on said es had no names or name of candidates 


for Representative in t at its head there was placed for its 
device or emblem the “ about to fly,”’ and at the head of 
ticket lace of th 


et was the * in 
wr tics “ends about to fig,” Ama that wea done by the clerk of Olark County 
for the parposs of eceiving ind in 
} 4 Repu ticket and to induce them to vote 
authority of the said petitions. . 


Mr. HYDE. MayI ask what the gentleman is reading from? 
Mr. LINNEY. Iam reading from the majority report filed in 
this case. I am reading the defense set up for the contestee. 
{Laughter and applause.] And I submit that if it were pre- 
sented in the shape of a plea, and a demurrer had been filed thereto, 
and the question had been referred to the distinguished gentle- 
man from New York, Judge DaNIEgLs, who makes the rt, and 
his judicial fairness called upon to deal with the matter, he would 
have sustained the demurrer. [Laughter and applause. ] 

What else? Here is a statement in the majority report that 
the action of this clerk was the result of a ‘‘conspiracy.” It goes 
on to say, in the report to which [ have already referred: 


That no notice or information of this change in the devices or emblems 
was given by said clerk prior to the morning of the election, and no Soe 
were pasted. ev in ony Seren hades elias of the csedlon procintie, as he 
law of the of Kentucky required to be done within three days of the da: 
of election: but the county clerk of said county, J. B. Ramsey, retained 
sample ballot in order to avoid the discovery of his deceptive and unlawful 
act until he believed it would be too late to correct his act by informing the 
intending to vote the Republican ticket of this change and substitu- 
on in the device or emblem selected by the aeeeae pests. When the 
in the party device or emblem was discovered, on the morning of the 
day of election, the Republicans were requested 7 or more of = 
leaders not to vote at the said election, because of said change in 
party device or emblem. 


And then, further, he concedes that the Democrats in that county 
[appl in this unlawful, unhallowed, ungodly device and purpose. 


lause and laughter.] And yet gentlemen say that the ma- 

ty report is the foundation on which the contestee in the case 

claims the right to hold the high office he now occupies and that 
he has occ for so long a time! 


But what else? Why, he goes on further and says: 
That he— 
That is, the county clerk— 


on account of that result, is none the less deserving of the severest censure 
for his fraudulent and official misconduct, and he really deserves to be pun- 
ished for his crime. 


{Lecghtes and applause. 
y, of course did, Mr. Speaker! Certainly he ought to 
have been for his crime. He ought to be in the peniten- 


tiary. [Renewed laughter and applause.| And why? Because 
he committed this fraud. Because he was guilty of the fraud 
which my dignified and learned friend from New York charac- 
terizes as a vicious and transparent fraud. Canes.) Now, 
what is the meaning of the word ‘‘transparent?” Webster, as 
one of the definitions of transparent, says it is ‘‘a painting on 
glass, so that you van see it by the natural light, without gas or 
artificial aid.” [Laughter and renewed applause. | 

But the majority of the committee propose to sustain this con- 
reer and by os it the result is to deprive the contestant 
of his election. They tell us that the result of this conspiracy and 
this fraud was to affect his vote tothe extent of only 70. I believe 
it is 70, is it not, Judge? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PEARSON. Seventy-nine. 

Mr. LINNEY. Seventy-nine. 
means. 

Mr. DANIELS. We say in the report of the majority of the 
committee that 79 voted on that ticket or disclosed clearly their 
intention to vote for the Republican candidate, and that number 
was transferred, therefore, from the Democratic ticket to the 
oe ticket, and thus gives to contestant the full number to 
which he was entitled. 

Mr. LINNEY. In other words, a admit that you stole, but 
did not steal enough. [Great laughter and applause.}] You ad- 
mit that you are a thief, but a sort of a baby thief, and did not 
exercise all of your ability. [Renewed laughter and applause. ] 
Now, we of the minority take the position that this ballot is abso- 
lutely void. We will give you reasons for this opinion. Now, let 
me show you what the authorities say on this subject. I bottom 


my position on the high authority of McCrary on Elections. Listen 
to the 1 following woolen 


Suc. 402. Where a statute prohibits the marking of ballots so that they 
meq be distinguished by others than the voter, and declares such ballots 
void, there is good reason for construing such statute as mandatory. Such 
marks feomer she secrecy of the ballot, and it is well known that the plan of 
voting by ballot, instead of viva voce, was adopted for the very purpose of 
secu: toevery voter absolute secrecy if he desires it, and protecting him 
therein, and was thought necessary in order to place the poor and 
dependent voter in a situation where he may act according to his own judg- 
ment and without intimidation from the rich or powerful. 


And again, I give you a citation on page 402 of the same author- 
ity: 
The court held, and we think upon the soundest reason, that as to those 


things over which the voter has cortrol the law is mandatory, and that as to 
such things as are not under his control it should be held to be directory only. 


I find that position sustained here by the learned argument of 
the distinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dz ARMonp], 
made a few days agoin the case of Yost vs. Tucker. Now, let me 
see; and I want to see also whether gentlemen are going to blow 
hot and cold. The gentleman in that argument said: 


In this effort I insist that the law of the State of Virginia (there being no 
law of Con to contravene) is the law of the Union in this case; is now 
the imperative rule of this House, from which there is no escape, of which 
there should be no evasion, and can be no evasion except by bodily, boldly, 
recklessly disregarding the Constitution. 

The election law of nia is the law of Congress for t he time being with 
reference to this case. e law of Virginia as to how these elections should 

conducted, how the returns should be ascertained, how the result should 
be declared, is the law of Congress — the subject. 

The gentleman from New York asks me whether I am trying to maintain 
that Con has no power to get at the intention of the voter—contrary, I 
wore: the express provision of the Virginia law, which, for the purposes 

case, is also our law. en he asks me whether this House has no 
power to get at the intention of the voter outside of the Virginia law, I say 
clearly the House has the power, but it is not the power of Constitution or 
law, it is the power of numbers. If the House acts within the law, it must 
ascertain results according tothe law. If the House sees proper to disregard 
the law, then the question is one of power, is a matter determined by votes, 
and by nothing else. 

Then I say to the gentleman from New York that within the law, to the 
a of which he and I were bred—within the law as it applies to this case 

he Constitution of our common country and the statute law of the State of 
Virginia, untouched and unaffected by any legislation of the Federal Con- 
gress—within this qonme law of the land and this lesser but otherwise 
supreme law of the State of Virginia with respect to this case, there is no 
tful authority in this y to determine the cage except by following the 

h law of the Constitution and the only less high law of the State of Virginia. 


Further on he says: 


But what, Mr. Speaker, would be the result if the contention of the gen- 
tleman from New York be the correct one? [am speaking now of power. I 
concede, if you pocnans that the matter of power may be determined in this 
body upon a roll call. But Iam addressing the House in the belief that it 
will en pret ie determine this question according to the Constitution and 

s w. 


Well, let us see, now, what that 
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But there is the idea of the learned gentleman, the logical and 
able gentleman from Missouri, prominent on this floor for his legal 
learning. It reflects credit upon him, and marks him as one of 
the most able lawyers to-day, even if he had done nothing else to 
justify that claim. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, here, I maintain, is alegal p ition, er 
and clearly stated, which sustains the ition that I take, an 
that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Royse] and others -who 
agree with me take, that this ballot is an absolutemallity. Why 
do I say so? My friend the gentleman from Arkansas { Mr. Dixs- 
MORE} admitted that wherever a statute prohibits an act and says 
that if that act takes place the ballot shall not be counted, then 
the ballot is to be thrown out; that then it is mandatory; but he 
maintains that this statute has no such provision. In that my 
friend is mistaken, and there is the error into which the majority 
of the committee have fallen. I am satisfied that if the learned 
gentleman from New York [Mr. DanreLs}—who, by the way, is 
one of the most conscientious gentlemen I ever saw; he is getting 
too old to be otherwise now, you know flaughter}—if he had closely 
read this Kentucky statute, he never would have got himself into 
the trouble he is in by signing a report in favor of the contestee, 
when he says that the conduct of the election upon its face con- 
tained a transparent fraud in favor of the contestee. He never 
would have done that in the world. Now, what is the language 
of the Kentucky statute? In the first place, here is the language of 
the constitution of the great State of Kentucky, containing the 
provision for a secret ballot. Let me read a little of it: 

But all elections by the people shall be by secret official ballot, furnished 
by public authority to the voters at the and marked by each voter in 
private at the polls and then there deposited. The word “election ” in this 
section includes the decision of questions submitted to the voters as well as 
the choice of officers by them. The assembly shall make provision 
so that persons illiterate, blind, or in any way disabled may have their ballots 
marked as herein required. 

Here is a declaration in the constitution providimg for the secrecy 
of the ballot, or rather securing every elector in his constitutional 
right, in thesecrecy of the ballot, and all constitutional provisions 
are mandatory. There never was one which was directory unless 
it was so stated upon the instrument itself, because it is the fun- 
damental law of the community, and all other statutes must con- 
fornia to it. 

Now, in pursuance of this provision or principle of the Consti- 
tution—which was intended to provide absolute secrecy to the 
voter, and which absolutely repeals the old viva voce system that 
previously existed—the legislature passed an act, and that act pro- 
vides that a ticket shall be furnished as directed in the statute, 
which was not done in this case. That statutesays that no other 
ticket shall be used. Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DANIELS] did not see that provision at all: 

Shall not be used. 


My learned friené from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] and every- 
one else will admit the force of my contention. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts be Moopy] will admit it. You see if he 
does not; he can not it; he isan honest man. He will admi 
when he comes to argue this case, that if this statute contain 
the provision that such ballots shall not be counted, that that 
would be mandatory, and therefore the whole ballot would be a 
nullity. I know he will admit that, because he is too good a 
lawyer to destroy his reputation, and to rank only as a constable, 
which he would do by contending otherwise. [Laughter.] Then 
I maintain that this statute does more than ‘that, or at any rate 
it comes fully up to that high standard which rests in the mind of 
my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy]. What does it say? 

Shall not be used. 

Well, what is meant by the word “use?” Webster says it 
means to employ. When apptied to a ballot, what does it mean? 
It means to be put into the co and counted. In other words, the 
performance of the function which the ballot is intended to per- 
form, and every part thereof, is a use So, here we have 
the words— 

Shall not be used. 


A term large enough to embrace the words— 
- Shall not be counted. 


If you have one term which is bigger than another, does not the 
greater always include the less? And yet gentlemen have been 
unable to see that. If they could have seen it, they would have 
been all right. But somehow or vther they failed to see it. It 
may possibly be my bluntness, my stupidity, but I do not think 
it is in this case, upofl an examination of it. So, Mr. er, it 
turns out that this statute is mandatory, and it being admitted in 
the report of the majority of the committee that the proceeding 
was contrary to law and that it was founded in fraud how can 
we possibly escape the conclusion that it is void—a void ballot? 

Let me illustrate further. The old statute provided that the 
vote should be taken by viva voce at all elections. Now, suppose 


instead of holding this election by ballot it had been held by a 
viva voce vote. ould any lawyer contend that it would have 
been valid? The authorities all say it would have been void, utter] 
void. Suppose, on the other hand, the tickets that were voted had 
been printed upon leather instead 7 Would anybody con- 
tend they would have been valid? , no; they ‘ould! have been 
absolu void. Suppose the election had been held at a 
different from that stated in the statute. Does anybody claim it 
would have been valid? Certainlynot. It would have been abso- 
lutely void. Suppose it had been held the day after the election, 
or at a time different from that stated in the statute. Does any- 
body claim that it would have been valid? Certainly not. Why? 
Because the statute is mandatory as to all those things, and there- 
fore the election is an absolute nullity and is of no effect whatever. 


er oe further. We have finally a case from the 


State of North oble North Carolina, as it will always 
be when represented such fine, handsome men as my friend 
Mr. SETTLE and my talented and friend Brother Pearson 


[Laughter.] Yes, the judiciary of North Carolina is equal to that 
of any in the Union, not excepting even Massachusetts, and there 
is this decision from that State. 

Our statute says “‘ such ballots shall not be counted.” That i 
where it has a distinct mark upon it. The name of J. E. Boy 
was upon one, placed there, no doubt, for the purpose of being 
able to identify it, probably by someilliterate man; and when that 
vote came to be counted the officer threw it out as being a 
nullity. There was no fraud in connection with the ballot. 6 
ballot was exactly what it was intended to be, an entry made upon 
it. Itcould not have been for any other purpose. No fraud was 
—— And our supreme court that that ballot was a 
or and — it had no mas ph eege Sony the 
r . _ What is y; i t me w you. 
Where is that ‘‘ coon” now? (Great  cstenrwsang! 

What is this ae ere is a legal ballot. The gentle- 
man from New York . DANIELS] admits in his report that this 
7 = _— — ell, ee if the pencil — with the name 

“e. yd,” on @ ballot, —— tothe express e 
of the statute, destroys it in N i ; 
be the effect if we find a ‘‘coon” on it? [Laughter. 
of the House, this man was actually cheated out of his votes, and 
I think I could establish it beyond controv if my time would 
allow me. Why,it was contended bythe ger: from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. DINSMORE] that there is no evidence hereas to how many 
votes were lost. It is admitted in the majority report that there 
were 79. Let us see. 

The contestant in this case made gains in that election in al! of 
these counties: Breathitt, 153; Elliott, 190; Estill,208; Floyd, 460; 
Johnson, 250; Knott, 162; Lee, 116; Magoffin, 204; Martin, 103; 
Menifee, 62; Montgomery, 257; Morgan, 233; Pike, 445; Powell, 
97, and Wolfe, 215, being an 
one of those counties this 


ts F 
upon it. A clean ballot, a fair and honest vote, and it resulted 
in @ gain in each and every one of these counties. But when you 
come to the county where the ‘‘coon” performed his part, what 


is the result? 4 
The result was a of over 700. Does it look likely that he 
would lose 700, or a little over, when he had gained in each of the 
other counties? But the contestant none there. How was 
it? The same cause that operated in the othér twelve counties 
would operate here. What wasit? The “coon” played his part 
in Clark County, and did not in the other counties. sed 
the change? A county presided over by the same God, watere1 
streams, moistened by the same dew, fully educatea 
of manhood—a _ 
grand type—because I be 
lieve if there isa State thax has a distinct type of people it isthe 


Kentucky type—and yet there was a change. roduced 
ub dine, ond that fo Was Geteanienel the blican ty? 
What cause operated? Nothing in the world ’ 

majority of the committee; 
and here is the result. [Applause.] 


y, the Dem- 
ocratic party was represented -by a splendid game rooster, the 
game cock. does he represent? — ; and cour- 
age is the hi uality of the soul. It is true he has not got 
much sense, but in respect he does not lose much in the Dem- 
ocratic camp. [Great laughter.] He does represent the courage 
of the lion, no question about that; and our Democratic brethren 


went to battle under that emblem. 
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it is the contestee. ughter.} They marched 
proudly to the ballot under that cullen Saiek cour- 
ae courage, which is the highest quality of the soul, to 
wit, 
How did the i in these other counties do? They 
marched under the eagle. What does the eagle represent? He 
ts not only and patriotism, but he is the a 
losopher in the world. fLaughter.] Did you ever think of that? 
Bacon says that the eagle would never die at all but fora 
wise provision of Congress [laughter]—I do not mean Congress, 
but by a v the tongue I a ee being the next thing 
to what I mean. ([Laughter.] Bacon says the eagle 
never would die at all but for ». wise vision of ighty 
that when age comes upon him his bill crosses, and so he di 
The eagle has learned somehow or other that atmospheric pressure 
makes war upon. his vitality, and therefore, unlike the gamecock, 
that knows nothing but to fight, he soars above the atmospheric 
elements that make war upon bis life, and he would live eternally 
but for the edict of the Almighty providing for the crossing of 


his bill. 

Mr. STEW ART of New Jersey. Is not that frequently the fate 
of a Co ional “‘ bill” also? [Laughter. | 

Mr. EY. Ido not know about that. Under that proud 
emblem of the eaglethe Republican marched, and it marched 
victoriously wherever it had the e for its emblem 
with the miserable, thieving coon. [Laughter.| The gamecock 


was an inspiration to ev , as the philosophic king 
of birds was See What about the coon? What 
does he represent? isa miserable, ing rascal. [Laughter.] 


He never would have been selected by any party as an emblem. 
You could not have insulted our Democratic brethren more than 
to propose to place a coon at the head of their ticket. Why? Be- 
cause it would necessarily affect the cause that they advocated. 
A coon at the head of your ticket would give just about as much 
imspiration to the voter as if you put a wet dog around the neck 
of a man and sent him up to vote. [Laughter.| The coon repre- 
sents everything His greatest power is to climb and 
rob the nests of the ofthe heavens. He loves to feed on 
frogsandlizards. Thatis hishighest officeinthe world. [Laugh- 
ter.}| Yet he was placed on that ticket as an emblem; he was 
placed there illegally; he was placed there as the result of a con- 
spiracy through the use of money, and he was placed there in such 
a way—we have it on the authority of the a, rt in this 
case—as to constitute a ‘‘ transparentfrand.” Is this House ready 
to sustain that fraud? — of “* Not”] 

I do not think it ought to get one vote in this House. I believe 
that the contestee himself, in the majesty of that glorious form 
which God has endowed him with, would reflect such honor upon 
himself and his children to come, five hundred years from now, as 
would not be earned a other act he ever ormed, by rising 
up here and saying: ‘‘ Gentlemen, I will not ——— under 

ing which the ——S of omens stamped as 


ere the hammer fell. 
. LINNEY. Give me two minutes more. 
Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
from North Carolina have his time extended five 


== 


minutes. 
Je ee eenteeem ane S wanes 
Mr. LINNEY. Now, emen, I think the 
8 i tion of the authorities that this bal- 


an 
lot is absolutely void. If the ballot is void, then Clark County 
goes out, because that ballot was used there in every , and 
the result is that the contestant is elected. Nobod ates that. 
On the other hand, even if it should be held by this that this 
absolute nullity, still, by reason of the fact that 
eS ee 
pose of the statute—which is founded the constitu pro- 
vision of secrecy and in that point of becomes mandatory— 
ee ae , 
But, gentlemen, am both these legal 
then, coming to the merits of SS ae tater 
stances, when we take into consideration the result of 
the vote in the adjoining counties, make the inference irresistible 
Seas crepes Se Sih cate ee see of ree 
reason of this ‘ fraud , if added to the votes 
1 have entitled him to the seat. 


a ee aaa quietly, and smit- 
ing fth rib, will rank as an act of robust 
Christian courage in comparison with this transparent frand. 
Now, gentlemen, one otheridea. [thas been said that these con- 
cases are important. They are, indeed. There is 
no question about that. That was a grand sentiment which was 


_ 


: 


ness in the human soul and the price of haman liberty. To quote 
him more accurately, he said: ‘‘ As eternal vigilance is the price 
of all that stands for righteousness in the human soul, so eternal 
vigilance is the price of human liberty.” Why, sirs, in these con- 
tested-election cases every righteous decision adds an additional 
safeguard, an additional sentinel, around the citadel of our liber- 
ties. If.a stronger sentinel should be placed at any one point 
more than another, he should be placed, with glittering bayo- 
= = shining sword, at the weakest gate of the temple of our 
es. 

Frauds in election constitute the weakest gate. Frauds in elec- 
tions constitute the enemy’s most deadly weapon. Let me ask 
this House, in view of the frequency of frauds in elections, to join 
in placing a sentinel at that gate of the citadel, and thereby 
stre the foundations upon which our Republic rests. Our 
friends on the other side talk beautifully about this innocent fraud; 
but recollect that words have been denominated the ‘‘ daughters 
of earth "—they may be treacherous; while good deeds have been 
denominated ‘*crowned sons of the heavens,” and the good 
deeds that are brought into play in the vindication of the purity 
of the ballot. box should have and will have a double coronation at 
the hands of this House. [Prolonged applause. } 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, my colleague from Massachusetts 
[ Mr. WALKER] has asked to be permitted to occupy five minutes 
upon this case. As he proposes to address the House on the other 
side of this question from that which I shall sustain, I ask unani- 
mous consent that he be allowed the privilege of presenting his 
views for the time I have specified without taking it out of the 
time allowed on this side. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, it will be re- 
membered that in the case of Yost vs. Tucker the House decided 
in favor of Mr. TUCKER, the sitting member, because the letter of 
the law supported his claim to the seat and was followed in settling 
the election in question, as on the face of the returns Mr. TUCKER 
waselected. Iam surprised that that rule is reversed, confessedly 
so, by the report of & majority of the Committee on Elections in 
this case. Let me ask, ts d be the action of the House in 
a case of this kind? 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that that action should be such as to 
secure the lawfully expressed will of the voters in the election; 
our action should not encourage the violation of the law by mak- 
ing the perpetration of a fraud successful. If the law is violated 
i ewes even then the election is invalidated. But when it is 
violated deliberately and for the deliberate p of perpetrat- 
ing a fraud, then the House can not too emphatically condemn 
the fraud, and certainly it should never permit deliberate violation 
of law to be successful. 

What are the facts in this case? This political party or indi- 
vidual should not by any means be allowed to profit by its own 
fraud. This fraud was committed in the interest of a party, and 
deliberately in theinterest of thatparty. They violated— 
and they violated successfully—the law in not printing the ballots 
properly, as prescribed by the law, and again in not distributing 
the ballots for the contestant properly and as the law directed. 
The question of the extent of the d tion, it is said, is susceptible 
of proof. I think that ‘‘it is susceptible to proof,” and that it has 
been clearly proven, and against the sitting member. Now, what 
is the rroof? It is because of this fraud that this contestant was 
not elected on the face of the returns and is not now in his seat. 
Why do I say that? It is shown that in 1895 there were over 1.3 
per cent more votes cast in the district than in 1804. In 1895 there 
were more than 5 per cent more votes cast in that particular 
county than were returned in 1894 in that. county. Im 1591 there 
were over 7 per cent more votes cast than were reported in 1894 in 
that county. In 1894 the Republican gain in the whole district 
was over 30 per cent, and yet the Republican candidate is claimed 
to have been defeated by an ite vote in this one county. In 
1894 the Republican vote in this county was 12 per cent less than 
in the oe of 1891 and 1895, if the official returns are to be 
accepted. 


Now, I ask, does not this show conclusively that something pre- 
vented the honest voters of the Republican party in that district 
from casting their ballots? Is there the slightest evidence, on the 
contrary, that the voters desiring to vote for the sitting member 
failed to have an opportunity or failed to cast their votes? The 
evidence seems to be conclusive that the voters failing to cast their 
ballots were all Republicans. Is it not a remarkable fact that 
only Republicans refused to vote if the raccoon ballot was not the 
cause? The law of Kentucky does not disfranchise illiterate 
voters; and yet it is clear that these voters and many others were 
disfranchised 
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Further than that, Mr. Speaker, I repeat, that in 1894 the Re- 
publicans cast in that district a vote which showed a gain of 30 
per cent, while this county showed the reverse. From this evi- 
dence it seems to be conclusive not only that the law was violated, 
but that it was viglated ee and for the purpose of per- 
petrating a fraud, and in the third Pp ace, that this frand was made 
successful in giving to the defeated party a majority, and tempo- 
rarily at least seating him in this House. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

{r. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I yield the remainder of my time 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy}. 

Mr. MOODY. How much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has forty minutes. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I believe the task I am now about 
to perform is a most ungracious One. I realize when I look about 
the House, and especially in the faces of those who sit on this 
side of the Chamber, that gentlemen have already made up their 
minds on this question. They have made up their minds, too, 
without hearing the other side of the case. They have made up 
their minds without giving consideration to the views of the 
majority of the committee which they have appointed for the con- 
sideration of the question. 

I had no desire or purpose to speak to this question. I did not 
make this report. It was made by the distinguished and able 
chairman of the committee, the gentleman from New York, Judge 
DANIELS, but I joined in it. I did so as the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CooKE] joined in it and as the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. LEONARD] joined in it; and it represents the result of 
thelabors of the majority of the Republican members of the com- 
mittee. I find no fault iP the House sees fit not to accept it. Yet 
I want gentlemen to consider the position that members of the 
committee are in. You impose upon the committee the hardshi 
of going through these big volumes of testimony on contested- 
election cases, and then gentlemen come into the House here, take 
into consideration one aspect of the evidence and one only; and 
then make up their minds and shut their ears to the other side. 

I tell you, sir, that there are some things in the case that have 
not yet been alluded to by any gentleman who has spoken upon 
the floor, and to which I wish now to attract the attention of this 
body for afew moments, I joined in that report. I have heard 
the able argument of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Royse], 
and it isan argument the ability and force of which can not be 
denied. I have heard the forceful s h of the gentleman from 
North Carolina ys LINNEY], who always fortifies his arguments 
by the wit which is peculiar to himself, and which no one enjoys 
more than myself. 

Facts do not make very much difference to him. If there are 
not any facts at his command, he goes around and picks up any 
facts that he finds lying around loose. I do notaccuse the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. LinnEy] of misrepresenting uny- 
thing to the House, but he reminds me of the old story of the 
negro who was charged with stealing wood. Some friend of his 
said, ‘‘ Why, no: he would not steal wood. Heis nota thief; but 
when he sees a wood pile in the night, it is his wood pile.” And 
when the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY] sees any 
facts lying loose which are necessary to the symmetry of his argu- 
ment, Le adopts them, and they are his facts. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it must be sufficiently clear what the precise 
qriéstion in this case is. The question is whether we shall throw 
out 3,411 votes that were honestly cast by the men who voted the 
only ballot which they could obtain and seat the Republican can- 
didate by so doing. It is agreed that if you do throw out the vote 
of Clark County the Republican would be seated. It is agreed, 
on the other hand, that he can be seated in no other way. You 
can make no computation, you can take no view of this evidence 
which will warrant the seating of Mr. Hopkins, except by dis- 
franchising those 3,411 voters. 

Mr. LEWIS. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Moopy] yield for a question? 

Mr. MOODY. Yes; for a question, but not for an argument. 

Mr. LEWIS. Did you not, in the case of Rinaker vs. Down- 
ing, oppose the report of the majority of the committee and vote 
against it? 

Mr. MOODY. Yes; I op d the report of the majority of the 
committee, and I aes bringing a majority of the House 
around to my view, and that is my sin, which has been held up 
against me ever since. But I want to say to the gentleman from 

entucky [Mr. Lewis] that ah pare wg from Illinois [Mr. 
RINAKER] is now present, and I will ask the gentleman from Iili- 
nois [Mr. RinakeEr] if he did not come to me at the end of the 
contest, when by my voice at last he was finally seated upon this 
floor, and say that he believed that I had acted with the purpose 
te procure honest justice to him. If he did not say that after it 
was all over, he can contradict me now. 

I say that the disfranchisement of this county is the only way in 
which that result can be brought about. Gentlemen of the House 





are aware of the position of the committee. We all agree that 
that ticket which was placed on the official ballot was wrongfully 
hag there. I can not add a word to what was said so cogently 
y the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Roysr]. The eagle ticket 
—_ not to have been on the ballot. It wasa wrongful ticket, 
and we all agree on that. The question is, What is the resnit 
which ought properly to follow from that wrong on the part of the 
county clerk? 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. MOODY. Certainly. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Was there any other ballot used in Clark 
County but that one? 
Mr, MOODY. Oh,no. That was the only ballot that any voter 
could use. It has been said by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, 
Royse] that the people who voted that ballot knew that they were 
voting an illegal ballot. They did not. They had not the know]l- 
edge which the House now has in reference to the placing of that 
ticket upon the ballot. They voted the only ballot that they could 
vote, and there was nothing in the world to put them on their 
— and to make them believe that they were voting an illegal 
ot. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. That is exactly the point that I want to 
ask the gentleman a question about. Now, if that be true, if the 
legislature phe igri the form of ballot to be used, and another 
form is used with the intent to defraud, what remedy is there for 
aa ~~ that except to treat that vote and that election as a 
nullity : 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, the rest of the time which I shall 
occupy will be in an attempt to answer the question of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. It may not be successful¢but it will be an 
attempt made in good faith, and there will be no = on my 
part to evade a fair consideration of any aspect which this case 
presents. 

Now, the minority of the committee ask you to throw out the 
vote of Clark County on two grounds: s'irst, on the ground that 
the whole ballot was absolutely void, that it ought not to be 
counted; second, upon the ground that it was a fraud, and had 
such an effect upon the election that we can not trust to the returns 
as a true representation of the will of the people. 

These two grounds, in order to be intelligently considered, must 
be treated separately and distinctly. They are utterly distinct, 
and I address myself first to the that that ballot is an abso- 
lutely void ballot and can not be counted for anybody. 

The law of Kentucky, which has been quoted so many times 
before the House, is this. It will take but a moment to read it. 
There is but a line to read. It provides that the voting— 

Shall be by secret official ballot, printed and distributed as hereinafter pro- 
vided, and no other ballot shall be used. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Linney] that the words— 

No other ballot shall be used— 

Are equivalent to the words-— 

No other ballot shall be counted. 


And if this is not, within the meaning of that law, an official 
ballot, then the contention of the minority is correct, and Mr. 
Hopkins is entitled to a seat upon this floor. 

ut the majority of this committee, having given that subject 
all the attention which they could, have come to the conclusion 
that the meaning of the law is to prohibit all ballots except those 
furnished at the public expense as the official ballot; to prohibit 
a ballot written out by the voter himself; to prohibit a ballot 
which is furnished by the organizations of the party; because 
anciently in ar the votes in Congressional elections were 
by ballot printed by the party. a 

On the other hand, the minority of the committee say that i 
the official ballot in any degree, no matter how small, departs 
from the requirements of the statute that it invalidates the whole 
ballot, so that it becomes no longer an official ballot, and a vote that 
is uttered by it can not be counted anywhere; and the question 
before this House is, Which is right? Now, I say to the House, 
and I say it believing it to be true, that there is no authority any- 
where that can be produced to sustain the contention of the minor- 
ity, be it either in the House of tatives or in the courts, 
I propose briefly to allude, and only briefly, to one or two author- 
ities. 

Mr. COLSON. Will the gentleman allow me one question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HEPBURN). Does the gentle- 
man yield to the gentleman from Ken ? 

Mr. MOODY. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. COLSON. The gentleman states that the statute of Ken- 
tucky requires that this secret official ballot “shall be printed as 
hereinafter provided.” 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. COLSON. Let me ask the gentleman if that ballot was 
printed as the statute provided? 
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Mr. MOODY. It was not, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. COLSON. Then the gentleman ae his whole case away. 


Mr. MOODY. Mr. —e if this House desires to consider 
this question intelli y it will not be governed by mere verbal 
quibbles of this kind. Let me refer to the Montana case, that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Royse] referred to. It was this 
case, and this only: The statutes of Montana provide a certain 
way in which a candidate must be nominated in order to be put 
on the Australian ballot. A man was nominated without | ty, 
in a manner entirely outside of tht law. His name was put upon 
the ballot. He had a majority of the votes; but the oe court 
of the Territory of Montana declared that, not being legally upon 
the ballot, he could not hold the office to which he was e 

In one word, that the ballot was void as to no other candidate 
upon the ticket. In one word, that it was not void because it was 
not an official ballot, but simply that a man who had been unlaw- 
fully nominated and wrongfully put upon the ticket could not 
obtain an election thereby; and the tleman from Montana 
[Mr. Hartman], who is familiar with case, nods assent to my 
construction of it. 

As to the case from North Carolina mentioned by our genial 
friend Judge Linney. I wish I could return to him all the com- 

liments he gave to me. Mr. Speaker, it is in my heart to do it, 
but words fail me. I have not words enough to do justice to the 

entleman from North Carolina, and can only do it in esteem. 

he North Carolina case, the gentleman hi f concedes, has no 
relation to the case under consideration in the House, because the 
case in North Carolina was one where a man marked the ticket so 
that it would be known. It was © caepomany in the statute of North 
Carolina in so many words that if a man did that thing his ballot 
should not be counted, and that is all that the court in North 
Carolina said. It said that and nothing more. 

Now, then, the case in New York to which the gentleman from 
Illinois alluded. It was this case: The law of 1890 gave a Repub- 
lican ticket, a Democratic ticket, and any party ticket in separate 
sheets, not on a blanket ballot. The Republicans had a ticket 
marked and numbered wrongfully; the number of one election 
precinct went to another election precinct, and vice versa; so the 
effect of it was that whenever a Republican stepped up to the 
polls it would be seen exactly how he was voting. The court of 
appeals of the State of New York held that a 
could not be counted. Why? Because it broke down the en- 
forced secrecy, which is the fundamental principle of the Austra- 
lian ballot; and because the statute in New York expressly said 
that no such ballot should be counted, in so many words. It was 
in direct violation of the terms of the statute, which says that a 
ballot wrongfully numbered must not be received, or, if received, 
afterwards counted. 

Now, Mr. § er, the only wey soe this subject is the 
authority to which the gentleman from New York ae DANIELS] 
alluded last evening. e latest word of the court of appeals in 
New York covers this case, and this case precisely. There is no 
question about it. If you decide this case against the contention 
of the jority, you decide it against the views of the court of 
appeals of New York. 

Mr. 8 ,1 am not speaking now about the effect of the 
frand. Notatall. That isaseparate question and I will consider 
it later. It makes no difference, as to the validity of the ballot, 
whether the device is there wron ly.or whether it is there 
fraudulently. The question is whether the presence of the eagle 
ticket u the ballot, and the transposition of the Republican 
device, all in violation of the statute law, renders the whole ballot 
void and disfranchises every man who votes it. I can not stop to 
read the whole of the opinion. The law of New York says that 
none but official ballots shall be counted. The court of — 
held that that language meant that none but a ballot which was 
provided by the public authorities at the public expense should be 
counted, and that although there were names upon the ticket 
which ought not to have been there, that fact of itself should not 
disfranc any honest voter who used the ballot in good faith. 

There is something in this case which I do not conceive to be a 
compliment either to the knowledge or the fair-mindedness of this 
House. That ticket went to an election. Upon it the whole of 
the county officers of this county were elec for a term of four 
years. The courts of Kentucky were open. I never heard that 
they were anything but pure courts. Every man who desired to 
contest the election of a successful candidate upon that ticket had 
the right to go to the courts, and he would have got his decision 
along while ago. The offices were valuable. The term of office 
is four years. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, if the contention of gentlemen is right, and 
that ballot is a mere piece of waste paper, then there is not a de- 
cision made by the county judge of Clark County that is within 
his jurisdiction, there is not a criminal prosecuted by the county 
attorney but who is prosecuted by a man holding his office unlaw- 
fully. The sheriff, the constable who serves the writ, the jailer 
who retains the prisoner, the assessor who assesses the taxes, each 


ot of that kind |. 
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of them has his right to act only upon the ground that he is a de 
facto officer. I say again, it is no compliment to the understand- 
ing of this House that gentlemen base their case upon an assertion 
which they dare not take into the sunlight of the courts in their 
ownState of Kentucky. Thatis all I care to say about that branch 
of the case. 

It is said, however, that this was a fraudulent ballot; that it had 
the effect not only of deceiving the people who voted the “eagle” 
ticket, but also of deterring a great many other Republicans from 
going to the polls. Now | am going to say methine which has 
not yet been said to this House by anybody. This argument is 

e,and it has found lodgment in the mind of nearly every- 
body who has heard it: ‘‘There was a great Republican gain in 
e other county of this Congressional district. In this county 
of Clark alone there was no gain, or no substantial gain, and how 
can it be that the Republican party should gain in every other 
county in the district and only hold its own here? What is the 
_ae = it? What can be the cause of it except this fraudulent 

ot ” 

Now, if I can not meet ae question, my cause ought not to 
prevail in this House. But I shall show you, Mr. Speaker, and 
show ti+ House, that there was a cause for it, and a good cause, 
and that it was not the existence of this fraudulent ballot. Let 
us see how this trouble started. 

Here is where the trouble began in Clark County. Here is the 
reason why the oe did not get the full Republican vote 
in that county; and, as I have said, nobody has yet alluded to it 
in this discussion: In April preceding this election the editor of 
the Winchester Sun, a leading Republican paper, who was him- 
self a candidate for Congress upon this very ticket, published an 
editorial which I will read. It is in relation to the negro vote: 

We hope we have made ourselves clearly understood upon this subject in 
the articles that have heretofore appeared. But to recapitulate. The negro 
vote as a dominant factor in the oa party arrays Southern majorities 
against that party, it makes no difference what its principles. The same 
influence makes pure local government impossible. Then, what course should 
Republicans pursue toward this vote? Cease to make special appeals to it. 
The great Republican party owes the colored vote of the South no debts. 
Do not attempt to organize it. Then colored men who are at heart Repub- 
licans will vote their sentiments, and those who are inclined to dritt can do so. 
The debt is all the other way, and the nomination of a negro to public office 
is not policy under present.conditions. It is not goed for the negro race, 
and offends the just sense of propriety in the South. 

That was addressed by a candidate for Congress to the people 
of that county, where three out of every five Republican voters 
were negroes, as appears on the contestant’s own showing. Why, 
Mr. Speaker, has the negro no eyes, no hands, no senses, no pas- 
sions? Is he not fed with the same food, is he not warmed by the 
same summer, as the white man? Do you suppose he could view 
with indifference that attack upon his race? Observe; it was not 
against the men; it was against their color. It would have made 
no difference whether the negro was such a wretch as was stran- 
gled here during the last session of Congress, or whether he was 
the great novelist Alexander Dumas. The declaration wasagainst 
the color of those who made up the body of the Republican vote 
in that county. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Did the contestant write that 
language? 

. MOODY. No; not this candidate, but one who was by his 
side on that ticket, a candidate for the unexpired term. Is it any 
wonder, I submit to the candor of this House, that the Repub- 
lican vote fell off in Clark County? The negroes were indignant. 
They expressed their indignation. They held a meeting. They 
appointed a committee to go to the Republican convention and ask 
that three, only three, of their number should be nominated to 
county offices. 

Mr. ROYSE. Let me ask the gentleman does not the proof in 
the case clearly show that the dissatisfaction of the colored men 
did not extend to the contestant at all, but that they were all 
friendly to him, and that they put his name in their petition and 
asked that he be nominated? 

Mr. MOODY. The gentleman anticipates what I was about to 
say. This wasacounty fight. It was nothing but a county fight. 
The negroes felt that their race had been insulted, and when they 
asked for fair representation upon the ticket they were turned 
away by that county convention with contempt and without a 
hearing. Is it any wonder, then, that there was disaffection in 
that county among the Republican voters? 

The negroes nominated their ticket. The story of that ticket 
has been fully explained, and clearly explained to the House. I 
am not going intoit again. It isnot necessary. It received 79 
votes throughout the whole county of Clark, and no more. We 
opener to rectify any possible wrong done to the Republican can- 

idate by adding to the 1,479 votes which he got on the other ticket 
the 79 that were cast for this ‘‘ eagle ticket.” But our friends go 
further, and say it had such effect that we can not measure the 
result of the fraud, and therefore must throw out the whele vote. 
If that be true—if it had such an effect—I say again that the 


Republican contestant ought to have the seat as a result of his 


contest. 
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But, Mr. Speaker, what are the facts? Itis not true. Thatis 
the answer toit. It is measured in the evidence taken by thecon- 
testant himself. 

I wish to call your attention to the minority report fora momen 
to some language which, if it be true, authorizes the seating 
the contestant. If I thought it were true, I would vote to doso 
myself, and | would not have joined in the report which the gen- 
tleman from New York has made. But let us see whether it is 
true or not. It says—I allude now to the minority report: 


The evidence shows that the character of this ballot was diseovered by the 
Republicans soon after the polls opened on the morning of the election. 


That is true. 

This naws spread rapidly, and caused great consternation among the Repub 
lican voters. They were astounded, bewildered, and indignant. 

Mr. Speaker, without the risk of contradiction,I say now that 
in the original record of this case, eliminating the additional tes- 
timony, there is not a word to sustain that statement, and if I 
am wrong I invite contradiction now. 

I do not get it. Ican not get it, because there is nothing in the 
record which would warrant a contradiction. 

Mr. BRUMM. If the gentleman will permit me, I understand 
him to say that this is in the additional evidence presented in the 


case. 

Mr. MOODY. Iam coming to that presently. I will show the 
. only evidence to sustain any such statement. That statement of 

the minority of the committee in this report is imagination, and 
nothing else. It rests on no surer foundation than the mere asser- 
tion of counsel. 

But let us go further. 

Mr. ROYSE. Ifthe een will permit me—— 

Mr. MOODY. I would prefer, with the gentleman’s consent, 
not to be interrupted now. I have but avery few moments. I 
would certainly yield, however, if thepoint the gentleman desires 
to make is very material. 

Mr. ROYSE. I will not interrupt my friend from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. MOODY. I read further from this report: 

Party leaders advised them to go home and not to vote at all. 

Mr. Speaker, outside of the additional testimony, there is not a 
word of evidence to justify that assertion. One man, they say, 
says he gave advice privately to 12 or 15 and publicly to 75 or 100 
voters “not to vote.” Now, that is not true. There is no testi- 
mony in the record that warrants it in any possible d what- 
ever. The only testimony in the record, and I will attention 
to and read it now, is the testimony of one Bohen, who says—I 
read from the testimony: 

Q. 5. Were you asked by voters to give information to voters of that voti 


ting 

precinct as to how to vote for N. T. Hopkins, Republican candidate for Con- 
gress? If so, what direction did you give them? . 

A. Yes; and believing “the eagle about to fly * was thedevice under which 

the name of N. T. H was I instructed them to mark their bal- 

lots under “ the eagle about to 


Q. 6. What led you to beiieve that his name would be under the device of 
the “eagle about to fly?” 


A. That was the device adopted ae ae Republican Con mal conven- 
tion which nominated him, and had n heretofore used by the Republican 
party throughout the State, district, and county. 

Q. ¥. About how many voters did you so advise? 

A. Privately, I advised 12 or 15; publicly, about 75 or 100. 

There is no word of testimony there as to advising voters not 
to vote. What he did advise them was to vote under the emblem 
of the eagle. Yet the minority in their t state to the House 
that one man advised the voters, 75 or 100 of them, to go home and 
not vote at all. He says he gave this advice to 75 or 100 voters, 
but there is not a word of testimony to show that it was advice not 
to vote at all. Therefore there is a misrepresentation of the 
testimony. The advice was to vote under the eagle, and if any- 
body was misled by that advice we have corrected the — 

iving every vote cast under that ticket to the Republican candi- 

te. The evidencéshows, in fact, that in the very precinct where 

that advice was given the eagle ticket did not receivea single vote. 
So it did not mislead anybody. e 

Now, what is the evidence upon which it is asserted that people 
were repelled from the polls by this ticket? There is not a word 
of it in therecord. The minority go on to say in their views: 

It is undisputed that large numbers of Republicans did leave the pollsand 
refuse to vote. 

That is not true. It is not sustained by the evidence in any 
m Why, Mr Speak hat is the evid this subject? I 
y, Mr. 5 er, what is the evidence upon this subj 
can only be very brief about it. In the first place, there is the 
evidence of one Hatton, who says that the effect of this ballot was 


‘*to disorganize the Republican force and cause a great many 
voters ””—to do what? 

To ignorantly vote the straight Republican ticket— 
which was this illegal ticket, and that thereby—that is, by caus- 
ing them to vote the straight Republican ticket—thereby, he says, 
the Republicans lost three or four hundred votes, not y ee ee 
licans staying away from the polls, no such language, but by thei 


‘“‘ignorantly voting” this illegal ticket; and we have corrected 
every result which possibly could flow from that. 

Thatisall that that witnesssays. Ihave read for youall that the 
witness Bowen says. There is one man who testifies that in point 
of fact by mistake 0 ee eee There is another 
witness called, and I call the attention of the House to his state- 
ment. Mr. K. J. Hampton, who was a member of the State cen- 
tral committee, who was the chairman of the Republican district 
committee, was called as a witness. He has been here this win- 
ter, and he was here last winter. He is evidently an intelligent, 
aoe ‘“" upright the polle all Tay — by the contestant in 

is case. e was at the 29 oes wt i 
election, and in his testimony he o's said one w ios e 
— Republican being from the polls by this ticket. 

pon cross-examination he says in y to a question that was 
put to him that he could not name a Republican in Win- 
chester precinct who did notvote. I believe that was the testimony 
of every witness who was called originally to prove this t ex- 
odus of Republicans on account of the fan reason that has been 
iven here forit. It failed. It isnot true, and the result is shown 

y the agreement which was entered into by the — in this 
case, Which I want toread. It isfound on page 60 of the record in 
thiscase. When thecontestant found that he had not proved that 
a single Republican was eer the polls by this ticket, that 
he had absolutely failed to do so, and had shown that the only way 
in which the ticket did harm was ae men ignorantly to vote 
the eagle ballot, he entered into agreement: 


That all the Republican voters in Clark County who attended the elect: 
and who desired to vote were tur made tres opportunity to doen 
and that their votes were counted and certified as cast. 


That was the agreement that was entered into by the ies, 
It is said that it is not binding ss True, it is not ing 
upon us, but it is ive ce. Who knew better than 
the contestant and his counsel whether there had been any Repub- 
lican votes lost by the existence of that ticket? 

Mr. Lee) how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has seven min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. COLSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MOODY. I know my friend from Kentucky will pardon 
me. He knows that I have only seven minutes remaining, and 


that I am arguing against the views of this side of the House. 
He ought to reco; 


ize my meena pm not take a 
The SPEA ro tem \ gentleman es to yield, 
Mr. MOODY. Now, it is said that the vote in this county at 


other times shows that this was an abnormal election. It shows 
nothing of the kind. In the year 1894, in this election, giving the 
contestant the 79 votes which we give hini, he carried county 


by 277. The next year Governor Br was beaten in the county 
by 263. The same conditions were , same dissatis- 
faction, perhaps a little lessened in its I . existed among 


the voters, and yet ; 
Mr. , another test which shows that the correction which 
the majority make shows that we do full justice to this contestant 


and that we are not obliged to go any further. The same Mr. 


to whom I referred on this su t. Whocould 
know better than he what the blican vote of this county was? 
He testifies in the record, and not attempt to correct it, 
that the full Republican vote was 1,600, and the brief of the coun- 


sel for the contestant shows, on page 13, that he accepted 1,600 as 
the full Republican vote, and he so stated in his brief. 

these 79 votes to those which Hi 

the election officers, we come 


turned away from the they knew it, and it could be 

by their testimony and by the of other people. e gave 
the ty to take that and he came back with his 

so-called additional testimon how little itamounts to. He 


testimon this subject, and this testimony alone; and I am 
going 0 reek 6 aR, because it is in a question or two. A man by 


the name of Perry was called as a witness, and he was chairman 
of the Republican committee in Winchester, and he said that when 
he came to find out what this ticket was, he advised the Repub- 
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the right to put his own opinion and his own judgment into the 
case, and this was his answer: 

Q. I will ask you now to give your honest judgment as to whether 

advice to the blicans 
=. ote lathe dee of > phat sasuning last the ceusastens, he 

That was put to him, an adverse witness, by the counsel for the 
sitting member, and he said in reply: 

I do not know whether my advice to the Republicans lost any votes for 
Hopkins or not. 

Although the man is right on the spot and could tell, he-could 
not answer the question which the contestant now asks you to 
answer in his favor affirmatively. Now, thatisall. What is the 
excuse that we are given for the absence of testimony? Every- 
body knows that if ublicans did not vote it could ee ‘ 
and proved easily. The House had extended the time for this con- 
testant for the mere purposes of allowing him to prove it. He 
comes back without any proof whatever, and the excuse presented 
to the House is that the court of appeals of Kentucky has decided 
that a man can not be compelled to state-— 

Mr. COLSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


uestion? 
. Mr. MOODY. Do not interrupt me in the middle of a sentence. 
The court of appeals of Kentucky has decided that a man can not 
be compelled to tell how he voted; and therefore, for that reason, 
it was impossible to compel a witness to testify that he did not 
vote and why he did not vote. 

Mr. COLSON. Now will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MOODY. One ro sentence, and I will. The excuse 

resented was an insult to the intelligence of the committee. Now 
yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. COLSON. Does the gentleman not know that the testi- 
mony shows that 40 Republican votes in one precinct were not 
cast in that election? 

Mr. MOODY. I am very much obliged to the gentleman for 
his question. There were 40 Republican votes not returned in one 
of those precincts; and that is a precinct which had a majority of 
these ‘‘eagle” tickets in it; and we added these ‘‘ eagle” tickets to 
the vote of the Republican party. It was the precinct where one 
of the colored men lived. He was upon this ticket; and that is 
the reason why the ticket fell behind. 

It is said that Republicans refrained from voting on account of 
the fraudulent ticket. An ponte Bape iven the contestant 
to present evidence before the commi and before the House of 
the fact that voters had refrained from voting, and when he comes 
back to us he does so without any proof. 

Mr. COLSON. Does not the gentleman know that 700—— 

Mr. MOODY. Why, Mr. Speaker, am I making this speech or 
the gentleman from Kentucky? 4 

r. COLSON. Does not the gentleman know that 700 Repub- 
lican votes were not cast? 

Mr. MOODY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have but few words more 
to say upon this question. I have gone over it hastily. I have 
gone over it imperfectly, with hostile faces all around me. I will 
not descend to lobby a report in which I join through this House. 
If I have ae to say on it I will say it upon the floor, upon 
a ity as a member of the House and of the committee. 

e SP. . The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOODY. Will the House allow me a few more minutes? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I ask that the gentleman be al- 
lowed ten minutes more. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Unanimous consent is asked that 
the time of the gentleman from Massachusetts be extended ten 
minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARDY. I object. 

Several Mempers. The other side had ten minutes. 

Mr. LEWIS. I hope the gentleman will be yielded the cour- 
tesy of five minutes. Let him have five minutes more to con- 
clude his remarks. 

Mr. MOODY. I hope gentlemen will accord me that % 

Mr. PEARSON, I think there must be some mistake about the 
objection. 

Mr. HARDY. I wichdraw the objection; but I believe that 
— has slobbered over enough in this House. [Cries 
oO! o ! 

The 


KER. The objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I should have preferred that the 
gentleman would have persisted in his objection rather than to 
have yielded to me and accompanied that yielding by an insult to 
the State which I have the.honor in part to represent. [Great 

I have no apology, Mr. Speaker, to make for my State, 
nor to make for myself, for any vote which I have cast or any 
voice that I have uttered upon this floor. What I have done has 
been done simply because I believe that the duty which this House 
itself imposed upon me compels me not only to come to a conclu- 
sion which I e to be the true one, but to support it by argu- 


ment in the Honse. 


only ratify 
were not fit to hold office; that no matter how good they were, a 
just sense of propriety would confine their political activities te 
voting for white men—you not only ratify that insult, but you 
declare that the negro in Kentucky is so debased and Gunnatiel so 
lost to all self-respect, that he had not even the courage to resent 
it. Mr. Speaker, I submit the case to the sober consideration of 
the House. [Prolonged applause. } 
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There is but one word more I want to say, and it is this- Mr. 
Kendall, the sitting member, is not guilty of any of the misuoings 
that have been shown. Theevidence is that it was a merecounty 
trick. It was not directed against Mr. Hopkins; it was not engi- 
neered by Mr. Kendall, and the evidence shows that Mr. Kendall 
and this county clerk did not even know each other by sight. If 
the construction of the law and the preservation of the purity of 
elections require that the sitting member should suffer for the 
wrongdoing of another, so be it. It will not be the first time that 
that result been brought about. But, gentlemen, when you 
are asked to inflict upon a man who is guiltless the consequences 





of the misdoings of another, when you are asked to disfranchise 
8,411 honest citizens who voted accordin 
call upon you in the name of fairness to hesitate, whatever your 
opinions may have been up to the present time. 


to their convictions, I 


You can do this thing. You probably will doit. You can do 


it by the power of numbers; but if there ever was a case that was 
clear to a man who has examined the whole evidence, this is the 
case. If you do this you run on the one hand against the deci- 
sions of the court of appeals of the State of New York, and you 
run on the other hand against the law and the evidence and the 
agreement of the parties, and, as the gentleman from South Caro- 


lina [Mr. MuRRAY] now stands before me, let me say that you 


ratify the insult which was put upon his race by a man whose 


name was upon this ticket as a candidate for Congress. You not 
insult—an insult which asserted that the negroes 


Mr. DANI . Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question 


on the resolutions. 


The previous question was ordered. 
The PEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HEPBURN). The Clerk will 


read the resolutions reported by the majority of the committee. 


The resolutions were read, as follows: 
Resolved, That N. T. Hopkins was not elected a Representative to the Fifty- 


fourth Co: from the Tenth Congressional district of the State of Ken- 


tucky, and is not entitled to the seat. 
Resolved, That Joseph M. Kendall was duly elected a Representative to the 


Bifty-fourth Congress from the Tenth Congressional district of the State of 


Kentucky, and is entitled to the seat. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the 
substitute P by the minority. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Joseph M. Kendall was not elected a member of the Fifty. 
fourth Con; from the Tenth Congressional district of the State of Ken- 
tucky, and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

wed, That N. T. Hopkins was elected a member of the Fifty-fourth 
Cc from the Tenth Congressional district in the State of Kentucky, 
and is entitied to a seat therein. 


L. W. ROYSE. 
R. Z. LINNEY. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the substitute res- 
olutions, the Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed 
to have it. 

Several members called for a division. 

Mr. EVANS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The = and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MOODY. r. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Royse] if, for the convenience of both sides of the 
House, he will not agree that the vote upon the pending roll call 
shall be final, so that members when they vote on this call may go 
home if they desire, and that the remainder of the proceedings, if 
any, may be taken without a further vote? 

r. ROYSE. I consent to that. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 197, nays 91, 

present 1, not voting 66; as follows: 





YEAS—197. 
Acheson, Bingham, Connolly, Foote, 
Aitken, Bishop, Cook, Wis. Foss, 

, 2. B Blue, Cooper, Wis. Fowler, 
Aldrich, W. F. Boutelle, Cousins, Gamble, 
Aldrich, IL. wers, Crowther, Gardner, 
Anderson, Brewster Crump, Gibson, 

rews, Curtis, lowa Gillet, N. Y. 
Apsley, Bromwell, Daizell Graff, 
Arnold, R.L Brosius, Danford Griffin, 
Atwood, Brumm De Witt. Griswola, 
Avery, Bull, Doliiver, Grosvenor, 
Ba’ . Burrell, Doolittle, Grout, 
Baker, N. H. Burton, Mo. Dovener, Grow, 
Barham, Calderhead, Draper, Hager, 
Barney, Cannon, Eddy, Halterman, 
Barre Chickering, Ellis, Hanly, 
Bartholdt, Clark, lowa Evans, Hardy, 
Beach, Clark, Mo. Faris, Hartman, 
Belknap, Codding, Fischer, Hatch, 
Benuset Colson, Pletcher, Heatwole, 
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Heiner, Pa. 
Hemenway, 
Henderson, 
Henry, Ind. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 
Hiil, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Howe, 
Howell, 
Hubbard, 
Huff, 
Hulick, 
Hull, 
Hunter, 
Hurley, 
Mahany, 

M 


arsh. 
McCall, Tenn. 
McCleary, Minn. 


Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Miller, Kans. 
Miller, W. Va 


Cooper, Fila. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Co 


i. 
Crisp. 
Crowley, 
Culberson, 


Allen, Utah 


Buck, 
Burton, Ohio 
Coffin, 
Corliss, 
Cowen, 
Curtis, Kans. 
ech N.Y. 
ayton, 
De Armond, 
Denny, 
Dingley, 


So the substitute resolutions were agreed to. 
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Milnes, Lefever, 
Minor, Wis. Leighty, 
Mitchell, Leisenring, 
Mondell, Lewis, 
Morse, Linney, 
Mozley, Linton, 
Murphy, Long, 
Murray, Lorimer, 
oo ue 

ell, udenslager, 
Overstreet, uigg, 
Payne, y; 
Pearson, Reeves, 
Perkins. Reyburn, 
Phillips, Rinaker, 
Pitney, Robinson, Pa. 
Poole Royse, 
Powers, Russell, Conn. 
Prince. Scranton, 
Pugh, Settle, 
Hyde, Sherman 
Jenkins, Smith, Mich. 
Johnson, Cal. Snover, 
Johnson, Ind. Spalding, 
Johnson,N.Dak. Sperry, 
Joy, Stahle, 
Kiefer, Steele, 
Kirkpatrick, Stephenson, 
Knox, tewart, N.J. 
Lacey, Stewart, Wis. 

NAYS—91L. 

Cummings, McClellan, 
Daniels, McCreary, Ky 
Dinsmore, McCulloch, 
Dockery, McDearmon, 
Ellett, McLaurin, 
Erdman, MeMillin, 
Fitzgerald, McRae, 
Gillett, Mass. Meredith, 
Hall, Meyer, 
Harrison, Miles, 
Hendrick, Money, 
Henry, Conn. Moody, 
Kem, Moses. 
Kleberg, Neill, 
Kyle, Ogden, 
Latimer, Otey, 
Lawson, Otjen, 
Layton, Owens, 
Leonard, Patterson, 
Little, Price, 
Livingston, Raney, 
Maddox, Richardson, 
Maguire, Robertson, La. 

ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—1. 

Smith, M. 

NOT VOTING—66. 
Fairchild, Mahon, 
Fenton, Martin, 
Goodwyn, McCall, Mass. 
Hadley, McClure, 
Hainer, Nebr. McEwan, 
Harmer, Milliken. 
Harris, Miner, N.Y. 
Hart, Newlands, 
Hitt, Noonan, 
Huling, Parker, 
Hutcheson, Pendleton, 
Jones, Pickler, 
Kendall, Rusk, 

Kerr, Sauerhering, 
Kulp, Shafroth, 
Lester, Shannon, 
Low, Sbaw, 


The following pairs were announced: 
On this question: 
Mr. Manon with Mr. Harr. 


Mr. Curtis of Kansas with Mr. PENDLETON. 


Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. LESTER. 


For this day: 


Mr. Kup with Mr. Saw. 
Mr. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. DE ARMOND. 


Mr. Hu.ine with Mr. Denny. 
Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island with Mr. Rusk. 


Mr. WELLINGTON with Mr. TaTE. 
Mr. Goopwyn with Mr. Buck. 

Until further notice: 
Mr. McCauu of Massachusetts with Mr. JONEs, 
Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. Srrair. 


Mr. Cor.iss with Mr. CowEn. 
Mr. PICKLER with Mr. MINER of New York. 


Mr. HARMER with Mr. HUTCHESON. 
Mr. THomas with Mr. TUCKER. 


Mr. CRISP. Mir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that leave 
granted to my colleague, Mr. TATE, indefinitely, in 


of absence be 


consequence of a death in his family. 
There was no objection. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


jAveleaes 
e€ SPE. 


R. The question now is on agreeing to the reso- 


lutions as amended by the substitute. 


Stone, W.A. 
Strode, Nebr. 
Strong, 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, 


Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, Mass. 
Walker, Va. 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Watson, Ind. 


& & 4 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wood, 
Woodman, 
Woomer, 
Wright. 


Terry, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Wohi to 
ashington, 
Wheeler, 


Shuford, 
Skinner, 
Southard. 
Southwick, 
Stone, C. W. 
Strait, 
Taft, 

Tate, 
Thomas, 
Towne, 
Tucker, 
Wellington, 
White, 


The resolutions as amended were agreed to. 
Mr. ROYSE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the contestant, who is 


now present, be permitted to appear at the bar of the House to 
oe kt 2 oe tucky a peared at the bar 

r. Hopkins of Kentuc ap’ at of the 
House, was duly qua/*fied, taking the oath prescribed by law. 
[Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Hopkins, the contestant in 
this case, and the contestee, Mr. Kendall, have leave to print 
remarks in the RecorD upon the election case just disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. Within how long a time? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I should say in ten days. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 


REPEAL OF TIMBER-CULTURE LAWS. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up from the Speak- 
er’s table a Senate bill with House amendments which I ask to 
have laid before the House for action at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bil!. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (8. to amend an act entitled “An act to repeal the timber- 
culture laws, and for other purposes.” 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that it 
is utterly impossible to understand what is going on. 

The SPE R. The Chair desires the House to be in order, 
and wishes to say to the House that under the rule not only ex- 
members but members-elect are permitted to come into the Hall, 
and they avail themselves of the privilege to a larer extent in the 
closing days of the session, perhaps, than at any other time. The 
addition of so many more gentlemen to those y on the floor 
increases very greatly the difficulty of maintaining order; and 
the Chair desires now to appeal to each member of the House, 
and to those gentlemen who are on the floor by permission of the 
House, to assist him in maintaining order and restrain themselves 
a little more, especially with reference to conversation on the 
floor. If gentlemen will, while on the floor, bear in mind this 
suggestion of the Chair, lam sure we will have very little difti- 
culty hereafter in maintaining order. But it is absolutely impos- 
sible to transact the business of the House under circumstances 
where neither the Speaker can hear a member presenting a ques- 
= = the Honse, “on can other ——— hear him, = matter 

ow close attention they may pay to the proceedings. e Chair 
eure therefore, that order Will be maintained hereafter. [Ap- 
use 


The Clerk will read the bill called up by the gentleman from 
Iowa So Lacey]. 

The bill was read at length. 

The amendments were read at length. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist upon 
its amendments di to by the Senate, and agree to the con- 


cen asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
ouses. 


The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Lacry, Mr. EL.is, and Mr. 
MocRagE as conferees on the part of the House. 


IMPROVING MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 8614) to aid in 
the improvement of the navigable channel of South Pass by 
aos the existing crevasse in Pass a Loutre, in the Mississippi 

iver. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the reading of tie 
House amendments be dispensed with, and move that the House 
ae ee its amendments, and agree to the conference asked by 

e Senate. 

There —_— no objection, the reading of the House amendments 
was dispensed with. 

The motion of Mr. Catcuines was then agreed to. 


JOSEPH P. PATTON. 


Mr. STEELE. . Mr. Speaker, I desire unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10290) for the relief of 
Joseph 2. Patton. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. The 
Chair would like to have the attention of all the members of the 
House peorges Py presentation of matters by unanimous consent. 
The Clerk report the bill. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
soph” Patton lace rt Hntonant of Company CPt Regiment o 

, on, 
of his dismissal ee 


of Joseph 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, by aase baptuner 
him an honorable discharge, to date 
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Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say about this bill that 
there was a trial of this officer; that he was not found guilty on a 


ingle specification; that the of War ordered his release 
- restorationtoduty. The Jalge-dlsesthe Geaceeliien ved 


of the 
been sent home 
the order of the Secretary of War to be operative. 

Mr. MILES. Is there a report in the case? 

Mr. STEELE. There is a report, but it is very long. 

Mr. LOUD. What was the charge against him? 

Mr. STEELE. He was charged with havi — 
mules. The court found him not guilty. He two mules 
belonging to a contractor. 

Mr. LOUD. Were these Kentucky mules? 


him. The officer in the meantime had 


Mr. STEELE. No; not Kentucky mules. The mules that the 
contractor had were very large ones. This officer sul:stituted two 


small mules that he had captured, in the place of the larger mules. 


He used the larger mules to ride, and when he came to the end of 
his trip he was not able to make the exchange. The contractor 
t two worthless, small mules in place of the Government’s two 


mules. As I have said, the court found this officer not 
gui 
the ar ord: 
restoration to duty. Those are the facts in the case. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. STEELE. Certainly. 


Mr. ERDMAN. How does it come that he has remained under 


this s for thirty years? 


Mr. STEELE. Simply because he was a poor man and never 


has asked for relief. 

Mr. ERDMAN 
now? 

Mr. STEELE. Not at all. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Has he applied to the Department? ; 

Mr. STEELE. Yes; but the Secretary of War held that he 
could not get relief in that way. It does not come within the pro- 
visions of the law. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask if the bill carries the usual 
provision that no pay, bounty, or emoluments shall follow by 
reason of the of this act? . 

Mr. STEELE. No; it does not contain that provision. I will 
— the ea that this applicant is a very poor man—— 

. COX. What is the relief which is afforded by the bill? 

Mr. STEELE. It gives him the relief which the Secre of 
War and the Judge-Advocate-General both ordered he should re- 
ceive, in an indorsement that ap upon the proceedings of the 
court. They both ordered his release from arrest. 

Mr. COX. What is the relief they give him? . 

Mr. STEELE. The bill gives him an honorable discharge in- 
stead of dismissal by a corps commander. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It cleans up his record. 

Mr. STEELE. It cleans up his record. 

Mr. LOUD. That would entitle him to pay for a year or so? 

Mr. STEELE. Not at all, because there is no such time in- 
volved. It will give him pay for a month or so. 

Mr. LOUD. I hope the gentleman will offer that amendment 
himself. I donot believe in reviewing the acts of a court-martial 
thirty or thirty-five years afterwards and then paying aman for 
some imaginary claim that he may have had. I hope the gentle- 
man will offer the usual amendment. 

Mr. STEELE. Let me say to the gentleman that this man was 
not found guilty on a single ification, and that the Judge- 
Advoca’ eral and the Sec of War both disapproved of 
the proceedings, and the Secretary of War ordered his release from 
arrest and restoration to duty. 

Mr. LOUD, If the findi were not approved, I can not imag- 
ine how they could have any effect, but I wish to say that it 
seems to me that the court which was convened at that time was 
more competent to decide this case than Congress is to decide it 
thirty years afterwards. Unless I had understood that this car- 
ried the usual provision, I should not have given consent to its 
consideration. Of course, it has a beyond my power now to 
prevent the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GRIFFIN] 


The question is on the engrossment and third 


“pores the bill. 
r. LOUD. I hope the gentleman will offer the amendment 
which I t. 


Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, this is rather a peculiar case. 


This offiver was on detail duty, having in charge a squad of men, 
taking the cattle on the line of march for General Smith’s army. 
The contractors were Cincinnati parties. Before he started on 
his line of march these contractors requested him to take with 


y his corps commander, and it was too late for 


of two 


on any specification, and the Judge-Advocate-General and 
of W his disc from arrest and his 


Does he expect relief in a pecuniary manner 





him a span of mules belonging to the contractors, a double harness, 
and a wagon. On the way to reach the commanda span of mules, 
or two mules used by two of his men for saddle mules, gave out 
because they were small and unable to carry the men on such a 
long march. The officer concluded that the only way to get his 
men through was to exchange the weak mules, owned by the Gov- 
ernment, for the mules owned by the contractors, and he did so, 
attaching the small mules, which were tired out, to the wagons 
and taking the mules of the contractors for the men to ride. Be- 
fore he got to his destination even these mules succumbed to the 
fatigue and exhaustion of the trip, and they were turned out to 
die or recover, as often occurs on marches of that kind. When he 
reached his destination, he sold the small mules for $50, and sup- 
posing that, having taken the contractors’ mules for the use of the 
men, and having abandoned these, it was his duty to restore them 
as far as he could, and having received $50 for the smal! mules, 
he proposed to send that $50 to the contractors at Cincinnati, as he 
agreed to do. 

Pending these steps, he says that some one, who was a little 
miffed because of something he had done, had him arrested, pre- 
ferred charges, and a court-martial ensued. He was found guilty; 
and it is surprising that under the proofs in the case any court- 
martial should have found the man guilty. Yet such was the 
case, and as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] says, the 
subsequent recommendations were for his release, but before, 
mark you, the order of the Secretary of War for his release 
reached the command, the Major-General Commanding the Army 
had caused him to be dismissed from the service, and there was 
no case. Hence this measure is brought here. 

Mr. STEELE. Allow me to correct one statement the gentle- 
man has made. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why could not the Secretary of War 
simply have vacated the order under which the General had dis- 
missed him from the service, and in three lines have restored him 
to duty at the time? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Why, if the Secretary of War was here to hear, 
and I could address the question and he would give his reason, I 
could answer the gentleman from Ohio, but as he is not, I do not 
a what answer he would give to the inquiry put by the gen- 

eman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did he refuse? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. He was at home at the time the order reached 


m. 

Mr. HULL. Let me say to the gentleman from Ohio that the 
Judge-Advocate-General of the Army ordered the man reinstated 
and all proceedings vacated, and the Secretary of War approved 
it, but when the finding of that kind went back the man was out, 
and although the War Deneatnent took no action on it, the charge 
stands that this was a court-martial and not a desertion, and it 
takes an act of Con to grant the relief. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. Oh, no; the Secretary of War could have 
restored him. 

Mr. STEELE. Even the President could not have restored him. 
oo GROSVENOR. The President has done it a thousand 

es. 

Mr.STEELE. Thegentleman from Wisconsin says that he was 
found guilty of the charge. Under neither of the specifications of 
the charge was he found guilty, showing the inconsistency of the 


a ae 
Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish the House to understand 
it just as itis. He was found guilty of taking the mules and sell- 
ing them and making the exchange, and not of selling the wagon 
or the harness, and he was not found guilty of converting the 
money to his own use. He did not profit by it in any way. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the usual amendment, “‘ that 
- pay, emolument, or bounty shall accrue to him by reason of 


the ote this act.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That no pay: bounty, or emolument shall be paid to Joseph P. Patten by 
reason of t act. 

Mr. STEELE. I hope that will be voted down. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, if this was a wrongful con- 
viction, as it appears, and if it was a wrongful retention of the 
charge—and that is the only ground upon which we could pass the 
bill, if we ought to pass the bill—we certainly ought to restore this 
= to whatever he lost by reason of the wrong that was done to 


Mr. STEELE. That is right. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, there is a question of doubt, I will 
say to the gentleman from Ohio, whether this bill should pass at 
all or not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is another question. 

Mr. LOUD. This House assumes to do a portion of equity in a 
good many cases as it sees it. I say to this House that that court 
at that time was much more competent to determine this question 
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than this body is ton and while we remove charges of desertion 


from time to time and give large bounties to people, yet, if we 
could review the facts surrounding the service of this gentleman 
and know the exact age sibly this House might conclude it 
was a case of desertion. e court found tiis man guilty. Those 
findings were approved. "The assumption is that he was guilty. 
This legislative body, having the power, of course can set every- 
thing aside; but it is a question whether they should go beyond 
the point which is _— in all cases, beyond the point of remo 

the bar that would prevent him from receiving a pension; an 
that is the sore spot of this applicant, undoubtedly. [Cries of 
** Vote!” ** Vote!”] 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to s st,in reference to 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from California, that 
such amendment =e not to be adopted in its present form. 
That is not the usual provision which we attach to bills of this 
kind. Ifit is to be adopted in any form, there should be added at 
= end of the amendment the words, “ander the provisions of 

is act.” 

Mr. LOUD. I made that suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. That is in the amendment, 

Mr. GRIFFIN. I hope the amendment will be voted down. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. GRIFFLN, a motion to reconsider the'vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
New York {[Mr. Ray] on a matter of public business. 


PROTECTION OF PUBLIC RECORDS, 


Mr. RAY. Mr. ees, I ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk, H. R. 8212, for 
the preservation and protection of public records and documents, 
and ‘providing for the use of copies thereof as evidence. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., ee : copy of any document, record, paper, or map — 
the official custody of blic officer of any State or Territory 
United States, or the Indian eee a — District of Colum bin oe or or the 
United States, certified under th d official seal of such officer or 
officers, where there is a seal, or of the State or United States, as the case 
may be, or verified by the oath of the public officer may be ad cmanty at 

same to be a true, correct, and full copy pot the original, ma admitted and 
read and used in evidence i i | sag ation or procesding, ¢ or criminal, in 
the courts and before nals of the United toe in the like man- 
ane and with the same —_ an effect as the original if produced and putin 
evidence. 

Suc. 2. That no document, reco \ - in the official custody of 
any officer of the United States si re on Searoeneen in evidence 


except upon the order of a court or of a jad: tri 
made sacs application supported by affidavit ‘chat for good reasons 
specified the aes and inspection of the is essential to the pro- 
tection of the rights of th: wee: and the sant Ss ae eae of the cause or 
proceeding in which same used, and tha copy will not suffice, or 
| en yo on or hearing is being conducted in the onan uilding where such 
origina e 
Swgc. 3. That whenever the original of any such document, record, pa; 


or map is required to be and is produced ir court, same not be = 
from the custody of the officer required bo fe A law to keep same, but after inspec- 
tion and at the close of the trial or hearing shali be returned to the office from 


which taken. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 
a question. This bill, as I understand it, permits a copy of a doc- 
ument or record to be used as if it were the original, even in crim- 

inal cases. Sup a es was indicted for forgery, is there any 
provision that Hate = nel Pnee i shall be produced? 

Mr. RAY. at is all en care of in the bill. 
Mr. Speaker, a =e “to = that this bill is the unanimous re- 

rt of the Committee on the Judiciary. There is no objection to 
it at all, though one or two amendments are recommended. It 
was introduced by me at the request and solicitation of the Attor- 
ney-General of the United States. Papers are taken under a sub- 

na from the mm officers of the Government and then get 

ost, and this has happened so often that it has led to great incon- 
venience and difficulty. This bill permits the use of a copy duly 
certified or sworn to in place of the original, but at the same time 
if either party desires the production of the original in court, it 
' must be produced. 

Mr, MEREDITH. The gentleman's explanation is perfectly 
satisfactory tome. Iwas unable to see how, in a prosecution for 
forgery, you could prevent the production in court of the original 


papers 
Mr. RAY. Certainly not; and under the bill as it stands now 
a re west J may have the original produced in any case on filing 
t that its production is necessary. He does not have to 


ae a motion. It is simply an ex parte The design 


of the bill is to protect and preserve public records and documents. 
wsine SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
There was no objection. 


4 soentnapin recommended by the committee were agreed to, ay 
ollows: 


oae * the hen the other or — the following: 


Depart i ha the official custod 
@ copy on y of same 
vn ling 8, seetion 8, strike out tweed same” and insert the word “it 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

time; and it was acco y read the third time, and _ 
On motion of Mr. RAY, a motion to reconsider 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


P. 8. CORBETT. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. sk unanimous consent for 


Speaker, I 
me meen consideration of the bill ‘s. 6) for the relief of P. S, 
r 


The bill was read, as follows: 


© vote by 


Ome, Oe. es eee Corbett, former! 
States marshal of the State of Nevada, be by tho ia 
t, and that the services and Smears ts said Cor. 
in his various attempts to arrest George E. . for attempting 
t with selling liquor be allowed under the 
expense ;" and the said Corbett be 
credited with full . a8 provided in section 837 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States to the marshals of and Nevada, from 
the net es place of commitment: no allowance 


po maseaees + for money actual: and services actual! 
are: ep y y expended y ren- 


<n ene Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. I 
nel toe Se to hear a = as to this bill. 
as I will make a brief statement. 


Tha BP , nee ears man enene 8 ttnte- 
ment, subject to the right of any member to object to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. With reference to this bill, I wish to say 
that it involves only a few hundred dollars disallowed in the 
accounts of the United States marshal for Nevada. 
ao What does the gentleman call “‘a few hundred 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The amount disallowed is $467.76. 


Mr. a On what ground was it disallowed by the De- 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Upon the ag that the expenditures did 
- come under the “extra account.” These 
tures were incurred in the E. Spencer, 
_ © was conspicuous Wao cea nited States 
marshal for of Nevada received ian from the 
Attorney-General of the United States requesting to spare no 
efforc to make the arrest. 
Mr. SAYERS. At what time were these services rendered? 
Mr. NEWLANDS. In 1884. The Attorney-General of the 


ent of thisclaim. [thas 
been approved by the 


United States has recommended the pa 
been passed upon by the Senate, and 
peecrminne: on Claims of the House. The expenses, the report 
ys, were iapunnedl in. goed balits-ant bn thes Mieke of the mar- 

shal’ 8 official duties, and ought in equity to be refunded. 

Mr. SAYERS. When does the gentleman say the services were 
rendered? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. In 1884. 

Mr. SAYERS. Thestar-route cases were some time before that, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. A from ‘‘ Brewster, Attorney- 
General,” is dated November 29, 1882, and in it he says: 


Do not delay your efforts to find ae so long as you have reason to believe 
he is in your 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, the services 
were performed under the direction of the Attorney-Genera! of 
the United States. The claim Loomee to the Committee on Claims, 
and it was there shown that the expense was incurred under the 
direction of the office of the Attorney-General 

Mr. SAYERS. Has the Attorney-General approved the claim? 


Mr. COX. Yes. 

LANDS. That appears in the report. 

Mr. LOUD. If the Attorney-General has approved the claim, 
why was it not anaes subeuiated to the Cneeniitine on Appro- 
priations as a deficiency 

Mr. COX. I will tell the gentleman why. 
of the claim before the Committee on it was found that 
there was no appropriation for these eae 

Mr. LOUD. But — should it ever have to oot commit 
tee? If itis ees the Attorney ane charge- 
able to his office, I gentleman from Texas Sayers] 
if the usual course et not be to send it to the ttee on 
A 


‘ormed by this marshal 


On an examination 


d for it as a deficienc 
tions an erates as Se, 


ve come to the Committee on 
the matter were investigated it 


. SAYERS. Unq 








would be found that these expenses were incurred outside of the 
law and that the Attorney-General had no power to authorize 
them. 

Mr. COX. As a member of the committee, I ‘“‘suspect” that 
the point decided in the Committee on Claims was that the 
Attorney-General had held that he had no authority to pay the 
claim, and had sent it to the committee with the recommendation 
that it be allowed. 

Mr. LOUD. But it is customary for the Attorney-General in 
these cases to appeal to Congress for an appropriation as a de- 
ficiency. These deficiencies are occurring every year. This is no 
extraordinary case, if it has any merit—— 

Mr. COX. That is true. 

Mr. LOUD (continuing). And why hasit not gone in the - 
lar way of all such matters? Loes not the gentleman think that 
that gives it at least a tinge of suspicion? 

Mr. COX. I do not think so. 

Mr. LOUD. Then will the gentleman tell us why it has not 
gone throug: the regalar channels, and been paid as other claims 
of this character are paid? 

Mr. COX. Oh, my friend, since he has ceased to be a member 
of the Committee on Claims, is getting a little suspicious about 
all these matters. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, no; we have always there. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, the trouble seems to be that the 

tleman from Nevada is seeking to secure a double allowance 
or this man. He has already been paid his expenses of travel to 
the city of Washington. He is allowed 10 cents a mile. But 
under the statutes providing for the expenses of the United States 
marshals for Oregon and Nevada, they were allowed double there, 
while in coming to Washington they are not so allowed. Now, it 
occurs to me that this man, having been allowed a 10-cent rate 
per mile, has had enough, and I therefore object. 


MARY E. HERD. 


Mr. COLSON. Mr.S er, lask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8086) ates @ pension 
to ae E. Herd, widow of Lieut. Col. A. J. Herd. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 


— 

bill was read at length. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read. 
Mr. LOUD. Let us have the report in that case read. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I object to the consideration of 


the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
ourn. 
as question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 78, 
noes 35. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Pending the announcement of the vote on the motion to ad- 
journ, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. HuLina, for two days, on accountof important business. 

To Mr. Hart, indefinitely, on account of sickness in family. 

To Mr. Low, for one day, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Tare, indefinitely, on account of death in family. 

To Mr. Suurorp, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness, 


REPRINT OF A REPORT. 


On motion of Mr. DRAPER, by unanimous consent, a reprint 
was ordered of Report No. 940, on the bill H. R. 3014. 

The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then an- 
nounced; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 

Eeees were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
ollows: 

- A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
detailed statement of the refunds of customs duties for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, a an 
estimate of a riation submitted by the chief of division of the 
Revenue-Cutter ce for the nents of twenty-four eophones, 
at $500 each, for the vessels of the Revenue-Cutter Service—to the 

ittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10248) 

roviding for the disposition of certain lands in Minnesota which 
ve been or may be damaged by the United States in the con- 
struction of dams and reservoirs in aid of navigation, and for other 
purposes, reported the same with amendments, accomvanied by a 
— = 2984); which said bill, amendments, and report were 
“ e to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
nion. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10036) to 
incorporate the National Grand Lodge of the Order of the Sons of 
Hermann, meer the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2985); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10325) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Treasury to secure payment of certain 
bonds and stocks owned by the United States and held under au- 
thority of the act of Congress of August 15, 1894, relating to the 
custody of the Indian trust fund, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2986); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 





AND 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
e bill (H. R. 9763) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Lahey. (Report No. 2979.) 

The bill (H. R. 5647) for the relief of Mrs. Magdelena Eitel, 
(Report No. 2980.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 9154) to pension Robert Sanders Northcott at an 
increased rate. — 0. 2981.) 

The bill (H. R. 9690) granting a pension to George G. Vogel. 
(Report No. 2982.) 

Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 3591) entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of pension 
to Daniel Phillips.” (Report No. 2983.) 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were ref-ired as 
follows: 

Petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, in favor of Senate 
bill 2497, to establish a department of commerce and manufac- 
tures—Committee on the Judiciary discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures. 

Petition of the Boston Merchants’ Association, in favor of the 
establishment of a department of commerce and manufactures— 
Committee on the Judiciary discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

=i following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 10330) to acquire and im- 
prove Joliet street between the Zoological Park and Connecticut 
avenue extended—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHANNON: A bill (H. R. 10331) to authorize the reas- 
sessment of water-main taxes in the District of Columbia, and for 
other sores the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 10332) to amend an act 
to regulate the practice of pharmacy in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: A resolution (House Res. No. 
549) to provide for the printing of the testimony in contested-elec- 
tion cases in the House—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois: A resolution (House Res. No. 550) 
for the employment of two bicycle messengers for day and night 
service between the enrolling room and the Government Printing 
Office—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A memorial of the legisla- 
ture of the State of Massachusetts, in favor of increased compen- 
sation for letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 
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By Mr. HI'i'!’: \ memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Illinois, requesting the passage of the bill (H. R. 1) to reclascify 
railway mail clerks and prescribe their salaries—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORSE: A memorial of the legislature of Massachu- 
setts, in favor of increase of pay of United States letter carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FOSS: A memorial of the legislature of Illinois, pray- 
ing for passage of the bill (H. R. 1) to reclassify railway postal 
clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A memorial of the legislature of Massa- 





chusetts, for an increase of the compensation of letter carriers—to 


the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. TAWNEY: A memorial of the legislature of the State 


of Minnesota, asking for the establishment of a military park at 
Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. FOSS: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 


Illinois, urging the passage of the bill (H. R. 4339) to establish a 


national military 
By Mr. RINA 


rk—to the Committee on Mili Affairs 


ost-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A memorial of the legisla- 


ture of the State of Rhode Island, recommending the passage of a 
bill for the preservation of the U. S. frigate Constitution—to the 


Committee on Naval Affairs. 


——_— 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were pone and referred as follows: : 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 10333) to place on the pension roll 
Mary A. Tracy, widow of John C. Tracy—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 10334) 


ting a pension to 
William J. Bristow—to the Committee on 


valid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of William Smith Post, No. 
428, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania 
sera the per diem pen billi—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: Petition of the Central 
Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor, of Anthony, R. L., 
Ruth B. Bowen, president, pr one a passage of House bill 
No. 7441, for the prevention of gambling by telegraph, etc.—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of the Michigan State Veteri 
Medical Association, protesting against the passage of the anti- 
vivisection bill—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BAILEY: Petitions of E. A. Fletcher and other citizens 
of Village Mills; Daniel Parker and others, of Calvert; J. P. Baile 
and others, of Bremond; J. C. Loggins and others, of Ennis; 8. F. 
Green and others, of Goliad; Jos. Keller and others, of Castroville; 
C. H. Bateman and others, of Melissa; H J. Packentum and 
others, of Lanley; J. W. Bitting and others, of Manor, in the State 
of Texas, asking for the passage of House bill No. 10090, relating 
to ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Lamar, Colo., 
a for the passage of the bill to abolish ticket brokerage— 
to the Gommittes on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution.of the board of aldermen of the city of Denver, 
Colo., favoring the — of House bill No. 3278, relating to the 
salaries of clerks in first and second class post-offices—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Grand Army of the Republic Memorial and 
Benevolent Association, of Denver, Colo., favoring the passage of 
-House bill No. 9209, for service pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Patterson Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union, of Pueblo, Colo.; also petition of citizens of Montrose, 
Colo. , favoring the enactment of the Gillett-Platt antigambling 
bill (H. R. 7441)—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

_Also, petition of the Patterson Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Pueblo, Colo., favoring the of the Broderick bill 
(H. R. 8203), to raise the of consent to 18 years in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on the Judi- 


petition of the Patterson Woman’s Christian Te 


Union, of Pueblo, Colo., urging the passage of Senate No, 
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: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Illinois, in favor of the passage of the bill (H. R. 1) to reclassify 
— clerks and prescribe their salaries—to the Committee on the 


Women’s 
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2485, to recognize Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Col 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. or 
oe eee C. M. Bail cho bill raining — of Montrose. 
, favoring the passage o of protectio 

for gitis to 18 years im the District of Cotumbis—to the it. 
tee on the ee 

Also, petition of John Deeble and 186 other citizens of Montrose, 
Colo., favoring the passage of House bill No. 6119, known as the 
Phillips labor commission bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Patterson Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union, 27 members, in fayor of the Phillips labor commission 
bill—to the Committee on Labor. . 

By Mr. BERRY: Petitions of 8, Cowell and other citi- 
zens of Covington, Ky., and John P. and others, of 

i of the so-called lpers 


Newport, Ky., fa the 

bill—to the Comatose Taheostnte and F. : 
Also, petition of D. C. ee and others, of Ludlow, Ky., 

favoring the passage of the McMi Linton bills regulating fra- 


ternal orders and associations—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of the Indian ~— Association, 
opposing a provision in Indian appropriation ing chil- 
dren born of white men and Indian women equal ri with full 
bloods to property of the mother’s tribe—to the ittee on 


Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BISHOP: Petitions of J. D. Brown and other citizens of 
White Cloud; C. V. Vestling and others, of Ludington; H. Mar- 
shall and others, of Fremont; J. eee tener se evens Rev. 
passag 


E. C. Usthoff, of the State of Mic’ , asking for e of 
House bill No. 10090 and Senate wi ie 3545, to vent ticket 


scalping—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce 


By Mr. BLUE: Sundry petitions of J. M. Diff and other citizens 
of Mound City; W. i. Galen: and others, of ick; Order 
of Railway Conductors of Parsons; the Commercial Club of New- 
ton; letter of J. B. Shiras; letter of Joe F. Ollinger, of Salina; 


of Oscar Offerle, of Offerle, and letters of J. P. Har- 
ris, A. Monroe, G. Grovenor, A. , and J. D. Bowersock, in 
the State of Kansas; also resolution of Dealers, and 


Lumbermen’s Exchange, of New Orleans, La.; letter of J. D. Mil- 


ler, - Columbus, M penap ve —. [ee = as railway 

employees, praying for the passage o oO. to pre- 

‘eee ticket sie ben. ealfpoor Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
mmerce. 


By Mr. BREWSTER: Petition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y., 
raying for the passage of House bill No. 10108 and Senate bill No. 
9 ote to fraternal societies and orders—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of T. Louis Guenther and 50 
other residents of Kansas, asking for the of House bill No. 
10090, relating to ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of Louis Stix & Co., of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, protesting against the Bailey-George bankru bill 
and advocating the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ; 
Also, petitions of Rev. J. J. Francis and Rey. J. C. Smith, of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring the passage of the Sherman bill relat- 
ing to ticket broketage—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 
es protests of E. L. —— Reg ay tal lg -~ 
reeman Perfume Company . Sabbert, H. M. Ziegler, John 
A. Caldwell, John 0. Davis, M. W. Oliver, Cincinnati stock bro- 
kers, Wyler, Ackerland & Co., M. H. Marks & Co., A. & A. W. 
Somerfield, Levy, Price & Co., Ornstein & Rice, Cincinnati brev- 
ers, officials of Cincinnati banks, Moch Co., C. G. 
Waldo, Howard Ferris and others, H. E. Langdon & Co., Glos 
Bloom & Co., and other merchants of Cincinnati, Ohio, against 
the of House bill No. 10090, relating to ticket brokerage— 
to the Committee on Interstate and ies, Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWN: ee ee Polk Roberson and others, 
of uatchie College; H. L. Cotten and others, of Bishop; T. N. 
Mason and others, of McMinnville; R. Manzy, of p, and 
Homer Hillis, of Morrison, State of Tennessee, asking for the pas- 
ee to prevent the illicit sale of 

way tickets—to the Committee on and Foreign Com- 


merce. 
petition of the United Order of the Golden Cross, of Nash- 
ville, the passage of the McMillan-Linton bill (H. R. 
10108)—+to the on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. BULL: Petition of the Providence Evangelical Y 
Association (700 
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nion (48 members), of the Free Baptist 
Church (82 members), and Young People’s of Christian En- 
deavor ( , of Carolina, R.1.; also of 
taug a , R. L, and Cross Chaure 
Charlestown, R. L., in favor of the Gillett-Platt (H. BR. 7441) 
rohibiti bling matter by — 


petition ptist, 

and on eee eee ee 
tian Tem U 

Shannon 
in the District of Columbia to 18 years—to 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of E. G. Windsor and William P. Cross and 25 
other citizens of Providence, R. I., in favor of the Sherman bill 
(H. R. 10090) , to prohibit ticket scalping—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and on Commerce. 

By Mr. CANNON: Sun titions of citizens of Danville and 
other towns in the State of Mllinois, favoring the of the 
antirailroad ticket scalping bill (H. R. 10098) —to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of George H. Brewer and 17 
other citizens of Clinton, Iowa, and G. M. D. Slocum and 4others, 
of Muscatine, Iowa, favoring the passage of House bill No. 10090, 
known as the antiscalpers bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTISof Kansas: Petitions of Charles S. Elliott and 
other citizens, also F, M. Hayden and others, of Topeka, State of 
Kansas, favoring the of House bill No. 1 , to — 
—— brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

mmerce. 

Also (by request), petition of J. K. Thompson and other citi- 
zens of owt, Ind. T., for the establishment of a court at the 
town of Nowata, Ind. T.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. F. Bolton and 38 other citizens of Scranton, 
Kans., in support of the Sherman bill, prohibiting the illicit traf- 
ficking in railroad tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: Petition of N. W. Howard 
Elmer ©. Whitaker, and 130 other citizens of the Twenty-second 
Congressional district of New York State, in favor of the bill pro- 
hibiting ticket scalping—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 


eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Globe Metallic Binding Company and 14 
others, of Northville, N. Y., protesting against the of House 
bill No. 10090, to prevent tleket pillanee—nt Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution adopted at a mass meeting of the citizens of 
Lisbon, N. Y., favoring the ratification of the between 
Great Britain and the United States—to the Committee on Foreign 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of 75 citizens of Owensboro, Ky., 

rotesting against the of House bill No. 10090—to 
Connie on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COX (by request): Petition of citizens of Tennessee, 

g for the favorable consideration of the antiscalpers bill— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Fo: Commerce. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of M. B. Conklin and other citizens 
of , Coleman, and other towns in the State of Michigan, in 
favor of the passage of the Cullom and Sherman bill, to prevent 
ticket brokerage—to the on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of Rev. William Houston and 
other citizens of a Ohio, in favor of the of House 
bill No. 10090, to prohibit ticket scalping—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. ERDMAN: Petitionof Yeager Post, No. 13,Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Allentown, Pa., favoring the passage of a serv- 
ice-pension bi 


on the 


bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FARIS: Affidavit to accompany House bill No. 6733, to 
correet the military record of George Winters—to the Committee 


on 
By Mr. HER: Affidavit of Tho Walker, to accompany 
— oe to his eilttae wested~40 the Committee on 


airs. 
By Me. FLETCHER: Petition of the Minneapolis Commercial 
Sherman and Cullom bills, to prevent rail- 


Club, in favor of the 





H. R. 9515), to raise the of for girls | age—to 
( ) a 


merce of the State of Louisiana, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 10090 and Senate bill No. 3545, prohibiting the sale of rail- 
road tickets by unauthorized persons—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution by the Lincoln Club, Chicago, requesting legis- 
lation for the improvement of Niagara River and other places on 
the Great Lakes—io the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of Rev. ©. (+. Updike, of Madison, 
Wis.; also of James D. Farrell and other citiveas of Chamberlain, 
S. Dak.; also of J. J.S. McKee and others, of South Dakota, favor- 
ing theenactment of House bill No. 10090, to prevent ticket broker- 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Springfield (8S. Dak.) Society of Christian 
Endeavor and Woman's Christian Temperance Union, favoring 
the passage of Senate bill No. 2485, recognizing Sunday as a day 
of rest in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Seana (S. Dak.) Christian Endeavor 
and Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, urging the passage of 
House bill No. 6119, known as the Phillips bill—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: Petitions of L. S. Close and other citizens 
of Ayonia; H. Camton and others, of Erie; L. H. Daily and others, 
of Miles Grove; J.S. Malone and R. D. Crawford, of Titusville, and 
R. A. Davidson, of Northeast, in the State of Pennsylvania, favor- 
ing the poses of the Sherman bill relating to the sale of rail- 
road tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, petition of R. E. Clemens and others, citizens of Erie, Pa., 
protesting against the of the Cullom and Sherman bills for 
the prevention of illicit trafficking in railway tickets—to the Com- 
mi on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of J. A. Biddle and 
other citizens of South Manchester, Conn., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation raising the age of consent to 18 years in the 
ao of Columbia and the Territories—to the Committee on the 

u y: 
Also, ition of Julian S. Wadsworth and other citizens of 
South Manchester, Conn., favoring the passage of House bill No. 
7441, for the prevention of gambling by telegraph, etc.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Thomas Simms and others, of South Manches- 
ter, Conn., favoring the pane of the Phillips bill (H. R. 6119)— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Con tional and Methodist Episcopal 
churches, of South Manchester, Conn., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to protect the first day of the week as a day of rest 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of Rev. W. O. Ruston and 2 
other citizens of Dubuque, Iowa, in favor of the passage of House 
bill No. 10090, abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions —— by the Freeport, Ill., Divi- 
sion, No. 235, Order of Railway Conductors, urging the passage 
of the antiscalpimg bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
cign Commerce. 

y Mr. HEPBURN: Sundry petitions, as follows: Harvey Nyce 
and other citizens of Peru, Ind.; O. L. Gard and others, of La- 
fontaine; J. M. Hughes and others, of Peru, Ind.; also, Thomas 
K. Hunter and others, of Villisca, lowa; also, W. L. Candee and 
others, of New York City; M.S. Crossett and others, of Verona; 
L. G. Welch and others, of New York City; Frank L. Schafer and 
others, of Lancaster; Conrad Smith and others, of Albany, State 
of New York; also resolutions of the Board of Trade of Louisiana, 
and of the New Orleans Chamber of Commerce, favoring the pas- 
— of the Sherman bill abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Com- 

ttee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KERR: Sundry petitions of 8. J. McConnell, of Ply- 
mouth; D. T. Barnet and others, of Lexington; A. A. Kishman 
and others, of Brownhelm; J. EB. Lynn, of Mansfield; G. M, 
Knapp, of Greenwich; — Kelser, of Savannah, and Parke 
Foster and others, of Elyria, in the State of Ohio, praying for th 

of the Cullom and Sherman bills, for the prevention o 
railroad ticket scalping—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also —— of W. H. Gate, of Ashland, Ohio, urging the pas- 
sage of e Loud bill (H. R. 4566)—to the Committee on the Post- 

and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRIOK: Memorial of the Order of Railwa 
Conductors of Chanute, Kans., favoring the of the C 
lom and Sherman bills, for the prevention of illicit trafficking in 
railway tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com, 


merce, 
By Mr. LAYTON: Petition of Robert J. Thomas and 25 other 
citizens of Lima, Ohio, urging the passage of the bill to abdlish 
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ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LINTON: Petitions of H. P. Nelson and other citizens, 
Edward P. Smith and others, Charles W. Le Van and others, E. 
V. Hunt and others, W. W. Matson and others, C. H. Olsen and 
others, L. M. Butts and others, Herman Minderman and others, 
W. T. Miller and others, John Lander and others, Oscar W. Ger- 
man and others, H. F. Adams and others, John W. Sonter and 
others, Herman E. Crome and others, William M. Veatch and 
others, William Reynolds and others, H. Spencer and others, 
Henry Yager and others, J. T. Joplin and others, Charles Grant 
and others, J. D. Clough and others, George E. Burkhead and 
others, and James M. Huff and others, protesting against appro- 
priations by Congress for sectarian institutions; and a petition for 
an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting sectarian appropri- 
ations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LONG: Sundry petitions of the Ministerial Union of 
Newton, Kans.; J. H. Robinson and 23 other citizens of Peotone 
and Cheney; W. E. Blackburn and 33 others, of Anthony; W. H. 
Benn and 17 others, of Lacrosse, and G. L. McCourt and 13 others, 
- of McPherson, in the State of Kansas, favoring the e of 

House bill No. 10090, to prevent ticket brokerage—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. : 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Petition of H. C. Nickerson 
and other citizens of Winchester, Mass., favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 10090, to = ticket brokerage—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: Petition of T. O. Harris, of 
Wartrace; J. F. Coleman, of Tullahoma; E. W. Nichols and 13 
other citizens of Sparta; G. W. McKenzie and 18 other citizens of 
McKenzie, State of Tennessee, in favor of the passage of the bill 
oy R. 10090) to prohibit ticket scalping—to the Committee on 

nterstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of Ida B. Stebbins and 13 other 
citizens of Woodhaven, Long Island; also of citizens of Corona, 
Jamaica, Ozone Park, Brooklyn, New Hartford, Schenectady, and 
Morris Park, Long Island, New York, in favor of the passage of 
the antiticket scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of Rev. A. Suter 
and other citizens of Mankato, Minn., favoring the of 
House bill No. 10090, to poe ticket brokerage—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McLAURIN: Petition of Assembly No. 40, Royal So- 
ciety of Good Fellows; also of citizens of Darlington, 8. C.; also 
petition of R. W. Boyd, C. A. Brown, and others, favoring the 
enactment of the bill regulating fraternal beneficiary societies 
(H. R. 10108)—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. NEILL: Petition of A..A. Swartwood and 25 other cit- 
izens of Stutt , Ark., in favor of the oe of the bill to reg- 
ulate frate beneficiary societies—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. RINAKER: Petitions of C. W. Jacobs and other citizens 
of Greenfield, Ill., favoring the ge of House bill No. 10090 
to prevent ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of William H. Davis Post, No. 187, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Carbondale, Pa., urging the pas- 
sage of House bill No. , for service pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Py Mr. SHANNON: Sundry petitions of E. F. Johnson, W. L. 
Walday, O. 8. Wehrle, and others, of New York City, favoring 
the passage of House bill No. 10090, to prevent-ticket brokerage— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Sundry petitions of C. F. Matthews and 
22 others, of Crowley, La.; J. M. Murphy and 7 others, of Gon- 
zales, Tex.; A. Judice and 8 others, of Scott, La.; James Riley and 
48 others, of Oneida, N. Y.; John C. Schroederer and 13 others, of 
Utica, N. Y.; N. R. Loring and 15 others, of Sprakers, N. Y.; 
John Norman and 6 others, of Canaseraga, N. Y.; M. J. Finley 
and 13 others, of Rome, N. Y.; H. C. Brown and 35 others, of 
Albany, N. Y.; Harry W. Smith and 5 others, of Hotel Majestic, 
New York; W. F. Burns and 27 others, of South Dover, N. Y.; 
George Anderson and 28 others, of Castleton, N. Y.; S. Kohn and 
19 others, of Hoboken, N. J., favoring the passage of House bill 
No. 10090, known as the antiscalpers bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON; Petition of citizens of Marquette, Mich.; 
also petition of J. M. Clifford and 64 other citizens of Iron Moun- 
tain, Mich., favoring the passage of the Cullomand Sherman bills, 
to prevent railroad ticket scalping—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of J. B. Carter, W. W. Mansfield, and 
88 other citizens of Ozark, Ark., favoring the passage of the Sher- 
man bill, abolishing ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 





By Mr. TRELOAR: Petition of Rev. J. M. Walton, of Mexico, 
Mo., in favor of the Sherman bill to prevent ticket scalping—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of J. N. Wicks and other citizens 
of Glasgow; also petition of J. F. Rea and others, of Sedalia, 
State of Missouri, favoring the passage of House bill No. 10090 
to prevent ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of W. H. Levings and other citizens of 
Edgar County, ill., favoring the enactment of House bill No. 10090 
relating to ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Resolutions of Chester Post, No. 280, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Williamsport, Pa., in favor of House bill 
No. 9209, granting a service pension to honorably discharged sol- 
diers of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, February 19, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minsury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Hoar, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The signature of the Vice-President was announced to the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills and joint resolutions, which had previously 
been ao by the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

A bill (8. 719) to restore a pension to Harriet M. Knowlton; 

A bill (8. 1169) authorizing the Secretary of War to issue _ - 
field rifles to each State and Territory for the National warts 
thereof, in exchange for other rifles now held; 

A bili (8. 1816) granting a oars to Eliza Craig Heckman, 


widow of Brig. Gen. Charles A 


A bill (8. 1975 ting a pension to Mrs. Julia Jones Duncan 
widow of Bvt. Me . Gen. See A. Duncan; , 


A bill (S. 2101) to provide for the relief of certain officers and 
enlisted men of the volunteer forces; 

A bill (S. 2645) —_— on to Jane H. Vandever; 

A bill (S. 2882) to provide for the relief of Daniel T. Tollett; 

A bill (S. 2928) for the better improvement of the Government 
reservation at the city of Fort Smith, in the State of Arkansas, 
and for other p 


A bill (H. R. 446) to increase ee of Julia H. H. Crosby; 
A bill (H. R. 853) providing for the erection of a light-house at 
Orient Point, Long Island, New York; 
A bill (H. R. 1 ) granting a pension to Annie M. Ermer; 
opeeten (H. R. 1104) granting an increase of pension to Isaac N. 
jams; 
A bill (H. R. 1299) to pension Harriet Woodbury, of Windsor, 


t.; 
A bill (H. R. 1311) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Sentiman; 


A bill (H. R. 1474) granting a pension to John J. ley; 
A bill (H. R. 2817) to increase the pension of Levi E John- 


son; 

Fk. (H. R. 3108) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 

4 sigs for the relief of Capt. W. J. Kountz; 

. 4519) granting a pension to John Zellers; 

. R. 4548) granting a pension to L. Arnold; 

. R. 4655) granting a pension to ck A. Driscol; 

. R. 5852) to increase the pension of Josiah P. Brad- 
. 5880) granting an increase of pension to Green- 


. 5981) granting an increase of pension to Elihu 
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. R. 5986) granting a pension to Francis M. Ross; 

. R. 6099) — a pension to Margaret Kirkpatrick; 
R. 6789) for the relief of Dr. Harrison Wagner; 
R. 7121) to restore Mrs. Elizabeth T. Anderson to the 


(H. R. 8250) for the relief of William Gemmill; 
ill (H. R. 8388) for the relief of William G. Buck; 

(H. R. 8898) to increase the pension of Elizabeth Wellons; 
ill (H. R. 9494) concerning certain homestead lands in 
A joint resolution (S. R. 201) to enable the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate to pay the expenses of the inaugural ceremonies; 
A joint resolution (H. Res. 252) authorizing the Secretary of 
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YVar to deliver to the mayor of Buffalo tents, in loan, for the see 
venience of the Grand Army of the Republic at its next 
encampment, to be held this year in that city. 
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HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 1984) to provide for the use and occupation of 
reservoir sites reserved was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


The bill (H. R. 10102) to remove the political disabilities of 
Col. William E. Simms was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be put o. 

its Beer x without a reference to the Judiciary Committee. 

he bill was read the second time at length; and by unanimous 
consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to state, before the final vote is de- 
clared, that this gentleman was a gallant officer of the Mexican 
war, and belongs toa family that had served the country for sev- 
eral generations. He is quite old and in feeble health. Although 
Ihave no formal eosin. yet I have here a very touching let- 
ter written by him to Mr. Justice Harlan, in which he expresses 
his love of country, his regard for the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] and other old associates, and his desire to become fully a citi- 
zen of the United States again. ES 

The bill was ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and 
passed (two-thirds of the Senators present voting in the affirma- 
tive). 

JAMES W. DUNN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 321) granting a pen- 
sion to James W. Dunn. 

The amendment was, in line 6, before the word ‘*dollars,” to 
strike out ‘‘sixty” and insert ‘‘ thirty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be concurred in. 

AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of eee transmitting a report of 
the work and expenditures of the agricultural experiment stations, 
established under the act of Congress of March 2, 1887, for the fis- 
cal year ended June 30, 1896; which was ordered to lie on the table 
and to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, requesting that if the rt of the work and 
expenditures of the agricultural e iment stations for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1896, be printed, 2,000 copies be furnished for 
the use of the Agricultural ent; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the omnes of the antiscalping railroad ticket 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. . 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Painesville, Ohio, ome. for the enactment of 
pe pana to prohibit the sale of intexicating liquors in the Capi- 
tol building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Painesville, Ohio, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the District 
of newer and the Territories; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the National Association 
of Manufacturers, praying for an early revision of the present 
tariff law; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of 
Lorain County, Ohio, and a petition of sundry citizens of Ohio 

ying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of 
eraienting liquors in the Capitol building; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Blue River Quarterly Meet- 
ing of Friends, of Salem, Ind., capes Gt the ratification of the 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Dalcassion Club of New 
York City, and a memorial of the Speranza Club, of New York 
City, remonstrating against the ratification of the Leerapec, Spa 
a with Great Britain; which were ordered to lie on 

e e@. 

He also presented the petition of D. G. West, publisher of the 
Sunday News, of Springfield, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Dover, Paines- 





ville, Cleveland, Akron, Euclid, Xenia, Cincinnati, and Chardon, 
all in the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of the anti- 
een railroad ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
e. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of the fac- 
ulty and students of the Milwaukee Downer College, Milwaukee, 
Wis., praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty 


with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sun petitions of citizens of Racine and 
Milwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of 
= ners railroad ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on 

e table. 

He also presented the petition of Frank Long, publisher of the 
Advocate, of Sturgeon Bay, Wis. spraying for the passage of House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
mail matter; which was referred tothe Committeeon Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WHITE presented a petition of the Semi-Tropic Fruit Ex- 
change of Calif ornia, praying for the passage of House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating tosecond-class mail matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Ofiices and Post- 


8 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of St. Paul, Minn., praying that an appropriation of $150,000 be 
made for a survey of the deep waterways from the Great Lakes 
to the seaboard; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., reiaonstrating against the removal of the office 
of supervising inspector of steam vessels from that city; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. Willard Fuller, of Pipe- 
stone, Minn., praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad 
ticket bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying for the passa of the so-called Loud bill, 
relating to second-class mail maiter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of W. Middagh and sundry 
other citizens of Rollag, Minn. , remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
= was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. William Blackwell and 
sundry other citizens of Sleepy Eye, Minn.; the petition of Rev. 
A. Suter and sundry other citizens of Mankato, Minn., and the 

ition of Rev. George R. Merrill, of Minneapolis, Minn., pray- 
ing for the p e of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Staltz Schmitt Furniture 
Company, of Evansville, Ind., anda petition of the Crescent Furni- 
ture Company, of Evansville, Ind.. praying for the passage of the 
so-called Loud bill, relating tc second-class mail matter; which 
were referred to the Commitee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Rev. A. 8. Fisher and sundry 
other citizens of Elkhart; of S. J. Peabody and sundry other citi- 
zens of Columbia City, and of James E. Rose and sundry other 
citizens of Auburn and Garrett, all in the State of Indiana, pray- 
ing for the ae of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GORDON presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Brunswick, Ga., praying that that city be placed in the list of 
— to be given proper coast defenses; which was referred to the 

ommittee on Coast Defenses. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Methodist 
Protestant church, of Tallapoosa, Ga., praying for the ratification 
of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Typographical Union, No. 220, 
of Columbus, Ga., praying Congress to recognize the independence 
of Cuba; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. W. ©. Sibley, president 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Georgia, and the 
petition of J. Goodlow Jackson, of Janelew, W. Va., praying for 
the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
— in the Capitol building; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 


He also presented the petition of J. Frank Beck, of Atlanta, Ga., 
and the petition of J. H. Estill, publisher of the Morning News, of 
Savannah, Ga., praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry professional and business 
men of Aibate, Ga., praying for the passage of the antiscalping 
railroad ticket bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of E. E. Smith, chairman cf the 
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national committee of the Travelers’ Protective Association of 
America, remonstrating against the e of the antiscalping 
railroad ticket bill; which was ord to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Locomotive Engi- 
neers of Atlanta, Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing arbitration between corporations and their employees, 
and also more fully to regulate contempt proceedings in the Fed- 
eral courts; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Post C, Georgia Division of the 
Travelers’ Protective Association of America, of Columbus, Ga., 
praying for the creation of a Cabinet officer to be known as the 
secretary of commerce; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial from the Atlanta Medical and 
Surgical Journal, of Atlanta, Ga., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 1552, for the further prevention of cruelty 
to animals in the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Woman's Literary Union, 
of Portland, Me., praying for the ratification of the pending arbi- 
tration treaty with Great Britain, without adopting any amend- 
ment which will tend to cripple its efficiency; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition of members of the Methodist 
church of Omro, Wis., praying for the ratification of the pend- 
ing arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the petitions of T. H. Richey and sundry other 
citizens; of W. R. Nethercut and 10 other citizens; of Rev. E. 
Brezee and 24 other citizens of Dodgeville; of W. T. Johnson, of 
West Superior; of J. A. Henderson and 16 other citizens of Edger- 
ton; of the chief templer and pores a! the Independent Order 
of Good Templars of Wisconsin; of les L. Chambers and 7 
other citizens of Monroe, and of A. Soliday and 41 other citizens, 
all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the ——- of the axti- 
scalping railroad ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of 40 citizens of Estherville, Iowa, 
and a petition of sundry citizens of Bloomfield, Iowa, praying fsx 
the passage of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of Rev. J. M. Batchelder, 
representing the Presbyterian church at Osborne, Kans., praying 
for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great 
Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petitions of J. H. Robinson and sundry 
other citizens of Peotone; of M. B. Nicholson and sundry other 
citizens of Council Grove; M. D. Smith and sundry other citizens 
of Neodesha; W. W. Blackburn and sundry other citizens of An- 
thony: G. L. McCouth and sundry other citizens of McPherson; 
F. P. Evans and sundry other citizens of Yates Center, and sun- 
dry telegrams from citizens of Harper, Offerle, and Scranton, all 
in the State of Kansas, praying for the of the antiscalp- 
ing railroad ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Young People’s 
Society of Christian Endeavor, of Nelson, N. H., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to — the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the Capitol building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SMITH presented a petition of 1,000 members of the Chris- 
tian Endeavor Union of the Baptist Young People’s Union, of 
Lebanon, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of apr | gaa in the Capitol building; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Ida B. Stephens, secretary of 
the New Jersey Christian Endeavor Union, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to protect the first day of the week as a day of 
rest in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of 62 citizens of Lumberton, N. J., 
praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of 
Columbia, and also for the military and mail service and interstate 
commerce; which wes referred to the Committee on the District of 


Columbia. 

He also p ted a petition of 21 members of the Club of Cur- 
rent Events, of Plainfield, N. J., and a petition of members of the 
Baptist Ministers’ Conference of New York, praying for the rati- 
fication of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hoboken, N. J., 
praying for the —— of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. RELL presented a petition of the Merchants’ Ex- 


change of St. Lonis, Mo., praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 4566, to amend the Seated Saws relating to second-class mail 


= which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 


FEBRUARY 19, 


He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Hi ille 
Hicksville, Webb City, Carterville, Houstonia, H , Boon- 
ville, Williamsville, Poplar Bluff, Versailles, Bow Green, and 


Kirkwood, all in the State of Missouri, pra for the passage of 
the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; w were ordered to lie 
on the table. me 

He also presented the petition of A. F. Fleet, superintendent of 
the Missouri Military Academy, Mexico, Mo., praying to be re- 
lieved from liability on account of the accidental of 
certain ordnance by fire September 24, 1896; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kearney, 
Nebr., and the petition of C. R. Weeden, of Red Nebr., 
praying for the p of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of P. Jansen and sundry other 
ministers and members of the Mennonite Church, of Beatrice, 
Nebr., praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty 
with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented the petitions of D. T. Layne and sundry 
other citizens of Victoria; of John Ruth, of Inman; W. C. West 
and sundry other citizens of Kingston Springs; J. C. Rowden and 
sundry ot citizens of Wauhatchie; Perry A. Schoofield and 
sundry other citizens of Let; J. W. R and sundry other citi- 
zens of Normandy; E. 8. Mills and sundry other citizens of Chris- 
tiana; R. B. Johnsonand sundry other citizens of Fosterville; T. F. 
Moore and sundry other citizens of Martin; R. C. Love and sundry 
other citizens of Shellmound; W. T. Hall and sundry other citi- 
zens of Whiteside; G. W. McKenzie and sun other citizens of 
McKenzie; R. E. Freear, of Oakland; T. N. and sundr 
other citizens of McMinnville; H. E. Cotton and sundry other citi- 
zens of Bishop; W. R. Blanks and sundry other citizens of Pine- 
bluff; Polk Robertson and sundry other citizens of Sequachee Col- 
lege, and of John W. Gartner and other citizensof Morrison, 
all in the State of Tennessee, praying the of the anti- 
ocalping railroad ticket bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, 
a to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented s petitions of citizens of Boonville, Hig- 
= oustonia, Hughesville, St. Joseph, St. Louis, Tuxedo, 
; el and a City, all in the SS ee 

or the passage of the antiscalping railroa ; which were 
enlionatl to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hillsboro, 

cG , Tex., pray- 


Tex., and a petition of sundry citizens of 
of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which 


ing for the p 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of J hus C. Lipes and 24 
other citizens of St. Andrews, Fla., prayi for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxica iquors in the Cap- 
itol building; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of members of the Shaker 
church of Shirley, hae for the ratification of the pend- 
ing arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Speranza Club, of New York 
City, and a memorial of the Dalcassian Club of New York City, 


remonstrating against the ratification of the ng arbitration 
to lie on the table. 


treaty with Great Britain; which were 

Mr. CARTER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mon- 
tana, praying for the enactment of legislation to eee part 
of the public-land laws ing desert-land ts to pay 
$1.25 per acre on the pu taken under the desert-lend 
act, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a of citizens of 
Grand Forks, N. Dak., praying Sees of the antiscalping 
railroad ticket bill; which was to lie on the table. 


He also presented petitions of members of the First Presbyterian 


Church of Grafton; of members of oa of 

Jamestown; of members of the Baptist church, ; 

members of the Presb church of Bottineau; of members 
; Mrs. Howard and 20 


and 4 other citizens of Dazey; G. S. Bascom and 27 other citizens 
of Hankinson; John Taylor and 15 other citizens of Joliette; D. E. 
and 23 other ci of Moselle; John Lindblom and 22 
: M. H. Barton and 10 other 

Smith and 40 other 

praying 
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District of Columbia and the T 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the 
the Tribune, of Inkster; 
= of Wheatland; of W. H. 
of Buffalo; C. L. Allen, ron oe of Hope Pioneer, of Hope; 


ens legislation to raise the of mente 18 years in 
erfiocien; were ordered 


petition of Ed. T. Pierson, publisher of 
of W publisher of the 
»pu er of the . 


& Johnson, publishers of Steele Ozone, of Steele; J. H. Burke, pub- 
lisher of ldon Enterprise, of Sheldon; Edward M. W: 
publisher of Lamoure County Chronicle, of Lamoure; O. F. - 
ant, publisher of Napoleon Homestead, of Napoleon, and of M. H. 
Morrill, Richland County Gazette, of Wahpeton, all 
in the State of North Dakota, praying for the passage of House 
bill No, 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Tem Union and the Society of Christian Endeavor of 
Springfield, 8. Dak., praying for the enactmant of legislation to 
further protect the first day of the week as a day of rest in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a Cees of the Woman's Christian a 
ance Union and the iety of Christian Endeavor of ng- 
field, S. Dak., praying for the appointment of an im ial, non- 

rtisan industrial commission; which was ordered to lie on the 

ble. 

He also presented Tr petitions of citizens of Chamberlain, 
Vermilion, and Hudson, all in the State of South Dakota, pray- 
ing for the of the antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which 
Mr OULLOM ve ated a petit fW. F. Lodge, N 

r. presented a ‘ion of W. F. Hynes , No. 
48, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Peoria, [ll., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to punish contempts of court, for 
the a tment of an international arbitration commission, and 
for the appointment of an impartial, nos industrial com- 
mission; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the members of the Congrega- 
tional church of Geneva, Ill., and a petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Geneva, Ill., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to protect the first day of the week as a day 
of rest in the District of Columbia; which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Geneva, Ill.; of the Improvement Association of 
Geneva, [ll., and of members of the tional church of 
Geneva, Ill., praying for the enactment of oo raising the 
age of consent to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Ter- 
ritories; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented tions of members of the Congregational 
church of Geneva; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Geneva, and of the Improvement Association of Geneva, all in 
the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise; 
which were referred to the Commi on Interstate Commerce. 

He .also presented a memorial of the Speranza Club, of New 
York City, and a memorial of the Dalcassion Club, of New York 
City, remonstrating against the ratification of the pending arbi- 
= treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Chicago, 
Til., and a — of the Heath & Milligan Manufacturing Com- 

any, of Chicago, Il)., praying for the passage of the so-called 
orrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Satever of the Twelfth Street Cumberland Presbyte- 
- Sere pate of Mrs. — Spe Soares “Oany Lod of = 

oman’s istian Temperance Union o: ; e, No. 
861, Independent Order of Good Templars, of McHenry County; 
the Young a Christian Endeavor Society of the arene 
tional church of Geneva, and of members of the Swedish Lutheran 
church of Kansas County, all in the State of Illinois, praying for 
the enactment of | tion prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
oo Capitol building; which were ordered to lie on the 


also presented petitions of the Baptist Young ’s Union 
of America, of Chirago, Il.; of ee tizens of » UL; 
Niagara Falls, N. Y.; Greenville, Til; Madison County, lil.; Ed. 
Spri jeld ih: Somrveoun, y. Yonkers, ¥ Y N ‘York 
3 > Reg . Y.; New Yor 

Ci  itetipon, Ill; Glasford, M1.; ia, Ill.; Hoopeston, Ill; 
, fll.; Latham, Ill.; Croton Falls, N. Y., and of Freeport 
Division. No 235, Order of Railway Conductors, of Freeport, II1., 
pean < he saiengightg aeeae ticket bill; 

ch were ordered to lie on the table, 
CHARD presented a petition of the Merchants’ Ex- 





of St. Louis, Mo., ying for the passage of the so-called 

Loud bill relating to seeenataions mail matter; which was referred 

to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Laat also pena a ee of — pear of Commerce of 
uisiana, praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad 

ticket bill; Which was ordered to lie on the table. e 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6765) to increase the pension of David N. 
— reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


ereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3292) granting an honorable discharge 
to Seth Porter Church, alias Samuel Church, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1498) to punish the carnal 
and unlawful knowing of any female under the age of 18 years, 
= it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Perkins on the 15th 
instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, re favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, 
and, with the accompanying report, referred to the Committee on 
ee which was agreed to. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. PERKINS on the 2d instant, intended 
to be —— to the sun civil appropriation bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, with the 
accompanying report, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; which was agreed to. 

. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. SHERMAN on the 15th 
instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the a on Appropriations and printed; which was 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
were referred two amendments submitted by Mr. SEWELL on the 
12th instant, intended to be p to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that they be 
printed, and, with the accompanying reports, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropri- 
ation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accom- 
panying pa r, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He , from the same committee, reported three amendments 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and 
moved that they be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
two améndments intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, and moved that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDL. R, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S, 2049) for the relief of Thomas Stack, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. Iam directed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 
228) providing for additional telegraphic and electric-light facil- 
ities in the city of Washington, D. O., during the inaugural cere- 
monies on the 4th day of March, 1897, to report it adversely. The 
substance of this joint resolution was included in a joint resolu- 
tion already passed by the Senate, and therefore I am instructed to 
ask for its indefinite postponement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be indefi- 
nitely —— 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3504) ting arrears of pension to H. Morris 
Husband, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3664) to provide an American register for the 
steamer Jacksonville, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1021) granting relief to the heirs of Albert 
a for property taken for the Cayuse war, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1795) to provide for a final settlement 
with the Naalem Band of the Tillamook tribe of Indians, of Ore- 
gon, in with a certain agreement between the United 
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States and the said Indians, dated the 6th day of August, 1851, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submit a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
—— to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

orinted. 

: Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Pensions. to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3640) granting a pension to Cassius M. 
Clay, sr., a citizen of Kentucky, and a major-general in the Arm 
of the United States in the war of the rebellion, reported it wit 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. QUAY. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the amendment submit- 
ted by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TrLLMAN] on the 
16th instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropri- 
ation bill, the amendment proposing to appropriate $12,000 for the 
purpose of completing the approaches and grounds around the 
new post-office and United States court-house in Charleston, S.C., 
to report it favorably. I move that the amendment be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, sub- 
mitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 3368) to authorize the 
President of the United States to appoint and confer the rank of 
first lieutenant of marines upon the leader of the United States 
Marine Band, heretofore reported from that committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 9785) granting a pension to Rebecca 
A. Kirkpatrick, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


DISTRICT MARKET REGULATIONS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. A few days agoan amendment was sent 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia to correct a Senate 
joint resolution which had become alaw. It is important that 
this correction should at once be made, and I am directed by the 
committee to report a joint resolution correcting the statute. I 
ask unanimous consent to have it considered at the present time. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 206) to construe Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 148, Fifty-fourth Congress, second session, was read the 
first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it resolved, etc., That Senate joint resolution No. 148, Fifty-fourth Con- 

ress, second session, shall not be construed as reviving the statute, chapter 

, August 23, 1871, of the First District legislative assembly, but only so much 
thereof as exempts from license tax persons bringing marketing to the Dis- 
trict or selling produce of their own raising. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was re 
ment, ordered to be engrosse 
time, and passed. 


rted to the Senate without amend- 
for a third reading, read the third 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3713) to regulate the 
service and fix the hours of labor for emmy employed as police- 
men in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3714) for 
the relief of E. A. Givens, sr., Arcadia, La.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 8715) for the relief of 
Lemuel Tanner, of Lafourche Parish, La.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (hy request) introduced a bill (S. 3716) for the relief of 
A. E. and M. E. Goodrich; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3717) for the relief of 
Mrs. Ozeine Boudreau, of St. Martin Parish, La.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (8. 3718) to authorize the Mont- 
gomery, Hayneville and Camden Railroad Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Alabama River between Lower 
Peachtree and Prairie Bluff, Ala.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3719) for the relief of 
A. F. Fleet, superintendent of the Missouri Military Academy, 
Mexico, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SE L submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 





posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
referred, to the Committee on ‘Sgpecucdiaies. and ordered he 
printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro. 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. + 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
— to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be pro by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CHAMBERS C. MULLIN. 

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Pensions be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (8. 873) granting an increase of pension to Chambers 
C. Mullin, and that leave be granted to withdraw the papers in the case from 


the files of the Senate. 
PAY OF STENOGRAPHER. 
Mr. CHANDLER submitted the tfollowi 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 
Resolved, That the stenographer reporting the hearings on the Loud bill 


before the Committee on Post. ces and Post-Roads, on January 16, 23, 
39, 1897, be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. — 


READING OF WASHINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS. 


_Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That on Monday, Fe current, immediately after th 
sana be Sear Woman eee antes Sete 
a r. DANIEL, &@ nator from e te 
the Senate will proceed with its business. . , 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD GRANT. 


Mr. CARTER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested 
tofurnish for the information of the Senate astatement as to what deficiency, 
if ay existed in the grant to the Northern Pacifi Company under 


ic Railroad 
Congress of July 2, 1864, and May 31, 1870, at the dates of the various 
definite locations of road. 


resolution; which 
mtrol the Contin- 


DAVID SAMPLE. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 8926) to correct the war record of David Sample. Itisa 
short bill, and will take but a moment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to so amend 
the records of the War Department as to remove the charge of 
mutiny, conduct etme we an officer and a gentleman, and dis- 
obedience and defiance of orders from his superior officers, from 
the record of Second Lieut. David Sample, late of Company E, Fif- 
teenth Michigan Infantry Volunteers, and to grant him an hon- 
orable discharge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. QUAY. ILask the unanimous consent of the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the last bill on the Calendar, the bill 
(H. R. 1694) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Monongahela River from the city of McKeesport to the township 
of Mifflin, Allegheny County, Pa. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MEMORIAL OF HEROES OF THE REVOLUTIONARY WAR. 

Mr. GEAR. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 

eration of the bill (S. 3608) setting a: a plot of public d 


in the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, for me- 
morial foo! ager under the a 
the Daughters of the American 


of the National Society of 


olution. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to set zpart ® 














lot 200 feet square, at the intersection of Fourteenth street and 
B street, for the purpose of a memorial building to commemorate 
the services and perpetuate the memory of the heroes of the Revo- 
lutionary war, to be erected and owned by the National Society 
of the Daughters of the American Revolution, and provides that 
when it ceases to be used for that purpose it shall revert to the 
United States, and all rights hereby granted shall determine and 


cease. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY O, H. STONEMAN. 


Mr. SHOUP submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 205) granting a pension to Mary 
O. H. Stoneman, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
amount pruposed to be inserted insert “ fifty;’’ and the House agree to the 


same. 
GEO. L. SHOUP. 
JNO. L. MITCHELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The report was concurred in. 
BILLIARD TABLES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5490) to license billiard and 
pool tables in_ the District of Columbia, and for other pu 8s, having met, 
after full and free conference agree to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate, and agree to the same amended as follows: Strike out the matter 
roposed to be inserted; also strike out of section 4 of the bill only the words 
‘or a room connected with or opening out of or adjacent to such rooms;” and 
that the Senate agree to the same. 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR 
GEO. PEABODY WETMORE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
G. M. CURTIS, 
A ES 


om H. HULING, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
MAJ. GEN. JULIUS H. STAHEL. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1694) grantin 
an increase of pension to Maj. Gen. Julius H. Stahel, having met, after full an 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respec- 
tive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
amount proposed to be inserted insert “seventy-five; and the House agree 


to the same. 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
J. ©. PRITCHARD 
JOHN M. PALMER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
HENRY F. THOMAS 
GEO. C. CROW THER. 
Cc. J. ERDMAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


, 
’ 


The report was concurred in. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (S. 3328) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to repeal the timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,” 
agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Lacry, 
Mr. Exiis, and Mr. McRAE managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
~ the two Houses on the ge of ie to = Lew! 
(8. 3623) ing a pension rs. Mary arr, widow o 
the late Sie and Bvt.. Maj. Gen. Joseph B. Carr, United States 
Volunteers, deceased; further insists upon its amendment to the 
said bill disagreed to by the Senate; asksa further conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mir. Crowruer, Mr. THomas, and Mr. Lay- 
TON managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The m r announced that the House had passed the 
following 
concurrence 


and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
A bill (H. R. 8212) for the preservation and protection of 
records and documen 


of the Senate 
ublic 
ts, and providing for the use of copies 
as 
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sideration of executive business. 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
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A bill (H. R. 10290) for the relief of Joseph P. Patton; and 
A joint resolution (H. Res. 257) providing for printing the re- 


ports from diplomatic and consular officers of the United States 
on the passport regulations of foreign countries. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 


sideration of executive business. 


The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 


After seven hours and forty 


(at 8 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 


_| morrow, Saturday, February 20, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 19, 1897, 
POSTMASTERS. 


W. B. Markham, to be postmaster at East Hampton, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in the place of 
Hubert E. Carpenter, whose commission expired December 14, 1896, 

C. E. Clark, to be postmaster at Ruthven, in the county of Palo 
Alto and State of Iowa, in the place of William H. McCune, whose 
commission — January 14, 1897. 

Richard A. Wilson, to be postmaster at Herington, in the county 
of a and State of Kansas, in the place of T. M. Bixby, 
resigned. 

E. J. Martin, to be postmaster at Meridian, in the county of 
Lauderdale and State of Mississippi, in the place of Isaac R. 
McElroy, removed. 

Adelia M. Barrows, to be tmaster at Hinsdale, in the county 
of Cheshire and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Miss 
Adelia M. Barrows, whose commission expired February 18. 1897. 

Charles H. McGuirk, to be postmaster at New Rochelle, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York, in the place of 
W. V. Molloy, whose commission expired February ¢, 1897. 

William R. Criss, to be postmaster at New Wilmington, in the 
county of Lawrence and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after January 1, 1897. 

T. E. Kennard, to be postmaster at Longview, in the county of 
Gregg and State of Texas, in the place of Fidelia Kilgore, resigned. 





CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 18, 1897, 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 


William H. Munger, of Nebraska, to be United States district 
judge for the district of Nebraska. « 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fripay, February 19, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
MRS. MARY GOULD CARR. 


Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Senate bill 3150. 
Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a conference 


report. 
The SPEAKER. The conference report will be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2623 
nting an increase of pension to Mary Gould Carr, widow of Brig. an 
vt. Maj. Gen. Joseph G. Carr, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 
That the House recede from its amendment. 
H. F. THOMAS, 
F. C. LAYTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
DAVID B. HILL, 
GEO. L. SHOUP, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement submitted by the House conferees is as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House make the following statement upon 
the d g votes of the two Houses: 
As passed by the Senate, the bill carried $75 per month, which the House 
senee to $50. -— effect of the conference report is to grant the benefici- 
r month. 

e kenegers on the part of the House have been led to make this conces- 
sion for several a reasons. As brevet major-general the soldier com- 
manded a division from October 4, 1863, to August, 1865. He participated in 
nineteen of the most important battles of the war, and his military record is 

brilliant one. Though really entitled to a pension for about twenty yearg, 
be did not apply until late in life,and was then pensioned for disabiliti 


* + aa 





‘mony, that she was with her husband at all times during the po 
an 





} 
f 


‘gontracted in the line of duty. During all his campaigns the beneficiar 
med in the bill was by his side and heroically ministered to the sick an 

Svounded without distinction of rank. She is now aged, is in dependent cir- 

’ tances, and has an incurable, invalid daughter who looks to her for 
pport. 


A bill to pension Mrs. Carr at $75 per month passed both Houses of the 
resent Congress and was sent to the President December 16, 1896, but failed 
© become a law on account of the holiday adjournment. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to detain the House 
for a few moments in explanation of this report. The report in- 
‘yolves a bill granting 2 pension to Mrs. Carr, the widow of Bvt. 

aj. Gen. J. B. Carr. The only question of difference between 
ithe two Houses is as to the amount of the pension which should 
be allowed to the widow. 

Ordinarily, in view of the fact that General Carr was a gallant 
soldier andalthough but a brigadier-general commanding adivision 
for over two years. and participating in nineteen battles, and the 
further fact that although clearly entitled to a pension he never 
applied for it until twenty years after the war, when a small pen- 
sion was allowed for disability incurred in the service and in line 
of duty, and the further fact that his widow was a war widow, 
married to him long before the war, and virtually participating 

ith him in all of the exposures and trials of the war, as well as 

e further fact that she is now aged and feeble in health, com- 
paratively, and totally dependent, without means, having neither 

come nor property of any kind, there should be no question in 
the mind of any member here I gn under the precedents 

ecently established, that she should be allowed thesum of at least 
$50 per month. And in fact that was the sum allowed her by the 
action of the House. 

lam frank to say, however, that if that were the only reason, 
and if these were the only facts involved, I would beone athongst 
the last to accede to an addition of $25 a month to the pensioner. 
But, Mr. Speaker, it is true that a majority of the conferees on the 
part of the House think that there are at least three other great 
moving causes that induced us to yield to the Senate bill and in- 
crease the usual allowance in such cases $25 a month, making the 
sum $75. These three reasons are the following: In the first place, 
a similar bill identical in panes with that now under considera- 
tion was introduced in the House and passed the House and the 
Senate, granting $75 per month. It was introduced by Governor 
Black, the distinguished gentleman whois now the chief executive 
ef the State of New York, and who at that time was a member cf 
Congress. The bill passed the House and the Senate just before 
the holiday recess, but by reason of that holiday recess it was sup- 

osed by the friends of the bill that it became dead, and therefore 

he friends of the bill, out of abundant precaution, introduced 
ae the one now under consideration, identical in words and 

gures with the one that had already passe Congress, allowin 
this poor widow $75. That is one of the causes that induce 
your committee to accede to the Senate. 

Mr. LACEY. What rate of pension is she now drawing? 

Mr. LAYTON. Iam sorry to say that I can not answer the 
gentleman from Iowa as to that, but my impression is that she is 
hot drawing any. 

Mr. LACEY. Is she entitled to any under the general law? 

Mr. LAYTON. Yes;she would be entitled to the ordinary pen- 
sion of $8 or $12 a month, or perhaps $30. 

Mr. MILES. Thirty, I think. 

Mr. LACEY. There was nothingin the service disability which 
roduced death, so that she could get $30 a month under the gen- 
ral law, was there? 

Mr. LAYTON. The testimony adduced before the committee 

was that it was at least an indirect cause of death. 

Mr. LACEY. He died twenty or thirty years after the war. 

Mr. LAYTON. Yes. I will state to the gentleman that he 
drew a for disabilities incurred in the war, having made 
oe ion therefor some twenty years after the close of the war. 

- LOUD. He died, oewet. 

Mr.LAYTON. He died about two years ago, and Iam informed 
that the widow is not receiving any a. 

The second as cause t induced us to make this 
extra allowance to this widow is the fact, established by the testi- 
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soldier—entirely dependent upon her for When 
take these things into consideration, Mr. foesiee ti will ily 
be seen that the small sum of $75 per month will not more than 
afford a very reasonable support for these two individuals. For 
these reasons, we have acceded, very reluctantly, perhaps, to a 
departure from the ordinary rule which I understand has been 
adopted by the House, believing that the case is one of exceptional 
merit. Therefore we were constrained to yield to the Senate and 
recommend the adoption of the Senate bill. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I had the honor to pertly 
represent this House upon the conference committee whic pre- 
sents this report. I dissent from the report of the majority, be- 
cause I believe there is no merit, justice, or equity in granting to 
the widow of a brigadier-general the sum of $15 per month, when 
this House has gone upon record, time and time , in cases 
—— meritorious, in granting pensions at the rate of $50 a 
month. 

I stand here and say frankly to this House that you are making 
a record in regard to these special pension bills that will become a 
curse to the members of the Fifty-fourth Con . There has 
been nosystem in granting thesepensions. They have been granted 
recklessly and extravagantly in the cases of the widows of those 
soldiers who happened to wear shoulder straps, and I stand here, 
Mr. Speaker, in the interest of the thousands upon thousands of 
widows and the old soldiers of the late war who made it possible 
for those men whose widows are now asking these exorbitant pen- 
sions to wear shoulder straps. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the only reason that was advanced in the 
committee of conference for presenting this report at $75 a month 
was that the bill had passed the House and the Senate at that rate 
some time ago, and that ‘t would embarrass the gentleman repre- 
senting the State of New York in the higher branch of the National 
Legislature to reduce the pension at thie time to $50 per month. 
But I stand here and say it is simple jentioe—end is never 
too late todo right—that I am asking in these cases. I never have 

posed any legitimate, honest pension bill upon this floor, and if 
I had the power I would be in favor of grantinga pension to every 
man who a gun in the defense of hiscountry and his country’s 
flag, and to the widow of ny hey who carried a gun. Bui I 
am not in favor of granting t extravagant pensions to the 
widows of general officers, and making these great distinctions 
between the widows of the officers in comparison with those pen- 
sions granted to the widows of private soldiers, especially when 
this House has placed itself so ees — record by saying, 
time and again, that $50 per month is sufficient. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman seems to be familiar with this and 
other cases. I will ask him if the services rendered by General 
Carr were any more meritorious than those rendered by General 


an? 

Mr. CROWTHER. I will say frankly that there are no more 
meritorious circumstances surrounding this case than surround 
many others, except perhaps the fact that the widow is in a neces- 
sitous condition and an invalid daughter dependent upon her 

or support. 

Mr. PAYTON. And has an invalid daughter dependent upon 
her, and also that the widow herself served as a nurse during the 
war. 

Mr. LOUD. Just the same condition as General Stoneman’s 
widow; and did not General Stoneman hold a higher rank than this 


eral? 
i CROWTHER. He did not hold as high a rank as General 
Stoneman, and I will say further, in reply to the tleman from 
California, that a few days ago House a bill pension- 
ing the widow of Gen McKibben, of phia, a woman 
who was absolutely helpless, who requires the constant care and 
attention of another person, and she is the widow of two brave 
rals of the last conta ey ane See I want 
say also, Mr. Speaker, in this that there are no 
disabilities that the soldier incurred in the service that would 
entitle him to more than $30 a month, even though he had ob- 
tained a pension under the eral law, and I submit to this 
House whether or not itis fair or just to grant a 7 
to the widow more than double that the soldier woul 
Ys GANNON Does the gentleman expect to get an early 
vote? Will the gentleman from Ohio allow me to ask him @ 


frequently on the field of battle. While there she nursed 
took care of the soldiers without pope to rank, privates as well 
as officers, for which she never asked or received any compensa- 


on. 
A third reason, above all the ordinary ones that I have men- 


question? 
tioned, that induced us to yield to the was that this poor| Mr. LAYTON, Certainly. 
widow, who is without Pak has dependent upon her an invalid| Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman expect to get an early vote 
daughter, who, having no other relatives or to support | upon this 


conference 
Mr. LAYTON. I desire to have it as expeditiously as possible. 
The House is familiar with the case. 
as Soe L hope the gentleman will demand the previous 
i Mr. CROWTHER. I five minutes of my time to the gen- 


her, is now dependent w isold mother. For these three rea- 
sons we thought that aioe 


Pees ek is ante Segoe amir 
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in charge of the billis entitled 
— 
Mr. LAYTON. I did not on the floor; but I had, prior to the 


consideration of the bill, an understanding the gentleman. 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Missouri has the floor 
in his own time, he has the right to yield it under the custom of 
the House. ar nes Sen Son S enn 
Mr. LACEY. . Speaker, I will only occupy a very few min- 
utes. The difficulty about these bills is this: the widow of 
a eens is entitled to a pension under the law 
she makes usual application for it tothe Pension 
does not come to . When not entitled under the general 
law, she comes to Con to make an appli m for a special 
act, instead of a or such a rating as the general law would 
ee eee 


E 


allow her if she come within its 
double or treble that amount. Now, Ihave a bill upon this 
dar (that of Mrs. Rice) and have not thus far been able 
considered. Why? Simply because in the case of the widow of 
some general in her claim has bee 
month, and in that of the widow of some other general, who died 
of old age, the widow's claim is allowed T—— act at a 
month or $75, and in some cases even at $100. 1 have presented a 
pill for a widow whose husband was killed in battle, a 
general, brevet major-general, and being killed in battle his widow 
“KX EEh ioe Geet ocpestell giving ber Oi a aneuicae pear 
giving a month, on the essum 

idan Saas 1 ban Seen the guaieal Gommmenne- af anteinn te. Ole 
House that a brigadier-general’s or a major- ’s widow should 
havea r rate of pension allowed than of a lieutenant-col- 
onel, which is $30a month. The rate of pension allowed under 
the law for a brigadier-general, a major-general, or colonel, is $30 
a month, the same as lieutenant-colonel. This being the case, I 
sdelai cesecait teks, 1000 eaedlt eaten att tee 

oO a general rule. self confronted wi propo- 
sition that bill can not be sina i 
many bills have gone through at $75 a month, an unreasonable 
rate; and I can not get this bill considered, which is a reasonable 
rate, because of the objection against bills that are giving an un- 
reasonable rate, over $50 a month, in order that the widow of a 
man who died of old age thirty years after the war shall havea 
pension aor a month. 

Mr. LAYTON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 


question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. LAYTON. Doesnot the gentleman from Iowa believethat, 
in accordance with the policy that has been adopted by the Con- 
gresses.ever since the war, that of pensioning an officer over and 
above lieutenant-colonel, it ought to stand upon its own merits 
as to the amount his widow should obtain? 

Mr. LACEY. There has been no fixed policy. The policy of 
this has been to ize the uniform rate of $50 per 
month to the widows of gen officers. Of course excepti 
have been made, but the exceptions have given us a great of 
trouble. We made an exception in the case of General Blunt’s 
widow. General Carr died, I am told, of cancer, long after the 
war, and this bill stands in the way of the passage of another bill 
where the soldier was mortally wounded in battle. Now, we ought 
to havesome uniform rule upon this and not exceed $50 a month in 
any case; and there should be some means of passing other bills, 
rated at $50 or less, for the widows of brigadier-generals and those 
who contracted the disease from which they died in the service or 
were killed in battle, as in the case to which I have referred. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, May I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. ~ 5m the widow of General Carr 
had applied for a pension under the law and had obtained it, how 
much wi she have got? 

Mr. LACEY. Eight dollars a month. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ido not mean under the act of 1890; 
I mean under the old law. 

Mr. LACEY. oe egg ng ony hs to exceed $30. That would 
have been the limit. In other words, the lady to whom I have 
referred gets a pension of $30 a month. Why? Because her hus- 
band was killed in battle, leaving her with five little children to 
care for. The other lady is recommended for $75a month. Why? 
Because the general law does not cover her case and it is given by 


ret 

. CROWTHER. If the gentleman will t me to correct 
his statement, had she obtained a pension through the Pension 
Office she would have got only $8a month. — 3 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; the death of her husband not having been 


ws army service, 
Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Does the tleman from Iowa think 


g 
3 


that the lady he speaks of, who has five children to take care of 
and gets $30 a month, gets enough? 


Mr. LACEY. I do not, 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Then why do you not take steps to 

have it increased? 
_ Mr. LACEY. I havedone so, but these other bills crowd in, giv- 
ing other widows of officers $75 a month, which is an unreasonable 
amount, and which prejudices deserving cases, so that legislation 
in their interest is sidetracked because of the pressure of these 
claims for excessive amounts beyond the $50 a month which has 
been the amount granted in such cases under the established policy 
of Con heretofore. 

Mr. HULL. I want to ask my colleague a question. The ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Watson] implies that my 
—— is opposing any increase above $30 a ailiaone 

Mr. LACEY. Iam not. Iam in favor of giving this applicant 
$30 a month. 


A Memeper. Fifty dollars? 

Mr. LACEY. No; $30; because if we give her the utmost that 
she could get under general law when the disability of her 
husband was contracted in the service, that certainly ought to be 
— On the other hand, the widows of general officers who 
died in the service should have $50 a month. I hold that the one 
who has a valid claim under the general law should be rated at 
$50 a month, while the one who would be rated at $8 a month 
under the act of 1890 may properly be rated at $30 a month under 


a J act. 
SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri {Mr. Crow- 
THER] yield the floor? 

Mr. CROWTHER. No, sir; I reserve the balance of my time. 
I do not propose that anybody shall take me off the floor. I yield 
ten minutes to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLUE]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. 8 er, I will ask the gentleman from 
Missouri if he will not yield to me to move to postpone the con- 
sideration of this case until Monday next, after i reading of the 
Journal? My object in making that request is that I may ask the 
House to take up immediately the deficiency bill, so that we may 
dis of it and send it to the Senate. 

. LAYTON. If that is done, it will result in the entire defeat 
of this bill. We want the case decided one way or the other. 
This widow ought to have either $75 or $50 a month, and unless 
the bill is dis: of now it will probably fail entirely. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. ove the previous question, then. 

Mr. LAYTON. If I can get the floor I will do so. 

Mr. CANNON. Can not we have an agreement that the debate 
shall close in twenty minutes? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires the House to understand 
the status of the bill and the question that is pending. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Layton] presented this conference report. 
He yielded the floor and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CROWTHER] took it in his own right, and is therefore entitled to 
an hour, and may yield his time under the custom of the House. 
After the expiration of the hour the Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman eae tes charge of the bill, in order that he may take what 
course he sees fit. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CROWTHER], and the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Layton], whether 
it will not be satisfactory to them if the House will agree to close 
the debate in twenty minutes? | 

Mr. LAYTON. Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I will agree to that, but I submit to the 
gentleman from Ohio that if he will consent to make this $50 a 
month, the bill can go right through now. 

Mr. LAYTON. Let the debate be limited to twenty minutes 
and the time divided equally. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
CROWTHER] will bear me out in the statement that it was virtually 
the understanding before the conference report was taken up that 
the time should be — divided. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Layron] 
asks unanimous consent that the debate upon the conference re- 
oe be closed in twenty minutes, the time to be equally divided. 

there objection? 

Mr. MILNES. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, The gentleman from 
Kansas {Mr. BLUE] is recognized. 

Mr. ES. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to move that debate 
close in twenty minutes? 

The SPE R. It is not in order. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of the 
House for a few moments, I shall not occupy very much of its 
time on this question. 

It seemed apparent a few days ago that it was settled by the 
House at least, as something in the nature of a rule for the gov- 
ernment of pension cases, that we should fix the limit of pensions 
at not exceeding $50 per month in the case of the widows of gen- 
eral officers. In accordance with that understanding, we gave to 
the widow of General Stoneman a pension of that amount. His 
record is a part of the history of this country. His services as an 
officer aré surpassed by few of the leaders of the Federal Army. 
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For his efficiency he was made the commander of one of the two 
grand divisions of Sherman’s army in its march to the sea; and he 
rendered to the country a glorious as well as a valuable servicein 
that memorable campaign. Fifty dollars a month is the pension 
fixed by the House as sufticient in that case for his widow. 

Now, why should the widow of this general, inferior in rank, 
with services far less extensive and far less glorious and valuable, 
be made an exception to break what was sought to be established 
as a rule, and give her $75 per month instead of $50? The excuse 
is that she is old; that she is dependent upon her exertions; that 
she has also dependent her a daughter, and, if I caught the 
statement correctly, another argument was made that the daughter 
had served as an army nurse. If that is true, she should be pen- 
sioned in her own right. 

Mr. HULL. Thatisamistake. It was his widow who was an 
army nurse. 

Mr. BLUE. Gentlemen around me tell me that it was the 
widow who was the army nurse and that I did not hear the state- 
ment correctly. Now, I do not know, Mr. Speaker, why that 
should be any good reason for increasing this pension. But even 
if it be so, I see no reason why this pension should be any larger 
than the usual pension in such cases. To be accurate about it, 
and strictly accurate, if she is entitled by reason of service as an 
army nurse to a pension, let it take its course and be adjusted as 
the pension of an army nurse. Twelve dollars is the limit we 
have fixed in such cases as that at all times, and that would make 
her pension, with $50 od month as the wife of a general officer, 
but $62 per month. If we are to adhere to the rule, we should 
certainly not go beyond that. 

Further than that, the House, acting in behalf of widows in ab- 
solutely destitute circumstances, considered the case of the widow 
of a former member of this body, General Vandever, and gave 
her a pension of but $50 per month. If this bill is to become a 
law after the repeated efforts to fixits rate at $75 a month, it must 
stand before the country as a case of invidious discrimination or 
preference in behalf of a particular widow rather than a pension 
along the line of what is just, equitable, and fair under all of the 
circumstances. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] said, 
and well said, the other day, that the difference in pensions this 
body is making—that is, the difference between the pensions of the 
widows of general officers and the widows of enlisted men—is 
bringing discontent throughout the land. The fact is deleterious 
and injurious to the whole system of pensions. The effect will 
come back to the House hereafter, as suggested by the gentleman 


‘from Missouri [Mr. CRowTHER] to-day, whose remarks I heartily 


approve, and in whose views I heartily concur. I say, sir, if this 
rule is to be preserved, let us stand by the $50 per month sion, 
and limit it te that sum, in cases of widows of general officers. 

It is better, Mr. Speaker, to settle the matter now than at any 
time in the future. If this is to be made an exception, in the case 
of a widow of a brigadier-general, then other exceptions will be 
found to follow this, and other excuses made to pay other pensions 
no more meritorious than the one now under consideration. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I trust that the House will adhere to its action 
heretofore taken and refuse to support the views of the commit- 
tee of conference. 

I yield back to the gentleman from Missouri the remainder of 
the time accorded to me. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I yield seven minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. LayTon], and then three to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Hu]. 
ane LAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a parliamentary 

quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LAYTON. The gentleman having yielded to me seven 
minutes, would it be in order for me to yield a portion of that 
time to my colleague? 

Mr. CANNON. I thought we were to have a twenty-minute 
arrangement? 

Mr. LAYTON. The gentleman from Illinois does not seem to 
have had a distinct understanding with the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. At all events, seven minutes have been yielded to me, and 
I desire to yield so much as my colleague wants—— 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would suppose that the gentleman 


' could yield to his colleague with the consent of the gentleman from 


Missouri. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I have no objection whatever to the gen- 
tleman occupying the time in such way as he sees proper. 

Mr. LAYTON. Then I yield of the time accorded to me such 
part as the gentleman from Ohio, my colleague [Mr. Watson}, 
may desire to occupy. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have not 
spoken upon a question of this kind since I have been a member 
of the House, but I have a deep interest in this kind of legislation, 


and have been pained almost beyond at some of 
sentiments wales I have heard where aaten this side of = 


upon 
House in reference to some pension bills. 

I want, in the first place, to say that I concur most heartily in 
the language of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CrowrHeEr] 
when he says that if he had the power he would ion every 
man who bore a gun and fought in defense of the ublic, So 
would I. But I say also to the gentleman from Missouri and to 
the gentlemen of the House that when the widow of a brave gen- 
eral, who is to-day absolutely without means of sopaest who is 
past 70 years of age, who is herself almost an invalid, who has an 
invalid daughter a upon her for the necessities of life, 
and nothing with which to meet those necessities, comes before 
the American Congress and asks this body to give her during the 
few remaining years she shall live the meager — of $75 per 
month, it is small business for the American Congress to refuse 
the request. 

I appeal to the patriotism as well as the judgment of this House 
to pass this bill. Gentlemen tell us that the men who fought in 
the ranks, the men who bore the muskets, will resent this kind of 
legislation. In behalf of every man in ail that mighty host who 
battled for the Stars I resent that statement as an unfair insinua- 
tion. There is not a single soldier who did battle for the flag of 
the Republic, if he knew all the circumstances of this case, would 
object to this bill. There is not one who would not say that he 
would be glad to have this Congress put the name of this widow 
upon the pension roll at $75 tre I want to say, in reply 
to a suggestion made by the distinguished gentleman from Iowa 
{Mr. Lacey], in speaking of a case which he had a short time ago, 
that the trouble is with his case and not with this one. The widow 
to whom he refers does not receive what she ought, but that is no 
reason why the gentleman should vote against the allowance pro- 
vided for in this bill. The fact that his constituent does not re- 
ceive what she is entitled to receive does not justify the gentleman 
in attacking the amount which this bill —s to give. And I 
regret that the gentleman is willing to withhold a proper allow- 
ance in the one case because he can not secure a proper allowance 
in the other. 

Such logic should not commend itself to either the judgment or 
the patriotism of this House. I would guard the of this 
nation with as much sacredness and as much integrity as any man 
upon this floor, but it is not a useless waste of the nation’s money 
to pay the amount provided for in this bill, when all the circum- 
stances of the case are considered. On the other hand, I think the 
fairness of the proposition will commend itself to the mind of 
every member upon this floor. This nation is great enough and 
rich enough to pay $75 per month to the widow of every general 
who is situated as this unfortunate widow is. She has the 
seventieth year of her life, is in feeble health, and has dependent 
upon her an invalid daughter of middle age. 

If we should grant this widow $75 month, our action would 
be sustained by the ca judgment of the entire nation. 
I do not believe that any sol would complain of it, but, on the 
contrary, would rejoice at the generosity and patriotism of Con- 
gress in doing what the necessities of the situation demanded. 

Mr. LAYTON. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I yield the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HULL] five minutes. Then I shall ask for the previous question. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. S$ er, there is no pretense on the part of 
the advocates of this bill that General Carr’s life was shortened 
one single day by his service in the Army, or that, as a result of 
his service in the Army, his wife was left a widow one single hour 
sooner than she would have been if he had never enlisted. He 
had rendered distingui service in the Army, but his service in 
civil life was probably more distinguished than his service in mili- 
tary life. There is nothing in this case which takes it out of the 
general rule established by the House on repeated votes of giving 
a maximum of $50 a month to the widows of general officers. 

Under the general law, if his death had resulted from the serv- 
ice, his widow would have been entitled to a pension of $30 a 
month. Under the law of 1890, which applies to soldiers and offi- 
cers alike, his death resulting from causes entirely outside of his 
army service, she would be entitled to $8amonth. AndI want to 
say to my associates and colleagues in Hall that when the Con- 

of the United States goes from $8 a month to $50 a month, as 
is proposed in this case, it is dealing not only justly, but gen- 
erously with the widow of this soldier. 

Mr. 8 er, the gentleman from Ohio . WATSON] has gone 
out of the record in this case to speak for the sol of the United 
States, and quote them in favor of highest pensions to officers 
widows. I think I am entitled to speak somewhat for the soldiers 
myself. I doubt not, Mr. Speaker, that I associate with them 
more intimately than does my friend from Ohio [Mr. Watson], 
and I want to say to him and to this House that he is mistaken 
when he says that ee soldiers of the United States do not 
resent this constant growing tendency on the part of Congress 
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to draw such a marked distinction between the widow of the sol- 
dier and the widow of the officer. They recognize a i 


tinction, but this House in every case of the widow of a private 
soldier, with possibly one exception, has limited the pe to $12 
a month—the largest amount given to the widow of a private by 
general law. Now, in the case of this widow, if we make her pen- 
sion $50 per month, we increase the pension that she is entitled to 
under the law $42. I say that the charge of our being ungener- 
ous or a with the widows of general officers, when we 
grant them $50 a month, does not lie t this House. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I can not get any time to speak 
on this _—— and I want to ask the gentleman if it is not true 
that he is getting letters from the widows of soldiers in his dis- 
trict, and others who have read of our these bills at $75 a 
month, asking him to introduce bills for them, and if it is not 
true that this legislation has created great dissatisfaction among 
pensioners who can only get $12 a month? ° 

Mr. HULL. It is not only true that I am getting letters, but I 
am also getting resolutions adopted by Grand Army , pro- 
testing against this continual discrimination against the widows 
of een soldiers in favor of the widows of general officers. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will again ask the gentleman if 

there is any excuse for making a departure from the precedent of 

50 a month in this case except attempted liberality with an over- 
owi te which everybody knows we have not got? 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman can answer that question about 
as wellas I could. But I want to say in, Mr. Speaker, that if 
we adhere to the rule we have adop by vote after vote, espe- 
cially where the soldier's life was not shortened a day by disease 
contracted in his army service, of granting $50 a month to his 
widow, we are se erously with her. 

Mr. LAYTON. ill the gentleman permit me, before he 
demands the previous question? I desire to say, and have the 
eyed oe I submitted - See a 7 the 
absence and at the special request of my colleague from Michigan, 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. THomas]. _ 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. 8 er, IL hope the House will reject 
this rt of the committee of conference, and send the bill back 
to erence with instructions to the conferees to stand by the 
House amendment. ; 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Which was $30 a month. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Which was $50 a month. I now demand 
bag = bhomes question. 

@ previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the conference 
and the er announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LA IN. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 100. 

So the of the committee of conference was rejected. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I move that the House insist upon its 
amendment and ask for a further conference upon the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I move that the conferees be instructed to 
insist upon $50 per month. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the conferees be 
instructed to insist upon the House amendment for the payment 
of $50 per month. 


The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. CrowTHER, Mr. THomas, and Mr. Layton. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills, 
my intention being to call up the.general deficiency bill. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. PAYNE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the 
bill H. R. 10329. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

with the first reading of the bill. 
was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman from 

= i. SAYERS] how much general debate is desired? 


YERS. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the gentleman in 
c of the bill that this bill be read and considered by para- 
graphs, with the understanding that there are two amendments 


which will be offered touching the appropriation for the Southern 
Pacific Railway Company. 

Mr. CANNON. Southern and Union. 

Mr. SAYERS (continuing). That these amendments be con- 
sidered when the consideration of the bill shall have been con- 
cluded, and that an hour and a half be allowed upona side. I 
would also suggest to the gentleman that in the consideration of 


this bill paragraph by paragraph latitude be allowed for the dis- 
cussion, and I think we can get through quite rapidly. 

Mr. CANNON. Do you think you want an hour and a half? 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not know that we shall. 

Mr. CANNON. I now ask unanimous consent that general 
debate may be considered as closed upon this bill, with the ex- 
ception that in the consideration of the bill we may pass the item 
carrying an appropriation for the Southern Pacific Company, and 
at the conclusion of the bill we may recur to that item, and that 
there may be, if desired, an hour anda half general debate thereon. 

Mr. SAYERS. On each side. 

Mr. CANNON. On each side. 

Mr. GROW. 1 object, for the purpose of making a statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. A statement would hardly be in order. If 
there is no objection, the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. GROW. I only need a minute to do it. The House in 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union is the 
only place for general debate upon questions affecting the whole 
country—general questions. nless it is understood I can have 
thirty or forty minutes to speak upon an important question that 
the whole country is interested in, I shall object to this unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. SAYERS. Justamoment. 
the gentleman from [Illinois pro 
question about the gentleman 
get thirty minutes. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, it was after ten years’ contest 
that this House a free-homestead bill. A similar bill is 

nding in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
nion, and unless it is understood that on this bill I can have 
thirty or forty minutes, which is the only opportunity I can get 
to discuss it, 1 shall object. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will not be placed un- 
der bond. This is public business, and in the closing days of this 
session I want this bill to go to the Senate at the earliest pos- 
sible minute; and I want to say to the gentleman I have every 
disposition to accommodate him, but I will not now agree that 
forty minutes of any time for general debate shall be given. 

Mr. GROW. There is no danger of general appropriation bills 
failing. Notatall. I have seen four or five passed in the last 
twenty-four hours of a session? If there is no disposition to yield 
that to me, I op any agreement. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

Mr. GROW. Thirty or forty minutes is just of as much impor- 
tance on a public question at one time as at another. 

Mr. SAYERS. t me suggest to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that there is great danger of some of these appropriation 
bills failing. 

Mr. GROW. Nota bit of it. 

Mr. SAYERS. All —. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this general deficiency bill car- 
ries $8,441,029.48. The estimates are $9,325,915.21. The bill, 
therefore, is a reduction of the estimates of $884,885.78. The bill 
contains a great many items which can best be considered under 
the five-minute rule, and now, if it is satisfactory to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Sayers], I will yield to him what time he desires, 
or, if he does not wish to address the committee, I will move to 
close general debate. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to consume the 
time of the committee. I am entirely confident that at the proper 
time there will be sufficient opportunity given for debate upon the 
important items, and I do not wish to delay the consideration of 
the bill by taking the floor now. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 


tee rise. 

Mr. GROW. Allright. If the House wants to vote down all 
discussion on an important question, it can do so. 

Mr. CANNON. I have every disposition to give the gentleman 
from oo ten the time he desires, but—— 

Mr. GROW. Then grant it now by unanimous consent; or, if 
you think you can spend forty minutes in a better way, try it. 

The motion of Mr. CANNON was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Payne, from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, reported that they had had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 10329, the general deficiency bill, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for further consideration of general appropriation bills, and pend- 
ing that motion I move that all general debate upon the general 
deficiency bill be limited to one minute. 

Mr. GROW. I hope that motion will be voted down. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that he was in 
doubt as to the result. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 79, noes 94, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for tellers. 


I think if thisagreement which 
ses is effected, there will be no 
om Pennsylvania being able to 





1998 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. - FEpruary 19, 





Mr. GROW. I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. For this day: 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 76 members voting in fayor| Mr. Doaiavas with Mr. Bex of Texas. 
thereof. Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. Swanson. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 92, nays 126, not} Mr. ARNOLD of lvania with Mr. CRowLEY, 
voting 137; as follows: Mr. ANDREWS with Mr. PENDLETON. 
YEAS—92. Mr. AITKEN with Mr. Harr, 
drich, TL Dovener, Lorimer, Payne, Mr. Kup with Mr. SHaw. 
lien, Migs. Draper, Loud, Perkins, Mr. CHARLES W. Stone with Mr. Dz ARMoND, 
et Eke Madtiox, cones Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island with Mr. Rusk. 
Beach, * Gillett, Mass. Mahon, Raney, Mr. Hu.ine with Mr. Buck. 
Bennett, Grosvenor, McCall, Tenn. Ray, Mr. Hirt with Mr. CocKRELL. 
—_— oo ew eke Mr. Hurry with Mr. Tare. 
ue, > . . 
Boatner, Henderson, McLaurin, : Rinaker, Mr. Linney with Mr. Berry. 
— tan a — ie Mr. Mocuuan? of Mimassstn Wik ite Rusteta ef @iurgia, 
wn { ' , ; a * Mr. RY © wi 0! 
— a ager —— Mr. Mixor of Wisconsin with Mr. DENNY. 
Catchings, Hutcheson, Milliken, Stone, W. A. Mr. WILBER with Mr. STALLINGS. 
Clarke, Ala. = Joy,” - Momey, Taft, Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut with Mr. Price. 
Cobb, ’ Kirkpatrick, Morse, Ven Voorhis, Mr. Suita of Illinois with Mr. Mosks. 
Codding Kleberg, Mozley, Wadsworth, Mr. Stewart of Wisconsin with Mr. Srrarr. 
Cooper, Tex. Knox, N aaaeewe Warner, Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. SULZER. 
Sousins, — yo vel whee Mr. W11son of Ohio with Mr. TURNER of i 
Dalzell, Lelghty, Otjen, Wilson, N. ¥. Mr. Sirs of Michigan with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana. 
Dockery, Livingston, Overstreet, Woomer. During the roll — the a took p ieee 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to interrupt the roll call 
NAYS—128. > 
to ask a unanimous consent. As it is perfectly evident that, in 
bbott, Edd Li Settle, 
yy Eltt, rae ae Shaftoth, deference to the gentleman from Penneyiventa | [Mr.  Gaow), the 
Aldrich, T. H. Ellis Leisenring, Simpkins, majority of the House desires that he shou ve his time, I ask 
Anderson, Fenton, Lester, Snover, consent that the further calling of the roll be dispensed with and 
Baten, Fitzgerald, en. Sores in that the House gointo Committee of the Whole for the considera- 
Baker, N. H. Gamble, Little, iceman tion of the general deficiency bill. If that be agreed to, I will 
Bankhead, Gardner, Long, Stahle, yield the gentleman from ae [Mr. Grow] forty min- 
Bean Gow Mince, Smt», | igs of my time, [Applause 
Bartlett, G °, Martin, Strowd, N. 0. r. of Vir 
Bellcol = Haft Mcciure, -Bullowsy," The Clerk resumed ce pleted tho call of the rol 
—. Halterman, el t—_ The result of the vote wun teas announced as above recorded. 
a Hardy, McEwan, Towne, Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Burton, Obio Harris, McLachlan, Tracey, eneral debate upon the deficiency bill be closed at the end of 
Clardy, —— oe . — fo rty-two minutes, and give notice That, if that m Seaeeee te, when 
Colson. Tentecie, Miller, Kans. Updegratt we go into Committee of the Whole I will ats Soot minutes to 
Connolly, Henry, Copn. Milnes, alker, Mass. the gentleman from P: lvania, I ask that the bill 
Cooper, Fils. Hermann, Moody, Veter, Va. may be read through, and we may pass over the gpa 
— pom olen Watson,’ Ohio Pacific Railroad item, recurring to it at oe ond of the bill, and 
2 Crowther, Howe, ' Otey, Wheeler that we may then have an hour and a half f ‘or general debate on 
Cummings «Huliek"Battarton, «= Woo” | SURE tM ee Sponker, I ob 
ae . . Mr. GR ect to that If 
Curtis to sn fea. — Sede the House goes into committee and I am allowed 0 the floor, 
Danford, Johnson, N. Dak. Pugh, Wright, when I get through the gentleman will have the floor, and we will 
pues, Kerr, o— vom then to sapling he desires about the bill. {Laughier.] 
5 Dinners, oo. Seoutben, Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
. NOT VOTING—137 itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
i ala Sint Sinan ; Shuford. Union for further consideration of general appropriation bills. 
Aitken, ' De Armond, Kem, Skinner The motion was agreed to; and the House acco accordingly resolved 
A” Bam ER a TON Sts Chairman’ baiers Tat semgaioed for 
Arnold, Ba Boa i Bparkna, “eThe CHAIRMAN, ‘i tleman is recognized f. al 
i s , e e ‘or eral . 
ieee, Evans, " Marsh * ‘Stallings, debate if he desires to occupy the floor on 
pene. Rane. rena, So ewer, we Mr. CANNON. I think I exhausted about two minutes of my 
Barhain, Fietcher, MoCormick. Stokes, time tee Th 
Foote, McMillin. Strait, AIRMAN. t 
ee a Hite Wye Secs woo | man oncupled three minntes [Laughter] nnn 
Bell er. i Minor, Wis ao CANN ON. Now, Mr. House evidently de- 
Berry, Griffin, Mondell, Swanson, ony ‘to hear the eminent gentleman [Mr. 
— § ee d, Tees a Grow] in general debate upon the pending bill. [ am exceed- 
Bowers, . Hadley, Murray, Tayler,’ ingly anxious to get on with the bill. It is now the last da s 
5 groderick, Hainor, Neba ewlands, a. the oe — Senate col aan ~ sa im) Nv : 
i rom Ww: A ; . mptly u 6 rouse, ow 
t on. aren Pa. Phillips ’ Puck — Pennsylvania, with which I oats no to quarrel—and - 
: Buck, Hendrick, Pickler, Turner, Va. I had it woul = avail ——s —the ¢ House evident y 
‘ Calderhead, Henry, Ind. Powers, = Horn, desires to give to be heard. Gen- 
F: eee fies Brice, Wolltontene tlemen are Sviaaale aoa disposed to heer discussion from the gentle- 
: Cockrell, Hill, bertson, La. White, man from P ianin That being the case, I shall be a most 
Cook, Wis. oe. vse, Wilber, interested auditor, and would be very glad now to to the gen- 
Cooke, ML Hopkins, Ky, Rusk, tleman, if it suits his convenience, as muncts Cate out of the time 
Cor Howell, Russell, Conn. Wilson, Idaho I 
Cowen, Huff, Russell, Ga. Wilson, Ohio. to me asI have at my disposal—that is to say, as 
Crowley, Huling, Sauerhering, understand it, about -six minutes. 
oy Crump, Hurley, Shannon, Mr. GROW. I thank the gentleman from Illinois for his kind- 
+ nous, B.'E. aya, an ness, but I ask to be Tecogmized to take the floor in m own right, 
i The following pairs were announced: without prejudice to the rights of the 
z: Until further notice: leave hime the right to occupy the floor, with his ee ee heel 
a Mr. PicKLER with Mr. Miver of New York. to do so hereafter. 
a Mr. THomas with Mr, TucKER. Mr. CANNON. The gentleman desires more than forty min- 
Yi Mr. Dineiey with Mr. McMruin. utes, then, I s ? 
ie Mr. Cor.iss with Mr. Cowen. _Mr. GROW. Ido not think I shall wish to occupy the entire 
A Mr. MoCaut of Massachusetts with Mr. Jonss. time, but I do not care to deprive the gentleman from Illinois of 


. Mr. Harmer with Mr. Hurcneson. any of his time. 
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Mr. CANNON. The gentleman now declines to accept the 
fifty-six minutes? 
Mr. GROW. I think my proposition is better. 


Mr. CANNON. I ask if 
fifty-six minutes? 

Mr. GROW. No. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will accept, I will yield it to 


him. 

Mr. GROW. No. I that I be allowed to in 
my own time, and the gen can take the floor in his own 
time. If I do not oceupy the entire hour accorded to me by the 
rules, I will yield the balance, if any remains, to the gentleman 
from Illinois. I do not expect to trespass on the patience of the 
committee very | 

Mr. CANNON. Now, the gentleman has had his own way in 
substance up to this time, and if he will not take my -six min- 
utes, out of to the gentleman’s reputation, and he havi 
the House clearly with him, he shall have it in form as well. 
therefore arr hte ” remainder i my — : the Chair chooses 
to recognize the gentleman from Pennsylvania, he can now proceed. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, when compelled to assert my 


gentleman declines to accept the 


rights on this floor, I do not propose to take by the courtesy 
of anybody. (pec. 
I appealed to chairman of the Committee on priations, 


stating to him that I wanted to speak some thirty or forty minutes 
on the m of free homesteads, the bill now pending 
in the House. It was a ten-years steady and constant le in 
the House to pass the first free-homestead bill, and when I asked 
the privilege of being allowed thirty or forty minutes’ time on 
that — I was informed that it was uncertain whether there 
would be time for that. 

Do I understand, Mr. Chairman, that I am now recognized in 
m on oie tos , under the rule? 

e TRM (Mr. SHERMAN in the chair). That is cor- 
rect. The gentleman is so recognized. 

Mr. GROW. I was simply explaining, Mr. Chairman, why I 
did not make the effort in a factious a I am ready to ad- 
vance the business of the House; but when I made my appeal to 
the chairman of the A iations Committee, that I would like 
thirty or forty minutes to on the general question of home- 
steads—a subjeet that could not excite any opposition or discus- 
sion of importance—I received no answer except that he did not 
know whether there would be time. I was then forced to assert 
my own rights on the floor. I thought it was my duty to assert 
my right as a representative of the people to speak on a public 

uestion, interesting to the whole people of the country, without 
the consent of anybody, and I have taken the floor for that pur- 
pose. [Applause.} | ; , 

Forty-five years —* was my privilege in this presence to ad- 
vocate the right of pioneer settler to his home; and now it is 
my in the same presence to advocate his rightful owner- 
shipinthe soil. In 1889, and immediately thereafter, treaties were 
made with various Indian tribes for their lands in Oklahoma, 
Nebraska, Minnesota, North and South Dakota, Idaho, Montana, 
Washington, and m. After the ratification of these treaties, 
and entirely ind nt of them, Congress passed laws relative 
to each of these acquisitions, requiring persons who should settle 
mpon them to pay into the Treasury at the end of five years from 
$l to $3.75 per acre. This was an abandonment,so far as these 
lands are concerned, of the free-homestead ee applies 
to all other public lands. The chasemnatell by the Government 
for these lands is greater, and in some cases much greater, than 
the price which existed for any of the icultural lands of the 
Government previous to the of free-homestead law. 
The object of this bill is to put the lands acquired by these treaties 
under the same homestead provisions asnow exist for all other lands 
heretofore acquired by treaties with Indian tribes or in any other 
way, and relieve them from imposition of greater hardship and 
injustice than was ever i upon the actual settlers under 
our land system since the foundation of the Government, when 
the lands were sold to the highest bidder. This was an innovation 
on the of the free-homestead policy, and that is the 
reason I desired to call the attention of the House to the bill now 
pending as a Senate amendment to the House bill. 

_ This House, in the last session of Congress, passed 
lieving the settlers in Oklahoma, and it went to the Senate. It 
was amended there by including all settlers similarly situated on 
all the public lands of the United States; and it comes back and is 
pending here on our Calendar. Whether we will have an opportu- 
nity to act on it ornot I can not say. But after a contest during my 


former entire ional service to secure relief to the pioneer 
settlers, who have converted our wilderness into bl fields, 
and who have established civilization on the ruins of sa life, 


I was not willing that this session should close without in 
public attention called.to the hardship and injustices tunenel 
upon the settlers on the public lands by this bill. 


On the 30th day of March, 1852, my first h as a member of 
Congress was made in the Old Hall of the House of 
tives, on Man’s Right to the Soil. From that time forth, in sea- 
son and out of season, the policy of free homes for free men was 
kept constantly before Congress until the 27th day of May, 1862 
(to take effect January 1, 1863), when it became the law of the 
land by the signature of the unlettered child of the prairies, Abra- 
— Lincoln, after I had signed the enrolled bill as Speaker of the 

use. 

There are two interesting incidents conneeted with the final 
passage of the original free-homestead bill. First, it took effect 
on the day of Lincoln’s emancipation proclamation. Second, the 
first settler under the homestead bill, which provided free homes 
for free men, was named Freeman. Daniel Freeman, of Beatrice, 
Gage County, Nebr., was a Union soldier, home on a furlough, 
which would expire on the 2d or 3d day of January, 1863. Ata 
little past nee ge on the ist day of January, 1863, he made his 
entry in the land office of his district and left his home the same 
day to take his place again in the ranks on the tented fields. His 
entry was No. 1, his proof of residence was No. 1, his patent was 
No. 1, recorded on page 1, of book 1, of the Land Office of the 
United States. The first settler under this law was a Freeman, 
and I trust the last of its beneficiaries in the long coming years of 
the future will be a free man. [ Applause. } 

The Congress of the United States was the first legislative body 
of any nation in the world’s history, so far as I know, to set apart 
or attempt to set apart its public domain in homes for its citizen, 
without money and without price. There had been many efforts 
made, reaching far back into antiquity, for limiting the number 
of acres that might be acquired by a single individual, and for 
ae or restricting the acquisition of lands by the few, and 

or a division of public lands among different classes of the people. 
Four hundred years before the Christian era, Licinius Stolo, a 
Roman citizen of plebeian birth, was elected tribune of the Com- 
mons. He procured the passage of a law, which in history bears 
his name, restricting the acquisition of the public lands by any 
one individual to 500 jugera—about 350 acres. During his term 
of office he also secured the passage of other regulations to pre- 
vent the patrician class from monopolizing the lands acquired by 
conquest or purchase. Twohundred and tifty years later Tiberius 
Gracchus, of patrician birth—his mother being Cornelia, daughter 
of Scipio Africanus—was elected tribune of the Commons. He 
espoused the cause of the plebeians and became their recognized 
leader. ‘He attempted to revive the old Licinian law, which had 
failen into disuse, and lost his life in his efforts to secure a more 
equitable division of the public lands and to provide for their 
cultivation by free men instead of slaves. A little later his 
brother, Caius Gracchus, was elected tribune of the Commons, 
and he, too, lost his life in endeavoring to secure the reforms 
advocated by his brother. 

Had Rome adopted the policy advocated by the Gracchi, of dis- 
tributing the public lands among the landless of her citizens, and 
securing their cultivation by free men instead of slaves, the eagles 
of the Roman commonwealth might have floated in triumph long 
after the ivy twined the broken columns of the imperial palace 
of her Ceesars. For when at last the barbarian from his wilder- 
ness home came with torch and spear to the very walls of the 
Eternal City, there was no longer an independent yeomanry with 
homes to defend, or a great ate ne people to bare their 
bosoms in its defense; and seven hills falls an easy prey to the 
Goth and Vandal; and Italy, proud mistress of the world, is over- 
run by rude warriors. The bat and the owl build their nests in 
the crumbling walls of her Coliseum, the grandest architectural 
ruin of all antiquity. 

From the death of the Gracchi through the more than twenty 
centuries of subsequent history many attempts had been made in 
various nations to change the tenure of lands or to provide for 
their distribution among different classes of the people. But 
through it all there was a universal consent that the title and 
rightful ownership in the soil of the earth’s surface was in the 
king or the ruling class, called the State, and that the public 
domain might rightfuily be held as a source of revenue or be doled 
out in vast manors to court favorites or granted in unlimited 

uantities in donations and charities. In 1846, Felix Grundy 
eConnell, a member of Congress from Alabama, introduced 
in Congress a bill which provided that any head of a family might 
enter 160 acres of land on filing affidavit that he or she intended 
to cultivate it for five years and was ‘“‘ wholly unable to pay the 
minimum price fixed by law.” This bill by its very terms was a 
mere charity and it was so intended. It asserted no principle as 
to the rightful ownership in the soil or any quenelt policy for 
the disposition of the public lands. Nothing was done with it 
after its introduction. Of the many propositions and legislativo 
measures ee in this country and others relative to the dis- 
_ of the public domain, the free-homestead law, passed by 
American Congress in 1862, is the only one to my knowledge 
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that was based on the great fundamental principle, founded in 
nature and natural law, that whoever applies his labor to an un- 
occupied portion of the earth’s surface in its cultivation, seals his 
title of rightful ownership thereto in the sweat of his face as it 
moistens the soil he tills. [Applause.] 

* For ten years after my first entry into Congress, the all-absorb- 
ing question of legislative discussion in these Halls, next to that 
of restricting slave labor institutions to their then existing limits, 
was the question as to the proper and best disposition to be made 
of the public lands. For final success in legislation, the policy of 
setting them apart in free homes for actual settlers had to be 
divested of the idea that it was one of charity or Government 
bounty. If that was the case, it could have no permanent place 
in legislation. To secure such place, it must be recognized, both 
by lawmakers and the people, as a fundamental right, belonging 
to the settler, of which he could not justly be deprived. From 
the first; therefore, 1 endeavored so far as my ability would per- 
mit to enforce the position that the Government should stop all 
sales of the public lands and confine their occupancy in limited 

uantities to the actual settler alone, and that this ought to be 
Sens as an act of justice to the settler as well as sound policy for 
the Government. Hence my voice and vote were always against 
any other disposition of the public lands. The discussion of the 
question finally culminated in the enactment of the free-home- 
stead law as the fixed policy of the Government in the manner 
already stated. 

In support of the present Senate bill I will read an extract from 
the speech delivered in the Old Hall before a majority, or very near 
it, of the members of this House were born. It will, therefore, if 
they have not been diligent readers of the Congressional Globe 
be as new to them, if not to the rest of the House, as anything I 
might utter at this time. And I am sure it will be quite as con- 
clusive in argument. Before doing so I ask unanimous consent to 
print as an appendix to my present remarks part of the speech 
made in 1860 on the homestead law before its passage. The his- 
tory of the acquisition of the public lands which it contains and 
the reasons urged for the passage of the bill then pending are all 
equally applicable to the pending Senate bill. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SHERMAN). Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

here was no objection. 
[Extract from speech made March 30, 1852, on Man’s Right to the Soil.] 


‘“‘But even if the Government could derive revenue from the 
sale of the public lands, it is neither just nor sound policy to hold 
them for that purpose. It is well sometimes to go back of the 
authority of bocks and treatises on human rights, composed by 
authors reared and educated under monarchical institutions, and 
whose opinions and habits of thought consequently have been 
more or less shaped and molded by such influences, and examine 
by the light of reason and natural law the true foundation for gov- 
ernments and of the inherent rights of man. 

‘‘The fundamental rights of man may be summed up in two 
words: Life and happiness. The first is the gift of the Creator, 
and may be bestowed at his pleasure; but it isnot consistent with 
his character for benevolence that it should be bestowed for any 
other pennete than to be enjoyed; and that we call happiness. 
Therefore, whatever nature has provided for preserving the one 
or promoting the other belongs alike to the whole race. And as 
the means for sustaining life are derived almost wholly from the 
soil, every person has a natural right to so much of the earth’s 
surface as may be eT for his support. To whatever unoc- 
cupied portion of it, therefore, he applies his labor for that pur- 
pose, from that time forth it becomes appropriated to his own 
exclusive use; and whatever improvements he may make by his 
labor becomes his property and subject to his disposal. 

‘“‘ The only true foundation for any right to property is man’s la- 
bor. That is property, and that alone, which the labor of man has 
made such. at right, then, can the Government have in the 
soil of a wild and uncultivated wilderness as a source of revenue, 
to which not a day’s nor an hour’s labor has been applied to make it 
more productive and answer better the end for which it was cre- 
ated, the su eee and happiness of the race? 

“It is said by Blackstone in his Commentaries that— 

“There is no foundation in nature or natural law why a set of words upon 
parchment should — the dominion of land. The use and er 
alone gives to man an exclusive right to retain in a permanent manner tha 
specified land, which before belonged generally to everybody, but particu- 
larly to nobody. 

“Tt may be said, true, such would be man’s right to the soil ina 
state of nature; but when he entered into society he gave up part 
of his natural rights, in order to enjoy the advantages of an organ- 
ized community. This is a doctrine, 1 am aware, of the books and 
treatises on society and government. But it is a doctrine of des- 

tism, and belongs not to enlightened statesmen in a liberal age. 

t is the excuse of the despot in encroaching upon the rights of the 
subject. He admits the encroachment, but claims that the citizen 
gave up part of his natural rights when he entered into society; 
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and who is to judge what ones he relinquished but the ruling 
power? 

“Tt was not n that any of man’s natural rights shoul. 
have heen yielded to the state in the formation of "eachen 3 He 
yielded no right but the right to do wrong, and that he never had by 
nature. All that he yielded in entering into organized society was 
a portion of his unrestricted liberty. What he yielded was that 
he would submit his conduct, which before was subject to the 
control of no living being, to the tribunals to be established by the 
state, with a tacit consent that society, or the government, might 
regulate the mode and manner of the exercise of his rights. y 
should he consent to be deprived of them? It is upon this ground 
that we justify resistance to tyrants. Whenever the ruling power 
encroaches upon the natural rights of men so far that an appeal 
toarms becomes preferable to submission, they appeal from human 
to divine laws, and plead the natural rights of man in their jus- 
tification. That oa is just, and that alone, which en- 
forces and defends all of man’s natural rights, while protecting 
him pe wrong by his fellow-man. 

‘*Is it not time to sweep from the statute book its still lingering 
relics of feudalism, to blot out the principles eee upon it 
by the narrow-minded policy of other times, and adapt the legisla- 
tion of the country to spirit of the age and to the true ideas of 
man’s rights and relations to his government? Ifa man has a 
right on earth, he has a right to land enough to rear a habitation on. 
If he has a right to live, he has a right to the free use of whatever 
nature has provided for his sustenance—air to breathe, water to 
drink, and land enough to cultivate for his subsistence, for these 
are the necessary and indispensable means for the enjoyment of 
his inalienable rights of life, coe the pursuit of happiness. 
And is it for a Government thatc to dispense equal and exact 
justice to all, and that has laid down correct principles in its t 
chart of human rights, to violate those a and its solemn 
declarations in its legislative enactments 

‘The struggle between capital and labor is an unequal one at 
best. It is a struggle between the bones and sinews of men and 
dollars and cents, And in that struggle is it for the Government 
to stretch forth its arm to aid the strong against the weak? Shall 
it continue by its legislation to elevate enrich idleness on the 
wail and the woe of industry? 1f the rule is correct as applied to 
governments, the same as to individuals, that whatever a person 

rmits another to do, having the right and means to prevent it 

e does himself, then indeed is the Government responsible for all 


the evils that may result from speculation and land monopoly in 
the public domain. 


* * * * * * 


* 

‘Tf you would lead the erring back from the paths of vice and 
crime to virtue and to honor, give him a home; give him a hearth- 
stone, and he will surround it with household gods. If you would 
make men wiser and better, relieve the almshouses, close the doors 
of the penitentiary, and break in as the er y the 
influences of the domestic fireside; for that is thi in which 
human character is formed, and there its destiny is shaped. There 
the soul receives it first impress and man his first lesson, and they 
go with him for weal or for woe through life. For ae 
sentiments, elevating the thoughts, and developing the noblest 
impulses of man’s nature, the influences of a fireside and 
agricultural life are the noblest and the best. In the obscurity of 
the cottage, far removed from the seductive influences of rank 
and affluence, is nourished the virtues that counteract the decay 
of human institutions, the courage that defends the national in- 
dependence, and the neers supports all classes of the State. 
Man, in defense of his hi me and his fireside, e invincible 
against a world of mercenaries. In battling for his and ail 
that is dear to him on earth, he is never conquered save with his 
life. In suchas le every becomes a Thermopyle, every 
plain a Marathon. ith anin dent yeomanry sontrered over 
our vast domain, the ‘ young e’ may bid defiance to the world 
in arms. Even though a foe should devastate our seaboard, lay 
in ashes its cities, they will have made not one single advance 
toward conquering the country, for from the interior would come. 
its hard _ , With their hearts of oak and_nerves of steel, 
to e e invader. Their hearts are the citadel of a nation’s 
power, their arms the bulwarks of liberty. 

‘*Every consideration of policy, then, both as to revenue for the 
General Government and increased taxation for the new States, as 
well as a means for removing the causes of a and crime 
in the old, demands that the public lands should be — in 
limited quantities to the actual settler. Every consideration of 
re — —-, calls upon us to restore man to his natural 
ri in the soil.” 

e only reason now claimed why the settler should pay from 
$1 to $3.75 per acre to the Government for the lands acquired 
under these recent treaties is that the Government 
of the Indians. ‘ 2e Secretary of the Interior gives as a reason 
for requiring this payment that ‘‘it would not be proper to burden 








cl * ie at - * dl bd ° Pa 7 
6 « 5 
: - Ss a ° 
: : 
i : 
. rf a a 
. oa * of 
i . « - : 
rt ~ i 7 . a ps 
m > B ns P 
rs 4 a) ; 7 i o . - 
- 7 bs A « 
~~ ~ 
s . 
: F f 
e- “> : : ¥ 
a 7 2 7 
5 7 ka 5 
; : pe , 
- 5 A 
ba . 
; S 5 ri »- 8 bi 
7 ae , 
’ a . bd 
F r 5 
A Py} fe 
~ A » S : * 7 
A a : i i . . 
. , ey 
e - o Fi 
5 7 F 5 . 
: a . ‘ae 
ct 7 a, 7 
a : 5 7 m 
‘ a . 5 re 
7 S A 
ba mf a ’ a . 
ad i 
i — A 
ro 7 - 
: A > 
& i ~ S 
: * . é Zi 
a 
° 7 ns rr i aes | 
s : , 
- 2 bad ° 
A 
F O 5 7 7 7 , — 
cy a a. a i : e 
> 7 : od 7 7 7 
z 5 : Cf 
a i P Fi ad 





wes we oa. 





